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With reference to the first proposition, let me call attention to 
the fact that while this resolution of ours, or the one reported by 
the committee, is not termed a protest, yet, as a matter of fact, it 
is a protest against the negligence of certain nations who are par- 
ties to a treaty in allowing the provis-ons of that treaty to be un- 
complied with or unenforced. It is a protest, and I suggest that 
my resolution is simply a method of intensifying that protest—of 

iving emphasis to our protest at these murderous outrages. The 
resident is requested, or directed, to act. That is our method 
of giving additional emphasis, and our resolution is nothing more 
than an attempt to be emphatic where emphasis is most essential. 

Gentlemen have told us—the gentleman from Kentucky told us 
directly—that the resolutions reported by thecommittee are abso- 
lutely meaningless; that they are not expected to have any effect; 
that it is only by the “ barest possibility,” quoting the language 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Quiaa], that beneficial 
results can come from this effort, in other words, these gentlemen 
expect this protest, mild and kindly as it is, so diplomatic, so in 
harmony with all that the Committee on Foreign Affairs has been 
lately accustomed to do, so polite, that these » itions would 
not challenge the attention of anybody. Now,\ tI want todo 
is to emphasize the protest of ‘»e American Con-ress, and to com- 
pel those Governments to thinx fo-a moment, at least to com- 

1 the attention of the people of thosé nations so that there shall 

something done in the way of agitation. 

If the resolutions pass as the committee Have reported them, it 
will be said, ‘‘ Nothing will be done; they are meaningless.” Gen- 
tlemen, advocates in the House of Representatives; have explained 
that nothing is to come of them; that they are to be barren of re- 
sults, and so, no action being expected to result, there will not be 
any occasion in England even for examining them. Butif it is 
understood that we are in earnest, and we are so in earnest that 
werefuse diplomatic relations with the murderers, that we are so 
in earnest that we will not recognize as civilized this offending 
nation, that very fact will challenge attention everywhere, and 
will challenge discussion everywhere. The enormities will be 
brought to the knowledge of all mankind, and humanity, revolt- 
ing ao those outrages, will compel silent Governments to 
speak. 

"a ADAMS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam not sure whether I can answer it. 

Mr. ADAMS. If we should break off diplomatic relations with 
Turkey, who is going to take care of the American citizens there 
now? If we should dismiss their minister, they would do the 
same with our minister. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman bases his inquiry on the error 
that he committed when he announced a moment ago that the 
adoption of this resolution, or the handing of passports to a min- 
ister, was a declaration of war. I denyit. It might be an of- 
fense, and such an offense as would justify the nation supposed 
to be wronged ina declaration of war; but it is not one on our 


part—— 

Mr. BOWERS. We sent the English minister home. 

Mr. HEPBURN. As the gentleman urged when he made that 
statement. 

Mr. QUIGG. Idesire to ask the gentlemanfrom Iowa whether 
this discussion is intended to enlighten the Chair upon the point 
of order or not? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I have not the happy faculty of 
the gentleman from New York of always being direct and always 
saying just the thing I want to say in the best possible English, 
but in my own weak way I am trying to enlighten the Chair, if 
it is possible for me todo so. (Laughter. ] 

Again, Mr. Speaker, the amendment is germane, even to the 

rtion of the resolution cited by the gentleman from Kentuciy. 

e gentleman [Mr. McCreary] read this: 
Resolved further, That the Senate of the United States (the House of Rep- 


action he may take for the protection and security of American citizens in 
Turkey and to obtain redress for injuries committed upon the persons or 
property of such citizens. 


Now, I do not see that it can be claimed that the method I have 
ne in this amendment is not one of the methods that the 
ouse proposes to pledge itself to sustain the President in. He 
might, without these resolutions, have adopted this very course. 
The amendment simply suggests to him, as the sense of the Con- 
ess, that this is one of the methods that he ought to pursue look- 
gto the suppression of these outrages. 
he SPEAKER. While the matter is not free from doubt, the 
Chair overrules the point of order. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. ae recognized. 
_ Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I have two minutes remaining, and 
in that time I desire to call the attention of the House to the se- 
rious character of the proposition of the gentleman from Iowa. 
en a man is doing something in his own household which you 
do not like, there are two ways, and two only; in which you can 
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stop him. One is by asking him not to do it, and the other is by 
forcing him not to do it. The remedy that I propose, which 
certainly is suitable in the first instance, is that we shall ask him 
not todo it. The gentleman from Iowa does not propose the other 
remedy; what he proposes is that we shall insult him. The ques- 
tion for us is: Whois going to suffer most—Turkey or the United 
States—by the adoption of the course which the gentleman from 
Iowa proposes? Turkey will not suffer by our having nothing to 
do with her here in Washington. It is nothing to Turkey that we 
send her minister home. We are the ones that will suffer: for 
when the Turkish minister leaves this capital our minister and 
nine consuls will leave Constantinople and Asia Minor, and 90@ 
American citizens and all the property of the missionaries that 
are being held back from slaughter and destruction by the efforts 
of the American minister and of our consuls will be at the mercy 
of people whom, in the remoter regions of Asia Minor, we know 
the Government of Turkey might not under such circumstances 
be able to control, even if it wanted to control them. 

Mr. Speaker, I call for the previous question on the resolutions. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman takes his seat 
I would like to ask him one question. 

The SPEAKER. It will require the consent of the House. 

Mr. QUIGG. I will answer the gentleman if I have the time. 
Mr. Speaker, [think we have had sufficient debate on this question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But it has been all on one side. 

Mr. COX. I only want to ask the gentleman one question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York | Mr. Quica] 
asks for the previous question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One moment, Mr. Speaker, I appeal to the 
gentleman from New York to permit me to ask unanimous con 
sent that there be half an hour allowed for further debate on this 
proposition, fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. COX. That is all right. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The affirmative side of this proposition 
has occupied nearly the whole time, and gentlemen on that side 
have even refused to allow us to ask unanimous consent, a thing 
never before done on this floor. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I now ask unanimous consent for both sides. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But there must be a fair division of the 
time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I haveno objection to the time being extended 
beyond a half an hour if there are gentlemen who desire to speak. 

A MEMBER. Make it an hour. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Very well. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
Speaker, that one hour longer be allowed for debate on the resolu- 
tions, and the amendment proposed by the gentleman from lowa, 
half an hour to be given to each side. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let the division be a little different, Mr. 
Speaker. Let our side have forty minutes of the hour and the 
other side twenty minutes. Even then the time will hardly be 
equalized; advantage will still be with the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Which is ‘‘our side”? ; 

Mr. HARDY. Let the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn] 
control the time on his side. 

Mr. QUIGG. Let us not depart from the original proposition 
of the gentleman from Maine. Let the time be divided evenly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Be fair aboutit. Give us forty minutes. 

Mr. QUIGG. All right. Let it be understood, then, that the 
previous question shall be considered as ordered, and that the vote 
shall be taken on the resolutions and on the amendment at the 
end of the hour. 

Mr. CANNON. How is the time to be divided—half and half? 

Mr. QUIGG. No; the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Heprurn] 
wants forty minutes, and so far as I am concerned (assuming 
that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is in accord with 
me), I say let us agree that he shall have it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DiInGcLey] 
asks unanimous consent that the previous question be considered 
as ordered and a vote be taken one hour from the present time, the 
intervening time to be spent in debate, forty minutes of which 
shall be under the control of the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Her 
BURN] and twenty minutes under the control of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Quiae]. 

Mr. BAILEY. Before unanimous consent is given we on this 
side would like to have some understanding that we shall be fairly 
treated in the division of the time. With such an understanding 
from the gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman from New 
York, we shall make no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My colleague [Mr. Tart], a member of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, desires to offer an amendment 
to the pending resolution. Iask that he be allowed to present 
such an amendment and have it voted on under the operation of 
the previous question. 

eSPEAKER. The Chair understood the request for unani- 
mous consent to be agreed to. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not hear the proposition put by the 
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Chair. I was reading the pee, suena of my colleague. 
air 


I think it is no more than e should have an opportunity 
to offer that amendment, to be voted on under the operation of 
the previous question. 

Mr. QUIGG. I have not yet understood the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENoR]. ; 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My colleague, a member of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, desires to offer an amendment. I suggest 
that he be permitted to do so, the amendment to be voted on 
under the previous question, without any extension of the time 
already agreed upon, as I understand, for debate. The simple 
request is that he be given an opportunity to offer this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. QUIGG. Has consent been given to the request of the 
gentleman from Maine? 

The SPEAKER. Consent has not yet been given, the gentle- 
man from Ohio having presented an additional request. 

Mr. QUIGG. Ido not know whatthe amendment is. I should 
not like to agree to admit the proposition without knowing what 
it is. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It comes from a member of your own 
committee. 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. This discussion is 
not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. means) 
asks unanimous consent that the previous question be considere 
as ordered and that the next hour be spent in debate, forty min- 
utes to be under the control of the gentleman from Iowa, and 
twenty minutes under the control of the gentleman from New 
York. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOWARD. I object. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the motion for the previous 

uestion. 
’ The previous question was not ordered. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. QUIGG. ' I yield to the gentleman from Ohio that he may 
offer his amendment. 

Mr. TAFT. IL desire to offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the conscience of humanity fastens upon the six Christian 
wers above named the a of the continuance of the butchery of 
rmenian Christians; that the spectacle of these six leading Christian pow- 
ers permitting the murder of Christians who og treaty: stipulations were 
laced under their special care is h to last degree and discred- 
ts the Christian — thro out the world. 

Resolved, That that one of the signatory powers which first takes action 
under the Berlin treaty to prevent the further butchery of defenseless 
Armenian Christians will receive Be pretetal recognition not only of the 
American people, but of the entire ci world. 


The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the gentleman 
from Ohio offers this as a substitute. 

Mr. COX. I should like to have that amendment read again. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this offered as a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn]? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it is offered as a 
substitute for the whole resolution. 

Mr. TAFT. No, sir; it is simply an amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I should like to understand the purpose of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. TAFT. My purpose is this: We are criticising the Turks. 
Now, it seems to me that the people who ought to be criticised—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to know whether the gentleman offers 
this as an amendment to the original proposition. 

Mr. TAFT. I offer it as an amendment to the entire set of res- 
olutions and to your amendment, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then it is an addition? 

Mr. TAFT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. All right, 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand that the gentile- 
man from Ohio (Mr. Tart] offers his proposition as an amend- 
ment to the resolution of the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. TAFT. My purpose was to offer it as an amendment to all 
the resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. As additional? 

Mr. TAFT. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Then it would not bein order until the other 
amendment is disposed of. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield for a moment to the gentleman from 


exas, 
Mr. SAYERS. I desire to withdraw my objection to the print- 
*— a remarks by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
r. Morse}. 
The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts that he be allowed to extend 
his remarks? 


Mr. HOWARD. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HEPBURN) there were—ayes 19, noes 121. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the yeas 
and nays on this proposition. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I desire to say a few words only on 
the grave and serious considerations which this resolution suggests. 

I was absent from the Hall in another place when this measure 
came up for consideration, and during the debate which followed. 
Iam, therefore, not aware of all of the incidents which have tran- 
spired in respect to it, but I want to express my great gratifica- 
tion and pleasure at the very admirable and conservative tone 
exhibited by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
in his colloquy with the gentleman from Iowa. I may be per- 
mitted to express, however, my deepest regret that while he 
opposes the extreme proposition of the gentleman from Iowa 
f° r. Hersurn], he has nevertheless given his sanction to the 

nate resolution which is now pending before the House. 

Our wise forefathers committed our foreign relations and our 
delicate diplomatic affairs to a confidential channel, in which 
they are conducted by the President and the Senate. They care- 
fully endeavored to isolate these questions from the temptations 
and emergencies of party politics, which too often overmaster and 
dominate us all. 

Iregret, Mr. Speaker, that the policy—the constitutional policy— 
to which I have adverted has been departed from in some degree 
in this instance. There is, I know, in this country what I may 
without giving offense call a sort of Christian clamor against the 
Turkish Government, against which, natural as it is, the best of 
us are scarcely able to stand. 

But it seems te me, sir, that this question presents itself: Is it 
wise, is it prudent, is it dignified in the high forum of international 
ethics and comity for us to intrude in this foreign quarrel and in 
this manner? In addition to this constitutional policy to which I 
have already adverted, we have also established another great 
principle of American policy, the converse of that which has been 
called the Monroe doctrine. We have agreed, following the great 
precedent established by Washington himself, that we would keep 
out of entangling alliances on the other side of the ocean; and yet 
on an occasion arising out of a treaty between European nations— 
the treaty of Berlin—in which, indeed, sir, we would have declined 
to participate, we are proposing to intervene in violation of our 
public policy thus established and ordained from our most ancient 
times and undertake to declare to the signatories to that great 
treaty, not only what is the proper construction of it, but the duty 
of those who entered into it. 

In other words, sir, we will not, ourselves, undertake entangling 
alliances with those countries, but will thrust ourselves into the 
— and call on them to fulfill our construction of the treaty. 

e decline the responsibilities which other nations are at liberty 
to undertake. Shall we presume to advise or direct them in the 
performance of their mutual duties and covenants? It is a plain 
violation of the noble advice of the Father of his Country. I say 
itis an impertinénce onour part. It is foreign to thecomity which 
should prevail among the nations of the world, and it ignores con- 
ditions prevailing among themselves with which they are far 
more familiar than we are at this distance. The countries that 
signed that treaty are themselves Christian powers. Shall we ar- 
rogate to ourselves that superiority of Christian grace and sym- 
tiny which will entitle us to tell them what their duty is, and 

ow they must do it? 

Why, sir, looking further at this matter, let it be remembered 
that os great powers undertook by that famous treaty to ef- 
fectuate a pacification of the Eastern nations, which for ages have 
been engaged in the terrific conflicts between the followers of 
Christ and those of Mohammed, an international and imperial un- 
dertaking which ought to add imperishable fame to Lord Beacons- 
field and his illustrious associates in that mighty enterprise of 
piety, peace, and humanity; and we ought not to forget that the 
gravest complications growing out of recent wars and their bitter 
results, jealousies as to the balance of power, and mutual fears in 
the face of the insatiable militarism which holds Europe in its 
grasp, embarrass the orderly execution of the compact made at 
Berlin. The great armies and armaments of Russia; the mighty 
military establishments of Germany and France, of Austria and 
England, with the consequent lust of power and dominion, what 
would they do with Turkey if they were to undertake to subdue 
that country. an, in fact, to be fully occupied just now 
in watching each other. A spark in the present temper of Europe 

ight kindle a flame which would ap mankind! 

we regard ourselves as wiser and better than the statesmen 


who are keeping the peace in Europe? 


ed Solan et 
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Will not our interposition under these most extraordinary cir- 
cumstances be regarded as a rash and unjustifiable intrusion? 

The last of these resolutions declares to the world and the Turk- 
ish Government that whatever the President may do, whatever step 
he may take for the protection of American citizens in Armenia 
shall meet with our sanction and our support. How far, Mr. 
Speaker, does that resolution fall short of a declaration of war? 

e might send the American Navy to bombard the whole Turkish 
coast, to lay Constantinople in ruins, and level it with the waters 
of the sea. Ihave no doubt of the wisdom'and conservatism of 
the honorable gentleman who occupies that high position; but I 
would not, under the conditions which now exist, charge him with 
such a menace. : : 

Shall we, sir, in the midst of the perils which now beset our _— 
a very recent incident of which has just vibrated all round the 
world, load the President and ourselves with new duties and re- 
sponsibilities outside of this hemisphere? Shall we constitute 
ourselves universal guardians of mankind? Shall we set the ex- 
ample here, Mr. Speaker, of thrusting the discussion of grave 
foreign and diplomatic questions into the arena of politics and 


ear? Weare to make platforms this year, sir. We are to have 
candidates for the Presidency. We are to settle great questions 
of domestic interest and policy. Shall we inject into this mighty 


contention of party the gravest and most solemn questions of | 


peace and war that could concern mankind throughout the world? 

Mr. Speaker, I could not permit this occasion to pass without 
asking gentlemen to pause and reflect before that step is taken. 
A political campaign is not a proper means by which to settle 
these great and delicate duties and difficulties among nations. If 
this step is taken to-day, we will be fighting over it in this coun- 
try the rest of the year, embroiling our people with all the world. 
Our great mission is peace. If 1 had my way, Mr. Speaker, I 
ail lay the resolution on the table until there could be more 
reflection and investigation than we have been able to give to this 
momentous subject. What grievance, sir, have we as a people 
against ‘‘ the Unspeakable Turk,” as he has been recently desig- 
nated? Our State Department has been doing its fullduty. We 
have at the Turkish court a minister whose efficiency and vigi- 
lance have received world-wide recognition. He has more infiu- 
ence with the Sultan than any other foreign minister. Not asin- 
gle American missionary or American citizen has ever been 
molested or injured by the Kurds. 

On the contrary, I am informed that supreme effort has been 


made by the Turkish Government to jealously guard and protect | 
every American citizen. It is true that some property has there | 


been destroyed—I believe the property of an American college. 
I will gladly yield for acorrection if I am wrong; but I understand 


that that Government eagerly offers to pay us for the damage, | 


and to reinstate the property. Therefore, so far as our immediate 
relations to that Government are concerned, we not only have no 


grievance, but we have to recognize that we are under peculiar | 


obligations to that country for special and particular protection 
to American citizens and American property. The only question 
which remains for me to discuss is humane concern for what are 
ealled the Armenian Christians. That interest we can safely leave 
to the executive department in the orderly course of diplomatic 
intercourse, even resorting to protest and remonstrance if deemed 
useful or necessary under the laws of nations. Let us take care 
that we do not endanger our own citizens by inflaming the Kurdish 
fanatics, nor make still harder the fate of Armenian Christians. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I have already 
addressed the House on the pending resolutions, and I should not 
again speak but for the importance of the resolutions that are now 


being considered. I have, Mr. Speaker, the greatest respect for | 


my friend from Georgia [Mr. TurnER]. I am in the habit of 
listening to and respecting his views on almost every subject; 


but I believe the gentleman has unintentionally exaggerated the | 
force and scope of the concurrent resolutions. If I believed that | 
there was any “impertinent intrusion” in these resolutions which 

have already unanimously, as I am informed, passed the Senate, | 


I should not be in favor of them. These are important times— 
times when we should be careful—but whenever we are acting in 
the cause of humanity and justice there is no reason why we 
should not speak out and announce our views plainly, so that we 
~~ be understood not only at home, but also abroad. 

e do not in any way criticise what was done when that great 
treaty of Berlin was adopted, in 1878, between the Ottoman Em- 
oe and the nations of Great Britain, Germany, Austria, France, 

taly, and Russia. We venture simply to say in these resolutions— 


That it is an im rative duty in the interest of humanity to express the 
earnest hope that the European concert b ht about by the treaty referred 
to may qpoodity be given its just effect in such decisive measures as shall sta 
the hand of fanaticism and lawless violence, and as shall secure to the unof- 
fending ae ot the Turkish Empire all the rights belonging to them 
both as men and Christians and as beneficiaries of licit provisions of 
the treaty above recited. om - 
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Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Suppose there was no treaty which this 
House could ask to have enforced. Then in what way could we 
make our protest felt by Turkey? In what way could we protest? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If there was no treaty? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If there was no treaty, how would we 


protest? 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It seems to me that we have 
taken the proper course. We have called upon the powers named. 


Mr. NORTHWAY. If there was no treaty, could we protest 
at all as a nation? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. We have called upon the great 
countries who adopted this treaty to enforce the treaty 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But the gentleman does not answer my 
inquiry. If there was no such treaty, and such a condition of 
affairs existed in Turkey as we find now, how could we protest as 
a nation? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. We probably under those cir- 


| cumstances would protest against the condition of things in 
making them the spoil of a political campaign during this eventful | 


Turkey and send our protest to the Sultan. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Why do we not act directly as a nation? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Because the concurrent reso- 
lution refers to the Ottoman Empire, as well as Great Britain, 
Germany, Austria, France, Italy, and Russia; and it is provided in 
the concurrent resolution that the President be requested to com- 
municate these resolutions to the Governments of Great Britain, 
Germany, Austria, France, Italy, and Russia. 

Mr. Speaker, we simply express an earnest hope that the Euro- 
pean concert brought about by the treaty referred to may speedily 
be given its effect in such a way as shall stay the hands of fanati- 
cism and lawless violence. I see no objection to a declaration of 
that kind. 

The last resolution declares that the— 

Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concurring) will 
support the President in the most vigorousaction he may take for the protec- 
tion and security of American citizens in Turkey, and to obtain redress for 
injuries committed upon the persons or property of such citizens 

I see no objection to that resolution. Information has come to 
us that an American college, built with the capital of philanthro- 
pists who are interested in education and in missionary work in 
Armenia, has been destroyed. Information comes to us that 
Americans have had to flee for their lives. Is there any just rea- 
son why we should not say, as we have often said, that we would 
support the President in vigorous action if he should see fit to take 
it to protect American citizens and American property? I have 
confidence in the President of the United States. [ am sure that 
he will do nothing imprudent or improper in this connection; and 
I fail to find in these resolutions anything to alarm representatives 
in Congress or, as was said by my friend from Georgia, that may 
jeopardize the interests of our party in the great elections that are 
to come on this year. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Willthe gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman from Ken- 


tucky if it is necessary to make this protest that he speaks of to 
Turkey, why not make it direct rather than through the countries 
he enumerates in the resolution? What is the advantage in favor 


of that course? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman will read the 
preamble and resolution he will find that only an earnest hope is 
expressed with regard to the enforcement of the treaty and of our 
desire to stay the hand of fanaticism and lawlessness; and the 
treaty referred to was made by the Ottoman Empire and Great 
Britain, Germany, Austria, France, Italy, and Russi 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, the question I propounded 
to the gentleman was, why not make our protest direct to Tur- 
key rather than through these different Governments? What 
advantage is there in that course? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The supplemental! treaty of 


Berlin, which was adopted in 1878, was made by the Ottoman 
Empire as well as the other great nations I have named, and all 


parties to the treaty should be addressed. 
Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, in the speech of the gentleman 


from Georgia — TURNER] I notice that he laid especial stress 
upon the fact that we are indebted in a marked degree to the Gov- 
ernment of Turkey for ‘“‘ special and particular protection to our 
citizens.” I do not apprehend that the people of this Republic are 
under any especial obligation to the Turkish or to any other Gov 
ernment for not murdering in cold blood citizens of the United 
States. Nor should we be grateful to any foreign power for re- 
fraining from practicing on American citizens such villainies as 
may be perpetrated on the defenseless subjects of its own sover- 
eignty. This discussion of the Armenian atrocities is not, as I 


understand it, a religious question, so far as our intervention is 
concerned, We would take exactly the same stand, did we fulfill 
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our national duty‘and our national destiny, whether the victims of 
these unspeakable and appalling outrages were Jews, or Turks, or 
devotees of the Hindoo religion, or of any other creed known to men. 





Our obligation as representatives of this Republic, sitting here in L r 
send it up in order that it may be reac 


the capital city of a Government which is the representative of 
civilization and of human progress, instructs us that against these 
outrages we should protest in the name of general humanity, and 
not because of any particular class or any particular race or any 
particular religious profession. , 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] said that 
this question, viewed from the standpoint of the signatory powers 
that participated in the treaty of Berlin, was somewhat in the 
nature of a contract, in which the obligation concerned only the 
contracting parties to fulfill or not to fulfill the terms of the agree- 
ment; but, if the gentleman from Texas will permit me to observe, 
there is no contract known to man that will permit either or any of 
the contracting parties an unlimited license in murder, in brutality, 
in every conceivable atrocity. [Applause.] International law, in 
its development, has a tendency to narrow and tocrystallize. From 
time to time great revulsions of human sentiment, great declara- 
tions of allegiance to higher principles, oe aside these crystal- 
lizations of outworn conditions and establish new ideas and new 
phases of thought and action for the government of mankind. 
And it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, the time has arrived for us to 
state squarely ahd fairly to the Government of Turkey that we, as 
a civilized nation, in the forefront of human progress and human 
enlightenment, will not sit idly by and see these outrages perpe- 
trated without at least lifting a manful voice of protest against 
them. 

There is manhood in nations as well asin individuals. If one 
of you gentlemen sitting in this Hall—if my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. Turner] or my friend from Texas [Mr. BatLky]—were 
to see a helpless woman or a defenseless child assaulted upon 
Pennsylvania avenue and did not raise his voice in protest or offer 
other resistance to prevent the outrage he would be, in the eyes of 
the law, a participator in the crime; and £ say that as the repre- 
sentatives of the United States sitting here in this magnificent Cap- 
itol, dedicated to tolerance and to human liberty, we shall be guilty 

articipators in the Armenian outrages and atrocities if we do not 

ift our voice in protest against the infinite and unspeakable 
villainies perpetrated by the Turkish Government. My friends 
who oppose these resolutions have laid great stress upon the view 
that it is not our duty to interfere in the domestic concerns of 
foreign nations and that we ought to keep distinctly to ourselves. 
Well, my friends, if we let these slaughters pass without protest, 
if we sit here in suppliance, if we sit here in silence and in cow- 
ardice while such wrongs shame the eternal heavens, then every- 
thing that we stand for among the Governments of earth, all the 
national mission and destiny to make for truthand freedom which 
is the just pride of American citizenship, is but the empty phras- 
ing of still emptier words, and that magnificent statue in the 
harbor of New York which holds up the light of tolerance and of 
liberty to all the world is a delusion and a lie. 

What the distingusihed gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HerBuRN 
said is the gist of this whole question. We may with justice an 
propriety turn aside from the minor considerations of interna- 
tional law and say to the Executive, as the eminent Representative 
from the State of lowa [Mr, HEPBURN] urges us tosay: Give back 
to the Turkish minister his passports; send him home to the Sub- 
lime Porte with the message that the Congress of the freest, the 
most moral, the most intelligent, and the most tolerant country 
on earth protests against his outrages on defenseless women and 
helpless obibinun: and that we want no fraternity with a man ora 
sovereign whose hands are dripping with the gore of the innocent. 
{Loud applause. ] 

Mr, TAFT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer, by way of amend- 
ment, the resolutions which I will now read: 

Resolved, That the conscience of humanity fastens upon the six Christian 
powers above named the responsibility of the continuance of the butchery of 
Armenian Christians; that the spectacle of these six leading Christian powers 
permitting the murder of Christians who by treaty stipulations were placed 
under their special care is humiliating to the last degree and discredits the 
Christian religion throughout the world. 

Resolved, That the one of the signatory powers which first takes action un- 
der the Berlin treaty to prevent The further butchery of defenseless Arme- 


nian Christians will receive the teful recognition not only of the American 
people but of the entire civilized world. . , 


Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to make any remarks upon these 
amendments at this time. I should adopt everything that has been 
said by my friend from New York [Mr. Quiaa@] one by my friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] in regard to the necessity of 

ing these resolutions; but it seems to me that in criticising 

e Turk we are letting escape the powers that are really respon- 
sible for these outrages. For this reason my amendments bring 
home the responsibility to these powers, and if any one of the sig- 
natory powers will take the first step to put a stop to these atroci- 
ties : at power ought to receive the grateful recognition of our 
people. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR was recognized. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). Before the gentle- 
man from Ohio proceeds the Chair will ask his colleague, the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Tarr], who proposes an amendment, to 

{ from the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment offered by Mr. TAFT was again read as above. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, we seem to have reached a 
stage in this debate where we have three lines of opinion before us 
for consideration; one of them apparently represented by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], protesting, in 
substance, against all action by this House or by this country; 
another, the position taken by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Hepburn}, in which I most cordially concur, andthe third repre- 
sented by the report of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Iwant 
to speak a few words on the subject of this report and the particu- 
lar attitude in which it will put the House if the report should be 
adopted, as understand it will be by a very large majority. 

What is alleged in this preamble to justify the interference of 
the United States of America in this matter in any way whatever? 
I take it that the stream of the resolution will not rise above the 
source of the preamble, and if that be so,then we put ourselves 
in one of the most awkward, absurd, and ridiculous positions ever 
assumed by a legislative body, and we place ourselves there be- 
cause of a shuddering, shivering cowardice on the part of this 
legislative body to speak the sentiments of the American people, 
to speak the sentiments of Christian civilization, and to open 
our mouths in protest against the unspeakable crimes which have 
been recited. 

If it be true that in all this devastation, in all this storm of 
murder in which 30,000 lives have been sacrificed, no citizen of 
the United States has been affected, why should we speak? If the 
United States or any of its citizens have been affected by some act 
of Turkey, why not say so? What is there about the Turkish 
character, the Turkish Government, the Turkish nation, that 
should demand of the people of the United States silence in the 
face of the awful reports that come to us, undenied, of the brutal- 
ity and criminality of that nation as a nation? And yet the com- 
mittee has reported a series of preambles and asks us to act upon 
them affirmatively, dodging every question that would offend ‘‘ the 
Unspeakable Turk.” 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam always glad to yield to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. COX. Can the gentleman from Ohio point to a single in- 
stance in which any American citizen has been treated improperly 
or his property treated improperly in that country? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not here on that business. I can not 
understand the pertinency of that remark. If what the gentle- 
man intimates be true, I am coming to that question, and I am 
saying that if it shall be true, then we have nothing to do with 
the subject-matter. 

Mr. COX. Iam agreeing with the gentleman all along the line. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well; but you will not agree with me 
after a little while. [Laughter.] We will come to the forks of 
the road directly. 

Mr. COX. Can the gentleman point to an instance of any 
American citizen who has been treated improperly over there? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is not pertinent to my present in- 
quiry. 

. te COX. I thought it was pertinent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, it isnot. It will belateron. Iam 
talking, Mr. Speaker, about the report of the committee. I am 
challenging that committee to tell us this: If no citizen of the 
United States has been despoiled in property or limb or life, upon 
what ground do you place our interference? 

Mr. COX. That is my question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The committee have been exceedingly 
careful; they have been so careful and delicate that they might have 
traveled into this House with this report stepping on eggs and 
damaging noproperty by doingso. Wenotonly find, Mr. Speaker, 
that no allegation is made against Turkey, but that we are care- 
fully avoiding any indorsement of as that anybody else has 
said, The committee have first set out the treaty to which we 
are not a party, and then have said: 


Whereas the extent and object of the above-cited poo of said treaty 
are to place the Christian subjects of the Porte under the protection of the 
other signatories thereto, and to secure to such Christian subjects full lib- 
erty of religious sa and belief, the equal benefit of the laws, and all the 
privileges and immunities belonging to any subjects of the Turkish Empire; 
and 


Whereas by said treaty the Christian powers —— thereto having estab- 
lished, under the consent of Turkey, their right to accomplish and secure the 
above-recited objects; and a 
Whereas the American people, in common with all Christian people every- 
where, have beheld with horror the recent appalling outrages and massacres, 
e which the Christian population of Turkey have been made the victims: 
erefore— 


Is not that put upon the ground that it is none of our business 











whatever; that it is the business of some other people, and we are 
calling on them to attend to their business—not our business? Now, 


is not that about as comune a position as any great nation 
on God’s earth ever put itself in? e are not ready to say to the 

ople of the world that we have a voice in this matter; we are 
not willing to say that asa great nation of 70,000,000 people we 
protest in our name to the criminals. We do not say that; but 
we say: ‘‘ Inasmuch as you have undertaken to guarantee the pro- 
tection of your citizens and inasmuch as your citizens have been 
interfered with, therefore we call upon you to attend to your busi- 
ness in behalf of protecting the Christian subjects of the Sublime 


Porte.” 
“Mr. UIGG. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I will, and in doing so, I treat the gentle- 


man more respectfully than he has treated me under like circum- 
tances. 

: Mr. QUIGG. Iaccept the gentleman’s rebuke and thank him 
for his kindness. The gentleman misstates, I think, just what 
this resolution proposes todo, The Christian sovereigns of Europe 
have engaged not simply to protect their own citizens, which 
each nation is understood to be able to do for itself, and which we 
have succeeded in doing for ourselves pretty well, but the question 
presented by the present situation is as to what is going on in 
other people’s households. Certain nations have undertaken to 
protect the subjects of the Ottoman Government from the Otto- 
man Government and from other subjects of the Ottoman Gov- 
ernment; and that Government has agreed that this right of su- 
pervision shall be exercised. The resolution which we present 
simply inquires why those nations and the Ottoman Government 
do not do as they have agreed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the remark 
of my friend has rendered necessary any change in my line of 
argument, or that he has met any of the objections I have made. 
My point is this: Why does not this committee embody in the 

reamble of this resolution a charge, definitely stating that some- 
body has been robbed or killed or maltreated in some way? Why 
attempt now to shield ourselves behind the duty of certain Euro- 
pean powers? 

My point on this proposition is this: If the outrages committed 
in Turkey are so great as to call upon us to demand the execution 
of the provisions of that treaty by the other powers of Europe, 
why may we not, in a proper manner, protest to Turkey herself, 
directly, against the outrages she has committed? Why may we 
not say to Turkey in some sort of diplomatic language, that will 
mean a little something, ‘‘ You have murdered 30,000 people for 
no other reason than that they were Christians and did not belong 
to the religion of your nationality. Wein America protest to you 
against it as an outrage and protest in the name of Christian civ- 
ilization.” Why should we call upon other nations of Europe to 
do that which we have a perfect right to do for ourselves? 

Mr. MORSE. Give usan amendment like that and we will vote 
for it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thatis not all. Why may we not say to 
a nation that murders 30,000 people in a very few months’ time, 
by a line of atrocities that has stirred the blood of the American 
people as nothing has ever done heretofore, except it be the reci- 
tation of the murders committed in the Wyoming Valley and 
other scenes in our own country by the Indians under the stim- 
ulus of the same nation that stands across the pathway of the 
protection of Christians in Turkey—why may we not protest, in 
thunder tones, against such treatment as that, by saying to that 
sort of a nation, ‘‘We do not want anything to do with you.” 
aa, , , 

ou will not allow a Chinaman to come to this country; we legis- 
late against it; but, Mr. Speaker, for my own part I would rather 
have 10,000 Chinamen to come every month than that for one mo- 
ment my country should stand abashed and cowardly in the pres- 
ae of the outrages committed by the Turkish Empire. [Ap- 
plause. 

But the answer to that comes: from the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. ApAms] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

UIGG], who made this report. It would not do to protest against 
an outrage direct to the Turkish Government, because it would 
insult and offend the Turk. It will not do to withdraw diplo- 
matic relations with that country, because it would offend and 
insult Turkey; and thereupon comes this most singular argument, 
and I ask your attention to it: If you assert the manhood of the 
American people there is danger that Turkey will murder some- 
body in retaliation. We are told that that is an argument against 
the course I have suggested. 

But, Mr. Speaker, what an argument is that! We are holding 
diplomatic relations with a country of whom a Representative 
on this floor says there is imminent danger—and, knowing the 
character of the animal well, he can estimate it—that if we with- 
draw all such relationship and show that we do not want any- 
thing to do with them—telling them, ‘ you are murderers,” “ you 
do not respect your treaties,” ‘‘you are nothing but a set of ban- 
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dits and criminals *—then if we do that they tell us that the Turk 
is such a character that he will at once proceed to murder Ameri- 
can citizens, now in Turkey, by way of retaliation. Now, let us 
apply that argument. Let us examine it for a moment ‘he 
ad absurdum of the argument is apparent to every intelligent man 
who considers it even for a moment. If that be the rule of diplo- 
matic action on the part of a great Government like ours, when 
will the time come when the American people may assert their 
rights and dignity? The American citizen is all over the world; 
he is in all European countries, he isin Asia, in Africa, in Oceanica, 
in all of the islands of the sea. We are estopped to protest, in our 
own way, in our own manner, against the character of Turkey’s 
treatment of other people, her outrages against civilization, her 
murder of 30,000 Christians in a few months’ time under circum- 
stances of the utmost atrocity and cruelty, and done apparently 
by the acquiescence, even the direction, of the Turkish Govern- 
ment itself, and we dare not protest lest our own citizens be mur- 
dered in retaliation! 

Well, Mr. Speaker, that has not been the course of the United 
States as she has pursued it hitherto. When Chile insulted our 
flag and shot some of our sailors we did not wait to see what the 
effect of a demand for redress would be upon the American resi- 
dents there. We did not take time to speculate on that problem. 
We did not ask, will Chile arrest some of our people and punish 





them? We sent a war ship, two or three of them, down there, 
and an Administration of this country that respected the flag and 
understood something of the diplomatic proprieties gave iminedi- 
ate notice that matters should be set right instanter, and if not 
that he would bombard their principal town. He did not stop 


and wait and inquire what were the possibilities of injury to 
American citizens there. He did not stop to inquire whether 
Americans were to be held as hostages or not. 

The argument is now that Turkey has hostages in the persen of 
our representatives abroad. Turkey, we are told, has in her 
camp some of our prisoners and they will be scalped and burned 
at the stake. You must not disturb the peace and harmony of ’ 
the Emperor of Turkey, because they are such a peculiar people, 
they are such a class of men, they belong to such a peculiar race 
of people, that if the United States should protest against the out- 


rages already committed they might work destruction, and kill 
some of our Americancitizens and burn American property. And 
so, in the face of this dire threat, the protest comes that we must 
waive our manhood, we must sink our national independence and 


make our protest through somebody else who will transmit our 
language lest the deadly Turk should drive his scimiter, already 
gory with the blood of 30,000 Christians, into the bodies of some 
of our own people. 

We have in that way on this floor to-day given notice to Turkey 
how she can protect herself. She needs no ships, she needs no 
army, she needs nothing but her murderous purpose. She has 
been informed by distinguished gentlemen, representatives of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, that she has a means of redress in 
her own hands. They have said, ‘‘Goon, Mr. Turk, with your 
outrages, murder as much as you please, disgrace civilization, kill 
and burn, and we dare not do anything, for you have hostages in 
your camp, and we fear you will kill our people; and therefore, in 
the interest of saving the livesof American people who are to-day 
in the Ottoman Empire, we will make ourselves contemptible in the 
sight of the world.” That is this whole case in a nutshell, as put 
by the gentlemen who are advocating the adoption of these reso- 
lutions. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I adopt the position taken by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. QuIGG] who made this report. There 
nothing in these resolutions; and when a great nation, when a 
great power like the United States opens its mouth to say some- 
thing and says nothing, she has lowered herself in the estimation 
of all the nations of the world. Let foreign diplomacy take hold 
of this insignificant paper. Let foreign diplomats analyze the 
meaning of all this, and what have you got?) You have an enun- 
ciation, coming from the champion of this resolution, speaking, I 
take it, by authority of the committee, that they dare not attack 
Turkey lest Turkey shall retaliate against the United States. | 
should like to have the gentleman tell me when the time will 
come that that argument will not be an absolute barrier to an ex- 
pression of the manly independence of this Government against 
any nation on the face of the earth? 

It is said that Turkey has responded to some of our demands, 
and the gentleman from Tennessee {[Mr. Cox| asks me specifically 
to state some place and time where an American has been mur- 
dered. Why, my understanding is that the situation is about 
this: Numbers of our missionaries have been murdered, their prop 
erty has been destroyed, the American college in one of the towns, 
says the gentleman from Kentucky |Mr. McCreary], was burned 
up. The burden of proof, the onus probandi, is upon the gentle- 
men who are defending Turkey upon this floor. It is upon the 
attorneys for Turkey#who are trying to palliate the crime of 
Turkey, to tell us who it was they paid for. Give us the language 
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of their apology. Tell us when it was that they paid for an 
American college destroyed. Tell us when it was that these mis- 
sionaries were protected. Some of them were from my own State, 
and they were driven out, fleeing at the point of the bayonet or of 
the saber. Let these gentlemen tell me when the Turks restored 
one dollar of that property or made a demand for the protection 
of one of these people. 

Mr. COX. ill my friend yield to me for one moment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. ; 

Mr. COX. If anything of that kind has occurred to an Ameri- 
can citizen, in his person or his property, you can not make your 
resolution so strong that I will not vote for it—— _ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs—— 

r. COX. Wait a moment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will wait five. 

Mr. COX. But has it not been conceded by the gentleman from 
New York {Mr. Quiaa]—I hope I will have the attention of the 
gentleman. : aa 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, the gentleman has my close attention. 

Mr. COX. Ido not know whether I will entertain the gentle- 
man or not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You always entertain me. 

Mr. COX. Has it not been conceded by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Quiaa] that not an American citizen or his 
property has been disturbed? : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am not responsible for what the gentle- 
man from New York has said. 

Mr. QUIGG. No such thing has been said by me. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have notheard any such concession. 

Mr. COX. Wait a moment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The atrongest statement was made—— 

Mr. COX. We will take care of ourselves when we come tothe 

int. You will not go further than I in the protection of Amer- 
can citizens, Now, who has been despoiled of his property or his 


hts? 
7 QUIGG. I stated to the House the official information con- 
veyed by the Secretary of State, in answer to a Senate resolution, 
which, of course, is as open to the gentleman from Tennessee as 
to me 

Mr. COX. Of course. 

Mr. QUIGG. And if the gentleman from Tennessee will take 
the trouble to read that, he will discover that the Secre of 
State says that in several instances the property of American 
citizens has been destroyed. 

Mr. COX. Let me ask you one question. Has not that Govern- 
ment offered to repay—to compensate for everything of that kind? 

Mr. _— So the gentleman from Georgia [Mr, TURNER] 
has said. 

Mr. COX. Oh, well, Lask you. 

Mr. QUIGG. Ihave not heard of anysuch offer. WhatI said 
was that the Turkish Government did not deny the responsibility 
for losses of property on account of these riots. We have pre- 
sented our claim in one case and have our claims still to present 
in other cases, and these claims—— 

Mr. COX. Iam with you in feeling, but-—— 

Mr.SAYERS. Let the gentleman from New York [Mr. Quiaq] 
finish his answer. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I shouid like to have the gentleman finish 
- em, of course, but I do not desire to yield possession of 

e noor,. 

Mr. HITT. May I answer that question? 

Mr. QUIGG. had oer finished. The closing sentence 
which I wished to say was this: We have presented one claim 
for damages, as I understand the fact to be. We are presenting 
other claims for damages, and the Government of Turkey has not 
denied its responsibility. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Nor admitted it. 

Mr. COX. I want to know whether that goes in or not. 

Mr, ARNOLD of Pennsylvania. The reporter has it. 

Mr, COX. Now, hold a minute there. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield to me while I get the 
point developed? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to be perfectly courteous to the 
gentleman, but he is making a speech. 

Mr. COX. No, Iam not. Iam trying to get you to the point. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then I decline the assistance of the gen- 
tlemen. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX. I want to emphasize this point. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If I can not locate the point, I can not be 
— by the tleman from Tennessee. 

e¢ SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. COX. You will not do that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What do 

Mr. COX. I want to get at 





a wanf'to ask me? 
point: Is there an American 


citizen that has had any claim against the Government over there 
that has not been compensated or assured that he would be? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave already said, if the gentleman has 
not misunderstood me, that it is a matter of public knowledge that 
American citizens have been despoiled in property, that mission- 
aries from my own State have been murdered, and that the burden 
of proof is upon the other side to show that Turkey has done any- 


thing about it. a ylause.| Thatis the pointI make. Colleges 
have been burned. t do not care to go into details. But if a sin- 
gle American citizen has been wronged, that is enough to allow 
this country to demand reparation, and to demand it very quick; 
to demand it as promptly as we demanded it of Chile; to deman 
it from a big nation ora small nation, hovered over by the greatest 
nation on earth, if you please, and send our ships and our demand 
and come to an issue upon the subject. [Applause. ] 

Mr. COX. That is allright. I agree with you on that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not believe in apologies to the Turk- 
ish Government by this House. 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, I understand the facts to be as I have 
alleged them. The gentleman from Illinois, chairman of the com- 
mittee, stated to-day, as I understand, the general concession that 
would be made. e did not refer to the murders that had been 
made public. He did speak of the despoiling of property, and that 
the demands were made; and all that the gentlemen who are more 
fully advised of it than we are able to say is that Turkey has not 
denied its obligations. That is all. Is not that a beautiful posi- 
tion to put ourselves into? Is that the protection to the American 
citizen that we are talking about? As a distinguished Senator 
said the other day with wonderful force, which thrilled the whole 
United States, ‘‘ There is but one redeeming feature of the national 
character of the British Government, and what seems to be more 
striking about that characteristic is that it has absorbed all that 
characteristic from the English-speaking people—that is, the char- 
acteristic that follows with guns and ships and declarations of 
war every British subject, in every corner of the earth, and pro- 
tects him and vindicates him from outrage, oppression, murder, 
and violation of property.” 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me to say ‘‘ amen”? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well; the gentleman says ‘‘ amen.” 
There is no “amen” in this thing. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. All right. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Nota word of ‘‘amen” there; there is not 
so much as ‘Lord be merciful to us sinners.” 

Mr. COX. You are right. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I denounce it as a most inefficient, incom- 
= and unworthy utterance of the American people. They 

ave asked us for bread, and we are giving them astone, They 
have asked us for the fish of a Christian nation’s powerful pro- 
test, and we have given them the serpent of an abject fallin 
down and apology at the feet of the Turkish Government. 
protest that these resolutions are inadequate; and, while I will 
not put myself in the attitude of saying that we have no right to 
make a protest, while I do not stand upon the same ground as the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], I hope that, in the interest 
of American manhood, the committee will withdraw this report 
and give us something that will impress upon the American 
— the idea that we are not apologists for crime, but are de- 
fenders of civilization the world over. [Great applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
isr ized. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield three minutes of my time to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brum]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
isrecognized. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania later. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported the 
bill (H. R. 4690) making appropriations for the diplomatic and con- 
sular service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1897; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

OUTRAGES IN ARMENIA, 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, either American citizens have suf- 
fered from the outrages in Turkey in common with citizens of 
other countriesas well as of Turkey itself, or ae havenot. If they 
have, and the Committee ne Relations has had before it for 
such a length of time various resolutions upon this subject and has 
failed to ascertain the true facts, then that committee,and that 
committee alone, will be responsible for anything that we do upon 
the subject in this House. The main question presents several 
delicate considerations. In the first place, it involves the right of 
this nation, which has always been maintained and I trust always 
will be maintained, to protect its own citizensin any corner of the 
globe. It involves, further, the right of this nation to go beyond 
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that—and this is the real question in the case—our right to go be- 

yond that and listen to the complaints of those who are subjects 

of the Sultan himself, and who allege that their rights, which 

z are guaranteed by treaties with the great European powers, as 

E> well as their natural rights, which all men must recognize, have 

3 been and are being constantly violated by the outrages perpetrated 
on the men and the women of that nation. ; as 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I claim that when a natural right is vio- 
lated—and when I say a natural right I mean aright that no State 
can give and no State can take away—the right to life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness which our own Declaration says is in- 
alienable and which no State has ever given and no State can take 
away—when these natural rights have been violated and when the 
invasions of them are continual and habitual, I contend that we, 
as a civilized nation, have a right to enter such a protest as we see 
fit, going even to the verge of a declaration of war. I say, there- 
fore, Mr. Speaker, that I for one believe that these resolutions 
3 are inadequate; inadequate to protect our own citizens when they 
q have suffered from these outrages, inadequate to protect the citi- 
zens of any other country too cowardly to protect its own people, 
inadequate to protect those who are being murdered by the thou- 
sands, who are not citizens of any civilized European power, but 
subjects of Turkey itself, and in whose behalf most of the sympa- 
thy has been aroused in this annie. 

IT remember reading in the speeches of Daniel Webster how in 
Ess] times gone by, during the Greek revolution, when we had no rep- 
4 resentatives in that part of the world, it was proposed to send a 
= special commissioner for the purpose of protecting the people 
* from massacres such as those which have been perpetrated re- 
o cently upon the Armenians. I did not intend to speak at all upon 
ae this question, but I feel impelled to say that in my opinion the 
a resolutions before the House are too tame. I agree with the 
% entleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] that we should go further. 

f think the Committee on Foreign Affairs should ascertain and 
B determine what power this country can exercise in the matter, and 
5 if we can use any power, either by persuasion or force. I believe 

that we ought to go to the very limit of its exercise in behalf of 
a the people who are now suffering these terrible persecutions. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Would the gentleman substi- 

4 tute for these resolutions a declaration of war? 
4 Mr. WALSH. I would not substitute a declaration of war un- 
less the proper authorities decided that we could declare war on 
this account, and unless it appeared that that was the only thing 
that would stop these outrages. In thatcaseI would. That I re- 

ard, however, at present as extreme and unnecessary, but I can 
imagine circumstances that wouid justify it. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Who are ‘‘the proper author- 
ities’? 

Mr. WALSH. I should suppose they were the State Depart- 
ment and the committees of the two Houses of Congress on our 
foreign relations. 

5 Here the hammer fell. ] 
¥ r. GROSVENOR. LIyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Brum]. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this whole 
question should be considered with this object in view: This being 
a joint resolution it will require the approval of the Executive, 
and it should be so framed as to receive it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. These are concurrent resolutions, and under 
the practice they need not be signed by the Executive. They are 
a mere seprcetion of opinics by the two Houses of Congress. 

Mr. BRUMM. Well, Mr. Speaker, there is some dispute about 
that. Ihave made inquiry on the subject, and I am going now 
upon the theory that such resolutions as these do require the ap- 
probation of the Executive. At all events, it is plain that witt 
out the cooperation of the executive department of the Govern- 
ment a resolution of this kind, if adopted by Congress, would be 
entirely nugatory—would amount to nothing. The question for 
us to consider, therefore, in framing the resolutions which we are to 
adopt is not merely what opinions we desire to express on behalf of 
the Senate and the House, but what opinions will be approved by 
the executive arm of the Government with reference to this sub- 

ect. And here let me say, Mr. Speaker, that I believe that if we 

ad had a James G. Blaine in the State Department no resolu- 
tions of this kind would have been brought to either House; nor 
would they have been necessary. The fault lies in that direction. 
If these resolutions, or the amendment presented by the gentle- 
man from Iowa, so drastic in its nature, should pass, they would 
be an absolute nullity, except so far as regazds the expression of 
the sentiment embodied in com. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania per- 
mit me to interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The third clause of section 7 of Article I of 
the Constitution reads: 


Every order, resolution, or vote to which the concurrence of the Senate 
and House of Representatives may be necessary (except on a question of ad- 
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journment) shall be presented to the President of the United Stat and 
before the same shall take effect, shall be approved by 1 , am. 
pone by him, shall be repassed by two-thirds of the Senat H ¢ 
tepresentatives according to the rules and limitations prescribed in s 


of a bill. 
Mr. BRUMM. So, Mr. Speaker, it would appear tha 
tion is correct as to these resolutions re i | 


uring the approv: the 
Executive. Now, that being the case, ought we not to « 
how far we can get the present Executive to go with us in this 
matter? What isthe use of discussing this question here and ] 
ing resolutions which we know will not meet t! val he 
Executive? It seems to me that we ought to stop all $ 1 of 
this character and adopt the resolutions of the Senate as r ed 
to the House by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. That, I think, 
is the only practical solution of the question, and whatever “d 
it may do, let it operate to thatextent. Anything beyond that is, 


under the circumstances, mere buncombe and nonsense, be: 
it can not receive the approval of the Executive. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Harpy]. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, in the treaty of Berlin of July 13, 
1878, we find that the parties were the Ottoman Empire, Great 
Britain, Germany, Austria, France, Italy, and Prus 
unable to understand how a treaty by those powers can bind the 
United States. We should at that time, in the interest of hn- 
manity and civilization, have demanded, not only as one of the 
great powers, but as the great power of the world, to be a party to 
that treaty. England and Russia stand to-day with their eyes 
upon Armenia. Thirty thousand people have been murdered. 
Living babes have been torn from the wombs of dead mothers 
and impaled upon the picks of the Kurds. Thirty thousand more 
are to be saan, and then thrice 30,000, and England and Rus 
sia will then step in to divide the land. The Christian people on 
this side of the Atlantic stand appalled when they read of t 
crimes against the Armenians. England, Russia, and the other 
nations of the Old World, who are parties to the treaty of 187s, 
will do nothing until the time shall come when these cruelties 
have gone so far that the dismemberment of European Turkey 
shall be demanded by all Christendom, and then England and 
Russia will occupy and parcel out between each other the land of 
the once proud but now ‘‘ Unspeakable Turk.” 

Mr. Speaker, I will vote for this resolution as it comes from the 
Senate, but will do so under protest. These Armenians ong 
the oldest Christian people of the earth, and as when a boy at Sun- 
day school I learned with horror of the edict of Herod when the 
babes of Bethlehem were murdered, soI look with horror to-day 
upon the murders committed in Armenia, and I believe this great 
Christian Republic, where the broadest religious liberty is toler- 
ated should protest, not_only by words, but by deeds, against 
most gigantic and horrible persecutions and murder of these inof- 
fensive Christians, and though the United States was not a party 
to the treaty, it would be a wise, Christian, humanitarian policy 
for the great squadron that lazily rides at anchor in Hampton 
Roads to-day to pass the Dardanelles and make a demonstration 
upon Constantinople. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I believe, with Lowell, that— _ 

Mankind are one in spirit, and an instinct bears along, 

Round the earth’s electric circle, the swift flash of right or wrong; 
Whether conscious or unconscious, yet humanity frame 
Through its ocean-sundered fibers feels the gush of joy « 
In the gain or loss of one race, all the rest have equal clais 

[Appiante. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. Sperry]. 

Mr.SPERRY. Mr. Speaker, I should be untrue to iny convic- 
tions and those of my people if I did not avail myself of this debate 
to say a single word by way of expressing the sentiments of the 
people of my district in Connecticut upon this question. During 
the last four or five weeks—yes, for a longer time—the people of 
my district and of the city of New Haven have been h ng mass 
meetings upon this question of Armenian outrages. ‘They are 
fully aroused. Not only have they held meetings, but they have 
memorialized Congress; they have sent here letters and resolutions 
asking that we take some steps toward the amelioration of the 
condition of the Armenians. Not only are my constituents adopt- 
ing resolutions, not only are they sending petitions to this body, 
but during the last few weeks they have been passing subscription 
papers from house to house for the purpose of raising money to 
send it to these suffering Christians. The people of my district, 
so far as I understand, are ready to take any step that they can 
legally, properly, and morally take, which will suppress, or assist 
in suppressing, the Armenian outrages now practiced by the 
Turks and Kurds. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. [yield five minutes tothe gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Howe]. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. Speaker, I would be recreant to the voice of 
my constituents and recreant to the voice of humanity if | failed 
to join in expressing my emphatic condemnation of the indigni- 
ties and outrages which have been inflicted upon innocent people 
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in Armenia. The. Armenians in their sufferings and in their 
heroism are but typical of the men who have stood in all ages for 
liberty, for the right to worship God according to the dictates of 
their consciences. We have the evidence here that thousands of 
men, women, and children have been slaughtered without mercy; 
and a demand comes across the sea bidding us in the name of God 
to heed the ery of those sufferin ple and succor them. It is 
our duty as the representatives of the people to heed that cry and 
to pass this resolution. p 

Mr. Speaker, it has been said that this Government has no 

grievance, Sir, the civilization of the nineteenth century has a 
rievance; and its voice should go out with emphasis from this 
ly, speaking not only to the Turks, but to Englishmen and 
Frenchmen: ‘‘Get thee behind; and if necessary let Russia take 
full possession and divide up this foul spot of iniquity and efface 
it from the map of the world.” [Applause.] 
Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote! ”’] 
‘he question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Tart, it 
was rejected 

The SPEAKER, The question is now on agreeing to the Sen- 
ate resolution. 

Mr. BAILEY. I move to refer this Senate resolution to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The question was taken; andon a division (demanded by Mr. 
BaILEy) there were—ayes 55, noes 103. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. BAILEY. Imove to commit the Senate concurrent resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, with instructions to strike 
out all after the words ‘‘ concurrent resolution,” and report back 
the matter which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of instructions will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That it is 
the earnest hope of the Government of the United States that the Govern- 
ment of Turkey take such decisive measures as shall stay the hand of fanati- 
cism and lawless violence, and as shall secure to the unoffending Christians of 
the Turkish Empire ali the rights belonging to them both as men and Chris- 
tians. 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate these resolutions 
to the Government of Turkey. 

Resolved further, That the House of Representatives of the United States, the 
Senate concurring, will support the President in the most vigorous action he 
may take for the protection and security of American citizens in Turkey and 
to obtain redress for injuries committed upon the persons or property of such 
citizens. 

Mr. BAILEY. On that resolution, Mr. Speaker, I ask a vote. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Is that proposition debatable? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, are the instructions 
amendable? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I move, then, to strike out the last 
resolution eageres. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am content with that modification, and will 
withdraw the concluding part of the resolution. 

Mr. MILES. Let it be read as modified. _ 

The SPEAKER. It will be read as now modified by the gentle- 
man from Texas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved baw House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That it is 
the earnest hope of the Government of the United States that the Govern- 
ment of Turkey take such decisive measures as shall stay the hand of fanati- 
cism and lawless violence, and as shall secure to the unoffending Christians 
of the Turkish Empire all the rights belonging to them as men and Christians. 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate these resolutions 
to the Government of Turkey. 


Mr. BAILEY. I will detain the House only long enough to say 
that in my view of the question a treaty stipulation entered into 
between the Government of Turkey and the other contracting 

arties is a matter with which the United States has no concern. 
he Government of the United States could have been a party to 
that treaty, but in obedience to our traditional policy it declined 
to do so; and I do not think it now proper to insist upon the en- 
forcement of treaty obligations to which this Government is not 
a ory and in which it declined to take a — 
r. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield to a question for in- 
formation? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HARDY. I wish to ask if the Government of the United 
States was invited to become a party to that treaty? 

Mr. BAILEY. All powers were. 

Mr. HITT. Is the gentleman — sure of that fact? 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question on 
the adoption of the resolution and the motion to commit, as pro- 

by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I make the point of order that 
the motion would not be in order, as the gentleman from Texas 
has the floor, 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Texas, as the Chair 
understood, had yielded the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. Idid, and only resumed it to answer an inquiry 
of the gentleman from Indiana. 


The SPEAKER. So the Chair understood; and it was after 
the gentleman had yielded the floor that the Chair recognized the 
gentleman from New York for his motion. 

The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Texas to commit this matter to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs with the instructions which have been read. 

Mr.OWENS. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to offer a sub- 
stitute for the resolution of the gentleman from Texas? 

The SPEAKER. It would not, as the previous question has 
been ordered. 

Mr. OWENS. My motion would be to refer it, the idea being 
not to take it from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, but to refer 
it back to that committee with instructions to embrace the protest 
directed to the Turkish Government. 

The SPEAKER. That motion would not be in order after the 
previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. OWENS. I know; but whatever the House now proposes 
the committee must report back. My intention was to leave it all 
to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question having been ordered, 
the gentleman’s proposition is not now admissible. 

Mr. BAILEY. the gentleman will permit me, the House had 
already voted down the general motion to recommit, anyway. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. BaILry] to refer the resolutions to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs with the instructions already re- 
ported to the House. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BAILEY) there were—ayes 41, noes 119. 

So the motion of Mr. BAILEY was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. QUIGG. That has already been voted on. The question 
is on the original resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair was absent 
for a moment, and supposed that was still pending. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TURNER of Georgia,) there were—ayes 143, noes 26. 

Accordingly the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. QUIGG, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


POST GRADUATE COLLEGE OF MEDICINE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr.Speaker,I desire to call up the bill S. 650. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin, chairman of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, desires to call up a 
bill which the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


An act (S. 650) to incorporate the Post Graduate School of Medicine of the 
District of Columbia. 


Beit enacted, etc., That Henry L. E. Johnson, Edmund L. Tompkins, J. Foster 
Scott, William W. Johnston, Samuel C. Busey, Charles W. Richardson, James 
Kerr, Middleton F,. Cuthbert, Edward M. Parker, G. Wythe Cook, G. Byrd 
Harrison, Samuel 8. Adams, George N. Acker, W. Holland Wilmer, Henry D. 
Fry, J. Ford Thompson, and Thomas E. McArdle, their associates and suc- 
cessors, physicians, be, and they are hereby, made a corporation by the name 
of Post Graduate School of Medicine of the District of Columbia, with all the 

owersand privileges, and subject to all the duties, liabilities, and restric- 
Coos set forth in this act. 

Sec. 2. That the said corporation may hold real and personal estate to the 
amount of $200,000. : 

Sec. 3. That the said Post Graduate School of Medicine is hereby empow- 
ered, from time to time, to make such by-laws, rules, and regulations as they 
may find necessary, and do and perform such other things as may be requisite 
for carrying this act into effect, and which may not be repugnant to the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States. 

Sec. 4. That the said Post Graduate School of Medicine of the District of 
Columbia is hereby endowed with all the rights, privileges, and immunities 
that appertain to other medical schools of the District of Columbia. | 

Sec. 5. That all acts and sof acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. OpELL] who reported the bill. 

Mr. ODELL. Mr. Speaker, this bill has for its object the in- 
corporation of the Post Graduate School of Medicine, to enable 
graduetzs of medical colleges and those studying medicine to at- 
tai a higher degree of proficiency. It has the approval of the 


b\w os . . ¢ : ° 
District Commissioners, and is in line with the more advanced 


ideas prevailing in larger cities. Ithas nopower togrant diplomas. 
The bill has been considered by the District Committee and meets 
with their unanimous ee 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. ODELL. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As I understand, this bill simply 
proposes to incorporate this institution. It does not vote any 
money out of the Treasury? 

Mr. ODELL. Not at 








| 


‘ 








Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ido not see any objection to the 


bill. Is the institution authorized to confer medical degrees? 

Mr. ODELL. No; it does not issue any diplomas at all. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It is a post graduate school of 
medicine? 

Mr. ODELL. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. For those who have graduated in 
other colleges? 

Mr. ODELL. Yes. 4 : 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. If this school can grant no diplomas or de- 
grees, what does the last section mean, which confers all the 
rights, powers, and immunities of other medical schools in the 
District of Columbia? They all confer degrees. 

Mr. ODELL. The institution has the power to grant a certain 
certificate of attendance, 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is a post-graduate course, and has the same 
authority to confer degrees or diplomas as any medical school 
would have. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I donot know that that may 
be an objection to the bill, but certainly the bill does grant to this 
school of medicine the right to issue diplomas and to confer de- 
grees. Section 4 authorizes it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. What objection is there to that? 

Mr. MAHON. A post-graduate school ought to confer them. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The students at that school are 
those who have graduated at other colleges? 

Mr. ODELL. They are the only ones who are admitted. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If they want two diplomas why 
should they not have them? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to say in reference to this measure 
that it simply provides for a post-graduate medical course. In 
nearly every city in the United States where there are medical 
schools this course is provided, but there is no such school in the 
city of Washington. It proposes a course of bedside training, to 
fit medical graduates for practice, and it would naturally confer 
diplomas showing the course that had been taken. This bill 
passed the Senate on the 10th day of January, and has been fully 
considered by the committee. The incorporators are representa- 
tive citizens of the District, and there is no opposition of any kind 
to the measure; at least none has been developed. : 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Can this college grant diplomas 
to any persons except students who take that course? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No; nobody except their own graduates. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. One further question, if the 
gentleman will permit me. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I observe that this is to be 
limited to those who have already received a degree of M. D. 
Will the gentleman point to a provision in this bill where there is 
any such limitation? It bears the name ‘post graduate,” but 
there is nothing else in it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. They have to be graduates in order to 
take a post-graduate course. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But this does not say so. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is covered by it. They have already 
graduated. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, It does not make any difference. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Let them have their other degree. 

Mr. HULICK. I desire to ask the gentleman a question, and 
that is whether all the different schools of medicine in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are represented here, and can they have their 
graduates come into this post-graduate institution, and each of 
them be respected and have their graduation recognized? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The committee understood that this bill re- 
an the approval of the entire profession in the city of Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There can not be any danger 
aeeen aang too many colleges, especially where it does not cost 
anything. 

_ The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
m motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
Was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 

that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 


resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 


A bill (S. 142) granting a pension to Annie M. Greene; 
A bill (S. 188) granting an increase of pension to James H. Os- 
good; 
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A bill (S. 1) granting a pension to Mrs. Eva Davis Cogswell, 
widow of Brig. Gen. William Cogswell; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 88) authorizing the distribution of copies 
of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Navies in Con- 
gressional districts where distribution has not been made: and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 89) concerning the erection and com- 
pletion (except heating apparatus) of the United States post-oftice 
building at Bloomington, ii 

FAILURE OF COLONIZATION OF NEGROES IN MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President, which was read, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: a 
To the House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a repect from the Secretary of State, with copies of 
correspondence of record, relating to the failure of the scheme for the colo- 
nization of negroes in Mexico, necessitating their return to their home ir 
Alabama. 

I referred to this matter in my message to Congress at the beginning of the 
present session, and for the reasons then given I again urge the propriety ot 


making anappropriation to cover the cost of transportation furnished by the 
railroad companies. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, January 27, 1896. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. [rise to a question of order. The mes- 
sage, I suppose, will be ordered printed, and: it will be printed in 
the REcorD. Whether that will include all the correspondence 
and accompanying papers, or simply the message of the Presi- 
dent, ought to be determined now, in order that there may be no 
such mistake as occurred before, when the message and the ac 
companying papers were printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to make a report. 

TheSPEAKER. The correspondence will not be printed in the 
REcorRD. The message will be printed in the ReEcorp, and the 
message and accompanying papers will be printed as an execu- 
tive document. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. HULL. 
erence of a bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMA.STONE. Aparliamentaryinquiry. I desire 
to know if the gentleman will permit me to secure the reference of 
a special report as to Allegheny River, to have it referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. Can not that be done before 
we adjourn? ; 

The SPEAKER. It can not be made as a matter of right. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will withdraw the motion for one moment, 
simply for these two purposes. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman withdraws the motion he 
must withdraw it entirely. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I withdraw the motion. 

BOARD OF MANAGERS OF SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that part of the report 
of the Board of Managers referring to the appropriation, or call- 
ing for an appropriation, be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and that the administrative portion of the report be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks that the 
administrative part of the report of the governors of the Soldiers’ 
Homes be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
that that part relating to the appropriations be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. STEELE. And the same order with reference 
report for the State homes. 

The SPEAKER. And that the same order be made with refer- 
ence to State homes. Without objection, that order will be made, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I simply ask that the Speaker re- 
fer to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors a communication of 
the Secretary of War. 

The SPEAKER. It has already been referred. 

NATIONAL GUARDS. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs to report back the bill (H. i. 4250) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of Warto exchange withthe National 
Guards of the respective States Springfield rifies of the pattern of 
the year 1884 for Springfield rifles of the pattern of the year 1875, 
with instructions that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Militia. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the change of reference 
will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LACEY. Ihave just filed the report accompanying the bill 
(H. R. 3948) to provide for free homes on lands purchased from the 
Indian tribes. The minority would like to have four or five days 
in which to file their views. 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous consent of the 
House. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Pending that, I would like to get a change of ref- 


to the 
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ADDITIONAL EMPLOYEE IN DOCUMENT ROOM. 


Mr. ODELL. Mr. Speaker, I present the following report from 
the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire immediate consid- 
eration? : 

Mr. ODELL. I do. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying res- 
olution of January 14, directing the Doorkeeper of the House to employ 
Willis Bolls as an additional employee in the document room during the 
Fifty fourth Congress, to be paid at the rate of $100 per month out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House, to prepare the bills of the Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, 
Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, Fifty-first, Fifty-second. 
and Fifty-third Congresses for binding, as provided for in the act of Januar: 
12, 1895, beg to report that they have made investigation of the subject, an 


respectfully submit and recommend the adoption of the following as a sub- 
stitute for the same: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to em loy some suitable person as an additional employee 
in the document room ore for binding the bills of the Forty-fitth, 
Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, Yorty-eighth, Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, Fifty-first, 
Fifty-second, and Fifty-third Congresses, as provides for in the act of Janu- 
ary 12, 1805, who shall be paid at the rate of $1,000 per annum during the Fifty- 
fourth Congress, or that portion thereof as may be necessary to carry out the 
provisions of said act, out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

oo WILLIAM A. STONE, I desire to make a parliamentary 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. If this motion is voted down, this 
matter then comes up for consideration, does it not? 

The SPEAKER. It does. - 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then I hope we will vote the mo- 
tion down. 

Mr. CANNON. That is a speech. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We want to know the facts. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. You can get the facts in about 
three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The +. my is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Maine that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Division. 

The House divided. Pending the count, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE said: I desire to make another par- 
liamentary inquiry, 

The SP R. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This matter, as I understand it, 
will come up in the morning if not acted upon to-night. 

The SPEAKER. It is unfinished business. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I have no 
objection to the House eure. 

he SPEAKER. The demand for adivisionis withdrawn; the 
ayes have it. Pending the announcement, the Chair desires to 
present the following requests of members: 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Draper, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Dovener, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. Horr, for three days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. PENDLETON, for one day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Sore, for one week, on account of important business. 

The motion to adjourn was then — to; and accordingly (at 
4 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the 
Speaker, as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Allegheny River, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be ted, 

A letter from the Judge-Advocate-General of the Army, trans- 
mitting a suggestion for an amendment to a draft of a bill to 
amend the summary court act—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmi a draft 
of a bill for employing expert counters toassort and count money 
in the redemption division of the Treasury Department, and rec- 
ommending of the same—to the Committee on Appro- 
ns, and or to be ted. 

A letter from the Acti tary of the , inclosing a 
copy of a communication the Auditor for the State and other 
Departments asking for an additional clerk—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, ordered to be printed, 





A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a letter from the Auditor for the State and other 
Departments amending his estimate submitted of salaries—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Capital Traction Company, 
submitting a report of the receipts and expenditures of the Rock 
Creek Railway Company from January 1, 1895, to December 31, 
1895—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to the House resolution of the 22d instant, a copy of the 
report of Henry W. Elliott (together with all maps and illustra- 
tions accompanying said report) on the condition of the fur-seal 
oe the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Natalie Eppstein, administratrix, against The United States—to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of Mrs. 
Hattie E. Ladd against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William P. Shelton against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
matting, 8 copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Henry L. Mitchell against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars, as follows: 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee onthe Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4442) to amend the 
act of June 38, 1878, entitled ‘“‘An act for the sale of timber 
lands in the States of California, Oregon, Nevada, and in Wash- 
ington eT, as amended by section 2 of the act of August 
4, 1892, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 137); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred House bill No. 4073, reported in lieu thereof 
a bill (H. R. 4804) to amend subdivision 10 of section 2238 and to 
repeal subdivision 12 of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, accompanied pd a report (No. 138); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 796) to amend section 4 
of an act to provide for the adjustment of land grants made by 
Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and for the for- 
feiture of unearned lands, and for other purposes, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 139); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 790) to aid 
the public-land States to support schools of mines, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 140); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida, from the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House 

H. R. 178) to provide American registers for the barks Minde and 
ohan Ludwig, reported the same without amendment, accom- 

nied by a — (No. 141); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
which was referred House joint resolution No. 87, reported in lieu 
thereof the bill t R. 4810) extending the time within which the 
Maryland and Washington Railway Company shall be required 
to complete the building of the road of said company, under the 
provisions of an act of Congress approved August 1, 1892, as 
amended by an act approved March 2, 1895, accompanied by a 
report (No. 142); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 4142) to protect 
settlement rights where two or more a settle upon the same 
subdivision of agricultural public lan 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
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(No. 144); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. : 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 25) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian 
wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, 
Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war, approved 
July 27, 1892, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 145); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3948) to provide for free 
homes on lands purchased from the Indian tribes, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 147); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8656) providing for free 
homesteads on the public lands in Oklahoma Territory for actual 
and bona fide settlers, and reserving the public lands for that pur- 
pose, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 148); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

The bill (H. R. 3596) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Michael McKenna. (Report No. 181.) 

The bill (H. R. 8292) granting an honorable discharge to Seth 
Porter Church, alias Samuel Church. (Report No. 132.) 

The bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the military record of Charles 
W. Rinehardt and to grant him an honorable discharge. (Report 
No. 133. 

By Mp. HARDY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 3234) granting a pension to Williamson Durley. (Report 
No. 135. 

By My, BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 2142) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Theodore Werner. (Report No. 134.) 

By Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
wet) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Company. (Report 

oO. 136.) 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
fe R. 877) for the relief of George W. Harbaugh. (Report 

0. 143.) 





ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, adversely 
reported (Report No. 130) the bill (H. R. 2305) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Kyrhiam Morrissey, of Uniontown, Fayette County, 
Pa.; and the same was, under the rule, laid on the table. 





SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
pape from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker, as 

ollows: 

A bill (8. 1297) to provide for the purchase of lands adjoining 
the United States naval station, Port Royal, 8. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

_A bill (S. 626) providing for d sal of lands on abandoned por- 
tions of the Fort Assinniboine Military Reservation in Montana, 
and for the relief of certain settlers thereon—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
. — following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4778) to reimburse the States 
of California, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them expended 
a the suppression of the rebellion—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: & bill (H. R. 4779) relating to the 
anchorage and movements of vessels in St. Marys River—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
ws Weskngns Noncgenie natal Sse es St 
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By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 4781) to amend an act entitled 
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*‘An act to authorize the Union Railroad Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River.” approved 
February 18, 1893—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
| Commerce. 

By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H.R.4782) to establish a life-saving 
station at or near Charlevoix, Mich.—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 4788) to 
prohibit the further issue of bonds—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4784) to provide a postal currency, and for 
a purposes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 4785) to incorporate the 
National University—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 4786) to extend the provisions 


of the act to amend the statutes in relation to the immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable goods to the port of Fall River, Mass.—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: A bill (H. R. 4787) to establish the port 
of Conneaut, in the State of Ohio, as a subport of entry in the dis- 
trict of Cuyahoga, in said State of Ohio—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H.R.4788) to retain and admit veterans 
of the Union Army and Navy to positions in the public service, 
exempting them from examinations under civil-service regulations 
therefor, and repealing certain laws—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 4789) to regulate internal-reve- 
nue assessments and to modify the law so as to leave the matter 
to a jury—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 4790) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon in the city of 
New Brunswick, N. J.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. , 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 4791) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Natchez, in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 4792) to provide for the 
revision and consolidation of the statute laws of the United 
States—to the Committee on Revision of the Laws. 

By Mr. LEISENRING: A bill (H. R. 4793) for the purchase of 
ground and the erection of a public building at Wilkesbarre, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 4794) for 
the erection of a public building at Northampton, Mass.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. ¥ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4795) to provide that superintendents of 
United States armories shall be civilians—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 4796) to provide for 
the reclamation of arid lands,and to amend section 4 of the act of 
August 18, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1895, and for other purposes”—to the Committee on Irrigation 
of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 4797) to provide compen- 
sation to the reporter of the court of appeals of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 4798) to establish an addi- 
tional navigable channel from a point on the North Branch of 
the Chicago River to Lake Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 4799) to is- 
sue silver certificates against the silver bullion now in the Treas- 
ury—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 4800) to provide 
for the examination and classification of certain lands in the State 
of California—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 4801) to improve the Missouri 
River at and near Glasgow, Mo., and for other purposes, and mak- 
ing appropriations therefor—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bo 


OO 


rs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4802) to improve the Missouri River at and 
near Miami, Mo., and for other purposes, and making appropria- 
tions therefor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4803) to improve the Missouri River at and 
near Rocheport, Mo., and for other purposes, and making appro- 
priations therefor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 4805) providing for the estab- 
lishment of a subtreasury of the United States at St. Paul, Minn, — 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 4806) to supply courts for the 
Indian reservations, and to supplement the act approved Febru- 
ary 8, 1887—te the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. OWENS: A bill (H. R. 4807) for the erection of a public 


building at Georgetown, Ky.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ing and Grounds. 
y Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 4808) to increase the efficiency of 
e — service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
ads. 
By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4809) making appro- 
riations, etc., to the Marine Hospital at Cleveland, Ohio—to the 
Jommittee on ee Ee 

By Mr. HOOKER: (H. R. 4956) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River in 
line with Massachusetts avenue extended eastward—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 4957) to refer cer- 
tain claims for postage paid to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 4958) for the incorporation of 
the convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church of the diocese 
of Washington—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 4959) to repeal section 8 of an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other pur- 

“% approved March 3, 1891—to the Committee on the Public 
ands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4961) relating to the compensation and duties 
of United States attorneys, clerks, marshals, and other court offi- 
cials, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: A bill (H. R. 4962) to reimburse the 
States of California, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them ex- 
=a in the suppression of the rebellion—to the Committee on 

ar Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4963) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to cause to be investigated and to provide for 
the payment of all claims for the use and occupation of church 
and school buildings and grounds for Government purposes by 
the United States military authorities during the late war, and all 
claims for damages resulting from the appropriation to Govern- 
ment use of any of the furnishings or materials in said class of 
buildings—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 98) directing 
the Secretary of War to cause Lieut. Col. Jared A. Smith, Corps of 
Engineers, to submit a plan and estimate for the further improve- 
ment of Conneaut Harbor, in the State of Ohio—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BLUE: A joint resolution (H. Res, 99) to supply the 
State of Kansas with copies of the muster rolls of the Third and 
Fourth regiments of Kansas Infantry—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 100) for print- 
ing a report on wools at the World’s Columbian Exposition—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. LINTON: A resolution (House Res. No. 135) for the rec- 
ognition of the Cuban patriots as belligerents by the United States— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A resolution (House Res. 
No. 136) calling for information from the President relative to the 
case of Bernard Campbell—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills and petitions; which were 
referred as follows: 

The bill (H. R. 549) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Robert Downing—Committee on Milita - 
fairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Naval ‘Afairs, 

The bill (H. R. 4865) to place the name of Mary E. Trimble, of 
Paola, Kans., on the pension roll—Committee on Invalid Pensions 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill oo R. 4107) for the relief of Monroe Stephens—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and refe to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 8755) to increase the pension of Mary C. Thomp- 
son—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1584) for the relief of Hiram Johnson and 
others—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 


Committee on War Claims. 
The bill (H. R. 1091) granting a jo to Ada J. Schwatka 
widow of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka, as a recognition of 
his services in polar and Alaskan explorations—Committee on 
— Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
ensions. 
The bill (H. R. 1048) for the relief of the late Andrew 8. Cove— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


The bill (H. R. 3572) for the relief of Gen. Francis L. Hagadon— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 3061) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and 
Dora L. Stark—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3409) granting a pension and for the relief of Dr. 
Harrison Wagner—Committee on War Claims discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Statement of A. W. Bishop, of Buffalo, N. Y., with reference to 
bill for relief of W. 8S. Riggs—Committee on Military Affairs dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

Resolutions of the New Orleans Board of Trade, indorsing the 
Squire bill for coast defenses—Committee on Military Affairs dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Memorial of the Tacoma Chamber of Commerce, urging the 
passage of Senate bill No. 834—Committee on Military Affairs dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Several resolutions of the Charleston (S. C.) Cotton Exchange, 
Young Men’s Business League of Charleston, 8. C., the Chamber 
of Commerce of Charleston, 8. C., and two copies of resolutions 
of the city council of Charleston,S. C., severally favoring the pas- 
sage of the bill to provide fortifications and other seacoast de- 
fenses, introduced by Senator SquirE—Committee on Military 
Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R.4811) granting a pension to 
James Donovan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4812) for the relief of Joseph A. Greenwood— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4813) to refer the claim of the owners of the 
brig Tally-Ho to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 4814) granting a pension to How- 
ard M. Parker, of Lenexa, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4815) to carry out 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of 
Felix G. Duvall, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: A bill (H. R. 4816) granting an 
additional pension to Henry Wheeler, of Troy, N. Y., a veteran 
of the civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4817) granting an additional pension to John 
Quinn, late a member of Company K, One hundred and sixty- 
ninth New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 4818) to increase the pension 
of ea: Ellen Key Messersmith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 4819) ane ye pension to 
Thomas J. Windsor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 4820) for the relief of William 
M. White, of James County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4821) for the relief of the Methodist Episco- 

Church South at Shellmound, Marion County, Tenn.—to the 

‘ommittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 4822) for the relief of John M. 
Hart, of Bourbon arg Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 4823) for the relief of Margaret 
O’Donnell, nurse, United States Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 4824) for the relief of 
Charles Gallagher, and to refer his claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4825) for the relief of Alfred Benoit—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4826) for the relief of Emily R. Webster, of 
Washington City, D. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 4827) for the relief of Daniel T. 
Wathen—to the Committee on Ulaims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4828) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Charles F, F. Rosenthal—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4829) to carrf out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Henry A. Butler—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4830) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Stephen M. Golden—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4831) to carry out the findings of the Court 
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of Claims in the case of Joseph T. Jenkins—to the Committee on 
War Claims. , : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4832) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of the estate of Bernard T. Norris, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. ‘> 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4883) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Robert 8S. Perkins—to the Committee on 
War Claims. ; . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4834) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of James C. Brooke—to the Committee on 
War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4835) for the relief of James Lawn—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4836) for the relief of James Lawn—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 4837) for the relief of Helen 
Larned—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 4838) for the relief of George W. 
Davis, by removing charge of desertion—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. ok 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4839) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of James T. S. Greenfield—to the Committee 
on Claims. % ; va 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 4840) amending the military 
record of James G. Howard, deceased, late captain Company E, 


Forty-ninth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4841) granting a pension to Silas Adams—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4842) for the relief of T. J. Pitzer—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4843) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna C. Walquist—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4844) to increase the pension of Beverly B. 
Hurst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4845) for the relief of Mrs. Andrew Frank- 
lin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4846) for the relief of John W. Stevens—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 4847) for the relief of John W. 
Kennedy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 4848) for the relief of Henry 
Ware—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 4849) forthe relief of Battelle 
& Evans and their legal representatives—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Aliso; a bill (H. R. 4850) for the relief of Ross M. Stevens—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4851) for the relief of John T. Hunt—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 4852) granting a pension to 
Allen Place—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4853) for the relief of John Duncan—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 4854) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John P. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4855) to provide for the carrying out of the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of John Campbell, of 
Oregon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

so, @ bill (H. R. 4856) granting an increase of pension to John 
Walters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 4857) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of William Fudge—to the Com- 
mittee on aaa, Affairs. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 4858) to authorize and direct the 
Secretary of War to issue an honorable discharge to Francis M. 
Benson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_ By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 4859) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry Dyer—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

_Also, a bill (H. R. 4860) granting a pension to Marcus M. Mor- 
rison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 4861) removing 
the charge of desertion from the military record of William G. 
Holdrege—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4862) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Jeremiah Rumsey—to the Committee on 
py Me, HARTM 

By Mr. AN: A bill (H. R. 4863) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth W. Walker—to the Committee oul Invalid re 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H.R. 4864) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of Benjamin F. Raiff—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 4865) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to John Walsh, areas Es Tenth Regiment Michigan In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4866) to amend the record and issue an honor 
able discharge to James B. Sanderson, Company C, of the One 
hundred and ninety-sixth Regiment of Ohio Infantry Volunteers 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 4867) for the relief of K. 
Battoe—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4868) for relief of the estate of R. R. Morrison— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4869) for the relief of Charles S. Hamlin—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4870) for the relief of C. J. McConnell 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4871) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of D. G. Hurley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. HAGER: A bill (H. R. 4872) to correct the military re: 
ord of Homer C. McCuskey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4873) granting a pension to W. A. Hayes—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4874) granting an increase of pension to John 

3urlew—to the Committee on Invalid pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4875) granting a pension to John W. Pogue— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER (by request): A bill (H.R. 4876) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Mary Jane Pollard, widow of William Pollard, late 
second assistant engineer, United States Navy—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4877) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza- 
beth Reen, widow of Col. Charles Reen, late colonel Ninety-cigth 
Pennsylvania Regiment—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H.R. 4878) for the relief of Mrs. Har- 
riet D. Newson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H.R. 4879) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Elizabeth P. Layne—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (B. R. 4880) to remove the charge of desertion against 
William R. Flannery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4881) for the relief of W. C. Scholl, of Stan- 
ton, Powell County, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4882) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of the estate of John Waldron, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: A bill (H. R. 4883) for the relief of Martha 
S. Carmichael, of Mississippi, for property destroyed by the 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H.R. 4884) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the record of Nicholas Clarkson, formerly a landsman 
on board the U.S. 8S. Alabama in the war of the rebellion, and 
to grant him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H.R.4885) for the relief of Natalie 
Epstein, administratrix of John B. Epstein, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEISENRING: A bill (H. R. 4886) removing charge of 
desertion as to George H. Williams, late of Company H, Eleventh 
Pennsylvania Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to Sarah 
G. Ives—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H.R. 4888) for the relief of George 
Hager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 4889) granting a pension to John J. 
Ryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4890) granting a pension to Mary L. Bunker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4891) for the relief of Eber Curtis—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4892) granting a pension to Rebecca Delho- 
tal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4893) granting a pension to John G. Bright— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILES: A bill (H. R. 4894) for the relief of James A. 
Beauchamp, of Salisbury, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4895) for the 
relief of Benjamin F’. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to the 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4896) for the relief of Eben Sayre—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4897) for the relief of Amos Dyke—to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4898) to pension William M. Chenvront for 
services in the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4899) to pension William J. Allen—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4900) for the relief of James Burnett—to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4901) to pension Richard Wilcoxton for serv- 
ices in the late war—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4902) for the relief of Hiram Stewart—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. ODELL: A bill (H. R. 4903) for the relief of Hattie A. 
Beach, child of Erastus D. Beach, late a private in Company H, 
One hundred and forty-third New York Volunteers—to the Son 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OGDEN: A bill (H. R. 4904) for the relief of L. J. 
_ executor of Elbert Gantt, deceased—to the Committee on 

ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4905) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in favor of Mary O, Planché, of Louisiana—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4906) for relief of the estate of John N. Smith, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Bv Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 4907) for the relief of James 
Grace—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 4908) directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to place upon the roll of the Osage tribe of Indians 
the name of Lewis Benjamin Lessert—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. REEVES: A bill = R. 4909) for the relief of A. J. 
Fae of Streator, Lasalle County, Ill.—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4910) granting a pension to Cyrus Thomas— 
to the Committee on Invalid Sencionn 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H.R. 4911) to pre- 
serve Fort Griswold property in Groton, Conn,--to the Com- 
mittee on ae Affairs. 

Also, a bill . R. 4912) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Hen . Snow—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSE: A bill ey R. 4913) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary E. Wyse, widow of Lieut. Col. F, O. Wyse—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H.R. 4914) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Logan, of Buena Vista, Colo.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Dlinois: A bill (H. R. 4915) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Rudolph Pensteel, alias 
Rudolph Bernstiel (now deceased), late of Battery D, First United 
States Artillery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H.R. 4916) granting an additional 
— to Ferdinand V. Graves, late a member of sompens 3 

e hundred and seventeenth New York Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 4917) for the 
relief of the book nts of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, at Nas’ ville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 4918) for the relief of Mary E. 
Gray, of Canton, Madison County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: A bill (H.R.4919) for relief of Lieut. 
William P. Hogarty, United States Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. RB. 4920) to ¢ out the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of Warren Drake, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H.R. 4921) to relieve the North Georgia 
Agricultural College from the payment of $450 for damaged 
gun—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 4922) for the relief of the trustees 
of the First Baptist Church of Suffolk, Nansemond County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4923) for the relief of the legal heirs of Lewis 
Ellison, of Norfolk, Va., deceased—to the Committee on War 


8. 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H.R. 4924) granting an increase of 

nsion to George D. Cook, late of a K, hundred and 
tenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4925) granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin I. Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (B. R. 4926) for the relief of Charles 
W. Wells—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4927) granting a pension to Elisha Straub—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4928) ting a pension to Joseph W. Freese— 
io the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4929) granting a pension to Mary J. Secor— 
to the eq ® - Page Pensions. a 2 . 

Also, a bill (H.R. ) granting a pension to Mary Forward— 
to the Committee on Invalid Penalone. s 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 4931) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of Xaver Zeltner, 
oe rp Sueno on War pn an w 

Also, a (H.R. ting a pension to Anderson Weese— 
to the Committee on ieee Pendionn. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4933) te restore t. William 8. Johnson to 
the pension list of the Army—to the on Military Af- 
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Also, a bill (H.R. 4934) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
a in the case of Thaddeus Snider—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4935) granting a pension to Polly P. Clark, 
widow of John H. Clark, and to pay her the pension due her hus- 
band at the time of his death—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4936) for the payment of bounty to James 
Pebley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4937) granting a pension to William W. Cor- 
rell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4938) to increase the pension of Mary Wilkins, 
dependent mother of Ora B. Wilkins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4939) for the relief of M. C. Vinton, admin- 
istrator of estate of Samuel 8S. Vinton, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4940) for the payment of bounty to W. H. 
Lyman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4941) to pension Hester 
A. Bostwick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS (by request): A bill (H. R. 4942) for the 
relief of Caroline V. English—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 4943) to remove the 
charge of desertion standing against the name of Patrick Dough- 
erty, Company A, Thirteenth New York Volunteer Infantry-—-to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H.R. 4944) granting a pension 
to James M. Kercheval—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 4945) for the relief of James 
Grace—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H.R. 4946) to pension Mrs. Mary 
A. Watts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4947) to refer the claim against the United 
States of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Huntsville, Ala., to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4948) to remove charge of desertion from rec- 
ord of George Hadley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4949) for the relief of George Thomas Hast- 
ings—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H.R. 4950) granting a pension to Jacob 
Geisler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4951) for the relief of H. T. Bragg—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4952) granting a pension to Jubal Grant—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 4953) to grant a pension to John 
Thurston, Island Pond, Vt.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4954) to grant Mary Chamberlin, of Chelsea, 
Vt., a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4955) for the relief of Henry C. La Point, 
late afirst lieutenantin the Second United States Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bili (H. R. 4964) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of Francis M. Gaddy—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4965) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of the estate of H. A. Gaddy, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4966) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of the estate of Nathan H. Knight, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 4967) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph P. Harmon, late private in een K, Fifth Maine 
Volunteers, and Company B, Seventh Maine Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4968) granting a pension to Helen A. Jack- 
man, dependent daughter of Lieut. William Jackman, late of 
Company I, Fourteenth Regiment Maine Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 4969) for the relief of the heirs and 
legal representatives of those who were killed by the explosion of 
the gun-cotton factory at the United States torpedo station at 
Newport, R. L—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ATWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4970) for the relief of Hugh 
Watt—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: A bill (H. R. 4971) granting a pension to 
William H. Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4972) for the relief of James A. Moore—to the 
Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. STALLINGS (by request): A bill (H. R. 4973) granting 
a pension to Frances E, Jost, widow of the late Frederick C. Jost, 


lieutenant, Compan ocean Florida Cavalry Volunteers—to the 


Committee on Inv: ensions, 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following enon and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Memorial of the Federation of Labor of 
the District of Columbia, in favor of House bill No, 3129, to estab- 
lish a free public library—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. a 
*» By Mr. BARHAM: Petition of R. L. James, A. S. Heath, James 
C. Gale, J. D. Rickard, and other citizens of Monterey, Cal., pray- 
ing for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. : 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: Two petitions of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of North Nassau, N. Y., relative to 
the sale of intoxicants to immigrants—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 1 ? 

By Mr. BLUE: Resolutions of Jim Lane Post, No. 34, Depart- 
ment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, protesting against 
discrimination in pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of J. W. Powell and 300 other | 
citizens of Leavenworth, Kans., in favor of amending the immi- 
gration laws, and for the further restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of U.S. Grant Ferree and other 
citizens of Chester County, Pa., in favor of the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BUCK: Petition of John T. Sawyer and others, relative 
to pending bills for the relief of book agents of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BULL: Memorial of seamen of Providence, R. I., against 
the repeal of the act of February 18, 1895, known as the Maguire 
bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Farragut Association of Naval Veterans, of 
Providence, R. I., relative to the retirement of regular soldiers and 
marines—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition of Lieutenant-Governor 
Baensch, of Wisconsin, together with a memorial signed by the 
governor of Wisconsin, secretary of state, State treasurer, rail- 
road commissioner, and all the assistants of the various depart- 
ments, the judges of the supreme court, the military a 
educational department, ex-Senators John C. Spooner and Philetus 
Sawyer, ex-Congressmen R. M. Follett, N. P. Haugen, and many 
other prominent men of the State, favoring an adequate appropri- 
ation to establish and maintain a 21-foot channel in the harbor at 
Manitowoe, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of L. E. Abernathy and others, asking 
for the passage of a bill for the relief of the Methodist Publishing 
House, Nashville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Club, of 
Philadelphia, in favor of legislation for coast defenses—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of 
Ebbert Sutton of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of a mass meeting at Churdan, Iowa, protest- 
ing against the outrages in Armenia—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Three petitions, respectively, of John A. 
Palan and 41 others, voters of Blandville; W. H. Wilson and 13 
others, of Roanoke, and A. H. Davis and 23 others, of Parkers, all 
of West Virginia, against the Sunday-observance bill (H. R. 167) — 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, five petitions, as follows, Isaiah Rush and 17 others, H. R. 
Hess and 41 others, W. R. Juvall and 86 others, A. J. Holden and 
15 others, and F. E. Davis and 35 others, praying for the passage of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

a Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: Memorial and protest of 
J.M. McDonald, W. H. Burk, and 80 other pilots of the port and 
harbor of Charleston, S. C., in the matter of pilotage—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, petition of Baum Bros., merchants, and other citizens 
of the county of Kershaw, S. C., in behalf of placing the Winyah 
Bay bar improvement under the continuous contract system—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of John Bratton and other citizens of the county 
of Fairfield, S. C., in behalf of placing the Winyah Bay bar im- 
provement under the continuous contract system—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: Three petitions of Frank W. Hayes, Har- 
vey G. Myers, H. G. Burky, and others, of Reading, Pa., favoring 
the passage of the Stone bill restricting immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

= Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of L. M. Macey and 300 others, 
of linneapolis and vicinity, Minnesota, in favor of a law restrict- 
ing immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 


Also, petition of J: W. Hyde and 500 others, of St. Paul and 
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vicinity, Minnesota, for a law restricting immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Petition of Joseph Hunter, J. D. Russell, and 
70 other citizens of Woodward, Okla., asking for the abolish- 
ment of town-site boatds—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of 1,000 taxpayers in Lincoln County, Okla, pray- 
ing for the passage of the St. Louis and Oklahoma City Railroad 
bill—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. z 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of ex-soldiers and ex-sailors of the Army 
and Navy, for pension bill granting $8 per month to every man 
serving not less than ninety days—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Union Veterans’ Political Protective 
Association of Chicago, Ll., in favor of the passage of the bill to 
prevent the desecration of the American flag—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Memorial and resolutions of citizens of 
Lyons Farms, N. J., expressing their abhorrence of the atrocities 
perpetrated upon the Armenians, and calling for such legislation 
as shall secure protection to our missionaries—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr.GARDNER: Petition of Charles V. Hawes and 60 others, 
of Ocean County, N. J.,. asking for the passage of House bill No. 
5246 of the Fifty-third Congress, known as the Stone bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Resolutions in behalf of 
the Armenians, adopted by a committee of the Christian churches 
of Ware, Mass.—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution in behalf of the Armenians, adopted by a mass 
meeting of the citizens of Warren, Mass.—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of D. W. Snody and 47 other 
citizens, of Forestville, Mich., praying for such action as will re- 
sult in speedy recognition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in 
their struggle for freedom—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, recommending the adoption of such measures as 
shall give ample protection to the seacoast cities of the United 
States—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions passed at the twenty-ninth annual meeting of 
the Pennsylvania Peace Society, December 12, 1895, in favor of 
setting apart for peace purposes 1 per cent of every appropriation 
for war purposes (the Army or Navy) for a fund for peace, to be 
drawn by the President for the purpose of settling difficulties by 
mediation, arbitration, and conciliation—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 
ing the abolition of compulsory pilotage on coastwise vessels—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of Washington Camp, No. 345, Patriotic Order 
Sons of America, Germantown, Philadelphia, Pa., relative to the 
inhuman treatment of the Armenians—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the citizens of the Fifth Congressional district 
of Philadelphia, Pa.,in favor of the passage of a bill to secure a 
better grade of immigrants into the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 
ing appropriations for coast defenses—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 
ing the licensing of masters and chief mates of sail vessels of over 
700 tons, as provided in Senate bill No. 180—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, protest of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange against 
the passage of House bills Nos. 1227 to 1233, inclusive—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Watersonville 
Council, No. 376, Junior Order United American Mechanics, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Stone bill—to the Committee on Imimi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of J. B. Conaway and other citizens, of York, Nebr., 
praying for the passage of the Linton bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition and resolutions of the Nebraska Teachers’ State 
Association, praying for the passage of House bill No. 304 to es- 
tablish a national university—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of 150 citizens of Indiana County, Pa., praying for 
the passage of a bill restricting immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of 17 citizens of West Lebanon, Pa., praying for 
the passage of the bill restricting immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Memorial of the National Board of 
Trade praying for the passage of the McRae bill regarding forest 
fires and forest preservation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial recommending legislation to protect the inter- 
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ests of those whose business relations are affected by the manage* 
po of subsidized railroads—to the Committee on the Public 
nds. 

Also, memorial asking for such change in the rules of practice 
in Federal courts as shall prevent action against a defendant in a 
civil suit unless personal service has been had—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial asking legislation to prevent interested parties 
from being appointed receivers in bankrupt corporations engaged 
in interstate commerce—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of the Stockton Grange, No. 70, 
Patrons of Husbandry, asking for the early completion of the 
Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Thomas Johnson and others in regard to the 
injustice done settlers on the De Los Palos Coloradas-grant, Cali- 
fornia—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Brooklyn Presbyterian Church, of Oak- 
land, Cal., concerning the Armenian massacres—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HULICK: Petition of J. R. Williams, William Duffey, 
and 9 other citizens, of Higginsport, Ohio, for the erection of dikes 
at that point—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. HULING: Petition of citizens of Logan County, W. Va., 
praying for the passage of House bill for relief of the book agents 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 
By Mr. LACEY: Petition of J. E. Hutchison and others of Ot- 
tumwa, lowa, praying for 1-cent ae pany rate—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. LAYTON: Memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, sche oar against the passage of House bills Nos. 1227 to 
_ inclusive—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
isheriecs, 
Also, petition of the Toledo (Ohio) Produce Exchange, praying 
for legislation authorizing the Treasury Department to issue long- 
time bonds in sums of $50 and less at a rate of interest not to ex- 
ceed 3 per cent—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of W. D. Burdick and other citizens of Jackson 
Center, Shelby County, Ohio, against the ar ree bill 
(H. R. 167)—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 
ing appropriations for coast defenses—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 
By Mr. LEFEVER: Six petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Kingston, South Dover, and Highland, of 
the State of New York, against the sale of beer at Bedloes Island 
a ai Wadsworth—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 
By Mr. LEONARD: Petition of Harry Springman, Charles C. 
Persun, Joseph Bordy, Charles McCoy, and other citizens of Ly- 
coming County, Pa., praying for the passage of legislation restrict- 
ing immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
tion. 
By Mr. LINTON: Resolution of the common council of the city 
of inaw, Mich., asking Congress to abrogate the treaty between 
the United States and Great Britain prohibiting the construction 
of naval vessels on the Great Lakes, but not as to the maintenance 
of the same—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. LOW: Petition of owners, underwriters, agents, and 
masters of vessels in coasting trade along Atlantic coast, for a har- 
bor of refuge near Cape Lookout—to the Committee on Rivers 
* and Harbors. 
By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Boston 
Chamber of Commerce, in favor of the bills for the restriction of 
immigration (H. R. 9, s, 801)—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 
By Mr. McDEARMON: Two petitions of Rev. C. D. Hilliard, 
J. H. Thomas, F. J. Wood, and 23 other citizens of Bells, Tenn., 
and W. W. Casey, W. F. Collins, W. H. Wilson, and 8 other citi- 
zens of Kenton, Tenn., urging the passage of a bill for the relief 
of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to 
the Committee on War Claims. ; 
By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of L. A. Rochat, Francis A. Veitch, 
and 28 other citizens of Jersey oe N. J., asking for the passage 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. y 
Also, petition of the Union Republican Club, Jersey City, N.J., 
Saerns the recognition of Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign 
rs 


Mr. McRAE: Petition of J. F.Shaw and 18 others, voters of 
Fouke, Miller County, Ark., against the Sunday-observance bill 
(H. R. 167)—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Petition of William J. 
— praying to be granted a pension—to the Committee on In- 
eo tition of Eben Sayre, with exhibits, to his 

, petition o , , to accompany 
bill for delief—-to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, petition of James Burnett, to have the charge of desertion 
removed—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Richard Wilcoxton, praying for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: Memorial of the Tucson city gov- 
ernment, Arizona, requesting Congressional authority to issue 
bonds—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: Petition of Henry Conrad, C. F. Hamung, 
and 300 others, of Virginia City, Nev., favoring the Stone immi- 
gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

By Mr. PAYNE: Remonstrance against the sale of beer at Bed- 
loes Island and Fort Wadsworth, on Staten Island—to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PEARSON: Petition of J. L. Young and other citizens 
of Buncombe County, N. C., favoring pending bills for the relief 
of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of officers and men of Company M 
Fourth Regiment Infantry, Iowa National Guard, in Wehalt of 
House bill No. 2294, for the organizing and disciplining of the mili- 
tia of the several States—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of E. L. Gilliland, J. 8. Robinson, 
and 27 citizens of Butler County, Pa., in favor of the Stone immi- 
gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition in favor of the oppressed Armenians, passed by the 
Sunday Patriotic Christian Association, and the other patriotic 
organizations and churches of New Castle, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of 71 citizens of Brush Creek, Beaver County, Pa., 
favoring a bill to amend the postal laws and to allow fourth-class 
postmasters a small salary—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, — of J.F. McCoy, H. R. Thompson, and 93 other citi- 
zens of Butler County, Pa., favoring a bill to amend the postal 
laws, and allow fourth-class postmasters a small salary—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, a resolution in favor of Lake Erie and Ohio River Ship 
Canal, passed by the select and common council of New Castle, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petitions from chapters of 
the Daughters of the American Revolution in Mystic, Derby, 
Waterbury, Southport, Meriden, Middletown, Hartford, and New 
London, Conn., and from citizens of Hartford and New London, 
Conn., containing 393 names, and all forwarded through Anna 
Warner Bailey Chapter, Daughters of the American Revolution, of 
Groton and Stonington, Conn., in favor of the acquirement of ad- 
ditional plats of ground contiguous to the Fort Griswold property, 
in order to preserve and protect that Revolutionary site—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Betsy Snow for the removal of the charge of 
desertion against Henry L. Snow—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of Edward T. Lewis, late private in 
Company K, Seventy-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, to be re- 
lieved of the charge of desertion, to accompany House bill No. 
1122—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STALLINGS (ey request): Petition of the estate of 
Wade L. Potter, deceased, late of Escambia County, Ala., pray- 
ing reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Resolutions of the Commer- 
cial Club of Superior, Wis., requesting the passage of the bill to 
extend to the port of Superior, Wis., the privilege of immediate 
transportation of merchandise in bond, and opposing the attach- 
ment of the city of Superior to the Duluth district for any customs 

urposes whatever—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Gonmmaenes. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of W.A. Chaney, W.5S. Tar- 
pley, and 30 other voters of Crab Orchard, Ill., against Sunday- 
observance bill (H. R. 167)—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Papers to accompany a bill granting a pension 
to Mrs. Mary J. Secrest—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAFT: Memorial of citizens of Cincinnati, praying for 
the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TAYLER: Memorial of citizens of Stark County, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of Tod Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Youngstown, Ohio, respecting pension legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. TRACEWELL: Papers to accompany House Bill No. 


pra reimburse the city of New Albany, Ind.—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, pa to accompany bill No. 4670 for the relief of Mrs, 
Kent—to Committee on Pensions. 
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r. TRACEY: Papers to accompany a bill for the payment 
tame to James Pebley_—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting a pension to William 
W. Correll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany & bill for the payment of bounty to 
W. H. Lyman—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, letter of John W. Ross, relating to a bill granting a pen- 
sion to Anderson Weese—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of citizens of Norfolk and Berkley, 
Va., favoring the passage of the Stone bill to secure a better class 
of immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

Also, petition of the First Baptist Church of Suffolk, Va., for 
damages to property by Federal troops from 1862 to 1865—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: Petition of Rev.S. M. Hosmer, James 
J. Garrett, W. S. Brown, and 26 others, citizens of Alabama, 
praying for the passage of a bill for the relief of the book agents of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, petition of C. B. “encher, 8S. B. Brewer, William A. 
Walker, and 15 other citizens of Alabama, praying for the passage 
of a bill for the relief of the book agents of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Six petitionsof the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Niagara County, and York, Livingstone 
County, N. Y., relating to the sale of beer at Bedloes Island, Fort 
Wadsworth, and Ellis Island, N. Y.—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

Also (by request), petition of Edward Goodwin and other citi- 
zens of the town of Alabama, Genesee County, N. Y., in regard to 
the payment to certain persons for expenses connected with the 
last illness and death of the parents of Dudley and Bryan Mason, 
soldiers in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also (by request), petition of Margaret Barrett, of Lockport, 
N. Y., for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.W ASHINGTON: Five petitions, asfollows: James Whit- 
worth and W. H. Morgan, of Nashville; Dorsey T. Gould and 
others, of Hustburg; R. A. Cartwright and others, of Goodletts- 
ville; H. M. Turner, bishop of the African Methodist Episcopal 
Church, and others, all of Tennessee, asking the passage of the bill 
for the relief of book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers to accompany House bill No. 779, 
= relief of William é. Tipton—to the Committee on War 

aims. 





SENATE. 


TUESDAY, January 28, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miisurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
LXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of War of the 27th instant requesting that $7,000 
of the amount estimated on page 249 of the Book of Estimates for 
1897, for ‘Battle lines and sites for tablets at Antietam,” be ap- 
aa for in the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 650) to incorporate the Post Graduate School of Med- 
icine of the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate relative to the protection and 
security of Christians in the Turkish Empire. 

The ——_ further announced that the House had passed the 
ee bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

nate: 

A bill (H. R. 1442) to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of 
Minnesota”; and 

A bill (H. R. 3886) to reimburse W. W. Rockhill for moneys 
erroneously paid the United States. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m e also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1) granting a pension to Mrs. Eva Davis Cogswell, 
widow of Brig. Gen. William Cogswell; 
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A bill (S. 138) granting an increase of pension to James H, 
Osgood; 

A bill (S. 142) granting a pension to Annie M. Green: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 88) authorizing the distribution of 
copies of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Navies 
in nai eee districts where distribution has not been made; 
anc 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 89) concerning the erection and com- 
— (except heating apparatus) of the United States post-oflice 

uilding at Bloomington, M1. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the National 
Association of Manufacturers of the United States, praying for 
the speedy passage of the emergency revenue bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

~Mr. BLANCHARD. I present a memorial of the city council 
of New Orleans, remonstrating against the passage of the bill 
proposing to extend the limits of the port of New Orleans so as 
to include the port of Chalmette. Inasmuch asthe bill has already 
been reported from the Committee on Commerce of the Senate, and 
has passed the Senate, I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. IRBY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Berkeley, 
8. C., praying that an appropriation be made for deepening Win- 
yah Bay Harbor, in that State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWELL presented petitions of William H. Ward and 
1,894 other citizens of Hanover, of Charles S. Button and 39 other 
citizens of Brunswick, of William Moorehouse and 19 other citi- 
zens of Perth Amboy, and of John V. Emmons and 17 other citi- 
zens of Monmouth, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for 
the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Association of the Silent Army 
of Deaf Soldiers, Sailors, and Marines of Indianapolis, Ind., signed 
by Allan G. P. Brown, president, and Wallace Foster, secretary, 
representing the soldiers, sailors, and marines of the civil war, 
praying that the rating for total deafness resulting from wounds 
and disease incurred in the service and in the line of duty be fixed 
by Congress; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 179, to re- 
move discriminations against American sailing vessels engaged in 
the coasting trade; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 180, licens- 
ing masters and chief mates of sail vessels over 700 tons; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Maritime Exchange of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of House 
bills Nos. 1227 to 1233, inclusive, proposing amendments to the 
navigation laws; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying that appropriations be made for the comple- 
tion of the general scheme of coast defenses; which was referred 
to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

Mr. HILL presented the petition of Paulsen & Walter and 103 
other citizens of New York, praying that Congress authorize th: 
Secretary of War to contract with Charles Stoughton and his as- 
sociates for the entire work of constructing a canal through the 
Harlem Kills, New York, 15 feet deep and 300 feet wide, for a sum 
not exceeding $1,450,000; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I present a petition from the churches of the 
District of Columbia. The roll contains the signatures of the pas- 
tors and officers of all the Methodist, Baptist, Congregational, 
Friends, United Brethren, and Christian churches in this city; 
alsoa part of the Episcopal, Unitarian, Universalist, Presbyterian, 
and Lutheran churches. Each foot of space represents a church, 
and each church represents an average of 500 members, 

I also present the petition of the ofticers of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of this District, which represents a con- 
stituency of more than 1,000 women. 

These petitions are in favor of the passage of a bill, which I 
shall introduce when that order is reached, to prohibit the manu- 
facture and sale of spirituous and intoxicating liquors in this Dis- 
trict. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMERON presented sundry petitions of citizens of Har- 
risburg and Steelton, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for 
the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
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Mr. QUAY. I present a memorial of the Pennsylvania State 
board of agriculture, remonstrating against the free distribution 
of seed by the Department of Agriculture. I should be glad, if 
there is no objection, to have the memorial read, as the question 
is now pending. 

There being no objection, the memorial was read, as follows: 


Whereas a resolution is now pending in the Senate of the United States 
designed to reestablish ia the Department of Agriculture the free-seed dis- 
tribution discontinued by the Secretary of iculture on the ground of his 
inability to find such seeds “‘asare rare uncommon in the country,” as 
defined by the law; and 

Whereas Secretary Morton arrived at such a conclusion after an experi- 
ence of three years, during which he has distributed over 27,000,000 packages 
of seeds free, 21,800,904 having been distributed during that time 
through Congressmen, in spite of which he reports to the Senate committee 
that the seed distribution has been unsatisfac and not calculated to pro- 
mote the general interest of agriculture and horticulture; and 

Whereas the said Secretary failed to receive any satisfactory bids in reply 
to his advertisement for seeds as defined in the law; and 

Whereas he further stated to the aforesaid committee of the Senate that 
over two and a half million dollars had been expended for the distribution of 
free seed by the Department during the past yy and that he was 
unable to find evidence in any of the records or reports of the Department 
citing a single instance in recent eam soeeie ceriee or horticulture 
had received any special benefit from this free- distribution; and 

Whereas in the opinion of this body the desirability of the National Gov- 
ernment engaging in this free-seed distribution while —. and no 
doubt serving a useful purpose in early days, when the culty of securing 
Spypoves varieties was great and ignorance as to the agricultural capabilities 
of the country were rife, owing to the rapid a new sections, with 
new conditions of climate and soil, has, o to changed conditions. of 
the present, and the facility with which all the best varieties of different 
kinds of seed adapted to the wants of the country may be procured through 
the lenge and commercial enterprises established throughout the country, 
ceased to exist: Therefore 

Resolved, That the free distribution of seed by the national t of 
Agriculture has heretofore conducted is unnecessary, inex ent, and ex- 

ive, and can not under existing conditions be carried on in strict con- 

ty with the law under which such are authorized, and 

that the same is not calculated to promote the interests ot opricuitvere and 
horticulture; and this bod recates any eff or legislative 


ul and absurd ice. 
Resolved further, That the of culture es the thanks 
and commendation of the agricult of the country for his strict con- 
struction of this law and his candid and ble tions on the 


subject. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to inquire who sends the me- 
morial which has just been read? What is the source? 

Mr. QUAY. It is a memorial comprising a preamble and reso- 
— adopted by the State board of agriculture of Pennsyl- 
Vania, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I thought perhaps it had come from some 
seed dealer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. As the joint resolution is pending, 
the memorial will lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of H. Hunter, jr., and 24 other 
citizens of Allegheny County, Pa., and the petition of A. W. Car- 

nter and 64 other citizens of Sy weg County, Pa., praying 

or the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the legislature of the State 
of Washington, praying for a Federal survey of theoyster beds of 
that State; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed in the Rrcorp, as follows: 

Unrrep Srares oF AMERICA, State of Washington: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

I, J. H. Price, secretary of state of the State of Wi do hereby cer- 
tify that I have carefully the annexed copy of the house memorial 
No. 18 with the original now on file in this office and find the same to be a 
true and perfect copy thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of napa. 

Done at Olympia, 2ist day of January, in the year of our Lord 1896. 

J. H. PRICE, Secretary of State. 
House memorial No. 18. 

Whereas an accurate survey of the sounds and estuaries of the State of 
Washington wi.| oa promote the interests of this State and encourage 
the oyster industry; an 

Whereas a knowledge of the various bodies of water, their temperature 
and specific gravities, the strength and velocity of the currents, the nature 
of the bottom, and er characte cs are necessary to show the 
areas fit and unfit for the culture of oysters: Therefore, 


Be it resolved by the house of tives (the senate concurring), That the 
ct oe is'hereby requested aes the F A = — the 
y making the survey, as was done overn- 

ment for land, Vi North ‘Carolina, South ia, and 
other Staten cad to de one or more officers of the United States Navy to 


make a physical examination of the waters of the State of Washington and 
prepare a caawt, showing in detail the areas suitable and 
cultivation of oysters, as well as the natural ares beds. 
Be it resolved further, That our Representatives in the Federal Congress 
be, and are hereby, req take es cooperation with the governor 
is hereby respectfull 


uested to 
to oe So we aid for Yue y made. 
Passed use February 
ec tes ELLIS MORRISON, 
Speaker of the House. 


Passed the senate February 27, 1895. 

F. H. LUCE, President of the Senate. 
Indorsed:) House memorial No. 18. for a Federal survey of the 
aed Se re cca. whale the office of the secretary 
state March 2, 1895. J. H. Price, secretary of state. 


Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the legislature of the State 


of Washington, praying for the immediate passage of a national 
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bankruptcy law without an involuntary clause; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed 
in the REcoRD, as follows: 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Washington: 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY oF STATE. 


I,J. H. Price, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do hereby 
certify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the house con- 
current resolution No. 10 with the original now on file in this office, and find 
the same to be a true and perfect copy thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington. 

Done at Olympia, this 2ist day of denmery, in the year of our Lord 1896. 

(SEAL. ] . H. PRICE, Secretary of State. 


House concurrent resolution No. 10. 


Whereas there prevails throughout the country great financial distress: 
Resolved by the house (the senate concurring), t our Senators in Con- 
eos be instructed and our Representatives requested to favor the imme- 
jiate yommes by that body of a national bankrupt law without the involun- 
tary clause. 
Passed the house Kebruary 19, 1895. 
ELLIS MORRISON, 


Speaker of the House. 
Passed the senate February 25, 1895. 
F. H. LUCE, President of the Senate. 


(Indorsed:) House concurrent resolution No. 10. Relief for insolventsand 
titioning ess to pass a national bankrupt law. Filed in the office of 
he secretary of state March 4,1895. J. H. Price, secretary of state. 


Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the legislature of the State 
of Washington, relative to the Alaska boundary dispute; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 
to be printed in the RecorD, as follows: 


Unirep STATES OF AMERICA, State of Washington: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 


I, J. H. Price, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do hereby cer- 
tify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the house concurrent 
resolution No. 29 with the original now on file in this office, and find the same 
to be a true and ‘ect copy thereof. 

In ae, whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of ington. 

Done at Olympia, this 2lst day of es, in the year of our Lord 1896. 

[SEAL.] . H. PRICE, Secretary of State. 


House concurrent resolution No. 29. 


Whereas it is conceded in the treaty between the United States and Russia 
under which the Territory of Alaske (formerly Russian America) was pur- 
e by the former from the latter which said.treaty was ratified by the 
United States Senate and proclaimed by President Johnson in the year 1867 
that the United States vernment is entitled to a strip of territory 10 
marine es in width parallel with the coast from the fifty-sixth degree 
of north ude to the of intersection of the one hundred and forty- 
first degree of west longitude, thereby iaabatiog within the limits and s+ 
sion of the United States in said territory, all the snare, hogs. and inlets 
between the said fifty-sixth degree of north latitude and the said one hundred 
and forty-first degree of west longitude; and 

Whereas within the said Territory of Alaska are extensive gold mines and 
placer gold fields which are attracting thousands of American laborers; also 
mountains of marble, lime, and ; extensive coal fields, together with 
valuable deposits of copper, nickel, and platinum; and 

Whereas England, with her usual ew y and avarice, and pursuant to her 
time-honored custom of aes © all hazards to gain control of all new 
developing sources of wealth whatsoever country situated and to appro- 
priate to her own benefit present and a commerce of the seas 
whether rightfully or otherwise, has asse claim to the harbors, bays, and 
inlets through which the ter portion of the commerce and trade of and 
with the said Territory of Alaska must be carried on, and which of right as 
aforesaid belong to the United States; and 

Whereas the United States will be robbed and despoiled of the trade and com- 
merce of a veritable empire and suffer an appreciable diminution of the 
wealth which nature has endowed said territory if the policy and claims of 
Great Britain as aforesaid shall prevail: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Washington (the 
senate concurring), That our Members in Congress be requested and our Sen- 
ators instructed to use all ble means and in the proper manner to put 
forth their best endeavor that the rightful claim of the United States rela- 
tive to said harbors, bays, and inlets be smeueeens maintained, and that an 
unequivocal oer = ‘ e — of the United States Government in relation 

ried out; and 


thereto be fully car 

Further resolved, That a copy hereof be transmitted to each of the Mem- 
bers of Co: and Senators from the State of Washington, and to the 
President of the United States. 

Passed the house March 5, 1895. 


ELLIS MORRISON, 
Speaker of the House. 


Passed the senate March 9, 1895. 
F. H. LUCE, President of the Senate. 
(Indorsed:) House concurrent resolution No. 29. Relative tothe Alaska 
boundary dispute. Filed in the office of the secretary of state March 11, 1806. 
J. H. Price, secretary of state. 


Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the legislature of the State 
of Washington, praying that an appropriation be made to im- 
prove and render navigable the Sleecann River in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Washington: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
1, J. H. Price, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do hereby cer- 
tify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the house memorial 
No. 21 with the original now on file in this office and find the same to bea 
true and perfect copy thereof. 
Ry ner", whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
t tate . 
Done at OL 2ist day of Jam , in the year of our Lord 1896. 
" _ ’ me H. PRICE, Secretary of State. 














1896. 





House memorial No. 21. 


mnorable the Senate and House of Representatives 

oar of the United States in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the house of representatives and senate of the State 
of Washington, in legislature assembled, most respectfully represent: 

Whereas it has been ascertained by careful inspection that the Okanogan 
River from its confluence with the Columbia River, near Bridgeport, in 
Douglas County, State of Washington, to the State line, a distance of about 
75 miles, can, with moderate expense, be rendered navigable for boats of about 
8-feet draft; and 5 eo . ; 

Whereas the country tributary to the said river is one of vast mineral and 
agricultural resources, and is now without steam transportation facilities; 
"Fase the cost of freighting by wagon renders all traffic and trade 

vensive; and 

= Sesens by rendering the Okanogan River navigable a continuous water- 
way will be made over the Columbia and Okanogan rivers from Wenatchee, 
on the Great Northern Railway, to the northern boundary of the State of 
Washington, a distance of about 160 miles, thereby making possible a much 
cheaper mode of transporting the machinery, tools,and supplies necessary 
for the development of the said mineral and agricultural resources into and 
the product of the mines, farms, and orchards out of the country tributary 
to the said Okanogan River than is now had: Therefore, ; 

Be it resolved, That we, your memorialists, would respectfully urge that im- 
mediate action be taken, and that a sufficient amount be included in the next 
river and harbor appropriation bill for the purpose of making the improve 
ments necessary to open the said river, and that a copy of this memorial be 
sent to eachof our Senatorsand Representatives in Congress, and to the Pres 
ident of the Senate and Speaker of the House; and thus will your memo- 
rialists ever pray. a 

Passed the house March 9, 1895. 

ELLIS MORRISON, 
Speaker of the House. 


Passed the senate March 12, 1895. 
F. H. LUCE, President of the Senate. 


(Indorsed:) House memorial No. 21. Memorializing Congress to make an 

appropriation of sufficient money to improve and render navigable the Okan- 

n River, in the State of Washington. 
of state March 14, 1895. J. H. Price, secretary of state. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. 
Paul, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
protection to the American missions in Turkey and extending 
sympathy to the suffering Armenians; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. SMITH presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lyons 
Farm, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
protection to the American missions in Turkey and extending 
sympathy to the suffering Armenians; which was. ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented petitions of William S. Nought and 83 other 
citizens of Lafayette; of David B. Chamberlin and sundry other 
citizens of Mercerville; of Edward Cook and 27 other citizens of 
Newark; of H. Waldron and 13 other citizens of Vail; of M. C. 
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Whereas England, with her usual cupidity and avarice, and pur 





her time-honored custom of attempting at all hazards to gain control of all 
new developing sources of wealth in whatsoever country situated, and to ap 
propriate to her own benefit present and prospective commerce of the seas, 
whether rightfully or other wis s asserted claim to the harbor, bays, and 
inlets through which the greater portion of t mimerce and tr: ind 
with the said Territory of Alask be carried on, and which of 1 t, as 
aforesaid, belong to the United } ! 






Whereas the United States will be rol at f the le ar 
commerce of a veritable empire and suffer an appreciable diminution of the 
wealth which nature has endowed said Territory, if the policy and claims 
of Great Britain as aforesaid shall prevail: Therefore, ; 





Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Was) ton (the 
senate concurring), That our members in Congress be i and our 
Senators instructed to use all honorable means and in the ma r to 
put forth their best endeavor that the rightful claim t ited States 
relative to said harbors, bays, and inlets be scrupulously msi a at 
an unequivocal policy on the part of the United States Government in rela- 
tion thereto be Pally carried out: and 

further resolved, That acopy hereof be transmitted to each of the members 


of Congress and Senators from the State of Washington and to the President 
of the United States 
Passed the house March 5, 1895. 
ELLIS MORRISON, 


Speaker of the House. 
Passed the senate March 9, 1895. 
F. H. LUCE, President 
(Indorsed:) House concurrent resolution No. 29. Relative to the Alaska 
boundary dispute. Filed in the office of the secretary of state March 11, 189 


| J. H. Price, secretary of state. 


Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of the legislature of the State 
of Washington, praying for the enactment of legislation to place 
the Government work on the ship railway at The Dalles, on the 
Columbia River, under contract at the earliest possible date; 


| which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
| to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
Filed in the office of the secretary | 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Washington: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATR. 
I, J. H. Price, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do hereby cer- 


| tify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the Senate concur- 
rent resolution No. 16 with the original now on file in this office, and find 


McCain and sundry other citizens of Hope, and of Anson J. Camp | 


and 31 other citizens of Leesburg, allin the State of New Jersey, 


praying for the passage of the so-calied Stone immigration bill; | 


which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
Mr. SQUIRE. I present resolutions adopted by the legislature 


of the State of Washington, requesting the Representatives and | 
instructing the Senators from that State to put forth their best | 


endeavor to have the rightful claim of the United States to cer- 
tain harbors, bays, and inlets in the Territory of Alaska scrupu- 


lously maintained, and that an unequivocal policy on the part of | 


the Government of the United States be fully carried out in rela- 
tion to the same. I ask that the memorial be printed in the Rrc- 
ORD and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. HARRIS. Let me ask the Senator from Washington if he | 


presents a memorial or a resolution of the legislature? 
Mr. SQUIRE. Yes, sir. It comes within the rule, I believe. 
Mr. HARRIS. Clearly. 
The memorial was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


tions, and ordered to be printed in the REcorD, as fSlows: 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Washington: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
I, J. H. Price, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do hereby cer- 
tify that Ihave carefully compared the annexed copy of the house concur- 
rent resolution No. 29 with the original now on file in this office, and find the 
same to be a true and perfect copy thereof. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington. 
Done at Olympia, this 2lst day of January, in the year of our Lord 1896. 
J. H. PRICE, Secretary of State. 


House concurrent resolution No. 29. 


Whereas it is conceded in the treaty between the United States and Russia 
under which the Territory of Alaska (formerly Russian America) was pur- 
chased by the former from the latter, which said treaty was ratified by the 
United States Senate and proclaimed by President Johnson in the year 1867, 
that the United States Government is entitled to a strip of territory 10 ma- 
rine leagues in width parallel with the coast from the fifty-sixth degree of 
north latitude to the point of intersection of the one hundred and forty-first 
degree of west longitude, thereby including within the limits and possession 
of the United States in said territory all the harbors, bays, and inlets be- 
tween the said fifty-sixth degree of north latitude and the said one hundred 
and forty-first degree of west longitude; and 

ereas within the said Territory of Alaska are extensive gold mines and 
placer gold fields, which are attracting thousands of American laborers; also 
mountains of marble, lime, and iron, extensive coal fields, together with val- 
Uabile deposits of copper, nickel, and platinum; and 





the same to bea true and perfect copy thereof. 
In testimony whereof Ihave hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington. 
Done at Olympia, this 21st day of January, in the year of our Lord 18% 
H. PRICE, Secretary of State. 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 16 


Be it resolved by the senate of the legislature of the State of Washington (the 
house concurring), That our members in Congress be requested to use all 
honorable means to place the Government work on the ship railway at The 
Dalles, on the Columbia River, under contract at the earliest po date, 
and that the secretary of state be instructed to transmit a copy of this reso 
lution to each of said members. 

Passed the senate February 23, 1895 

F. H. LUCE, President of the Senate. 

Passed the house March 7, 1895. 

ELLIS MORRISON 
Speaker of the House. 

(Indorsed:) Senate concurrent resolution No. 16. Relative to placing Gov- 
ernment work on the ship railway at The Dalles under contract. Filed in 
the office of the secretary of state March 8, 180. J. H. Price, secretary of 


state. 


Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of the legislature of the State 


| of Washington, praying that an appropriation of $150,000 be made 
| for the purpose of constructing locks in the harbor of Olympia; 


which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed in the REecorp, as follows: 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Washington: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATR. 

I, J. H. Price, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do hereby cer- 
tify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the house memorial 
No. 23 with the original now on file in this office, and find the same to be a 
true and perfect copy thereof. 

In nee whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington. 

Done at Olympia, this 2lst day of January, A. D. 1896 

[SEAL. ] J. H. PRICE, Se 

House memorial No. 23 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 


retary of State, 


ited State 


We, your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Washington, respect- 
fully represent as follows: 
Whereas the city of Olympia, the capital of the State of Washington, is 


a growing maritime port, advantageously situated on the 
Sound; and 


waters of Puget 


Whereas the General Government has recognized the advantages of the 
harbor of said city to trade and commerce on the Pacific coast, and has here- 
tofore appropriated the sum of $75,000 for deepening and wider r the chan- 


nel of said harbor, with the result that to-day it is one of the safest, most ac- 
cessible land locked harbors in the United States: and 

Whereas the said city of Olympia, at its own expense, has thrown a bulk- 
head across said harbor from shore to shore for the purpose, eventually, of 
forming a fresh-water harbor of about 3} miles frontage to the s« 
bulkhead; and 

Whereas by the expenditure of a comparatively small sum of money locks 
can be constructed, thereby excluding salt water from the arva south of said 
bulkhead and securing an entirely fresh-water supply from the Deschutes 
River: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the legislature of the State of Washington, That the 
of Washington respectfully asks the Congress of the United States to appro- 
priate the sum of $150,000,or so much thereof as may be necessary, f the 
purpose of constructing locks in the harbor of said city of Olympia; and 

Be it further resolved, That the secretary of state is hereby directed to fur- 
ind Representa- 


s engineer off 


math of said 


State 


nish a certified copy of this memorial to each of our Senator 
tives in Congress, the Secretary of War, and the United Stat 
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eer to this department, and that our delegation in Congress be especially 
requested to exert their influence to obtain the said appropriation. And your 
memorialists will, in duty bound, ever pray. 
Passed the house March 7, 1895. 
ELLIS MORRISON, 
Speaker of the House. 


F. H. LUCE, President of the Senate. 
Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of the legislature of the State 
of Washington, praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
immigration for the period of ten years; which was referred to 
the Committee on Immigration, and ordered to be printed in the 
REcoRD, as follows: 
United States oF AMERICA, State of Washington: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
I, J. H. Price, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do hereby 
certify that Ihave carefully compared the annexed copy of the house me- 
moria! No.8 with the original now on file in this office, and find the same to 
be a true and perfect copy thereof. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington. 
Done at Olympia, this 21st day of denmery, in the year of our Lord 1896. 
. H. PRICE, Secretary of State. 


House memorial No. 8. Memorializing Congress to restrict immigration for 
the period of ten years. 

Be it resolved by the house af supreese tatives of the State of Washington (the 
senate concurring therein), That our Senators and Representatives in Congress 
be requested to use all honorable means to secure the passage of an act by 
the Congress of the United States of America as will prohibit immigration 
from any foreign country for the period of ten years; and 

Be it further resolved, t a certified copy of this resolution be transmitted 
yw the secretary of state to each of our Senators and Representatives in 

Jongress. 
Passed the house February 19, 1895. 


Passed the senate March 12, 1895. 


ELLIS MORRISON, 
Speaker of the House. 
Passed the senate February 27, 1895. 
F. H. LUCE, President of the Senate. 
(Indorsed:) House memorial No. 8. Memorializing Congress to restrict im- 
migration for the period of ten years. Filed in the office of the secretary of 
state March 4, 1895. J. H. Price, secretary of state. 


Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of the legislature of the State 
of Washington, praying for the passage of the bill to reorganize 
and increase the efficiency of the Wary and the Marine Corps of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Washington: 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 


I, J. H. Price, secretary of state of the State of Washingten, do hereby cer- 
tify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the house concur- 
rent resolution No, 26 with the original now on file in this office, and find the 
same to be a true and perfect copy thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State of Washington. 
Done at Olympia, this 2ist day of January, in the year of our Lord 1896. 

J. H. PRICE, Secretary of State. 


House concurrent resolution No. 24. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled; 


Your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Washington, most re- 
spectfully represent that 

Whereas the constantly increasing interests and commerce of the United 
States in the Pacific Ocean, in which commerce the State of Washington is 
directly and very largely interested, demand the maintaining of an e 
navy by the United States; and 

Whereas the building of the Nicaragua Canal in the near future will fur- 
ther augment the necessity for such efficient navy; and 

Whereas the efficiency of a navy depends even more upon the ability and 
experience of its officers than on the perfection of its material: Now, there- 
fore, 

Be it resolved by your memorialists, the legislature of the State of Washing- 
ton, That we indorse House bill No. 8476, Fifty-third Congress, third session, 
being a bill to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the Navy and Marine 
Corps of the United States, it being the result of mature consideration of the 
matter by a joint commission appointed from the Naval Committee of the 
Senate and House of Representatives, and as being a practicable way of accom- 
plishing the result sought for, viz, promoting the efficiency of the Navy; and 

Resolved, That the secretary of state is hereby directed to furnish certi- 
fied copies of this memorial to each Senator and Representative in Congress 
from the State of Washington. and also to the chairman of the Naval Com- 
mittees of the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
Congress. 

Passed the house March 1, 1895. 


cient 


ELLIS MORRISON, 
Speaker of the House. 
F. H. LUCE, President of the Senate. 
(Indorsed:) House concurrent resolution No. 24. eins to United States 
Navy. Filed in the office of the secretary of state M ll, 1805. J. H. 
Price, secretary of state. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tacoma, 
Wash., praying for the of House joint resolution No. 11, 
proposing to amend the Constitution of the United States so as to 
Prohibit further appropriations to institutions under ecclesiastical 
control; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a —— of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying that ea be made for the comple- 
tion of the general scheme of coast defenses; which was referred 
to the Committee on Coast Defenses. ; 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 179, to re- 
move discriminations against American sailing vessels engaged in 


Passed the senate March 9, 1895. 
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the coasting trade; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the Maritime Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 180, licens- 
ing masters and chief mates of sail vessels of over 700 tons; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Maritime Exchange of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of House 
bills Nos, 1227 to 1253, inclusive, proposing amendments to the 
navigation laws; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Thurston 
County, San Juan County, Kitsap County, King County, Colum- 
bia County, Pacific County, Wallawalla County, Jefferson County, 
Klickitat County, Lewis County, Garfield County, Chehalis 
County, Asotin County, and Whitman County, all in the State of 
Washington, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 735, to re- 
organize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Lawrence C. Conover and 
101 other citizens of New York, praying that the Congress will 
authorize the Secretary of War to contract with Charles Stough- 
ton and his associates for the entire work of constructing a canal 
through the Harlem Kills, New York, 15 feet deep and 300 feet 
wide, for a sum not exceeding $1,450,000; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted at a meeting of the members of the Baptist Church of 
Pine Creek, Mo., favoring the resolution recently introduced by 
Senator Hoar relating to the Armenian persecutions; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


OUTRAGES IN ARMENIA, 


Mr. TURPIE. I present a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted at a meeting of local churches of Rensselaer, Ind., held in 
Trinity Methodist Episcopal Church January 19, 1896, expressing 
sympathy for the suffering people of Armenia and remonstrating 
against their further oppression. The petitioners respectfully 
urge our Government to make every possible effort to induce the 
Governments of Christendom to rouse themselves from their apathy 
and put an end to this intolerable state of affairs, which threatens 
with extermination thousands and thousands of our fellow-Chris- 
tians, and urging also upon our Government to do everything in 
its power to preserve the fruits of American missionary toil and 
expressing their ardent sympathy with the unutterable sufferings 
of this persecuted race; and calling upon all the peoples of Chris- 
tendom to insist that these unutterable sufferings shall cease. 

Mr. President, this petition comes from a very respectable source 
in Indiana, and I should like to address the Senate very briefly on 
the subject. 

Armenia is an oasis of Christian faith placed in a desert of un- 
belief. It is the largest body of Christians having any local or 
racial unity within the limits of the Ottoman Empire. Its inhabit- 
ants had been long subject to the Turks before the Sublime Porte 
was located at Constantinople. They have been faithful subjects 
of that Empire. They have paid their treasure in its support. 
They have furnished the blood and life of their sons, their fathers, 
and their brethren for the defense of the Empire against foreign 
invasion. They were not charged in the recent calamities which 
have befallen them with any disloyalty to the Turkish Govern- 
ment. They were charged with no revolt, with no attempt at 
treason or rebellion. They were charged with no disobedience of 
any law or ordinance of the Empire. They were charged only 
with being Christians. They were charged, they were seized, 
they were condemned, they were executed, under circumstances 
of indescribable atrocity, as Christians. 

Their only crime was that they persisted in exercising that right 
to worship God according to the dictates of their own conscience, 
a right, as has been said, guaranteed to them by the treaty of Ber- 
lin, but a right given, granted to them and all mankind by a 
power greater than either of those of the signatories to that instru- 
ment—the Divine Creator of the universe. 

Sir, { think at this juncture the time approaches when there 
ought to be express advices, official notifications (if that be the 
more courtly phrase) given to the Government of Turkey—to the 
Turkish Government and to the Mohammedan Church—that there 
has been a great and fatal decadence of that power in the last 
three centuries. The Turkish Government is recognized and es- 
tablished; but how? By reason of its own strength or merit? Not 
for aday. It is supported and only maintained by those interna- 
tional jealousies which cluster around the transatlantic segment 
of the Monroe doctrine, called in all the waters of the Mediterra- 
nean the balance of power in Europe, forbidding the acquisition 
of further territory in Europe by any of the great powers as 
dangerous to the peace and safety of others. It has long since 
ceased to be a self-existent and self-supporting monarchy or 
empire. 
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The Ottoman Church and the Empire ought both to be notified 
that they are no longer a power to persecute, that they can no 
longer proselytize with the sword, that they must erase from the 
book of discipline and practice of the Mohammedan Church those 
precepts which make use of arson and murder as means of sup- 
pressing the Christian faith. — ; 

We have made a notification. I would have with the word 
already sent the blow to follow it. I would have the message on 
the wings of lightning sent and the shot to follow it. What a shot 
that would be crashing into the grand seraglio, traversing the 
waters of the Golden Horn, to avenge the Christian life and Chris- 
tian faith of the subjects of that Empire. 

I know that this fact of the great decadence of the Ottoman 
power is as well known to the grand vizier and to the chiefs, the 
advisers, of the Sublime Porte as it is to any member of this body, 
but the great bulk of the citizens of that Empire do not know it. 
The grand vizier is informed of it. I would have the slave of the 
grand vizier know it and feel it. 
the schools of the Mussulman and in the mosque know it and re- 
alize it. I would have the muezzin on the minaret know it and 
proclaim it to the faithful as they are gathered in the mosques for 
their devotions. 

Six centuries ago the state of the Caliph in Bagdad was very 
different from that now existing on the Bosphorus. He reigned 
supreme in all the great countries of southern Asia. His lieuten- 
ants ruled with more than regal magnificence Egypt and north- 
ern Africa. Spain itself was, as it was said, the second garden of 
Mohammed, and hundreds of thousands of armed Mussulmans met 
the united armies of Christian Europe to contend north of the 
Pyrenees—north of that great mountain range—as to which should 
have the primacy and supremacy in that quarter of the globe. 
All this has passed, never to return. 

I am not aware, sir, what particular prerogative and privileges 
are due to national infirmity, to a decaying power, or to a mori- 
bund sovereignty, but if there be any such due and owing, and if 
it be still asked upon our part that we should allow this mon- 
strous, bloody game as the mere play and pastime of the old age 
and decrepitude of the Ottoman Empire, I for one am in favor of 

iving the sick man of the Bosphorus a coup de grace and ending 
his life and existence by dissolution and destruction. 

I have read, Mr. President, in some story of these blood-stained 
relations, of a Kurd or Turk, armed, engaged in the massacre of 
the Armenian villagers, hearing from the boys and girls who were 
being slain by his hand, hearing from the wives and mothers who 
were being hurried to dishonor and death, the same cry, the same 
supplication, and I have read that this fiend turned to the demons 
who were his comrades in this work of blood and asked in a tone 
- — ** Who is Jesus of Nazareth, that these people pray to 

im ” 

Sir, it is time that these murderers and assassins should know 
who He was that was born into the world at Bethlehem and reared 
at Nazareth; that they and their masters should learn also that 
when that Divine Ruler returns to vex the reprobateness and 
wickedness of the world and to punish such wretches as these, 
He brings with him not peace, but a sword. It may be, sir, that 
we are destined to reorganize the Crusades of eight and nine cen- 
turies ago. It may be that we shall send again around the sum- 
mons of the fiery cross upon a greatly lengthened circuit. It may 
be that we shall be called upon to effect the final deliverance of 
the Holy Sepulchre and of all those who revere its memories in 
every clime, under every sky. In such a warfare, as in the peace 
which would follow it, one touch of Christ would make the whole 
world kin. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will lie on the table, 
the resolution to which it refers having been passed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1347) for the construction of a steam 
revenue cutter for service in the Gulf of Mexico and tributary 
waters, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1310) granting an increase of pension to 
Shubeal Gould, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon, 

_He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1276) granting a pension to John L. Britton, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1291) granting an increase of pension to Celeste A. Bough- 
ton, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Horace Boughton, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1672) granting a pension to Lue R. Brown; 
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A bill (S. 1105) granting a pension to Mary E. Sessions; 

A bill (S. 178) granting a pension to Betsey J. Webber: 

A bill (H. R. 1605) granting a pension to Anna Kelley; and 

A bill (S. 1149) granting a pension to Sophia J. Chilcott 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1511) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Jane Stewart Whiting, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1215) granting a pension to Ellen Kingsley, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 





| bill (S. 1435) granting an increase of persion to Nathan Kimball, 


reported it without amendment, and sul mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 905) granting a pension to Mary W. Keefe, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 807) granting a pension to Charles Williamson, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1617) to grant tothe Fort Smith 
and Western Coal Railroad Company a right of way through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8.1579) to authorize the Arkansas and Choctaw Railway 
Company to construct and operate a railway through the Choctaw 
Nation, in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, reported 
it with amendments. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The joint resolution (S. R.25) toauthorize the 
Secretary of War to grant permits for the use of the White Lot 
and part of the Monument Grounds was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. It pertains to the use of public grounds 
here for the great Christian Endeavor convention. I ask that the 
Committee on Military Affairs be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the joint resolution, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee will be discharged, 
and the joint resolution will be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. KYLE. On December 19 the bill (S. 1086) to establish a 
national university was referred by mistake to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. I ask that that committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be referred 
to the Select Committee to Establish the University of the United 
States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor will be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill, and it will be referred to the Select 
Committee to Establish the University of the United States. 

DAMS AT OUTLETS OF THE GREAT LAKES. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted by Mr. CULLOM on the 21st instant, 
reported it without amendment, submitting a report thereon, and 
the resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That 500 copies of a report by the Interstate Com 


inerce Committee, to whom was referred Senate bill 1339 and Senate resolu- 
tion No. 42, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SMITH (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1801) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy to contract with the Pneumatic Gun 
Carriage and Power Company of Washington City, D. C., fora 
floating battery; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 1802) granting relief to set- 
tlers on certain lots in the town site of Port Angeles, in the State 
of Washington; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1803) to repeal section 8 of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1891; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 1804) to authorize the First 
National Bank of Sprague, Wash., to change its location and name; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on National Banks. 

Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 1805) to correct the military 
record of Cornelius Sullivan; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 1806) granting a pension to George B, 
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Custer, late private of Com pon y H, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (8.1807) to prohibit the man- 
ufacture and sale of spirituous and intoxicating liquors in the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1808) granting an increase 
of pension to George K. Morgan; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1809) granting a pension to Joshua 
Parker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1810) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George W. Craig; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
810nSs. 

Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. 1811) to extend the uses of the 
mail service; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (8. 1812) for the relief 
of Clarence W. Turner and Pleasant Porter; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1813) for the 
relief of Daniel T. Wathen; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1814) to incorporate the 
Washington Homeopathic Medical College, in the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (8S. 1815) for the relief of 
Caroline V. English, widow of the late Lieut. Col. Thomas C. 
English, Second United States Infantry; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL. I had the honor a few days ago to introduce a 
bill granting an increase of pension to Brig. Gen. Charles A. 
Heckman, an ex-soldier of New Jersey, who was in indigent cir- 
cumstances and unable to earnaliving. He has since been called 
to his last account. I beg leave to introduce a bill for the relief 
of his widow, granting her a pension of $50 a month. I call the 
attention of the members of the Committee on Pensions to the 
fact that she is 65 years of age and needs immediate relief. 

The bill (S. 1816) granting a pension to Eliza Craig Heckman, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Charles A. Heckman, was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (8. 1817) granting a pension to 
Caleb M. Wright; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1818) for the relief of Antoinette 
Acken, widow of Samuel Acken, who was in command of the 
schooner A. M. Acken in the war of the rebellion; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1819) to amend subdivision 
2 of section 2275 of the Revised Statutes relating to lien lands; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1820) for the establishment of a 
light-house and fog signal at or near Point Arguello, California; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1821) for the erection of 
a public building at Menominee, Mich.; which was read twice by 
its titie, and referred the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1822) for the relief of W. A. 
Austin & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a joint resolution (8. R. 64) authorizing 
the nen of a commission to examine into and report upon 
the advisability and cost of purchasing the property rights and 
franchises of certain canal and navigation companies; which was 
read twice byits title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. $5) to print 
the annual report of the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving 
Service; which was read twiee by its title, and, with the 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Printing. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ELKINS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


rinted. 
° Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; which 


accom- 
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was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 
RESTRICTION OF BOND ISSUES. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit an amendment, which I ask to have 
read, printed, and lie on the table. 

The amendment was read, and ordered to lie on the table and to 
be printed, as follows: 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. ALLEN to the bill (H. R. 2904) 
to maintain and protect the coin redemption fund and to authorize the issue 
of certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue. 

Add after the close of section 4 of the committee amendment: 

“Provided, That after the passage of this act the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall be deprived of the power to issue the bonds or other interest-bearing 
obligations of the Government unless Congress shall first declare the neces- 
“_— a. any act of Congress now in force to the contrary notwith- 
standing.” 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. GORMAN, it was 
Ordered, That leave be granted to Thomas P. Morgan, jr., to withdraw his 
papers from the files of the Senate upon complying with the rule. 
PRINTING OF COAST-DEFENSE BILL. 


Mr. SQUIRE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies of 
Senate bill 1159, to provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses. 
INVESTIGATION OF MAIL BAG REPAIR DIVISION. 


Mr. KYLE. I submit a resolution, and I think there can be no 
objection to its present consideration. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it be read for information. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas the character of the wages, work, discipline, and hours of labor 
in the mail-bag-repair division of the Government Post-Office Department 
have been severely condemned by the Washington Times, a reputable news- 
paper published in the District of Columbia; and 

ereas it is also alleged by this newspaper that Government mail bags 
are made by contract convict labor, and that there are also various irregu- 
larities in the fulfillment and payments of awards as well as irregularities in 
other contracts —_ to the work of this division: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, t the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads is hereby 
directed to investigate these charges and report thereon to this body at the 
earliest practicable moment. 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed and lie over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The resolution 
will go over under the rule. 


CIVIL SERVICE CORRESPONDENCE. 


Mr. LODGE. I submit a resolution of inquiry. Iask that it 
may be considered at the present time. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Civil Service Commission be directed to furnish the Sen- 
ate with all correspondence respecting the enforcement of the civil-service 
law between the Public Printer and said Commission between the dates of 
July 1, 1895, and November 1, 1895, with a detailed statement of all matters 
pertaining thereto, together with the correspondence between certain dis- 
charged employees of the Government Printing Office and said Commission 
between July 1, 1895, and November 1, 1895. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HILL. Let the resolution lie over. ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under the 
rule. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

* The bill (H. R. 1442) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act for the 
relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of 
Minnesota” was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 3886) to reimburse W. W. Rockhill for moneys 
erroneously paid the United States was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


IMPRISONMENT OF EUGENE V. DEBS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution of the Senator from Florida, coming over from a pre- 
vious day, which will be read. } : 

The Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Cau January 23, 1896: 

Resolved, eS ae committee of seven Senators shall be appointed 
who shall be c with the duty of inquiring into the imprisonment of 
Eugene V. Debs for an alleged contempt of court, who shall re to the 
Senate and recommend such legislation as may be necessary for the just 
enforcement of the law and the protection of citizens from arbitrary and 
offensive exercise of judicial power. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, I have only to say that this resolu- 
tion was presented to me by persons connected with the labor 
associations of the United States, with the request that the inves- 
tigation asked for should be had, and a report made of such meas- 
ures as may be ener ef for the protection of the people against 
the arbitrary exercise of judicial authority in this respect. I see 
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no kind of objection to conceding this to the wishes of so large a 
portion of the Americen people. ; 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, ordinarily I have great respect for 
the wishes of the laboring people of the United States. Iam not 
aware that in any communication addressed to the Senate the 
laboring people of the United States have asked for this investi- 
gation; I am not aware that even any particular labor organiza- 
tion has asked forit. If there has been any petition presented 
for it, I do not now recall it. On the other hand, I realize that 
there have been complaints of the manner in which the power of 
committal for contempt has been exercised by the Federal courts. 
There has been much criticism, not only by those directly affected, 
but by many lawyers. But the Senate should have something 
before it to act upon before it orders an investigation by a special 
committee. 

I understand, Mr. President, that it is rather against the policy 
of the Senate to appoint special committees where it can reason- 
ably be avoided. Neither dol think it quite wise to mention par- 
ticular instances requiring investigation or upon the application 
of any particular person or persons. That there may be occasion 
for some investigation Iam not now disputing; that there may 
be occasion for some legislation to the end of regulating to some 
extent the power of committal for contempt said to have been in 
some cases arbitrarily exercised I am not now antagonizing. I 
think if the subject is to be gone into at all, upon which I do not 
now express any opinion, it would be better that one of the stand- 
ing committees of this body should have charge of such an inves- 
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So, for one, I should prefer always that important subjects shenld 
be referred to select committees, if it were for no other 1 nm 
than to give all the Senators who are sent here, equal in power 
and in rights, an opportunity of being connected with the i: 
tant business of this body. 

I am personally indifferent to the course this resolution 


take, but it is the expression of the opinion and desire of 
thousands and tens of thousands of citizens of the United States 
| who think that the case of this great leader—and he is unques- 
tionably, whether his views are correct or not, a man of power 
and a representative man in this country—should have its inves- 
tigation. In my opinion, it is necessary for the } n of 
the judicial power of this country and the respect ot people 
for it that there should be careful limitation of its power, itha 
| it should be exercised in accordance with the principles of Amer- 
| ican liberty and of our Constitution. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 
Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from New York proceeds, will 


tigation in order that such legislation may be proposed as shall be | 


deemed necessary. In thatview I do not see any special objection 
to the proceeding, and for that purpose I offer what I send to the 
desk asa substitute for the resolution of the Senator from Florida. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute submitted by the 
Senator from New York will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee is hereby directed to investigate 
the whole subject of contempts of court as enforced by the Federal courts, 
and report to the Senate whether any additional legislation is necessary for 
the protection of the rights of citizens. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, if it be the sense of the Senate that 
all investigation into the case of Eugene V. Debs shall be sup- 
pressed, and that the opinion of many thousands of American citi- 
zens, who are the skilled laborers of this country and the em- 
ployees of the great corporations, shall not be heard, and if the 
Senate choose to make this reference and substitute the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York for my resolution, I have 
nothing to say; but when in a particular case alleged wrong has 
occurved, why that case should not be made the subject of inves- 
tigation the Senator from New York has given no reason, and can 
give none. 

If it be true that there has been an arbitrary exercise of judicial 
pa in the form of an injunction against the leader of a great 

abor organization of the United States for expressing opinions 
not entertained by the judge, and an imprisonment of six months 
following it, why should that not be investigated? When, at the 
request of men prominently connected with that organization, a 
respectful investigation is asked, and only legislation which will 
in the future prevent such abuse of power, I can not see why the 
Senator from New York should invoke arule or practice of the 


Senate that special or select committees should not be raised, or | 


that there should be no mention of a particular case. 

Why should there be no mention of a particular case if it has 
been the occasion of wrong in the exercise of power that ought to 
be carefully limited and carefully exercised? This resolution ex- 
presses no opinion as to the propriety of this judicial action; it 
does not even imply a censure; but, at the request of a great body 
of the people of this country, it is asked that this investigation 
shall be had. 

Why should the resolution be referred to a standing committee? 
For myself, I am opposed to the present system of committee or- 
ganization and the extent to which it has been carried. Those 
committees are the sepulchers of the movements of the people of 
the United States for reform; they are the burial places of every 
affort to obtain an improved and better condition of things and 
of inquiry into them. Then, again, they are occupied with the 
ordinary business of the Senate. In the English Parliament great 
questions can be brought up and every member of Parliament 
has the opportunity of action, but with us they are referred to a 
small portion of this body, who possess a veto, according to the 
course of the Senate, upon the whole remaining power of the body. 
Therefore I think that in particular cases, where great public opin- 
ion exists, and where there is need of careful examination oan re- 
port and some action to be taken, the better method is that there 
should be a selection of Senators in order to make it. 

Again, a great portion of this body never has any connection 
with its important business. The committee organization con- 
fines it to a few Senators, and the remaining Senators are effectu- 
ally disfranchised of their rights and their power in this body. 


the Chair state what is the precise attitude of the questi 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestioni 


on the substitute pro- 


posed by the Senator from New York | Mr. H111.} to the resolution 
of the Senator from Florida [Mr. Cau}. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, Ido not think the presentation of 
this resolution requires any discussion upon the question as to the 
manner in which the committees of the Senate are organized. I 
am inclined to think that they are fairly distributed, and 1 
sent the different sentiments which prevail in this body. For my- 
self I favor the resolution offered originally by the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. DuBols] so far as it relates to the distribution of the” 
appropriation bills, but beyond that the committees are fairly well 
organized, and I am inclined to think that each Senator has been 


reasonably well provided for, including the distinguished Senator 
from Florida, 

Mr. CALL. 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. There was not a word or suggestion in what I said 
which related to the manner of the organization or the personnel 
of the committees—not the slightest allusion to that whatever. 

Mr. HILL. What is the precise point of complaint, then 

Mr. CALL. I said committee organization, whether it include 
the distinguished Senator from New York or other eqtially great 
men who may be assigned to committees, confines the power of 
the body to them and eliminates and leaves out others who may 
not be so great, but who are equal in power and in privilege and 
in duty here with him. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I am not aware of any legislative 
body in this country, or scarcely in any other, where there are not 


Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 


| committees which have chargeof theinitiation of legislation. The 


same is true of every legislature of a State 
State of the Senator from Florida. 


, including, | think, the 


Mr. CALL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HILL. They have committees in which l is duly 
and properly considered. I think committees are incident to the 
transaction of legislation. But whether that be so or n tisa 


question which is entirely foreign to the main point inv: lin 
the resolution. 


Mr. President, I think I express the sentiment of t Senate 

| when I say that, as a general rule, it is not wise to appoint special 
committees, and it has not been the custom of the Senate to do it. 

There may be occasions when, by reason of some matter of most 

supreme importance, it is wise to have a special committee; but 

those occasions are very few. Therefore.1i think the r \ 

not wise. I believe it is better in all matters, so far as } ? 

to confine investigation to standing committees. Then it can not 

be claimed that any influences are brought to bear in the forma 


tion of those committees. 

This is a judicial question largely. Why should it not be re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee? Not only that, but the very 
case to which the Senator refers has been in the courts. It has 
been before the Supreme Court of the United States, and that court 


has passed upon the rights of Mr. Deb That court has d led 

the case. There is no occasion to mention his namy the 

tion; there is no occasion to mention the case, beca Congress 

will not assume to pass upon the merits of the conti rsy. The 

simple point is, whether legislation is required for the further pro- 
| tection of the citizen. If that be so, then let the Judiciary ¢ 

mittee in a due and orderly way investigate the question and re 


| port upon it to the Senate. 


Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 


Mr. HILL. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLEN. While it is true that the Debs case did go} 
the Supreme Court, it is only true in its nominal sense. : It car 


up on habeas corpus, and the Supreme Court refused to investi- 
gate the merits of the case, following the well-established rule that 
where the court had jurisdiction the writ of habeas corpus would 
not operate as a writ of error. Therefore, the Supreme Court 


declined to investigate the merits of the controversy. 
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Mr. HILL. What does the Senator understand by ‘‘ the merits 
of the controversy”? The simple question which the Supreme 
Court decided was that the at was legal, was it not? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. TheSupreme Court did not decide any- 
thing of the kind. It simply decided that the circuit court had 
jurisdiction of Mr. Debs on the question of contempt, and that 

xeing true, that the writ of habeas corpus could not operate as a 
writ of error. Therefore, the court declined to investigate the 
merits. That was a proper decision. But neither the Supreme 
Court nor any other court, excepting the court of Judge Woods, 
ever investigated the question of the merits of Mr. Debs's case, or 
whether he was ar guilty of contempt of court or not; and 
certainly the Senator from New York knows enough about this 
man Woods, or the circumstances under which he was appointed 
to the subordinate judiciary, the stain that hung upon him at the 
time he was appointed as a reward for political trickery, to not 
give much force to a decision rendered by him. 

Mr. HILL. I am not called upon to defend the decision of 
Judge Woods; neither shall I be led into any criticism of his deci- 
sion. It is sufficient that in the only way in which Mr. Debs 
could —— his rights, he appealed to the highest court of the 
United States, and obtained no relief. That is sufficient for my 
we nee and itis notcontended by anybody but that the Supreme 

» —_ a proper decision upon the questions which were pre- 
sented. 

Mr. ALLEN. As they were presented. 

Mr.HILL. Asthey were presented,then. That doesnot change 
the question. Neither shall 1 be ledinto any criticism of Mr. Debs 
himself. I have some respect for his utterances. Some of them 
have been patriotic. In many of them I concur, but I do not in- 
dorse all that he has said since the unfortunate controversy arose 
in which he took so prominent a part. I have nothing but the 
kindliest feelings toward Mr. Debs, who is aman of ability, aman 
of capacity, a man who is trusted by a large number of people 
in the United States; but when the Senate of the United States 
undertakes an investigation it should not in its resolution espe- 
cially mention a particular case. Let me read the resolution and 
call the attention of the Senate to it. It is as follows: 

Resolved, That a special committee of seven Senators shall be appointed 
whe shall be charged with the duty of inquiring into the imprisonment of 
Eugene V. Debs for an alleged contempt of court, who shall report to the 
Senate and recommend such legislation as ma necessary for the just en- 
forcement of the law and the protection citizens from arbitrary and 
oppressive exercise of judicial power. 

There is an intimation in that resolution that possibly in this 

articular case there was an arbitrary and oppressive exercise of 
judicial power. I do not think it wise to raise a special commit- 
tee so long as the object can be accomplished in another and more 
appropriate way, by a general resolution requiring the Judiciary 
Committee to investigate the whole subject of contempts of court, 
with such recommendations of legislation as may be necessary. 
It strikes me that is the better course to pursue. In the end the 
subject will be duly investigated, and if legislation is needed it 
will be reported. That, it strikes me, is all that the Senator from 
Florida ought to ask. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before the Senator from New York takes his seat, 
I should like to put him one question. Does the Senator expect, 
if his resolution goes tothe Judiciary Committee, that it will ever 
be heard from again? 

Mr. HILL. I do; and I think the suggestion of the Senator 
from Nebraska is entirely uncalled for. I think the Judiciary 
Committee, of which I happen to be a member, will take up this 
case and decide it and make a report uponit. Will the Senator 
intimate what reasons he has for thinking that the committee will 
not report? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave not intimated that it will not. 

Mr. HILL. I do not know, then, what the Senator meant. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do, however, now intimate that that committee 
will not. I had not said so or suggested so before, although I 
believed so. I now say that I believe it is the intention in the offer- 
ing of this substitute to send the resolution to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee for the express purpose of never hearing from it again. 

I have not been here very long, Mr. President—a little over two 
years—but I have noticed every time that a Senator wants to get 
rid of a resolution that is objectionable to him he asks the Senate 
to send it to a standing committee, os aap if he happens to be 
a member of it; and 99 per cent, perhaps not that much, but 95 
per cent of all the decent, respectable resolutions that were in- 
troduced in the Senate in the last Congress and were sent to the 
standing committees had never been heard from until the close 
of the Congress, when they were perfunctorily reported and re- 
jected. That is the reason I make the statement. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator assert that any standing commit- 
tee of this body, empowered and directed to make an investiga- 
tion upon a subject like this, has not proceeded to execute the 
power conferred upon it? 

Mr. ALLEN. r. President, go into the caverns around this 


Capitol and see for yourself, 
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Mr. HILL. The Senator will please answer my question. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator name one? 

Mr. ALLEN. I cannotstand here and recall them. 
introduced here by the dozen and by the hundred. 
recall now all the resolutions I have introduced. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator said ‘‘ decent and respectable resolu- 
tions.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 
resolutions which have merit in them. 
them—and they have been introduced here b 
have gone into the dark recesses and caverns 0 
have never been heard from again. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Resolutions proposing investigations, which are re- 
ferred to a committee, are referred, of course, for the purpose of 
having the committee determine the question of the propriety of 
the investigation. They are an entirely different class of resolu- 
tions from those which on their face direct an investigation. In 
this case both the original resolution of the Senator from Florida 
and the substitute offered by me direct an investigation. It is not 
proposed to refer the resolution to the Judiciary Committee for 
the purpose of seeing whether there shall be an investigation, al- 
though that might, I think, under the circumstances, be done 
with propriety; but both the resolution and the substitute con- 
template simply an investigation, one by a special committee ap- 
pointed, mentioning a particular case and a particular name, and 
the other by simply referring the whole subject toa standing com- 
mittee of this body, without naming any particular case. 

Mr. ALLEN. hat is there about that matter that the Judi- 
ciary Committee should investigate? 

Mr. HILL. It relates to a judicial question. 

Mr. ALLEN. It does not relate to a judicial question at all in 
the sense in which the Judiciary Committee is organized. There 
is no question about it that the Judiciary Committee should in- 
vestigate. Does the Senator from New York claim that there are 
no lawyers in this Chamber outside of the Judiciary Committee, 
or even Senators who are not lawyers, who are not competent to 
pass upon the policy of adopting this resolution? 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator had introduced a bill relating to the 
subject of contempts, would he not have recognized the propriety 
of its reference to the Committee on the J eer 

Mr. ALLEN. I would not have recognized the propriety. I 
would have recognized that the rule required it, and that is all. 

Mr. HILL. Then perhaps the Senator had better suggest a 
resolution abolishing all committees. 

Mr. ALLEN. I would not abolish all committees, but I would 
reorganize them, if I had it in my power, so as to do business. I 
do not go to the extent that my friend from Florida goes. I do 
not see how it is possible to do business in this Chamber without 
committee organization. 

Mr. CALL. Permanent committees. 

Mr. ALLEN. Permanent committees. Yet I can not help but 
be impressed with this thought, gathered from my little experience 
here, that this Chamber is organized not to do business. That is 
the purpose of its organization all the time. 

Mr..GORDON. ill the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. ALLEN, Certainly. 

Mr. GORDON. I do not wish to participate in this discussion, 
but I would ask the privilege of calling the attention of Senators 
on this side of the Chamber to an announcement made by the 
junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON] the other day 
that he would submit some remarks at this hour and would in- 

uire of the Senators who are participating in this debate whether 
the would be vvilling for the pending resolution to lie over? 

r. HILL. That will be perfectly satisfactory to me, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. CALL. I will consent to that, the resolution retaining its 
place by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LEN. I did not recall the fact that my colleague had 
announced that he would address the Senate at this hour. I yield 
the floor to him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion will go over, retaining its place. TheChair hears noobjection, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I thank Senators upon both 
sides of the Chamber for the extension of this courtesy. 


THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 


Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I thank Senators upon both 
sides of the Chamber for the extension of this courtesy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolutions reported by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations; which will be read. 
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The Secretary read the resolutions reported by Mr. Davis, from 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, January 20, 1896, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution relative to the assertion and enforcement of the Mon- 
roe doctrine. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concvrring), That 


whereas President Monroe, in his message to Congress of Dec» mber 2, A. D. 
1823, deemed it proper to assert as a principle in which tne rights and inter- 
ests of the United States are involved that the American c-ntinents, by the 
free and independent condition which they have assumd .nd maintained, 
were thenceforth not to be considered as subjects for futu.e colonization by 


curo »wer; and 

“Vien President Monroe further declared in that message that the 
United States would consider any attempt by the allied powers of Europe to 
extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as d.ngerous to our 
yeace and safety; that with the existing colonies and dependencies of any 

uropean power we have not interfered and should not interfere, but that 
with the Governments who have declared their independence and main- 
tained it, and whose independence we have on great consideration and on just 
principles acknowledged, we could not view any interposition for the purpose 
of oppressing them or compeng in any other manner their destiny by any 
European power in any other light than as the manifestation of an unfriendly 
disposition toward the United States; and further reiterated in that mes 
sage that it is impossible that the allied powers should extend their political 
system to any — of either continent without endangering our peace 

happiness; anc ] 

““Tieltes the doctrine and policy so proclaimed by President Monroe have 
since been repeatedly asserted by the United States by Executive declara- 
tion and action upon occasions and exigencies similar to the particular oc- 
casion and exigency which caused them to be first announced, and have 
been ever since their promulgation, and now are, the rightful policy of the 
United States: Therefore, % 

Be it resolved, That the United States of America reaffirms and confirms 
the doctrine and principles, promulgated by President Monroe in his mes- 
sage of December 2, A. D. 1825, and declares that it will assert and maintain 
that doctrine and those principles, and will regard any infringement thereof, 
and particularly any attempt by any European power to take or acquire any 
new or additional territory on the American continents, or any island adja- 
cent thereto, or any right of sovereignty or dominion in the same in any case 
or instance as to which the United States shall deem such attempt to be dan- 
gerous to its peace or safety by or through force, purchase, cession, occupa- 
tion, pledge, colonization, protectorate, or by control of the easement in any 
canal or any other means of transit across the American Isthmus, whether 
under unfounded pretension of right in cases of alleged boundary disputes 
or under any other unfounded pretensions, as the manifestation of an un- 
friendly disposition toward the United States and as an interposition which 
it would be impossible in any form for the United States to regard with in- 
difference. 


Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I have been so lately called 
from private life to public affairs that it were perhaps more seemly 
on my part to leave all present discussion of the Monroe doctrine to 
those whose recognized abilities and long public service enable them 
most certainly to command the attention of the country. But, 
sir, I am called upon at the very outset of my official term to 
assume most grave and unusual responsibilities. The adoption of 
the resolution reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs will 
present a great international issue which may hold much of menace 
to the world’s peace; an issue which I sincerely hope and pro- 
foundly believe will be resolved to the abiding peace and honor 
and permanency of this Republic, but which, it is useless to deny, 
might precipitate upon our beloved country all the disasters and 
horrors and sacrifices which would inevitably follow should the 
two great English-speaking nations of the globe remit their differ- 
ences to the arbitramentof arms. I can not assume these respon- 
sibilities; I dare not vote for the pending resolution without first 
submitting to the deliberate judgment of mankind and the dispas- 
sionate criticism of posterity some of the reasons which seem to 
make my path of duty plain. 

Were there nothing at stake but a mere adjustment of a bound- 
ary line between Venezuela and British Guiana, I should hesitate 
long and seriously before voting to commit this Government to 
anyinterference. Itis difficult to believe, and impossible to demon- 
strate, that our honor is involved, our prestige threatened, or our 
tranquillity disturbed by any disposition which can possibly be 
made of a distant strip of South American marsh and mountain. 
But, sir, the present question rises high above any Venezuelan dis- 
pute. The British prime minister,the accredited mouthpiece of the 
strongest empire of Christendom, has seen fit to officially declare, 
and so advises this Government, that the Monroe doctrine has no 

lace in the law of nations and is not accepted or recognized by the 

uropean powers. The challenge thus broadly thrown down by 
Great Britain must be taken up by this Republic, or the Monroe 
doctrine is a thing of the past. The weslll is waiting to know 
whether that great declaration of American policy is living or dead. 
The world is waiting to know whether it is to be respected, main- 
tained, and enforced, or abandoned and despised. The people of 
this country look to the Congress of the United States to make 
answer in their behalf. They expect that answer to breathe the 
same spirit of American patriotism as did the answer of Ethan 
Allen at Ticonderoga; as did the answer of Thomas Jefferson in 
the Declaration of Independence; as did the liberty bell of 1776. 

Mr. President, the British position, bluntly, almost insolently, 
stated by Lord Salisbury, has been reasserted from this floor, 
clothed in such splendid rhetoric and presented with such fervid 
eloquence as even to win American applause. I unhesitatingly 
assume that the applause was for the matchless ability of the 
orator and not for the sentiment of his address. I can not believe 
that the views of the Senator from Colorado will commend them- 
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selves to the deliberate judgment of the American people. They 
may be satisfactory to the money changers. England can crack 
the whip for them, but, thank God, the money changers are not 
the custodians of the national conscience. They may be approved 
by Wall street, for Wall street represents that powerful foreign 
syndicate which seeks to dominate the financial and industrial 
policy of this country, but Wall street can not dictate to the 
Senate of the United States. If our people ever become so senile 
and degraded as to be willing to list the honor of the nation on 
the stock exchange, to go up or down with the market, it will be 
time to turn the pictured face of Washington to the wall and to 
cast the sword of Grant into the sea. [Applause in Galleries. | 

Mr. President, I have the most profound admiration and respect 
for the Senator from Colorado. I know how intensely American 
he is. His patriotism can not be questioned or his sincerity 
doubted. I know how strong must be the convictions which lead 
him to lift his voice against the known sentiments of his country- 
men. I know how little he cares for the good opinion of those 
who most applaud his effort. I even know that in his next advo- 
cacy of free coinage he will anathematize Great Britain and casti- 
gate the gold barons and stock jobbers of New York City. Withal 
he is so genial and lovable a character that it is positively painful 
to differ with him on any subject. 

[agree with the Senator that this is no time to stir up public 
passion; to appeal to any prejudice that may exist against Eng- 
land; to fan the flame of anyincipient warsentiment. But I must 
insist that this is a time of all others to call forth the highest ex- 
pression of loyalty and devotion to American institutions. I must 
insist that this is the supreme hour for a dignified, positive, and 
solemn declaration of the American purpose, clearly, calmly, de- 
liberately stated. Sir, the Monroe doctrine was announced by a 
President of the United States more than seven decades since. 
For a}most three-quarters of a century it has stood as the estab- 
lished policy of the American people. It is our priceless inherit- 
ance from the fathers. We have grown to consider it as much a 
part of our form of government as is the Constitution of the United 
States. It is held in as great reverence by Americans as is Magna 
Chartaby Englishmen. That it has never been formally approved 
by Congress is because it has never before been officially challenged 
by any other nation, nor has its application to the affairs of the 
Western Hemisphere been directly questioned. 

It is not my purpose to treat this subject historically or to re- 
view the events which led up to the assertion of this American 
policy in the message of President Monroe. I could add nothing 
in that respect to the exhaustive presentation of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. I have no doubt that the fear of the Holy Alli- 
ance and the knowledge of its purposes had much to do with its 
formulation and declaration; but there is nothing in the language 
employed by President Monroe which limits the application of the 
doctrine to resistance of the threatened aggression of the Holy 
Alliance. It has been universally considered and construed as 
pledging this country to oppose the extension of monarchical in- 
stitutions in the Western Hemisphere, and also to protect every 
foot of American soil from further invasion,’ aggression, or domin- 
ion by any foreign power. If such was not the meaning and pur- 
pose of the Monroe doctrine as originally announced, then it is time 
now for a clear and explicit restatement of the American policy. 

Mr. President, it is gravely argued that our country has out- 
grown the necessity for any further enforcement of the Monroe 
doctrine. It is urged that the United States has waxed strong and 
powerful; that we no longer need fear any foreign interference in 
our affairs; that all our boundary lines have been definitely set- 
tled; and that we can not be affected or disturbed by South Amer- 
icancontroversies. Itis, therefore, insisted that we can now afford 
to let the other American Republics look out for themselves, and 
that we should stand supinely by while foreign powers overawe 
and outrage our weak and defenseless neighbors. 

Mr. President, ours is the one great nation of this continent; 
Mother of Republics, her lullaby has been sung over every cradle 
of liberty in the New World. Under the inspiration of her glori- 
ous example, the last throne has disappeared from the Western 
Hemisphere and the Old World’s dominion over American terri- 
tory and American affairs will not outlast the morning of the 
twentieth century. [Applause. ] 

It is contended upon this floor that our neighboring republics 
are not worthy of our sympathy or assistance because of the in- 
stability of their established forms of government and of the igno- 
rant and helpless character of their populations. When has the 
weakness and helplessness of the child ever justified abandonment 
by the mother? Unstable and imperfect as may be republican 
rule on a portion of the American Continent, yet any government 
that professes to be ‘‘of the people, by the people, and for the 
people” is better than the government of kings. And any coun- 


try which has shown its ability to rid itself of despotism is worthy 
of our encouragement and substantial aid in all its struggles and 
all its efforts to secure for its people a greater measure of liberty, 
enlightenment, and civilization than they now enjoy. 





i 
f 


es 


i re en erent 


1034 


Mr. President, the God of nations has made our country strong 
and mighty. She is the only American power able to stand pro- 
tector for the New World. That same Providence which has 
blessed us with its gracious favor has placed us in the position of 
responsibility and guardianship toward the weaker American Re- 
publics. We can not shirk our obligations as a nation; we can 
not absolve ourselves from the performance of those duties which 
Providence has imposed upon us; and nothing but selfishness or 
cowardice can induce the people of the United States to desert 
the post of leadership in the affairs of the Western Hemisphere 
which it is their manifest destiny to retain. 

Il am not unmindful of the seriousness and gravity of the pres- 
ent situation. We are calling a halt upon that settled policy of 
aggression and dominion which has characterized the extension of 
the British Empire from the hour in which her first adventurous 
prow turned to unknown seas. The history of the English people 
1s an almost unbroken series of military achievements. Great 
Britain has cleared her pathway into pe corner of the earth 
with the vaked sword; she has acquired and held her vast posses- 
sions by force of arms; she has mastered and subjugated the people 
of every zone; her navies are upon every sea, her armies in every 
clime. She has not a son who did not suckle inherited valor from 
his mother’s breast. No nation can afford to lightly challenge 
her purposes or arouse her stubborn pride. But does this furnish 
any reason why Americans should abandon any settled policy of 
the United States, or retire from any position which the honor of 
this Republic and the welfare of America require that we should 
assume? 

Mr. President, our people have been represented as eager for 
war, and the Senator from Colorado seems to believe that it is 
necessary to cool their ardor by di ement of the Monroe doc- 
trine and eulogium of British grandeur. Oursis a mighty nation, 
but its people are slow to wrath. They believe in the divine doc- 
trine taught by the lowly Nazarine on the shores of Galilee. The 
fear of God, the love of peaceis in their hearts and in their homes. 
Nothing that can be said, nothing that can be done, will move or 
incite them to any act of injustice or to any premature prepara- 
tions for war. But there is no other land in which the honor of 
the nation is so dear; there is no other land in which the love of 
country, of liberty, and of justice is so strong; there is no other 
land whose citizens would sacrifice so much to maintain its insti- 
tutions or defend its soil. 

The people of this country have always been patient and long 
suffering under wrong. They have never provoked war, and have 
never taken up arms until driven toit for the preservation of their 
most sacred rights. Warhas only been waged by the people of this 
country four times in one hundred and twenty years of national 
existence: First, for independence; second, to compel respect for 
our flag on the high seas; third, to protect our Mexican frontier; 
and fourth, to preserve the Union. Is there anything in such a 
history which makes it necessary that the people of the United 
States should be urged to greater moderation? 

Mr. President, I share with the Senator from Colorado in the 
heritage of English blood. I glory with him in the mighty 
achievements of the English-speaking race; but I have not for- 
gotten that England, as a nation, re my ancestors in 1637 
to cross the stormy ocean and take up habitation upon the rocky 
and inhospitable shores of the New England wilderness, in order 
that they might enjoy freedom of conscience and the worshi 
God according to their own beliefs. I have not forgotten th 
the persecution of Great Britain followed them across the sea; 
have not forgotten that she heaped indignities and injustice upon 
the colonists until they could no longer be borne; I have not for- 
gotten that my grandsires carried muskets, and gave their Amer- 
ican blood, that British dominion over American colonies should 
be forever atanend. I have not forgotten that our sailors and 
marines were forced to drive England’s navy from the main to 
make the deck of an American ship American soil. 

Sir, Great Britain has mistaken the temper of the people of this 
country in the past as she mistakes it now. The English people 
profess to believe that they can weaken our eae and compel 
us to abandon the Monroe doctrine by threatsand demonstrations 

inst American securities and American commercial interests. 

e solemnly advise them that our foreign policy is not a matter 
of exchange or barter; and no financial panic can ever induce us 
for a single moment to lower the standard of our national honor. 
a also profess to believe that the United States dare not stand 
by the Monroe doctrine at this time, because, they say, the people 
of the South would gladly take advantage of a declaration of war 
to renew the old internal contest. 

Standing upon the floor of the American Senate and knowing 
whereof I speak, I say to the people of Great Britain that the 
grave issues which have been settled by brave men upon Ameri- 
can battlefields can never be is no division 


of 
at 
I 


reopened. , there 
of sentiment in the United States. Let but a single drumbeat be 
heard upon our coast, announcing the approach of a foreign foe, 
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and there will spring to arms in North and South the grandest 
army the world has ever known, animated by a deathless loyalty 
to their country’s flag and marching on to the mingled and inspiring 
strains of our two national airs, Dixie and Yankee Doodle. [ Mani- 
festations of applause. | 

Mr. President, the press of Great Britain has already seized 
upon the utterances of the Senator from Colorado as an indication 
that the people of this country are ready to abandon whatever 
lace we now hold of duty and responsibility toward the repub- 
ics and the affairs of the New World. But when the pending 
resolution comes on for final passage, I predict that it will be 
adopted by such a decisive vote as will advise all Christendom of 
the stand which the people of this country are prepared to make 
for the maintenance and enforcement of the Monroe doctrine. 

Sir, believing that the honor of my country is involved, that the 
hour calls for the highest expression of loyalty and patriotism, 
calmly confident of the verdict of posterity, reverently calling 
God to witness the sincerity of my purpose, I shall vote for the 
resolution reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Ishall 
vote for it not as an affront to any other nation, but to uphold the 
dignity of my own. I shall vote for it in this time of profound 
tranquillity, convinced that peace with honor can be preserved. 
But, sir, I would vote for it just as surely were we already stand- 
ing in the awful shadow of declared war. I would vote for it 
were the navies of all Europe thundering atour harbors. Iwould 
vote for it were the shells of British battle ships bursting above 
the dome of the nation’s Capitol. I would vote for it and would 
maintain it at all hazards and at any cost, with the last dollar, 
with the last man; yea, though it might presage the coming of a 
mighty conflict whose conclusion should leave me without a son, 
as the last great contest left me without a sire. [Applause in the 
galleries. | 


RAILWAY TRAFFIC AGREEMENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFrrer], 
coming over from a previous day. 

The SecRETARY. A resolution by Mr. PEFrreEr, directing that 
the Interstate Commerce Commission inform the Senate whether 
there has been a custom, rule, regulation, or agreement long time 
existing among railroad companies and associations engaged in 
interstate traffic whose lines extend to or through Missouri River 
points. 

Mr. PEFFER. Ido not wish to detain the Senate a moment, 
Mr. President, on this resolution. I wish merely to say that it is 
one of very great importance, particularly to the people of my 
State. Recently our railway companies extending southward, 
carrying corn to Texas and to the Southern ports, have been com- 
pelled to raise the price of freight, simply because of the pressure 
brought upon them by Eastern railways, for the reason, and for 
the reason only, that it costs more to carry corn from Kansas City 
and other Missouri River points to New York City than to carry 
corn from the central points in Kansas to Galveston, the differ- 
ence being some six or seven hundred miles. For that reason only 
the Eastern railway companies have brought such a pressure to 
bear upon our railways that they have been compelled to raise 
the price for transporting corn. I ask that the resolution may be 
adopted in order that we may have this investigation. 

r. HILL. Wecan not hear what is going on upon this side 
of the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER on 
the 27th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and it is hereby, 
directed to inform the Senate— 

First. Whether there has been a custom, rule, regulation, or agreement a 
long time existing among railway companies and associations engaged in in- 
terstate traffic whose lines extend toor through Missouri River points, which 
custom, rule, regulation, or agreement establishes and maintains different 
rates of —— for ing passengers and freight east and west from said 

=, and whether such difference in charges is reasonable and warranted 

y law. 

Second. Whether such ement affects alike companies running through 
lines toand beyond said Missouri River —_. as well as companies whose 
lines terminate there, giving the names of roads engaged in interstate traffic 
to and through such places. 

Third. Whether an agreement or traffic arrangement was recently made 
or entered into by and between any railway companies or associations, nam- 
ing them, whereby for carrying grain and other farm produce from 
points in Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, Colorado, Oklahoma, and Indian Ter- 
ritory to points in Texas and Mexico were advanced; whether such advance 
—— now in force; what was the reason or pu e of the advance, and 
Ww: it is reasonable or unreasonable and in violation of the provisions 
of the interstate-commerce law. 

Fourth. Whether, in case these ments have been made and these pro- 
ceedings had, there js, in the opinion of the Commission, any additional legis- 
lation required to better protect the public interests. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the resolution ought to go to a 
committee. We ought not to pass a resolution of this kind mak- 


ing all the inquiries suggested without at least the approval of 
some committee. 
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Mr. PEFFER. I did not hear the remark of the Senator from 
i 
as RP DRICH. I suggest that the resolution should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce or some other 
roper committee to see what the investigation involves. W e have 
en too much in the habit recently in the Senate of passing long 
resolutions of inquiry which entail enormous expense upon the 
Government without the slightest idea as to what the inf rmation 
is to be used for, or the value of the information when it is ob- 
tained. I do not mean to say that this resolution belongs to that 
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class, but it certainly ought to have the approval of some stand- | 


ing committee before it is passed by the Senate. 
Mr. PEFFER. Only a few weeks ago I had the honor to offer 
a resolution of a somewhat similar character, but on a much 
broader basis, and it was permitted to pass the Senate without 
any sort of objection at all. It went to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, and in a few days we had a full and complete an- 
swer. I will say to the Senator from Rhcde Island that this res 
olution calls for information which no other body or tribunal can 
give so soon, so accurately, and so acceptably to the author of the 
resolution as the Interstate Commerce Commission. It possesses 
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tion, if it is proper information to have, as easily and as well as if 
the Senate were to adopt the formality of a resolution of that kind, 
What useful public purpose can be served by the Senate allowing 
itself to be used—I am not using the word offensively 


| all sorts of inquiries which any man inside of the Senate Chamber 
or outside of the Senate Chamber desires to have made for ar 
purpose? If this is simply a matter of inquiry, as the Senator from 
Massachusetts suggests, let it goto the standing committee of this 
| body that has been in the habit of dealing with « tions of this 
kind, and if it is a proper resolution of inquiry they will certainly 
report it back promptly. ' ’ 
{ am not undertaking to make any special object n this 
case, but so far as I have any influence over the matter that rule 
ought to be followed, and it shall be followed in all t 


all the facts, and I do not possess them in such a manner that I | 


can use them advantageously here or elsewhere. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It may be very proper that thisinquiry should 
be made, but certainly the resolution should receive the approval 
of some standing committee. I observe that the last clause of the 
resolution asks the Interstate Commerce Commission to report to 
the Senate whether, in their opinion, further legislation is desir- 
able. Thatis avery great step in a wrong direction, it seems to 
me. We are responsible to the American people for legislation 
and for the inception of legislation, and the idea of gravely asking 
a subordinate commission as to whether they think that some 
legislation should be adopted appears to me to be very unwise. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam perfectly willing that that clause shall be 
stricken out. What 1 wanted-— 


the Government may not be burdened and the vatious De} - 
ments may not be burdened by answering elaborate resolutions 
of inquiry when in many cases it may be that no great publ 


purpose will be served. I move that the resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2o0’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busin which is 
House bill 2904. 

SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the « id- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin 
redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certif es of in- 
debtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenu 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thepending question ison the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Buri 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance, on 


which the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK] is entit 


d to the 


| floor. 


j 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that he | 
allow the resolution to go to the Committee on Interstate Com- | 


merce. It certainly will be reported by that committee very 
promptly; and if there is anything of value (as I have no doubt 
there is, from the Senator’s statement) in the inquiry to be made, 
the inquiry will then be made with more force as coming from a 
standing committee. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think that is all true, but my experience in 
such resolutions has been such as to make me feel intensely the 
importance of direct action upon matters similar to this one. I 
once offered a resolution asking for information from the Inter- 
state Commerce Committee of this body. The resolution was re- 
ferred to that committee and I never heard of it afterwards. 
While I do not wish in any manner to reflect upon that commit- 
tee, still I would prefer to have the resolution adopted just as it is. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will accept 
the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas to strike out the fourth 
branch of the resolution-—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly think that would be a very wise 
amendment to adopt. 

Mr. HOAR. And then allow the resolution to pass. Whileit is 
quite necessary for the Senate to look with care and scrutiny upon 
resolutions which are calculated to impose large expense and cost 
on the Departments in answering them, especially on resolutions 
which affirm facts before they are investigated, as they sometimes 
do, this resolution is, I think, within the ordinary custom of the 
Senate in its respect toindividual Senators. If any Senator on this 
floor desires for his instruction facts such as the Senator from 
Kansas asks for here, as a matter of course the Senate ought to 
have the proper inquiry made in his behalf. This is simply an in- 
quiry as to what is the existing custom or rule or regulation of 
certain transcontinental railroads or railroads dealing with inter- 
state commerce in regard to a very important matter. I suppose 
the Interstate Commerce Commission would answer it if a private 
note were addressed to them, but that would not give it the for- 
mality of a public document and it would not afford the conven- 
ience of having it printed. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island 
a allow the resolution togo through with the final clause stricken 
out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Massachusetts must 
have noticed, as well as I have myself, the very great frequency 
with which long and elaborate resolutions of inquiry have been 
adopted by the Senate during the present session. Wehaveadopted 
resolutions of inquiry of the various Departments since the first 
Monday of December last which can be safely said within bounds 
will cost the Government of the United States $100,000 to answer. 
I remember a single inquiry made of the District Commissioners 
im regard to which they replied that it would require $20,000 in 
clerical force to answer the questions. 

The Senator from Massachusetts states what everyone in the 
Senate knows to be perfectly true, that any Senator by writing a 


note to the Interstate Commerce Commission can get the informa- | in accordance with what he has just stated. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Wyoming 


| yield to me for one moment? 


Mr. CLARK. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate that a vote may be had on the pending bill and amendn« 
on Thursday next at, say, 2 o'clock. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator from Arkansas yield for an 
inquiry? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. Iask what, if any, objection exists to fix 
time for the vote at some hour to-morrow instead of Thursday? 
I am impelled to make this inquiry by what seems to be a necessity 
requiring the absence of myself and my colleague on Thursday, 
Unless some good reason exists for continuing the discus 
yond to-morrow I should be much pleased to see to-morr: 
instead of Thursday. 


ion be- 


w named 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I understand that some Senators are 
now absent who expect to be here Thursday. I had pr usly 
asked to have avote on Thursday and had given noticethat I ild 
ask the Senate to remain insession Thursday until the bills] 1 


disposed of. Those Senators being absent now, I presume there 
7 


would be objection to undertaking to take a vote before their re 


turn. Besides there are, to my certain knowledge, a numb 
of Senators who desire to make speeches, all of whom I 
will have ample time to do so between now an) 2 o'clock on 
Thursday. 


Mr. CARTER. What will be the objection, then, to continuing 
the discussion until Friday and taking the vote at some |} 
day afternoon? 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad to know if ther n 


be consent to any hour on Thursday. I earnestly hoy re wi 
be no objection and that there will be no postponement beyond 
Thursday. The bill has been here some time; I have been as 
courteous as possible to Senators who desired to have time to pr 
pare for speeches, and I think there ought not to be any furt! 
delay. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not intend to object to having a day 
fixed for disposing of the bill. I think it is desirable that a day 
should be named for that purpose. I do object, however, to an 
agreement in the form suggested by the Senator from Arkansas. 
His proposition is that at 2 o’clock on the day agreed upon the 
bill and amendments shall then be voted upon. I suppose he 


means without further debate? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That was my proposition 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator to modify his re- 
quest so that after a given hour the Senate shall proceed to the 
consideration of the bill and proposed amendments under the five 
minute rule as to debate, with an understanding, if the Senate 
chooses to give it, that the bill shall be completed upon that date. 
It is objectionable, it seems to me, to shut off all debate on the bill 
itself and on amendments instantly at a given hour. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I recognize the reasonableness of the 
Senator’s proposition, and I am willing to modify the suggestion 
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Mr.CHANDLER. Thatatagiven hour the consideration of the 
bill and amendments shall proceed under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And with the understanding that the bill 
shall be completed during that a 

Mr. HARRIS. What shall be the given hour—2 o'clock? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not want to anticipate that, I will say 
to the Senator from Tennessee. The day has not yet been agreed 
upon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Concerning this matter, I simply desire to 
observe that I had intended to submit some observations on the 
bill, but inasmuch as Iam much more anxious that the revenue 
bill shall come before the Senate for action than any bill involv- 
ing the free coinage of silver, I will not trouble the Senate to make 
any remarks concerning the bill now under consideration, and will 
very gladly agree to a vote on this particular measure at as early 
a day or hour as is possible. 

Mr. HILL. I am advised that the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. 
PALMER] desires to submit some remarks on the pending measure, 
and but a very short time ago the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
ViLas] informed me that he hoped to be able to speak to-morrow, 
and if not to-morrow, the next day. Under these circumstances 
it does not seem to be possible for us to now agree upon a time at 
which the vote shall be taken. I think it very likely that a vote 
can be had on Thursday next; but at this time I can not consent to 
such an peemen’ as is proposed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator from New York 
will not object to a definite understanding. It isa very material 
matter. So far as [am concerned, I have endeavored to observe 
the wishes of Senators. During the three weeks the bill has been 
here I have not urged any action, and when Senators have come 
and said to me that they would like time for preparation, I have 
time after time agreed that the Senate might adjourn, until I feel 
that I have made myself censurable to some extent for not press- 
ing this measure more vigorously. I now hope the Senator from 
New York will not interpose any objection, but that we may have 
an agreement to vote on Thursday. I shall not ask anything as 
= the particular hourif I can have unanimous consent to vote on 
that day. 

Mr. HILL. I oe bear testimony to the courtesy of the 
Senator from Arkansas who has charge of the pending bill. He 
has certainly endeavored to extend to those who desire to speak 
— possible opportunity. There have been speeches made 
nearly every day a reasonable hours upon the bill; but, as a 
number of Senators still desire to speak, I can not, in the present 
situation, assent to the proposed agreement at this time. I said 
before, and I repeat now, that I hope we may be able to come to 
some agreement to take a vote on the bill on Thursday, but I am 
not prepared now to assent to an agreement. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then, I desire to give notice that I 
shall ask the Senate to remain in session on Thursday until the 
pending bill is disposed of; and I hope that the friends of the bill 
and all other Senators favoring the dispatch of business of the 
Senate will come on that day with the intention of staying until 
the bill is disposed of. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to offer at the proper time an amend- 
ment as an additional section to the amendment reported by the 
committee. 1 ask that it be read, and then ordered to be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by the Senator from Colorado will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add to the bill, as section 5, 
the following: 


That after the Ist of July, 1896, all bank notes issued by national banking 
associations shall be redeemed in coin when presented for redemption to the 
national banking association ans the same, and any such national bank- 
in aan ailing to redeem these notes on presentation shall be dis- 
SOlV' ° 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be or- 
dered to be printed, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like the attention of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs]} for a moment, if I may have it. Re- 
ferring to the suggestion made by that Senator that on Thursday 
next he would oak the Senate to remain in session until a vote was 
reached on the bond bill, I beg to appeal to the Senator not to put 
the physical test of endurance upon the members of the Senate 
who would vote for his amendment, or those who would vote 
against it. I understand perfectly well, as do almost all the Sen- 
ators in this Chamber, that this hastening of a vote was agreed to 
by the Senator from Arkansas not alone use of his unflinch- 
ing and earnest advocacy of the amendment which he has reported, 
but that he agreed to it as well at the earnest request of Senators 
on both sides of the Chamber who are opposed to bimetallism, to 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver, and who have from time 
to time expressed the fear that the friends of free coinage in this 
body were endeavoring to stifle a vote and to postpone legislation. 
We have heard again and again that it was the silver people, so 
called, who were endeavoring to stave off a vote upon this bond 
question. 
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Now, Mr. President, the Senator from New York [Mr. Hitt] 
objects to a vote. I have nothing to criticise respecting his utter- 
ance, for he is entirely within the line of his duty, but it ought 
to be understood that it is not the advocates of silver who are 
objecting to a vote upon the bond bill. We have been told upon 
this side of the Chamber by Senators from the East, and very 
properly told, that the country desires some sort of legislation, 
and that it is necessary that it should be known what position the 
Senate is going to take. In view of that, as well as because of 
his advocacy of his amendment, the Senator from Arkansas, I 
understand, agreed that we should have a speedy vote. 

That agreement met a hearty indorsement on this side of the 
Chamber by the advocates and opponents of free coinage. But 
any attempt at this session to precipitate a vote by physical force, 
against the wish of anybody to speak upon the question, would 
seem to me hardly well taken; and if those Senators from the 
East who are opposed to the free and unlimited coinage of silver, 
who are telling us of the great sufferings the country is undergo- 
ing because of the procrastinating tactics of the silver people, are 
willing to assume the responsibility of postponing, day after day 
and week after week, a vote on this measure, I do not think the 
friends of silver ought to be called upon to come here nights and 
help dispose of the measure. 

r. CLARK. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask the Senator from Wyoming to allow me to 
make a suggestion. 

Mr. CLARK. I have no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Arkansas 
whether he would not at least make one more effort, by asking 
unanimous consent that after Thursday—say, at 3 o’clock—the 
debate shall es by ten-minute speeches only. I think if the 
Senate would give that consent, it would be a great step forward; 
and if it should turn out that any 9 mga Senator who had 
made a special study, the result of which he wished to communi- 
cate, desired the time extended, undoubtedly he would get the 
consent of the Senate for additional time; but if we could have a 
general understanding that there should be a debate limited to 
ten minutes on the part of each Senator, I think it would probably 
meet the wishes of Senators on both sides. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad to do anything to 
satisfy the views of different Senators and to avoid any friction. 
It is not an unusual ao for the Senate to come here with a gen- 
eral-consent agreement that Senators will stay until a measure in 
hand is disposed of. 

Mr. HOAR. When such understandings are had, it is usual for 
the Senate to adjourn about 5 o’clock. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not understand the last remark 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Isaid when the Senate made such an arrange- 
ment my experience was that they always, in spite of it, adjourned 
about 5 o’clock. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In my experience I never saw a case 
where they did. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I shall be glad to hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the ten-minute debate com- 
mence on Thursday at some hour to be fixed, and that we reach 
a general understanding that the final vote on the bill and amend- 
ments be taken not. later than Monday—that the bill shall be dis- 
posed of at least by Monday. 

Mr. HILL. Idonot know exactly who has the floor, Mr. Presi- 


dent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr, 
CLARK] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HILL. I ask the consent of the Senator from Wyoming to 
say a word. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not understand that the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. WoLcoTT] referred to me when he said that certain 
Senators from the East charge the so-called free-silver Senators 
with efforts to delay the bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If I mayinterrupt the Senator, certainly not. 
How could I accuse the Senator of that when he was upon the 
floor asking for further time? I had no thought of the Senator 
from New York in what I said. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I recollect that last week there were 
certain Senators who intimated that the friends of the bill were 
not ready to vote. There was nothing beyond that said. I think 
those Senators are not now in their seats. Iam not called upon 
to defend them or say anything in that regard. 
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So far as the Senator from Arkansas is concerned, he is at 
liberty to take any course he sees fit. I donot object, so far as I 
am concerned, to his statement that_he wants the friends of the 
measure to remain here. I repeat, I express the hope that we 
may be able to come to an agreement whereby some vote may be 
had on Thursday, but I insist upon it that until we can see the 
end of the debate—and there are so many Senators who desire to 
speak that it is difficult to see the end—I can not consent, so far 
as I am concerned, to the proposed agreement. 

I have not yet asked the Senate for the privilege of speaking, 
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and I do not ask the Senator from Colorado for the privilege of | 


speaking upon this bill. If I want to speak upon it I shall speak, 
and that is all there is of it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, with the consent of 
the Senator from Wyoming for just one more moment of time, I 
will now act on the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts 

Mr. Hoar] and ask unanimous consent that after 3 o’clock on 
hursday the debate on the bill and amendments shall be confined 
to ten minutes to each Senator. 

Mr. HILL. I do not see why the Senator from Arkansas is in- 
sisting upon that vote. I have stated, and now state again, that 
I can not consent to it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
do not understand how the Senator could have objected to it be- 
fore it was asked for. 

Mr. HILL. I object to any agreement being made to take a 
vote on Thursday, in the present status of affairs. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not ask a vote, but I ask for an 
agreement that the debate after 3 o’clock on Thursday shall be 


confined to ten-minute speeches, without saying anything as to how | 


long the debate shall continue. 
Mr. GRAY. No matter how long the debate may continue. I 
hope the Senator from New York will not object to that. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator | 


from Wyoming {Mr. CLARK] as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then, I hope, for the purpose of giv- 
ing Senators an opportunity to make such speeches as they want, 
that the Senate will sit late each day from now on, so as to give 
every Senator who desires an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. 
unanimous consent? Was any agreement arrived at? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
agreement has been reached. 

titled to the floor. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I am glad that the matter is defi- 
nitely settled in some way for the present, and I am glad that I 
have the opportunity of submitting in a general way only a few 


The Senator from Wyoming is en- 


remarks on the pending proposition, a proposition not at all polit- | 
ical in its nature, but one that equally affects all parties, one that | 


has in effect and in various forms been before our people for many 
years, one that vitally interests every producer and every con- 
sumer in the land, but one which has seemed to arouse ill willand 
sharp retort only, when it, of all questions, should receive candid 
discussion and deliberate consideration. When the time shall 
come that we can discuss the money proposition with the same 


calm minds with which we approach other matters and questi ms | and the chambers of commerce in the cities of those States d ‘mand of th ie 


of national import, then, and not till then, can we hope for a final 
and just conclusion and determination of the financial problem. 
I shall not attempt to discuss the silver question in detail in this 
Chamber to-day or at any other time—that has been done fully 
and often by those who are qualified to undertake the task. I will 
only say that I have tried to arrive at a just and honest conviction 
in my own mind that should determine how my vote should be 


I ask what was the result of the request for | 


Objection was interposed, and no | 
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and dishonest politicians, who for personal ends and political pur- 
poses seek to dishonor our currency and depreciate the value of 


the dollar. Do you believe a word of such vituperation? Do you, 
my hard-money friend on that or this side of the Chamber, really 
believe that those who oppose you in your desire to issue gold 
bonds and thus discredit and depreciate every former obligation 
of the Government are fiatists?) Do you think we want a cheap 
dollar simply because we demand an honest dollar? Do youreally 
believe that we are less patriotic than you because we advocate a 
system that gave Great Britain the financial control of the world, 
and which she only abandoned when the greed of her bankers 
overshadowed the welfare of her common people, even as she 
abandoned protection at the demand of the fewand at the expense 
of the many after years of that policy had made her the indus- 
trial ruler of the world, a policy to which she must soon return in 
sheer self-defense? Do you believe that we are less patriotic than 
you because we advocate a financial system that enabled France 


| with the elasticity of the young gladiator to wipe out in an in- 


credibly short space of time the effects of the most destructive of 
modern European wars? Are we less patriotic than you because 


| we favor a plan that accords with nature, and which logic and 
| history alike indorse? 


I have not before asked that, and I | 





cast when in the line of my duty I should be cailed upon to vote, | 


and after the examination I have made, after investigating as 
fully as my opportunities and abilities will allow, I can only come 
to the conclusion that our fathers before 1873 had a juster and 
better idea as to the financial system that would benefit all classes 
of our people than their sons have seemed to develop since that 
time. 


The American people are beginning to take this silver ques- | 


tion seriously and I venture the assertion that twelve months’ | 
honest and fair discussion of the proposition with an intelligent | 


and reasonable presentation of both sides of the question in the 
daily and weekly press, on the farms, at the crossroads, in the 
counting rooms, and elsewhere, would result in such a turning 
over of the single-standard people that the day of Pentecost would 
sink into insignificance as a day of conversion from erroneous 
ways. We would then awake to the consciousness that the Crea- 
tor made no mistake when he poured gold and silver side by side 
into the giant mountains and decreed that they should form the 
lifeblood of commerce and trade among the peoples of the earth 
for ages to come; as I say, if this subject could be approached in 
candor and fairness I believe all would be silver men in twelve 
months. The difficulty has been that the issue has been clouded 
with passion and epithet, with foolish words and real or affected 
distrust. 

We who believe in silver have been taunted as fiatists and cranks 
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The present situation is intensified by the arrogant and hostile 
bearing assumed by those who make their fortunes and increase 


their store by trading in the dire extremity of the nation; because 
a Senator sworn to his duty makes known to the people by his 
vote directly or indirectly his views upon the silver question, if 
such views happened to differ from the interests of those who 
speculate in cold blood upon the unfortunate conditions of our 


country, and who would add to our miseries by forcing upon us 


| additional indebtedness and interest-bearing burdens. at that mo 


ment the metropolitan press, drawing inspiration from the gamblers 
and speculators of Wall street or ‘‘ Pinchers alley,” open their bat 

teries in libelous denunciation. A campaign of vituperation and 
abuse is at once begun, and every method known is used to bend 
the back of Congress to the burden Wall street would impose. 
Not content to subject individual Senators to the lash for daring 
to withstand their plans of greed and disaster, discredit is sought 
to be thrown upon the States they represent, and Eastern bankers 
and business firms are urged to lessen their credits and withdraw 
business favors from States represented, or, as they choose to call 
it, misrepresented by Senators in favor of the currency of the better 
days of the Republic. 

In its issue of December 28 one of the leading dailies of New 
York puts forth a column and more of personal attack upon 24 
silver Senators,” dealing with them without regard to truth or 
decency. In its wisdom it hits upon what it considers a proper 
and effective way of dealing with these disturbers of the nation’s 
serenity; it proposes an embargo on the merchants and bankers of 
the East, it threatens the business men of the West and South 
with calamity unless they shall muzzle their Senators. The Sena- 


tor from Georgia read a portion of this article in his speech of 
yesterday, allow me to read still another portion: 
The New York business men said they believed that the constituents of the 


24 Senators who have joined hands with the silver men should either t! i 
the legislatures of the States they represent or through the boards 


that they cease misrepresenting them in matters of financial legislat 
Washington and come out hearty and strong for sound money It is declare 
that some such line of action should be adopted at once in order to bri: 
24 Senators to their senses, and it iseven said that this must be don 


merchants and others represented by these 24 men are to be well considered 

in the matter of credits with New York and Eastern merchants generally 

The false light in which these 24 Senators have put the business men of t r 
| States has deterred Eastern manufacturers al business men from ex 

ing lines of credit, even though they are convinced that these Senat 

not rightly represent their constituents. It does not matter, it was ntin 

ued, that some of these Senators are shortly to be retired to private 

They should be called to account at once just the same. Those ho are 

terested in directing the attention of the constituents of these 24 Senators to 


their conduct at Washington and urging a sharp protest against it point out 
specifically just how flagrant is the conduct of these Senators 

Then, after castigating each of these 24 Senators by name, the 
article concludes with the threat that ‘‘ still there’s more to follow.” 

The question is being agitated also as to what methods should be used 
against United Siates Senators who get to Washington and misrepresent 
every interest in their States. The complaint of the New York busin n 
and the demand that the constituents of these 24 delinquent United States 


Senators call on them for an understanding will be heard mor f in tl 
future. 


Since this publication the same great daily, joined by other 
New York sheets, has day by day, editorially and otherwise, at- 
tacked these Senators by name and in detail, descending to bitter 
personal abuse, for want of argument, to support the gold position, 
urging, time and again, withdrawals of credits and business 
favors from the States represented by these Senators, because they 
have assumed to differ from the money controllers of the city of 
New York on the coinage question. 

Is it possible, Mr. President, that the gold monometallist hopes 
to use this sort of argument to convince the people of the State 
which I have the honor in part torepresentinthis Chamber? The 
gentlemen of Wall street are isieiaien if for one moment they 
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fancy that any game of bluff will carry theday with the American 
people. If this nation is to be finally and completely committed 
to the gold standard, that has resulted in good and gain only to 
those already rich, and has worked further unbounded poverty to 
all besides, the world over, some other argument must be used be- 
ond the ‘stand and deliver” of the highwayman. I am against 
e House measure, Mr. President, and with my present light shall 





“be opposed to any like measuse coming before this Senate. I favor 


this substitute or amendment proposed by the Finance Committee 
because I believe in America and in her ability to care for herself 
against the world. 

The patriotism of this nation has never failed when the final 
test came, and in my judgment, Mr. President, the day is not far 
distant when the entire financial system will, through the demand 
of a long-suffering people, finally adjust itself on thoroughly 
American lines. As Americans, by force of arms we accomplished 
political independence and separation from the greatest political 
power on the earth; by the arts of peace and under the influences 
of a protective tariff we gained our ition of industrial inde- 
pendence of the greatest manufacturing and commercial nation 
the world has ever known; and I have faith to believe that in the 
near future, as the American people reflect that the fathers were 
wise, they will come to the belief that the same great minds that 
conceived the grand ideas of an American Republic set in motion 
also a system of finance sufficient for all the needs of that Repub- 
lic, a system that carried us safely through domestic and foreign 
wars and was sufficient for all our remarkable commercial growth 
in times of peace—the ee Isay, remembering these things, will 
demand financial independence as well as political. 

Nothing can be added to the arguments advanced on this ques- 
tion during the past ten years. The minds of those who have 
made the closest and most candid study of the question have been 
led to the support of the double standard, no matter from what 
point of view a started; their arguments have been met for 
ten years by prophecies and predictions only, and by prophecies 
ad predictions that have invariably failed. Their arguments can 
not be overturned by personal attack in city press nor by threats 
of the withdrawal of business favor. If met at all they must be 
met by open argument or historical results; the people will accept 
no other course. 

1 hope the time will soon come, Mr. President, when this nation 
will be freed from the chains forged by syndicates and speculators; 
when the public credit will not be bandied about by any man or 
set of men for individual greed; when we as a nation will have 
the nerve and disposition to regulate our own financial affairs. 
Surely, Mr. President, if we are strong enough to say to England, 
**Hands off in Venezuela,” we are strong enough to adopt and 
cexry on a coinage system without oo of England to 
our plan. I say, Mr. President, I hope the day will soon come 
when this nation will regulate its own affairs without the inter- 
position of any other nation on earth, and when syndicate bond 
issues with their attendant scandals will be a thing of the past, 
and I am convinced that the vote of this Chamber in favor of this 
amendment will hasten that day. 

It is true that the people seem to have been chloroformed into a 
state of monometallism; my gold-money friends have apparently 
hypnotized them with all the diabolical skill of a Svengali; but if 
— have suffered, you, like Svengali, have exhausted yourselves 
with the effort. The mistaken exercise of your power hascarried 
destruction and desolation in its wake. You, my Eastern friends, 
have succeeded in ne a single standard in this nation, 
but you have not escaped its deadly, blighting effect. The rail- 
ways reaching all over our land are crippled and bankrupt, and 
your railway stocks go begging in the market and on the ex- 
change, the legitimate prey of the rapacious money changers at 
whose behest the present financial system was ina ted. Your 

licy has depreciated 25 per cent in value every farm in all our 

and, but at the same time the farm securities in your safes have 
fallen to a still lower basis. —- producer, mechanic, and la- 
borer is eating his bread in despondency and without hope, but at 
the same time your capital invested in active industrial enterprise 
has suffered beyond compare. You can not escape the results of 
ane action in the past. It is not yet too late to stay the devastat- 

g tide. If you are sincere, as I know you are, to free our Re- 
— from the grasp of the speculator, the gold gambler, and the 

oreign syndicate, why not ally yourselves with their foes instead 
of hobnobbing with their friends. If you are jealous of the credit 
of our nation, do not trust it to the tender mercies of those whose 
every movement is an assault upon our Treasury, men without 
patriotism or love of country, whose sole desire seems to be for 
sordid gain, and whose rallying banner is not the flag with the 
stars upon its azure field, but is a standard inscribed only with the 
bar sinister of the English pound. 

And why should we follow England in her financial system? 
Her thirst for gold is at the seat of all her present troubles. 
Wherever she is now involved is found the yellow metal; wherever 
she attempts to push her unjust claims the gold is her objective 
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point; whether she pushes her advances in Venezuela against the 
young Republic in our southern continent, or seeks our own pos- 
sessions in Alaska, or quarrels over African lands with her con- 
tinental kinsmen, the golden fields are at the bottom of every con- 
troversy; and pursuing such a course it will, in my poor judgment, 
require a stronger brain than that of the great Salisbury himself 
to guide her ship of state clear of the rocks of national humili- 
ation. 

The great financiers, clamoring even now for gold bonds, prat- 
ing in such high-sounding terms about our national credit, and 
disputing the honesty of purpose and personal integrity of any 
who may differ from their views or possible interests, outshylock, 
as it were, the patron saint of usurers himself. Shakspeare’s Shy- 
lock demanded but the letter of his bond, but these of later days 
are made of sterner and more unpitying stuff—they demand not 
only eee of Christian flesh, but still draw drop by drop the 
life bl of the nation—for them the people must thirst and hun- 
ger and slave, because they, forsooth, are so jealous of our public 
credit that they deem it would be dishonorable to pay our indebt- 
edness in the same kind of money as is nominated in the bond. 
Oh, for some Chief Executive or Secretary of the Treasury, Demo- 
cratic or Republican, with enough nerve and sufficient American- 
ism to say to these despoilers: ‘‘ The letter of your bond shall be 
fulfilled, we will discharge every obligation you present in current 
coin. More than this you can not honestly demand; more than 
this we will in no wise grant.” If such should be the course pur- 
sued, how long would Treasury notes be presented for redemp- 
tion? The only object for the endless exchange now going on of 
greenbacks and other obligations for gold is purely speculative, 
and every Senator knows this to be the fact. 

But, Mr. President, I have spoken more than I should, my only 
object being to define my own position. Iam as firm a believer 
in sound money as any Senator here, but I reject the right of 
Wall street or Rothschild to force upon my judgment their own 
definition of what sound money is. I believe in honest money as 
well as sound money; the two must be identical; and that can not 
be dishonest money which is used to pay a bond which is the very 
creator of the bond itself. This is the ground upon whichI stand, 
and no scurrilous attack of metropolitan press, no insinuations of 
personal interest shall drive me from this position. Iam no infla- 
tionist, no fiatist, but on this measure I record my hostility to any 
financial scheme which proposes to issue our governmental obli- 
gations to pay current expenses and my opposition to that system 
which in my judgment has wrought ruin and desolation to the 
people of our Republic; that can only result in making the rich 
richer and the poor poorer, and now and here I declare myself 
without hesitation in favor of the policy that made us great as a 
nation and prosperous as individuals; that brought us through 
wars, both foreign and domestic, and which received the appro- 
bation and support of the oe founders of our Republic. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I rise to-day to indulge in a 
short talk, rather than for the purpose of making a speech of more 
elaborate pretensions. We are in the crisis of a financial revolu- 
tion inaugurated twenty-two years ago for the destruction of sil- 
ver money and for the overthrow of the Constitution and the laws 
as they were framed and enacted on that subject by the founders 
of the Republic. Those who support the coinage and use of silver 
on the same terms with gold are not the agitators nor the dis- 
turbers of the peace of the country. They did not make the pres- 
entissue. On the contrary, they are simply asking that the policy, 
the precepts, and the principles of those who made this Govern- 
ment and put it in operation be let alone. That is all. 

The friends of silver as one of the money metals are now, and 
have been for nearly a quarter of a century, in an attitude of vig- 
ilant resistance, on guard, as it were, against those who seek to 
subvert the financial system of the fathers in the interest of cor- 
porations, speculating syndicates, and individual avarice. The 
enemies of silver money, those who plot its destruction, are alone 
responsible for the panics, the business troubles and depressions of 
the last twenty years and more, and for the disturbed condition of 
financial affairs at the present time. They alone have labored in 
season and out of season, in open fight and by secret, hidden 
methods, to disturb the harmony of the two precious metals, to 
destroy their parity, to put them at strife and variance, to break 
up their fraternal and cooperating relations in the business tran- 
sactions of the country by discrediting and slandering one and 
unduly exalting the other. 

The men who enacted the law of 1873 for the demonetization of 
silver were revolutionists with deliberate and premeditated malice 
against the settled, unbroken, and universally accepted policy of 
this Government from the beginning. They were wanton and 
unprovoked agizressors against the peace and welfare of the Amer- 
ican people. or has their assault on silver then or at any time 


since had any other incentive or provocation than the desire to 
make money scarcer in the hands of the people, and thus double 
its purchasing power and value in the hands of the rich and grasp- 
ing. Silver has been guilty of no sin against the prosperity of the 
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ry, either of omission or commission. It has never failed in 
a at a parity with gold, and was a little better, about 3 per 
cent better, than gold in 1873. It was the sounder money of the 
two, if such a comparison is to be made, when the hour of its de- 
struction drew nigh. Am I expected to speak with bated breath 
and in words of whispered humbleness in resisting to the utmost 
of my power the persistent self-seeking and unrelenting efforts 
now made for the extermination of silver money from our cur- 
“sir, I appeal to history; Irecurto the fountain head of patriotism 
and wisdom, and invoke the sanction of the purestand best days of 
the Republic. With what respect, awe and reverence we look by 
the light of history into a meeting of Washington’s Cabinet in the 
very beginning of our career. There we behold Washington him- 
self, with his Secretary of the Treasury, Alexander Hamilton, and 
his Secretary of State, Thomas Jefferson, -a deep consultation 
over the financial principles required for the strength, progress, 
safety, and glory of the new Government. It will hardly be con- 
tended, I think, that any other such Cabinet has, from that day to 
this, considered the subject of the finances. 1am pointing now to 
the early part of the year 1792. The Government of the United 
States was then less than three years old. It was in the fullest 
sense of the term an infant in its swaddling clothes. 

Washington’s Cabinet, however, did not ask the cooperation or 
the permission of any other nation or nations or any international 
conference or agreement even then that the United States might 
coin gold and silver and maintain their parity at such ratio and 
on such conditions as was thought best for the American people. 
Jefferson and Hamilton were very American in spirit, and Wash- 
ington intensely so. The act prepared by them, entitled “An 
act establishing a mint and regulating the coins of the United 
States,” which became a law April 2, 1792, was thoroughly Amer- 
ican and was born of the spirit of American independence. It 
stooped to no foreign power, deferred to none, and leaned on none. 
It boldly proclaimed its own system of coinage without cringing 
or fear, and fixed the ratio between silver and goldat 15to1. Jef- 
ferson and Hamilton differed widely in regard to many of the 
fundamental principles of government, but on the great problem 
of finance they agreed and stood shoulder to shoulder in support 
of Washington’s Administration. Hamilton, in his famous report 
to Congress in 1791, said: 

To annul the use of either of the metals as money is to abridge the quantity 
of the circulating medium, and is liable toall the objections which arise from 
& comparison of the benefits of a full with the evils of a scanty circulation. 

And Jefferson, in a letter to Hamilton, written in February, 
1792, replied: 

I return you the report on the mint. I concur with you that the unit must 
stand on both metals. 

With Washington’s approval of the act of 1792, embodying these 
views of Hamilton and Jefferson, the financial policy of this Gov- 
ernment was established, and so remained through every vicissi- 
tude and trial of American history for a period of eighty-one years. 
The Constitution of the United States gives to Congress the only 
power that exists between the heavens above and the earth below 
to create money for the American people; ‘‘to coin money, regu- 
late the value thereof and of foreign coin, and fix the standard 
of weights and measures.” The great act of April 2, 1792, was 
the first exercise of this transcendent power by the men who had 
achieved American independence, framed the Constitution, and 
understood it. The lofty origin of gold and silver money in the 
United States is an old story, but it can not be too often repeated 
ee and simple words, or too deeply impressed on the public 
mind. 

The act of 1792, the immortal charter for the free coinage of gold 
and silver both, ought to be inthe hands of every American. Nor 
was this act of a temporary character, or devised to meet tempo- 
rary conditions. As the country grew and waxed strong in popu- 
lation, and in the development of its unparalleled resources the 
value and necessity of the double standard vindicated the wisdom 
of its authors, and made it permanent. In and in war, in 
all the great events of American history, the reliance of the peo- 
ple for final safety and deliverance has upon the two metals 
as inseparable as the Siamese twins, and never on one metal alone. 
Within the first rhea So op years of our national existence, Eng- 
land, with deliberate design and premeditated revenge, forced her 
late American colonies to fight a second war for independence, 
which was closed by General Jackson, it will be remembered, at 
New Orleans. 

The war with Mexico came thirty years later, with its vast and 
overwhelming results, and then, after an interval of only fifteen 
years, the convulsive and gigantic struggle for national life and 
union broke upon the country in the war of the rebellion. During 
all these perils and trials of financial strength no one spurned sil- 
ver money; no one disparaged its use or impugned its honor; no 
one questioned the wisdom that put it in the Constitution and in 
the first financial measure enacted under the Constitution. For 
eighty-one years, from 1792 to 1873, no one talked of gold as the 
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only sound money in existence, thereby stigmatizing the silver 
money of Washington’s Administration as unsound. 
The present cry of sound money applied to gold, and gold alone, 





is a fraud—a cheap, transparent fraud—in the face of every line 
of American history and in the face of existing facts this hour. 
It is true that gold is sound money, but so also is silver. Noman 
dares to say in this presence that silver ever faltered or fell short 
in performing all the functions of money,or that it has ever stood 
fora single hour in American history at less than a parity with gold. 


Who has the audacity to assail such acurrency as unsound? Even 
now, with every discrimination in the power of the Government 
against it, discredited and dishonored as far as possible by hostile 


legislation, and trsued by incessant and interested slander for 
more than twenty years past, the silver dollar has not gone to the 
rear among the business and laboring masses: it still remains th: 
money of the fathers with the people, and whatever can be pur- 
chased with gold can be purchased at the same price with silver 
wherever the American flag flies and American law prevails. 

Never before in the history of the world has a currency so per- 
secuted, hunted down, and vilified by concentrated wealth and 
official sanction maintained such perfect rank and power in finan 
cial transactions. The truth is it is embedded in the contidence 
of the people and will never be dislodged. It is ‘‘money current 
with the merchant” now as it was in the days of Abraham, Isaa 
and Jacob, and has continued so to be in all the ages since. It is 
full and perfect legal tender to-day with which to meet every out 
standing obligation against the Government, to pay every bond 
that demands payment, and to redeem every species of currency, 
every Treasury note, and every greenback that seeks redemption. 
Will it shock sensibilities and excite alarm in certain quarters if 
l ask why the debts of this Government may not be paid in one 
kind of lawful money as well as in another, when they are ata 
parity with each other? It would most effectually protect the 
hundred million gold reserve against the further premeditated, 
periodical raids of speculative marauders if the Government should 
exercise its unquestioned legal right to meet their unpatriotic de- 
mands for coin with silver. 

The Government of France holds and exercises the option to pay 
her creditors in silver or in gold, according to the circumstances 
under which demand for payment is made, and France maintains 
the strongest and most reliable credit in Europe. 

The same option exists by law in the hands of the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States, and I do not hesitate to say 
that it ought to be exercised. . 

Who asserts that the silver dollar of Jefferson and Hamilton, 
unimpaired in purchasing power or as standard money, is not 
good enough in quality to tender to the money sharks and 
sharpers of the world when they enter the Treasury with hostile 
and mercenary designs against the gold reserve? There are Sen- 
ators on this floor to-day who were members of Congress, here 
and at the other end of the Capitol, during the war for the Union; 
notably the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], whose absence 
from the Chamber I regret. That distinguished Senator was more 
responsible than any other man now living for the deliberate and 
intentional creation of a depreciated currency at that time. 
The Government discredited its own currency by refusing to 
make it a legal tender for customs duties or for interest on the 
public debt. For the creation and enactment of this policy the 
Senator from Ohio and those who acted with him were bitterly 
denounced in my hearing on the floor of the House by the elo- 
quent old Commoner, as he was styled, Thaddeus Stevens, the 
most effective leader of men I have ever seen in a parliamentary 
body. 

Speaking of the currency act asit passed the Senate in February, 
1862, the fiery and veteran leader of his party cried out in tones 
which I still well remember: 

Instead of being a beneficent and invigorating measure, it is now positively 
mischievous. It has all the bad qualities which its enemies charged on the 
original bill and none of its benefits. It now creates a money, and by its very 
terms declares it a depreciated currency. It makes two classes of money 
one for the bankers and brokers, and another for the people. * The 
first purchase of gold by the Government will fix the value of these notes 
which we issue and declare to be a legal tender. The sale will fix their value 
at 10, 15, or 25 per cent discount, and then every poor man when he buys his 
beef, his pork, and his supplies, must submit to this 15 or 25 per cent discount 
because you have said that shali be the value of the very notes which you 
have made a legal tender to him but not a legal tender to those who fix the 
value of these very notes. 

This strong appeal against the dishonor of American money 
went unheeded, however, at that time. 

The deed of shame was accomplished; in the interest of cow- 
ardly, hoarded gold the greenback was sent forth crippled and 
maimed. It fell from one grade of discount to another, until its 
purchasing and debt-paying power was often but one-half that of 
gold or silver, and yet the Senator from Ohio and his party asso- 
ciates found nothing wrong in compelling the soldier to take this 
dishonored currency at par in full payment for his life on the 
field of battle. There was no hysterical cry then for sound 
money with which to pay the creditors of the Government who, 
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in long lines of blue and under a four years’ hail of lead and iron, 


saved the Government's existence. e financial legislation of 
the Senator from Ohio at that time enabled the owner of idle 
wealth to transmute the greenback at double its value into Gov- 
ernment bonds to be paid in gold, while the soldier was forced to 
stand a discount of 50 cents on the dollar when he bought a barrel 
of flour or a suit of clothes or any other necessity for his family. 

What an oo and striking stage setting for the play of 
‘The Honest Dollar,” with the Senator from Ohio in the title réle, 
was made by the toil-worn, battle-scarred soldier when Repub- 
lican legislation put him on half pay in front of the enemy, and re- 
duced his aes money 50 per cent in value! 

Such a play would have been a reality, pregnant with meaning 
and full of essing a generation ago; itis a farce now. Every 
dollar now in existence is an honest dollar, and equal to every 
other dollar in the discharge of all the functions for which money 
was ever created. 

This fact is known and appreciated by every Senator in the 
sound of my voice, and yet the bare suggestion that the Govern- 
ment should use honest silver money, sound silver money, full 
legal-tender silver money with which to pay the demands of gold 

amblers, stock jobbers, and professional usurers from W all street, 
Sow York, and Lombard street, London, will be met in certain 
quarters with ejaculations of pious horror and loud prayers in be- 
half of the public credit. 

The dishonest features of financial legislation during the war 
for the Union did not entirely escape observation at the time. I 
recall with satisfaction, at least to myself, that at the proper time 
and in the proper place I made all the effort I could to protect the 
soldier then in the field from the nee evils of unsound money. 
It was true the Government could not pay the soldier in gold, but 
it is equally true that he could have been paid a sufficient amount 
of the depreciated currency he was then receiving to have kept the 
contract price of his enlistment and preserved the public honor. 
This I proposed to do, but the measure Iintroduced found a burial 
—— without resurrection in the committee to which it was re- 

erred, while I was denounced as an unpatriotic member -of a 
troublesome but helpless minority. The truth is there are hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars as honorably and equitably due to-day 
to the surviving soldiers of the Union Army under their contract 
of enlistment, and to the widows and children of those who are 
dead, as if the amount had been ascertained by a paymaster and 
the Government had issued its bonds for the same. 

This just debt was repudiated longago; it will never be paid, but 
at thesame time it will never be forgotten. The Senator from Ohio 
in his recent speech on this floor arraigned the Democratic party 
for incompetency in the administration of the Government. Sir, 
I commend to his attention the record of his own party, wherein, 
under his leadership, it broke faith with the most meritorious 
creditors the Government ever had, paid them for their blood in 
paper that was penpeany depreciated, while guaranteeing double 
profits in gold on every dollar invested in bonds or other public 
securities. When that Senator has looked into the records of 
parties a little more carefully, I hope we may hear from him again 
on the subject of sound money, and that he may not fail to give 
us the proper distinctions between sound money for the Wall 
street operator and the millionaire magnate on the one hand and 
sound money for the soldier and the citizen on the other. Let 
him show us, if he can, why it would a and break down the 
public credit to pay the gold raiders of the Treasury in standard 
silver money, when in point of fact the American people, soldiers 
and citizens alike, during the war, and until 1878, a period of thir- 
teen years after the war, received pay for everything and trans- 
acted all business in a depreciated circulating medium. 

Sir, I am no advocate of a silver basis any more than a gold 
basis, nor would I favor the free coinage of silver if experience 
showed that such free coinage would disturb the parity between 
= and silver money. Iam in favor of no measure which will 

yeget_a single dollar of depreciated currency. By my voice and 
vote I stand pledged to maintain all our several kinds of currency 
at par with each other, and in strict uniformity in purchasing 
and debt-paying power. The accusation, however, against silver 
that its coinage would destroy the parity between the two metals 
has been proven to be false by every page of our country’s his- 
tory. Thecharge that it has ever driven gold out of the country, 
or that the fear of its coinage is doing so now, is equally false 
and unfounded. 

When in 1878 the attempt was made to check the torrent of 
bankruptcy and ruin occasioned by the demonetization of silver 
in 1873, and the consequent contraction of currency which fol- 
lowed, there went up such a wail of dismal prophecy in these 
Halls over the proposed restoration of silver as will never be for- 
ose: An inspection now of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of that 

te is full of entertainment, and, indeed, of instruction. It will 
there be seen how able and learned men can grow eloquent in 
predicting what never comes to pass; how they can disregard the 
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traditions and the Constitution of their fathers, as well as the teach- 
ings of all the ages known to human history. 

uch indeed may be learned by recourse to the debates of seven- 
teen years ago on this subject. I could occupy the time of the 
Senate hour after hour in reading the prophetic visions of dire 
disaster which then appeared to certain distinguished Senators if 
the Bland-Allison Act remonetizing silver, and providing for its 
partial coinage, should become a law. One of the first and most 
certain evils predicted was the hurried departure of gold from 
beneath the folds of the American flag; that it would take to itself 
wings and fly tothe uttermost parts of the earth in order to escape 
the contamination of base, ignoble silver. 

It is true the two metals had been for four thousand years the 
twins of the financial world, the gemini of nations, compeers and 
cofactors in the development, the advancement of the human 
race; but a new light seemed suddenly to burst upon certain minds 
to the effect that gold would no longer abide the companionship 
of its kindred metal, its old-time and long-tried ally. The alarm- 
ing measure, however, was enacted into law, and the believing 
disciples of false prophets stood gaping in awful anticipation of 
coming ruin. What was it that did occur? 

The Government proceeded in orderly and constitutional meth- 
ods to coin $24,000,000 per annum of silver money for the use and 
benefit of the American people, and continued so to do for the 
next twelve years, making in all $288,000,000, and during this time 
the increase—not the decrease, but the increase—of gold in the 
United States was at the rate of about forty millions a year. At 
the date of the passage of the Bland-Allison Act the estimate of 
gold money in this country was $230,000,000, and when coinage 
ceased under that act it was more than three times that amount; 
over $700,000,000. Andsuch was the fulfillment of the prophecies 
inspired by Pluto in 1878, and yet Iam expected to believe now 
that the fair and legitimate coinage of silver, its free coinage upon 
a properly ascertained and determined ratio, will banish all our 
gold and put us on a single silver basis. 

I must ardoned for believing nothing of the kind. Theship- 
ments of gold which have taken place from this country in the 
last twelve months must be accounted for, to my mind, in a dif- 
ferent way. ge A were a part of the same plan which has at- 
tempted to sack the Treasury of its gold reserve fund, to create 
distrust, fear, agitation, panic, and a withdrawal, as far as possi- 
ble, of all money in circulation; and all this to be accompanied by 
a concerted er. from terror-stricken business circles and from 
the whole national banking system that nothing can restore public 
confidence and save the public credit except the issuance of inter- 
est-bearing Government bonds in large amounts. 

Sir, forty centuries of human history bear testimony that gold 
and silver in circulation as money have no natural hostility to- 
ward each other, and are never at a disparity unless made so by 
sinister and improper interests and legislation. When both met- 
als were coined on an equality for more than three-quarters of a 
century in the United States, no friction or disturbance ever oc- 
curred between them, and all went well with the country. Since 
the demonetization of silver in 1873, we have been saluted with 
constant financial uproar and confusion, and bombarded by rapidly 
recurring panics. Earthquakesare frequent and familiarincertain 
quarters of the globe, owing to physical laws which prevail there; 
panics in the minds of men on monetary affairs have become a 
common and an almost every day affair in this country, owing to 
the bad legislation and attempted legislation of the last twenty- 
two years. 

The attempt to put the business of this vast country, with its 
gigantic developments in progress everywhere, on a specie basis 
of gold alone signifies the most frightful contraction of money in 
circulation ever inflicted on any people beneath the sun. The 
contraction which followed the overthrow of silver in 1873 filled 
the country with wreck and calamity on all hands, and laid a 
train of evils throughout the whole land which have never been 
eradicated, and which from time to time still explode and shock 
and shatter the homes and the prosperity of the people. Contrac- 
tion of the currency so that it will rest on one of the precious 
metals, instead of resting on both, means the destruction of one- 
half the money now in use, and to the laboring man it means one 
dollar where he now gets two for his work; to the farmer it 
means half price for what he has to sell; while to the money 
holder, the money lender, the money investor, it means a double 
power for his money in purchasing the labor and the property 
of all the productive classes. 

The annulment of the silver dollar necessarily results in the 
shrinkage of the amount of paper in circulation one-half if the 

ie basis is to be maintained at all and that basis is to be gold 
one. Whois ready to embrace such a consequence as this, of 
silver demonetization? The laboring and business people of this 
country can stand no more contraction of the currency; they have 
been compelled to stand too much already. Blood letting was 
once the cure in the medical profession for all ills of the human 















ea 





body; the doctors bled George Washington to death for a sore 
throat; and with equal sense and enlightenment financial quacks 
and empirics are now prescribing a depletion of the circulating 
medium, a contraction of the most deadly character, by withdraw- 
ing one-half the support which upholds our entire monetary sys- 
tem. Money, sound money, such as silver and gold, and paper 
resting upon them, is the life blood in the arteries of business, 
trade, commerce, and national progress, and can not be withdrawn 
without producing paralysis and death. , 

By far the greatest need now felt by the great mass of the Ameri- 
can people is for an increase of currency on which to do business, 
for more money to stimulate trade and secure employment and 
good wages for labor. The volume of money in the hands of our 
people could reasonably be doubled this hour with indescribable 
advantages to all meritorious classes and without complaint from 
any except such as shave notes, buy up judgments on their neigh- 
pors, loan money on mortgaged homes, and speculate generally on 
the misfortunes of their fellow-beings. The human mind has 
never had conception of greater evils, more horrible miseries, than 
attend the scarcity of money, falling prices, impoverishment of 
labor, and the consequent enslavement of men and women by the 
swollen power of hoarded money in the hands of the few. 

Slavery, stubborn, brutal slavery, can be no more effectually es- 
tablished than by doubling the value of debts and securities in the 
hands of creditors, and by diminishing at the same time and in 
the same proportion the means whereby debtors are enabled to 
meet their obligations and redeem themselves and their earnings 
from bondage. In the year 1816, at the close of the Napoleonic 
wars, when the laboring people, the taxpayers of Great Britain, 
found themselves owing a national debt of over four thousand 
millions of dollars to a ns few holders of her securi- 
ties, Lord Liverpool secured the demonetization of silver, com- 
pressed the currency of his country to a gold basis, magnified the 
value of debts to those who collected them, and multiplied their 
pains and penalties to those who had them to pay. 

In the year 1873, when the laboring people, the taxpayers of 
the United States, found themselves owing a national debt nearly 
as great as that of Great Britain to a class of wealth holders and 
wealth hoarders, who had stayed in the rear and speculated dur- 
ing the war for the Union, a similar movement was made in this 
country to that of Lord Liverpool in England, and for the same 

urpose and inspired by the same motives. To enrich creditors 
S the impoverishment and oppression of debtors was the object 
on both sides of the ocean. There was not a single commercial 
reason between the two nations on the subject. England had 
been on a so-called gold basis fifty-one years before the heavy in- 
debtedness of the American people made it the interest of their 
creditors to strike down silver, contract the currency, and in- 
crease the power of the money that was left. No commercial dif- 
ficulties had arisen because England was on a single standard of 
gold and the United States on a double standard of gold and silver. 

This condition has lasted a half century, with great prosperity 
to the two countries, and without a whimper or word of complaint 
from either in regard to rates of exchange, balances of trade, or 
anything of that kind. Greedy eyes and avaricious hearts were 
watching, however, from this side of the Atlantic, and rejoiced 
in the opportunity presented by an enormous national debt to 
follow the lead of the aristocracy of England. And now we are 
told from day to day and from hour to hour that we must imbibe 
the financial policy of England and conform to her dictation 
or lose our credit with the nations of the earth. We are inces- 
santly reminded and solemnly warned that we can not maintain 
the double standard and preserve the parity between gold and 
silver unless England joins us in an agreement to that effect and 
lends us the favor of her countenance and assistance. 

Sir, Iam aware that in certain matters belonging to frivolous 
society and mercantile matrimony in this country there exists a 
harmless and very useless class of Anglomaniacs, but the great 
body of the American people believe intensely in their individual 
and national independence, and have great self-respect in remem- 
bering how, and from whom, and at what cost that independence 
was won. The Empire of Great Britain can set no example, dic- 
tate no fashion, inspire no policy which any patriotic portion of 
our citizens will fel called upon to follow unless in strict accord 
with their own interests. The credit of this Government is a crea- 
tion of its own, resting on its own resources and its own honor. 
Nor was it ever stronger or firmer in all the four quarters of the 
world than it is now. It has not shaken nor quivered for a mo- 
ment, or fallen the breadth of a hair in any market or money cen- 
ter on the face of the earth, notwithstanding the incessant tirade 
which for several years past has assailed it because silver was one 
of its elements. 

It is within my knowledge upon the most reliable authority that 
during the past summer ury notes of the United States, 
greenbacks, and silver certificates were received without question 
or hesitation in trade and in exchange transactions in Engiand, 
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Germany, and France, andin other parts of Europe. Silver money 
is not a fly in the ointment of our national credit, and has not 
tainted or impaired it in the least. 

Sir, in discussing the policy of this Government on the subject 
of silver, and the competency and incompetency of parties and 
persons as manifested in legislation, the celebrated and very ill- 
omened Sherman Act arises to our view at every step. I speak 
with habitual respect of the Senator from Ohio, but never before 
in the history of the world did a member of a parliamentary body 
find himself compelled to turn, as he did, on his own offspring and 
assist in putting it to death. It stood openly confessed as an un 
natural monster by the very author of its being. It was neither 
a friend to silver‘nor to any other form of sound money, and did 
not even pretend to be. It was a disturber of the financial peace 
of the country and a standing menace to permanent business pros- 
perity. 

Ido not cite this act now, however, for the purpose of dwelling 
upon it at any length, nor to hold it up as an evidence of the wis- 
dom or the unwisdom, the competency or the incompetency, of 
the Senator from Ohio, or of his superior qualifications to sit as a 
censor on the mental capacity of other people in matters of financial 
legislation. I allude to this most discreditable act in our levis- 
lative history for the purpose of showing the clear, explicit, and 
unequivocal position which this Government assumed in regard 
to the coinage and use of gold and silver both, as standard money, 
only alittle more than two years ago. The act repealing the pur 
chasing clause of the Sherman Act is composed of only three sen- 
tences, and two of them read as follows: 

And it is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States to continue 
the use of both gold and silver as standard money, and to coin both gold and 


silver into money of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value, such equality to 
be secured through international agreement, or by such safeguards of | 


lation as will insure the maintenance of the parity in value of the coins of the ' 
two metals, and the equal power of every dollar at all times in the markets 
and in the payment of debts. And it is hereby further declared that the 
efforts of the Government should be steadily directed to the establishment of 
such a safe system of bimetallism as will maintain at all times the equal power 
of every dollar coined or issued by the United States in the markets and in 
the payment of debts. 

How like the bugle notes of the Constitution and the laws as 
enacted and interpreted by the fathers of the Republic these 
utterances salute our ears! The policy here declared received 
the sanction of both Houses of Congress, and was approved by 
the Iéxecutive on the 1st day of November, 1893. There it stands, 
and there it will stand forever. The doctrines therein contained 
have been indorsed and upheld by all the great names in Ameri- 
can history from George Washington to Abraham Lincoln. 
Illustrious leaders of parties have differed on all things else; but 
on the one great cardinal question of the coinage and use of both 
the precious metals as standard money no differences have ever 
existed until since the creation of a vast national debt and the 
hungry, insatiate demands of a powerful creditor class. Jackson, 
and Clay, and Adams, and Crawford were all in the field as rivals 
for the Presidency in 1824, and antagonized each other on every 
other issue except the greatest of them all—the bimetallic specie 
basis for all our currency. 

On this question no sound of disagreement was heard between 
them. General Harrison,with the battlefields of Tippecanoe and the 
Thames behind him, defeated Martin Van Buren in 1840 on acry of 
hard times and disordered finances, but there was no note of dis- 
cord between parties then as to the soundness or unsoundness of 
either silver or gold. Lincoln and Douglas in their well-known 
contests debated almost every proposition that could arise under 
our Constitution, but they never found any disagreement on the 
subject of the two metals. Webster and Calhoun strained the 
very existence of the Government itself by their discussions in this 
body, but they stood united at every step in support of the policy 
of the United States to continue the coinage and use of both gold 
and silver as standard money. The giants of other days were all 
one way on this question, irrespective of party politics, just as the 
people, the great body of the laboring and business masses, are to- 
day, if a fair and direct chance were given them to settle it. Not 
a single citizen of the United States, of any party, creed, or per- 
suasion, can ever be benefited by the banishment of silver, its 
degradation and destruction, unless he is the owner and holder of 
idle money which he desires to invest in cheap labor or property 
at half its value, or loan at usurious rates of interest. 

Sir, there is one other point in the record of parties on this sub- 
ject which I can not pass over in silence. In the great and suc- 
cessful campaign of 1892 the Democratic party went before the 
country on a plain and explicit platform of principles. The 
Chicago convention which nominated the present very able and 
patriotic Executive, and the American people who supported and 
elected him, stood on the following declaration of perfect faith in 
both the precious metals: 

We hold to the use of both gold and silver as the standard money of the 


country, and to the coinage of both gold and silver without discriminating 
against either metal, or charge for mintage, but the dollar unit of coinagt for 
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both metals must be of equal intrinsic or exchangeable value, or be 
through international agreement, or by such safeguards ot legislation as 
shall insure the maintenance of the parity of the two metals and the equal 


ywer of every dollar at all times in the markets and in the payment of 

ebts; and we demand that all paper currency shall be kept at with and 
redeemable in such coin. We insist upon this policy as especially necessary 
for the protection of the farmers and laboring classes, the first and most 
defenseless victims of unstable money and a fluctuating currency. 

Who, sir, on this side of the Chamber dissents now from this 

eat landmark of financial truth? I know of no one. From the 
days of my youth I have marched, and camped, and fought with 
the Democratic party, and I expect to do so to the end. I found 
no difficulty in standing on the national platform of my party in 
1892, and find none now. We need go no further for harmony, 
union, and strength than its readoption in 1896. It is broad and 
explicit enough to insure the coinage and use of both metals as 
standard money, and on equal terms, while every possible guar- 
anty is given for their parity and for their equal power im the 
payment of debts. The spirit of concession and compromise also 
presides over every relation of society and every function of gov- 
ernment. It was present every moment during the construction 
of the Constitution, and has guided the wisest counsels of parties 
and of the Government ever since. I invoke its benignant pres- 
ence at this time whenever discord prevails. 

As to my own position on the question now before the Senate, I 
have said nothing to-day that I have not said heretofore. 

Iam now in the nineteenth year of my service in this body. 
The leading issue on which I was first chosen to the Senate by the 
people of Indiana was the repeal of the act of 1873 and the restora- 
tion of the free coinage of silver. A popular majority of more 
than 30,000 was given to the members of the legislature who sup- 
ported that issue and gave me their votes. Nor has there been 
any change of position or expression on that question by the party 
to which I belong in the ‘State which has honored me so many 
years. My record here on the subject of silver is very familiar to 
the people I represent, and by them it has never been rebuked. 
I simply here and now reassert it, and further declare that not for 
all the honors this Government or this world has to bestow would 
I be responsible for the ruin and suffering I foresee in the further 
destruction and contraction of debt-paying money in the hands of 
the American people. 

Whether any one man remains in public life or goes into peaceful 
retirement matters little to the world, and — less to himself, 
but all the gold and silver of the earth put together can not com- 

sate him for violating his deep-seated convictions of duty and 
ebauching his never-dying conscience. Without reproach to- 
ward others or impeachment of anyone, I shall go forward in be- 
half of the right as it has been given me to see the right. A great 
historic character, when environed by perils, once exclaimed: 

Unless I be convinced, I neither can nor dare retract anything, for my con- 
science isa ev to God's word, and it is neither safe nor right to goagainst 
conscience, There I take my stand. I can do no otherwise. 

Deeply important, however, as the question now under discus- 
sion is to the American people, yet no one issue has ever consti- 
tuted the life, nor will it ever cause the death, of any one of the 

eat political parties of the country. The Democratic party has 

ived for and through all the issues of the past, and it grapples 
now with every question which affects the present welfare of the 
people. To abolish tariff taxation for protection; to preserve the 
sovereignty of home rule in the States; to tee free elections 
without threat or menace from force bills; to secure the people 
every where from the invasive, domiciliary, and sumptuary legisla- 
tion of centralized power, whether exercised by the Federal or by 
State governments; to establish and maintain a foreign policy of 
strength, and fearless, prompt toward the strong and the 
arrogant; of forbearance and charity toward the weak, and of 
justice and honor toward all; these great and vital policies and 
purposes of government, and others akin to them, have no sure 
and safe support outside of the party founded by Thomas Jeffer- 
son. be are imbued with immortal life, and the Democratic 
party will live and triumph as their custodian and guardian aslong 
as free government survives on this continent. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the measure which came from the 
House providing for an issue of 3 per cent bonds to enable the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury tosupply a deficit in the gold redemption fund 
necessary to preserve the parity of the two metals, silver and gold, 
is by no means all that the situation demands. It ought to seem 
absurd to the common sense of every man that a bond issued by 
the Government specifically to obtain gold, for which gold is de- 
manded, should not be allowed to promise gold in return, espe- 
cially when it is known that the interest charge to the Government 
would be lessened thereby. 

But inasmuch as there is a slight advan inthe form and 
terms of the bond proposed by the House bill over those of the 
bond issued under the provisions of the law now in force, I am 
willing to vote for it. But I would vote for it not because,as is 
sometimes said on this floor, I consider a bond issue a panacea for 


all ills, and desirable in itself, or that I do not deprecate the con- 
ditions which make it necessary, but because the duty imposed 
upon the Administration by law can not,in my opinion, other- 
wise be performed, and because I desire to see the silver currency 
of the country kept exchangeable with the gold currency and the 
equal purchasing power of both preserved. 

That the financial situation of the Treasury is anomalous and 
deplorable all seem ready to admit. No other country in the civi- 
lized world has so encumbered its fiscal affairs or voluntarily im- 
posed such burdens upon its exchequer. To make bricks without 
straw was the edict of a cruel taskmaster; but that intelligent 
representatives of an intelligent people should insist upon exact- 
ing from their own Government the task of maintaining a pile of 

old in its Treasury which the whole world is invited to draw 

rom by demand notes furnished by itself in compelled perpetual 
succession, with no possible source of gold income, passes my 
understanding. 

This task no government is equipped to perform, and that 
financial disaster and distress should follow the attempt is not 
surprising. 

That an unnatural necessity for bond issues exists flows from 
the unnatural conditions which the legislation of the country has 
created and permits to continue. 

Mr. President, why not pay and permanently retire the demand 
notes of the United States? Why not relieve your Treasury from 
this Sisyphean labor? Why longer demand from your govern- 
mental agents the tale of bricks without furnishing the straw? 
What benefits are to be derived from continuing the present con- 
dition of financial chaos? Every business interest of the country 
is in suspense waiting for the outcome of our deliberations. A 
nascent ee has been checked because the future is made 
uncertain. Long-time contracts are curtailed because none can 
tell what shall be the measure of their performance. The wings 
of commerce are clipped by this uncertainty, and the courage of 
capital for new enterprises is destroyed. Reasonable certainty as 
to the future is the vital breath of ave 

Mr. President; let us, if we can, restore and confine the Treasury 
of this great country to its natural function of honestly collecting 
the revenues provided by law and honestly disbursing them pur- 
suant to our appropriations. Divorce the Government from the 
banking business, which it is not equipped to perform. Providea 
measure of value the most stable the civilized world can command, 
and a currency of both gold and silver, circulating side by side 
with equal exchangeable value and purchasing power. Leave to 
the commercial activities and intelligence of the country the fur- 
nishing of a credit currency wherewith to supplement the gold and 
silver, and the creation and healthy operation of these credit de- 
vices by which in modern times to an increasing extent the great 
mass of exchanges are effected. Take away from the business of 
the country as far as possible the interfering hand of Government, 
and relegate it to its proper function of keeping the peace while 
a free people work out their own material salvation, of regulating 
the conduct of its citizens, and seeing that the exercise of the in- 
dividual freedom of the citizen shall not infringe on the equal 
freedomofallothers. Leave ungrudgingly to the local self-govern- 
ment of the States all governmental powers not surrendered to the 
National Government, and keep unimpaired our confidence in the 
— of the le of each to wisely exercise them. These 

rinciples lie at the foundation of my political faith, and by them 
Londoner to govern my political conduct. 

But, Mr. President, to return from these general reflections to 
the precise question before the Senate. The Committee on Fi- 
nance has seen fit to return the House bill for the issue of a 3 per 
cent coin bond, with such small measure of relief as it promised, 
without its approval, and to recommend as a substitute a bill pro- 
viding for the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to1. This 
raises the question, so often presented of late years, whether the 
United States can alone, without the cooperation of the principal 
countries of the civilized world, adopt the free coinage of silver 
at the ratio of 16 to 1 and at the same time maintain the parity 
now existing between gold and silver coin. iknow that there is lit- 
tle or nothing new to be said on thisquestion, butinasmuch as the 
same oldarguments in advocacy of free coinageare being repeated, 
it is necessary to again point out their fallacy. I do not suppose 
that there are any who contend that the parity now happily ex- 
isting could be maintained unless, by reason of free coinage or 
for some other reason, the bullion value of silver should be brought 
to a parity with that of gold at the ratio of 16 to 1. 

I know that it is a asserted that such a result would fol- 
low free coinage. It been asserted this afternoon by the elo- 


quent Senator from Indiana {Mr. Voornees], who tells us that 
he would not advocate the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 
to 1 unless he believed that the enactment of such a law would at 
once producea parity between the two metals. In that, I am sorry 
to say, he differs from some of his fellow-advocates of free coinage. 
It has been asserted that although value can not be created by act 











1896. 





, achange of the coinage laws by creating an increased 
pe ahoaie the value of silver. That this might beso 
to some slight extent and fora short time is possible. But the ex- 
ploiters of this assertion = short with thesuggestion. They not 
only fail entirely to prove that any increased demand that might 
result from free coinage by the United States alone would fill the 
gap now existing in the bullion value of the two metals; they do 
not even produce an argument In favor of the proposition that 
there would be an increased demand after the first excitement of 
the change. We have now silver bullion and silver dollars piled 
up in the Treasury vaults which is not demanded for circulation. 
All attempts to force a larger circulation of silver have proved 
abortive. The fact is that we to-day have a redundant circulating 
medium—gold, silver, greenbacks, Treasury notes, and bank notes, 
all interchangeable and of equal purchasing power—aggregating 
somewhere near $1,500,000,000 or $1,600,000,000, I have not the 
exact figures. . , ‘ 

if gold were not displaced by silver there would be no increased 

demand for silver. Andif gold should be so displaced it would 
be so by reason of the fact that the bullion value of the silver dol- 
lar was less than thatof the golddollar. The fact is that the rela- 
tive demand for silver for all purposes has fallen off in the face of 
a constantly increasing supply. If, indeed, there should be a 
parity restored between gold and silver bullion at the ratio of 16 
to 1 le the free coinage of silver by the United States, then it 
would seem that the great benefits to result from higher prices 
and the payment of debts in cheaper money, so dwelt upon by 16 
to 1 advocates, would fail of realization. For no one, 1 suppose, 
is so fond as to imagine that gold would be materially displaced 
the world over by the adoption of free coinage in the United 
States. No; if silver and gold are to be brought to a parity in 
this way it must be by an appreciation of silver, which nothing 
short of the union of all the great nations of the world in free 
coinage of silver at or near the ratio of 16 to 1 can accomplish. 
Whether this evencould succeed without an effort and a sacrifice, 
for which the end achieved would not compensate, is doubtful. 

Gold is the money metal preferred by the advanced and enter- 
prising nations of the world. As astandard it serves the needs of 
commerce and trade better than silver, and its increasing produc- 
tion, together with the smaller use of actual money required for 
the exchanges of the world, render it adequate in quantity for a 
stable standard. A double standard has never existed in fact. 
The attempt to create one has resulted in an alternate single 
standard of either one metal or the other, and that has been dis- 
carded as undesirable by the great mass of the civilized world. 
Gold would be the standard measure of value in all the great 
marts of the world without any compelling law or regulating stat- 
ute. Nothing but arbitrary power could establish the so-called 
double standard in the way desired by the advocates of free coin- 
age at 16to1. The great current of human activity in commerce 
and trade and intellectual enterprise can be obstructed and im- 
peded by legislation, but it can not be created, turned back, or 
controlled by men, legislative whim, or fiat. The desires and prac- 
tice of the larger number of civilized and commercial nations is 
in the line of gold as a standard and as large a use of silver in cir- 
culation as is consistent with the preservation of the standard. 
With silver as a standard, gold disappears from circulation as well 
as a standard of value, unless silver is brought up to the parity of 
gold in its bullion and commercial value; while with gold as a 
standard a large and increasing concurrent circulation of both 
gold and silver is and can continue to be maintained. 

But, Mr. President, I do not know that the belief longer remains 
to any great extent that free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 will bring 
about a parity of the two metals. The Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. JonEs],in the able and interesting speech which he made 
the other day, if he does not admit his own want of belief in the 
possibility of such a legislative feat, at least views with equa- 
nimity the possible result of the 16-to-1 policy proposed by the 
committee amendment, and declares that he prefers to see gold 
at a premium and used as a commodity and silver as a standard 
to the present conditions. I have no doubt that in so declaring 
he fairly represents the greater number of silver advocates. 

Howis such a policy to be commended tothe people? I listened 
with great attention, as I always do, to the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, who reports this amendment from the Finance Committee, 
to learn from him how it was that the people of this country were 
to be persuaded that a free-coinage measure for silver at the ratio 
of 16 to 1 was to be for their interests and for the increase of their 
happiness and prosperity. I found no proposition upon which 
that persuasion was rested, except one, and that seems to be the 
underlying proposition of all the arguments which have been pre- 
sented to the Senate, and, so far as I know, to the people of this 
country, that were worthy of attention, and that is that in some 
way or other the so-called demonetization of silver in 1873 by the 
United States, and within a few years by Germany and France, 

had worked an appreciation of the gold standard, and had thereby 
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brought apout a decline in the prices of commodities and the pro- 
ductions of labor. That, unless I entirely misapprehend the scope 
and trend of the argument in that behalf. is the foundation stone 
upon which is erected the whole superstructure of the advocacy 
of the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. The decline in 
prices is, in the first place, declared to be a detriment and a mis- 
fortune to the country, and, in the second place, it is asserted that 
this decline has been brought about by the appreciation of gold 
since about 1873. 

Mr. President, so important are these propositions that they de- 
serve careful consideration, and such examination | shall at tempt 
to give them now. 

If prices have not declined by reason of the so-called demone- 
tization of silver, and if, on the other hand, the decline of prices 
which has admittedly taken place is not a curse but a blessing to 
the masses of the people of this country, then it seems to me 
that, the foundation being destroyed, the whole superstructure of 
the argument falls to the ground. 

What evidence has been adduced by a single advocate of this 
free-coinage measure to show that prices have declined because 
of the so-called demonetization of silver, and that gold has appre- 
ciated, which is the correlative of the decline of prices in gold? 
None that I have been able to discover, except that the price of 
silver itself has declined nearly pari passu with that of the staple 
commodities with which it is compared. If there is no other ref- 
uge for the argument of those whoadvocate this amendment than 
the bare fact that silver has declined in price as measured by gold, 
and that the commodities produced by agricultural and other in- 
dustries have also declined, then I say that there has been a fail- 
ure to prove the assertion; nay, there has been a failure to prove 
even the probability that the one is the cause of the other. 

On the other hand, I think it can be shown to every candid and 
fair mind that the decline in price of every staple commodity that 
has been mentioned in the course of this argument can be ac- 
counted for by reasons that are obvious and on the surface, and 
that have no relation to the decline of silver and do not even sug- 
gest an appreciation of the standard of value. And when we show 
that silver itself has been subjected to the influence of the great 
price-controlling element that always is so potent, that of in 
creased supply and diminishing demand, then I think we can safely 
assert that the corner stone of this argument has been destroy ed. 

Mr. President, the argument that declining prices are due to 
any condition of things produced by the law of 1873, or the de- 
monetization of silver in Germany, or the cessation of free coin 
age in France leaves out of sight altogether those great economic 
influences which are always at work and operating and which 
can be discovered by the most casual observation. It leaves out 
of sight all the great improvements which have been made in in- 
dustrial production. I know that the Senator from Arkansas, 
with that fairness which is characteristic of him, will admit that 


| a decline in prices not caused by appreciating money, but which 


not be traced to improved methods and modes of production, is not 
an undesirable thing, but 1 want to call his attention, and the 
attention of the Senate, to the fact that stares us in the face, that 
meets us at every turn, that the last twenty-five years have been 
marked by an improvement and an advance in methods of pro- 
duction unequaled in all the past history of the world. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. One moment, if you please. 
moment. 

That argument loses sight of all those great appliances for the 
transaction of business, the improvements and increase in rail 
road transportation, steamship navigation, the telegraph, the 
telephone, and of the numberless devices for dispensing with the 
use of actual money in making the exchanges of the world. 

Mr. President, who, if his attention is called to it in the fhost 
casual way, does not recognize that in twenty-five years there has 
been almost as great a revolution in the transportation facilities 
of this country as there was when railroads first superseded the old 
transportation by stage coach? The continent has been spanned; 
thousands of miles of railroads have penetrated into regions that 
hitherto were unproductive because remote from the markets of 
the world; hundredsof thousands of acres of land have been brought 
into tillage. Increased production of the great food products of 
the world has been the consequence. Are these to be lost sight of 
and ignored, and this great and beneficent decline of prices of the 
great necessities of life to be attriputed to a demonetization in 1873, 
which was not discovered until two or three years after: it had 
been consummated? No, no, Mr. President, we can not close our 
eyes to the history that is making around us, to the facts that 
stare us in the face. I hardly need to particularize. 


I will yield ina 


But let me call the attention of the Senate to a conspicuous in- 
stance of this great price-reducing movement that mechanical im- 
provement and invention and brain power have brought about. I 


allude to the Bessemer steel process. This has occurred within the 
period which we are discussing. Prior to that invention and the 
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expiration of the patent of the Bessemer-Siemens process for con- 
verting iron into steel, steel rails sold for $187 per ton. ‘To-day 

25 a ton is the price of the best steel rails. Has that had nothing 
to do with the cost of railroad building? Has that had nothing to 
do with that most important factor in the distribution of the prod- 
ucts of labor; I mean the cheapness and increased facility of 
transportation? To-day we convert 20 tons of iron into steel rails 
in twenty-three minutes. Iron rails are worth about $22 a ton, 
and steel rails last three times as long as iron rails. 

Think of the enormous economy in the one factor of transpor- 
tation, which enters into the price to-day of every article of com- 
mon use and common necessity. At the commencement of this 
period, or a little before, corn was burned as it was taken from 
the fields over the Western prairies. To-day it is sold for only a 
little. 6 or 7 cents, less than it is sold on the coast line of the coun- 
try and at the port of New York. 

r. ALLEN. It is being burned to-day. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, if that state of things has been 
brought about by opening up the markets by this cheap transpor- 
tation to the production of the grain of the great prairies of the 
West, until or are competing with the farmers of the Atlantic 
Coast, so that the farmers here are suffering, as they say, and say 
truthfully, from the competition of those great steam-plowed 
fields of the West, and has brought your product to the seaboard 
for exportation in such quantities, and has so increased the pro- 
duction that, as the Senator from Nebraska says, they are burning 
it again to-day, what has that to do, I ask the Senator from Ne- 
braska, with the price of silver, when I show him, as he must 
admit, that there are causes adequate to produce this result, and 
which he knows exist? 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to answer him? 

Mr. GRAY. No, not to answer me now. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I shall take occasion to do so after the Sen- 
ator concludes his remarks. 

Mr. GRAY. I shall be glad to hear the Senator. 

Mr. President, that is one conspicuous example of what inven- 
tion and improvement and enterprise have done for the cheapen- 
ing of those staple commodities the consumption of which enter 
into our daily life and are necessary for the oo and well- 
being of the people. Do you want to increase those prices by ar- 
bitrary legislation? Dare you go tothe teeming populations of your 
seaboard and the central West, to the toiling millions who buy those 
products, and tell them that this legislation is meant to make dearer 
the bread with which they feed themselves and their little ones? 

I want to see the silver dollar preserved at its present purchas- 
ing power. I want to see it, when translated in the hands of the 
workingman into clothes and food and shelter, to mean the larg- 
est possible amount of all those things; and that is why I feel con- 
strained to oppose the proposition that by cheapening money you 
are to raise prices without any promise that the wage of labor is to 
be raised at the same time and by the same measure. 

Mr. President, not alone by railroad transportation is the pro- 
duction of food at the command of every part of the world. 
Steamships made of steel and of enormous and increasing carry- 
ing capacity are making common highways of the deep. The 
grain of America is carried in six to ten days to the markets 
where you supply the hungry mouths that wait for it and the 
teeming millions that stand ready to buy it in the Old World. 
But at the same time, in competition with this grain and food 
producing power of America, the steamship and the railroad have 
not been idle in other parts of the world. Russia has been and 
is being every day more opened up as asource of supply. The cot- 
ton fields of Egypt and of India come into competition with the 
cotton of America. How are you going to remedy that state of 
things by legislation here in the United States? How, by any 
such puny measure as this, can you expect to thwart and inter- 
fere with and turn back a state of progress like this, produced by 
causes so powerful as those I have described? 

I do not deny that the prices of agricultural products are low, 
but I have attempted to show—and if I have not, it will be plain, 
upon the mere suggestion, to every thoughtful mind—that the 
true cause of the cheapening of agricultura ae has not been 
the act of 1873 or the ceasing of coin by France or the demone- 
tization of silver by Germany, but it has been because of cheaper 
and increased production—production that has run ahead of de- 
mand, and which has ene as it always will operate, to in- 
fluence price and bring down the cost to those who consume. 

If this be so, then the Senator from Arkansas, who has already, 
with the candor I have described, admitted that such a decline of 
price is not to be objected to, must either reform his argument 
or in sheer benevolence to the mass of the rm whose living he 
would make a little harder and whose struggle for existence would 
be made a little more severe vote against the measure he has ad- 
vocated. 

Mr. President, not — have we steamship lines with increasing 
carrying capacity over the old sailing ships, but the improvements 
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in the steam engine every year have been giving more and more 
carrying capacity to the hull, and there has been such economy in 
the use of coal over the old lever engine, in the triple and quadruple 
expansion of steam, that its consumption has been reduced to some- 


thing like one-fourth or one-fifth of what it was formerly. The 
possibility of larger freight space, the greater celerity with which 
voyages are made, one iron ship of 10,000 tons, with its precious 
burden, making eight trips where an old sailing ship could only 
make one—is that to have no effect upon prices? No famine can ex- 
ist now in any spot upon the earth’s surface. Thank God for the 
beneficence of these civilizing influences of modern inventions and 
modern enterprise, the whole world is drawn upon, and when there 
is ascarcity of grain in Russia, as there was a year or two ago, the 
ships of this country speed across the Atlantic with the surplus 
product of this country, bought or contributed by warm hearts 
that are always ready to respond to the cry of distress, no matter 
how far away it may be sounded. What a contrast is this! 

Within the memory of men now living, within the memory of 
the Senator from Arkansas and myself, the scarcity in one coun- 
try might destroy thousands of lives because the local food supply 
had run short. In Ireland in 1848, and in India twenty or thirty 
oe thereafter, famines havealmost decimated population. What 

as made it now, as I have said, an almost impossible thing that 
that should occur, except these wonderful improvements in the 
products of the enterprise and the brain and the courage and the 
capital of the civilized world? 

r. President, that is not all. The methods of transacting busi- 
ness, the mode in which exchanges are made of commodity for 
commodity, have all been so wonderfully facilitated by modern 
methods of business and by modern appliances that there can be 
nocomparison between the new and the old. Withinour memory 
if a cargo of jute or of gunny bags was to be brought from India 
you had to send the gold across the sea on a two or three months’ 
voyage, with the loss of interest, the risk of destruction of the 
gold itself, and then the long waitfor the return. Now, as I have 
had occasion to say—I think it was the Senator from Massachu- 
setts who told me a year or two ago—a gentleman in Boston be- 
fore he left for the train ordered a cargo suchas I have mentioned 
at Bombay, and immediately took the train. When he arrived 
in Washington there was sent to him a cablegram from his house 
in Boston that the cargo had been bought, the ship chartered, and 
commenced loading, and the credit to pay for it transferred, and 
not one dollar of gold budged from the position that it had occu- 
pied hitherto. Is all that, the result of this tremendous isnprove- 
ment and advancement in the methods by which business is trans- 
acted, to be lost sightof? Is all that to be ignored as not counting 
in the decline of prices? Oh, no, Mr. President; causes so obvious 
as these can not be whistled down the wind; they can not fail to 
challenge attention. They are sufficient to account for the result, 
and there is no other sufficient cause which has been, so far as I 
know, suggested. 

I have some notes here, very interesting to me, and I think they 
would be to the Senate if I had more time, illustrating the mighty 
truth that the invention and ingenuity of man is working all the 
time for the betterment of his condition; and that it is only when 
the process is interfered with, interfered with by arbitrary legisla- 
tion or thwarted by arbitrary power, that these benign processes 
do not go on with increasing celerity for the blessing of the world 
and of mankind. 

I have here before me—taking it up at random—this one mat- 
ter cognate to the one I have been discussing in a general way—the 
a in railroads and in transportation, the matter of 

reight. 

In 1867, at the beginning of the year, the rates of freight by rail 
from New York City to Chicago for dry goods were from $1.88 to 
$2.02—the lowest to the highest—fora hundred pounds; for coffee, 
in bags, $1.70 per 100 pounds, and so on. In 1892, twenty-five 

ears later, dry goods were carried by rail to Chicago from New 
York for 75 cents for 100 pounds; coffee for 35 cents, and so on. 
A reduction from $1.27 to $1.13 on the 100 pounds on dry goods is 
sufficient to cause areduction of the prices of the goods themselves. 

I have here also some memoranda of the actual difference in 
freight from Chicago to New York for grain. It is interesting to 
note that in 1845, to go back that far, spring wheat in Chicago 
was selling for 52 cents per bushel. 

Mr. HOAR, At what time? 

Mr. GRAY. Fifty years ago. That would be 1845. In New 
York, the same year, the same uality of spring wheat sold for 90 
cents a bushel in October, po in July of that year at $1.05 a 
bushel—the difference in the cost of transportation, of course, 
from Chicago to New York. From the official returns of the New 
York Produce Exchange as to freights, which commenced in the 
year 1868, we have this: From Chicago to New York, in 1868, the 
freight in that year by rail was 42.6 cents per bushel; by railand lake 
29 cents a bushel; by lake and canal, all by water, 22.8 cents per 
bushel, In 1895 the same quality of spring wheat as in 1845 was 
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65 cents per bushel in New York and 56 cents per bushel in Chi- 
cago, the freight from Chicago by lake and rail being 6} cents 
per bushel. ; : : 

Now, Mr. President, there is another thing to be considered. 
The same causes which produced the decline in the price of com- 
modities that I have mentioned, and many others, of wheat, cotton, 
iron, dry goods, have operated also in regard to silver, whose de- 
cline is so much deplored. Increased production in the face of a 
yielding demand must have its effect upon that product as well as 
upon any other. 

In 1855 the coin value of silver, the product of the world, was, if 
Tam not mistaken, something like $40,000,000, and that of gold 
about $130,000,000. I am speaking from memory and would be 
glad to be corrected if I am wrong. That is where gold was at 
that time. The annual gold product of the world of that day was 
about three times that of silver. In 1895 the Secretary of the | 
Treasury puts the gold product of the world at about $180,000,000, 
I think, speaking in round numbers, and the silver product at 
about $157,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. More than that. 

Mr. GRAY. I would be glad to have the figures if the Senator 
from Colorado has them. 

Mr. TELLER. I say more than $157,000,000. 

Mr. GRAY. More than $157,000,000 as against $180,000,000. | 
While there has been this enormous increase in the world’s pro- 
duct of gold (which I shall allude to directly as one of the reasons 
why gold is performing sufficiently the money function of the 
world) there has been this relative increase in the product of 
silver—whereas in 1855 the silver product was about one-third 
that of gold, in 1895 the silver product is nearly equal to that of 

old. 
. Mr. ALLEN. Has there not beena corresponding increased use | 
among the people? 


Mr. GRAY. Yes, Mr. President; in one sense there has been a | 
corresponding increase and in another, as civilization and the 
facility for exchanges have advanced, there has been a relative de- 
creased use of the precious metals as a medium of exchange, and | 
I will come to that presently. 

With decreased necessity for the actual presence of the money | 
metals has come an increase in the volume of gold, which, on | 
many accounts that I need not here pause to enumerate, has | 
become the preferred metal among all the commercial and enter- 
prising countries of the globe. 

The recent chemical treatment of gold ores has largely increased 
the product of gold, and poor ores heretofore not rich enough in | 
gold to be worked are now yielding a fit, which, as the proc- | 
esses improve, must open = new fields of gold production and 
materially increase the supply of gold. 

With an increasing supply of gold, the increasing transactions | 
of the world have found themselves accommodated, because year | 
by year there is less and less necessity for counting down the broad | 

old pieces in order to effect anexchange of commodities, and that | 
is all that trade is at last. The man who makes a coat for sale | 
does not want the gold to keep. He wants to turn it into trade, 
or into shoes, or hats, or something that will be of use; and that 
barter and that exchange is facilitated and brought about by the 
use of money; but every contrivance, every facility by which these 
great exchanges in large amounts are carried on without the use 
of metal money is just that much of an unloading of the exchange 
burden from the function of the money in use. 

Mr. President, it is an old story, but by the devices of the clear- 
ing housesin the great money centerslike New York, Chicago, New 
Orleans, Baltimore, and Philadelphia every day these exchanges 
are consummated by the payment of real money of the smallest pos- | 
sible amount—I mean small relatively to the amount of the ex- 
changes themselves. I do not pause now to look for figures; I 
have them here. I take the amount of one year’s transactions in 
the clearing house in New York. It was thirty-four thousand 
million dollars, and that waseffected by the use of about one thou- 
sand million dollars of real money. Nobody wants to wipe out 
all that. Nobody wants to go back to those medieval and prim- 
itive and less civilized times when you carried all your wealth 
about you in a leathern girdle and counted down the gold or sil- 
ver pieces for every transaction you made. Notatall. You give 
a check for the horse you buy. You give a check for your bill at | 
the grocer’s. You buy a farm and you do not see a dollar of 
money, but.a transfer of the credit on some solvent banker’s book 
will effect the exchange. 

Mr. ALLEN. There would have to be money to get the check, 
would there not? 

_Mr. GRAY. Yes; there will have to be money to pay the check 
if you go there and demand it; but if you know you could get it 
you do not want it; and the check is taken to the clearing house 
and is set off against some other check, and so it goes until at last 
the result is reached that I have just illustrated by the figures of 
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the New York clearing house; and an infinitesimal sum of money 
relatively will square up that and hundreds of other similar trans- 
actions. 

Mr. President, I am not arguing that money is not needed and 
increasingly needed as civilization advances, but step by step with 
these advances come these processes, which you can not keep men 
from resorting to. They are the outgrowth of our times. They 
are the invention of the ingenuity and the brains of the active 
people who have made the civilization of the world. They are 
processes which you may retard, but you can not control and can 
not turn back any more than you can turn back the Gulf Stream 
that has flowed in all time on its destined course. 

No, no; do not let us deceive ourselves about what we can do 
and what we can not do by legislation. Do not let us shut our 
eyes to obvious facts and conditions which enter into the discus- 
sion and consideration of the situation with which we are now 
dealing. 

Cotton has declined in price and so has silver, and cotton has 
gone up in price and silver has gone down. Some commodities 
have declined enormously whilst others have remained stationary. 
How are you going to account for it by thedecline in the value of 


| silver? Wheat has gone down and so has cotton, but meat prod- 


ucts have gone up. Pork per barrel is higher now than it was at 
the period years back when silver was subjected to its so-called 


demonetization. Cattle have gone up and gone down in price, 
while silver has gone steadily down. All have been affected by 
| causes that were ascertainable and that influenced the movement, 


and could in no way, so far as I can discover, be referred to the 
depreciation of silver bullion. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Delaware a 
question in this connection, which perhaps he would have answered 
himself without my asking him before he got through. Is it not 
true that in spite of the enormous increase of the labor-saving 
machinery and mechanism which compete with and take the 
place of human labor that human labor itself has increased and 
not diminished in price the world over in that period? 

Mr. GRAY. Iwas just coming to that. Thé Senator is right 
in thinking that I would touch on that matter. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon, but I thought it a 
very important view and should receive attention in this connec- 
tion. 

Mr. GRAY. Not at all; I was willing to hear the sugges- 
tion. 

Now, Mr. President, if we take the prices of cotton and silver, if 
weareto rely implicitly as an article of our monetary faith upon this 
nexus between the decline of silver and the decline of commodities, 
how does it happen that in 1886 silver was worth 99.4 cents an 


ounce and cotton was worth 9.44 cents a pound, andthat January 
9 7 


| 2, 1896, silver was worth 67 cents and cotton was worth 8.10 cents? 


If the depreciation of silver bullion is the cause, as is asserted in 
this Chamber, of the decline in this and other great staples, how 
do you account for those fluctuations? Why should not the same 
causes always produce the same effect? If they do not, then the 
burden rests upon the advocates of this theory to show that ex 
ceptional causes have taken such instances as I have named out 
of the general rule. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas in the speech to 
which I have referred said, and said truly, that after all the great 
measure of value is labor. It is very hard to get a standard for a 
standard. To measure gold by itself is impossible. I agree with 
him, and I think that most thoughtful men will agree with him, 
that there is no better criterion of valuethan humanlabor. I would 
ask him and ask Senators who do me the honor of giving me their 
attention to go with me over some of the statistics that are within 
the reach of all of us, made by competent hands, I presume, made 
under the authority of the Senate, and see whether it be true that, 
in applying this test of human labor, gold has appreciated, or 
whether the evidence would not be the other way. 

There was an investigation made under the supervision of a 
very expert and experienced statistician—one as competent as any- 
one I know of in this country, Mr. Carroll D. Wright—in regard 
to prices generally and the wages of labor in this country through 
long periods. The results that were published in a document 
presented to the Senate by the Committee on Finance two or three 
years ago show some very interesting thingsin regard to the topic 
that I am now discussing. We find here a comparison of wages 
every tenth year from 1840, except 1870, when wages were ab- 
normally high on account of an inflated paper currency, all re- 
duced to the gold standard, and here is the result: 

In the building trades, a most important department of human 
industry, we find, taking 1840, that plasterers got $1.50 in gold a 
day; in 1850, $1.75 per day in gold; in 1860, $1.75; in 1880, $2, and 
in 1890, $3.50. 

I will not detain the Senate by going through the fifteen or 
twenty different occupations—carpenters, farmers, laborers, 
painters, blacksmiths, and so on; but taking the blacksmiths, 
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we find that they got $1.50 in 1840; $1.50 in 1860; $3 in 1880, and $3 
in 1890. The table will speak for itself when printed: 


1840. | 1850. 





Occupations (per diem), 


























Plasterers pavitpuapbubbetimeeenneul, ae | $1.75 | $1.75 . 00 $3.50 
MOOTOTS GNA SIRTETB........cccccoccccces 1.50 1.50 1.25 2.50 3.50 
Blacksmiths dinddinh wmebbagtvieodial nite 1.50 1.50 3.00 3.00 
Blacksmiths’ helpers.................-- . 834 . 834 83), 1.75 1.75 
SE a tiiinminiul nes bihl dinincbinatinticli@iieal 1.25 1.25 1.25 1.75 2.50 
TOL «nscescecenmpeesenticeenncal . ml 1.25 1.25 2.50 2.50 
Card GFINGeTs...... ccc -ccescee veuceheael .80 - 92 1.52 1. 52 
CN 000 nutkds dubbacbucsdatha i” . .% 8 1.@ 
ti edintecnmnednbe oieuceein pik 1.20 1.41 16 1. 84 1.94 
CS EEE 41 .45 .50 .67 1.08 
Ne 8 bias chen etn demene nil 2.00 2.25 8.00 3.50 4.2% 
EL isocndddnine usddatblawnwaene ie -| 1.2 1.37 1.4 1.40 1.65 
IIL. 11 on eunaounreitndamedbiaibtelad $1 1.04 et) 1.16 1.25 
Machinists 1.45 1.55 1.76 2.08 2.19 
Overseers 2.00 2.00 2.25 3.00 5.00 
Watchmen 1.10 1.06 1.00 1.50 1.55 
= — — — — = — ———E—_ ————— — 
Railroads (per diem). 1860. 1880. 1890. 
I... cirnwlignatnancobumenn 91 | $2.10 $2.11 
Brakemen, freight ....................- 1% 1.75 1.85 
Brakemen, passenger ...............--. 1.25 2.00 2.00 
EE vninnatniiipe a5 cntmibap iene cused 1.30 1.77 2.00 
Gonductors, freight ...................- 1.61 2.58 2. 57 
Conductors, passenger. ...........--..- 3.19 3.45 3. 84 
Engineers, locomotive -. = 2.30 3. 73 3.79 
Firemen, locomotive.... 2.00 2.00 2.00 
Foremen, masons ....... ; 2.50 4.00 4.10 
GIDE 6 ciitnnaindnvitd nitthiinawinmbeaee 3 1.32 1.87 2.17 
Average, according toimportance, for 
all occupations, 1860 being reckoned 
GI ro bree cnn chitin att sath Seanad 100 143 168.6 





Commenting upon this result, the committee says: 


The advance in daily wages which has been here noted has been accom- 
panied by a decrease in the hours of labor. Compared with 1840, hourly 
wages in 1891 stood at 209, and compared with 1860, at 176.8. 


I pause to ask, when this test has been applied to it, what has be- 
come of the assertion that gold has appreciated and that declining 
prices are due to that appreciation. I have shown, I think, con- 
clusively that there were causes adequate to explain the decline 
in great staple commodities of production and industry, the things 
that go to make up the necessities of life; and if at the same time 
I show that measured by this test wages have advanced, what are 
we to say about the condition of the country thatis so deplorable, 
and about which so much is said here day after day in order to 
show the absolute necessity of revolutionizing our standard of 
values and eof into confusion all the business enterprises 
of the land? If the laborer gets more in gold than he did twenty 
or thirty or forty years ago and can buy more per dollar with it, 
I should like to know who is hurt and way you want to change it. 

Oh, say the Senator from Arkansas and others, we want to 
cheapen the dollar in order that we may stay this decline in prices; 
that we may restore prices. For whose benefit? I grant you that 
there has been a decline in agricultural products, but the causes 
of that decline, I repeat, lie outside of the domain of this discus- 
sion as to the demonetization of silver and the appreciation of 

old. And if they do, I should like to know on what principle of 
justice and humanity you are to go to the millions and millions 
of wage earners in this country, on the farm, in the factory, on 
the railroad, and in the mine, and tell them that you are by arbi- 
trary fiat of law going to increase the price of the things that they 
must buy, thereby decreasing the purchasing power of their 
wages. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before the Senator from Delaware leaves that 

rticular part of his subject, I should like to ask him whether in 

is estimate he takes into account that the efficiency of labor has 
increased more rapidly than the wages of labor have increased? 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave not lost sight of that. I am aware of it; 
but I do not think it is pertinent to the line of thought that I am 
now endeavoring to pursue. Witheveryincrease in the efficiency 
of labor there comes an increase in the — of labor itself, per- 
haps not adequate or commensurate with the efficiency, but still 
an increase. Now, we are told that it is a thing to be desired, 
that it is a thing to be accomplished by legislation—that the pur- 
chasing power of a dollar shall be decreased by raising the prices 
of commodities. As I have already said, I want the dollar that is 
earned by the sweat of a man’s brow to mean all it does mean and 
more, too, if possible, of the comforts, necessities, or it may be the 
luxuries of life. He is entitledtothem. Hehasearnedthem. It 
is what he works for, and 1 shall never by my vote, if [understand 
it, endeavor to take it away from him. 


Mr. President, in order to cheapen the dollar that you say you 
give to the bondholder of your country, are you willing to cheapen 
the dollar that you give to the toiling millions of your fellow-cit- 
izens? I care nothing for the bondholder; he can take care of him- 
self. But I wiil not in any paroxysm of passion or resentment so 
far lose my sense of proportion and of justice that in order to do 
mischief to the rich bondholder, so called, I will work all this 
wreck and ruin to the masses of my countrymen. 

When we talk about the wages of labor, I mean also agricultural 
labor. Who are the people who would be benefited by high prices? 
The man who holds the plow especially? Oh, no. It is the cap- 
italist who owns the farm; itis the man who has invested his 
money in land. Is he not a capitalist? Iam not talking about 
the man whom he hires; I am talking about the man who owns 
the land. For the sake of raising the price of the commodities on 
that land you seem reckless as to the consequences to a far larger 
number who will suffer by your action. Mr. President, I ask 
leave to print this table with my remarks: 


LABOR-SAVING MACHINERY. 


Wages in 1860 and in 1885, in dollars and in grains of gold, and percentage of 
increase, in grains of gold. 


Wages (in 








an aeting |Percent 
: age o 
Workmen. Gotiaza). of gold). | ieerenee 
ree eanatg nea cenananseete ————|(in grains 
1se0. | 1885. | 1860, 1885. | of gold). 
Factory hands: | 
hn $0.62 | $1.00 16 25.7 61 
cn siiadals a’ «wend weamma mieten . 62 82 16 21.1 32 
ta ioe lit awibe dene 69 1.00 17.8 25.8 45 
EEL LL | . 65 85 16.7 21.8 31 
i iwiikntaprahiledinidiissdmmnntetestinah .. ante 1.2 28.3 82.5 15 
Miscellaneous: 
Leather tactory beam and yard 
casita emsictsingtiiceich call 1.67 31 43 39 
Leather factory whiteners and 
DR enn kt5b a Liakinmect nae 1.83 2.75 47.2 70.8 50 
Common laborers .............-.- 1.00 1.50 25.8 38.7 50 
EN eS 1.50 2.00 38.7 51.6 33 
Blacksmiths’ strikers -..........- 1.00 1.50 25.8 27 5O 
I k= cna < weiner a ibiadbectigs 1.67 2.00 43 51.6 2 
I Gils bliin dnpoieennbanblanis 1.75 2.25 45.1 57.7 23 
Locomotive engineers............ 2.40 3.20 i2 82.4 33 
Locomotive firemen -............| 1.20 1 31 45.2 46 
Average percentage of in- as 


crease in weight of gold --_.-. | aul ths gece calc aNd chin ial 


I have another table here in regard to the wages of railroadem- 

ployees, showing thesamething. With all this, recollect, there has 
yeen going on that very beneficent reform, a decrease in the hours 

of labor. There is larger pay now for the short hours than there 
was twenty, thirty, or forty years ago for thelonghours. We must 
not forget that fact in estimating the conditions with which weare 
dealing. 

Mr. , rey let me, before I leave this subject, call your at- 
tention to some facts that I had the honor tolay before this Senate 
a year and a half ago in a speech which I made, and whichI think 
are so pertinent to the present discussion that I make no apology 
for reproducing them. Here are some tables of prices agreed 
upon, taken from this same report, by Messrs. Kingsland & Doug- 
las, successors of Kingsland, Fergeson & Co.,Simmons Hardware 
Company, and Mansur & Tibbetts Implement Company, allof St. 

| Louis, Mo. The price of a one-horse steel plow in money in 1889 
was $2.75; in 1873, at the time of this demonetization, it was $6.50. 
But here is the interesting part. In 1889 it cost in bushels of wheat 
8.8, in corn 8.5, and in oats 11.5. In1873, instead of three bushels, 
it cost 6.4 bushels of wheat, 19.1 bushels of corn, and 27 bushels 


of oats. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator that his 
figures are entirely wrong. 

Mr. GRAY. They are not my figures. 

Mr. TELLER. They are wrong, no matter whose figures they 
are. Wheat was worth $1.47 a bushel at that time. 

Mr. GRAY. I will put this table in my remarks for what it is 
worth. As I said, these are not my figures. They are figures 
that were made under the instructions of Mr. Carroll D. Wright. 
Thesame can be said about the two-horse steel plow. In 1873 it 
cost 19.6 bushels of wheat, andin 188916.4. Without going through, 
for it goes through in that proportion, I wish these facts to go 
for what they are worth to the people of this country, to consider 
these things, so that hard as the lot of the farmer is, severe as his 
trials are, and I admit them to be, I wantit to be considered that 
there has been an exaggeration about these general conditions. 
There has been an overstatement even in regard to the farmer 
himself, not the farm laborer, which it would be well for him 
ek he comes to consider his political action to take into the ac- 
coun’ 
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Prices agreed upon by Messrs. Kingsland _& Douglas, successors of Kings 
land, Fergeson & Co., Simmons Hardware Company, and Mansur & Tibbetts 
Implement Company, all of St. Louis, Mo.: 





























Mat iu ‘Money in— | 1889,in bushels of 1873, in bushels of 
Enplemsenss. 1889. | 1873. |Wheat. Corn. } Oats. |Wheat.| Corn. | Oats. 
ave os jal ae =< | ———_— 
orse steel plow | 2 4 | zs 
Thorse. beam). | $2.75 | $6.50} 3.8] 85) 1.5] @4| 19.1] 2 
9 -aa steel plow | ae ar 
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J-horse cultivator...| 3.50 | 7.00 4.7} 10.9] 14.5 6.8 | 20.5 29.1 
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Mr. President, there isa great outcry, I know, about hard times, 
and always will be. If you cen point me to a time when some of 
the people of the country did not think the times were hard, I 
have not yet discovered it. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me there? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator is passing from the consideration of 
those figures rather abruptly. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam going back to them. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Colorado impugns their correct- 
ness. I understand they were collected by the gentleman who has 
charge of such matters. It seems to me if we can not rely upon 
those figures we had better get another man for the office. 

Mr. GRAY. Idonot know. There may have been an excep- 
tionally high price for wheat in 1873. I am taking the figures as 
I find them in the statistics. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator from Dela- 
ware that there can be no mistake about the general price of wheat 
in 1873. It has been presented to the Senate, I suppose, two hun- 
dred times. Thereis certainly an error in that report. I do not 
know but that everything else in the table may be right. 

Mr. GRAY. I have given the Senator my authority, and I do 
not undertake to do more. I did not make the investigation my- 
self, of course. If these statistics are not reliable I will tell you 
—— I believe is reliable; 1873 or some year thereabouts, per- 

Pir 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will pardon me a moment on that 
point—his speech is a very interesting and able one—I suggest 
whether those figures for 1873 are not placed in greenbacks, Is 
there any accounting for them on that ground? 

Mr.GRAY. They are reduced to gold, I think. I suppose the 
Senator from Colorado did not understand that I was speaking of 
the price of these articles in bushels of wheat. I was not speak- 
ing of the money prices; I was speaking of the number of bushels 
of wheat it would take to buy a steel plow in 1873 and how many 
bushels of wheat it would take to buy it in 1889. The difference 
Was very much in favor of 1889. The table does not give the price 
of wheat in 1873. 
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Mr. HILL. I understand that the only point quest ’ 
one single statement about the price of wheat; that 
rest of the table seems to be accurate 


Mr. TELLER. I do not say anything about th 
Mr. GRAY. Here isanother tal which I have « ib 
that was extracted from the Statistical Abstract by Mr. WALKER 


He is my authority 
Very good authority. 
Mr. WALKER says in this table that he has com- 


Mr. TELLER. 
Mr. GRAY. 


puted wages in 1860 and in 1885 in dollars, in w it of gold, and 
in grain. Now, it seems we are getting right down to the thing 
we are discussing. We are applying the test, w t senator 
from Arkansas and, I think, all men as sensible as he wil! admit is 


the best test we can employ. 
were as follows: 
Dyers, 62 cents a day in 1860; in 1885 adollar. In 1860 they 


The wages of factory hands in 1860 


got 16 grains of gold, and in 1885 they got 25.7 grair f ld. 
Giggers—whatever they may be—62 cents in 1860, and &2 cents 
n 1885; 16 grains of gold in 1860, and 21.1 grains of gold in 1885. 
Plain weavers, 65 cents a day in 1860, and 85 cents a day in ISS5. 
In 1860 they got 16.7 grains of gold, and in 1885 21.8 er: ; of 
gold, and so the table goes through a dozen different occupations 
in a leather factory, beam and yard hands, blacksmiths, carpen 
ters, etc., and gives the wages in grains of gold: and th: ffer 


ence between 1860 and 1885 is always in favor of 1885 

Mr. President, if there is anything to be gained by the free coin 
age of silver, if it will, indeed, so regulate prices that the masses 
of the people will be better off and the struggle for daily bread a 
little easier, in God’s name let us have it. [I do not know why I 


| or why you should be excluded from the benefit that is to be dif 


fused by legislation such as is proposed by this amendment. I 
have nothing not in common with the mass of my fellow-citizens. 
I have no interests that can be furthered by legislation that will 
not also redound to their benefit and advantage. I sail in the 
same boat with them, must encounter the same storms and perils, 
and am destined for the same haven, and I want no other fortune 
than to share with all, with each one, the humblest as well as the 
highest, whatever fate is in store for our common country. God 


forbid that there should be a difference in lot or in fortune. We 
differ as to the best mode of promoting these ends, which I ac- 
knowledge those who differ with me have in view as well as I, but 
I ask those who are pursuing honestly these ends to tell me why 


it is that, measured by this standard of labor, we find that the re 
ward of the toiler has increased in gold in all these vears we are 
speaking of and that the purchasing power has increased in all 
thattime. Why should we seek to disturb it,and why are we not 
satisfied to let it remain where it is, rather than tale the risk, as 
it seems to me must always obtain where a change in present con- 
ditions is proposed? Why take this leap in the dark? 


Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me one question at that 
point? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. In 1866, at the close of the war, our bonded in- 
debtedness was $2,800,000,000 in round numbers It is now prac- 
tically $1.000,000,000. In 1866, at the close of the war, 

| 000 bushels of wheat would have paid the bonded indebtedness of 
| the United States at the then ruling prices—in fact, would have 
more than paid it. I want to ask the Senator how it is, if labor 
has been benefited, as he so eloquently portrayed, that it requires 
more bushels of wheat to-day, more pounds of cotton, and more 
of everything that the farm produces to pay the present billion 
| dollars of national bonded indebtedness than it req | in 1866, 
| at the close of the war? 
Mr.GRAY. Doesthe Senator ask me that asa serious q tion? 





Mr. ALLEN. i do. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator asks me why 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. It will take more because those commodities bring 
a lower price. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
increased. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes: they have. 

Mr. ALLEN. And the Senator has cited some statist which 
are isolated and disjointed to prove that. 


Will take mo 


The Senator argues that the prices of labor have 


Mr. GRAY. I did nottrouble the Senate and the Senator with 
reciting all the statistics I had. I only took one or two specimen 


bricks out of the tables to show what I meant. I had a number 
of tables to show it. 

Mr. ALLEN. As what the Senator says will have a very great 
effect with the country, I wish to ask him if prices have been im 
creased, if the farmer and the laborer have been so benefited, as 
the Senator says, how does it occur that it will require more prod- 
ucts of the farm to-day to pay one-third of the bonded indebted- 
ness of the United States as it existed in 1866 than it would have 
required to pay the entire indebtedness of almost $3,000,000,000 at 
that time? 
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Mr. GRAY. As the Senator seems to be serious enough in that 
uestion, I will repeat my answer. It will require more because 
the prices of those commodities have gone down. I have just been 
speaking of their decline. Prices, too, were abnormally high in 
1865, owing to an inflated paper currency. As regards cotton, 
there was also the cotton famine of the preceding years to take 
into the account. 

Mr. ALLEN. This is the point to which I wish to attract the 
Senator’s attention. He has been contending that the laboring 
and producing classes have been benefited in consequence of higher 
wages, more remunerative wages, and that the reduction of some 
commodities in life, which he has not enumerated very extensively, 
has been due to the increased facilities for manufacturing, much 
as a railroad company when you sue it for damage done by a fire 
usually undertakes to prove that some mysterious traveler threw 
a lighted cigar and started the fire. The Senatoris not definite in 
that respect. If it does take more bushels of wheat and of corn 
and more of all the products of the farm to pay the present one- 
third of the national bonded indebtedness, does the Senator believe 
that that redounds to the benefit of the producer? 

Mr. GRAY. Itseems to me that all those questions of the Sen- 
ator answer themselves. I have been talking here for an hour, 
dwelling upon the fact that all these staple commodities have de- 
creased in price. If you attempted to pay the bonded debt of the 
country,if you compare the bonded debt of the country with these 
commodities when the price is high, and then again the same 
bonded debt with those commodities when the price is low, it 
wouldtake more to pay than when the price is high. 

Mr. ALLEN rose. 

Mr. GRAY. Wait one moment. Do not interrupt me at this 

oint. 
x Of course it will; but suppose there was no bonded debt, = 
pose there was no national debt to compare these products with, 
does the Senator say that if these commodities had been reduced in 
rice by causes other than the appreciation of gold that it is not a 
fenefit to humanity and notacurse? Willthe Senator answer me 
that question? 

Mr. ALLEN. I was not paying strict attention. 

Mr. GRAY. I amsorry. The Senator lost something by not 
paying strict attention. Now, will he let me repeat it? 

r. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. I say I have been discussing this question, and if 
it be admitted, as I think I have pee admitting for the 
sake of argument, if you please—that these commodities, cotton, 
wheat, corn, and many other staple commodities, have declined in 
price for reasons which I have been dwelling upon, not connected 
with the decline in the price of silver, I ask whether that decline 
was not a blessing to humanity and not a curse? 

Mr. ALLEN. Not by any means, Mr. President, under the cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. GRAY. Well, I have the Senator’s answer. If he will 
pardon me. I should like to go on and finish. 

Mr. ALLEN, Permit me one moment further. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam sorry the Senator preaches the gospel of high 
prices of the necessities of life. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do under those circumstances. Under other 
circumstances I might preach another gospel. 

Mr. HOAR (to Mr. Gray). Can two gospels inconsistent with 
each other both be true? 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not hear the Senator’s remark. 

Mr, HOAR. I did not address the Senator from Nebraska, if 
the Senator will pardon me. I made a suggestion to the Senator 
from Delaware. What I asked the Senator from Delaware was if 
two gospels inconsistent with each other could both be true. I re- 
reat it. 

: Mr. ALLEN. Certainly they may both be true, as I shall demon- 
strate to the Senator at another time. 

What I wanted to put to the Senator from Delaware was this 
question: The Senator now admits, as | understand, that it requires 
as much of the product of the farm to pay the present national 
bonded indebtedness as it required in 1866 to pay almost three 
times that amount. 

Mr. GRAY. That question answers itself. 

Mr. ALLEN. [f that be the case, how can the Senator stand 
here and contend that with falling prices of products the wages 
of those who produced those products have gone up? 

Mr. GRAY. I only point to the fact. That seems to be a fa- 
vorite argument, onl t thank the Senator for having called my 
attention to it. It is paraded by Professor Andrews, president of 
one of the colleges, a most respectable authority, no doubt, and by 
somebody else, as if that were to settle this question. He ex- 
claims, with a great deal of tragic emphasis, that a certain amount 
of cotton and wheat would have discharged the entire bonded in- 
debtedness in 1866, and that twenty or twenty-five years after- 
wards, when more than half of it had been paid, the same amount 
of cotton and wheat was necessary to discharge the balance, That 
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is about it. If commodities are cheaper, and if the labor which 
produces them has gone up all the time, who is hurt except the 
man who owns the land, who would have preferred to have the 
higher price? But are you going to sacrifice the stability of our 
country, to throw into confusion all the great transactions of the 
business of the world, in order to gratify the desire of the gentle- 
men who are fortunate enough now, as in the time of Horace, to 
own the soil and produce the crops which feed the multitude of 
the people? Ido not begrudge them the high prices when they 
come naturally, but I do not want to legislate high prices to them. 
Ido not want to make the flour, the bread, the meat, the wool, 
the clothes more costly to those who consume them in order that 
those who have produced them—and I presume made a profit, or 
they would not have produced them at all—may get a higher 
price. What is the injustice about that? 

The same may be said as to Bessemer steel. It took so many 
tons of iron rails in 1865 to pay the debt of the United States—the 
product of the toil of as honest and hard-working men as ever 
struck an anvil with a hammer or stood in front of a furnace—it 
took so many tons, produced by their sweat and their toil, to pay 
the bonded debt of the United States in 1865, and yet twenty-five 
years afterwards, when half that debt had been paid, it would take 
just as many tons and more to pay the balance. How does that 
sound? Is thee anything wrong about that? Would you put the 
ironrails and steel rails back to $187 a ton, and charge every man, 
woman, and child who rides upon a railroad a certain percentage 
of the cost, in order that the rail maker and the manufacturer 
might be able to pay the bonded debt in iron rails? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator ailow me to make a 
suggestion? 

r.GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The trouble with the Senator’s argu- 
ment is that he loses sight constantly of the fact that it does not 
take one particle less human labor to produce a bale of cotton to- 
day than it did in 1865. Whether it does in Bessemer steel and 
other things is another question. Where improved modes have 
benefited production, it makes a material difference; but where 
there has been no improvement, where it takes the same amount 
of human labor—if he assumes that human labor is the proper 
measure—the Senator can not deny the force of the suggestion of 
the Senator from Nebraska when he speaks of wheat and cotton. 

Mr. GRAY. I of course, Mr. President, would speak with 
great diffidence of the question of cotton raising with the Senator 
from Arkansas; but I venture to make the assertion that the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas has in his enthusiasm lost sight of many labor- 
saving devices which stand between the planting of cotton in 1865 
and its sale at Liverpool or Boston in the bale and the processes 
necessary in 1895. There isa difference in ginning; there is a dif- 
ference in the gathering, all in favor of the planter. They are 
commencing, I am told, but do not know, to pick cotton by ma- 
chinery. But certainly the Senator will not deny that since 1865 
in preparing it for market, with hydraulic pressure a bale is com- 
pressed into one-third the bulk that it occupied twenty-five or 
thirty years ago, and there is a great difference in favor of the pro- 
ducer of cheaper cotton. A vessel can be loaded with three times 
as many bales on account of the reduction of bulk now as could 
have been loaded in 1865. There is also a difference in the respect 
that the waste products of cotton are utilized now, which were 
not then. The net value of the cotton seed produced last year, 
according to the memorandum which I have here, was about 
$27,000,000 to the producer, going a long way toward paying the 
cost of production. That in 1865 was absolutely lost. Should no 
account be made of this and of the improved fertilizers, the in- 
creased production that comes from better cultivation and from 
the use of phosphates, instead of the old costly and exhaustive 
guanos which were used to fertilize cotton? 

Mr. GEAR. Will the Senator permit me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. On the prairies of the Northwest it formerly took 
seven or eight men to follow a binder and bind grain. To-day 
one boy drives the team and the harvester binds the grain. 
Therefore the cost of producing the wheat is reduced. 

Mr.GRAY. There is no doubt about that. But then coming 
to another point of the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas 
as to the laborer who produces; I do not mean the labor of the 
land owner; I am not talking now about the capitalist; I am 
talking about the laborer, the man who goes into the field and 
_— the cotton, who hoes it, holding onto the handle of the 

10¢e, the man who picks it with his own fingers—I ask the Senator 
from Arkansas whether that labor was better paid, or as well 
paid, in 1873 as it is to-day? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was better paid in 1865 than to- 
day, eat: 

r. BERRY... It was much better paid in 1865. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Perhaps twice as much. 
Mr. GRAY. Iam notina position to contradict the Senator 
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from Arkansas, but I have only to say that, then, that labor is an 
exception to all other productive labor in this country, and I 
believe the Senator from Arkansas, when he examines the ques- 
tion more closely than perhaps he has done now, will find that he 
is very far from right in stating that that labor was as well paid 
then as now. I know that the farmers in my State complain— 
and with good reason—that with lower prices for grain they have 
to pay as high prices for labor as ever. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have lived on a cotton farm all my 
life, and if there is anything on the face of the earth I know, it is 
the condition of cotton farming. I am not mistaken. ; 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. I still think, if the Senator will ana- 
lyze the elements which go into and the return that comes from 
the cotton field hand and to the boy who plows and picks the cot- 
ton, he will find some reason to modify his statement. But be 
that as it may, whether it is better or is the same, all I have to say 
is that, measured by gold, gold has not appreciated. The Senator 
from Arkansas, who is kind enough to furnish me with his author- 
ity with regard to prices in the particular of which he spoke, calls 
to my attention another matter in which he is concerned, and 
about which I wish to make a single remark. 

There has been a good deal said in the course of silver discussion 
of late years about the advantage which would accrue to this 
country if we adopted the silver standard. The Senator from 
Arkansas does not deprecate the conditions which are to follow 
from going upon a silver basis; in fact, he rather chants a note of 
joy at the prospect. He says that conditions will be happier, bet 
ter, currency more stable, and business enterprises more encour- 
aged. If I thought so I should be with him, of course; but think- 
ing that he is entirely mistaken, and that the adoption of that 
measure would be fraught with ruin and trouble and disaster to 
my country, I want to show some of the reasons why it is inex- 
pedient that we should take this leap in the dark at the present 
time, in order that we may have silver prices in this country, and 
thereby get the advantage which the Senator and many others say 
will come to us from trading with silver-standard countries. He 
says there is a distinct advantage in that; that the minister from 
Mexico, Mr. Romero, a most distinguished and eminent and es- 
timable gentleman, in a recent article in the North American Re- 


view, in speaking of the advantages of silver in stimulating the | 


exports from that country, has said certain things which he has 
coramented upon. 

If I understand anything about the process by which this benefi- 
cence is to be wrought to the country, itis this: Taking the example 
of Mexico, for instance, the products that are raised in that country, 
coffee, for example, as a staple product, will be sold for gold when 
it is exported, and with that gold you can come home and buy twice 
its nominal amount in silver money; that if you sell—using our 
own currency—a thousand dollars’ worth of coffee for a thousand 
dollars’ worth of 
$2,000 in silver. I believe some such process as that is pointed out 
by which we are to arrive at this very felicitous condition. 

Mr, President, think of it! Dislocate the money metals of your 
country, put yourself out of exchange with allthe great gold- 
standard countries of the world in order that there may be a profit 
made on the exchange we get for the articles we export. Who 
makesthat money? It isthe capitalist, the gambler, and the spec- 
ulator who makes it. How can anything be made if the cost of 
production, the wages of labor, are the same or have appreciated 
in proportion to the price of commodities in silver? 
much in silver to raise the coffee in proportion as it did in gold. 
then where is the profit? If you pay your labor in the field or in 
the coffee plantation higher wages because you pay him in silver, 


if you pay for transportation larger rates because you pay in sil- | 
ver, if you pay the commission merchant higher commissions be- | 
cause you pay in silver, if all these things have gone up together, | 


then where is the profit? No, Mr. President; the profit is to the 
capitalist; the profit is to the man who owns the land and sells 
for gold the thing that he has raised and produced by paying gold 
wages or nearly gold wages in-silyer—I mean nominally in silver. 
That is confessed in the very article quoted by the Senator from 
Arkansas from Mr. Romero. Says Mr. Romero in the article 
read by the Senator from Arkansas: 

We have more stability of prices, wages, rents, etc. 

Those things concern the capitalist— 

Although our wages are low—— 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Read the remainder. 
Mr. GRAY. The article continues: 


Although our wages are low, there has been in recent years a marked tend- 
ency to their increase. 

Is there anything about increasing wages up to a gold standard? 
Not a word. If he receives 50 cents a day in silver, he receives it 
whether he sells for gold or no, and there is where the profit 
comes in, and the only way in which it will work an advantage 
by being on the silver basis and making it out of the exchange. 
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He says on page 707 of the magazine containing that articie 
While the fall of silver and free coinage in Mexico have not given to the 


Mexican silver coins, when converted into foreign exchange or sold for gold, 
any value other than that of the silver bullion contained in the same, never 
theless the purchasing- pewer of the silver dollar is now, on the whole, as 


great in Mexico as it ever was 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
which he alludes. 
Mr. GRAY. I know it is the Mexican silver dollar. 
ator from Arkansas said further in his speech: 


That is the Mexican silver dollar to 


The Sen- 


England's great wealth is the resalt of her commerce, and perhaps her 
most profitable customers are the silver-using countries How her trade 
| with these nations is handicapped we see forcibly set out by Mr. Romero in 





what has just been quoted. These drawbacks greatly embarrass British 
merchants in their dealings, and they would gladly rid themselves of the 
but other interests in Great Britain, the bankers, for instance, in Lond 


1 


are unwilling to heed the complaints of the merchants about the difficulties 
they are compelled to endure. 

Yet the Senator from Colorado the other day in his speech read 
avery interesting article from the Statist to show that the last 
year of commerce in Great Britain with all the countries of the 
world had been the most productive and the most profitable in the 
history of that great country. . 

Mr. TELLER. Simply because of low prices. 





old you take that gold back to Mexico and get | 


If it costs as | 


Mr. GRAY. Simply because of low prices. Iam only show- 
|ing the difference between the statement of the Senator from 
Arkansas and that made on the authority of the Statist by the 
Senator from Colorado. 
Mr. President, I thank the Senator for calling my attention to 
this number of the North American Review and to that interest 
ing article by Mr. Mulhall, a very distinguished and well-known 
statistician. He quotes from him to show that the United States 
of America in the year 1895 is, in all the elements that go to make 
|up the wealth of a nation, the greatest, the strongest that the 
world has ever seen; and that the productive power and the in- 
telligence and economic forces that in this country are at work 

for the blessing of mankind have had no parallel in the past his- 
| tory of the world. That is all true; and yet with that statement, 
indorsed by the distinguished authority of the Senator from Ar 
| kansas, we have these lamentations over the condition of the 
country which only this extreme and desperate remedy of the free 
coinage of silver can be relied upon to cure. Mr. Mulhall does 
say a great deal more. He says: 


It is not merely that European nations are deprived of the labor, skill, and 
exertions of 4,000,000 men in the prime of life; they have also to set apart 
1,000,000 workers of the agricultural and industrial classes to feed and clothe 
the standing armies and defray the cost of artillery, war vessels, et« Thus 
the average of productive energy in France, Germany, England, etc., is much 
less than a ypears in the above statement. Again, if we consider the labor 
saving appliances in the United States, we see the perfection of agricultural 
and other machinery. Take, for example, the reaping machine commonly 
used in the Western States, which will cut and bind grain at the rate of 5 
minutes per acre. On this point it may be well to compare the production of 
| grain and meat in Various countries with the number of hands employed in 
agricu2ure in 1890: 


Handsem 


Countries. Grain. | Meat 

ployed Grain Meat 

Tons | Tons Bushel Pound 
United States .........- 8,760,000 | 76,600,000 | 4.830.000 a) 12) 
United Kingdom -... 2,469,000 + 7,380,000 | 1,140,000 119 1090 
tie 6,910,000 16,900,000 > 1,200,000 08 ) 
a 8,120,000) 15,100,000 5 1,370. 000 75 . 
CS SSE ay: 10, 680,000 | 17,100,000 1,080,000 (4 ~uy 
ea a se | 5, 400,000 | 5,300,000 360, 000 0 M) 


An ordinary farm hand in the United States raises as much grain : 

in England, four in France, five in Germany, or six in Austria, which shows 
what an enormous waste of labor occurs in Europe, because farmers are not 
| possessed of the same mechanical appliances as in the United States. In 
| order to make the comparison of labor more exact, I may be permitted to re 
| duce all farm products to common denominator of grain by supposing 10 
| pounds of meat or 2 gallons of wine to be equal to a bushel, and then the a 

count will stand thus: 





Bushels of grain per hand. 


ee nn te ai ono tn ingin cumintadi bigs ll 
United Kingdom .................. 28 taly ; nchdadeinain . 115 
France 188 Austria 97 


While the above is the general result for the United States, as compared 
with other countries. 

That is, in the United States there are prodnced 475 bushe s of 
grain per head of those employed in the production; in the United 
Kingdom, 228 bushels; in France, 188 bushels: in Germany, 118 
bushels; in Italy, 115 bushels; andin Austria, 97 bushels. Hesays: 

Mr. Atkinson, in his book on the Distribution of Products, shows that in 
some of the Western States the labor of one man during three hunared days 
in the year is equivalent tothe oo of 4.500 bushels of wheat, while the 
cutting, thrashing, milling, and conveyance to market represent the 
labor of three other men. Thus four men can produces and deli 
bakers as much flour as will feed a thousand persons, at 12 ounces of bread 
daily, for a whole year. In other words, one man can feed 250, whereas in 
Europe one man feeds only 30 persons. 

Mr. Mulhall says something else that is interesting. There isa 
good deal said about the distress of this country, that the poor are 
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growing poorer, while the rich are growing richer, and that cer- 
tain sections of this country are suffering the blight of despair 
and want which nothing but this extreme remedy will cure. This 
statistician, indorsed by the Senator from Tecan has given 
us some interesting figures obtained from the census of the United 
States. He gives the wealth of the United States, which he says 
is the greatest of any country in the world, dividing it into groups. 
The wealth of the New England States in 1850 was $1,129,000,000; 
in 1870 it was $3,237,000,000; in 1890 it was $5,233,000,000, a large 
increase, but a little less than 100 per cent for New England in 
1890 over 1870. 

For the second group of States I omit 1870, right after the war 
and before there had been any recovery from its devastations. 
Taking 1880, $6,448,000,000is the wealth put down for that group of 
States, whereas in 1890 it was $9,928,000,000, or as the French say, 
nine milliards nine hundred and twenty-eight millions, an in- 
crease of 330 per cent over 1880. 

I know that there is much yet to be done. I know that there 
are want and suffering everywhere. I know that the ravages of 
war have not yet all been completely mended and restored. There 
is much yet for a brave and intelligent people to do, and the neces- 
sity for doing it will continue; but, Mr. President, it is gratifying 
to know by these sources of information that after all there is 
this remarkable and pleasing increase in the wealth of that fair 
section of our country; that her sons and daughters have turned 
to building up the waste places of the war and that they are suc- 
ceeding. And it is no friend, as I conceive it, who tells them 
that in place of availing themselves of all that invention, all that 
improvement and science and enterprise have done to ameliorate 
the condition of human labor, they are to destroy and dislocate 
the money of the country, throw away the stability which obtains 
with the standard which we now have in gold, drive out of circu- 
lation one-half of our metal money, and relegate us to the silver 
basis in order that the prices, the nominal prices only, of cotton 
or wheat may be enhanced. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have been detained from the Senate by indis- 
— and I do not exactly understand the Senator’s position. 

should like to know it. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam too tired to explain it over. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know if the Senator is entirely 
content with the present arrangement in the United States as be- 
tween the two metals—gold and silver—as currency for the people. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam not entirely content by any means with the 
present financial condition of the United States so far as the Gov- 
ernment has relations to it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iconfine my question simply to gold and silver. 

Mr. GRAY. Ithink the relation now existing between gold 
and silver in the United States, I will say in answer to the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi, is the best possible that can be obtained. I 
do not believe that there would be any difficulty in maintaining 
the equal purchasing power and equal circulation and parity of 
the gold and silver now coined in the United States if the disturb- 
ing forces which exist, and to which I alluded in the earlier part 
of my remarks, were removed. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I understand the Senator not to be in 
favor of an increased use of silver by an international agreement? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator will excuse me and relieve me from 
going into international bimetallism. That is aside from the pur- 
pose of my remarks, and I have already fatigned the Senate as 
well as myself by the length at which I have spoken. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is the Senator unwilling to answer that 
question? 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no; but I hope the Senator will relieve me 
from further interruption. I have told him what I think about it. 

Mr. GEORGE. J should be very glad to know, if the Senator 
is willing to tell me. 

Mr. GRAY. As I have stated, I think if we could relieve the 
Treasury from this unnatural, abnormal banking function; if we 
could retire the greenbacks and restore the Treasury to its natural 
and old-time function of honestly collecting and honestly disburs- 
ing the public revenue, and leave to the commercial activities of 
the country the creation of credit money and of those credit de- 
vices which modern business and modern methods have made 
aooeeney for accomplishing the exchanges of commerce and mod- 
ern life—— 

Mr. GEORGE rose. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator must pardon me. That is what I 
think should be done; and I think that then the greatest possible 
amount of silver that could ever be made to circulate in parity 
with gold would be made to circulate in the United States of 
America just as it circulates in France to-day, and it will continue 
to circulate here if only the disturbing causes that I have men- 
tioned were removed. But, Mr. President, that reminds me to 
say that the only way in which we can have bimetallism, the only 
way in which these two metals coined can circulate at a parity, 


it seems to me, is by a gold standard with such limited and regu- 
lated use of silver as we have now in existence in this country of 
ours. But, if we are relegated to a silver standard we can not 
maintain a gold circulation in connection with silver, but we shall 
have an absolutely monometallic standard, and that of silver in- 
stead of gold. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to say that he has 
not answered my question? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not expect to answer it any further, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator has been enjoying a nap while Ihave 
been talking, and he has come in at the end of my speech and 
orpeete me to repeat the argument for his benefit or amusement, 
I do not know which, and certainly I am not equal to that task. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not want any argument. It can be set- 
tled by saying yes or no, without making any argument. 

Mr. GRAY. But I want to get through. Mr. President, I 
have wearied the Senate overlong I know, and I have been more 
desultory than I intended to be or would wish to be, but I can 
not close without referring to the very interesting and able dis- 
cussion that this question received yesterday from the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. He admits frankly, for I think he 
has come down as close to the real question as anyone who has 
discussed it, as follows: 

The question of the restoration of the coinage of silver upon terms of exact 
equality with gold, when reduced to its last analysis, is whether the basis of 
the money of final payment shall be narrowed to the possible supply of gold 
coin, or whether it shall be broadened so as to include the evadinbhe supply of 
both gold and silver for coinage as primary standard money. 

The resultant of this last analysis must embrace both the gold and the sil- 
ver coin, eack with equal current interchangeable value withthe other. For 


otherwise there would necessarily be practically either gold monometallism 
or silver monometallism. 


I agree with the Senator from Georgia that unless there is abso- 
lute interchangeable value between the two metals resulting from 
the passage of a 16 to 1 coinage measure, then necessarily there 
will be either gold monometallism or silver monometallism, and 
that is what no one desires, so far as I can learn from what has 
been said on this floor in this connection. It seems to me unless 
you can show that the free coinage of silver will produce, by the 
increased demand or whatever other reason may be alleged, an ex- 
act equivalent between 16 ounces of silver and 1 ounce of gold, 
then you have failed to show that the change that is proposed is 
either safe or desirable. The Senator from Georgia admits it. I 
think the Senator from Arkansas admits it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask the Senator whether he would 
be satisfied with that sort of interchangeableness of value which 
occurred and existed for eighty-one years in the United States, 
from the foundation of the Government to 1873? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know that I should be perfectly satisfied 
with it. From 1853 until gold and silver both went out we were 

ractically on a gold monometallic basis. Silver was more valua- 
ble than gold, and disappeared from circulation. We were then 
just where the Senator from Georgia said we would be, that we 
would be sure to be on one or the other. We were on a gold 
monometallic basis and we got along very well. Nobody suffered 
bi much. 
r. MORGAN. Does the Senator assert that we were on a 
gold monometallic basis from 1792 down to 1873? 

Mr. GRAY. No; a part of the time we were on a silver mono- 
metallic basis, thereby confirming the proposition of the Senator 
from Georgia as a sound proposition of monetary economics, that 
unless you have a parity between the 16 ounces of silver and the 1 
ounce of gold you are to have either a monometallism of gold or 
of silver, as the case may be. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
make a ueiin just there? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Bimetallism does not consist in having both 
forms of money always circulating at thesame time. It consists 
ingivingan any toeveryone to circulate themif he chooses. 

Mr. GRA That is anew phase. I do not mean that I never 
heard it before. 

Mr. TELLER. Itisnotanewphase. It is a phase that every- 
one who studies this question will admit. If the Senator will 
allow me a moment further, I will say the assertion that because 
one of the metals for a time disappears you have not bimetallism 
is not recognized, I think, in the best circles of economic thought. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not mean to say that it was necessarily new 
tome. Ihave seen such a statement, and I can understand the 
Senator from Colorado when he repeats it here; but so far as the 
arguments that are treated here and we are considering to-day it 
isa new phase of the question. The Senator from Georgia, and 
I think the Senator from Arkansas—certainly the Senator from 
Georgia—stated what I believe to be accurately true, and he ad- 











1896. 
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dressed himself to the very point of the controversy. Asa good 
lawyer he sought a distinct issue and addressed himself to it, and 


that was as I have read. Further on he says: 

This is the basic, fundamental proposition in favor of bimetallism. Is this 
proposition true? If it is—— 

Mr. BACON. 
another proposition altogether. 

% al 
ened cniela itself. I will read back, although I wanted 
to abbreviate the time I was taking. 

The strength of the argument in favor of bimetallism is based on the fact 


that the use of both metals is necessary to supply the amount of money of 


final payment required to do the business of the world— 


That is right— 
son that all the gold in the world available for coinage is, taken by 
$00 tt tneatacions for this purpose; and that all the silver in the world avail 
able for coinage, taken by itself, is likewise insufficient for this a ge > 

This is the basic, fui.damental proposition in favor of bimetallism. Is this 
proposition true? If it is, then the restoration of bimetallism with the use 
of both gold and silver as the money of final payment can not be overesti 
mated, and there can be no higher obligation on the statesmanship of the 
country than to find a speedy way for its accomplishment. 1 
but if on the contrary it is a fact that there is enough of gold available for 
coinage to answer all the needs of the world as the money of final payment, 
then for myself I am ready to admit that the question of bimetallism, and 
the question which it involves of the restoration of silver as primary moncy, 
except so far as they concern debts previously contracted, are comparatively 
unimportant questions. 

The Senator from Georgia did not think that I intended to mis- 
represent him? 5 

Mr. BACON. Oh, certainly not. x 

Mr. GRAY. I saw that the latter part of the proposition Icom- 
menced to read explained what I was discussing. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that, of course, Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. _ I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. BACON. I simply wish to have the statement go on 
record that it was an inadvertency. ' 

Mr. GRAY. I thank the Senator for calling my attention to 
it. I would not misrepresent him or any other man for the world, 
but you will see the latter part of the proposition I commenced to 
read will explain what I was reading. That with the increase in 
the production of gold, with the enormous improvement in the 
appliances for mining, with the increased annual output that the 


last three years has seen of the world’s production, there is not | om 


enough gold, the Senator says is the basic proposition, and he 
stands upon it. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will recognize that an increased 
production in an agricultural article, for instance, wheat, which 
doubles the farm production necessarily doubles the world’s 


—, 
r. GRAY. I understand what the Senator means. 

Mr. BACON. But the production of a precious metal is some- 
thing which relates to the accumulation of a thousand years. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand. 

Mr. BACON. I know you understand it, but I want to state it. 

Mr. GRAY. But the Senator is stating it in my time. Iam 
perfectly willing to answer a question. 

Mr. BACON. Isimply want to call your attention to the differ- 
ence. The Senator is talking about a largely increased produc- 
tion. If the increased production were double what it is now, it 


If it is not true, | 
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The Senator is reading that in connection with | 


If the Senator from Georgia will pardon me, I | : : it, t 
day to enter into a discussion of this question. 
| terrupt the Senator from Delaware | Mr. Gray] 


| frankly admitted the appreciation of gold to the full extent ot 
| claim made by the silver men. 





sity for it, which I contend has not been shown by any 
of this amendment from the committee. : 

Mr. President, I must apologize to the Senate for having taken 
so much of its time, and if Senators will give me their consent 
to include in my printed remarks some of the tables which I did 
not read in full, I will thank them for the attention they have 
given me and not detain them longer. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do notintend at this hour of the 
L did not like toin- 
because i saw he 
did not care to be interrupted, but his concluding ment has 
waived the necessity of anyinquiry. He denies emphatical 
goldhasappreciated. Iwanttosaythat the most distinguished rep- 
resentative of the gold monometallic system in the world, the great 
statistician of Great Britain, Dr. Giffen, has on sundry oc 


ady 


State 


ty that 


wlons 
any 
I wish to say to the Senator, also, 
that the Statist, a leading financial paper of the world, published 
at London, has admitted that in its columns for the last two years 
withoutcontroversy. I will sayto the Senator, further, thatthere 
are not more than two men in Europe who have an international 
reputation as political economists who are to-day denying the ap 


preciation of gold to the extent of nearly 40 per cent. One of 
those statisticlans is an Englishman and the other isa French 


man. They are both quoted in the public press of the country at 


| different times in defense gf the gold monometallic system, and 


they deny it. Practically all the rest of the men who contend for 
the gold standard in Europe admit it. I will take occasion to talk 
about this matter at some other time, but not to-night 

I wish to say that when the Senator from Delaware compares 
the present purchasing power of gold with labor, and then takes 


| the day laborer, he ought to bear in mind that the labor organiza 
| tions of this country have maintained, in spite of all other influ 


would not amount to one-fortieth of the supply now on hand, and | 


it would take a large number of years to bring the supply of the 


stan ‘ vyhat was the r sup- : ; 
dard money of final payment up to what was the former sup | the vice was in that product, but he said when all things fall the 


ply, represented by the aggregate of both gold and silver. 
Mr.GRAY. Now, that is all true, but it does not at all affect 


ences, aided and assisted by a system of tariff, the wages for the 
men who work for day’s wages, and undoubtedly the statement 
is true that they are in better condition now than they have ever 
been. 

Mr. HILL. Under the Wilson tariff? 

Mr. TELLER. That is, they have been until recently. The 
Senator from Delaware seems to address himself in his inquiry, 
and his interest is only manifestly to, the men who hire out by the 
Does not the Senator know that there are multitudes of 
people in the United States who do not work for day’s wages? 
Does he not know that the great productive agencies of this coun 
try are carried on by the men who take part and share in the 
profit. Does he not know more, that the labor organizations of 
this country have been at war with the capital of this country to 
maintain their wages, and does he not remember that two years 
ago he saw, as I saw, the United States Army called out to prevent 
the labor organizations of this country from waging war to main- 
tain wages? Does he think that this is a condition that the 
country can continue in? 

[ will not interfere with Senators who have given notice, but some 
other day, if not upon this bill upon ome other, I shall undertake 
to show from the best authorities in the world that the consenus 
of opinion, no matter what a man believes about gold or silver, is 
that there has been an appreciation of gold from 30 to 40 per cent, 
and it is a late hour to come in here and contend that that is not 
to-day an admitted fact, because the Senator can find one or two 
articles in the great catalogue of production that may not have 
fallen as silver has fallen with the general range of products. 
Locke said when one product had fallen it might be presumed that 


| vice must be in the money. 


what I was saying. Though that is true, it is also true that the | 


world’s product of gold is increasing, and from all the accounts 
we have it is likely to increase in the future. So it is estimated 
by the Secretary of the Treasury that in place of the enormous 
output of $180,000,000 during the last year the next returns will 
show over $200,000,000. Whether that increase be a large or 
small increment, as compared with the stock of gold, nevertheless 


the fact remains that it is an increasing amount and not a decreas- | 


ing amount, and that with all the world’s appliances for a di- 
minished use of hard money in the exchanges of life, that accu- 
mulated supply, such as it is, is proving itself sufficient, for I have 
shown, I think, by what I have stated in regard to the value of 
labor measured in grains of gold, that gold has not appreciated in 
the years composing the period with which we are concerned. 

If it has not ee then it seems to me the inference is 
necessary and absolute that there is a sufficient supply to perform 
the money functions of the world; and if that be so, why should 
we give up the stability and certainty that such a standard makes 
for the business of the world and relegate ourselves to a cheaper 
money and one in which we will constantly be going through the 
calculation of the money changers in order to put ourselves in 
touch with the great gold standard and consuming countries of the 
globe? We ought not to undertake such difficulties. We ought 
not to bring upon ourselves such burdens unless there is a neces- 


Mr. CALL. I desire to give notice that at the conclusion of 
the speech of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] 
to-morrow morning, I shall submit a few observations upon the 
pending bill. 


DEATH OF HON. FREDERICK REMANN. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the in- 
telligence of the death of Hon. Frederick Remann, late a member- 


elect of the House from the State of Illinois, and transmitted the 
resolutions of the House thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
The Chair lays before the Senate resolutions from the House of 
Representatives, which will be read. 

The resolutions of the House of Representatives were read by 
the Secretary, as follows: 

IN THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, Jenuary I 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. Frederick Remann, late a member-elect of the House from the State of 
Illinois. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to his memory the 
adjourn. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the resolutions announce the 
death of a highly valued friend both of my colleague and myself. 
At some time after the return of my colleague I trust the Senate 
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will indulge us with an hourin which to express our feelings at the 

great loss our State and the country have sustained. For thepres- 

ent I offer for adoption the resolutions which I send to.the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret the announcement of 
the death of Hon. Frederick Remann, late a member-elect of the House of 
Representatives from the State of Illinois. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 

Resolved, That_as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased the 
Senate do now adjourn. 


The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock 
and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, January 29, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 28, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry M. CoupEn. 

aon of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say as to the message of 
the President referred yesterday to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, that he finds on examination it should have been referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and if there is no objection, 
the reference will be corrected accordingly. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

BRAINERD AND NORTHERN MINNESOTA RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3009) granting to the 
Brainerd and Northern Minnesota Railway Company a right of 
way through the Leech Lake Indian Reservation and Chippewa 
Indian Reservation, in Minnesota. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted to the Brainerd and North- 
ern Minnesota Railway Company, a corporation organized and existing under 
the laws of the State of Minnesota, and to its assigns, the right of way for the 
extension of its railroad, with necessary side tracks and switch tracks, and 
for a telegraph and telephone line, through the Leech Lake Indian Reserva- 
tion, commencing at a point in the south line of said Indian reservation and 
extending northwesterly through section 11, of township 141, range 31, toa 
point in the west line of said reservation in section 2; also through the Chip- 

»ewa Indian Reservation, in said State, commencing at a point in the south 

ine of said Indian reservation and extending northwesterly through sections 
1, 12, 13, 24, 25, and 36, in es —y range 382, sections 18, 19, 20, 29, 30, 31, and 
82, in township 143, range 31; section 1, in township 142, range 32, and sections 
4, 56, 6, 8, and 9, in township 142, range 31, to a point in the west line of said res- 
ervation, with the right to load logs on said railroad at the points in said 
reservation where the same may run adjacent or cones to the waters of 
Leech Lake. Such right of way shall be 50 feet in width on each side of the 
central line of said railroad, and said company shall also have the right to 
take from the lands adjacent to the line of said road material, stone, and 
earth pecesuary for the construction of said railroad; also unds adjacent 
to such right of way for station buildings, depots, machine shops, side tracks. 
turn-outs, and water stations, not to exceed in amount 200 feet in width an 
3,000 feet in length for each station, and to an extent not exceeding one sta- 
tion within the limits of said reservation: Provided, That no part of such 
lands herein granted shall be used except in such manner and for such pur- 
poses only as are necessary for the construction and convenient operation of 
said railroad line, and when any portion thereof shall cease to be used such 
portion shall revert to the nation or tribe of Indians from which the same 
shall be taken. 

Sec. 2. That before said railroad shall be constructed through any land, 
claim, or improvement held by individual occupants according to any trea- 
ties or laws of the United States, compensation shall be made such occupant 
or claimant for all property to be en or damage done by reason of the 
construction of such railroad. In case of failure to make satisfactory settle- 
ment with any such claimant, the United States district court at St. Paul or 
Duluth, Minn., shall have jurisdiction, upon petition of either pest , to de- 
termine such just compensation in accordance with the laws of Minnesota 
provided for determining the damage when property is taken for railroad 

yurposes; and the amount of damages result gt the tribe or tribes of In- 
Sean pertaining to said reservation in their tri capacity, by reason of the 
construction of said railroad through such lands of the reservation as are 
not occupied in severalty shall be ascertained and determined in such man- 
ner as the Secretary of the Interior may direct, and be subject to his final 
approval: Provided, however, That said railroad company may file with the 
Secretary of the Interior a bond, in such amount and with such sureties as 
the Secretary shall approve, conditioned for the payment of just compensa- 
tion for said right of way to said individual occupants and to said tribe or 
tribes, as hereinbefore provided, and said company may thereupon proceed 
to construct and operate its railroad across said reservation. 

Src. 3. That said company shall cause maps, showing the route of its line 
through seid reservation, and including the grounds for station buildings, de- 
goes, machine shops, side tracks, turn-outs, and water stations, to be filed in 
= e the Secretary of the Interior before constructing any portion of 

railroad. 

Sec. 4. That said company is hereby authorized to enter upon said reserva- 
tion for the purpose of surveying and locating its line of road: Provided, 
That said railroad shall be located and constructed with due regard to the 
rights of the Indians and under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of 
he Interior shall prescribe. 

Sec. 5, That the right herein granted shall be forfeited by said company 
unless the road shall be constructed through the said reservation within three 
years after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. Eppy) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3009) 
entitled “A bill nting to the Brainerd and Northern Minnesota Railwa 
Company a ht of way through the Leech Lake Indian Reservation an 
Chippewa In Roservation, in Minnesota,” hereby report the same back 


to the House of Representatives, with the recommendation that section 1 0 
said bill be amended as follows, to wit: , 

First. By striking out all of line 15, after the word “ Reservation,” and all 
of lines 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21,22, and the word “thirty-one,” in line 33, and insert- 
aes lieu thereof the words “in township 142 north, of range 31 west, and 
ex os ® a northwesterly direction from the terminus of the line as now 
construc along the most feasible and practicable route through said town- 
ship, and throug townships 143 north, of ranges 31 and 32 west.”’ 

Second. After the word “ buildings,” in line 32 of said section 1, by strikin 
out all the remainder of the line, and the words “ water stations,” in line x 

Third. After the word “said,” in line 36 of said section 1, and before the 
word “ Reservation,” inserting the word “Chippewa.” 

And that as thus amended the bill do pass. 

The amendments offered to this bill are in conformity with the request of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, whose letter is hereto attached and made 
a part of this report. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, January 18, 1896. 

SIR: Iam in receipt of a communication from W. M. Griffith, esq., clerk of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, House of Representatives, dated the 8th 
instant, with which he submits for the views of this office several bills, among 
them H. R. 2009, ‘A bill pane to the Brainerd and Northern Minnesota 
Railway Company a right of way through the Leech Lake Indian Reserva- 
tion an Se Indian Reservation, in Minnesota.”” Mr. Griffith states 
that by resolution of the Committee on Indian Affairs the bills were referred 
to this office for report. 

The bill grants the company a right of way through section 11, in townshi 
141 north, of range 31 west, within the Leech Lake Reservation, and theongh 
certain sections in townships 142 and 143 north, of ranges 31 and 32 west 
within the Chippewa Reservation, with the right to load logs on said railroad 
at the points in said reservations where the same may run adjacent to the 
waters of Leech Lake, such right of way to be 50 feet in width on each side 
of the central line of the road; also ground adjacent to the right of way for 
station purposes, to the extent of one station within the limits of the Chip- 
pewa Reservation. 

In reporting upon the bill I desire, in the first place, to invite your atten- 
tion to the fact that by act of Congress approved July 6, 1894 (28 Stat. L., 99), 
the Brainerd and Northern Minnesota Railway Company was granted right 
of way through sections 13, 12, 1, and 2, in township 141 north, of range 31 
west, within the Leech Lake Reservation. When the company came to make 
its survey for the line of definite location, on account of the topography of the 
country it found it necessary to pee through section 11 of said township and 
range also. This the said act did not give ita right to do; so it now seeks a 
right of way through said section, in the nature of an amendment to said act, 
giving ita right to go through sections 13, 12,1, and 2. I am informally ad- 
vised by Mr. FLETCHER, member of Congress from Minnesota, who intro- 
duced the bill, that the road is already constructed and in operation through 
the Leech Lake Reservation. 

After constructing through the Leech Lake Reservation the company now 
finds it desirable to construct through a portion of the Chippewa Reserva- 
tion; so instead of merely asking for an amendment to the old avt permitting 
it to through said section 11, in the Leech Lake Reservation, it seeks also 
a right of way from the present terminus of its line in a northwesterly direc- 
tion through a portion of the Chippewa Reservation. To secure this object 
the company deemed it necessary to introduce a new bill. 

The bill in question, after a description of the lands through which the 
company desires to pass, is substantially identical with the former act of 
Congress granting the company aright of way through the Leech Lake Indian 
Reservation. 

In office letter of December 21, 1894, in reporting upon House bill 44, Fifty- 
fourth Congress, first session, a bill granting the Duluth and North Dakota 
Railroad Company a bi of way through certain Indian reservations in 
Minnesota, and in office letter of the 15th instant, in reporting upon Senate 
bill 1035, a bill granting the Sioux City and Omaha Railway Company a right 
of wa throug the Omaha and nee See ennens, this office invited 
attention to certain veto messages of the President last year returning cer- 
tain bills without his mapeores ae railroad companies rights of way 
rouge Indian reservations. ese veto messages took exception to the 
liberality that has recently been manifested in granting comgamses rights of 
way through Indian lands. The President, judging from these messages, 
seems to think that companies should not receive such liberal grants as to 
side tracks, switches, turn-outs, and water stations, and as to station privi- 
leges generally; that the consent of the Indians should be obtained, and that 
Indians should not be compelled to seek redress in controversies with the 
company in courts that are located long distances from their reservations. 

As regards the billin question, I think by slight amendments the objections 
which the President has raised to such bills can be obviated. As regards ob- 
taining the consent of the Indians, I do not think it important in this instance 
as the Sep pe Indians of Minnesota, under the provisions of the act of 
Congress of January 14, 1889 (25 Stat. L., 642), have ceded all their right, title, 
and interest in and to said reservation lands not allotted to them in severalty 
under the provisions of said act. So far as this office is aware, the line of 
road as proposed would not interfere with any of the allotted lands; but for 
fear it should, [ deem it important that it should provide for this contin- 
gency. This it already does. 

In an informal conference with Mr. FLETCHER, he suggested that an amend- 
ment be made in the description of the line of route of the road through the 
ro wa Reservation. I aoserdingty resposeany recommend that section 
lo e bill be amended as follows: Strike out all of line 15, after the word 
“ Reservation,” all of lines 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, and the word “thirty-one ” in 
line 28, and insert in lieu thereof the words: “In township 142 north, of eaege 
81 west, and extending in a northwesterly direction from the terminus of the 
line as now constructed aoe eo most feasible and practicable route, through 
said township and through townships 143 north, of ranges 31 and 32 west.” 

After the word “ buil gs,” in line 82 of said section 1, strike out all the 
remainder of the line, and the words “ water stations” in line 38. 

After the word “said,” in line 36 of said section 1,and before the word 
“ Reservation,” insert the word “ Chippewa.” 

Were it not that the company already has aright of way through a portion 
of the Leech Lake rvation, as has been explained, I would suggest an 
amendment to section 2 of the bill regneting Ge method of determining the 
amount of compensation that shall be paid the Indians. . 

If the amendments herein suggested shall be made, this office will interpose 


no objections to the pammee of the bill. 
The copy of the bill submitted by Mr. Griffith and a copy of this report are 
inclosed herewith. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

The amendments recommended in the report were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 
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On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, a motion to reconsider the vote | 


by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
BADGE OF SONS OF VETHRANS. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 102) authorizing the wearing of the distinctive badge 
adopted by the Sons of Veterans, United States of America, upon all occa- 


sions s~eremony. . oe 7 
i the teante and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress assembled, That the distinctive badge adopted by the 
Sons of Veterans, United States of America, may be worn, in their own right, 
upon all public occasions of ceremony, by officers and enlisted men of the 
Army and Navy of the United States who are members of said organization 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. : ‘ 

On motion of Mr. POWERS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


ADDITIONAL EMPLOYEE IN DOCUMENT ROOM, 


Mr. ODELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up now the report | 


of the Committee on Accounts which was under consideration 


last evening. 
The report was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying res 


olution of January 14, directing the Doorkeeper of the House to employ | 


Willis Bolls as an additional employee in the document room during the 
Fifty-fourth Congress, to be paid at the rate of $100 per month out of the con 
tingent fund of the House, to prepare the bills of the Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, 
Forty-seventb, Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, Fifty-first, Fifty-secona, 
and Fifty-third Congresses for binding, as provided for in the act of January 
12, 1895, beg to report that they have made investigation of the subject, and 
respectfully submit and recommend the adoption of the following as a sub 
stitute for the same: ; 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to employ some suitable person as an additional employee 
in the document room to prepare for binding the bills of the Forty-fifth, 
Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, Fifty first, 
Fifty-second, and Fifty-third Congresses, as provided for in the act of Janu 
ary 12, 1895, who shall be paid at the rate of $1,000 per annum during the Fifty 
fourth Congress, or that portion thereof as may be necessary to carry out the 
provisions of said act, out of the contingent fund of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute 
recommended by the committee. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman in | 
charge of this resolution what increase over the force carried dur- | 


ing the last fiscal year has been already made at this session? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. None whatever. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam not sure that my question has been un- 
derstood. 

What Idesire to know is what, if this resolution shall be adopted, 
will be the total increase of force made at this session over that 
which was carried under the law of last year. 

Mr. ODELL. One man. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is the gentleman quite sure that he is correct 
about that? 

Mr. ODELL. One man in the House document room is all 
the increase that this resolution provides for. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman is correct as to the House 
document room, but that was not the subject of my inquiry. 
What I desire to know is, what is the total increase of force made 
in this House over the force carried during the third session of 
the last Congress? 

Mr. ODELL. That is a question that I can not answer offhand. 


Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman’s statement is correct so far | 


as the House document room is concerned, but I desire now to 
call attention to the increases already made in this Congress over 
the force carried in the last Congress. These increases have been 
made by special resolutions. Up to this time there has been an 


increase of three clerks in the document room, two clerks to | 


Committees on Elections, three assistant clerks—one to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, one to the Committee on Naval Af- 


fairs, and one to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- | 


merce; one press-gallery messenger, one special messenger, and 


two assistant clerks to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, making | 
a total increase of twelve clerks, at an annual compensation of | 


$15,876. These are independent of the four employees allowed to 
the minority. 

Now, if we deduct from these twelve additional employees the 
three assistants in the document room (who prior to the third ses- 
sion of the last Congress were carried in the legislative bill) and 
the two additional clerks to the Committees on Elections, made nec- 
essary by the organization of the additional committees, or rather 
by the subdivision of the Committee on Elections into three parts, 
we find a net increase, if { remember aright, of the force up to the 
Br0,000 time of seven employees with salaries amounting to about 

Mr, McCALL of Tennessee. Will the gentleman please state 
now how many men were carried on the rolls in the last session of 
Congress that are not now on the force, having been employed es- 
pecially for that session? 

Mr. JKERY. The statement which I have just read in- 
cludes all the information I have at this moment. 


| 











| CANNON 








LOS: 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Were there not three more clerks 
employed in the post-office in the last Congress than are employed 
there now? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will state to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that a statement, ineluding the information he calls for, was pri 
pared by a gentleman who never makes mistakes, and I had it in 
my possession, but, being compelled to leave before the holidays, 
I turned it over to a distinguished gentleman on the other side of 
the House, who has mislaid it, so that I can not at this time fur- 
nish the gentleman the special information he desires. The state- 
ment I have here was prepared hurriedly, but, as | have said, by 
a gentleman who never makes mistakes 7 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Whois he? 
that man’s name. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. And that gentleman assures me that the in- 
crease is just as I have stated it here. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
from Missouri allow me to ask him a question? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has the floor, 

Mr. ODELL. I yield to the gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. [I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri to make an explanation in regard to the special 
messenger to whom he has referred. I have no knowledge of any 
such special messenger. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is a gentleman by the name of Coombs, 
formerly Department messenger. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. He was created an officer at the 
special instance and request of the gentleman's side of the House. 
If those gentlemen do not want him, we shall be very glad to re- 
lieve them of him. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am dealing now, Mr. Speaker, with facts. 
The facts, I am quite sure, are as I have stated them. I have 
given the items, and, as I believe, with accuracy. There has been, 
if l am not mistaken, a net increase of seven employees, at a cost 
of about $10,000. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I should like to examine into this 
‘**net increase” of which the gentleman speaks. In the first place, 
it is not an increase so far as the force in the document room is 
concerned. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is true. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Thatisconceded. There has been 
an increase in the number of clerks to several important commit- 
tees. As the Speaker and members of the House will remember, 
this House created at this session three Committees on Elections 
instead of one, as heretofore. This step was made necessary by 
the unusual number of election contests. To create a committee 
on elections without creating a clerk would be a ridiculous piece 
of business. It became necessary, therefore, to create two addi- 
tional clerks. That was done. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have so stated. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Very well, sir; you have not de- 
ducted those. The special employees on our side of the House 
have not been increased in the least. I wish to examine the state- 
ment to which the gentleman has referred; and I wish he would 
give us the name of this gentleman who ‘‘ never makes any mis- 
takes,” 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will assume that responsibility myself. I 
will admit that I am subject to that impeachment. |[Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. While the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
sf WILLIAM A. STONE] is examining that statement, I should 
ike to be heard a moment or two. If he will yield the floor he 
san have it again in a few moments. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I gladly yield. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. [rise to oppose the adoption of this reso- 
lution; that is to say, I oppose its adoption upon the ground on 
which it is based. If it is necessary to create a new office, as 
contemplated in this resolution, let it be created; but I am op- 
posed to its creation on the premises stated. What does the reso- 
tion say: 

That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized to em 
ploy some suitable person as an additional employee in the document room 
to prepare for binding the bills of the Forty-tifth, Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, 
Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, Fifty-first, Fifty-second, and Fifty-third 
Congresses, as provided for in the act of January 12, 1895, at the rate of 


$1,000 a year. 


I would like to know 


The act here referred to—the act of January 12, 1895—is what 
is known as ‘the printing law.” Now, I say it is as unreasonable 
to lay upon that law the necessity for the creation of this office as 
it is to lay upon it other things, as my friend from Illinois [ Mr. 
has undertaken to do on former occasions. I will read 
the section of the printing law which, as I understand, it is 
claimed makes this officer necessary. I understand the section 
referred to to be section 82. Thatis the section of the act of Janu- 
ary 12, 1895, which it is said makes it necessary that we should 
have a new officer at a salary of $1,000 a year for the whole term 
of this Congress, unless otherwise ordered. That section reads as 
follows: 


That the Public Printer shall bind four sets of Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives bills, joint and concurrent resolutions, of each Congress, two for 
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the Senate and two for the House, to be furnished him from the files of the 
Senate and House document room, the volumes, when bound, to be kept 
there for reference. 

Mr. ODELL. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ODELL. Does the gentleman from Tennessee know that 
those bills have been bound up to and including the Forty-fourth 
Congress, but from the Forty-fifth Congress down to the present 
time they are unbound, scattered around loose in the document 
room? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My friend says that, beginning with the 
Forty-fifth Congress down to and including the Fifty-third, these 
bills have not been bound; that may be true; and it may be very 
desirable to bind them. I am not antagonizing that proposition. 
But the assumption is that the act of January 12, 1895, authorized 
this binding. 

Mr. ODELL. It certainly did so far as the past Congress was 
concerned. 

Mr. SAYERS. May I be allowed a question in this connection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does this resolution contemplate increasing the 
force in the document room? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. It contemplates increasing 
the force in the Clerk’s document room by the addition of one 
man—to do what? To furnish to the Public Printer two copies 
of the bills and joint and concurrent resolutions of the House; 
and I suppose if this be adopted it will be assumed to be neces- 
sary for the Senate to increase its force by the addition of one 
man, at $1,000 a year, to furnish to the Public Printer two copies 
of all Senate bills, concurrent and joint resolutions. 

Now, what I want to say in conclusion is that the printing act, 
to which reference has been made, never contemplated the em- 
ployment of an extra clerk to hand two copies of these bills over to 
the Public Printer to be bound. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me say to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that the urgent deficiency bill contained an appropriation to re- 


tain an employee whose time had expired and whose appointment, 


was not made at the organization of this House; so that you have 
the regular employee and will have also this other employee in 
addition. 

Mr. ODELL. I beg to differ with the gentleman from Texas. 
I have investigated the matter, having been the subcommittee ap- 
pointed for that purpose. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. I 
understand from Mr. Grayson, who has been doing this work and 
has been employed here for many years, that it is absolutely 
necessary that this appointment should be made. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Grayson is provided for inde- 
pendently of the regular organization of the House. 

Mr. ODELL. This does net provide for Mr. Grayson. 

Mr. SAYERS. But provision has already been made for him. 

Mr. ODELL. It is not included in this resolution. 

Mr. SAYERS. Why is it necessary to have another man if the 
House has already provided for the employment of Mr. Grayson 
in the urgent deficiency bill? That is the point I wish to make. 

Mr. ODELL. Because there are many thousands of these bills 
still unbound, and which must be taken care of. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to resume the 
floor for a moment. I wish to say only this in conclusion, that if 
it is necessary that there shall be an extra clerk appointed to com- 
pile these bills of former Congresses, let the Committee on Ac- 
counts bring in their proposition and assume the responsibility for 
creating that appointment. 

Mr. ODELL. We do assume it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But let them not say that the act of Jan- 
uary 12, 1895, requires it. That provision in the printing bill, it 
is true, did not say ‘ hereafter,” but or that there should be two 
copies furnished of each bill to the Public Printer to be bound, 
which means hereafter. We did not undertake to go back to the 
Forty-fifth Congress, but provided simply that there should be 
furnished to the Public Printer two copies of each bill for the pur- 
pose contemplated; and it was not designed that we should create 
an office and appoint an officer whose duties would take him back 
to that Congress to do the work. And I repeat, if it is desired to 
do so, you ought to put it into your own bill. We did not create 
the office in the act in question and did not provide for any such 
appointment in that act; for under that bill the appointment is not 
necessary. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now, if the gentleman from New 
York will yield to me for a few moments—— 

Mr. ODELL. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, the necessity for this 
appointment, or rather the law which makes this appointment nec- 
essary, grows out of the printing bill of last year, and is in this 
language: 

The Public Printer shall bind four sets of Senate and House of Representa- 
tive bills and joint and concurrent resolutions of each two for the 
Senate and two for the House, to be furnished him from the files of the Sen- 
ate and bound 


House document room, the volumes when to be kept there for 
reference. 
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Up to and including the Forty-fifth Congress the bills were all 


bound. Here is a copy I hold in my hand, which the members 
can all see, of the mode in which these bills were bound hereto- 
fore up to the date I have mentioned. Since the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress none of them have been bound, and this law imposes the 
duty upon the Public Printer to have them bound. There is no 
provision, however, for any force of employees to do the work; 
and this resolution simply requires and directs the employment 
of a man to compile them in pursuance of the law which was 
passed by the Fifty-third Congress. It is necessary and essential 
that is shall be done. 

Now, a word in response to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DOcKERY}. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before that, let me ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania what he has to say in reference to the appointment 
of Mr. Grayson independent of the regular force? 

Mr. ODELL. Not for this particular service. 

Mr. SAYERS. He goes to the bill room. 

oe WILLIAM A. STONE. But that is another service alto- 
gether. 

Mr. SAYERS. What other service? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It is to take care of the bills of this 
Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. But what has the gentleman who was ap- 
pointed regularly by the majority of this House for the purpose 
of taking care of the bills to do, then? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Why, he is employed to take care 
of them. 

Mr. SAYERS. But there are two of them. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But only one has been appointed. 

Mr.SAYERS. Grayson has been appointed to assist him. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Notatall. His dutyis to arrange 
and compile the bills of each Congress—the bills that have accu- 
mulated and piled up in all of these years; and there is nobody else 
to do the work. It became so pressing that the last Congress 
made it peremptory to have it done. 

Mr. MILES. 1 desire, with the permission of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, to ask him a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. MILES. I understood you to say a while ago that Mr. C. W. 
Coombs, Department messenger, was appointed at the instance of 
this side of the House. Do you adhere to that statement? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is my understanding of it. 

Mr. MILES. Was not Mr. Coombs appointed by virtue of a re- 
port made by the Committee on Accounts on January 7? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Was hé not one of the four men 
that were accorded to your side? 

Mr. MILES. No; he was appointed under a special report from 
the Committee on Accounts, made January 7. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. What place does he fill? 

Mr. MILES. He is now called special messenger. He is really 
doing those duties which he has done for this House since long 
prior to the Fifty-first Congress. Now, Mr. Speaker, with the 
permission of the other side of the House, I desire to read to the 
gentleman what was said by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEn- 
DERSON] in the debate which followed the introduction of the re- 

ort from the Committee on Accounts. The gentleman from 
owa [Mr. HENDERSON] said: 


In the Fifty-first Congress there was a united voice for his retention— 
Referring to Mr. Coombs— 


Why? To answer that question let me go into detail. There are certain 
public documents put to the credit of members for distribution among their 
constituents; but those of us who have served in this body know that there 
are a large number of calls for documents constantly coming to us that are 
never placed to our credit; and, for one, I was baffled in meeting these 
requests from my district until I learned there was such an office as that of 
“Department messenger”’ filled by Colonel Coombs. Since then, when I get 
a request for documents outside of those put to my credit in the folding 
room, I refer it indorsed eae referred to C. W. Coombs, Depart- 
ment + anneal He will find that document if it isin this Capitol. [Ap- 
plause. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Has the gentleman concluded his 


question? 
Mr. MILES. One moment. Let me read a little further: 


A MemBer. Would not the other man do so, too? 
Mr. HENDERSON. No, sir; I do not care what member of Congress was ap- 
inted to take that place it would take him years to learn to perform the 
uties. He goes into the archives of this Government. He knows ever 
nook and corner where these documents are concealed and hidden, and 
never felt a keener regret than when I learned he had been removed. 


Now, I read these remarks simply for the purpose of showing 
to gentlemen on the other side that this messenger was appointed— 
and I am glad he was appointed, Mr. Speaker—because of a special 
report made to this House by the Committee on Accounts, and 
that the action of that committee was defended, and ably de- 
fended, by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] and other 

tlemen on the other side of the House, and that no member on 
this side of the House participated in that debate. 





aes do 











¢ 








1896. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now, Mr. Speaker 
Mr. SAYERS. I want to read something to the gentleman. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No; notnow. I willinamoment. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled 
om WILLIAM A. STONE. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that | 
while it is true that my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] spoke | 
inavery complimentary manner of Mr. Coombs, yet, nevertheless, | 
he belongs to the other side of the House and is retained, partly 
out of courtesy to that side of the House and partly owing to the | 
fact that he is an efficient, competent man and discharges his 
duties with the greatest aoe and satisfaction. 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman permit me for one moment? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If it 1s on this matter. 

Mr. MILES. Were we not at the organization of this House 
conceded four men for this side of the House? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. MILES. In addition to Mr.Coombs. And were not those 
four men given to us as this courtesy to which you refer long be- | 
fore the appointment of Mr. Coombs, who was at first removed | 
from office by the other side and afterwards named as special mes- | 
senger by a report from the Committee on Accounts? 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then you disclaim all interest in 
Mr. Coombs, do you? 

Mr. MILES. No; on the contrary, I claim that same interest 
in Mr. Coombs which every other member of this House must feel 
because of his efficiency, and we have the testimony of your side | 
of the House that you can not fill his place by any new man. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, if you will give us | 
time we will try to. Iregard him asa very efficient man, but I 
am sorry indeed to have it thrown in our face that we are expend- 
ing public money in retaining men who were put into office by | 

| 





that side of the House. Ido not think we ought to endure that 
charge, and I think we ought to be relieved of it, and we will see | 
if it is possible to do so. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman | 
from Texas [Mr, SAYERS] desires to ask mea question | will yield 


to him. ; 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
to a clause in the urgent deficiency bill which passed this House 
about the 2ist of this month. The clause is: 

To pay to Joel Grayson, for services in the document room, from January 
1 to June 30, 1896, inclusive, at $125 per month, $750. 

Now, Joel Grayson will be employed, if this bill becomes a law, | 
in addition to the regular appointee on the force of the House, so 
that in place of one man you have two men there. 

Now, why can not the regular appointee, Mr. Grayson, perform 
the duties suggested by this resolution? 

Mr. ODELL. Because it would be impossible. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Grayson’s name was inserted 
in the resolution by the Committee on Accounts because he has 
been in the service of the House for several years; he is a very 
efficient man, he performs a special work, and this work will re- 
quire a man to give it his whole time and attention. Itis nothing 
to me one way or another. The Committee on Accounts, who | 
have investigated the matter, have reported it as a necessity, and 
it does seem to me that they ought to know what they are about. | 
That committee is not noted, Mr. Speaker, for recommending reso- 
lutions for employees of this House verynumerously. This is one 
of the instances in which they report for the aaaenant of an 
extra man out of the many resolutions that have been sent to | 
them by members. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me say one word in reference to the re- | 
marks of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. When | 
this whole matter is simmered down to the bottom facts it is dis- | 
covered that there are only six men on the rolls of this House who 
are not on the rolls of the last House, and they are extra clerks to 
committees—made necessary in the judgment of the chairmen of 
those committees—assistant clerks, one each to the Committees on 
Military Affairs, Naval Affairs, and Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, at $6 per day. That is three clerks. They were employed 
by resolution of the House, at the request of the chairmen of those 
committees. Theother extra man was a press-gallery messenger, 
employed at the instance of the press gallery, reported favorably 
upon by the Committee on Accounts. The other two are assistant 
clerks to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I do not know of | 
any wees more competent to judge of the necessity for extra 
employees than the House itself, on the recommendation of the | 
chairmen of those committees. Not one man has been put upon | 
the rolls of this House more than were on the rolls of the last | 
House except as additional clerks to committees. This matter is | 
entirely separate and distinct from ail of those others, and grows 
out of the accumulation for years of these unbound bills. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention not so | 
much to the specific proposition under discussion as to the general 
ta tion asserted here that this House has increased the force. 

attention to the debate that occurred on February 8, in the last 








| law. 
| clerks 


| on Invalid Pensions, I know we need clerical assistance 
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Congress, last February, where it appears that the House then, 
against the protest of large numbers on this side, reduced the force 
of clerks to the number of nine: and while those gentlemen are 
talking about an increase of clerks, we are merely getting back to 
what the last House had. I desire to ask the attention especially 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. The legislative 
bill was under discussion, and this occurred: 


Mr. PIcKLER. I move to strike out the last word. I would like to inquire 
of the gentleman in charge of the bill how many less clerks are provided for 
conunittees than heretofore. 


Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that it is 


; impossible to hear what is going on, on account of the confusion. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland makes the 
point of order that there is not order in the House. 
Mr. PICKLER (reading): 


Mr. PIcKLER. I move to strike out the last word. I would like to inquire 
of the gentleman in charge of the bill how many less clerks are provided for 
committees than heretofore. 

Mr. Dockgry. There are 9 less, including 5 assistant clerks. They 
usually provided for by resolution at the first session of each Congress 

Mr. PicKLER. How many less does the gentleman say are provided for? 

Mr. DocKkeERY. Nine less. 

Mr. Dine@.ey. The annual clerks are just the same 
lowing the reduction of session clerks is made 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. D1nGuey. I desire to say that the annual clerks which are provided 
for in this bill are precisely as they stand in the current law. There has been 
an application made to the Committee on Appropriations to give an annual 
clerk to the Committee on Banking and Currency. but the committee did not 
feel authorized to make any recommendation for that, the House not having 
acted upon it. Therefore the annual clerks stand precisely as in the current 
There is a reduction in the next paragraph in the number of session 

5 clerks and 4 assistant clerks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

* For 14 clerks to committees, at $6each per day during the s 

Mr. Picker. I move to strike out the last word 

Now, as I understand the gentleman in charge of the bill, there are 8 less 
assistant per diem clerks provided for here. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Nine less. 

Mr. Dockery. Nine less are provided for under this paragraph 

Mr. PicKLER. Are these the clerks that heretofore Sane been used as as- 
sistant clerks to committees? 

Mr. DocKERY. They are usually provided for by resolution, to be paid out 
of the contingent fund, at the first session of each Congress. Whenit desires 
to furnish the committees with additional assistance Conyress passes a reso 
lution providing for their payment out of the contingent fund; and then at 
the second session the salaries for those assistant clerks to committees are 
provided for in the legislative bill. 

Mr. PIcKLER. Then, if this reduction is made, it will take away that many 
assistants from these committees ; 

Mr. Dockery. It does for the time. But the practice is that each Congress 
determines for itself what number of assistant clerks it desires 

Mr. PIcKLER. AsI understand, when members were provided with indi- 
vidual clerks, quite a large number of these committees were deprived of 
clerks. It was considered that the member's clerk could take care of them 

Mr. DocKErRY. That is right; and instead of these 9 assistants we give 9 
additional clerks to members. 

Mr. PIcKLER. I think the members ought to have annual clerks, 
the Senate. 

A MemsBer. That is right. 

Mr. DocKERY. That is not the issue here. 

Mr. PIcKLER. But we might adopt that issue. There are a number of 
these committees that can not get along without clerks, and it is a saving to 
the Government for a member of acommittee to have an individual clerk 
The Agricultural Department has lessened its expense quite largely, as | un- 
derstand, because members are now provided with clerks, and that Depart 
ment is not required to do the work that they had done heretofore 

Mr. DocKERY. We have simply provided for l4 clerks to the committees, 
and that does not interfere at all with the annual clerkships 

Mr. PICKLER. I am interested in this. Being a member of the Committee 
My point is, whether 
in the next Congress members will have to get along without that assistanc: 

Mr. Dockery. It is left for each Congress to determine what clerical assist 
ance it wants. 

Mr. P1cK LER. I do not understand 
duction is to be made. 

Mr. DockEry. I will illustrate: Suppose, which is not altogether unlikely, 
that the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Picker] should be chairman 


are 


In the paragraph fol- 


session, $17,808."" 


just like 


it may be my inability—-where this re- 


of the Committee on Invalid Pensions in the next House. He would doubt 
less offer a resolution providing that the committee be allowed one or two 
additional clerks, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. That 


resolution would be reported by the Committee on Accounts and would 


| doubtless be agreed to, as such resolutions generally are, and the committee 


would have its assistant clerks, as it has had in the past 

Mr. P1IcKLER. But why should we not provide on this bill now for annual 
clerks for members and be done with it? 

Mr. DocKERY. Because the custom has always been to allow each House to 
determine for itself what additional clerical service it needs. 


The point is, gentlemen, that these nine assistants were cut off 
that had been provided in the legislative appropriation bills here- 
tofore. This is a new departure; and as shown in this debate, this 
committee cut off nine of these assistants; and the gentleman from 
Missouriin charge of the bill assured us, of course, that we would 
be allowed these clerks, as we supposed, without controversy in 
this House. Now, so far as the Committee on Invalid Pensions is 
concerned, we are only back to where all other Congresses have 
been with the addition of one assistant; and there are not two ad- 
ditional assistants to that committee. I merely desire to call the 
attention of the House to the fact that this whole proposition that 
this House was largely increasing the force of clerks is not true. 
We are simply getting back to the point where former Congresses 
were, before they cut off these nine assistants, as shown in this 
debate at the end of their Congress. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I simply desire to say that the gentleman is 
entirely correct, and I stand by every word of the REcorpD. 

Mr. PICKLER. I just stated what the gentleman from Mis- 
gouri has said, and he ought to coincide with us. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to state that a practice prevails 
in the Senate now of binding all these bills, as contemplated by 
this resolution. It is their uniform practice; they have kept it 
up in all preceding Congresses, and t ey are doing it by the use 
of their present clerical force, as Iam informed. I think these 
bills ought to be bound. I agree that they ought to be bound. It 
is a valuable volume, and it ought to be preserved; and the only 
way it can be preserved is by having the bills bound. 

hey will get lost if left separate; but I do not think we ought 
to lay the necessity for this work upon the Printing Bureau. We 
ought simply to say that these documents ought to be bound and 
that we will pass a resolution authorizing the Public Printer to 
bind them, and that, if it is necessary to have additional force for 
that purpose, we will authorize it. The employment need only 
be temporary, for, in my opinion, the handling of those bills in 
preparing them for the printer ought not to take more than a 
month or six weeks. They ought to be arranged and bound in 
that time, and when the work is done they will be found a valu- 
able contribution to our collection of documents. 

Mr. ODELL. Mr. Speaker, the substitute I have reported pro- 
vides that this employee shall be employed only for such time as 
is necessary to perform the work. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a few 
words in reply to the remarks submitted by my colleague [Mr. 
RICHARDSON], who, I believe, had the honor to be chairman of 
the Printing Committee in the last Congress. I insist that it is 
the work of the Joint Committee on Printing which makes neces- 
sary the appointment of this additional employee. My colleague 
takes the position that the printing bill, so called, does not require 
that the bills of the Congresses from the Forty-fifth up to the 
present shall be bound. In reply to that I desire to read a pro- 
vision contained in that bill: 

That the Public Printer shall bind four sets of Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives bills, joint and concurrent resolutions of each Congress, two for 
the Senate and two for the House, to be furnished him from the files of the 
sane and the House document rooms, the volumes when bound to be kept 

Now, that means that all of these bills that have not already 
been bound shall be bound, or it means nothing; and if it is con- 
templated by the provision I have read that these bills shall be 
bound, then somebody must be employed to prepare them for 
binding. 

Through an investigation made by a subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts it has been ascertained that there is no man 
in the document room who can give his time and attention to as- 
sorting and preparing for the printer the bills that have accumu- 
lated from the Forty-fifth Congress down to the present time. 
Hence this resolution has been reported to the House in this modi- 
fied form. While I have been and am persistently opposed to the 
creation of additional offices unless they are absolutely necessary 
for the conduct of the public business, I have felt constrained by 
the report of this Subcommittee on Accounts to believe that this 
office is necessary and that without it this work can not be done. 
I want to —e in conclusion, what I said awhile ago to my 
friend from Missouri [Mr, DocKERyY], that I am informed that the 
rolls of this House carry fewer employees than were carried dur- 
ing the Fifty-third Congress. 

r. ODELL. Mr.Speaker, I move the previous question on the 
resolution and the substitute. 

The question being taken on the demand for the previous ques- 
ker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ODELL. I ask for a division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 84, noes 33; so the 
substitute was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. ODELL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the substitute was adopted was laid on the table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask for the correction 
of the references of four bills, erroneously referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, which should have gone to 
the Committee on sn. They are House bills Nos, 
4691, 8197, 4403, and 3228, 

The SPEAKER (after examining the bills). Three of these are 
public bills and one is a private bill, as to which the correction 
should be made under the rules. Without objection, the other 
corrections will be made as requested. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ADDITIONAL CLERKS TO THE COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS, 
Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged 
report from the Committee on Accounts, 


he report was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the persons to employ whom authority was given the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions by reset on of the House adopted January 2%» 
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1896, one an experienced typewriter and stenographer, the other experienced 
in the examination of pension cases, laws, and reports, and capable of report- 
ing inteliigently thereon to the committee; be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, the only object of this resolution 
is to supplement the one already passed, authorizing this employ- 
ment, by correcting an error that was inadvertently made in that 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is this intended to repeal the former resolu- 
tion, or as a substitute for it? 

Mr. TRACEY. It is not intended to repeal the original resolu- 
tion, but simply to correct it in one particular. The original 
resolution failed to indicate a source from which the pay of these 
employees was to come, and this resolution provides that it shall 
come from the contingent fund of the House, as was originally 
intended, though, by inadvertence, that provision was not em- 
bodied in the original resolution. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is intended to correct a mere clerical 
error. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
hear some explanation from the gentleman presenting this report. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I have been trying to make an 
explanation. The original resolution as presented by the Com- 
mittee on Accounts contained all that is contained in this resolu- 
tion, with a single exception. One clause was inadvertently 
omitted from the original, the words ‘‘ to be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House,” and this is simply intended to supply 
that omission. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman 
in charge of this resolution how many clerks the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions will be provided with if this resolution shall 

ass? 
" Mr. TRACEY. No additional clerks. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How many will it have altogether? 

Mr. PICKLER. One clerk and three assistants. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That committee has four clerks, then? 

Mr. TRACEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Somecommittees of the House do not have 
any clerk. 

Mr. TRACEY. The proposition to allow the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions these clerks has already been adopted by the 
House, and this resolution is merely intended to provide for their 
compensation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How many members of that committee 
are there? 

Mr. PICKLER. Fifteen. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then each member has his own private 
clerk and part of another. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I did not expect to have any- 
thing to say about this matter. The resolution which the House 
adopted the other day providing for two assistant clerks for the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions omitted to provide from what 
fund those clerks should be paid. This resolution simply pro- 
vides that they shall be paid from the contingent fund. That is 
all there is in it. 

In reply to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROosVENOR], I wish 
to say that in previous Congresses the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions has had one clerk and two assistants. At this session we 
have a large increase of business. When the resolution to which 
I have just referred was, upon the unanimous request of our com- 
mittee, introduced and referred to the Committee on Accounts, 
that committee would not act upon it favorably until they had 
appointed a subcommittee of three members to investigate the 
matter and to confer with our clerks. That investigation having 
been made, the subcommittee realized the large amount of busi- 
ness before our committee, and taking into consideration also the 
urgent eee of large numbers of members for the considera- 
tion of bills in which they felt particular interest, reported favor- 
ably to the full Committee on Accounts, by whom the resolution 
was unanimously recommended to the House. It simply provides 
one assistant clerk in addition to the number this committee has 
had in previous Congresses; and I will say that I doubt whether 
our committee, even with this assistance, will be able to give 
proper attention to the mass of business coming before it. But I 
trust that we shall. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker,I do not make any complaint 
about the number of clerks given to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions; but I want occasionally to point out to the House the 
extreme fairness of the Committee on Accounts, a committee that 
gives five or six committee clerks to the State of the chairman and 


‘| provides especially for the Committee on Militia, but refuses, for 


the first time in many years, to allow to the committee of which 
I have the honor to be chairman, although the only chairmanship 
given to the State which I in part represent—the Committee on 
Accounts refuses to give us a committee clerk or anything else to 
run the committee with. That is all I desire to say. 

The question being taken on the resolution, it was agreed to. 
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On motion of Mr. TRACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES. 


Mr. PAYNE. I am directed by the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries to present the resolution which I send to the 
desk and to ask its immediate consideration, 

The Clerk read as follows: a 

i } ine isheries he author- 
ttt cet et Or oa Sitel uahdeompane tor the ae ‘of said commit a 
as it may deem necessary in connection with subjects considered or to be con- 
sidered by said committee during the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. MILES. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York 
whether this committee has had this authority heretofore? 

Mr. PAYNE. The committee has had such authority in some 
former Congresses. I am not able to state whether it has had it 
uniformly or not. But I will say to the gentleman that our com- 
mittee has had a number of important hearings, and it seems to 
be necessary that a report of those hearings should be printed for 
the use of members of the committee and for the information of 
the House. . ; 

Mr. MILES. What extra cost will this entail? 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam not able to state what the extra cost will | 
be. It will not be very large. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolution, and it was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HITT. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. BRUMM. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] 
will permit me, before that motion is made, to offer a resolution. 
It is a matter that is very important. 

Mr. HITT. Dol understand that this will take but a moment? | 

Mr. BRUMM. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of a resolution. 

Mr. HITT. Is it a resolution for an assistant clerk? 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HITT. LI yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BRUMM. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That an assistant clerk be allowed the Committee on Claims dur- 


ing the sessions of the Fifty-fourth Congress, at a compensation of $6 per day, | 
to be paid from January 1, 1896, out of the contingent fund of the House. 


Mr. DINGLEY. This should goto the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. BRUMM. Ihopethegentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
will not object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The matter ought to be inquired into by the 
Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DInGLEy] objects. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HITT. I now renew my motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of gen- 
eral appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Grosvenor in the chair) | 
and proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4960) making 
specs for the diplomatic and consular service of the 

nited States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the first formal reading of the bill. There may be 
some brief explanation necessary, and after that we can proceed 
to consider the bill in detail by paragraphs. 

It is substantially a reenactment of the existing law, there 
being some variations. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
— from Illinois to dispense with the first reading of the 








There was no objection. 

Mr. HITT. I will now inquire of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCrearyjfas to whether his side of the House re- 
quires time, or can we agree on the limit for general debate? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the diplomatic | 
and consular appropriation bill is almost exactly the same as the 
bill passed last year, with a few necessary additions, and, as at 

ope informed, I do not think we wish any general debate on 
is side. 

Mr. HITT. Then 1 move to limit all general debate on the bill 
to ten minutes. I will occupy that time in explaining the pro- 
visions of the bill, after which we will proceed to consider it by 
Paragraphs, 
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to closing the general 
debate in ten minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, this bill appropriates the money to 
pay the persons employedin the diplomatic and consular service 
of the United States, and to meet other necessities of that service 
all of which are contemplated by statutes now in force. 

The change from the expenditures now authorized by law for 
the current year ending June 30, 1896, amount to an increase of 
about $58,000. This increase is largely apparent, however, rather 
than real. For example, there is an amount of $16,500 which is 
simply to provide compensation in salaries for consuls in nine 
places where fees have heretofore been allowed; and while there 
1s an apparent increase to that extent, as a matter of fact thie pay- 
ment of these officers by salaries instead of fees is a reduction of 
expense rather than an increase. It lessens the charge upon the 
Treasury, as the salaries amount to less than the fees. There is 
also a provision for an additional secretary of legation in the city 
of Mexico, owing to the largely increased business with that 


, 


| country and the importance of the mission, as well as the pro- 


— of putting it on a par with other missions of a similar grade, 
mut which are not in fact so important as this one. 

There is an increase of $10,000 in the allowance for chargés 
d'affaires ad interim, raised from $20,000 to $30,000. That pro- 
vision is simply a frank and truthful way of meeting the neces- 
sary expenses required by existing law instead of not providing 
adequately for them in time, and afterwards when it is found that 
not enough has been allowed leaving the matter to the Committee 
on Appropriations to be put into the deficiency bill, as has been 
the custom for some years past. The expenditure in this case is 
determined by the necessities of the service and by the existing 
law. During the years 1889, 1890, 1891, 1892, 1893, and 1804 the 


| deficiency appropriation bill carried a provision for this service, 


not always of the same amount, but ranging from $2,000 to about 
$13,000. In only one year, 1892, has this expenditure risen above 
the sum of $30,000; and we thought it, therefore, reasonable to al- 
low that sum, out of which the amount necessary will be expended, 
and if more shall be required then they can call on the Committee 
on Appropriations, as has been done heretofore, to make it up in 
a deficiency bill. 

There is a provision for the payment of $4,000 rent for the lega- 
tion building at Tokyo, Japan. This is a possible rather than a 
real expenditure, as it will be remembered that a bill passed the 
House a few days ago, and will probably pass the Senate—an 
urgent deficiency bill—providing for the purchase of a legation at 
Tokyo for $16,000; and if that bill shall become a law, and the lega- 
tion building is purchased, it will leave only a ground rent of about 
$200 per annum to be paid instead of $4,000. So that appropria- 
tion, while it is $4,000 in terms, will probably prove to be only 
$200 in fact. 

There is a slight increase in the appropriation for the enforce- 
ment of the neutrality laws provided for by section 291 of the 
Revised Statutes, and $15,000 for the completion and publication 
of the Intercontinental Railway Commission’s reports. We have 
already spent vast sums in that project. The surveys have been 
sanctically completed along the route proposed through these 
different countries, from Mexico to Bolivia, by the three survey- 
ing parties; the reports are all here. We have already expended 
on them $25,000, that being the last appropriation for this pur- 
pose, which completed about two-thirds of the reports. The cost 
of th® survey has amounted to an enormous sum, and in order to 
make that valuable work available to engineers, projectors, in- 
vestors, and others who desire to look into the matter we propose 
to print the entire work and make it accessible to our people. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question for information? 

Mr. HITT. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What has been done with the 
publications that have been completed up to this time? 

Mr. HITT. They are given out by the Commission in charge of 
the work to those specially interested. Whenever a member of 
Congress writes for one of these books, for a specific purpose, I 
think it will be always sent to him: but it is not granted toa man 
who sends for a copy for a constituent, in the ordinary way in 
which documents are scattered about; because this is a technical 
and very expensive work and should be paid for by those inter- 
ested init. If the gentleman has a half hour that he desires to 
spend pleasantly, I do not know that he can spend it to better ad- 
vantage than by going into the Commission quarters in the build- 
ing at the corner of Fourteenth street and New York avenue and 
examining the splendid work that is going on there. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Can any member of Congress 
secure a copy? 

Mr. HITT. Any member will be able to secure a copy when it 
is all out, Ihave no doubt, and morethan one copy. In tact, there 
is no strict and specific limit upon the way they are given out, ex- 
cept that inasmuch as the work has been so costly and there hag 
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been such a vast labor in its preparation, care is used in distribut- 
ing copies, so that they shall not be thrown away. 

There is a small sum of $400 to carry out our itestions in con- 
sequence of an international agreement for a bureau torepress the 
slave trade. 

Three thousand dollars is given to establish a consulate in the 
far interior of China, at a place called Chung King. There are 
many missionaries there, and they have been greatly exposed. 
We have had to resort to British protection and force for the safety 
of American life in that quarter, and at the recommendation of 
the State Department the committee have inserted this consulate. 

There is a change of another consulate from Ningpo to Chefoo, 
aaaee Chefoo is a far more suitable place for the office of the 
consul, 

A number of consulates which are now paid by fees, and which 
under a statute of the United States of July 16, 1892, are required 
to be reported to the House by the Secretary of State and esti- 
mated for as salaried, that they may be changed to salaried posts, 
if deemed wise, have been reported in this bill, but in every case 
where the change has been made, except Hull, the fees that are 
now being paid to the consul are greater than the salary that is 
allowed him in the bill, so that there is no charge on the Treasury 
by this change, and it is not an increase of expenditure, save in 
one, the case of Hull. They are as follows: 


France: 
@ Limoges, commercial agent, fees in 1804, $1,664.50; to be salaried at. $1,500 
ermany: 
Freiburg, commercial agent, fees in 1894, $1,737.50; to be salariedat. 1,500 
Glauchau, commercial agent, fees in 1894, $2,808.25; to be salariedat. 2,000 
Weimar, commercial agent, fees in 1894, $2,482.50; to be salaried at. 2,000 
Great Britain: 


Hull, consul, fees in 1894, $051.09; to be salaried at ................... 1,500 

St. Johns, Newfoundland, consul, fees in 1894, $1,569.20; to be sala- om 
Te ee eT Te tee eee »f 

Swansea, commercial agent, fees in 1804, $4,676; to be salaried at... 2,500 

Trinidad, consul, fees in 1894, $2,269.13; to be salaried at............. 2,000 

Netherlands: 

Curagoa, consul, fees in 1804, $2,445.60; to be salaried at ............. 2,000 

OGRE occ cs ccenewenninnwdnqpe cee nness cnces woensea dasabeqncesnesecuse 16, 500 


The total amount of the salaries of the officers thus changed from feed to 
salaried offices is $16,500, and this bill is increased by that amount, whereas 
the fees to be accounted hereafter to the Treasury amount to $29,508.77. 

In the ease of Hull alone the salary proposed, $1,500, is larger than the 
amount of fees collected, $951.09. : 

For years past the Department has submitted this estimate and urged the 
change at that t to enable a worthy man to live there and remove 
from the line of trade. It is one of the great refitting seaports of England, 
largely resorted to by American vessels. Experience has shown that there 
is serious need of this change at Hall. A feed consul at that post is under 
our laws authorized to engage in trade, and the most profitable trade there 
is in supplying materials for refitting ships or boarding or relieving destitute 
American seamen. There is, therefore, an inducement to him to associate 
himself with persons en aged in those lines of trade. By the shi ng act 
fees for services required by masters and seamen are no longer paid by the 
vessel or the seamen, but by the Government, and it is plainly the interest of 


the consul to he~s vouchers in the largest amounts possible. This office | 


ought to be salaried. 


We have not given the $2,500 recommended by the Department, 
but have given $1,500. 

The salary at Barbados, a place which has of late been much 
frequented by our countrymen, has been increased $500, on ac- 
count of the importance of its trade, and on account of the fact 
that it is a resort for our ships and citizens. 

At Sonneberg, the amount appropriated for clerk hire has been 
found insufficient. It is necessary, in aconsulate of such large, 
varied, and important business, where there are 5,000 invoices every 

ear, that a larger sum should be allowed, and there has been an 
ncrease of $200 in that item. 

There are specific ap riations for a large number of consul- 
ates enumerated in the bill, giving each an allowance for cletk hire. 
This bill always grants a lump sum at the end of those items, to 
be distributed by the Department to such posts in the great body 
of the consulates as are not specifically provided for. That sum 
was $20,000. It has been found insufficient, so we have raised it 
to $25,000. The $20,000 heretofore allowed has been distributed 
among 43 posts in the whole service, which leaves 193 consulates 
unprovided for. With this $5,000 additional 30 of the most im- 
portant posts can be provided with clerk hire. 

We have 2!so provided for a jail anda jailer at Madagascar, 
where there has been trouble and expense for want of such pro- 
vision. 

These are the changes in this — a bill, as compared 
with that of last year. Thereis a single item which touches more 

neral legislation. The trust funds in the custody of the State 

partment have heretofore, by the officer having them in charge, 
been deposited where he pleased, deposited generally in banks. 
The Secretary of State has suggested, and the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the State Department of the House of Representa- 
tives have presented to the Committee on Foreign airs, the 
draft of an amendment to the existing law. By it we have pro- 
vided that these funds shall be deposited and covered into the 
Treasury and paid out on certificates of the Secretary of State; a 


reform which I think will meet the approval of every member of 
the House. 

I have no further explanations to offer. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the statement 
made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt], the chairman of 
the committee, is so full and so correct that I can add but very 
little to it. The members of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
in preparing the oa hee bill this year were entirely unani- 
mous. There was no disagreement whatever among them either 
in the subcommittee that prepared the bill or in the full commit- 
tee, and I am gratified that we were able to be so harmonious. 

This bill appropriates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
the sum of $1,637,058.76. The appropriation bill of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, the present year, amounted to $1,538,458.76. 
There is a net increase in this bill of $98,600. 

Mr. HITT. If the gentleman will permit me, Mr. Chairman, 
there is one erroneous addition, which makes the footing wrong. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iam reading from the report 
presented by the chairman, which accompanies the bill. 

Mr. HI The report is not quite correct in its addition. 
There are two consulates by mistake put into the total of $1,637,- 
000, and the amonnt, if correctly stated, would be $1,630,000. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iwas reading ‘rom the report. 
The amount of increase is, as stated by the chairman of the com- 
mittee, about $90,000. 

Mr. HITT. About $90,000—some of it only apparent increase of 
expenditure. 

fr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Ninety thousand dollars. I 
only wish to say that this increase, Mr. Chairman, is made neces- 
sary by the addition to last year’s appropriation bill which the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs believes is necessary. To illus- 
trate, as is well known by the older members of the House, we 
have been making appropriations for the intercontinental rail- 
way survey and for the publication of the reports connected with 
it. We found that $15,000 additional was necessary to complete 
the valuable reports, maps, etc., connected withit. Wealso found 
that under the act of July 16, 1892, which requires the estimates 
to include the salaries for the higher feed consular offices, that we 
would be compelled under the law to put in a number of consul- 
ates which were heretofore known as feed consulates and to make 
them salaried consulates, which has added $16,500 to the bill: I 
believe thatevery change in the bill, andthere are but few changes, 
is absolutely necessary; and 1 hope the bill will pass as reported by 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, Time for general debate is closed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman will pardon me for a mo- 
ment, before debate is closed. I understand him to say that the 
increase over last year is $90,000. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, About $90,000, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand the gentleman from Kentucky 
to say that all of these increases he regarded as necessary for the 
public service? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir; I think so. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate has been closed 
and the bill will be read by sections. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The first paragraph can be read, and then I 
will move to strike out the last word. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and they are meee sever- 
ally appropriated, in full compensation for the diplomatic and consular serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, for the objects hereinafter expressed, namely. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move to strike out the last word, for the 
purpose of submitting an inquiry to the chairman of the commit- 
tee. I notice in the report of the Auditor of the State and other 
Departments for the last fiscal year a recommendation found on 
page 4. The Auditor says: 

Among the appropriations for the Department of State is one for the relief 
and protection of American seamen in foreign countries. I respectfully 
recommend that this appropriation be made in the future to apply to Ameri- 
can seamen who may be shipwrecked on the coast of Alaska. Most of that 
territory is remote n other parts of the United States, and it has a very 
extensive and sparsely settled coast line, with few ports, but little local ship- 

ing, and only rare opportunities are offered seamen to reship. Claims have 

requently been presented from Alaska for the relief and transportation of 
seamen, wherein it was a peculiar hardship to the claimants not to be reim- 
bursed the expenses, but there has been no appropriation available for that 
purpose. 

Mr. HITT. On what page is that? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is on page 4 of the report of the Auditor of 
the State and other Departments. 

Now, then, I desire to ask the chairman of the committee, in 
view of that recommendation, and in view of the further fact that 
it has been specially called to my attention by officials connected 
with that Bureau, whether or not the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs has given that recommendation any consideration in the 
eT of this bill? 

r. HITT. It has not; but there is a provision referred to by 
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the Auditor, which is found on page 25 of the bill in hand, ap- 
propriating $50,000 for the relief and protection of American sea- 
men: and if the gentleman from Missouri will move an amend- 
ment to include those shipwrecked on the coast of Alaska, that 
will cover the point exactly. | 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, as I am compelled to be ab- 
sent from the Hall in connection with business pending before 
the Committee on Appropriations, I will leave an amendment 
with the chairman of the committee, and if in his judgment it is 
wise I will be glad if he will offer it when that point is reached 
in the consideration of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, and commercial agents, $426,000, as fol- 
lows, namely. 

Mr. HITT. 
and insert ‘‘ one. 
be $421,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Consuls at Nagasaki, Osaka, and Hiogo. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, line 16 is not punctuated correctly. 
There are but two posts. One is at Nagasaki and the other is a 
joint post at Osaka and Hiogo. The comma should be stricken 
out after the word Nagasaki and the word ‘‘and” inserted, and 
the comma should be stricken out after the word ‘‘ Osaka.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the correction will be 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Consul at Ningpo. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, in line 10 there is a misprint in the 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out ‘‘ six,” in line 6, 
” That computation is not correct. It should 


Without objection, the correction will be 


bill. Itshould be Chefoo instead of Ningpo. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the correction will be 
made. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Consuls 1t Rotterdam and Curao a. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I call attention of the chair- 
man to the twelfth line on page 17, where there is a misprint. 

Mr. HITT. The letter ‘‘¢” is omitted in ‘‘ Curacoa.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The correction will be made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move to strike out the last word, for the 
purpose of relieving the Clerk a moment, and I also desire, in this 
connection, to return my thanks to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs for the very wise administrative provision in relation to 
trust funds found on page 11. This will relieve a very embarrass- 
ing situation in the Department of State, which has caused some 
loss tothe Government. Having hadsome knowledge of the ques- 
tion, I again desire to recognize the wisdom of the committee in 
reporting this provision, and especially are we indebted to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Qu1GG], the chairman of the 
Committee on Expenditures in the State Department. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Relief and protection of American seamen in foreign countries, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, $50,000. 

Mr. HITT, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend this paragraph by 
inserting after the word ‘‘countries,” in line 11, the words *‘and 
also on the coast of Alaska.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Commercial Bureau of American Republics, $28,000: Provided, That any 
moneys received from sale of the Bureau publications, from rents, or other 
sources may be paid into the Treasury as a credit in addition to the appro 


grintion, and may be drawn therefrom upon requisitions of the Secretary of | 


tate for the purpose of meeting the expenses of the Bureau. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of 
the gentleman in charge of this bill to the provision that ‘any 
moneys received from sale of the Bureau publications, from rents, 
or other sources, may be paid into the Treasury,” etc. Should not 
the word ‘“‘may” be ‘‘shall”’? 

Mr.HITT. Mr. Chairman, the Director of this Bureau explained 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 

















L059 


—* 





Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the provision 
to which the gentleman calls attention was inserted in the bill at 
the last session of Congress. At that time there were son pecial 











| expenses which caused us to use the word “may.” No pr is 
appropriation bill had contained just such a provision. — 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I< nderstand how the word 
‘*may” in the phrase ‘‘may be drawn ctionable, but in 
the second line I think the word *‘ may ™ should be ** shall,” so that 
the clause will read, ‘‘shall be paid. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. i see no ol { change 

| which the gentleman suggests being made in th but 


I think the word ‘‘may” should st: 


Mr. DINGLEY. I see no objection to that. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I think the objection made by the 
Director of the Bureau to being required to pay all moneys in 
the Treasury was that there were current ex] litua is wella 
current receipts; he was selling documents and making « \ 


int 
necessary expenditures, and what he desired was to be permitted 
to keep an account, and to pay the balance into the Treasury at 


stated times, instead of paying in all his receipt 
Mr. DINGLEY. I make this suggestion becanse it is in line 
with the policy pursued in all of our appropriation bills to require 


that incidental receipts of this character shall all be paid into the 
Treasury, and then if money is required for expenses that it shall 
be drawn from the Treasury. Without some such provision there 
can be no protection for the Government in this respect. With 
the permission of the gentleman in charge of the bill, I will move 
that the word ‘‘may” in line 2, in the phrase ‘‘ may be paid,” be 
stricken out and the word * shall” substituted. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I see there is an appropria- 
tion of $28,000 made here for the International Bureau of Ameri- 
can Republics. I would like to inquire what that Bureau is doing 
and what becomes of its publications. Are they available for free 
public distribution? 

Mr. HITT. The Bureau of American Republics is a bureau in 
this city which is constantly collecting information, and in doing 
so it is compelled to expend a good deal of money. Its publica- 
tions are sold. A limited number of them are distributed gratu- 
itously, but the gratis list is much smaller than it was formerly. 
The price of the publications, however, is down to co 

Mr. DOLLIVER. 


On what basis are these publications distrib- 


| uted free to the public? 


| 
| 
’ 


| 
| 


! 
| 


Mr. HITT. They are not distributed free. The great irt 
of them are not suitable for distribution to the general reader or 
of interest as general literature. 


They are largely technical and 
are intended for merchants who are willing to pay for them and 
who do pay for them. By the sale of these publications the Bu- 
reau itself supplies the greater part of the money that is required to 
maintain it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 


Imay add, Mr. Chairman, that 


this Bureau was agreed upon when the Pan-American Congress 
was in session, and under the arrangement then made all the 
countries south of our own, including Mexico, the Republics of 
Central America and of South America, except, I believe, Chile, 
ali agreed to pay a certain portion of the expense, and we make 


this appropriation in accordance with that agreement. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I would like to askalso, while lam up, what 
becomes of these consular reports? I have heard complaint that 
when requests are made for them for distribution they are no 
longer in print. 

Mr. HITT. They are not sent, as of course, to all members; 
but on application by a member he receives a certain number, I 
think 13. Some of us do not seem to get any. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have never had any difficulty 
in getting them upon making application at the State Department. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Is that true also of the publications of the 
Bureau of American Republics? 

Mr. HITT. No; you can get them in limited numbers, on ap- 
plication, or in numbers not strictly limited for any specific 
purpose, for instance, where the persons desiring them are pur 
suing some special study, or discharging a special public duty. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Or for libraries? ' 

Mr. HITT. Ithinkso. Butthey are not sent free to merchants, 


this matter very fully to the committee last year, and my friend | because the merchant wants them to make money out of them and 
from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] drew the paragraph then in the he ought to pay for them and does pay for them cheerfully. 
bill. A MemBer. They are also distributed free to the press. 

_Mr. DINGLEY. The provision as it stands is simply permis- Mr. HITT. I think so. 
sive. The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill 

Mr. HITT. It is. The object was to avoid locking up these| Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committe: eand 
funds in the Treasury so that they could not be drawn upon for report the bill and amendments to the House with a f ible 
necessary expenses of the Bureau without waiting for an appro- | recommendation. 
priation. The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But, asa matter of protection to the Treasury, The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 


should not all receipts from the sale of these publications, rents, 
etc., be paid into the Treasury? Without such a provision what 
protection is there for the Government? 








the chair, Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee of the Whole, re- 
ported that they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 4960) 
making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for 
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the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and had directed him to report 
the same to the House with sundry amendments. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the amendments, though numerous, 
are generally unimportant, and I ask consent thata vote be taken 
upon them all at once. 

There was no objection. The amendments were adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


RECONVENING OF DELEGATES TO MARINE CONFERENCE OF 1889. 


Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1450) to reconvene the delegates of the 
United States to the International Marine Conference of 1889. 
This bill has been favorably considered by the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of State is hereby authorized to re- 
convene the delegates of the United States to the Washington International 
Marine Conference of 1889, whenever in his judgment it is expedient, for the 
further consideration of rules to prevent collisions at sea and in the waters 
of the United States. 

Sxc. 2. That the sum of $2,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise appre oriated, for necessary expenses incurred under this act. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of State to transmit to 
Congress a detailed statement of expenditures incurred under this act. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, pending the request for unanimous 
consent, I trust I may he allowed to state that the bill just read is 
identical with House bill No. 3827, which was favcrably reported 
some days ago by the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. The Senate bill was reported by that committee this morn- 
ing, and the report upon the Senate bill refers to the report pre- 
viously made on the Route bill. As the latter report is brief, I 
ask that it be read for the information of the House. 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. PAYNE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3827) entitled “A bill to reconvene the delegates of the 
United States to the International Marine Conference of 1889," having had 
the same under consideration, submit the following report: 

Chapter 593, of the laws of 1888, creating the International Marine Confer- 
ence, provided that the powers and authority conferred on the delegates of 
the United States should terminate on January 1, 1890. This bill tows 
upon the Secretary of State the power to reconvene the seven American 
frlegs aos e a cost not exceeding $2,000, if public interests render such a meet- 

ng desirable. 

Sach a meeting will probably prove desirable during the spring or early 
summer for two reasons: 

First. In 1804 an understanding was reached by the principal maritime 
powers that the revised international rules to prevent collisions at sea (the 
chief work of the International Marine Conference at Washington) should go 
into effect on March 1, 1895. This understanding was broken by a change of 
ponies by the British Government, which in January, 1895, notified the 

Jnited States that until Parliament had been consulted it could not ee to 
the date fixed. Several other nations also withdrew their assents, and by act 
of Congress (February 23, 1895) the date was postponed. In the interval Ger- 
many had suggested tentatively a few changes in the proposed noes 
rules. It is expected that the final views of the British Government as fixed 
by Parliament, which meets in February, will be received in March or April. 

2@ question whether changes,if any are a should be accepted or 
rejected should first be presented to those who represented the Uni States 
at the conference and acted for this country in framing the proposed rules 
before being submitted to Congress. This result can be most expeditiously 
and satisfactorily achieved by granting authority, which does not now exist, 
to reconvene the delegates of the United States to examine and report on 
such matters as may be submitted to them. 

Second. It is also desirable that these delegates consider the report upon 
measures to bring our inland and harbor rules into closer accord with the in- 
ternational rules when the form of the latter becomes finally determined. 

This matter is a very important one, as the report of the conference 
which was adopted as above stated covered all the rules and regulations 
for the safety of lives and propery carried by vessels navigating the high 
seas. There is no doubt but that the result of the work of the commis- 
sion was a great advance over the rules now in force. Whatever amend- 
ments are now proposed should be submitted promptly tothe able experts 
who were the delegates of the United States to the conference, and who are 
familiar with the work of the conference, and are able to give to Congress 

yxromptly reliable information upon any amendments which may be offered 
xy any other Government. Congress should respond quickly and _ intelli- 

ntly to any proposed change in the rules of the conference, in order that 
he new rules may go into force ass ily as possible. 

The bill limits the cost to $2,000, and appropriates that sum, or so much of 
it as may be necessary. Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, House bill No. 3827, iden- 
tical in its provisions with the Senate bill just passed, will be laid 
on the table. 

There was no objection. 

EDUCATION OF DEAF MUTES. 
Mr. GROW. Lask consent to have read, without printing in 


the Recorp, what I send to the Clerk’s desk. I wish it for 
the information of the House. 
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There was no objection; and the Clerk read a bill to aid in es- 
tablishing homes in the States and Territories for teaching artic- 
ulate speech and vocal language to deaf children before they are 
of school age. 

Mr. GROW. Before this bill is referred, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to make a statement which will occupy perhaps a minute. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, thanking the House for its indul- 
gence, I wish to state my only reason for departing from the reg 
ular course in the presentation of this bill. This measure, it will 
be observed, has reference to a new system of education, first 
started by Mary 8S. Garrett, the lady named in the bill as princi- 
pal of the school referred to—a system by which children born 
deaf are, through the aid of the eye, taught to speak in the same 
way as if they could hear. This lady insists that there is no child 
born deaf (unless it be a perfect imbecile) that has not the vocal 
organs as all other children have, and that deaf children can be 
taught in infancy, through the aid of the eye, to speak just as 
well as those who hear. This she has demonstrated in her school 
and by public exhibitions at the World’s Fair in Chicago, and 
also at the Atlanta Exposition. In these exhibitions she has shown 
that children born deaf can, by proper education, be brought to 
converse so well that the person conversing with them would not 
know of their deafness. According to this lady’s statistics, about 
one child in every fifteen hundred is born deaf. She insists that 
if the mothers of deaf children would talk to them in the same 
way as if they could hear, those children would grow up to speak 
the same as other children. 

I have taken this method of calling the attention of the House 
to this matter before it comes up regularly for consideration. I 
ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on Education. 

There being no objection, the bill H. R. 4990 was read twice, 
referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 


DEATH OF HON. FREDERICK REMANN, 


Mr. HADLEY. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my painful duty to 
convey to this House in an official way intelligence of the death of 
my predecessor, the Hon. Frederick Remann, a Representative- 
elect from the State of Illinois. His death occurred at his home 
in Vandalia on the 14th of July of last year. I shall detain the 
House at this time with only a single word of tribute. Born and 
reared in the county which was his home at the time of his death, 
he had the esteem of everyone who knew him, and was most 
highly esteemed by those who knew him best. Frequently called 
to fill important public positions in his neighborhood and State, 
he always brought to the discharge of his duties a wonderful 
fidelity to the interests of those he undertook to serve. At the 
early age of 17 he enlisted as a private in the Union Army and 
served his country gallantly. In 1894 he was elected to a member- 


ship in this House by a majority both flattering to himself and 


creditable to the people of his district, who by his untimely death 
have been deprived of his valuable services. In a word, he was a 
good soldier, a steadfast friend, a public-spirited and patriotic citi- 
zen, and a beloved husband and father. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the resolutions which I now 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. i rane Remann, late a member-elect of this House from the State of 
nois. 
_ Resolved, That as a mark of respect to his memory the House do now ad- 
journ. é 
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 
The resolutions were unanimously adopted; and in accordance 


therewith (at 2 0’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a communication from the Secretary of War, submitting an esti- 
mate of deficiency in the appropriation for horses for cavalry—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
George H. Johnson, administrator of Elisha Johnson, deceased, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
James McPeters, administrator of Lemuel Corum, deceased 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, an 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of fact filed in the case of Mary E. 
Layton, administratrix of John M. Layton, deceased, against The 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed, 
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XOMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND REs- 
REPORTS OF C OLUTIONS. 


J se 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
anal ee committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: E 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred House bill No. 2280, reported in lieu thereof a 
bill (H. R. 4991) to open forest reservations in the State of Colo- 
rado for the location of mining claims, accompanied by a report 
(No. 152); which said_bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was | 


referred House bill No. 3775, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 


5092) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies | 


reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act 
approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the Bowman 
Act, accompanied by a report (No. 153); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 


Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
1980) to provide a life-saving station at or near Point Bonita, at 
the Golden Gate, in the State of California, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 154); which said 
billand report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
23) to provide for the establishment of a life-saving station at 
mouth of Siuslaw River, in Lane County, Oreg., and for a crew 
thereat, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 155); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LEFEVER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4146) to authorize 
the First National Bank of Sprague, Wash., tochange its location 


and name, reported the same without amendment, accompanied | the Republic, Department of Kansas, at Wichita, Kans. 


by a report (No. 156); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3964) to reorganize 
the customs collection district of Alaska, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 157); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 234) 
to provide a life-saving station at or near Green Hill, on the coast 
of South Kingston, in the State of Rhode Island, — the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 158); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 951) to amend the military record of Dan S. 
a be lieutenant, Eighteenth Indiana Volunteers. (Report 

0. Lol. 

ey Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 104) for the relief of the Newberry College. (Re- 
port No. 159.) 

The bill (H. R. 4435) for the relief of Stewart College (now the 
Southwestern Presbyterian University), located at Clarksville, 
Tenn. (Report No. 160.) 

The bill (H. R. 124) for the relief of the Old School Presbyterian 
Church of Helena, Phillips County, Ark. (Report No. 166.) 

By Mr. BUCK, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 8681) for the relief of Michael B. Ryan, son and admin- 
istrator de bonis non of John S. Ryan, deceased. (Report 
No. 161.) 

By Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 1836) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson 
Kale. (Report No. 162.) 

By Mr. BUCK, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 2966) for the relief of John Rhodes and wife. (Report 
No. 163.) 

By Mr. NEILL, from the Committee on War Claims: House 
No ek), No. 151, in lieu of House bill No. 1054. (Report 
0. ‘ 
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By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 1816) for the relief of Michael Ryan. rt 
No. 165.) 





1 
( beep 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred, as 
follows: ; 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H.R. 4974) for the relief of settlers on 
the Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands—to the Commit 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COCKRELL: A bill (H.R. 4975) to change the place of 
holding terms of circuit and district courts in the northern di 
trict of the State of Texas from Graham to Abilene 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H.R. 4976) for the relief 
of the acting (volunteer) officers in the United States Navy in the 
war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

3y Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 4977) to repeal section 4716, Re 
vised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 4978) for the establishment of a 
light and fog-signal station on or near Hog Island Shoal, Narra 
gansett Bay, Rhode Island—to the Committee on Interstat 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 4979) toamend sections 140 and 
145 and repealing sections 143 and 144 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States relating to Presidential elections—to the ¢ 
mittee on Election of President, Vice-President, and Repres 
tives in Congress. 

sy Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 4980) donating condemned cannon 
and condemned cannon balls to Judson Kilpatrick Post, No. 36, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, at Newton, 
Kans.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4981) donating condemned cannon and con- 
demned cannon balls to Eggleston Post, No. 244, Grand Army of 
to the 


tee 


q- 


to the Com 


Oll- 


nta- 


Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 4982) to amend an act entitled * An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Gov- 


| ernment the use of the same for postal, military, and other pur- 


poses,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 
2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878. both in amendment 
of said first-mentioned act; and to provide for the settlement of 
claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction 
of certain railroads, and to secure to the United States payment 
of all indebtedness of certain companies therein mentioned 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 4983) to prohibit the issuance 
of bonds without express authority of Congress—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 4984) to provide for the 
securing to the State of Colorado full title to all mineral lands, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4985) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to convey to the State of Colorado, etc.—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 4986) to ex 
clude political influence in the appointment of postmasters-—to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4987) providing an appro- 
priation for the improvement of the Yamhill River, in Oregon 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 4988) to provide for the allot 
ment of lands in the Indian Territory heretofore occupied by the 
Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, and for other purposes—to the 


to 


| Committee on Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H.R. 4989) establishing 
gas buoys in the St. Lawrence River—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROW: A bill (H. R. 4990) to aid in establishing homes 
in the States and Territories for teaching articulate speech and 
vocal language to deaf children before they are of school age—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 4992) authorizing and direct 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to donate four pieces of condemned 
cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to the city 
of Reedsburg, Wis.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 4993) allowing actual settlers 
upon lands within the Mille Lacs Indian Reservation to perfect 
title to lands in said reservation under the general land laws of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A resolution (House Res. No. 135) rela- 
tive to pay of clerks of committees for month of December, 1895— 
to the Committee on Accounts, 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 3409) granting a pension to and for the relief of 
Dr. Harrison Wagner—Committee on War Claims discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4250) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
War to exchange with the National Guard of the respective States 
Springfield rifles of the pattern of the year 1884 for Springfield 
rifles of the pattern of the year 1873—Committee on Military Af- 
fairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on the Militia. 

The bill (H. R. 1584) for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3061) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and 
Dora L. Stark—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3572) for the relief of Gen. Francis L. Haga- 
dorn—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The bill (H.R. 1048) for the relief of the late Andrew 8. Core— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 4403) for the relief of Mrs. Anna R. Widmayer 
for the killing of her husband on or about the 8d day of Septem- 
ber, 1872--Committee on the District of Columbia discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H. R. 4994) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah 
Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill e R. 4995) removing the charge of 
desertion from the record of W. V. Cook—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4996) granting a pension to Louis M. Ellison— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4997) for the relief of Ira Davis, of Califor- 
nia—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4998) for the relief of George 8. Walker, of 
California—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 4999) for the relief of Thomas 
Collins—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 5000) granting a pension to 
James F, Barham, of California—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 5001) for the relief of John 
H. Walters—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5002) to carry out 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Joseph Dunlap— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5008) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of the estate of Edward Morgan, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill * R. 5004) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to W. G. Neeley, of Canyon City, Colo.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5005) granting a pension to Michael Devine, 
of La Junta, Colo., late of Company L, Second New York Artil- 
lery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

jh a bill (H. R. 5006) granting an honorable discharge to 
Andrew J. Branson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5007) granting a pension to Charles F. Holly, 
of Pueblo, Colo., late captain of Company H, Second Regiment 
Colorado Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 5008) for the relief of George F. McReynolds, 
_ of Company B, Tenth Illinois Cavalry—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5009) for the relief of Gerald Russell—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5010) for pension to Joseph N. Nash, late cor- 
oral Company A, Thirty-seventh Regiment, Iowa Volunteer In- 
antry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5011) ae of pension to Alvin 

F.. Kimball—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5012) granting an honorable discharge to 
Thomas B. Hanoum—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5013) for the relief of D. H. Dickason—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5014) granting an honorable discharge to 
Harrison 8, Crites—to the Committee on ae Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5015) granting a pension to T. R. Le Tellier— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5016) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, 
John Fay, of Pueblo, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5017) granting an increase of pension to Lloyd 
Beall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5018) for the relief of Barbary Brooks—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 5019) for relief of Enoch H. 
Stone, of White County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5020) for relief of Col. Nat Witt, of Rhea 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5021) for relief of John T. Masoner, heir to 
Isaac Masoner, of Meigs County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5022) for relief of the legal representative of 
P. M. Lea, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5023) for relief of M. A. Lewis, of Marion 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill (H. R. 5024) for the relief of Joseph 
Gerrold, of Silver City, N. Mex.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 5025) for the re- 
lief of W. R. Austin & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5026) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. 8. T. Emery, widow of Obadiah German—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H.R. 5027) to carry 
out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Ambers 
Graham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R.5028) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of George W. Griffith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 5029) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Pleasant Longacre, adminis- 
trator of Richard Longacre, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 5030) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of David Graham—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R.5031) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Wiley Bailey—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 5032) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Andrew Allen—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 5033) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of David Belcher—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 5034) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of Archibald C,. 
Legg—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H.R. 5035) to carry out the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of Thomas W. Campbell, assignee 
of Miles Kelly, against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 5036) for the relief of James H. 
Smith, of Manchester, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5037) for the relief of John McNaughton—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5038) for the relief of David Stewart, of Se- 
man, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H.R. 5039) to pension William F, 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 5040) to correct the military 
record of David K. Selzer, a member of Company D, Ninety-third 
Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers, of Wellsville, N. Y.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 5041) to pension Ella F, Syd- 
nor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 5042) granting a pension to 
Henry Bultemeier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H.R. 5043) for the relief of John M. 
Barrett—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota (by request): A bill (H.R. 
5044) for the relief of James Gilfillan and John A. Rollings—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 5045) for the relief of James 
M. Ballock—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5046) removing the charge of desertion from 
the record of Henry Craig—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 5047) granting a pension to Marvin 
J. Kline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 5048) granting an increase of 

nsion to Manon Van Gordon—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 
Mr. LATIMER: A bill (H. R. 5049) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Isaac K. James—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 
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By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 5050) for the benefit of and grant- | By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H.R. 


ing a pension to Ransom C. Hazelip, late a private soldier of Com- 


pany G, 


sions. 


By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 5051) for the relief of the 


heirs of Edward O. Watkins, deceased, late of the State of Vir- | 


ginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5052) for the relief of | 
Mary Walker, a Wyandotte Indian—to the Committee on Indian | 


ay itr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5053) to pen- 
sion Allan C. Vickars—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5054) for the relief of F. F. Morris—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 5055) to pay John Foster, of Elizabeth, W. 
Va.. for ferrying United States soldiers during the late war—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5056) for the relief of William Seicks—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5057) to pension 
Violet Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5058) for the relief of B. J. Young 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5059) for the relief of John M. Hamm, of 
McNairy County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.5060) for relief of Hiram B. Crowell and 
William H. Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. 


to the 


Also, a bill (H.R. 5061) to pension Ira Powers, of Henderson | 


County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. ODELL: A bill (H.R.5062) to reimburse D. D. Bren- 
nan for expenses incurred in travel from Yokohama, Japan, to 


Haverstraw, N. Y., after his summary discharge as paymaster’s | 


clerk in the United States Navy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RANEY: A bill (H. R. 5063) to carry out the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of David McKinney—to the Com 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5064) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of the estate of Jackson Willhite, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.5065) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of the estate of George Black, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5066) granting a pension to Pinkney Hud- 
dleston, late private Company I, of the First Battalion Second 
Regiment Arkansas Volunteers, Indian war, mustered into serv 
ice of the United States October 31, 1836, and discharged at Fort 
Gibson April 12, 1887—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5067) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Samuel Corday, sr.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: A bill (H. R. 5068) to grant pension 
to Jane Cunningham, widow of James Cunningham—to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 5069) granting a 
—— to Susan E. Peckham—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 5070) for the relief of George 
W. Bowen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 5071) for the relief of 


James W. Long, late acaptain in the United States Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5072) for the relief of Adam D. Shriner—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5078) granting a pension to Charles C. Epley 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.5074) granting a pension to Charles H. Van 
Etten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R.5075) for the relief of Rodman Hart—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5076) for the relief of Persons T. Carpenter- 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5077) granting a pension to Elizabeth Fita- 
patrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5078) granting a pension to Phoebe B. Beebe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAFT: A bill (H. R. 5079) to execute the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of John J. Shipman 
against the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief 
of Mrs. Elizabeth L. Traweek, of Sebastian County, Ark.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by ao: a bill (H. R. 5081) for the relief of James 
A. Mitchell, o 
Claims, 
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Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Infantry Volunteers, and | 
first lieutenant of Company B, Thirty-fifth Regiment Kentucky | 
Mounted Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 





5082) for the relief of Van R 3 
ler R. Hughnin—to the Committee on Military Affair 

By Mr. TURNER of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 5083 ting an 
increase of pension to A. H. McLaws—to the Committe on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER (by request): A bill (H. R. 5084 r t 
lief of the legal representatives of Edwin De Leon, d ust 
$8,000 due him for judicial services—to the ( ! 

Claims. 

Aliso (by request , a bill (H. R. 5085 rthe 2 f tl legal 
representatives of Edwin De Leon | al 
of the United States in Egypt—to the Committ ( 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H. R. 5086) fo f 

| Francis A. Monholland—to the Committee on Invalid |} . 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5087) for the relief of 
William S. Laney—to the Committee on Military Affair 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 508 carry ou 1- 
ings of the Court of Clai n th ‘ the \ f Ri Lae 
Kirby, deceased—to the ¢ tmnitte m War ¢ I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5089) to carry out t fini the Court 

| of Claims in the case of the estate of George W. Yuckleyv. de 
ceased—to the Committee on War Clain 

By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 5090)t { rend 
the military record of Capt. Alexander McDonald, of ¢ vy I. 
Seventeenth Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry—to the ¢ t n 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 5091) for the relief of Bridget 
Duffy to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 5093) granting an ho ble 
discharge to N. B. Grayson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions a papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as foll 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of citizens of Lancaster, Dallas 
County, Tex., asking for the passage of the bill for the relief of 
book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church Sout » the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of citizens of Brownsvil W ash- 
ington County, Pa., praying for free navigation of the M - 
hela River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of D. E. Holter 
and others, of Howard, Pa., for the pass f the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on | ' ind Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of railway rl 
in favor of the passage of bill providing for the rec] fication 
of such clerks—to the Committee on the Post-O and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition of Bruce E. Watkins and 
others, of Pueblo, Colo., favoring the passage t} n lly 
stricting immigration—to the Committee on Immicration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of C. F. Kennedy and 18 others, of 
Garwin, Tama County, lowa,in regard to Sun t] 
(H. R. 167)—to the Committee on the District of ¢ 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Resolut s of the J K ) 
Philosophical Society, in behalf of the Cuban ] he 


Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of west Penn- 


sylvania, in favor of the Stone immigration b 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

3y Mr. DINGLEY: Memorial of the National Board of Trade 
favoring various reductions in postal raté nd 4 clusion 
from second-class rates of such publications as are 1 rictly 
of such class—to the Committe on the Post-Offi ind Post- 


Roads. 


Also, memorial of the National Board of Trade, recommending 
the establishment of a navigating naval reserve—to the Commit 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

| Also,memorial of the National Board of Trade, favoring a ind 
and stable monetary system, and, in case of failure to agree upon 
such a system, the appointment of a nonpartisan monetary com- 


mission—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorial of the National Board of Trade, urging the forti- 
fication of the east end of Long Island Sound 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: Three petitions of C. S. 
McCall and other citizens of Marlboro County; Mr. Levi and 
others of Clarendon County; T. L. Jandon and others of Berkeley 
County, 8. C., in behalf of placing the Winyah Bay bar improve- 
ment under the continuous contract system—to the Committee 


to the Committ 


Sebastian County, Ark.—to the Committee on War | on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. FOWLER: Two memorials of the Second Presbyterian 
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Church of Rahway, N. J., and a union meeting of the Presby- 
terian and Methodist Episcopal churches of Cranford, N. J., pro- 
testing against the persecutions and atrocities perpetrated upon 
the Armenians—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime 
Exchange, favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 179, to remove 
discrimipations against American sailing vessels in the coast- 
ing trade—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favoring 
the passage of Senate bill No. 180, for the licensing of masters and 
chief mates of sail vessels over 700 tons—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of the National Board of Trade, deprecating the 
Government ownership of railroad lines, but favoring a close super- 
vision of the same—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the National Board of Trade, recommending 
that provision be made for the protection of all trains, boats, or 
vehicles carrying the mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, against 
the passage of House bills Nos. 1227 to 1233, inclusive—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of the National Board of Trade, favoring a 
ship canal from Lake Erie to tide water—to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 
ing liberal appropriations for coast defenses—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of the National Board of Trade, favoring a strict 
enforcement of the immigration laws—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition and papers accompanying bill for 
the relief of James S. Crawford, of the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOOKER:-Ten petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Chautauqua, Ceres, Angelica, Fillmore, 
and Friendship, N. Y., to prohibit the sale of beer at Bedloe’s Is- 
land and Fort Wadsworth—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

Also, petition of Henry J. Rice, J. A. Putnam, and others, of 
Fredonia, N. Y., for the passage of the service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of 450 citizens of the Third Con- 
gressional district of New Jersey, for the passage of the Stone bill 
for restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HULING: Petition and papers of Ella F. Sydnor, of 
Washington, D. C., praying to be granted a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEM: Petition of 76 citizens of Dawes County, Nebr., 
asking for some Congressional action to prevent the atrocities in 
Armenia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of W. B. Reynolds and 13 others, of Nebraska, 
asking for the reclassification of the mail service—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KULP: Petition of Charles H. Newhard and others, of 
Natalie, Pa., and vicinity, in support of the William A. Stone bill 
restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolution of the American Humane Edu- 
cation Society, asking Congress to request Great Britain to ap- 

oint a commission similar to our own toconsider the Venezuelan 
ifficulty—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the American Local Option League, praying 
for the abolishment of the liquor traffic, internal revenue from 
spirits, etc.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 
ing the abolition of compulsory pilotage on coastwise vessels—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 
ing the licensing of masters and chief mates of sail vessels over 700 
tons, as provided in Senate bill No. 180—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: Two ee of the Women’s Christian 
Temperance Union of New Paltz, Ulster County, N. Y., urging 
the prohibition of the sale of beer to immigrants—to the Commit- 
tee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of the board of directors of the Sagi- 
naw Board of Trade, asking for the recognition of the Cubans as 


belligerents in their struggle for freedom—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. LOW: Paper to accompany House bill No. 4884, to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the record of Nicholas Clark- 
son, of New York, landsman U.S. 8S. Alabama—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Park 
Street Club of Boston, Mass, favoring the passage of the bills (H. R. 
9 and §S. 301) restricting immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: Petition of Violet Carr, of Mur- 
freesboro, Tenn., asking to be restored to the pension roll—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MEREDITH: Paper to accompany House bill No. 4218, 
for the relief of Richard H. Marshall—to the Committee on War 
| Claims. 
By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: Petition of Mrs. Susan Waller, ask- 
ing for action by Congress for the release of her husband, John L. 
Waller, now imprisoned in France—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 
By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the managing board of the Boston 
Evangelical Alliance, praying that Congress will make to the Sul- 
| tan of Turkey a most emphatic protest against the atrocities and 
| massacres perpetrated upon the Armenians—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. NEWLANDS: Petition of George A. Tywell, W. T. Han- 
| ford, and others, of Carson City, Nev., to restrict immigration—to 
| the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. NOONAN: Petition of Nathan Mitchell, of Texas, for 
a pension for services rendered as an officer in the Mexican war— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. PICKLER: Petitions and resolutions of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of the following States, asking for 
Spormenag of the Christians in Armenia: Alabama, Connecticut, 
| Michigan, West Virginia, Arkansas, Oklahoma Territory, 
| Kansas, Wyoming, Indian Territory, South Dakota, North 
Dakota, Pennsylvania, Minnesota, Virginia, Ohio, North Caro- 

lina, Maine, Iowa, and Maryland—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. M. Brady and 105 others, praying that the 
ceded lands within the Cross Creek Indian Reservation be subject 
to settlement without payment to the Government—to the Com- 
mitttee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of the State 
board of agriculture of Pennsylvania, relating to the distribution 
of seeds, etc., by the Secretary of Agriculture, believing it to be 
inexpedient to distribute the same, and tendering the thanks of 
the board for the action of the Secretary of Agriculture—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Resolutions adopted by members of the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of Calumet, Mich., indorsing 
the Senate bill regarding the Armenian persecution—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: Papers to accompany the 
claim of Thomas H. Coates—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition and papers to accompany bill 
for the relief of Frances A. Monholland, of Charles City, lowa—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Resolution of the Board 
of Trade of Worcester, Mass., asking for the adoption of interna- 
tional system of weights—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Henry L. Search, J. D. Brinker- 
hoff, David Palmer, and 30 other citizens of Lizette, Bucks County, 
Pa., for the passage of an act granting compensation to fourth- 
— postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads, 

Also, petition of John C. Hunter and 55 other citizens of 
Abington, Pa., for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Petition of the Methodist Preachers’ 
Meeting, Columbus, Ohio, Rev. 8. J. Hawk, secretary, asking for 
the passage of a bill favoring industrial arbitration and investi- 
gation—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Columbus Methodist Preachers’ Meeting, 
asking for the passage of an act raising the age of consent in the 
District of Columbia, and for improved divorce laws in the Ter- 
ritories—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Columbus Methodist Preachers’ Meeting, 
representing 25 pastors and 1,000 members, asking for Sunday 
rest and compulsory education in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, memorial of Griffin Roberts and many others, of Hilliard, 
Ohio, and vicinity, asking for the passage of the service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 29, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
GEORGETOWN DOCK, BARGE, ELEVATOR AND RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual report 
of the Georgetown Dock, Barge, Elevator and Railroad Company 
of the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Buffalo 
Merchants’ Exchange, of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to permanently retire and cancel all United 
States notes, called greenbacks, and Treasury notes, called Sher- 
man notes, in order to prevent disaster to business and to preserve 
the honor of our country; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. . ae 

Mr. KYLE presented sundry memorials of citizens of South 
Dakota, remonstrating against the issuance of interest-bearing 
bonds and praying for the free coinage of silver; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


and praying for immediate action by Congress in the matter; | 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of Noah V. Chapman and sun- 
dry other citizens of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for consular inspection of immigrants before | 
embarkation; which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- | 


tion. 

Mr. SMITH presented the petition of Daniel S. Cooper and 55 | 
other citizens of Oxford, N. J., praying for the passage of the 
so-called Stone immigration bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. FRYE presented sundry petitions of the officers of the Na- 
tional Woman's Christian Temperance Union, representing the 
State unions of Alabama, Connecticut, Michigan, West Virginia, 
Arkansas, Oklahoma, Kansas, Wyoming, Indian Territory, South | 
Dakota, North Dakota, Pennsylvania, Minnesota, Virginia, Ohio, | 
North Carolina, and Maine, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion for the relief of Armenia; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the First Baptist Church of Lawrence, Mass., praying 
Congress to join with other nations in measures to prevent the 
further oppression and slaughter of Armenians; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER 
tion of Topeka, Kans., praying for recognition of the belligerent 
rights of the Cubans; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

r. WHITE presented a petition of the board of supervisors of 
Kern County, Cal., and a petition of the board of supervisors of 
Alameda County, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
develop the mining interests of the country; which were referred 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. CAMERON presented sundry petitions of citizens of Pitts- 
burg and New Florence, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for 
the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a petition of the United Congre- 
a a of the Baptist and Congregational churches of Claremont, 
N. H., representing a membership of about six hundred persons, 
in reference to Armenian atrocities. 
their petition in these words: 

That you, by personal efforts, inspired of your constituency and your fellow- 
men, do move for such reasonable action in this case as will assure the 
admiration and cooperation of good people every where, amongst all nationali- 
ties; as will meet the approval of generations to come; as will, above all, effect 
the obtuse Ottoman Government immediately and forever in the matter of 
her treatment of Christian Armenian subjects in her Empire. 

This was passed by the unanimous vote of the two churches 
named. I move that the petition lie on the table, a resolution hav- 
ing been reported and passed on this subject. 

€ motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the mayor, clergy, and 
sundry other citizens of Burlington, Vt., praying for protection to 
the Armenian Christians and American citizens in Turkey; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of the city council of Warren, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for a ship 
canal connecting the Great Lakes with the Ohio River; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


Mr. GRAY presented the affidavit of Cyrus Cort, of Delaware, 
and the affidavit of William T. Watson, speaker of the senate of | 


These churches conclude 


| 
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the State of Delaware,in the matter of the claim of Henry A. Du 
Pont to aseat in the United States Senate: which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1447) authorizing the President of the 
United States to nominate Lieut. Commander R. M. G. Brown, 
now on the retired list, to be a commander on the retired list. re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
a it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 5) referring to the Treasury Department the claims of 
sundry persons for examination, adjustment, and report to Con- 
gress, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He, also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1650) to reimburse the States of California, Oregon, and 
Nevada for moneys by them expended in the suppression of the 
rebellion, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


| thereon. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Kingsbury | 
County, 8. Dak., remonstrating against the cruel and inhuman | 
treatment of Armenian Christians by the Turkish Government, | 


resented a petition of the Philosophical Associa- | 


Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1469) referring to the Court of Claims the claim 
of William E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the 
United States of his invention relating to projectiles, for which 


| letters patent were ordered to issue to him March 25, 1852, reported 


it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 516) for the relief of M. 
D. Crow, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 606) for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, widow 
of the late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 


WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. MORGAN. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to report back a number of petitions on the subject of 
recognizing the belligerent rights of Cuba; also, a joint resolution 
offered by the Senator from Florida [| Mr. CAL], Senate joint reso- 
lution 4, declaring that a state of public war exists in Cuba, and 
that belligerent rights be accorded to the Cuban government. 

I report back as a substitute two resolutions, which I will read, 
accompanied by a written report. The report is brief, and ex- 
plains the attitude of the committee toward these questions. I 
will read it: 


The Congress of the United States, deeply regretting the unhappy 
hostilities existing in Cuba, which has again been the result of the demand of 
a large number of the native population of that island for its independence, 
in a spirit of respect and regard for the welfare of both countries, earnestly 
desires that the security of life and property and the establishment of per 
manent peace and of a government that is satisfactory to the people of Cuba 
should be accomplished. 

And to the extent that the people of Cuba are seeking the rights of local 
self-government for domestic purposes, the Congress of the United States ex 
presses its earnest sympathy with them. The Congress would also welcome 
with satisfaction the concession by Spain of complete sovereignty to the 
people of that island, and would cheerfully give to such a voluntary conces 
sion the cordial er of the United States. The near proximity of Cuba 
to the frontier of the United States, and the fact that it is universally re 


state of 


| garded as a part of the continental system of America, identifies that island 





so closely with the political and commercial welfare of our people that ¢ 
gress can not be indifferent to the fact that civil war is flagrant among the 
people of Cuba. 

Nor can we longer overlook the fact that the destructive character of this 
war is doing serious harm to the rights and interests of our people on the 
island, and to our lawful commerce, the protection and freedom of which is 
safeguarded by treaty obligations. In the recent past and in former years, 
when internal wars have been waged for long periods and with results that 
were disastrous to Cuba and injurious to Spain, the Government of the United 
State” has always observed, with perfect faith, all of its duties toward the 
belligerents. 

It was a difficult task thus forced upon the United States, but it was per 
formed with vigor, impartiality, and justice, in the hope that Spain would so 
ameliorate the condition of the Cuban people as to give them peace ntent 
ment, and prosperity. This desirable result has not been accomplished. Its 
failure has not resulted from any interference on the part of our people or 
Government with the people or government of Cuba 

The hospitality which our treaties, the laws of nations, and the laws of 
Christianity have extended to Cuban refugees in the United States has 
caused distrust on the part of the Spanish Government as to the fidelity of 
our Government to its obligations of neutrality in the frequent insurrections 
of the people of Cuba against Spanish authority. This distrust has often l« 
come a source of serious annoyance to our people, and has led toa spirit of 
retaliation toward Spanish authority in Cuba, thus giving rise to frequent 
controversies between the two countries. The absence of responsible gov 
ernment in Cuba, with powers adequate to deal directly with questions |» 
tween the people of the United Statesand the people and political authoriti 
of the island, has been a frequently recurring cause of delay, protracted im 
prisonment, confiscations of property, and the detention of our and 
their ships, often upon groundless cuwgen, which has been a serious griev- 


people 


|} ance, 


When insurrections have occurred on the Island of Cuba the temptation to 
unlawful invasion by reckless persons has given to our Government anx- 
iety, trouble, and much expense in the enforcement of our laws and treaty 
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uent as to 


obligations of neutrality, and these occasions have been so fr 
_— these duties unreasonably onerous upon the Government of the United 
tates. 
The devastation of Cuba in the war that is now being waged, both with 
fire and sword, is an anxious and disturbing cause of unrest among the pee. 
n 


le of the United States, which creates strong grounds of protests ag: 

he continuance of the struggle for power between Cuba and Spain, which is 
rapidly changing the issue to one of existence on the part of a great number 
of the native population. 

It is neither just to the relations that exist between Cuba and the United 
States, nor is it in keeping with the spirit of the age or the rights of human- 
ity that this struggle should be protracted until one party or the other should 
become exhausted in the resources of men and money, thereby weakenin, 
both until they may fall a prey to some str r power, or until the stress o: 
human sympathy or the resentments engendered 7, long and bloody con- 
flict should draw into the strife the unruly elements of neighboring countries. 

This civil war, though it is great in its proportions, and is conducted by 
arniies that are in complete organization and directed and controlled by su- 
preme military authority, has not the safeguard of acartel for the treat- 
ment of wounded soldiers or prisoners of war. 

In this feature of the warfare it becomes a duty of humanity that the civil- 
ized powers should insist u Sane the laws of war recognized 
among civilized nations to Poth es. As our own people are drawn into 
this struggle on both sides, and enter either army without the consent of 
our Government and in violation of our laws, their treatment when they 
may be wounded or captured, although it is not regulated by treaty and 
ceases to be a penive care of our Government, should not be left to the re- 
vengeful re tions which expose them to the tate of pirates or other felons. 

The inability of Spain to subdue the revolutionists by the measures and 
within the time that would be reasonable when applied to occasions of ordi- 
nary civil disturbance is a misfortune that can not be justly visited upon 
citizens of the United States, nor can it be considered that a state of open 
civil war does not exist, but that the movement is a mere insurrection and 
its supporters a mob of criminal violators of the law, when it is seen that it 
requires an army of 100,000 men and all the naval military power of a 
great kingdom even to hold the alle rebellion in check. 

It is due to the situation of affairs in Cuba that Spain should recognize the 
existence of a state of war in the island, and should voluntarily accord to the 


armies opposed to her authority the rights of belligerents under the laws of 
nations. 
The Congress of the United States, rec the fact that the matters 


herein referred to are properly within the control of the Chief Executive 
until, within the principles of our Constitution, it becomes _ the duty of Con- 
gress to define the final attitude of the Government of the United States to- 
ward Spain, presents these considerations to the President in support of the 
following resolution: 

“Resolved by the Senate (the House of es concurring), That the 
present deplorable war in the Island of Cuba has reached a m: tude that 
concerns all civilized nations to the extent that it should be conducted, if un- 
happily it is longer to continue, on those principles and laws of warfare that 
are acknowledged to be ene upon civilized nations when en: in 
open hostilities, including the treatment of captives whoare enlisted in either 
army; due respect to cartels for exchange of prisoners and for other mili- 
pn” purposes; truces and of truce, the provision of proper hospitals 
and hospital supplies, and services to the sick and wounded of either army. 

‘Resolved further, That this representation of the views and opinions of Con- 

ess be sent to the President; and if he concurs therein that he will, ina 

riendly spirit, use the good offices of this Government to the end that Spain 
shall be requested to accord to the armies with which it is en d in war 
~ rights of belligerents, as the same are recognized under the laws of 
nations.”’ 


o Seen The resolutions will be placed on the 
alendar. 
Mr. CAMERON. From the Committee on Foreign Relations I 


present the views of the minority, accompanied by a resolution. ~ 


Mr. LODGE. I ask that the views of the minority and the reso- 
lution may be read. 

Mr. PLATT. Iwish the Secretary, before he reads the views 
of the minority, would read the resolutions reported by the ma- 

ority of the committee. They were not, I think, heard as read 
y the Senator from Alabama. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions reported by the ma- 
jority of the committee will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions appended to the report of the 
majority of the committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Pennsylvania has no 
a before the views of the minority are read I should like 
to hear the resolution which is proposed by the minority as a sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. CAMERON. That will be found at the end of the views 
of the minority. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution reported by the mi- 
nority will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President is hereby requested to inter 
cmon Eve the Spanish Government for the recognition of 

Mr. PLATT. Now, let the whole minority report be tead. 

~ VICE-PRESIDENT. The views of the minority will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the views of the minority, as follows: 

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


After the cessation of our civil war we were called upon to take notice of 

the struggle in Cuba against Spanish rule which broke out in October, 1868. 

tis said that early in the year 1869 a proclamation was actually signed by 
ecognizing th th: 


his friendly 
independence 


dent Grant r e Cubans as ts, although 
was known to very few persons. was not F ted, 
ow to the pone of Bish. In December, b en 
<= , in ne annual message, the atten of 


O Vor more than @ year # valnabie provines of and a near neighbor 
of ours, in whom al our people can’not but feel a deep interest been 


ople of Cuba in their pending struggle that they manifested throughout 
he previous struggles between Spain and her former colonies in behalf of the 
latter. But the contest has at no time assumed the conditions which amount 
to a war in the sense of international law, or which would show the existence 
of a de facto ree organization of the insurgents sufficient to justify a 
recognition of belligerence. The principle is maintained, however, that this 
nation is its own judge when to accord the rights of belligerency, either to a 
people struggling to free themselves from a government they believe to be 
cqgeeamivs, or to independent nations at war with each other.” 

e concluded that in due time Spain must find it for its interest to estab- 
lish its dependency as an ~~~ ent i which could then exercise its 
right of choice as regarded its future relations with other powers. 

he Cuban war which broke out in 1868 had been in existence for only nine 
months when our Government felt the necessity of interference. Mr. Sickles 
was appointed our minister to Madrid in 1869, and instructions were given 
to him to submit propositions on the part of our Government, in order to 
bring to a close the “civil conflict” raging in Cuba. The part taken by our 
Government at that time in Cuban affairs is full of interest, not only as re- 
gards the engagement into which the authorities were willing to enter, but 
also as respects the status which the instructions gave to the Cuban conflict. 
Our minister was directed to impress upon the Spanish mind “ the advancing 

owth of that sentiment which claims for every part of the American hem- 
Fhewe the right of self-government and freedom from transatlantic de- 
pendence.” ‘The good offices of the United States were offered tothe cabinet 
at Madrid for the purpose of bringing to a close “ the civil war now ravaging 
the Island of Cuba.” ‘The bases of settlement were: 

1. The independence of Cuba to be acknowledged by Spain. 

2. Cuba to pay Spain an indemnity for her relinquishment of all her rights 
in the island. 

3. The abolition of slavery. 

4. An armistice pending negotiations of settlement. 

Our minister was also authorized to state that if Spain insisted, our Gov- 
ernment might guarantee the payment of the indemnity by Cuba. 

_His attention was called particularly to the expression used in the instruc- 
tions, “the civil war now ravaging the island.” 

While this expression isnot designed to grant any public recognition of bel- 
ligerent rights to the insurgents, it is nevertheless used advisably and in recog- 
nition of a state and condition of the contest which may not justify a wach 
longer withholaing of the concession to the revolutionary party of the recog- 
nized rights of belligerents. Should the expression, therefore, be commented 
upon you will admit what is above stated with reference to it, and may add, 
in case of a protracted discussion, or the prospect of a refusal by Spain to ac- 
cept the proposed offer of the United States, that an early recognition of bel- 
ligerent rights is the logical deduction from the present proposal, and will 
probably be deemed a necessity on the part of the United States unless the 
condition of the parties to the contest shall have changed very materially. 

Negotiations were at once entered upon by our minister with the Spanish 
Government, and the proposition of the United States was submitted to Gen- 
eral Prim, the president of the council of state, who was then at the head of 
Spanish affairs, and practically dictatorin Spain. Primasked how much Cuba 
would give, and i5 was suggested that $125,000,000 might be arranged. Prim 
intima that autonomy to Cuba would be conceded as soon as hostilities 
ceased, but that Spain could not entertain the question of the independence 
of Cuba as long as the Cubans were in arms against the Government. Ho 
ae to consider the Cubans as parties to be consulted in the nego- 

iation. 

He was willing to assure Cuban independence if, after laying down their 
arms, the Cubans should vote for a separation, although he would not insist 
upon the necessity of such a vote. 1at for his part, if he alone were con- 
sulted, he would say to the Cubans, ‘Go, if you will; make good the treasure 
zoe. have cost us, and let us bring home our army in peace, and consolidate 

he liberties and resources of Spain.” He added that he had no doubt that 
whatever might be the result of the conflict, Cuba would eventually be free; 
that he recognized without hesitation the manifest course of events on the 
American Continent, and the inevitable termination of all colonial relations in 
their autonomy as soon as they were prepared for independence; but he re- 
petes that no ccnsideration would reconcile Spain to such a concession until 
ostilities ceased. His language was: 

“I do not flatter myself that Spain will retain possession of the island. I 
consider that the period of colonial autonomy has virtually arrived. How- 
ever the present contest may end, whether in the suppression of the insur- 
rection or in the better way of an amicable arrangement through the assist- 
ance of the United States, it is equally clear to me that the time has come for 
Cuba to govern herself; and if we succeed in putting down the insurrection 
to-morrow, I shall regard the subject in the same light, that the child has at- 
tained its majority and should be allowed to direct its own affairs. We want 
nothing more than to get out of Cuba, but it must be done in a dignified and 
honorable manner.” 

Our Government saw the futility of accepting the conditions suggested by 
Spain. They recognized that nothing could be effected by a plebiscite, and 

t the Cubans could not be induced to lay down their arms and trust the 
Spaniards to aay out their promises. oreover, while the negotiations 
were in progress the public became informed of them. Immediately a great 
excitement arose, communicated by the press, which disinclined the Spanish 
administration to pursue the matter, and our Government, finding itself un- 
able to effect any got pu . withdrew its offer of mediation. 

Mr. Sickles wrote Mr. F that Spain deprecated the expression of tho 
——_ of the Government and people of the United States for the cause 
of the revolutionists, as well as the President’s declaration of the right of the 
Government of the United States to determine when it may rightfully pro- 
claim its neutrality in the conflict between a colony struggling for inde- 
pendence and the parent state. It is remarkable, was the comment of Mr. 

ickles, that in all these discussions the fact is overlooked that Spain con- 
ceded the rights of belligerents to the Confederates without waiting for the 
outbreak of hostilities. y 

“The Queen’s proclamation of June, 1861, is forgotten; and the large and 

rofitable commerce carried on between Habana and the blockaded ports of 

2 a 7 enemies’ ships, which changed their flags in Cuban waters is 

a ored. 

. On the failure of negotiations, the logical result of our action was to recog- 
nize the Cubans as belligerents engaged ina “civil war.”’ As was said by 
Secretary Fish, the mere offer on our part to mediate as between the contend- 
ing forces was in itself a concession o belligerency and a recognition of that 
condition. But for various reasons this argument was not pressed by our 
Government. Although from month to month the aggressiveness of the revo- 
lutionists increased and their power extended, our Government, speaking 
through the State Department and the President, continued to inform the 
country that the Cubans had not reached such a condition as entitled them 
to be recognized as belligerents, although the Administration had already in 
instructions to our own m r to Spain recognized that condition at a time 
when the revolution had hardly attained any way. 

One of the reasons for this inconsistency was the e 


tion felt by our 
Government that Spain would voluntarily 


to the Cubans much that 
of reform 


they were struggling for. Liberal ministries succeeded one another in Spain 
enh of whieh fas more liberal than its predecessor in promises 
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the Gabene, i wer beokee outin § pain 
i hecame involved in such difficulties that ours was loa 

ane he Serrenbienh of Cuba or to insist upon a speedy solution of the ques- 
ti I Mr. Fish was irritated by the operation of the Cuban junta in this 

untr ‘which at times infringed our neutrality laws. He thought they 
Roald have confined their activity to sending to the insurgents arms and 

snitions of war, which he says the might have done “ consistently with our 
own f tatutes and with the law of nations.” At home the Federal Administra 
tion had to deal with the pressing question of the reconstruction of the 
South The negro problem in this country was of such importance that 


and recognition of the rights of 


the Administration had no desire to add difficulties by undertaking to settle | 


the negro question in Cuba. 


The action of our Government was in striking contrast to that of Spain in | 


izi he Confederates as belligerents. Mr. Fish refers to t 
fegoets Sehor Roberts, the Spanish minister, in 1869: 

“The civil war in Cuba has continued for a year; battle after battle has 
been fought; thousands of lives have been sacrificed, and the result is still in 
suspense. But the United States have hitherto resisted the considerations 
which in 1861 controlled the action of Spain and determined her to act upon 
the occurrence of a single bloodless conflict of arms and within sixty days 
oe ee alah in 1875, this Government was again on the point of inter- 
vening. In a dispatch from Mr. Fish, Secretary of State, to Mr. Cushing, 
then minister to Spain, the Secretary saicl that the condition of Cuba was the 
one great cause of perpetual solicitude in the foreign relations of the United 
States. He informed the minister that the President did not meditate the 
annexation of Cuba to the United States, but its elevation as an independent 
*°P The desire of independence [the Secretary says] on the partof the Cubans 
is a natural and legitimate aspiration of theirs, because they are Americans. 
That the ultimate issue of events in Cuba will be its independence, however 


that issue may 


sina | 


be produced, whether by means of negotiation, or as the re- | 


sult of miitery operations, or of one of those unexpected incidents which so | 
e 


rmine the fate of nations, it is impossible to doubt. 


rd at 
frequently de in its teachings than any other, it is that 


be one lesson in ey more cogent 
rt of America large enoug stitr 
permanently held in forced colonial subjection to Euro Complete separa- 
ion between the metropolis and its colony may be postponed by the former 
conceding to the latter a greater or less degree of local autonomy, nearly ap- 
proaching toindependence. But in all cases where a positive antagonism has 


If there | 


to constitute a self-sustaining state can be | 


come to exist between the mother country and its colonial subjects, where | 


the sense of oppression is strongly felt by the latter, and especially where 
years of relentless warfare have alienated the parties one from another more 
widely than they are sundered by the ocean itself, their political separation 
is inevitable. It is one of those conclusions which have been aptly called the 
inexorable logic of events.” : ; 

Thus we have shown that already, in 1869, when the revolution of the pre 
ceding year had attained but inconsiderable proportions, President Grant 
expressed his firm conviction that the ultimate result of the struggle for in 
dependence would be to break the bonds which attached Cuba as a colony to 
Spain. President Grant announced the determination of our Government to 
intervene if the struggle in Cuba was not agueany terminated. It was pointed 
out that while the Spanish authorities insisted that astate of war did not exist 
in Cuba, and that no rights as belligerents should be accorded to the revolu- 
tionists, they at the same time demanded for themselves all the rights and 

rivileges which flowed from actual and acknowledged war. That Cuba ex- 


bited a chronic condition of turbulence and rebellion was due to the system | 


ursued by Spain and the want of harmony between the inhabitants of the 
island and the governing class. That should it become necessary for this 
Government to intervene it would be moved by the necessity for a proper 
regard to its own protection and its own interests and the interests of hu- 
manity. ‘ 

The inhuman manner in which the war was waged and the shocking exe- 
cutions of natives and citizens of this country made an impression of horror 
on the world. 

The nicest sense of international requirements can not fail to perceive that 
provocation from Spain was overlooked by our Government for a longe 
period and with greater patience than any other Government of equal power 
would have tolerated. A writer in the London Times, in 1875, reflecting upon 
the possibility of Spain’s overcoming the then insurrection, and on the pros 
pect of our interference, said: 
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his successor; when they were convinced that the colony went on in the same 
way; when bad officials and a worse administration of justice more and more 
aggravated difficulties; when the provincial governorships, continually grow 

ing worse, fell at last into the hands of men without training or education, 
petty tyrants who could practice their thefts and sometimes their oppres- 
sions because of the distance at which they resided from the supreme anthor- 
ity, public opinion, until then restrained, began vehemently to desire those 
liberties which, if they bring much good, contain also some evil. * p 


The 10th of October, 1868, came to open men’s eyes ‘eruption of the vol 
cano in which so many passions, so many hatreds, t dunjust, had been 
heaped up was terrible, and almost at the outset the independence of Cuba 
was proclaimed.” 

He showed the gains speedily made by the insurgents and the advantages 
they had by reason of the familiarity with the country, so that ‘‘ they de- 
feated large columns with hardly a battalion of men. They almost put us on 
the defensive, and as we had to guard an immense property the miss f 
the army became very difficult.” He recounted his efforts to reestablish t} 
principle of authority, but said that he had against him a “ public spirit \ L 
out life. Nobody had higher aspirations than to save his crop of sugar. In 
official regions the enemy was thought inferior, but the commanders gener 


ally believed it unsafe to operate with less than three battalions; there was 
no venturing beyond the highways.” 











He said little was gained by beating the enemy led was to 
exterminate them, and that he could not do. Th isi bilit 
been free of the Cortes and the Government he w: ’ 8 
ventured everything to secure peace—the disembar I 
pardon, the assimilation of Cuba with Spain, orders \ 
and to show that this was not weakness, but strengt irgu 
ment of his 100,000 bayonets.’ He finally related the terms by which he in- 
duced the Cubans tolay downtheirarms. Alldesiredreforms were prom 1 
Municipal law, the law of provincial assemblies, and representation in the 


Cortes should be established; the jurisdiction of the courts define: 


settled, the form of contribution and assessments determined, schools estal 

lished, the people to be consulted through their representative as to all these 
reforms and others, and they were not to be left to the will of the captain- 
general or the head of adepartment. This summary is sufficient to indicate 


what was stipulated between the parties. 
“I do not wish to make a momentary peace; I desire that this peace be the 
beginning of a bond of common interest between Spain and her Cuban prov- 


‘ . : . =! 
inces, and that this bond be drawn closer by the ic entity of aspirations anc 


Said General Camp 











the good faith of both. Let not the ¢ ‘ubans be considered as pari hil- 
dren, but put on an equality with other Spaniards in everythir incon 
sistent with their present condition. Perhaps [he concluded] the insurgents 


would have accepted promises less liberal and more vague than those s 
forth in this condition; but even had this been done, it would have been but 
a brief postponement, because those liberties are destined to come for the 


reasons already given, with the difference that Spain now shows he if 
magnanimous, satisfying just aspirations which she might deny, and a little 
later, probably very soon, would have been obliged to grant them, compelled 
by the force of ideas and of the age. Moreover, she has promised over and 
over again to enter on the path of assimilation, and if the promise were more 


vague, even though the fulfillment of this promise were begun, these people 
would have a right to doubt our good faith, and to show a distrust unfortu 
nately warranted by the failings of human nature itself. The not adding 
another 100,000 to the 100,000 families that mourn their sons slain in this pit 
less war, and the cry of peace that will resound in the hearts of the 80,000 
mothers who have sons in Cuba or liable to conscription, would be a full 
equivalent for the payment of a debt of justice.” 
This debt of justice has not yet been paid. 
The highest ae authorities hav enables dtoconfe the griey- 
ances of the Cubans are just and their aspirations for liberty legitimate 
Marshal Serrano, in his official report to the Spanish Government of the 


ss that 


LOth of May, 1867, said: 
“We are forced to acknowledge that in the last years the treasury of Cuba 
| has been used abusively, which is partly the cause of the crisis the islands go 
through now and of the exhaustion of its resources 
Castelar, in 1873, while President, endeavored to con p the neé 


“Were Cuba as near to Cornwall as it is to Florida we should certainly | 


look more sharply to matters of fact than to the niceties of international law. 
But everything, we repeat, depends upon these matters of fact. If Spain can 


suppress the insurrection and prevent Cuba from becoming a permanent | 


source of mischief to neighboring countries, she has the fullest right to keep 
it. But she is on her trial, and that trial can not be Jong. 
toclearly understand ‘that the tenure of her rule over Cuba depends upon 
her ability to make that rule a reality, she will not be slow to show what she 
can do, and the limits of her power will be the limits of her right.” 

In 1869 Gen. Martinez Campos, the greatest soldier Spain possessed, was 
sent to,Cuba to make a final effort to bring hostilities there to a termination. 
He was not only a great soldier, but was believed to be a great administrator, 
and had the respect of all 
He was afforded all the ai 
furnish. In 1878 he succeeded in the so-called pacification, for which service 
he was raised to the highest pinnacle in Spain and made prime minister. He 
did not conquer the insurgents, but induced them to lay down their arms on 
conditions of peace which, as the Spanish administrator, he undertook for his 
Government should be faithfully carried out. 

A treaty of peace was negotiated with the leaders of the revolution. In 
1879 General 





rties on account of his patriotism and integ 


When she is made | 









cessity of making reforms demanded alike by ‘“‘ humanity and civilization 
and he deplored making Cuba a “ transatlantic Polan<d 
to Spain informed our Government that the entire unwilling? of Spa 















do anything toward the amelioration of Cub shown by the fact that all 
the governments since the breaking out volution in 1868 had pr l 
to reform the administra but that the situation of the island was w 
thanever. And Secretary Fish informed the Spanish Government that: 
of the evils of which Cuba was the scene were the necessary results of harsh 
treatment and of the maladministration of the colonial gov. *nmen 

In 1875 Mr. Cushing, then minister to Madrid, communicated to our Goy 
ernment a large amount of evidence from Spanish sources showing the de 
moralization existing in the administration in Cuba. The Spanish journal 





of that date openly informed the central government th -in Cuba ild 
never be ended until the vices of the ultramarine admin tion were col 
rected and its moral tone raised. Spain was exhorted to make one supr« 

| effort for the pacification of Cuba and its mora ! 


in the way of men and money which Spain could | 


wrote along dispatch to his Government from the seat | 


of his triumph, which at this day is extremely interesting, owing to the fact | 


that the present war owes its o 
former outbreak. In this dispatch, stating the particulars of the 
tion, General Campos gave an extended review of the situation in Cuba and 
of the terms of the raeey ot peace and the negotiations which led thereto. 
This recital shows that General Campos believed, as was afterwards said by 
our minister, James Russell Lowell, that the reforms he stipulated were 

if Cuba was to be retained as a dependency of Spain, and, Mr. 


necessary 
Lowell remarked, all intelligent Spaniards admitted that the country could | 


not afford another war. As a reason for according conditions to the Cubans 
General Campos sketched the motives of his policy: 
Since the year 1869, when I landed on this island with the first reenforce- 


ments, I was preoccupied with the idea that the insurrection here, though | 
porte ey as its canse the hatred of Spain, yet this hatred was due tothe | 


causes that have separated our colonies from the mother country, augmented 
in the present case by the pro’ made to the Antillas at different times 
(8 , and 1845), promises which not only have not been fulfilled, but, as 
understand, have not Beam permitted to be so by the Cortes when at differ- 
ent times their execution been \. 
the island had no great development, its aspirations were confined 
by love of nationality and respect for authority; but when one day after 
another passed without hopes being satisfied, but, on the contrary, the greater 
freedom permitted now and then by a governor was more canceled by 


gin to the same circumstances as caused the | 
yacifica- | 





| save Cuba to Spain. 







“ The journals of all shades of opinion speak of the offi 
Ir. Cr ‘“‘and peculations of the public employs 


ning, 






i 
vf t situation not less calamitous than the insurrecti urked 
that the burden of taxation had become intolerable, aggravated as it was by 
the frauds and wastes committed by almost everybody conne« rith the 


collecti« 


n or expenditure of the public moneys; th f adm 
tration, of which so much was being said at that time, were old, chronic, dee} 
rooted, and impossible of eradication under the colonial régime It would 


seem that each of the ephemeral parties on attaining power, with a crowd of 
eager partisans behind it like troops of howling wolves, shakes off as man 
as it can upon Cuba.” 

Notwithstanding that page press did not cease to advise the Govern 





ment that the immorality of the public administration of the fered 
a vast field to censure, nothing was done to improve its conditi It was 
thought by the central government that it was or ece y by force to 


‘roment 
tion and the 


It was common remark, however, that t 
ought to sustain two campaigns in Cuba—one agai! 
other against corruption. Said Mr. Cushing: 

“So merely mercenary and so regardless of duty and the public weal are 
many of the public officers who go out to the island as to cause the saying to 
become current that on embarking they leave all sense of shame behind them 
in Cadiz.” 

And he obseryed that all testimony was unanimous as to the corruptions 
and the embezzlements of the administrations of Cuba. 

The testimony of Mr. Cushing is of the most convincing character, as he 
has never been accused of being unfriendly to Spain. That he did not draw 
a too highly colored picture of Spanish misrule is shown by the declaration 
of the minister of transmarine affairs at Madrid in an official paper quoted 
by Mr. Fish in 1874: 

“A deplorable and pertinacious tradition of despotism which, if it could 
ever be justified, is without a shadow of reason at the present time, intrusted 
the direction and management of our colonial establishment to the agents of 


ist insur! 
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the metropolis, destroying, by their dominant and exclusive authority, the 
vital energies of the country and the creative and productive activity of 
free individuals. And although the system may now have improved in some 
of its details, the domineering action of the authorittes being less felt, it still 
appears full of the original error, which is upheld by the force of tradition 
and the necessary influence of interests created under their protection. A 
change of system, political as well as administrative, is therefore impera- 
tively demanded.” 

It is needless to say no such change has been made. 

The Spanish Government to-day in Cuba is of the same character as it was 
when Richard Henry Dana visited the island in 1854, ‘‘an armed monarch 
qneampes in the midst of a disarmed and disfranchised people; an unmixed 
despotism of one nation over another.” Dana warned the public against the 
testimony of Americans and other foreigners engaged in business in Cuba as 
to the condition of affairs there: 

“Of alle of persons I know of none whose situation is more unfavor- 
able to the growth and development of sentiments of patriotism and philan- 
thropy and of interest in the future of a race than foreigners temporarily 
resident, for purposes of money-making only, in a country with which the 
have nothing in common in the future or the pes. This class is often calle 
impartial. do not agree to the use of that term. They are indeed free 
from the bias of feeling or sentiment, but they are subject to the attractions 
of interest. Itis for their immediate advan to preserve peace and the 
existing order of things.” 

That the condition of Cuba had not improved prior to the present war is 
shown by a report of our consul-general at Habana to the State Department 
in 1885. This stated that the entire population, with the exception of the 
oan class, was living under a tyranny unparalleled at this day on the 
globe. 

* There is a system of oppression and torture which enters into every phase 
of life, eats into the soul of every Cuban, mortifies, injures, and insults him 
every hour, impoverishes him and his family from day to day, threatens the 
rich man with bankruptcy and the rman with beppary. The exactions 
of the Spanish Government and the illegal outrages of its officers are in fact 
intolerable. They have reduced the island to ge eg andruin. * * * 
The Government at Madrid is directly answerable for the misery of Cuba 
and for the rapacity and venality of its subordinates. * * * No well-in- 
formed Spaniard imagines that Cuba will long continue to submit to this 
tyranny, or at least that she will long be able to = this harvest to her op- 
pressoss. Spain cares nothing whatever for the interests, the prosperity, or 

he sufferings of her colony. The Government does almost nothing to ame- 
liorate any of the evilsof the country. The police are everywhere insufficient 
and inefficient. The roads are noroads atall. Every interest which might 
enrich and improve the island is looked upon by the officials as one more mine 
toexploit. * * * Cuba is held solely for the benefit of Spain and Spanish 
interests, for the sake of Spanish venturers. Against this all rebel in 
thought and feeling if not yet in fact and deed. * * * | as 2 wish protec- 
Hon creme te grasping rapacity of Spain and see no way to attain it except 

y our aid.” 

He concluded that from the general misery war must ensue of such a sav- 
age character that the world would be shocked and the United States would 
be compelled from sheer humanity to interfere and save a country which 
Spain would be unable either tocontrolorto preserve. He had learned from 
men Ses that in any future attempt to change the condition of affairs 
all the inhabitants would go hand in hand; “it is generally understood that 
the permanent white population is of one mind.” 

ile some of the reforms epee for by the Cubans and engaged to be 
carried out by General Campos in 1879 were ree, granted, they were all 
substantially withheld. The central government did not feel itself bound 
after the cessation of hostilities was secured to perform the conditions by 
which that result was brought about. Our consul-general reported (1885) 
— the island is worse governed than at any previous period of its his- 
ry. ” 

“Cuba, it was determined, must Rey. the entire cost of the war. At the 
time when the fostering care of the Government was most needed to heal the 
wounds inflicted by the war, when every interest was prostrate and every 
business suffering, new and enormous taxes were im , & 9. * A wer 
tax of the most oxagyerated character was laid. Every business, trade, art, 
or profession is taxed in the proportion of from 25 to 34 r cent of its net 
income, * * * All er mercantile ess and all the petty trades 
and employments of the country are separately suffering. All participate in 
the common distress.” 

He stated that the absolute legal tax imposed on the island was only a part 
of what the wretched and impoverished inhabitants were compelled to pay. 


of the civil war which broke out in the United States in the spring of 1861. In 
that instance, without waiting for the outbreak of actual hostilities, further 
than the bloodless attack on Fort Sumter and its surrender April 13, 1861, the 
British Government issued its proclamation of neutrality on the 13th of May 
following, before it had received official information that war existed, except 
as a blockade of certain insurgent ports. The French Government acted in 
concert with Great Britain, but delayed the official announcement until June. 
The Spanish Government issued its proclamation of belligerency June 17; and 
me ire wuaee of our war was not fought until July 21, or known at Madrid 
until August. 

In this great instance the outbreak of insurrection and the recognition of 
belligerency were simultaneous. The United States protested against the 
preceeene of the act, and have never admitted its justice or legality. 

either in 1869 nor in 1895 did the President enforce the precedent against 
Spain in regard to the insurrection in Cuba. Not even in 1875, when the in- 
surgents held ssion of a great part of the island and seacoast, with no 
restraint but the blockade, did the United States recognize their belligerency. 

Yet belligerency is a question of fact, and if declared at all it should be 
declared whenever the true character of neutrality requires it or the exi- 
gencies of law need it. The nature of such action aay © political or legal, 
or both. Asa political act, impartiality requires that belligerency should be 
rec whenever, existing in fact, its denial is equivalent to taking part 
with one of the belligerents against the other. In such cases the unrecog- 
nized belligerent has just ground for complaint. The moral support of the 
neutral government is given wholly to its opponent. That the Cuban in- 
surgents were belligerents in fact as early as 1869 was expressly stated by 
Mr. Fish when he explained the meaning he attached to his phrase regard- 
ing ‘the civil warnow ravaging the island.”’ The word “war” in such condi- 
tions necessarily implies the fact of belligerency. President Cleveland, in 
his annual message of last month, informs us that the present war is more 
active than the preceding one. 

Nevertheless, our Government has still refrained from what Mr. Fish 
called “ any public recognition of beeen’ rights to the insurgents.” No 
legal necessity arose to uire it, and the political exigency was not absolute. 
Yet, after the victory of Bayamo, in the month of July last. when the insur- 
gents defeated and nearly captured the captain-general, Martinez Campos, 
and gained military possession of the whole eastern half of the island, the 
fact of their belligerency was established, and if further evidence was needed 
it was fully given by the subsequent victory at Coliseo, on the 24th of Decem- 
ber, when the insurgents drove the captain-general back to Havana and 
gained military control of the western provinces. 

If the Government of the United States still refrained from recognizing the 
belligerency of the insurgents after this conclusive proof of the fact, the rea- 
son doubtless was that in the absence of any legal complications the question 
became wholly political, and that its true solution must lie not in a recogni- 
tion of belligerency, but in a recognition of independence. 

In 1875, when the situation was very far from being as serious as it is now, 
President Grant, after long consideration of the difficulties involved in pub- 
lic action, decided against the recognition of vemerrens as an act which 
might be delusive to the insurgents and would cer 4 regarded as un- 
friendly by Spain. He decided upon a middle course. e documents above 

uoted show that he proposed to the Spanish Government a sort of interven- 
tion which should establish the independence of Cuba by a friendly agreement. 
In doing so he not only necessarily recognized both parties to the conflict as 
on an equal plane, but he also warned Spain that if such mediation should not 
be accepted, direct intervention would probably be deemed a necessity on 
the part of the United States. 

Spain preferred to promise to the insurgents terms so favorable as to 
cause for a time the cessation of hostilities. Since then twenty years have 
—_, The insurrection, far from having ceased, has taken the propor- 

ions of a war almost as destructive to our own citizens as to the contending 

ies. The independence of Cuba was then regarded by the President of 

he United States as the object of his intervention, and has now become far 

more inevitable than it was then. Evidently the Government of the United 

States can do no less than to take up the subject precisely where President 

Grant left it, and to resume the friendly mediation which he actually began, 
with all the consequences which necessarily would follow its rejection. 

Confident that no other action than this accords with our friendly relations 
with Spain, our just sympathy with the people of Cuba, and with our own 
dignity and cons tency, | recommend the following resolution to the con- 
sideration of the Senate: p 

** Resolved, That the President is hereby requested to cubprpone his friendly 
oes — the Spanish Government for the recognition of the independence 
of Cuba. 
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read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
ic bia. 

trigt OORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1824) for the relief of Louise 

Stewart, widow of Gong B. Stewart, late of Anne Arundel 

County, State of Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and 

referred to the Committee on Claims. — 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1825) to incorporate the Convention 
of the Protestant Episcopal Church of the Diocese of Washington; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. : me 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1826) authorizing the At- 
torney-General to allow in the accounts of John W. Arnold, 
United States marshal for the northern district of Illinois, the 
amounts paid by him to Andrew Blaes and Alfred Bullen; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1827) to in- 
crease and limit.the appropriation for a public building at Port- 
land, Oreg., and to designate its uses; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds. 


Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 1828) to authorize the An- | 
ditor for the Interior Department to settle and adjust the accounts | 


of E. C. Chirouse, Indian agent at the Tulalip Agency, Wash.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1829) granting a pen- 
sion to John McMannomy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 1830) providing for the con- 
struction of a military road from Fort Washakie, Wyo., to the 
mouth of the Buffalo Fork of the Snake River, near Jacksons 
Lake, in Uinta County, Wyo.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 1831) for the relief of William 
J. Bryan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | 


Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1832) to define the rights of pur- 
chasers under mortgages authorized by an act of Congress ap- 
proved April 20, 1871; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 1833) to amend the 
act of March 1, 1895, and other acts relating to the United States 
court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1834) for the relief of the executor 
of William Dillon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1835) to execute the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of John J. Shipman 
against the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1836) to provide for licenses 
to certain officers of smaaping passenger steam vessels; which was 
read twice by its title, and refe 


sion to Ellen Ewing, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Ewing; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

_Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1838) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the Marine Corps, and to equalize the grades of officers 
therein; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 18839) to create a special commis- | 


sion on highways, and to make appropriation therefor; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1840) granting a pension to Mar- 


garet A. Luthy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | 


the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1841) granting a pension to 
Mary C. Thompson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- | 
posed by him to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 
FLORIDA SHIP CANAL. 
Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be authorized and directed 
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rred to the Committee on Commerce. | 
Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1837) granting a pen- | 
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rt upon the practicability and utility of the con- 
struction of the Florida, Ocean and Gulf Ship Canal across the State of 
Florida, from its eastern shore on the Atlantic Ocean to its western shore on 
the Gulf of Mexico, as now authorized by a charter from the State of Florida; 
and said committee is also further directed to make a report of the probable 
expenses of a Government, survey of said route, and for the foregoing pur- 
poses it shall have power tosend for persons and papers, grant hearings, and 
administer oaths if found necessary. 

CONDUITS, PIPES, AND UNDERGROUND WAYS. 
Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be 

| are hereby, directed to give to the Senate full information of the 1 

| miles of conduits, pipes, or underground ways in the city of Washingtor 
the District of Columbia, specifying the miles in each, owned or controlle« 
by the Government of the United States, the city of Washington, or the 
trict of Columbia, and the number of chambers in such oonduite, pipes 
underground ways; also the number of chambers of said conduits, pipes, or 
underground ways occupied by telegraph or telephone wires, and the names 
of the companies or persons, respectively, whose wires occupy the same, if 
any. and the number of said chambers reserved, if any, and the extent of said 
reservation, and to whom, in miles and feet; and whether any such telegraph 


and they 
umber o 





| or telephone company, or person, as the case may be, pays the city of Wash- 


ington, the District of Columbia, or the Government of the United States 
rent or compensation for the use thereof; and if so, the amount thereof 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
| the bill (S. 1450) to reconvene the delegates of the United States 

to the International Marine Conference, 1889. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3009) granting to the Brainerd and Northern Minne- 
sota Railway Company a right of way through the Leech Lake In- 

| dian Reservation and Chippewa Indian Reservation, in Minnesota; 

A bill (H. R. 4960) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 

| consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 102) authorizing the wearing of the 
distinctive badge adopted by the Sons of Veterans, United States 

| Army, upon all occasions of ceremony. 
IMPRISONMENT OF EUGENE V. DEBS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], coming over 
from a previous day. The resolution will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. CALL, by request, that 
a committee of seven Senators be appointed who shall be charged 
with the duty of inquiring into the imprisonment of Eugene V, 
Debs for an alleged contempt of court. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hi}. 
| Mr. HILL. Iask that the substitute which I offered in place 
of the resolution be read. 

Mr.CALL. Thereareseveral Senatorsinterested in this matter 
who desire that the resolution shall go over, if it can be done by 
unanimous consent, without losing its place, until the next meet- 
ing of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
| the Senator from Florida? 

Mr.HARRIS. I suggest tothe Senator from Florida that he ask 
that the resolution lie upon the table subject to call, so that the 
Chair will not be compelled to lay it before the Senate every 
morning. 

Mr. CALL. 
| its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Florida? 
ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. 


Is there objection to the request of 


Ihave no objection tothat, the resolution not losing 


Is there objection to the request of 
The Chair hears none, and it is so 





I should like to know exactly what is the pro- 
| posed order. I was looking at the RECORD when the Chair asked 
for consent. I presumed there would be no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itis that the resolution with the pro- 
posed substitute shall go to the table subject to call. That was 
the request of the Senator from Florida as modified on the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HOAR. Does that mean that it is in order for a Senator 
to call it up at any time, or that it is simply subject to a motion 
to take it up at any time? 

Mr. CALL. I will state that I understand it is subject to be 
called up at any time, it having gone over without losing its place 
of preference on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state in reply to the 
| Senator from Massachusetts that under the agreement just made 
| at the request of a Senator the resolution will be laid before the 


, Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. To-morrow; in one day? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Yes, at any timein the mcrning hour 
after the conclusion of routine business. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Florida, as evi- 
dently no one will want to call up the resolution to-morrow or the 
next day (which are probably the last days of the debate on the pend- 
ing bill), whether he had not better let the resolution and the sub 
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stitute go to the Committee on the Judiciary, simply referring it. 
I think lam not presumptuous (though, of course, Tien only speak 
for one) in assuring the Senator that the committee will deal with 
the subject at its first meeting, which will be next Monday. If 
they do not, the Senator will then have it in his power to intro- 
duce another resolution and get exactly the same right to consid- 
eration that he now has for this one. He will not lose anything 
in his control of the matter. Wouldit not be better, therefore, as 
nobody would expect to take it up to-morrow or the next day, to 
let the resolution be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary? 
I think the committee will report upon it promptly; and if it does 
not, I repeat to the Senator that he has absolute control of the mat- 
ter, as he can introduce another resolution. 

Mr. CALL. Iam disposed to accede to the request of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, the chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary. Ihave no doubt that that committee will act promptly 
if the reference is made, and I will therefore agree to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUuDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 28th instant approved and signed the joint resolution (8S. R. 
50) authorizing the appointment of a skilled architect to assist the 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department in preparing 
the designs, plans, specifications, and other drawings for the pub- 
lic building at Chicago, I. 

INVESTIGATION OF MAIL BAG REPAIR DIVISION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KyL&E], coming 
over from a previous day. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. KYLE was read, as 
follows: 

Whereas the character of the ame, work, coulis, and hours of labor 
in the mail bag repair division of the Government Post-Office Department 
have been severely condemned b 
paper published in the District of Columbia; and 

Whereas it is also alleged by this newspaper that Government mail bags 
are made by contract convict labor, and that there are also various irregu- 
larities in the fulfillment and payments of awards as well as irregularities in 
other contracts pertainin to the work of this division: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, T 
directed to investigate these charges and report thereon to this body at the 
earliest practicable moment. 


Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I wish this resolution might be 
adopted this morning without debate, as it is very simple and in 
accordance with the direct action of the Senate in such matters. 
It is not for the appointment of a select committee, as requested 
yesterday by the Senator from Florida, but an investigation to be 
made by one of the standing committees of the Senate, the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The matter as set forth is in but three lines: 

That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads is hereby directed to 


investigate these charges and report thereon tothis body at the earliest prac- 
ticable moment. 


That is all there is of it. 
The reason for this investigation is set forth in the preamble, 
where it is stated that— 


The character of the wages, work, discipline, and hours of labor in the mail 
bag repair division of the Government Post-Office Department have been 
severely condemned by the Washington Times, a reputable newspaper pub- 
lished in the District of Columbia; and whereas it is also alleged 7 
soverees that Government mail bags are made by contract convict labor, 
and t 
of awards as well as irregularities 
of this division. 


Mr. President, I submit that these are very serious charges 
against a prominent officer of this Government. I have not had 
the pleasure of consulting with the Postmaster-General or with 
the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, Mr. Neilson, but I take 
it upon myself to say that they would demand an investigation 
were they present here to-day. 

The charge is made in the Times of this city, and is set forth 
most clearly in a leaded-type editorial of the 21st of January, this 
year, which I shall read: 

AN OPPORTUNITY FOR THE GOVERNMENT GUILLOTINE. 


It has been clearly demonstrated by the Times investigation of the depart- 
ment of mail-bag yg me that Uncle Sam is ar a sweat shop almost 
as objectionable and horrifying in its details as those of New York City. The 
character of the work is even more repulsive, as it embraces the mending of 
old sacks impregnated with nauseatin, —o—_ the pay of the employees 
is based on the sweat-shop system of work, and is so low that they must 
either slave or starve. 

Recently the managers of this slave-driving den saw fit to cut down the 

y of women employees without interfering with the wages of the men. 
his injustice illustrates but one of the wrongs to which women must submit 
who are unfortunate enough to be compelled to work in that place, and as the 
postal authorities refuse to act on the appeals of these much-abused employees 
tis time Congress took steps to make an investigation of this lamentable 
condition of affairs. 

The people of the United States do not want Uncle Sam to omaier women 
at the low wages of from 40 to 60 centsa oF y at work that is as 
trying and laborious as mend rotten and ithy mail sacks. Nor do they 
desire to have to allow them to be subj to the indignities of which some 

ormation be telegraphed 


_ of these poor women complain, and should that inf 


the Washington Times, a reputable news- | 


hat the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads is hereby | 


| 








1at there are also various irregularities in the fulfillment and payments | 
other contracts pertaining to the work 





throughout the country there would be a general demand for the discharge 
of the officials responsible for such outrages. 

The miserable excuse of the authorities that ‘if the women do not care to 
work at the low wages paid they need not do so, as there are plenty of others 
in the city who would be glad of the opportunity,” is the same apology made 
uz She New York sweat-shop keepers. It is that of a heartless taskmaster- 
who rejoices in the sufferings of those under his supervision; and in this in- 
stance, when a reduction of wages — nothing into the pockets of the Goy. 
ernment sweat-shop managers, it illustrates aspecies of inexcusable cruelty, 
Let Congress use the Government guillotine on these offending managers. 
Their official heads should be made to pay the penalty of their misconduct, 

Mr. President, I have before me copies of the Times for the past 
ten or twelve days. The investigation has been made by one of the 
Times reporters. The wages paid in former days and those paid 
at the present time are given, and I suppose most members of this 
body who have read the Times have seen them. 

As to work in the mail bag repair division, I wish to say that in 
former days those engaged in repairing the sacks made from $1.50 
to $1.75 per day. Since the piecework plan has been adopted those 
repairing mail sacks have been cut down to 3? cents a sack for 
mending, one-fourth of a cent being deducted for the use of the 
machines, thereby necessitating the cutting of their wages to 3 
cents for the repair of sacks by the use of the machines. These 
employees are able by this means, as stated by the Times reporter, 
to make only about 974 cents a day. 

There is another class of employees—the darners. The darners 
are those who patch small holes in the mail sacks. They are able 
to darn from 30 to 50 sacks a day, and for this they get the enor- 
mous sum of 1 cent per sack. These employees earn from 50 to 
75 cents a day. They are under, let me say, the most rigid in- 
spection that can be made. 

More than this, it is learned that these girls are docked when 
late to their work. Here is the Times’ statement: 

It is stated that when the women are late at their work, by reason of de- 
layed trains or otherwise, they are fined to the extent of a quarter of a day. 
A woman who makes 50 cents a day will be paid for that day only 37; cents. 

I might say a word right here, Mr. President, in regard to the 
character of this work. It is work that is disgusting to a degree. 
It is work that is sometimes nauseating. After introducing the 
resolution here yesterday some person in this city saw fit to send 
me a sample sack by mail, which I received last night. Onecould 
smell it across the room, and my secretary directed some one to 


| immediately remove it from his presence. 


It is stated by the Times that the old sacks are resurrected from 
the corners of the basements of buildings, where they have been 
beds, for instance, of dogs and of cats; and it is stated by em- 
ployees here that dead cats and dead dogs have been found in the 
mail sacks that are sent into the Government shop for repair. 
The women working by the piecemeal method are compelled to 
stitch, stich, hour by hour, in sweat-shop fashion, upon these 
sacks, and for the mere pittance of from 50 to 97 cents a day. 

I shall not take the time, Mr. President, to read what I have 
here, namely, a letter from one of the ladies who has worked in 
this shop of the Post-Office Department and who states the facts 
exactly as they are. It might be well to place it in the REcorpD, 
and as a part of my remarks. 


THEY ALL THANK THE TIMES. 

“Weare all indebted to the Times for the manner in which it has called this 
case to the attention of the public,” said a woman who as an expert mail-bag 
repairer gets $1.25 a day asa maximum payment. 

“Our next wish is that Congress will speedily take hold of the matter and, 
in addition to granting us living wages, will put us in better quarters or im- 
prove the ones we are now in. ; 

“Tf all the things were told that could be related about this sweat shop they 
would make a tale that would change Hood’s ‘Song of the Shirt’ into 
prophecy. I could recite a dozen instances where weary fingers, worn away 
at the ends, have plied the needle and thread while tears moistened the 
cloth the operator was sewing. Often, too, the tears have so dimmed the 
eyes that I have seen poor women have to get up and leave the room for a 
while in order to calm their feelings. 

“One who has never been in the repair shop has no idea of the filth and dirt 
there is about the mail bags sent there for repair. Frequently they come in 
with the holes in them stuffed with every conceivable thing, from paper and 
wisps of straw to a potato or an onion.” 

BAD ONIONS AND DEAD DOGS. 

“In the big post-offices, where the bags are thrown away in a corner, it is 
not uncommon that a kitten climbs in the top or through a hole in the side 
and goes tosleep. Other bags are thrown on top of this sack and the kitten 
is smothered. ‘Then the whole assortment of bags is sent off here to the re 
pair shop, possibly three months later, and the dead kitten is found for the 
first time. 

“Such things as that are no fairy tales, I assure you, and on an occasion not 
very long ago I saw three of the girls in the shop faint when a little dead dog 
was taken froin a mail sack. 

“One of the most weird, ghastly, and unpleasant tasks falls on our hands 
when the sacks from a mail car that has been in a railroad wreck are sent to 
the shop. It is not an infrequent occurrence that the unfortunate mail clerk 
is killed and his mangled body is thrownamong the sacks. I have seen them 
come to the girls for repair when they were covered with blood, and with 
here and there a fragment of flesh sticking to them. 

““Why these bags can not be cleansed before they come to the women, or be 

rmitted to go through men’s hands first, so that some of the most objec- 

ionable things may be removed from them, I don’t know. I simply know 

they are sent directly to us. and we have to handle them and inhale all the 
dust and filthy odors that arise from them.” 


What is the excuse given by the superintendent of this depart- 
ment, Mr. Neilson, the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, as 
to why these things are tolerated, and as to why these women are 
compelled to work for starvation wages? When a Times reporter 
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went to him and made a statement of the case he merely replied, 


Well, what are you going to doabout it?” In view of these con- 


ditions, Mr. President, I believe it is time for Congress to do 
something about it. Here is what the Times of January 21 said: 

The sractical position of General Neilson as published in the Evening 
Times rR Yes, that isall true, but what are you going todoabout it?’ was, tosay 
th . toned unexpected. There was some hope that he had declined to act in 
favor of the employees for the reason that he was not familiar with the facts 
On the contrary, he knows it, he knew it, and justifies it. The excuse of the 
highest authority on the subject a to be that if the women could be 
mie to work for less it would be a better thing fortheGovernment. There 
is only one conclusion for General Neilson’s remarks, viz, that there will be 
another reduction in wages &8 soon &3 the women grow strong enough to do 
more work for less pay. Why not have it done by the Chinese? 

This is the burden of all the numerous clippings I have from 
the Times, of this city. I wish to ask the members of this body 
whether they are willing now to inaugurate sweat-shop practices 
in the conduct of governmental business? We are all familiar 
with the policy of the sweat shop. Investis;ations have been made 
by this body and by committees of the iegislatures of various 
States which show that many manufacturers of clothing are in 
the habit of farming out their goods piecemeal, to be manufac- 
tured by “‘subs,” who again sublet the work to other persons, until 
finally the garments are made in garrets by women at starvation 
wages. Women in New York City to-day are making shirts for 
30 cents a dozen. This system has been inveighed against not 
only by nearly every State legislature and by Congress, but by 
every great labor organization and by all fair-minded citizens 
everywhere. Are we to-day willing to inaugurate sweat-shop 
practic es in a Government establishment under the control of the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General? It is protested against by 
the labor organizations. Last night, at a meeting of the Federa- 
tion of Labor of this District, comprising more than forty bodies 
of organized labor, this question was introduced, and the follow- 
ing resolutions adopted unanimously: 

Whereas it is the object of the Federation of Labor to use its endeavor to 
ameliorate the condition of the toiling masses who earn their daily bread 
from the oft grudging hands of capital; and 

Whereas it is openly charged by a reliable and competent authority that 
there exists in that branch of the Post-Office Department known as the *‘ mail 
bag repair department” a determined and apparently unscrapulous effort 
to crush its employees, and especially the female rn into a state of ab 
ject servitude, under a system of work that renders it impossible for even 
the best operator to earn sufficient for the barest necessities of life: and 

Whereas it is also charged that the supply of mail bags is procured by con 
tract with an employer of convict labor, and that such bags are made by such 
convict labor: Therefore, . oo ; 

3e it resolved, That the Federation of Labor of the District of Columbia 
hereby testifies to its sympathies with the unfortunate employees of said 
department, and hereby gives its hearty indorsement to the resolution intro 
duced in the Senate by Senator KYL, and urges its wont passage, express 
ing the hope that similar action be taken in the other House, and also that 
the legislative committee of this federation be, and hereby is, directed to 
memorialize Congress to that effect and urge thorough investigation of both 
the charge of maladministration and the employment of convict labor. 


That brings up another point, Mr. President, in regard to the 
mail bag repair division. I had supposed that the Government of 
the United States certainly did not indulge in the practice of hir- 
ing convict labor in the manufacture of its goods, but we have it 
charged by the Times in its editorial of January 24, and there is 
a telegram, printed in large type, with leaded lines, from a reputa- 
ble gentleman in Brooklyn, N. Y., who says: 


BROOKLYN, N. Y., January 23, 1896. 
Epirork WASHINGTON TIMES, 
Washington, D. C. 


All the labor in making bags under McNulty’s contract is done in Kings 
County Penitentiary, for which he pays 3} cents apiece, making complete 
; : ‘ JAMES TAYLOR 
The Times’ editorial of the same day states: 
STOP THE PURCHASE OF PRISON-MADE GOODS. 


Once again the Times calls on Congress to enact_a law probibiting Execu 

tive Departments of the Government from spending public funds to pur 
chase the products of convict labor. Every article in Government use can 
be had direct from the hands ot free labor, and it is not only outraging com 
mon decency to deprive honest working people of employment by patroniz 
ing jail birds, but there is no necessity for such an objectionable practice 
Our exposé of the mail bag repair sweat shop has developed the information 
that the postal authorities are purchasing. mail bags manufactured in the 
Brooklyn Penitentiary, and it is more than likely that other departments of 
ae are also using public money to promote the convict-labor 
system. 
_,No member of Congress would dare canvass for reelection if it were known 
that he approved of such a use of public funds. Sentiment throughout the 
country is too strongly opposed to the employment of convict labor to war 
rant such a risk, and it is generally understood that the candidate who takes 
the stump in favor of prison labor is practically as good as defeated. For 
that reason, if not from a humanitarian standpoint, members of Congress 
should support a measure to prohibit the further purchase of prison-made 
goods by any officer or agent of the Government. 

On the other hand, it is the duty of Congress to protect free labor. Every 
article manufactured by convicts not only displaces the product of honest 
people in our markets, but also cheapens their wages. As a rule, convict 

bor is hired out to contractors at from 20 to 30 cents a day, and with the as 
sistance of improved machinery jail birds are compelled to turn out about 
a8 much work as honest wage earners could produce in the same length of 
time. It is necessary to state that convict-made goods are sold in the same 
markets with the products of free labor, and that this competition is one of 
the causes of our low rate of wages. That fact is too well known to need 
elaboration, and it constitutes the main reason why Congress should stop the 
purchase of prison-made goods for the Government service. 


This, Mr. President, is 2 clear statement of the case and a per- | 
y just arraignment of the practice of hiring convict labor, | 
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when thousands of honest American citizens are walking the 

streets in search of work, and when their wives and children at 
home are starving for bread. 

{ think it behooves the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 

} 


to make an investigationas to whether t nail bags of the | 
States are mannfactured in the penitentiar the United States 

Chere is another matter in regard to this question rd it is 
the sale of the old, worn-out mail bags. | i bat lin the 
Times—anii that is a very serious charge—that the } mm who has 
control of the old and worn-out mail bags which are bevond re- 
pair sells them to the hichest bidder in the 1 cet | large 
is further made that he has not always turned the checl] the 
Treasury Department, and that very frequently those ch ire 
returned to the makers of them without having passed thr: 
hands of the proper officials of the Treasury Departm | 
a charge serious enough of itself to cause an irvest pon 
the part of the committe 

Mr. President, I hope that there will be no ol tion to the 
passage of this resolution. As I said at the beginning, tly is no 
demand for a special committee; there is no demand for a cent of 
expenditure. The persons and the papers nex ry to be ’ 
ined are right here in the city of Washington, and an investiga 
tion can be made by a subcommittee of the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post-Roads without a particle of trouble. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, the duty which the Senator 
from South Dakota would impose upon the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads is very serious, and it strikes me, at this 


stage of the proceedings, as a very unnecessary step. 

If the Senator from South Dakota had taken the pains, or would 
now take the pains and the time, to call at the corner of Seventh 
and E streets and ask the Postmaster-General, or any one of the 
Assistant Postmasters-General—any of whom would be quick to see 


the Senator from South Dakota, if he should present himself in 


. . . , 1 , 
person or by his secretary at their offices—as to whether or not 
the mail bags are made by convict labor, as to whether or not the 


people who repair them are people who are poorly and insufficiently 
paid, as to whether or not the people who repair them are com 
pelled to do such menial and unwhole work that their health 
is endangered, he would receive a prompt and courteous and full 
answer. 

Of course, the Senator comes here fortified by the statement 
which frightens every Senator, that the Federation of Labor, r 
resenting 40,000 different org: 


ome 


nizations, I believe, met last night 


and indorsed this resolution, which is, of course, an appalling and 
overwhelming statement, and makes one hesitate to stand fora 
moment and interpose even the slightest objection to any resolu- 


tion backed by such an important body of intelligent citizen 
The Senator, however, states that he relies entirely upon a let- 
ter in the Washington Times. I understood 


Senator to dis- 
claim any sortof personal information on the subject 





TheSenator 


from South Dakota is one individual; he is overworked, it is true, 
but he must sacrifice his life in the public service. If he would 
only go to the office of the Washington Times and find out what 
authority they have for their statement, he could then come here 
armed with some kind of knowledge that would be better than an 





anonymous editorial. He might inquire who James Taylor of 
Brooklyn, is, who, I have not the slightest doubt, has made an en- 
tirely false statement as to the use of convict labor in the making 


of Government mail bags. If the Senator would take an hourora 
half hour any morning, and go, first, to the office of the Washing 


ton Times, and then to the Postmaster-General, he could « 
here and throw a flood of light on the subject that would make 
more happy and more intelligent this entire body; but, instead of 
that, the Senator from South Dakota asks that the Committee 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads—which really is a serious committee 
and a committee which has much work to do and which has got 
work piled up for it for the coming session, more than it can well 
attend to—sit as a committee of investigation, 
and papers, and swear witnesses upon the strength of some an 
mous charges in a newspaper published here in Washington 

I speak without any sort of feeling of resentment or hostility 


ome 


on 


send for persons 


to the Senator from South Dakota, or to the manner of the reso- 
lution, or to the manner of the investigation, but I do not think 
it-is a fair thing for the Senator to ask that the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, consisting of 11 Senators, sit 


under the absolute direction of this body to investigate charges 
made anonymously, the truth or falsity of which could be ascer- 
tained in ten minutes at the Post-Office Department. If we are 
called upon to do that, it will mean the expenditure of a gre: 
deal of money; it will mean the sending for and swearing of wit 
nesses; it will mean the employment of stenographers; it will 
mean the printing of a report; and then, a thousand to one, it 
will amount to nothing whatever when you come to the end of it 
but a tissue of charges that will not stand investigation 


I know that the Washington Times is honestly and fearlessly 
| and intelligently conducting an important investigation, but it 


may be misinformed; and I know the Senator from South Dakota 
is earnestly desirous of lifting up labor and its interests, but the 
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Senator from South Dakota must see that it goes almost to the 
verge of impropriety upon an anonymous charge to ask 11 Sen- 
ators to sit week after week to investigate charges of this kind. 
If the anonymous statements contained in every newspaper in the 
country were brought to Congress and made the basis of requests 
that the a of the Senate should investigate 


them, we should 
vestigations. 

I suggest that the Senator from South Dakota, most important 
to the other side of the Chamber, should investigate the alleged 
misconduct of a Democratic Postmaster-General, and if he finds 
these gross charges to be true—which I do not for a moment be- 
lieve—that he withdraw his countenance and support from the 
other side of the Chamber, which he seems willingly to have re- 
cently lent. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to say that the Senator from Colorado is 
beating on the wrong track when he says the Senator from South 
Dakota is not informed in regard to what he is talking about. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Did not the Senator disclaim any knowledge 
except that received from a newspaper article? 

Mr. KYLE. I did not intend to do soif I made the remark. 
The attention of the Senator from South Dakota was first called 
to the subject by an editorial in the Washington Times, but 1 wish 
to say that the editorials in the Times are not anonymous com- 
munications. They are the editorials of a man the equal of the 
Senator from Colorado, who occupied a position of prominence as 
a member of the House of Representatives only a year or two ago— 
Mr. Conn, who has a bank account sufficient to substantiate the 
statements he makes if charges are brought against him. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
South Dakota that if the editor has a bank account he is superior 
to the Senator from Colorado. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, if any charges are brought against 
the gentleman I am sure he will be able to take care of them. 

In regard to this subject I wish to state that it is not merely a 
question of hearsay upon the part of the Times. It is a question 
which has been agitated aS employees of this institution 
now for a number of weeks. res of the poor women employed 
there have gone to Mr. Neilson, the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General, and have implored him to take the matter into consider- 
ation and put them back again upon work by the day. 

In reply to the Senator’s suggestion about my going to the Post- 
master-General and asking him for information upon the question, 
let me say if the Postmaster-General were here to-day he would 
also have demanded an investigation by the Post-Office Commit- 
tee. It is right that the Second Assistant Postmaster-General 
should also demand an investigation. 

As to Mr. James Taylor, who has been referred to, I will sa 
that he is a perfectly reputable man in the city of Brooklyn, an 
I have not a particle of doubt as to the authenticity of the tele- 

am or as to the facts communicated in it. If the Senator from 

Solorado has any doubt as to the facts stated in the telegram he 
should be one of the very first of the members of the committee 
to demand an investigation, and let us know if there is any doubt 
as to the mail sacks being made by convict labor. 

There is not a single point made by the Senator from Colorado, 
so far as I can see, which is worthy of an answer. The Senator 
from Colorado, I believe, isa member of the Post-Office Committee. 

Mr. FAULKNER. He is chairman of that committee. 

Mr. KYLE. The Senator from Colorado, I am now informed, 
is the chairman of the Post-Office Committee. I did not know 
that before. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Iwill state to the Senator from South Dakota 
that it was because I am chairman of the committee that I called 
attention to the matter. 

Mr. KYLE. Perhaps the Senator does not like to work. Per- 
a that may be the reason for his objection to the resolution. 

r. WOLCOTT. I will say to the Senator from South Dakota 
that because I was chairman of the committee I called the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the character of his resolution, and I will 
say to the Senator that I do not like this kind of work, because it 
seems to be entirely unnecessary and uncalled for, not alone for 
myself, but for my ten associates on the committee. That was 
the reason of my o poten: 

Mr. KYLE. I think the Senator from Colorado ought to be all 
the more willing to vindicate the Postmaster-General and the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General if he is at the head of that 
committee. 

Mr. President, I do not think that Senators should raise any 
objection to the of the resolution. It merely asks, in the 
first place, that the committee shall investigate the facts so as to 
determine whether these women are a the Government 
upon starvation wages, and whether sweat-shop practices are be- 
ing introduced in the Government service; and, if the charges are 
found to be true, to make recommendation by bill or otherwise 
that these women be placed back upon the old pay allowance of 
$1.50 or $1.75 a a 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I wish to say in relation to 


able to do nothing else but conduct such in- 


the information which the Senator has regarding the contract sys- 
tem to which he refers, under which it is alleged the mail bags of 
the Post-Office Depai'tment have been made under contract by con- 
vict labor, that that is a matter which can not in any way be con- 
trolled by the Department. As I understand, there is no law 
prohibiting such contracts; but there is a law which requires that 
all bids shall be made after public advertisement and that the con- 
tracts shall be awarded to the lowest responsible bidder. So, if 
the fact is as has been suggested -by the Senator from South Da- 
kota, it would be beyond the power of the Postmaster-General to 
control it under the law as it exists to-day. 

As to the other charges which have been made, I admit that 
they are serious in character. They are formidable as presented 
and read here from the Washington Times by the Senator from 
South Dakota. They are so serious that, after having those edi- 
torials and communications by the reporters of that paper read, I 
feel, bearing the relations I do to the Postmaster-General, that it 
would be but fair to him, fair to the Senate, and fair to myself 
that the Senator from South Dakota should allow the resolution 
to go over until to-morrow, not losing its place, sothat I can make 
some investigation, and so that whatever goes before the commit- 
tee to-morrow may go before it with the facts stated from official 
= I appeal, therefore, to the Senator to yield to that sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. KYLE. I will state that it is now just about 2 o'clock, 
when the morning hour will cease, and I shall be very glad indeed 
to have the resolution go over, without losing its place, so that it 
wx! be taken up to-morrow. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT, Is thereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H.R.3009) granting to the Brainerd and Northern 
Minnesota Railway Company a right of way through the Leech 
Lake Indian Reservation and Chippewa Indian Reservation, in 
Minnesota, was read twice by its title, and, on motion of Mr. 
NELSON, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 4960) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

The joint resolution (H. Res, 102) authorizing the wearing of 
the distinctive badge adopted by the Sons of Veterans, United 
States Army, upon all occasions of ceremony, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

CIVIL-SERVICE CORRESPONDENCE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE], coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The retary read the resolution submitted by Mr. LopGr 
January 28, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Civil Service Commission be directed to furnish the Sen- 
ate with all correspondence respecting the enforcement of the civil-service 
law between the Public Printer and said Commission between the dates of 
July 1, 1895, and November 1, 1895, with a detailed statement of all matters 
pe ing thereto, eet with the correspondence between certain dis- 
0 


charged pre he Government Printing Office and said Commission 
between July 1, 1895, and November 1, 1895. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which is 
Mouse bill 2904. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin 
redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of in- 
debtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina 

Mr. BUTLER] to the amendment reported by the Committee on 
inance, on which the Senator from South Carolina [Mr, TILL- 
MAN] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I shall make no apology for 
doing what is my right here, to exercise the functions of a Senator 
and Sevan the issues presented to the Senate. I know, sir, that 
custom has made it a rule that new members of this body should 
listen rather than be heard, and my brief experience—aud while 
in the city Ihave been very attentive upon the sessions of the 
Senate—has shown me that the custom is a wise one, because new 
men who come in here, especially those who, like myself, have 
had little, in fact no legislative experience, realize very soon that 
what they do not know about the affairs of this great Govern- 
ment is far more than they do know or can hope to learn without 
much labor. 

My experience has been in a different arena. I am a farmer 
= and simple, with no collateraloccupation. The hes that 

have made have been upon the hustings, out in the open aif 
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under the trees, before the common masses of the country, where | also use pitchforks to handle manure, and perhaps I shall find some 


men are allowed, if they feel disposed, to applaud the utterances | 
of the orator. I find here that the Senate considers it beneath its 

dignity to applaud anybody, and the galleries are reprimanded | 
needa if they break over the rule and indicate that they approve 

something that has been said. I find further that no matter how 
well pleased men are with what is being said—I mean Senators, for 
Llook upon thosein the galleriesas muzzled automatons merely, you 
know—the rule is to Gorgonize the speaker with a Senatorial stare, 
and turn him into stone almost. What has been the result? I 
find that men eminent in our history, whose speeches are read all | 
over the country, get up here like schoolboys and read essays in a | 
monotone to empty chairs, when the Senate of the United States, 
supposed to be in session, has gone to the cloakrooms or some- 
where else. 

Now, sir, this could not have been the purpose and the idea of | 
the creators of the Senate, the fathers who framed the Constitu- 
tion. This grand deliberative assemblage, the grandest in the 
world, must have been designed by those who framed the Consti- 
tution to be a deliberative body where the ablest men of the coun- 
try, representing sovereign States, would meet together in council 
and listen to each other’s arguments and the presentation of facts | 
and base their action thereon. But what arewe? The mere serv- 
ants of party, bound hand and foot by the feeling that we must 
obey the behest of party conventions; and those who speak at all— 
and God knows there is enough speaking or reading—speak merely 
for home consumption and to have their constituents read what 
they have said and what Uncle Sam sends out free through the | 
mails under the frank of the Honorable This or the Honorable 
That. 

Tako any able speech that has been made here—and there have 
been many made since I have been here—who reads it? Speeches | 
do not get into the newspapers except in a garbled shape. A 
Senator sends them home to his State. If a speech is eloquent, 
very cogent, his fellow-Senators subscribe for a few hundred or a 
few thousand copies, which they send out, and the eloquence and 
the logic and the argument which it has taken the Senator months | 
to prepare are buried in the records in our archives. His words 
do not reach the citizens of other States; especially do they not 
reach the citizens of the party to which he does not belong. 

How much of this, Mr. President, is due to self-complacency, to 
the feeling among you—I hardly feel prepared yet to say among 
us—that you are the Senate? How much of this so-called Sena- 
torial dignity of which we hear so much and see so much is 
worthy of preservation? It hangs over this Chamber like a wet 
blanket; it smothers down independent action; it obliterates the 
man,and we are here the puppets, the cogs in the wheel of party, | 
to do the bidding of the manipulators of the party machines. 
[Manifestations of applause in the galleries. | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT rapped with his gavel. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Speecheshere change no votes. Thereisnota 
man on thisfloor who on a question affecting his party has ever 
been budged oneinch from his position by a speech from a man on | 
the other side. Even though his reason wasconvinced he felt that 
he must obey the behest of the party to which he belonged. 

Now, sir, while I in part represent South Carolina on this floor, | 
I have a higher conception of my duty than to feel or believe that 
South Carolina’sinterests only are in my keeping. Iam an Amer- 
ican Senator. I have one vote out of ninety which deal with the 
lives and liberties and property of the people of this country, and 
unless I discharge my duty in a conscientious manner and from a 
broad and patriotic standpoint, rising above local prejudices and 
interests to consider the interests of the entire country, I am un- 
worthy of a seat here. 

So far as I know I am the only farmer, pure and simple, in this 
august body. Yet out of the 70,000,000 people in this country, 
35,000,000 are engaged in agricultural pursuitsalone. If, tnen, one 
farmer has Saleen down the barriers and forced his way here, 
upon his head rests the responsibility of giving utterance to the 
feelings, the aspirations of his fellows, and of giving utterance to 
the sense of wrong which they have. Therefore, Mr. President, 
I feel constrained to-day to raise my voice to speak, and before I 
got through you will realize the fact that I speak plainly and 

luntly and use Anglo-Saxon, the vernacular, the language of the 
common people; for I am one of them and I expect to tell you how 
they feel, and what they think, and what they want. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] said the other day that 
the question of the free coinage of silver is old straw, that it has 
been thrashed and thrashed and thrashed; that there is nothing 
new in it. It has been thrashed, sir, by lawyers; it has been 
thrashed by railroad magnates; it has n thrashed by the 

resident of this <a pony and the attorney of that corporation. 
t has not been handled on the pitchfork of a farmer. I am here 
to see if I can not get a few grains more wheat—of truth—in the 
handling of the question. Farmers use a pitchfork in handling 
straw, therefore the simile is good if the statement is good. They 
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of that in my pathway before I get through. 

Of course, the novelty of a farmer pretending to talk finance or to 
understand the question is so great that most of my colleagues are 
doing me the honor, I believe for the first time this session, to sit 
here and listen tome. I thank you, gentlemen, that you have not 
adjourned and gone off. Whether I shall repay your curiosity or 
not I can not say. Two things, though, I can promise you: First, 
that I will try to tell the truth asI seeit; and the other is that when 
I get through, I shall stop. That is not a virtue of many of those 
who have spoken here, because they have run around a circle, trav- 
eling like a kitten following its tail. and have simply tired their 
fellows out, and they had to leave forself-protection. {Laughter. ] 

The wise man said long ago that ‘* there is nothing new under the 
sun,” and, of course, those who have been here for years, who have 
heard these old questions of the tariff and finances talked over and 
spoken about for months and months and years, *eel so tired and 
worn out and disgusted that the mere names of finance and tariff 
give them a tired feeling. 

What is the position of the Republican party as set forth by its 
acknowledged _ the Senator from Ohio |Mr. SHERMAN]? I 
am sorry he is not here. How did he set it forth in his speech on 
the 3d of January? What did he propose to do? He said that the 
present trouble with the finances of the country arise from a defi 
cit in the revenues, and the remedy is to issue more bonds and 
tax the people. That is all—increase the tariff in order to in 
crease the revenues and issue bonds to pay the deficit and get the 
gold reserve straight, and we will all be happy. That is the Re- 
publican policy. They do not propose any other scheme of relief 
at this time. 

What is the policy outlined by the leader, as you say, on this 
side, the man who lives atthe other end of the Avenue? His policy 
is more bonds, no increase of revenue—he has enough revenue just 
now—retire all the greenbacks, all the silver certificates, and per- 
haps the national banks may graciously come in and fill the void 
by issuing notes. 

In what respect do they differ? Mr. SH#erMan wants coin bonds; 
Mr. Cleveland wants gold bonds. Mr. SHERMAN wants a hivher 
tariff; Mr. Cleveland wants the present tariff. Mr. SHERMAN, as 
a means of relief to stop the endless chain—which is a patent con- 
trivance, with thieves at one end and dishonest officials at the 
other, to rob the American people—wants to keep the redeemed 
greenbacks in the Treasury, so no one can get them to raid the 
Treasury, while the President says that the only refuge he sees 
is to redeem, to blot out, and issue bonds in place of every solitary 
piece of paper that circulates without interest. And bothof them 
mean contraction, lower prices, harder times. 

Neither of them tell us what is to bring relief. Mr. SHerman— 
I will read from his speech presently—does give what he consid- 
ers a comprehensive, a good scheme for future use; mind you, not 
now. The whole idea appears to be that a promise of this Gov- 
ernment which is a mortgage on the labor of this country for 
thirty years to come is better than a promise of this Government 
without interest, which circulates as money in the everyday af 
fairs of the people. Now, I ask any man here who has a scintilla 
of honesty in his heart or in his brain to tell me the difference be- 
tween the promises of this Government; and if one of them, which 
would relieve the people, is good, being to-day at a premium, in 
the name of fairness and honesty, why should they wish to retire 
greenbacks and put out another promise that will bear interest? 
In whose interest is such a scheme brought here but that of the 
moneyed classes, who are to-day rollingin wealth? The idea is to 


| sink deeper in the bog of a and poverty the sweating, 


toiling masses, the farmers, and other laborers, who are to pay the 
interest and redeem the bonds at some future time, possibly. 

I saw in the Arena the article which the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PEFFER] quoted in his speech, but deeming it too long for 
my purposes, and also fearing that the figures might be wrong, I 
obtained the official documents and prepared a table showing just 
what this system has cost us. In 1866 the national debt was $2,- 
636,000,000 in round numbers. At that time cotton was worth 43 
cents a pound, and it would have taken 12,940,000 bales to pay the 
entire debt. Wheat was $2.36 a bushel, and it would have taken 
1,116,000,000 bushels to have paid the national debt. It may be 
said that that is not fair, because the inflation just after the war, 
the unsettled condition, the impoverished and war-wounded con- 
dition of the South caused cotton to be abnormally high. Then 
come dgwn to 1873, when silver was demonetized. The public 
debt had been reduced to $2,105,000,000; cotton was worth 20 
cents, and notwithstanding the reduction of $500,000,000 in the 
debt it would have taken 22,000,000 bales of cotton to pay it, nearly 
double what it would have taken at the end of the war. Wheat 
was worth $1.56, and it would have taken 1,349.000,000 bushels of 
wheat to pay the debt—upward of 200,000,000 bushels more, not- 
withstanding the reduction. 

Come to 1879, when specie payments were resumed. Cotton was 
then worth 10 cents, and the debt was $1,996,000,000. It would 
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have taken 39,000,000 bales of cotton to pay it. Wheat was worth 
$1.21, and it would have taken 1,649,000,000 bushels to pay it, 
notwithstanding the reduction. Come down to 1894 and add in 
the last infamous issue of $162,000,000 of bonds; put that on to 
of the debt. The public debt was $889,000,000; cotton was worth 
7 cents, and it would have taken in 1894, 25,000,000 bales of cotton 
to pay the debt, more than double the amount it would have 
taken at the close of the war. Wheat was worth 61 cents, and it 
would have taken 1,474,000,000 bushels to pay it. 

We have struggled, we have delved and plowed—and we fur- 
nish nearly all of your exports—during the entire time we have 
paid in interest nk principal on the national debt $3,914,000,000, 
at an average of 12 cents a pound for cotton, 63,000,000 bales; at 
an average of $1.25 for wheat, 3,131,000,000 bushels of wheat, and 
to-day, after all these payments, in the words of the poet, we ‘‘ drag 
at each remove a lengthening chain,” with a ball at the end of it 
or a bondholder straddle of it; and to-day it will take more of the 

sroducts of the farm to liquidate the national debt than it would 
ave taken when the war closed. 

I will insert a table giving the figures in detail: 














Debt could| 


? aia 
Debt, inter- |) °" 
have been! aver. | Debt could | Aver- 


est- bearing 


and nonin- paid in age have been age 
Year. terest-be =: . price of | paid in bush- | price of 


ing, less cash | 500 pounds cotton. | els of wheat. | wheat. 
each. 





$2, 636, 086,164 | 12,940,020 | $0.43 


DD iebesensedinest 1, 116, 922, 108 $2. 36 
i <)cae ebhiies sawed | 2, 105, 462,062 | 22,085,118 -20 1, 349, 719, 333 1.56 
i Rikndtntiniibhaephbid 1, 996, 414, 905 | 39, 928, 208 10 1, 649, 929, 673 1.21 
ES keninenenmeseiiind 889, 313, 380 | 25,916,812 -0694 | 1,474, 284, 220 .61 














Paid in prin- 
cipal and in- 
terest since 
1866..........| 8, O14, 424, 855 | 65,240, 414 -12 


———— eens 


8, 131, 539, 884 1.25 





Sir, in 1861, when the unfortunate civil war broke out, the peo- 
ple of this entire country numbered 31,000,000. Their aggregate 
wealth was $16,000,000,000. Nearly one-third of our people were 
in insurrection, endeavoring to break up the Union, leaving, say, 
twenty-one or twenty-two millions in the North. Gold was hid- 
den; it disappeared from circulation. The greenback was the 
only stand-by and support of the Union, and no honest man here 
will deny the fact that the greenback alone enabled the North to 
conquer the South. To-day we number somewhere between 
sixty-five and seventy million people. Our aggregate wealth, ac- 
cording to the census, is $65,000,000,000. We are at peace. We 
are beginning to fraternize in business and in social life, and the 
anger of the war is passing away, thank God! And yet the same 
insatiate cormorants, the shylocks, are here prating about the 
credit of the country and asking you to formulate a scheme and 
to enact it into law to complete what has been partially accom- 
plished, to put the country on the basis of gold alone, doubling, 
as they acknowledge it will double, if it has not already done so 
in a large degree, the debts of every debtor. For whose benefit? 

A well-informed man on the Naval Committee told me a day or 
two ago that by actual computation there were 4.000 millionaires 
in America, whose aggregate wealth averages $6,000,000 apiece. 
That 1s $24,000,000,000 owned by 4,000 people. He said it was go- 
ing to cause trouble. I think his head is level. It is going to 
cause trouble, and a deal of trouble, because they have stolen it, 
most of them. It was obtained by iniquitous laws in favor of 
classes and corporations, and against the masses, and there has 
got to be a reckoning some day, 

Now, after criticising others for aw one I know you will 
laugh at me, but I got just alittle bit frightened, and to keep from 
saying hard — in an unparliamentary way I took the precau- 
tion to prepare a little essay of my own. I hope that you will pa- 
tiently listen while I endeavor to read it. 

It is not saying too much, and I feel warranted in charging that 
the derangement in our finances and all this at sound 
~~ and maintaining the credit and honor of the United States, 
are all part and parcel of a damnable scheme of robbery, which 
had for its object, first, the utter destruction of silver as a money 
metal; second, the increase of the public debt by the issue of bonds 
payable in gold; and third, the surrender to corporations of the 

wer to issue all paper money and give them a monopoly of that 

nction. 

After the enactment of the Sherman law in 1890 it was supposed 
that the price of silver would rise and the ratio between the two 
metals, as bullion, would be approximately restored to the legal 
ratio. That law has been defined by the from Ohio es a 


*“*makeshift to keep down free coinage.” The Democratic plat- 
form denounced it as a “‘makeshift” for free coinage; the 
silver Republicans—mind you, instead of this Senate being di- 
vided up and down that a [indicating], it is divided 
across this way [indicating]; 


ank God, for we of the South on this 
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side have been down below, under the heels of oppression, and 
we are glad to find that west of the Mississippi the ‘galled jade 
winces,” and that the collar of servitude which has been fastened 
around our necks and has been there for thirty years is begin- 
ning to make your shoulders raw—the silver Republicans, who 
had been bamboozled into accepting it as a compromise, hoping 
that it would provide for the absorption of the entire Ameri- 
can silver product, found themselves overreached and de- 
ceived. It can not be denied that the object of the law was to 
increase the price of silver and restore its parity, and this must 
be borne in mnind when we come to discuss its provisions. While 
the struggle was going on in Congress between the silver and anti- 
silver forces, and it was thought probable that the free-coinage bill 
would pass, silver steadily rose in the markets of the world, and 
it did not begin to decline until a month after the passage of the 
bill, at which time it was 117—within 12 centsof the ratio of 16 to 1. 

I desire to call especial attention to this fact as an answer to the 
assertion, so freely made and so often repeated by gold-bug papers 
and orators, that legislatiog does not affect the price of silver, and 
that we would sink to a silver basis alongside of Mexico, China, and 
Japan, and have only 50-cent dollars, if silver were restored to its 
place alongside of gold. That is a stock argument. We have 
heard it this week right here in this Chamber. It will come in 
here next week. It will come in here whenever anybody gets up 
to speak on the other side. 

But when it was seen that this country was still controlled by 
monometallists the price of silver began to drop, and went down, 
down, down, below even the price which ruled before the enact- 
ment of the Sherman law. There was still discrimination against 
the white metal; it did not have free coinage as gold, but it was a 
commodity, not a money. It was discriminated against by legis- 
lative enactment, and hence the fall. The silver Republicans of 
the West, who had deserted the silver Democrats of the South 
and accepted the compromise offered by Senator SHERMAN, may 
take warning as to what faith or trust they can put in any utter- 
ances or actions of the Senator from Ohio as to legislation in 
regard to our finances. If they are honest in their assertions that 
they feel the welfare of their States and the welfare of the masses 
of the people depend upon the restoration of silver to equality 
with gold, they should be prepared to cross the Rubicon and fight 
this battle to a finish, caer whatever banner shall promise vic- 
tory and relief. Partisan political affiliations and sectional feeling 
no doubt largely influenced their action in 1890. The time for 
another Presidential election approaches. They must understand 
that the election of any man to the Presidency who would veto a 
free-coinage bill means defeat. It means more; it means continued 
disaster to our industries and increased poverty to the masses of 
our people. 

But let me return to the question of the conspiracy. An ex- 
amination of the tables in the report of the Treasurer giving the 
net gold in the Treasury will show that under the Sherman law 
there was a diminution of the amount of free gold in a gradually 
decreasing scale, but not enough to cause any alarm. During the 
entire year of 1891 and entire year of 1892 there was approximately 
as much gold as there was during the years 1884 and 1885, The 
exact figures are as follows: 

Average for the twelve months of 1884. $135,951,036. 

Average for the twelve months of 1885, $129,554,162. 


Average for the twelve months of 1891, $135.424,344. 
Average for the twelve months of 1892, $117,472,893. 


There existed then no just cause for uneasiness concerning the 
credit of the United States at the time of the last Presidential 
election. 

If the secret history of the year 1892 shall ever be written, it 
will disclose the fact, which can not be proven now, but of which 
I have not the slightest doubt, that the gold ring of New York, 
which embraces nearly all the bankers in the Eastern and Middle 
States and the stock gamblers of Wall street, controlled the Presi- 
dential nominations of both the Democratic and Republican par- 
ties and had an understanding with the managers, or with both the 
candidates themselves, in regard to what policy should be pursued 
toward our finances. They contributed money for the booming 
of Mr. Cleveland as the only available Democratic candidate, and 
they avused and ridiculed every other Democratic aspirant. Any- 
one who was nt during the Democratic convention at Chi- 
cago could see that there was a large band of organized boomers 
in the lobby of the Palmer House, where they kept ap such a 
noise and racket that one would have thought that pandemonium 
had broken loose and all the demons of hell had collected in one 
group to shout for “Grover.” Mr. Cleveland was undoubtedly 
very strong with the mass of the —, and his patriotic and 
sympathetic utterances, during his first Administration, in behalf 
of the agricultural classes gave him great strength; but there is 
no doubt that money was used lavishly, and that there were pledges 
made in to distribution of patronage as a means of con- 
trolling delegates and securing votes. ! 

There was plain evidence to show that the President himself 
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had weakened on the question of tariff reform, and the financial 
plank was cunningly drafted so as to satisfy both g« la and silver 
men, with the intention thatit should be interpreted, if Cleveland 
was elected, as meaning the cessation of silver coinage and the 
forcing of a gold standard upon the people. Interpreted accord- 
ing to the plain use and meaning of English words, the platform 
means bimetallism, but there are conditions and ambiguous 
phrases which have afforded an excuse to the elastic conscience 
of the bull-headed and self-idolatrous man who holds the reins of 
power to pursue the policy he has. Whether the scheme was 
agreed to by the President in person or not and whether he 
bound himself in plain termsor not will, perhaps, never be known 

His course has been unswerving in the absolute contradiction of 
his public professions and letter of acceptance. The expecta- 
tions and interests of the people have been forgotten and ignored. 
The party which elected him has been betrayed, and its banners 
which floated so triumphantly in the breezes of 1892 now trail 
in the dust of disgrace and defeat. The practical destruction of 
the party has been accomplished. As a proof of it, while the 
national convention is only six months off, there is no one prom- 
inently mentioned as its candidate for the Presidency. No one 
seems willing to offer himself as a vicarious sacrifice on the altar 
of a disgraced and dishonored party. The Republicans, who had 
been defeated by such an overwhelming vote at the last Presiden- 
tial election, are now in possession of the other branch of Congress 
by a majority unknown to our history, except during and imme- 
diately after the war. They are there not because there has been 
an increase in the Republican vote, but because hundreds of thou- 
sandsof disgusted Democrats havestayed at home and let the elec- 
tion go by default. 

There was no trouble with the gold reserve and no hint of any 
loss of confidence in the national credit until about the time of the 
Presidential election. While the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. 
Foster, was contemplating the probabilities of a deficit in the rev- 
enue, the raiding of the Treasury by withdrawing gold did not 
begin until after Cleveland’s election. 

There were withdrawals of gold in the regular order of business, 
but the endless chain had not begun to work. 

We then, for the first time, got a glimpse of the conspiracy of 
which I have spoken. 
and Treasury notes the option of having Government paper cashed 
in gold or silver, and as they all demanded gold, the gold in the 
Treasury rapidly ran down. The financial papers took up the cry 
of the country going to a silver basis, and the first premonitory 
breezes of the panic of 1893 swept over the land. While there 
were no reasonable causes to produce distrust, the conspirators 


fomented it by every means possible and set in motion the machin- | 
ery of the newspapers which they control, to terrorize the business | 


interests of the country and make ready for the ‘‘object lesson” 
which Mr. Cleveland told us wascoming. It was expected by the 
confiding Democracy that the installation of the new Administra- 
tion would witness a change of policy. The trust in the President 
Was very great, and, remembering how he had shipwrecked the 
party in 1888 by his Quixotic tariff message and the emphatic 
indorsement which he had given to the platform adopted at Chi- 
cago, the silver Democrats had reason to expect that he had learned 
some wisdom and that the Government would exercise its option 
to pay its obligations in coin, either gold or silver, for its own pro- 
tection. 

The Republicans have stressed the fact in their arguments on 
this floor that the gold reserve never fell below a hundred millions 
until after Harrison vacated the Executive office; but it must not 
be forgotten that they had set the example, had broken the slender 
prop which had started the avalanche, and, instead of endeavoring 
to stem the tide of ruin and redeem the pledges of the Democratic 


Mr. Foster gave the holders of greenbacks | 
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party to give the people relief, President Cleveland lent aid and | 


comfort to the conspirators by his utterances and official actions 
in continuing the policy of his predecessor. 

The people by their votes had demanded a change from the Re- 
publican policy. A Democratic President gave them achange for 
the worse by encouraging his moneyed friends, who controlled the 
newspapers and thus directed the current of public opinion, to 
hurry up their operations of robbery by means of the panic and 
to_accelerate the downward progress of the country. 

We had fondly hoped for relief and every Democrat was su- 
premely happy. 

Icame up here as governor of my State and stood out in the 
cold around here on East Capitol street for four hours, nearly 
frozen to death, to be present at the jollification and glorification 
upon the inauguration of a Democratic President, with a Demo- 
cratic Senate and Democratic House, and God forgive me for be- 
ing such a fool! [Laughter on the floor and in the galleries. | 

e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLKNER in the chair). 
The Chair would admonish the galleries that under the rules of 
the Senate manifestations of applause or dissent are not permitted, 


and if it recurs the Chair will be under the necessity of enforcing 
the rules. 


| ing the party’s policy. 





| 


| the first and most defenseless victims of unstable money 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I do not wish to have the Sen- 
ate suspend its rules, and you, of course, must enforce them: but 
if you will just let me down into the bog and quagmire of Sena 
torial dignity gently—of nobody saying anything when I speak— 
[ will get used to it after a while, I hope 

We, Isay, we Democrats, had fondly hoped for relief. Weelected 
a President to give the people bread and he gave them only stones. 
While it is familiar to every Senator, I must ask you 
while I quote the financial plank of the Chicago plat! 
suppose you have all heard it a hundred and fi 
know it by heart, and, therefore, I shall not rea 
porate it in my remarks: 


ndulgence 

But I 
fty times here and 
Lit, but just incor- 


We denounce the Republican legislation known asthe Sherman Act of 1890 
as a cowardly makeshift, fraught with possibilities of danger in t ure 
which should make all of its supporters, : | 
speedy repeal. We hold to the use of bot! 
money of the country, and to the coinage « gol vitho 
discriminating against either metal or charge for mintage, but the dollar 
unit of coinage of both metals must be of 
value, to be adjusted through internati 








of legislation as shall insure the maintenance of the parity of t) vo met 
alsand the equal power of every dollar at all times int ma ind in 
the payment of debts; and we demand that all paper currency kept 
at par with and redeemable in such coin. We insist upon t) vy as 


especially necessary for the protection of the farmers and labor 
and a fluctuating 
currency. 

Now, here is an extract from the address of Mr. Cleveland in re- 
sponse’ to the committee of notification: 


Mr. CHAIRMAN AND GENTLEMEN: The message you deliver from the na 
tional Democracy arouses within me emotions which would be well. ver 
whelmingif I did not recognize here assembled the representative ‘ it 
party whomust share with me the responsibility your mission invites. 1 find 


much relief in the reflection that I have been selected merely 
Merely— 


| to stand for the principles and purposes to which my party is ple i. and 


for the enforcement and supremacy of which all who have any 1 L claim 
Democratic fellowship must constantly and persistently labor 


Again, in the same speech, he said: 


I shall not attempt to specify at this time other objects and aims Demo- 
cratic endeavor which add inspiration to our mission. True to its |} ory 
and its creed, our party will respond to the wants of the peo \ n safe 


lines and guided by enlightened statesmanship 
tient within our membership— 

I was one of them. Thank God, I did all I could to keep him 
from being nominated, but like a royal and true servant of the 
party, after he had got the nomination, fairly or unfairly. 1 went 


To the troubled and impa 


| home and restrained those who were eager to join the Populists, and 
South Carolina polled only 2,400 votes for Weaver. I went in the 
ditch at Chicago with Tammany. Where now is the chieftain of 


Tammany? I know he hasa keen blade, and I do not intend to 
challenge him to get up here and swipe my head off. I have seen 
him unhorse and penetrate the armor of so many since [ have 
been here that I dread any encounter with him. Therefore you 
may consider that withdrawn. It is not in the manuscript of my 
remarks. [Laughter.] 

I go back to Mr. Cleveland. He said: 

To the troubled and imatient within our membership we « 
tinued, unswerving allegiance to the party whose 





have been found sufficient for them. and whose ag 
ism, their experience teaches, can always be trust 

In a tone of partisanship which befits the occasion, let me say to you, as 
equal partners in the campaign upon which we to-day enter, that the per 


sonal fortunes of those to whom you have intrusted your banners are: 
important as they are related to the fate of the principles they repre tand 
to the party which they lead. 

I watched for these utterances, becauseif he had evinced or shown 
any purpose of treachery I would have tried to deliver the vote of 
South Carolina to some other man. Therefore, feeling a personal 
grievance in the man’s action, I am here to-day to arraign him be 
fore the American people for his misdeeds, and before the party 
for his treachery, and to ask for a verdict. 

There is not one word here which would warrant one to expect 
that the leader of the Democratic party, its head and guide, would 
ignore the platform and treat with contempt the trusted lieutenants 
whom the people had sent to the national capital to assist in shap 
The language would lead us to expect the 


very reverse. How many of these reasonable expectations have 


been met? How many of you, men grown old and gray in the 
| service of the party and of the nation, men who were its trusted 


leaders before this man from Buffalo was ever heard of, how many, 
I say, have been called into his councils? Speak. if there be any 
here; I shali be glad to hear them. Where has this man sunk his 
personality? Whom hasheconsulted? Whom has he recognized? 
Whose advice has he followed? None but that of the bootlicks 
and sycophants, who have crawled on their knees for the cruinbs of 
patronage and betrayed theirconstituents for the offices in his gift. 

In the entire history of this country the high office of President 
has never been so prostituted, and never has the appointing power 
been soabused. Claiming to be the apostle of civil-service reform, 
he has debauched the civil service by making appointments only 
of those whose sponsors would sarrender their manhood, and, 
with bated breath, walk with submissive head in his presence. 
With relentless purpose he has ignored his oath of office to up- 
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hold and obey the law, and has paid out gold instead of coin and 
issued bonds to buy more gold, by both actions overriding the 
law, and giving no heed to the interests of any but his moneyed 
friends—I might say his owners or partners. 

Whatever claim of legality may be put forward for the redemp- 
tion of Treasury notes in gold, there can be none as to the re- 
demption of greenbacks in anything but coin; and the option was 

iven him to redeem the Treasury notes in either gold or silver. 
hile to this besotted tyrant coin has come to mean gold alone, 
he can not by his mere ‘‘ipse dixit” change the law of this land 
and pervert the plain meaning of the English language. He has 
sold bonds to buy gold with which to redeem greenbacks when 
there was a large quantity of silver in the Treasury which, ac- 
cording to law, should have been used, and the law only author- 
ized the sale of bonds for coin. His Republican predecessors and 
allies who set the unrighteous and walnwtal example which he 
has so persistently followed, and encouraged him in it and still 
encourage him to the utmost extent, can not escape the condemna- 
tion of the honest, working, business men of the country as equal 
partners in his guilt. 

The repeal of the Sherman law, which was the first point of at- 
tack of this unholy alliance, was only accomplished through the aid 
and in conjunction with a majority of the ne Senators, 
and this Democratic President spaniel, accomplished what was not 
possible for any Republican Executive under the circumstances 
to have brought about. A change of the party in power had left 
a large number of offices in his gift with which to buy votes. 
Harrison would have had no such advantage. The Democratic 
party had demanded a repeal of the entire Sherman law as a make- 
shift for freecoinage. But that would have cut this so-called end- 
less chain. The parity clause was absolutely necessary to give 
excuse and color toa demand for the retirement of the green- 
backs as a means of stopping the ‘‘ issue of unending bonds.” So 
they repealed only so much of it as suited their purposes. 

But let us consider what the honest meaning of ‘‘ parity” in the 
Sherman law was and is. What is the meaning of ‘ parity” as 
given in the dictionary? The language is: 

To maintain the two metals on a parity with each other upon the present 
legal ratio or such ratio as may be provided by law. 

Now, if I should lie down on this floor,my head and feet would 
be on a parity so far as the floor is concerned. If I stand up, my 
body is still on the floor, but my head is up here and my feet 
down there. The head in this instance represents gold, the feet 
silver, and that is the parity which this paragon of Presidents has 
given us. 

It did not say the parity of coin, mind you, meaning the coined 
dollar. It said the parity of the metals, the ratio of 16to1. The 
words could not mean that upon one metal was to be imposed the 
duty of holding up the other and of redeeming by itself the paper 
dollars based on both or on silver alone. 

The object was to have them assist each other; to hold silver up 
by holding gold down, and gn honest Secretary of the Treasury, 
who should have resigned his office rather than submit to the dic- 
tation of a besotted chief, would have paid out silver to protect 
the Treasury from the gold gamblers and bond grabbers, as the 
law and his oath of office required. But, alas! the old breed oj 
Southern statesmen like Calhoun, who, after a life spent in the 
public service, had to be buried at public expense and his debts 

maid by the State of South Carolina, appear to be passing away. 

Ko wonder the Senator from Massachusetts feels warranted in 
twitting us with the decay of Southern statesmanship and charging 
us with dishonesty. 

Mr. HOAR. r. President, the Senator will pardon me. 
he allude to what I said the other day? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I made no such intimation. Another Southern 
Senator seemed to have understood me in the same way. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish I had the Senator’s words here. I did 
have them, but I did not imagine that anybody could misunder- 
stand their plain and palpable meaning. If you will let me get 
through, perhaps you will be satisfied with what I am going to say. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to put myself right in this matter, 
because I said-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. TILLMAN, Certainly; I do not want to do any Senator 
injustice. 

r. HOAR. Ihave not before me the exact language I used, 
but I said in substance, apeains wholly of the change of opinion, 
‘What has become of the old Southern statesmen who were the 
—— champions of hard money?” 

r. TILLMAN. Wait a minute, 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Which is the harder of the two, silver or gold? 

Mr. HOAR. That is another proposition. I wish to state what 
Isaid. I had not the remotest idea of intimating that there was 


Does 


any degeneracy or inferiority in the present Southern statesmen 
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as compared with the past. I referred only to the change of 
opinion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If any Senator has the Recorp of January 3, 
will he please turn to the Senator’s remarks for me, and I will 
read them. 

Mr. HOAR. I will find it for the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, sir, I want to do youexact justice. 

Mr. HOAR. Goon. I will find it for you. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No;I will stop right now. [A page placeda 
glassof water on his desk.] I never wet my whistle when I am 
talking, because I can not run a windmill on water. [Laughter.] 
I will wait. aon 

Mr. HOAR. I have the extract here, and I will read it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I said: 


What has become of the old Democratic party? What has become of the old 
statesmanship of the South? Whatever else we may have to charge against 
the peope of that section in times past, if we have anything, one thing until 
lately it always stood for, freedom from debt, economy of expenditure, and 
sound and honest money, gold and silver. Now, Iam sorry to say, with some 
honorable exceptions, the statesmanship of that part of the country seems to 
have abandoned all three. 


Mr.TILLMAN. ‘Honestmoney!” You havechunked us with 
that infernal phrase until we have got raw under it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOAR. If the honorable Senator from South Carolina 
will pardon me, what I rose to correct him in was not whether I 
used the phrase ‘“‘honest money” accurately or not. That is 
another question. The charge that I imputed something of de- 
generacy or dishonor to the present representatives of the South 
on this floor, as compared with their predecessors, I absolutely 
deny. I have read the language, which will stand. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am very glad indeed to have the Senator 
withdraw any such imputation. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot withdraw any; I never made any. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is a question of the interpretation of your 
language, and I interpreted in the way I have, and felt called upon 
to answer it in the way I did. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I propose to put 
my own interpretation on my own language, and I suppose the 
honorable Senator from South Carolina will accept my assurance 
of what I myself meant by it. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I do. I exonerate the Senator from any in- 
tended insult to the Southern people, but we want to put our inter- 

oretation on the English language as to what ‘‘ honest” means. 

he word * honesty,” if you will pardon me, as applied to money 
nowadays means that those of us who favor silver are dishonest. 
We deny it. The country has had silver since its birth as a part 
of its constitutional money up to 1878. Since the days of Abraham 
and Isaac and Jacob the two metals have been money until within 
the last twenty-five years. 

Iwill go on, and I hope I will not tread on my aged friend’s toes 
any more. [Laughter.| It seems impossible for South Carolina 
to get into this Chamber without Massachusetts getting hold of 
her. This time South Carolina got hoid of Massachusetts, it 
seems. [Laughter. ] 

He charges dishonesty, however, in another connection—as the 
aider and abettor of this Judas from Kentucky, who, after a bril- 
liant career of twenty years and more as leader and champion of the 
silver forces, has, in his old age, come to this pitiful pass. And then 
to think that the indictment thus brought against a whole section 
should have so much color of truth and of fact to backit up, in the 
apostacy from their principles of the two other Secretaries from 
the South in the Cabinet of a President who has so disgraced the 
name of Democracy! 

The South bows its head in shame at this exhibition of moral 
cowardice and despises the renegades; but I must remind the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts that there is as yet only moral turpitude 
and treachery to be charged against these men. I would not have 
said this if the Senator had chosen his language more carefully. 
It is here, however, and init must go. The Southern Congress- 
men and Senators who came here poor, are still poor. They have 
not become millionaires like some of their Northern brethren; and 
there is no Credit Mobilier steal, or Colfax scandal, or Belknap 
bribery chargeable to any Southern men. Let him remember 
these things and keep back his sneers and taunts. 

So, if the Senator wants to charge the Southern people, throngh 
their representatives here, with being dishonest, or if he does not 
want to charge them with it and chooses to withdraw the impu- 
tation to-day, let him remember these facts before he again makes 
such a statement. 

Mr. President, if there has been one idea more persistently and 

rominently presented to the American people by President Cleve- 
and than any other, it has been the iniquities of the tariff and the 
demand for its revision. In season and out of season, with 
‘“‘damnable iteration,” he has sung this siren song in the ears of 
the farmers. Listen to this paragraph from his message of 1888: 


A century has passed. Our cities are the abiding places of wealth and lux- 
ury; our manufactories yield fortunes never dreamed of by the fathers of 
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the Republic; our business men are madly striving in the race for riches,and | beth. And here let me remark, in passing, that this last of the 


immense aggregations of capital outrun the imagination in the magnitude of 
their undertakings. 


We view with pride and satisfaction this bright picture of our country’s | 


ity, while only a closer scrutiny develops a somber shad- 
fax Upon rere inspection we find the wealth and luxury of our 
oeten and constantly increasing urban population suggests the impover- 
ishment of rural sections and discontent with agricultural pursuits. The 
farmer's son, not satisfied with his father’s simple and laborious life, joins the 
eager chase for easily acquired wealth. 
ediscover that the fortunes realized by our manufacturers are no longer 
solely the reward of sturdy industry and enlightened foresight, but that they 
result from the discriminating favor of the Government, and are largely 
built upon undue exactions from the massesof our people. The gulf between 


employers and the employed is constantly widening, and classes are rapidly | 
| absolute control of our paper currency. 


forming, one comprising the very rich and powerful, while in another are 


d the toilin r. ‘ 
= we view the vehiovements of aggregated capital, we discover the exist- 


ence of trusts, combinations, and monopolies, while the citizen is struggling 
far in the rear, or is trampled to death beneath an iron heel. Corporations, 
which should be carefully restrained creatures of the law and the servants 
of the people, are fast becoming the people’s masters. 


Here I pause to interpolate again the assertion of my belief that 
during the four years that he was President, from 1885 to 1889, 
and since he came in again in 1893, he has never had by the hand 
a simple, square, straight, honest toiler in the field. He knows 
nothing about farmers, and, more’s the pity, he cares nothing about 
them. ; 

And listen to this: 


hardest and most unremitting toil, will not fail to see, in — of misrepre- 
sentations and misleading fallacies, that they are oblige¢ 

prices for their products asare fixed in foreign markets, where they compete 
with the farmers of the world; that their lands are declining in value while 
their debts increase; and that, without compensating favor, they are forced 
by the action of the Government to pay, for the benefit of others, such en- 
hanced prices for things that they need that the scanty returns of their labor 
fail to furnish their support or leave no margin for accumulation. 


I will pause for a minute here to change the phraseology of the 
above paragraph, so that it will illustrate with telling emphasis 
the argument I will use. Let it read as follows: 


They, the farmers, ara forced by the action of the Government to receive, | 
for the benefit of others, such ptf aimee for the things they sell that the | 


scanty returns of their labor fail to 


5 urnish their support or leave no margin 
for accumulation. 


They are burning our candle at both ends, crushing us on one 
hand with the tariff and robbing us on the other hand with the 
gold standard, and they have asked us, like beasts of burden, like 
dumb driven cattle, to bear these things and say nothing, but to 
vote the party ticket. 

The gold standard is responsible for it, and no honest or sane 
man can deny it. 

We can bear any reasonable tariff and prosper under a double 








Democratic Presidents (for, mark my prophecy, he is the last that 
party, as now organized, will ever elect) will go down in history 
and his two Administrations will be chiefly remarkable; the first as 


mingled with poverty and wretchedness and unremunerative toil. A | having to deal with a large and unwieldy surplus, which entailed 


the necessity, as he contended, for the purchase of undue bonds 
at an exorbitant premium, while his last has been signalized, after 


| a peristent adherence to his pet schemes of finance and taxation, 


by a deficit, by the issue of bonds, contrary to the law, to pay the 
current expenses of the Government, and an infamous attempt to 


| increase the bonded debt of the country more than $500,000,000 and 


the surrender to those same corporations which he so abused of the 


The Democratic party elected him and reelected him, and would 
have no other leader. It must bear the odium of his official mis- 
deeds, his utter lack of statesmanship. He has never been a Demo- 
crat, measured by the standard of Jefferson and Jackson. His 


| opinions and policy on finance have been those of SHERMAN, who 


is not a Republican, measured by the standard of Lincoln. He 
differs from the Republican party only in the one particular of 
the tariff, and on that he has blown hot and cold as his pet hobby, 
and will go down in history as the most gigantic failure of any 
man who ever occupied the White House, all because of his vanity 
and obstinacy. 

Now, to make good this charge, I will recall the fact that when 


Our farmers, long suffering and patient, struggling in the race of life with | he came to power in March, 1893, and could have called the Sen- 


| ate and House together (Democratic for the first time since the 
to accept such | 


war) to carry his policy into effect, what did he do? Did he call 
an extra session to give tariff reform to the people—the overbur- 
dened and downtrodden people whose wants and woes he had 
depicted in so many speeches and messages? Oh, no. The policy 
of gold monometallism, of more bonds, of the substitution of 
national-bank currency for greenbacks and silver certificates, the 
scheme which was nearest his heart, first enlisted his care and 


| energetic action. He called Congress together to stop the coinage 


of silver, and here is his explanation of the trouble and the remedy 
proposed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

The existence of an alarming and extraordinary business situation, involv- 


| ing the welfare and prosperity of all our people, has constrained me to call 
together in extra session the people’s representatives in Congress, to the end 
that, through a wise and patriotic exercise of the legislative duty with which 
they solely are charged, present evils may be mitigated and dangers threat 


standard; and the community of interest between manufacturing | 


and agriculture was never more clearly shown. We want no ad- 
dition to the producers of wheat, cotton, and other farm products. 
We want a market for these products, at a fair price, which would 
enable us to start the factories to running onl give work to the 
hundreds of thousands of idle men andwomen. Now we can not 
— of them because we have no money left to buy with. 

0 


return to Mr. Cleveland. In reading these eloquent and | 
truthful words we farmers were lost in admiration of this man’s | 


—— and courage, for they were true and doubtless honest when 
uttered. And listen to this from his message of 1887: 


In the present state of legislation the only pretense of any existing Executive 
powne to restore, at this time, any part of our surplus revenues to the people 
its expenditure, consists in the supposition that the Secretary of the 
reasury may enter the market and purchase bonds of the Government not 
et due, at a rate of premium to be agreed upon. The only provision of law 
rom which such a power could be derived is found in an appropriation bill 
= a number of years ago; and it is subject to the suspicion that it was 
tended as temporary and limiting in its application, instead of conferring 
acontinuing discretion and authority. No condition ought to exist which 
would justify the grant of power to a single official, upon his judgment of 
its necessity, to withhold from or release to the business of the people, in an 
unusual manner, money held in the Treasury, and thus affect, at his will, the 
financial condition of the country; and if it is deemed wise to lodge in the 
Secretary of the Treasury the authority in the  e- juncture to purchase 
bonds, it should be plainly vested, and ore: , as far as possible, with such 
checks and limitations as will define this official’s right and discretion and 
at the same time relieve him from undue responsibility. 


I quote it for the purpose of pointing out the evolution of a 
nt and of showing the transition from a conscientious law- 
abiding Chief Magistrate to an arrogant and obstinate ruler who 
ignores the law and issues bonds at will, and issues them under 
a statute that is ‘‘subject to the suspicion that it was intended to 
be temporary and limited in its application instead-of conferring 
a discretionary authority.” He not only issues them, but does it 
secretly, with his law partner as a witness to the contract, and 
has created the suspicion in the minds of millions of his country- 
men that a President of the United States can use his high office 
for private gain. 
e suspicion, like a ‘‘damned spot,” has been burned into the 
brains of the people, and will no more “out” than Duncan's blood 
could be washed from the lily hands of the demented Lady Mac- 





ening the future may be averted 

Our unfortunate financial plight is not the result of untoward events nor 
of conditions related to our natural resources; nor is it traceable to any of 
the afflictions which frequently check national growth and prosperity. With 


plenteous crops, with abundant promise of remunerative production and 
manufacture, with unusual invitation to safe investment, and with satisfa 

tory assurance to business enterprise, suddenly financial distrust and fear 
have sprung up on every side. Numerous moneyed institutions have sus- 
pended because abundant assets were not immediately available to meet the 
demands of frightened depositors. Surviving corporations and individuals 
are content to keep in hand the money they are usually anxious to loan, and 
those engaged in legitimate business are surprised to find that the securi- 
ties they offer for loans, though heretofore satisfactory, are no longer ac 


cepted. Values supposed to be fixed are fast becoming conjectural, and loss 
and failure have invaded every branch of business. 

1 believe these things are principally chargeable to Congressional legisla 
tion touching the purchase and coinage of silver by the General Government 

This legislation is embodied in a statute passed on the Mth day of July, 180), 
which was the culmination of much agitation on the subject involved, and 
which may be considered a truce, after a long struggle, between the advo 
cates of free silver coinage and those intending to be more conservative 


Undoubtedly the monthly purchases by the Government of 4,500,000 ounces 
of silver, enforced under that statute, were regarded by those interested in 
silver production asa certain guaranty of its increase in price. The result, 
however, has beex entirely different, for immediately following a spasmodi 
and slight rise the price of silver began to fall after the passage of the act and 
has since reached the lowest point ever known. This disappointing result 
has led torenewed and persistent effort in the direction of free silver coinage. 

Meanwhile not only are the evil effects of the operation of the present law 
constantly accumulating, but the result to which its execution must inevita- 


bly lead is becoming palpable to all who give the least heed to financial sub 
Jects. ‘ . ; 

This law provides that in payment for the 4,500,000 ounces of silver bullion 
which the Secretary of the Treasury is commanded to purchase monthly 
there shall be issued Treasury notes redeemable on demand in gold or silver 
coin, at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, and that said 


notes may be reissued. It is, however, declared in the act to be “the 
established policy of the United States to maintain the two metals on a 
parity with each other upon the present legal ratio or such ratio as may be 


provided by law.” This declaration so controls the action of the Secretary 
of the Treasury as to prevent his exercising the discretion nominally vested 


in him, if by such action the parity between gold and silver may be disturbed 
Manifestly arefusal by the Secretary to pay these Treasury notes in gold, if 
demanded, would necessarily result in their discredit and depreciation as 


obligations payable only in silver, and would destroy the parity between the 
two metals by establishing a discrimination jn favor of gold 
Up to the 15th day of July, 1893, these notes had been issued in payment of 


silver bullion purchases to the amount of more than $147,000,000. While all 
but a very small quantity of this bullion remains uncoined and without use- 
fulness in the Treasury, many of the notes given in its purchase have been 


2 gee. This is illustrated by the statement that between the Ist of 
May, 1892, and the 15th day of July, 1893, the notes of this kind issued in pay- 
ment for silver bullion amounted to a little more than $54,000,000, and that 
during the same period about $49,000,000 were paid by the Treasury in gold 
for the redemption of such notes. 

The policy necessarily adopted of paying these notes in gold has not spared 
the gold reserve of $100,000,000 long ago set aside by the Government for the 
redemption of other notes, for this fund has already been subjected to the 
payment of new obligations amounting to about $150),000,000. 
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ove was the dread alternative if the Sherman law was not re- 
ealed: 

Wiahess Government bonds are to be constantly issued and sold to replen- 
ish our exhausted gold, only to be again exhausted, it is apparent that the 
cperation of the silver-purchase law now in force leads in the direction of 
the entire substitution of siiverfor the gold in the Government Treasury, 
and that this must be followed by the payment of all Government obliga- 
tions in depreciated silver. 

If the alternative was that if we did not repeal the Sherman law 
we must issue bonds, there was an implied promise or prophecy 
that if we did repeal it we should not have to issue any bonds. 

The cry was, ‘‘ Stop nes of silver, stop diluting our cur- 
rency, and confidence will be restored.” Hehad waited until the 
‘*object lesson,” the panic manufactured to order by his fellow-con- 
spirators, had swept like a cycloneover the country, prostrating all 
business enterprise and industries, and the newspapers had howled 
in chorus in the ears of the people that the coinage of silver was 
the cause of the monetary crisis. In the meantime active agents 
had been at work arranging for the control and manipulation of 
the Democrats in the House and Senate when Congress should 
assemble. Congress met, and so well timed had been the date of 
its assemblage and so cogent the arguments brought to bear 
that the so-called representatives of the people were swift to obey 
orders. The party platform and its pledges were thrown to the 
dogs. Democrats pledged to the rehabilitation of silver surren- 
dered their manhood and their principles at the behest of the money 
power and its representative, the President, and the purchasing 
clauseof the Sherman law was repealed by the House with indecent 
haste. Democrats and Republicans vied with each other in the 
furtherance of the policy which had been formulated and steadily 
pursued by the Senator from Ohio. If he were here I would take 
off my hat to him, if I had it on my head, and I do it now typic- 
ally, as the victor of victors in this financial struggle of a quarter 
of a century. He has the proud satisfaction of knowing that he 
has brought the party which he so hates to its knees, and has 
lived to see many of his old antagonists enlisted under his banner 
of monopoly and class privileges. They sit at his feet and ac- 
knowledge his leadership. 

When the Senate met there was an acknowledged majority of 
men open and outspoken in their determination to stand by the 
white metal, and who were elected on that issue. But the process 
of debauchery began. ‘‘ Vote according to my will or you will 
have no offices.” ‘‘ Vote according to my will, and if your people 
do not like it I will take care of you.” The newspapers raved and 
abused the Senate. Bankers telegraphed and wrote. Chambers of 
commerce passed resolutions, and slowly the Senate yielded. In 
ninety days the deed was done, and the chains were riveted on the 
wrists of the toiling millions. Did the raid on the Treasury stop? 
Was confidence restored? Did prices rise? Did prosperity return? 
All these things had been promised by this prophet, yet none of 
them came to pass. 

Congress convened in regular session and the farce of tariff re- 
form began. The pensndiieel and dispirited House, under the 
whip and spur of the Executive, passed a tariff bill, and hoping to 
lay a pontoon bridge by which to pass back to their outraged con- 
stituents, they passed a bill providing for the coinage of the seign- 
iorage. They wanted to bamboozle the dear farmers by saying, 
‘* While we repealed the Sherman law, we coined $50,000,000 of 
silver,” but the President would none of it; and while he attempted 
to bulldoze the Senate into accepting the tariff measure without 
amendment, in spite of his simulated vehemence and indignation, 
the tariff bill was modified in many particulars. It passed finally, 
and we have had an experience with this measure of tariff reform 
a la Cleveland. 

It is true he did not sign it and allowed it to become a law with- 
out approval. But here again we have a spectacle of charlatanry 
and a hypocritical assumption of superiority to his party which 
has always marked his career. The tariff law which he repudi- 
ated as unworthy, involving ‘‘ party perfidy and party dishonor,” 
is the sheet anchor to which he now clings. 

It is not what the President champion would have given us (so 
he says); but when we recollect that his managers at Chicago, who 
controlled the convention and the committee on platform, pre- 
sented a tariff plank which the convention indignantly refused to 
indorse, because it was, in the language of Henry Watterson, a 
‘disgraceful straddle,” we are forced to conclude that all the hur- 
rah and eloquence emanating from the President on this question 
have been a blind, used in a Pickwickian sense, so tospeak, and that 
there have been hypocrisy and double dealing in his treatment of 
this question. If he was honest at the start a I am willing to 
grant that much) his associations with Wall street and his con- 
nection with wealthy men have debauched his conscience and 
destroyed all sympathy With the masses. He would not sign the 


bill, and lectured the Senate as recreant; but if his scheme, carried 
out gnly in part, has caused so large a deficit in three years and 
required the issue of bonds to meet current expenses, what would 
have been the result had he had his way? He and his Republican 
allies refused persistently to see that all the trouble was caused by 
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the warfare on silver and the mismanagement of our finances, and 
that the remedies proposed would only aggravate the disease prey- 
ing on the body politic. 

The fall in prices of all farm products, which are our principal 
articles of export, has brought disaster and ruin on the producing 
classes who farm—one-half of our entire population. The im- 
poverishment of the farmers has destroyed their ability to pur- 
chase on the one hand, while the decreased price of their products 
of export in European markets has left our debts for imports 
and interest on our obligations abroad unpaid. Hence the export 
of gold to meet those obligations. The boasted ‘‘home market” 
for which the protectionists clamor can no longer purchase the 
products of our home factories except in largely decreased quan- 
tities. The basis of all wealth, agriculture, being dead and 

uperized, all other interests resting upon it are depressed and 
injured. The Englishman chuckles, as shown by the Senator 
from Colorado, at the cheapness of the exports which we send him. 
I will take the liberty, with the Senator’s permission, to insert as 
an appendix the figures furnished from that English paper the other 
day in regard to the profit of one year’s purchase of cotton and 
woes, as showing the cause of this deficit requiring the export of 
gold, 

Then mark the result. With the gold being exported to meet 
our foreign obligations, and the public credit attacked by the gold 
gamblers with the encouragement and connivance of the Presi- 
dent, Rothschild and his American agents graciously condescend to 
come to the help of the United States Treasury in maintaining the 
gold standard which has wrought the ruin and only charge a 
small commission of ten millions or so on one little transaction. 

Great God! that this proud Government, the richest and strong- 
est on the face of the globe, should have been brought to so low a 
pass that a London Jew should have been appointed its receiver, 
to have charge of the Treasury, with an option on any additional 
issue of bonds, and presumes to patronize us and promises to take 
care of our great country! Is there a man here who can think of 
it without blushing? 

I ask in this connection the right to insert as an appendix this 
infamous contract, with Stetson as witness. I wish to insert also 
a rehearsal from the Democratic campaign book of 1888, setting 
forth the history of the purchase of bonds with that surplus 
which used to keep this man awake at nights. Let me read a 
headline: ‘‘ Giving small holders a chance.” He did notcall fora 
syndicatetosell him bonds. He said, ‘‘ Anybody who wants totake 
money in place of bonds bring them in at any premium you have 
a mind to charge—125 or 130, along there.” They were undue, 
and he spent a hundred million dollars or so—I do not know the 
exact amount—in buying those bonds. Ihave it here. It must 
be authentic, as it comes from the Democratic campaign commit- 
tee. [Laughter.] I wish to put the two cheek by jowl—in juxta- 
position. 

In this connection, before I leave the subject of greenbacks and 
bonds, I wish to read just a brief paragraph from that campaign 
na that keynote speech of the 3d of January, delivered by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], when he thrashed the old 
straw over again: 

I believe that under existing law the aggregate sum of United States notes 
and Treasury notes issued under the act of 1890, amounting to about $460,- 
000,000, can be easily maintained at par with coin if the two amendments [ 
have mentioned are adopted by Congress. These notes are a legal tender for 
all debts, public or private. ey are a debt of the United States without 
interest and without other material cost to the Government than the inter- 
est on the cost of the coin or bullion held in the Treasury to redeem them. 
They are preferred by the people to any other form of paper money that has 
been devised. They have all the sanctions of law and all the security that 
has been or can be given toour bonds. They have the pledge of the public 
faith that they will be redeemed in coin. Thesubstitution of these notes for 
State-bank paper money was one of the greatest benefits that has resulted 
from the civil war. ‘These notes have all the sanction, protection, and secur- 
ity that has been or can be given to our national-bank notes, with the added 
benefit that the large saving derived from them inures to the people of the 
United States instead of to the bankers. 

I left this out a while ago, intending to put it in the opening 

art of my speech, when I was discussing the relative value and 
Rosirability of greenbacks and bonds. One, a promise of the Gov- 
ernment bearing no interest, the other also a promise, the differ- 
ence being that it bears interest and is a mortgage on the people. 
Here we have the apostle of Republican finance, the apostle of 
gold, the one before whom you Republicans all bow down and 
worship as the keenest, shrewdest manipulator in behalf of class 

rivileges and monometallism that ever lived, or that ever will 
ive, I suspect—here are his words in testimony as to the substan- 
tial nature of those notes and their value. Now the trouble is 
that the country is already drying up, is atrophied, palsied in its 
extremities for want of blood, the circulating medium, money. 
The brain at Boston and the heart at New York are congested, and 
they say ‘‘ We have plenty of money; we do not want any more 
money.” And yet you stand committed to the proposition that 
those extremities shall dry up and die, rot, be pauperized, and you 
will not give any relief. Your scheme is not different from that 
of the President. 
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I have an interesting book here, and ask the Secretary to read 
some extracts from it, being excerpts from letters from JOHN 
SHERMAN during and just after the war, commencing at page 150. 
There are five of them. : oven: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Sec- 
retary will read as indicated. a; : 

The SECRETARY. From a letter dated Senate Chamber, Wash- 


‘ 12D. 
ington, May 19, 1562: . 
Even under terrible financial pressure and drain of active war, the country 
is flourishing. Our bonds are above par, trade is active, and produce bears 
rood price. Much of this may be induced by the inflation of paper m 
But gold is abundant, foreign importations active, and foreigners are making 
investments here heavily. In my experience in public affairs I have never 
known times more easy. 

From a letter dated Mansfield, Ohio, May 7, 1863: 

One tendency I noticed—nearly every man in debt is paying off his de} 
The inflation of the currency and the rise of property make this easy. U 
luckily for me, most of my means is or was “in bills receivable." These a 
paid, or will be, and so I find myself with plenty of money, but can not bu 
anything at reasonable prices. This isthe general rule of creditors, and } 
haps it is better so for the community, as the creditor class can more easily 
‘bear the loss of inflation. 

From a letter dated Mansfield, Ohio, November 14, 1863: 

The wonderful prosperity of all classes, especially of laborers, has a ten 
dency to secure acquiesence in all measures demanded tocarry on the war 
We are only another example of a people growing rich ina great war. And 











this is not shown simply by inflated prices but by increased production, new 
manufacturing establishments, new railroads, houses, etc. Indeed, every 
branch of business is active and hopeful. This is not a meretemporary infla 


tion caused by paper money, but is a steady progress and almost entirely 
upon actual capital. The people are prospering and show their readiness to 
push on the war. Taxes are paid cheerfully. 

From a letter dated United States Senate, January 29, 1864: 

The currency is awfully inflated, and our ability to borrow and to pay in 
terest has a limit. If the war continues two vears longer we shall be terribly 
embarrassed. Still we have the sure foundation of public credit, a great 
country, and a large and active population. 

From a letter dated United States Senate Chamber, Washing- 
ton, November 10, 1865: 

The truth is, the close of the war with our resources unimpared gives an 
elevation, a scope, tu the ideas of leading capitalists far higher thananything 
ever undertaken in this country before, They talk of millions as confident!) 
as formerly of thousands. No doubt the contraction that must soon come 
will explode mere visionary schemes, but many vast undertakings will be ex 
ecuted. Among them will be the Pacific Railroad and extensive iron works 
like some in England. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, againI regret the absence of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN], because if he were present I should 
ask him this question, and if he deemsit worth while he cananswer 
it hereafter: If, as I have said, with only 22,000,000 people at that 
time floating the enormous amount of currency issued to carry on 
the war, with 1,000,000 men or more withdrawn from productive 
industries to be marshaled under the Stars and Stripes for the main 
tenance of the Union, the country wasso prosperous, with industries 
thriving, no tramps, no beggars, what did it? Enough money; 
perhaps too much money, but still enough. 

If in 1878, I believe it was, when Congress in obedience to the 
orders of the people declared that those greenbacks should not be 
retired, but shouid be reissued, we could float that much paper 
money before we had any gold or any silver basis, in the name of 
common sense and the idea of prosperity, which seems to have 
departed from this legislative assembly, why can we not now put 
out six or eight hundred million dollars of greenbacks? Give us 
the double standard, and we can float that many greenbacks at 
par with gold and silver any day in the year, and there will be no 
more talk of the public credit and of the honor of the nation. The 
struggle,and the only struggle, is whether we shall have all Govy- 
ernment paper or all national-bank paper; and if under the be- 
hests of the gold ring we are to go to a monometallic standard 
and to national-bank notes alone, Il ask some man to answer why 
the Government’s primary notes are not as good as its secondary 
notes? The reason is you have your 4,000 millionaires; you want 
a few thousand more, with about 60,000,000 paupers. 

And what are the people going to do about it? Why are these 
iniquities permitted, and the outrageous and unlawful actions 
of the Executive unchecked? No man here denies the assertion 
that it is unlawful to issue bonds to pay the current expenses of 
the Government, and yetit has beendone. There has been alame 
explanation attempted, that redeemed greenbacks had to go into 
the general fund and be reissued, but if they were received for the 
gold for which the bonds have been issued and they were not used to 
pay current expenses, where are they? The responsibility of pro- 
viding revenues and looking after the solvency of the Treasury, 
which rests with Congress, has been usurped by the President. 

Now comes the crucial question for the Republican party. 
Why have you not impeached him? You have nearly a three- 
fourths majority at the other end of the Capitol, which alone can 
formulate articles of impeachment. Why have you not im- 
peached him? 

Mr. HAWLEY. How was it with the last Congress? The last 
Congress was Democratic. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have already paid my respects to the last 
Congress, and I hoped to have been able to say better things of 
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majority of them cowards and toolsof monopolies. Why i not 
impeached? Because he is carrying out Republican 

the majority in the House of Rey tatives feel safe, t S 
itors over here feel safe, and vou ali b that the R 

party is certain to elect the next President and obtain control of 


the Government. 


You are willing to load down the “incompetent or dishonest 
Democracy”—I use the words of the S ) m Col 
TELLER], and I put it incompetent a t D 
you are willing to load them down with the « m of n v- 
ernment, to lend your help by acquiescence in w : e 
policy is to do nothing—*‘to preserve master 
and only obstruct where relief could be given. Butt ( V 
a slip betwixt the cup and the lip, and in this dark an ul 


hour the words of Lincoin, the great and noble martyr—Lincoln 
whose Republicanism was Democracy of the purest ty 


pared with that of Cleveland—come like a pri e from the 

ave. This greatest American of the nineteenth century said: 
‘You can fool all of the people pa tof the time, and you can f l 
part of the people all of the time; but you can never fool all of the 
people allof the time.” Unless that grand inspired 1 to 
which he consecrated his auditors at Gettysburg is to hi n 
and come to naugbt, ‘‘ that government of the people, by 1 eO- 
ple, for the people, shall not perish from the earth,” the people 
must shake off their lethargy and arouse themselves 

The money changers are in the temple of our liberties and have 
bought the sentinels on guard. It may be too late. God t 
be not so; but this great Republic can only be saved fr 
miseries of revolution and internecine strife in the near future by 
its citizens casting aside blind allegiance to party and marsha 
themselves under the banner of Jefferson's Democracy and Lin- 
coln’s Republicanism, determined to restore the Republic to the 
form in which it was left to us by the fathers, and since conse- 
crated by the blood of brothers, shed in civil war, engendered and 
brought about by just such statesmanship as we have het The 
encroachments of the Federal judiciary, and the supineness and 
venality—corruption, I may say—of the representative branches 
of the Government are causes of deep concern to all thinkin nd 
patriotic men. We are fast drifting into government 
tion in the interest of monopolies and corporations, and tl “t1- 
preme Court, by one corrupt vote, annulsan act of Congr Kk- 
ing to the taxation of the rich. 

Sir, the struggle froi 1861 to 1865. which drenched this fair land 
in blood, was to emancipate 4,000,000 black slaves. W 
approaehing a condition which will place th Mar of 1 trial 
bondage around the necks of ten times that many v :. 
[I would not predict revolution or war if I did not that f 
inust come either by the ballot or that an effort will be made in a 
few years to obtain it by bullets. You may look upon me as an 
enthusiast, as an alarmist, or an anarchist, but with the sober con- 
victions of common sense I tell you that the teachi all his- 
tory is belied and we must surrender the belief t l es 


produce like effects if men expect that the millions 


employment and the other millions who are workin 


less existence of toil year in and year out, the women ig in 
poverty, hunger, and dirt,” depicted this morning by the 

from South Dakota [Mr. KyLe], the men bearing t 
burdens of debt, all directly traceable to bad government it 


some day have a reckoning. 
You all remember Mac aulay’s predi tion that 

ernment would be put in charge of this country by t 

When that time comes, God have mercy on 

have stolen so much of the people’s money 


I listened the other day to the impassioned el] rhe f the 
Senator from Maine as he appealed for sympathy for t ifor 
tunate Christians who are being butchered by the Tum in Ar- 
menia. As he portrayed the ruthless murders and infam ) 
petrated on those defenseless people, and called on us to extend 


the strong arm of the United States to give help, Lcould but think 


that he stands here as an ardent supporter of that English policy 


of finance which has brought untold misery and me: tbsolute 
pauperism for the masses of our people. And I recalle nci- 
dent which I read long since in the Life of John Randolph of 
Roanoke. It was during the Greek revolution, when t] yinpa- 
thy of all civilized peoples went out tothe struggling descendants 
of the glorious old Greeks who were trying to throw off t furk- 
ish yoke. In many parts of this country efforts were made to 
raise money to send to the Greeks to help them in their fight for 
freedom. <A lady who lived near Randolph was deeply ints d, 


and had a subscription list which she presented to Mr. R 






one day as he was mounting his horse after a friendly ca she 
depicted with glowing eloquence the claims of th ng 
Greeks for aid. As onall large Southern plantations at that time, 


there were a number of negro children around the hous [ have 
seen them in my boyhood; I have got up on the fence with them. 


They gathered in a row in their scant clothing —one little cotton 
garment in the summer—on the roadside near by to look at the 


the one the people have just sent here, but they are bothof akind,a | strange man. After hearing what their mistress had to say, the 
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eccentric Virginian, with a wave of his hand in the direction of 
the little negroes, remarked, ‘‘ Madam, the Greeks are at your 
door,” and with a deep bow he rode off. 

I say to the Senator from Maine and to the other Senators who 
stand here as re of the creed which would enslave the 


American tog vy the consummation of the scheme to which they 
are committed: The Armenians are here at your doors. In every 
city and hamlet and county of these United States they can be 
found, and I warn you they will not be held down for all time by 
the Turks who now oppress them. <A day of reckoning will come, 
unless there is no longer a just God in heaven, and when it does 
come, woe be unto those who have been among the oppressors of 
the people. The present struggle is unfortunately too like that 
which preceded the late civil war, inasmuch as it is sectional. 
The creditor and the manufacturing States of the North and East, 
those which have grown inordinately wealthy at the expense of 
the producing classes of the South and West, are urging this policy 
with the besotted blindness of Belshazzar. The old slaveholders 
of the South were not more arrogant or more determined. ‘‘The 
sordid despotism of wealth,” to use the apt phrase of Justice Brown, 
is already felt throughout the land. 

The Representatives in Congress from those States, without re- 
gard to ey affiliations, are solidly arrayed under the banner of 
monopoly and the gold standard. Greed and self-interest seem 
alone to actuate them. Self-preservation and patriotism should 
bind the South and West in equally strong bonds of union. We 
can not afford to longer put party above country. 

You have already been told in glowing language by the eloquent 
Senator from Missouri that the conflict is ‘‘ irrepressible,” and it is 
easy to see from the temper and feeling of theequally distinguished 
Senator from Colorado and other Western Senators that the strug- 
gle for the new emancipation has begun. And the new Mason and 
Dixon's line which is drawn, not by the surveyor, but by the denial 
of the natural and inalienable “ right to life, liberty, and the pur- 
suit of happiness” to a large majority of citizens, will sooner or 
later bring together in the bonds of union the toiling and now down- 
trodden masses of the cities and the equally desperate masses of the 
country; agrarianism andcommunism will join hands. There are 
millions now on the march, and they tramp, tramp, tramp; tramp 
the sidewalks hunting work and tramp the highways begging 
bread. Unless relief comes they will some day take a notion to 
tramp to Washington with rifles in their hands to regain the liber- 
ties which have been stolen from them or which their representa- 
tives have sold; and the hitherto conservative force of the Repub- 
lic, the well-to-do agricultural class, will lift no hand to stay the 
march, but join it. God grantthat our country may be spared the 
enactment of such scenes as were witnessed in Paris in 1789. But 
the fair flower of liberty planted by Jefferson in the immortal 
Declaration of the 4th of July, 1776, watered by the blood of our 
Revolutionary sires under Washington, can not be uprooted or 
smothered by the noxious weeds of monopoly and class privilege 
without bloodshed; and a cataclysm which will give us a military 
a or leave the Republic redeemed, regenerated, and dis- 
enthralled is just as sure to come as yonder sun shines in the 
heavens, unless we do our duty here and take the hands of these 
conspirators off the people's throats and give them an opportunity 
to breathe, to work, to live. 


APPENDIX A. 
CONTRACT. 

This agreement entered into this 8th day of February, 1895, between the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, of the first part, and Messrs. 
August Belmont & Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. N. M. Roth- 
achild & Sons, of London, England, and themselves, and Messrs. J. P. Morgan 
& Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. J. 8. Morgan & Co., of London, and 
themselves, parties of the second part. 

Witnesseth: Whereas it is provided by the Revised Statutes of the United 
States (section 3700) that the Secretary of the Treasury may purchase coin 
with any of the bonds or notes of the United States authorized by law, at 
such rates and upon such terms as he may deem most advantageous to the 
public interests; and the Secretary of the Treasury now deems that an 
emergency exists in which the public interests require that, as hereinafter 
provided, coin shall be purchased with the bonds of the United States, of the 
description hereinafter mentioned, authorized to be issued under the act 
entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” ap- 
proved January 14, 1875, being bonds of the United States described in an act 
of Congress approved July 14, 1870, entitled “An act to authorize the refund- 
ing of the national debt."’ 

ow, therefore, the said parties of the second part ey to sell and 
deliver to the United States 3,500,000 ounces of standa sia coin of the 
United States, at the rate of $17.80441 per ounce, payable in United States 4 
per cent thirty-year coupon or registered bonds, said bonds to be dated Feb- 
ruary 1, 1805, and payable at the pleasure of the United States after thirty 
ears from date, issued under the acts of Congress of July 14, 1870, January 

), 1871, and January 14, 1875, bearing interest at the rate of 4 per cent per 
annum, pores r pore 

First. Such purchase and sale of gold coin being made on following conditions: 

(1) At least one-half of all coin deliverable hereinunder shall be obtained 
in and shipped from Europe, but the shipments shall not be required to ex- 
one jest ounces per month, unless the parties of the second part shall con- 
sent thereto. 

(2) All deliveries shall be made at any of the subtreasuries or at any other 
legal depository of the United States. 

(3) All gold coins delivered shall be received on the basis of 25.8 grains of 
standard gold per dollar, if within limits of tolerance. 

(4) Bonds delivered under this contract are to be delivered free of accrued 
interest, which is to be assumed and paid by the parties of the second part 
at the time of their delivery to them. 
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Second. Should the Secretary of the Treasury desire to offer or sell any 
bonds of the United States on or before the Ist day of October, 1895, he shall 
first offer the same to the parties of the second part; but thereafter he shall 
be free from every such obligation to the parties of the second part. 

Third. The Secretary of the Treasury hereby reserves the right, within 
ten days from the date hereof, in case he shall receive authority from Con- 
gress therefor, to substitute any bonds of the United States bearing 3 per 
cent interest, of which the principal and interest shall be specifically payable 
in United States gold coin of the present weight and fineness, for the bonds 
herein alluded to, such 3 per cent bonds to be accepted by the parties of the 
second vs rt at par, i. e., at $18,60465 per ounce of standard gold. 

Fourth. No bonds shall be delivered to the parties of the second part, or 
either of them, except in payment for coin from time to time received here- 
under; whereupon the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States shall 
and will deliver the bonds as herein provided, at such places as shall be desig- 
nated by the parties of the second part. Any expense of delivery out of the 
United States shall be assumed and paid by the parties of the second part. 

Fifth. In consideration of the purchase of such coin, the parties of the sec- 
ond part, and their associates hereunder, assume and will bear all the eons 
and inevitable loss of bringing put from Europe hereunder; and, as far as 
lies in their power, will exert all financial influence and will make all legiti- 
mate efforts to protect the Treasury of the United States against the with- 
drawals of gold pending the complete performance of this contract. 

In witness whereof the parties hereto have hereunto set their hands in five 
parts this 8th day of February, 1895. 

J. G. CARLISLE, 


Secretary of the Treasury. 
AUGUST BELMONT & CO., 
On behalf of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & Sons, London, and themselves, 
J. P. MORGAN & CO., 
On behalf of Messrs. J. S. Morgan & Co., London, and themselves, 
Attest: 
W. E. Curtis, 
FRANCIS LYNDE STETSON. 


APPENDIX B. 
{From the Democratic campaign book, 1888.] 


BUYING BONDS FOR THE SINKING FUND—EFFORTS TO REDUCE THE SURPLUS 
BY RELEASING PUBLIC MONEY TO THE COUNTRY FOR THE PURPOSES OF 
BUSINESS. 

In the matter of the management of the national finances, a brief review 
ct some of the difficulties which had to be encountered and of the dangers 
which threatened the country, and of the manner in which they have been 
avoided and averted, will satisfy every candid and impartial mind that this 
eee of the public service was never more ably or more faithfully admin- 
istered. 

On the 30th of June, 1887, the surplus in the Treasury, according to the 
Treasurer’s statement of assets and liabilities, was $45,698,594.15. The expend- 
itures, actual and estimated, including the sinking fund, for the fiscal year 
1888 were $316,817,785.48, and the revenues of the Government for the same 
period under existing tariff and revenue laws were estimated to be approxi- 
mately $33,000,000. hus an addition to the surplus during the fiscal year of 
$66.182,214.52 was expected, making the total surplus on the 30th of June, 1888, 
$111,880,808.67. This was the situation as it appeared one year ago. It will be 
seen from what follows that the estimate was far below the reality. 

Early in August, 1887, it became apparent that the rapid accumulation of 
money in the Treasury, which hed already created a feeling of great anxiety 
and uneasiness in business centers, would soon cause severe stringency in 
the money markets. The time was approaching when the annual shipments 
of money to the West for the purpose of moving the crops would deplete the 
reserves in the great cities. This depletion, which in good years is always 
great enough to increase the loaning rate to 7 per cent and upward, threat- 
ened to be so great as to cripple the movement of money so necessary to the 
welfare of the country, particularly of the great grain-raising sections of the 
West, and the constantly increasing surplus in the Treasury was daily add- 
ing to the gravity of the situation. 

At this juncture the Secretary of the Treasury wisely determined that 
instead of distributing the purchases for the sinking fund over the whole 
fiscal year, as he would do in ordinary circumstances, he would invest the 
entire amount, nearly $28,000,000, at once or as Sy nye as possible, ovens 
thereby to so far relieve the impending distress as to tide over the period o 
moving the crops, and so prevent business disturbances during that critical 
time. To this end he published the circular of August, 1887, and later the 
circular of September, 1887, for the purchase of bonds for the sinking fund. 
The first circular proposed to receive offers weekly at prices to be named by 
the owners, and when all which were offered at fair prices had been obtained 
by that method the second circular was published fixing a price at which 
they would be received. 

Under these two circulars the Secretary purchased $24,844,650 of bonds at a 
cost of $27,842,237.10. No comment is needed to emphasize the importance 
and vast benefit of this operation. The Secretary placed in the hands of the 
aa nearly $28,000,000 of money with which to carry on the most important 

yusiness transactions of the year. The wisdom and success of this measure 
is best shown by the fact that throughout the period when the greatest 
trouble has heretofore occurred not the slightest disturbance of business 
was recorded, and the average rate paid for money on call in New York, the 
great banking center of the country, was never lowered. 

Upon completing the purchase of bonds for the sinking fund the question 
of diaposin of the further additions to the surplus was carefully considered. 
The authority to purchase bonds in addition to the sinking-fund requirements 
was not considered to be so clear and unequivocal as to justify the Secretary 
in making purchases. 


DISTRIBUTING GOVERNMENT MONEY THROUGH THE BANKS. 


The authority to do this,such as it was, was contained in a paragraph in 
the legislative appropriation bill approved March 3, 1881, and after a careful 
survey of all the circumstances it was decided that doubt existed, and that 
all other lawful means should first be exhausted before resorting to other 
perenne, The only resource left appeared to be in the Secretary's author- 

ty to use national banks as depositories of publicmoney. Prior to this time 
the deposits in national banks had been somewhat restricted by the un- 
profitable nature of the sums offered tothe banks. They were limited toa 
Sepoait of 90 per cent of the par value of the bonds deposited by them as se- 
curity, so that from 18 to 36 per cent of the value of the bonds was practi- 
cally locked up. In view of the high premium which these bonds com- 
manded as an investment, it was decided to allow a deposit of the par value 
of 4} per cent bonds held at maturity and a deposit of 110 per cent against 4 
per cent bonds held. The result is best shown by the following statement: 

On the Ist of July, 1885, there were 141 national banks whose designations 
as depositories were in force, and the deposits of public moneys in their hands 
amounted to $12,928,264.47. On the Ist of July, 1888, there were 204 banks hold- 
ing public deposits of $59,979,039.63. This is an increase of 153 banks, and an 
increase of deposits in their hands of $47,050,775.16. In other words, there are 
more than twice as many banks now acting as depositories as there were 
three years ago, and they hold nearly five timesas much public money as they 
di years ago. The great sum of $47,000,000 is now in the hands of the 
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people as the rasult of the wise and liberal yey ot the woaiewe, iestond ot 
remaining locked up in the Treasury, as it would have remained under the 
,olicy formerly in operation; and the security held for the safe return tothe 
Vreasury of the money deposited was ample, for the 4} per cent bonds held 
by the Treasury have at all times been worth at least 7 per cent more than 
the deposits and the 4 per cent bonds at least 15 per cent more. Either class 
of bonds can be sold at a day’s notice, so that no possible contingency could 
result in loss to the Government. 
BUYING BONDS UPON OFFERS FROM THE PUBLIC. 

The etforts of the Secretary to keep down the surplus in the Treasury were 
effectual during the fall and early winter, but the time soon came when 
something more must be done, for the surplus continued to grow and the 
measures which had been so effective early in the fiscal year were now inop 
erative, which were clearly foreseen, and to which the present Secretary and 
his able predecessor, Mr. Manning, had repeatedly called the attention of 
Congress without avail. The absorption of public moneys by the deposi‘tory 
banks had reached its limit, and the sinking-fund requirements had been sup 
jlied, so that nothing remained to be done but to await the action of Congress 

‘here had been discussion of the subject in both Houses, but no material 
srogress toward the settlement of the question had been made. In April, 
,owever, the House passed a resolution declaratory of its judgment that the 
clause in the appropriation bill of March 3, 1881, was still in force, and a simi 
lar resolution was passed a few days later in the Senate. 

The sanction of Congress having thus been practically given to the policy 
of purchasing unmatured obligations ata premium, the Secretary promptly, 
on the day after the passage of the Senate resclution, published a circular, 
dated April 17, 1888, Inviting daily offerings of bonds to the Government 
This circular, like those which preceded it in August and September, 1887, 
invited the people to deal directly with the Government in selling their bonds, 
being a saben departure from the policy of former Administrations in this 
respect. All previous purchases had been made through the subtreasury in 
New York, and adeposit as a guarantee of good faith was required. This re 
striction placed the business of selling bonds to the Government exclusively 
in the hands of the professional dealers in se< urities, and consequently placed 
individual holders at their mercy. Under th: present system the humblest 
citizen of the United States, owner of a bona for $50, can deal directly with 
the Government, and his proposal for the sale of his bond receives from the 
Secretary the same consideration and, if his bond is accepted, the same prompt 
payment as that accorded the dealer who sells his millions at a time 

THE EFFECTS OF BOND PURCHASES. 

Under this circular of April 17, 1888, the Secretary had purchased up to 
June 30, 1888, $18,383,800 4 per cent bonds, at a cost of $23,347,744.20, and $8,403,050 
4} per cents, at a cost of $9,039,056.20, making a total disbursement on account 
of purchase $32,386,800.40. 

the bonds so purchased, it should be remembered, were not redeemable, 
the 4} per cents being payable after September, 1591, and the 4 per cents not 
until after July 1,1907. The amount, therefore, which the Government would 

pay in interest and principal on the bonds if outstanding till maturity would 
xe for the 44 per cents $9,705,158.31 and for the 4 per cents $32,539,326, making a 
total of $42,244,484.31. 

The difference between this amount and the amount actually paid results 
in a direct saving to the Government of $9,857,683.91, which, added to savings 
in 1887 of $4,832,668.62, makes a total saving of $14,790,352.53, so that at the same 
time that the Secretary of the Treasury was relieving the people by disburs 
ing the money they so badly needed he was saving to them nearly $15,000,000, 
and making possible a still further reduction of taxation to that arnount 

Notwithstanding the utmost endeavors of the Secretary to diminish the 
surplus, statements published at the close of the fiscal year 1888 show that it 
is larger than at the commencement of the purchases in August, I887. Ac 
cording to the statements of assets and liabilities for August 1, 1887, the sur 
plus was then $45,698,594.15, and on July 1, 1888, it was $105,220,464.71, which is 
an increase of $57,521,870.56, notwithstanding the purchase during the interval 
of United States bonds costing over $32,000,000, in addition to those purchased 
in August for the sinking fund, and which were included in the estimated 
expenditures for the fiscal year, 

tt has already been shown that the estimates made on June 20, 1887, for the 
ensuing fiscal year indicated a probable surplus of $111,880,808.67 during the 
year. The actual surplus was $135,607,265.1], consisting of $103,220,464.71 still 
in the Treasury and $32,386,800.40 paid for bonds purchased. This is an in 
crease over the estimate of $23,726,456.44. 

GIVING SMALL HOLDERS A CHANCE. 

When the circular of April 17,1888, was published, inviting proposals for the 
sale of bonds to the Government, public notice was given to the country 
through the press that the names of the persons offering bonds to the Gov 
ernment would not be published. 
the unwillingness of the owners of bonds to have their private affairs made 
es lt was thought that this course would encourage the owners to deal 
directly with the Department, thereby saving the commissions and profits 
which dealers would acquire if the bonds should get into their hands, and at 
the same time increase the amounts offered and sold to the Government. 
The wisdom of this course was apparent from the outset. Notwithstanding 
the scarcity of bonds for sale, and the fact that the Government declined to 
encourage any strong advance in the price, the Secretary succeeded, up to 
June 13, 1888, in purchasing $15,471,350 of 4 percents and $7,647,750 44 percents, 
at a total cost of $27,859,888.15. 

At this point, however, a serious obstacle to further successful operation 
presented itself in the shape of a resolution from the United States Senate, 
calling on the Secretary for a full statement of his purchases, including 
names of owners, amounts, and prices. This resolution was introduced by a 
Republican Senator, who affected to believe that questionable transactions 
had taken place in connection with these purchases. It was made clear to the 
Senate during debate that the passage of the resolution would restrict and 

erhaps entirely prevent further purchases, but by a party vote the resolu- 
ion was carried, and in obedience thereto the Secretary furnished the in- 
formation called for, which was promptly printed by order of the Senate and 
so made public. 

An examination of the published statement showed that there was not the 
slightest basis for the insinuations so freely thrown out during the Senate 
debate on the resolution, but the attack on the policy of the Administration, 
which was probably the real motive for the resolution, proved, as had been 
feared, very effective, Prior to the passage of the resolution the purchases 
had amounted to $26.119,100, an average of $502,300 daily. Since that time 
they have been $3,886,900, an average of only $125,350 daily. 

A distinctive feature of the purchases of bonds during the fiscal year is the 
relatively large number of small holders who have offered their bonds to the 
Government. Heretofore when purchases were made through the Assistant 
Treasurer at New York the bonds were offered by regular dealers in large 
amounts, but the offerings up to July 17 under the circular of April 17, 1888, 
numbered 733, involving a total amount of $107,367,100, and 428 of these offers 
Were in sums of less than $50,000, sep urated as follows: 61 of less than $1,000, 
113 of less than $5,000, 70 of less than $10,000, and 184 of less than $50,000. These 
recze show the widespread popularity of the Secretary's plan of purchasing 
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| country, and very much more profitable than it was 


| have been £8,342,000 greater in 1895 than in ISM, and £4.000,000 sn 
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APPENDIX C 
[From the Statist, London, January 11, 1896.] 


OUR FOREIGN TRADE-—-THE EFFECT OF LOW PRICES. 

Our foreign trade in 1895 has been the most profitable in the history of the 
in 1800. when su t 

cially it appeared to be extremely prosperous. Reckoned by its cash va 

our foreign trade has been slightly Petter in 1895 than in 804. and much wor 

than in 18?) Jn 189 our > rts amounted to £420,692.000. In ISM ¢1 


£408,345,000, and in 1895 they have been £416,618,000. That is to say 
























1890. As regards the cash value of our exports, an increase of 4 100.000 has 
| occurred in 1895 compared with 1804, and a decline of as muc! 1.000 

compared with 1890, exports in 189 having been valued at £263,530.000 int 
at £216,194,000, and in 1895 at £226.169,000 

The course of our foreign trade as reflected in the cash value of m 
ports and exports will be seen from the following contrast of out 3, 
exports, reexports, and total foreign trade in 1805 with those of the t pre 
vious years: 

Total trade of Great Britain, 1885 to 18 
Year Imports Exports Reexports Total 

1805 £416, 688, 000 £295, 169, 000 £590. 971.000 £702. 82s. 000 
1804 Filia : 408. 44, 000 215, 824, 000 7. O61, 000 in 1) 
S03 < $05, O68, 000 218, 406, 000) 8 955,000 682. 200000 
Ison e0 5 $23, 795, 000 2 i (4, 563. 000 " 000 
ISO] a £35, | 61,878,000 744 TLD 
Ist) . 424), | 64, 721,000 748.004 000 
Ne aad if 66, 658, 000 74 un) 
TASS ? Sous BRT 64.042 000 tis by.0o0 
eR7 . : | 36 c 5Y.340, 000 645, 490. 000 
ae Lae 840, 863, 000 56, 254, 000 618, 82 ”) 
LS85 aig Se | $70,968,000 58, 5350. 000 (42, 442 000 

The cash value of our foreign trade is, however, no guide to its real value 
or its profitableness. The United Kingdom is a consuming country, and it 
imports the greater portion of its food supplies, as well as nearly the wl 
of its raw materials for textile manufactures These food stuffs and raw 
materials are sent here in payment for purchases of Brit manufa d 
goods, for interest and profits upon capital due to Great Britain pr 

| ducing nations, and for transport and other services rendered. Consequently, 

the lower the prices for food stuffs and raw materials the greater will be the 
quantity required to be sent to this country to meet interest and other obli 
gations and to pay for other services rendered. Further, should p1 of 
British manufactured goods not f to an extent corres} i he f n 
prices of foreign and colonial produce, the profit on the l is 
to foreign countries and our colonies would be enhanced 

The conditions of 1895, compared with both 1894 and 189. have beer it 
prices of foreign and oolonial produce have been extremely low, a iat, 
consequently, a great deal more produce has had to be sent to this « ry 
in order to meet interest and other obligations. Further, prices British 
manufactures exported have not fallen to an extent corresponding to de 


line in prices of foreign and colonial produce imported, and consequently the 
cash proceeds of our exports have purchased a relatively larger quantit 
British and foreign produce. 

A year ago we drew attention to the effect on our trade of the enorn 
fallin prices, and showed that whereas in 1894 our imports were valued ; 








£408,500,000, we had for this sum been able to purchase foreign and « nial 
produce which, had we had to pay the prices of 1890, would have cost us £477 
500,000, On the other hand, we showed that in 1894 our exports were valued 
| at £216,194,000, whereas at the prices current in 18% they would have fetched 
£246,000,000, On balance, therefore, there was a greater profit upon our for 


eign trade in 1894 than in 189) of about £39,000,000 
In 189 this country has been able to purchase foreign and colonial produce 
even more cheaply than in 194. 


We have calculated what all the chief articles would have cost had we had 
to pay and had received similar prices in 1895 to those current in ISM. It is 
impossible to estimate the prices of a great many articles in either year, but, 
having analyzed the prices of commodities comprising 60 per cent of our total 


| imports and exports, we have estimated the movement of prices of the re- 


| At prices of 1894 


u 2 : ’ | maining 40 per cent on the same basis. 
This action was taken in consequence of | ] I ; 


In 1894 the cash value of our imports was £408,345,000, and in 1895 £416,687,000 
Had we paid the same prices in 1895 as in 184, our imports in 1895 would have 
cost us about £433,800,000. Hence we have benefited from a further fall 
prices of foreign ager to the extent of about £17,000,000. On the other 
hand, the cash value of our exports in 1894 was £215.824,000. and in 1805 it 
amounted to £226,169,000. Had we been able to obtain the same price 
as in 1894, the cash value would have been £234,800,000. The fall in prices of 
our manufactures exported in 1895 compared with 1894 thus entailed a loss o 
$8,600,000, as against the profit of £17,000,000 from the fall in prices of commod- 
ities imported. There has thus been a further profit in 1895 compared with 
1844 of some £8,500,000. 

The cash value of our imports in 1895 was £416,687.000, but at the 1890 level 
of prices the value would have been no less than £507,100,000. The benefit to 
this country, therefore, from the fall in prices of foreign and colonial produce 
in 1895 compared with 1890 thus amounted to the enormous sum of £90.400.000 
On the other hand, our exports in 1895 were of the cash value of only £226.- 
169,000, whereas at the prices of 189) the value would have been £267,600,000, 
thus entailing alossof £41,500,000, due to the fallin prices. On balance, ther: 


fore, the fall in prices in 1895 compared with 1890 gave a profit to this country 
amounting to about £49,000,000. 
We compare below the actual cash value of our imports in 189% with what 


the value would have been at the prices current in 1894 and 1800: 


Value of imy orts, 18 
At prices of 1895. ........... sin tsa £416, 687, 000 
A ee re wen £55, 851, 000 
At prices of 1890 etc ieeellan sa ‘ . BOT, 006,000 

Below we give the value of our exports in 1895 compared with what the 
value would have been at prices current in 1894 and 180) 


t 


Value of exports, Is 





} At prices of 1895 169.000 
| At prices of 1904_............... . ; : . 724 Se OOO 
At prices of 1890__.._. : 257, 638, 000 


In 1895 we purchased 15,688,000 hundredweight of raw cotton, against 16.013,- 
000 hundredweight in 1890,a diminution of 345.000 hundredweight, or 2 per 


| cent; but we paid for our raw cotton supplies £12,327,000 less in 1895 than in 
nefit to this 


In 1805 





180). Had we purchased the same quantity in both years the be 
country freyn the fallin price of cotton would have been £11,500,000. 
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we purchased 100,118,000 hundredweight of wheat and flour, as against 76,- 
247,000 hundredweight in 1890, an increase of 23,871,000, or 31 per cent, while 
we have actually paid about £2,451,000 less in 1895 than in 1890, the value of 
our wheat and flour imports in 1895 having been £30,207,000, against £32,651,000 
in 1800. In other words, at the 1890 level of prices we should have paid £42,- 
880,000 for our wheat and flour supplies in 1895, whereas we have actually paid 
only £30,207,000, a benefit from the lower price of no less than £12,600,000. 
Our imports of wool for 1895 exceeded those of 1890 dy 142,000,000 pounds, or 22 
y cent; but in 1895 we actually paid £830,000 less than we did in 1890—that is 

0 say, we have paid £26,321,000 for wool in 1895 which at the 1890 level of 
prices would have cost us £33,100,000, a benefit of about £6,800,000. In 1895 we 
imported $1,157,000 hundredweight of sugar, as against 25,693,000 hundred- 
weight in 1890, an increase of 5,464,000, or 21 per cent, and with this enormous 
increase in quantity we have actually paid £390,000 less in casb, the cash value 
of our sugar imports in 189% having been £17,685,000, as agalnst £18,075,000 ie 
189). At the 1800 level of prices we should have paid for sugar imported in 
1805, £21,870,000, as against the actual cost of £17,685,000, a benefit om thn 
fall in price of over £4,000,000. 

Below we contrast the values of our principal imports in 1895 with those of 
1804, and with their estimated value in 1895, Mad prices maintained the level 
of the average in 1804: 

Imports, 1894 and 1895. 








sessed by gold under existing laws of the United States, and that the mints 
of the United States shall be open alike to the coinage of both metals on an 
equality and parity; that is, the ratio shall be 234; grains of fine gold to 3714 
grains of fine silver, and that from this time forward the coinage of gold and 
silver shall be equal at the above ratio, and any person, firm, corporation, or 
agency desiring to coin gold into money shall at the same time, and as part of 
the same transaction, produce an equal amount of silver for coinage purposes 
and coin the same at the above ratio, and any person, firm, corporation, or 
agency desiring to coin silver into money shall at the same time, and as part 
of the same transaction, produce an equal amount of gold for coinage pur- 
ses and coin the same at the above ratio. And the mints shall be kept open 
or such purposes; and upon the production of gold and silver at the mints for 
such coinage purposes as here specified the same shall be forthwith coined 
without unnecessary delay, and without cost or expense to the person, firm, 
corporation, or agency so producing the same for such purposes. 

Provided further, That such person, firm, corporation, or agency so pro- 
ducing the gold and silver at the ratio herein specified for coinage purposes 
may, instead of having the same coined into actual money, deposit the same 
with and in the Treasury of the Und States, and thereupon there shall be 
delivered in lieu thereof bimetallic certificates similar in form and substance 
to the present silver certificates, which certificates shall be in denominations 
or bills of one, two, five, ten, or twenty dollars. One-half such deposit shall 
be payable in grains of gold and the other one-half thereof in grains of silver 
until the same shall be coined: 


Articles, 1894. 1895. | 1895.* And provided further, That the gold and silver, when so coined as aforesaid 
ecstatic sncsaninaiieiaiaal cstenaetelaniiiaitinnganigemanatidins into money, may be deposited in the Treasury of the United States, and in 
. % is L J lieu thereof bimetallic certificates may. be issued as hereinbefore specified, 
Cotton ....- -. 20. 20+ 202-22-2-ce ones | £32, 944,000 | £30, 429,000 | £32, 426,000 | one-half thereof payable iu gold and the other one-half thereof in silver. 
Wheat ee cnn ewannenee 26, 755, 000 30), 205, OOO 29, 542, 000 The intent and object of this amendment being to put behind each silver 
ool side pot inlicthenbalDaltinten to. tehinindlenieat ial 24, 791, 000 26, 0831, 000 27,277,000 | dollar coined a gold dollar and behind each gold dollar coined a silver dollar, 
Sugar sceubneansdes ouabain’ 19,172, 000 17, 685, 000 20,908,000 | both on an equality and parity in coinage purposes, legal-tender qualities, and 
SEL inchoveuhiaendle kiwniragiondiion 16, 086, 000 14, 917, 000 15, 140,000 | in purchasing and debt-paying power. 
h a ie at aie aaa ae 13, 456, 000 14, 245, 000 14, 766, 000 
ey Tea... --« ween nen eee ne ne nerne tenance eee 9, 764,000 | 10,278, 000 10,178,000 | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
i Leather emmeredend aabhncskdntin ems neat 7, 004, 000 8, 051, 000 7, 880, 000 f Kez nium rill be : d 
* : SEE Gitin svanhiptiiaheowsb sabe iinimete 7, 952, 000 7, 809, 000 7,630,009 | from Kansas will be printed. 
Fe i css siiuniieinitrhbinewn sxengnaaiasek, 0 an 7, 986, 000 8, 902, 000 Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 
3 & OXON «.....- 2220 cone ne en nnee eeeeee ones 8, 225, 000 7, 150, 000 7, 195, 000 Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
} ; DIET title chan elias wipes wisiisaer diene 7, 080, 000 5, 588, 000 5, 354, 000 . eign 4 ‘ 
i oa 5’ ear a ame’ « 5 rar eration of executive business. 
£ ; Pa a 5, 665, 000 6, 472, 300 6, 765, 000 , . 2 
t He ne ae 5, 412. 000 5, 490, 000 Mr. CALL. I had given notice that at the conclusion of the 
i i Cheese ree +e 5,156,000 | speech of the Senator from South Carolina I would address the 
1. 2ee weer -- eas! ames +o gun | Senate, but if it be desirable to have an executive session I am con- 
’ ay BN es Siisiectie eee 4, 622" 000 4. 358, 000 5.343.000 | tent to take the floor and proceed to-morrow morning. 
o ne SE ni ttine iat dtiene win sneer hapadieeaineiiniiataee 4, 213, 000 4,275, 000 4, 384, 000 Mr. GORMAN. Of course if the Senator from Florida desires 
a. Eggs -... 5,286,000 | 4, 08,000 4,054,000 | to proceed this evening I withdraw the motion. 
: om SE icnc nnn cmieedadeeiedinatieemaniil 8, 272, 000 8, 760, 000 8, 693, 000 M NES re >s . Beis 
. ae Oate...... Se ee ee 2,900. 000 3.723.000 4. 042" 000 Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Florida yield 
pe i ke IIL. cass eidintnatigwinin weulinbeananeaitl 2, 979, 000 2,978, 000 3,008,000 | to me for a moment? 
fe e 
es FOLIA ATE TENTN 2, 485, 000 8, 368, 000 2,701, 000 » Yartai 
i eo crete gs de eae 2,525,000 | 8,270,000 Seo | Mr. CALL. Certainly. ; : 
7 ene eee ee "| B33" 000 2’ 804" 000 2’ 732,000 |. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As I stated to the Senate yesterday, 
ig BIIEUED cisntiveduiia~ scisabietine damental 8, 045, 000 2, 557, 000 2,579,000 | I am exceedingly anxious to have some time agreed upon when a 
a peer eeaserrernen semironryenetr” an) | Peon #, 202,000 | vote can be had on the regular order. There seems to be a gen- 
Siestiinnewet 22 eee ae 23' 134009 | eral desire on both sides of the Chamber that the bill shall be 
i aeeeenseeinesned eater sapnerenenenel essiteneaeeeeet disposed of at the earliest possible moment, and I should be glad 
fe Miso —— analyzed -.....-..--------- = ae | sepa eno 277,849,000 | to have some agreement as to the time when a vote shall be had 
‘ ne Serene uenernsiTaNee | _ 145,518,000 | 140,851,000 | 156,002,000 | on the bill and amendments. I shall be glad to have the views 
NE citccéinsieinan tienen soniiinacaien 408, 345, 000 416,687,000 | 433,851,000 | of Senators or any suggestions. So far as 1 am concerned, I hope 
that some hour to-morrow can be agreed on as the time for the 








* On basis of prices current in 1894. 


Below we contrast the values of our principal exports in 189% with those of 
1804 and with their estimated value in 1895 had prices maintained the level 
of the average quotations obtained in 1894: 


Exports, 1894 and 1895, 
































vote. The matter has been postponed from time to time and no 
agreement made until now, when I presume there might be some 
understanding. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator that, in order that 
there may be no misunderstanding, he request that the time may 
be fixed when we shall proceed to consider the bill and amend- 


Articles. 1894. 1895. 1895.* ments under the five-minute rule. 
iehieenniniaaiscbditiniinicinin adie = sessile Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I had intended to make that request 
Cotton: in accordance with the Senator's suggestion on yesterday. For 
Piece goods...........---..--------| £50,219,000 | £46,780,000 | £47,577,000 | the purpose of ascertaining the feeling of the Senate on this ques- 
Yarn and twist ........ccncccewses 9, 285, 000 9, 202, 000 | 9,915,000 | tion, I ask for an agreement that at 2 o’clock to-morrow the Senate 
iat cachet ok in ce tas 59, 504,000 | 56,072,000 | 7,492, 000 shall continue the consideration of the regular order and amend- 
Woolen and worsted tissues..-.--...- 11,234,000 | 16,444; 000 16, 331,000 | ments thereto under the five-minute rule. 
Woolen and worsted yarn --.......-..- 4, 718, 000 5, 374, 000 5, 446,000 | Mr, MORRILL. Isuggest to the Senator from Arkansas that he 
Tron and steel -.....-~----.-+----------| TRAN ON | 1 eam | Ae hay’ oy | had better make that request to-morrow morning, when the Senate 
Linen, yarn and piece ......-..---..--| 4,401,000 5, 047, 000 5.530.000 | isfull. There are very few members here now, and those who are 
PRRMENBOG. . cc snccischoanaaieceesson Sie 4, 3339, 000 4, 245, 000 4, 487,000 | not here might not feel themselves bound by such an agreement. 
Copper... ..-.....----+ +--+ -----------+ 2,365,000 | 2, 825, 000 2,785,000 | Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think there are quite as many Sen- 
Jute, yarn and piece.................. 2, 425, 000 2, 827, 000 2, 608, 000 : ; _& 
Momure. chemienl..................cc. 329/000} 1) 952" 000 2’ 164000 | ators here as there will be to-morrow morning. However, if the 
TONED GIL ERIGD 6c sceck cencnwdirianctinne 1, 614, 000 1, 58%, 000 1,629,000 | Senator from Vermont objects, of course I can do nothing more 
J ; § 
Pe ctidiblintlan in bntenn tniekhct bwin 1, 61,000 1, 680, 000 1,706,000 | than—— 
ser and ale._............. padgaiasbans . 463, 000 , 24, 000 , 582,000 : . 
———=. a ee 7 478 000 3, 178" 000 z oe wD Mr. MORRILL. I merely made a suggestion to the Senator. 
rn The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will put the request 
1 000 | 138 . 
Total analyzed ..........-.-..---- 35, 222, 38,223,000 | 143,532,000 | of the Senator from Arkansas to the Senate. Itis that to-morrow 
i ) 2 5 < > 2 ~ ; , . 
Miscellaneous ..-.....--.-----+--+----- __ B,C, | 87,048, 000 +91, 270,000 | o¢ 2 o'clock the unfinished business be proceeded with under the 
Total exports..............------| 215,824,000 | 226,169,000 | 234,802,000 | five-minute rule. 


~ * On basis of prices current in 18%. 

+ Estimated by supposing that shrinkage of prices in 1895 compared with 
1894 has been at the same rate as the decline in prices of articles whose values 
have been analyzed. 

Mr. BAKER. The Senate having under consideration the so- 
called silver bill, I offer an amendment to section 1, and ask to 
have it read and printed. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend by adding at the end 
of section 1 the following provisos: 

Provided, That the use of gold and silver as standard money shall be con- 


tinued on an equality and parity, and in order to obtain such equal and exact 
result the same legal-tender quality is hereby given to silver as is now pos- 





Mr. MORRILL. I understand that there are four or five Sen- 
ators yet to be heard on this question. I do not wish to make any 
objection myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HILL. I can not consent to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Would the Senator from New York 
be willing to suggest any time at which he thinks it would be 
agreeable to the Senate or which would satisfy him to have a 
vote? 

Mr. HILL. Just as soon as the Senators who desire to speak 


— a their speeches, then I have no objection to a vote upon 
the bill. 














: ° 
1896. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think we could get along more 
rapidly if some time were fixed for the close of the debate, and I 
should be glad to have that done if itis agrecable to Senators. Of 
course I do not want to press it in any unreasonable way, but if 
l agree to a vote on Friday I am sure that the time inter- 








we coulk 


vening would be quite enough to allow Senators to make the | d 


speeches that they desire to make. 

Mr. HILL. 
somewhat lengthy. ! ' 
and some are speaking who have not given notice. Some have 
spoken to me who are now absent and who desire to speak, and 
do not wish their time to be cut off. Without going into further 
details, and unnecessary here, I simply say I can not consent at 
present to the arrangement. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
consent to fix any day? 

Mr. HILL. Any day in the future. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. He is not willing to indicate any day 
now? 

Mr. HILL. 
Senator wants me to fix a date. 
state. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of course I can not consent to that. 
This delay has been brought about certainly without any agency 
of mine. I have endeavored to meet the wishes of Senators as to 
the time for making speeches. I shall ask the Senate to-morrow 
to remain in session until the bill is disposed of. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. CALL. I yield. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I had intended to submit some 
remarks on the pending bill, but I have delayed, in the hope that 
a vote might be reached without any further extended debate. | 
would waive my right, as well as my desire, to speak on the bill 


Ishould propose the 6th day of February, if the 
seyond that I can not at present 


The Senator is not willing, then, to | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


—— 


The speeches are very interesting and they are | 
There are gentlemen giving notice of speeches, | 





the free coinage on equal terms of both gold and silver. T} 





not done so, however, for the reasons that are given by writers or 
by advocates upon th 

I do not believe that if goid an ] were to disaj 

| th face of the eart ivilization and ¢ ierce and the arts wo l 
isappear. Ido not believe that it isiny e for the ing 

f man to devise some other method of excha and of repre 
enting value. But I think that the importa: nd paramo 
importance, of this question arises from its co n \ ther 
pu lic policies, with the condition L the coi lw the 
natural qualities of these two mediums of « 

In order that we may consider in the light of abst ? i 
this proposition, and not in the light of fancy or of exa; l 
and enthusiastic opinion, we ought to consider that t! Writ 
of the two metals which have been termed precious metals in t 

ommerce of all ages is due not their natural qualities 1 to 
the exercise of power. 

How is that? How isit that gold and silv ave } ' 
power of exchange in the use of the world that nothing « 

sed? How is it that when a man sells a house for Si Yand 
has in his hands the gold or the silver, or both, that that1 
the value of that house? Whyisthats Th ire th 
tions which are to be determined in deciding whether or not there 
shall be free coinage of these mk ; 

Mr. President, the arguments from analogy, the arguments 
from the happening of events coeval with one another have no 

| direct point and bearing upon this question. Why is it that the 


j SLO.000 in gold or silver re 


if an agreement could be reached to vote to-morrow at 2 o'clock, | 


or at least to proceed to the consideration of the bill at that time 
under the five-minute-rule. 
and others persist in extending the debate with speeches, then I 
give notice that at the conclusion of the speech of the Senator from 
Florida I shall desire to take the fioor for the purpose of submit- 
ting some remarks to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr.CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to say that I chance to know 
what the Senator from Arkansas is himself unwilling to state, 
that it is a matter of great importance, if not of absolute necessity 
to that Senator to be absent himself from this city in the next 
two or three days. Being in charge of the bill it is very embar- 
rassing to him to go away while it is pending. In view of the 
fact that it is necessary for him to leave very soon I hope that 
Senators will forego their desire to discuss at great length and 
with the consumption of much time the pending bill, when there 
are resolutions on the table just as pertinent to which speeches 
may be made. In the interest of the Senator from Arkansas | 
should be delighted if some agreement to take a vote upon this 
particular measure at an early day may be made in order that he 
—_ be relieved from the embarrassment that now hangs over 

im. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida is en- 
titled to the floor and will proceed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Unless the Senator from Florida insists 
upon going on this afternoon, I propose to move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the Senator will not make that 
motion, and that that will not bedone. Withthese delays and with 
the statement made here to-day that-the bill must continue un- 
der consideration until a number of speeches are made, I must 
ask that the Senate shall remain longer in session in the considera- 
tion of the bill than two hours a day. We have spent only two 
hours and fifteen minutes to-day in the consideration of the bill, 
and if we propose to dispatch public business at all we must stay 
here until alater hour. I hope the Senate is now determined to 


remain in session this afternoon until a much later hour than the | 


present before an adjournment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Arkansas insists upon 
our going on this afternoon, I am willing to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida will 
proceed. 

_Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the question of the free coinage of 
silver upon equal terms with gold is a question which ought not to 
be regarded as a party measure nor treated as a subject of political 
division. Parties are divided upon the question, and public opin- 
ion throughout the country is more or less divided. 1 have voted 


‘eived in exchange for a housi poss ) 
the person receiving it the value of that house? It can no 
for any of the purposes of life. He can not use it for subsist 
nor for clothing, nor for the uses which the other metals pos 


Neither can any other person use it for any of these u ul and 
| necessary objects. 

Let us consider attentively that proposition and ascertain why 
it is that the power to transfer and represent the value of that 
house is vested in this gold or this silver. The answer is obvious. 
[t is because every man has a use for it, and will exchange for it 
anything he has, and need for it, and this need is compulsory and 


If such an agreement can not be had, | 


Does the Senator from Florida | 


upon every occasion in the seventeen years of my service here for | to that thing which, by law, is required for this ex 


can not be avoided, and why is that so? It is because ] 
where has provided the compulsory use of this gold 


wer ne 


and this l- 


ver. The power of government has said that you shall pay the 
exactions of government upon you, you shall pay your debts, and 
you shall pay in gold or in silver, or in one to the exelusion of the 
other. Hence it is apparent that this universal use and demar 


coextensive with the power of vernment, which has the power 
of confiscation of life, of property, and of all acountry’s earnin 





is created by the power of government making it compulsory for 
the payment of debts and for the payment of taxes and govern- 
ment exactions. The universal necessity for its use, created by 
power in all the ages of the world, is that alone which has en 
to any money the power of representing and transferring v 3, 
not of being a standard, not of being a measure of value, fon 8 
ideas are foreign to the argument, they have no true relation to 


it. Money is not a standard; it is not a measure of value; it is a 
representative of value, and transfers value from one person to 
another, and it is a representative of value because the power of 
government has created a compulsory use for it 

This will appear from the consideration of the question. \ 
is the office the $10,000 performs in the transaction? It transfers 
the value of the house from one person to another. How is the 
value ascertained, and why should the man say that $10,000 will 
represent its value to him? It is because other and similar hy 
can be exchanged for $10,0 that is, the house is measured by 
the value of other houses, but it still remains to be seen why it 
that $10,000 should represent the valne of other houses inat 1s 
because the $10,000 being of universal and necessary use and de- 
mand, persons who possess the $10,000 find those who have land 
or personal property, or services, and who have the same compul- 
sory needs, are competing with those who own houses for his 
$10,000. Thus it is that the compeiition for its use and the rela- 


tive value of houses, lands, and services fixes the value of the 
house, and the $10,000 represents expresses, and transf it. 

The owner of the $10,0U0 says, ‘‘ I have no need for this money. 
[ have paid all taxes and government exactions, but some one 
needs it.” A person owning personal property says, ‘‘l require 
$10,000 to pay my taxes and my debts; I will exchange my pet 


sonal property for it.” What quantity of personal property? Just 


that quantity which others will give. What quantity is that? 
It is the quantity which another man offering services or some 
other kind of property will take for his services or other property 
in exchange for the house. For the $10,000 is of no use to the 


exchange 


man who has exchanged his home for it, except it be t 


it for some other house, or property, or services, or to hire it to 
some other person for their purposes; and the exchangeable value 
of other houses, property, or services is determined by their rela- 


tions to each other, and only through this value has it any rejlation 


nange. 
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In brief, it is the competition between the uses and needs for 
money that determines its value in exchange for property and the 
value of property in exchange for it. 

In the days of the Roman Empire, when failure to pay a debt 
was punished by the slavery of the debtor, when the creditor 
could take possession of the debtor as a slave, and had the power 
of life and death over him and his family, the compulsory use of 
whatever the government prescribed as the means of discharging 
debt was intensified over the necessity in our day. Still, now 
as then, the use, the power of representing, the power of trans- 
ferring value is the creation of that power alone which can create 
a compulsory use. And as the pressure or necessity of this com- 
pulsory use increases, so increases the value of the thing required 
to discharge it, and the sacrifice of property, labor, and services 
to obtain it. 

If we propose to reason upon this subject we must consider the 
function of money separated from the thing to which it is attached. 
What is the office and function of money? It is to represent and 
to transfer values. How was it created? By a compulsory use. 
What compulsory use? A compulsory use to meet the exactions 
of government. What are the exactions of government? They 
are coextensive with all service, with a man’s life in time of war, 
with his debts of every kind and description, with the taxes im- 
posed by government, and the innumerable and oppressive taxes 
collected by corporations; and it is this quality of compulsory use, 
created by government and attached to some visible transferable 
thing, which constitutes money. 

Mr. ALLEN. Fiat. 

Mr.CALL. Call it what you please, there is the power, whether 
it be from use or from the exercise of positive legislation. These 
uses are apparently to the eye of reason more extensive than any 
and all others. They include the meeting of taxes imposed by 
government, the meeting of legal-tender obligations, or the obliga- 
tions of private debt which may be discharged by legal tender, and 
innumerable taxes levied through franchise of different kinds on 
all labor, all service, and all consumption. 

We have to start out, Mr. President, not by investigating what 
writers think was the cause of the revival of business after the dis- 
covery of the New World by Columbus, not by analogies drawn 
from the obscure records and the history of the Roman Empire, 
not by propositions that money is a measure of value like the yard- 
stick in England, not that it is a standard which has a fixity of 
value, for there is no fixity of value in money. Money, likeevery- 
thing else, has a purchasing power to-day of one amount and to- 
morrow of another; it varies of necessity with the varying values 
of commodities of everykind. To-day your house will buyso much 
gold or so much silver, or so much of both. To-morrow it will buy 
s0 much less, be they legal-tender or not. So it is in its debt-pay- 
ing power. This varies with the value of commodities. hen 
the bonds proposed to be issued shall mature, the value of prop- 
erty, of commodities in their relation with each other, will deter- 
mine the value of the gold or the silver which they may buy at 
that time, with which the bonds must be paid. 

So in the argument on this subject in reference to the advisa- 
bility of creating a legal-tender function and office in either gold 
or silver or both, the proposition must depend not upon the idea 
of fixity of value in relation to commodities, not upon the idea of 
its being a measure of value, not upon the question of the relative 
value of gold bullion to silver or silver bullion to gold—for that 
has nothing whatever to do with the question—-not with the value 
of the original bullion of silver or of gold because the bullion gold 
or silver has not the function and office of money, its legal-tender 
quality. It matters not, therefore, what may be the relation be- 
tween the value of gold bullion or silver bullion, because the law 
creates legal tenders and fixes the relation of that which it cre- 
ates or destroys. There isnoplacein the argument and discussion 
of this subject; there is not, and can never be, any fixed relative 
value but that which the Government prescribes for a compulsory 
use, be it gold or be it silver. It is within the power which pre- 
scribes the compulsory use to say what and how it shall be dis- 
charged, whether by services rendered in the Army, the Navy, or 
in the civil Departments, or by the payment of so much gold, or so 
much silver, or so many Treasury notes. 

What is the proposition upon which what is called the double 
ratio or the alternative righ t of payment of gold or silver rests? 
What is the idea upon which the theory and philosophy of what 
is called a double standard or the alternative use of either kind of 
money rests? What reason can we give in abstract and positive 
reasoning for the proposition that gold or silver in fixed propor- 
tions shall be the method of discharging debts, taxes, private and 
rose obligations? Let ussee. Itis not because these twometals 

ve a fixed value of themselves in relation to other things, for 
they have not; it is not because they have natural relations of 
value. These may be inducements for a preference for them or 
either of them over other things to attach the money function to 


them, but manifestly do not create it. 
ernment, no system of monopolies, no restrictions of trade, no 
combinations shall be able to control the legal-tender money func- 


It is that nopolicy of gov- 


tion and office. It is to protect the money of the country, what- 
ever it be, whether gold or silver, iron or copper, or Treasury 
notes, from combinations which will gather and accumulate it in 
the hands of a few persons. That is the theory, whether it be 
true or false, upon which the double use, the alternative use, the 
optional right to use either gold or silver must rest. 

Is it true or isit not? The experience of mankind has sanctioned 
it. Is it true that the Government may prescribe a compulsory 
use of gold or of silver, or of both, or of iron or of any other sub- 
stance, and that that compulsory use is the necessity of paying the 
exactions of the Government? And are the exactions of the Gov- 
ernment now and heretofore coextensive with all the demands and 
uses of life? 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Florida yield to me 
that I may move an adjournment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. CALL. I yield. 

Mr. STEWART. With the permission of the Senator from 
Florida, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’cleck and 30 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 
30, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 29, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY M. CoupDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5108) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Navy to 
furnish eight pieces of condemned cannon to the Veteran Brigade, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Rochester, Y., and also four pieces of condemned 
cannon to the Brockport Soldiers’ Monument Association, Brockport, N. Y. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to furnish to the Veteran Brigade, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Rochester, N. Y., eens pieces of condemned cannon for the pur- 

ose of decorating the burial lot in Mount Hope Cemetery and in the Holy 

epulcher Cemetery set apart for the exclusive use of the veteran soldiers 
and sailors of the war of the rebellion; also four pieces of condemned can- 
non for the Brockport Soldiers’ Monument Association, an incorporated body 
at Brockport, N. Y., for the decoration of thp soldiers and sailors’ monument 
recently erected in that village: Provided, That the same can be spared with- 
out detriment to the service and that no expense is thereby incurred by the 
Government. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I care to in- 
terpose objection, but I would like to ask my friend from New 
York a question for information. I notice that eight pieces of 
condemned cannon are asked for one organization and four for the 
other, making twelvein all. I wish toinquire of him how he is to 
dispose of eight pieces? 

ow, the condemned cannon that areavailable for this purpose, 
I understand, are limited in number, and the rest of us want a 
chance at them. Four is the number that is usually granted by 
bills of this character; and it strikes me that the gentleman from 
New York is perhaps a little liberal in his demand. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. Speaker, this request from the united 
organization of the Grand Army of the Republic in Monroe County, 
N. Y., is to mark the lines of these two cemetery lots—one in the 
Mount Hope Cemetery, a Protestant association, and the other in the 
Holy Sepulcher Cemetery, which isa Catholic institution. In each 
case 10,000 square feet of ground have been donated by the ceme- 
tery authorities to be used solely as a burial place for the soldiers 
of the war of the rebellion. Each lot is proposed to be marked by 
placing a cannon at each of the four corners. 

The companies and regiments represented in what is called the 
Veteran Brigade are com of some of the bravest men who 
went to the front during the war of the rebellion. The old Thir- 
teenth Regiment was among the first who went to the front, and 
did service at the battle of Bull Run. The One hundred and 
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eizhth Regiment of New York Volunteers was at Antietam and 
was badly cut up in that engagement. The One hundred and 
fortieth started to the front immediately upon the receipt of the 
news of the battleof Antietam. Thereare other brave and valiant 
regiments represented as well in the organization. 

1 believe this is the only case in which my district has asked for 
such a donation, and I hope it will not be refused. 

The other part of the bill asking four condemned cannon for 
the village of Brockport 1s of a similar nature. It is a thriving 
village of 2,500 inhabitants, and has a large number of veterans 
in the village and neighborhood. 5 

Mr. DALZELL. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
the resolution which he asks to have adopted now has been re- 

orted by any committee of the House? 

Mr. BREWSTER. No, sir; it has not. 

Mr. DALZELL. How many cannon are you asking for? 

Mr. BREWSTER. Twelveinali. There are three cemeteries 
to be marked. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do you think these cannon will go around 
among us all if this rate of distribution is maintained? 

Mr. BREWSTER. 
country is as worthy to have a donation of this kind as the one for 
which I am now asking, we can well afford to manufacture con- 
demned cannon expressly for that purpose, and enough to go 
around. [Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 


Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I object to the immediate consid- | 


eration of the resolution, simply for the reason that I believe the 
gentleman from New York is asking too much. 

We have in the State and city in which I reside a part of our 
large cemetery set aside for the burial of the members of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, of which Iam a member myself. 
The cemeteries all through the State of Michigan, in the di‘fer- 
ent towns and cities, you will find in the same condition; and if 
you give twelve condemned cannon to each separate village in one 
State, the rest of us are not going to be able to get anything for 
ours. I think it is altogether too much to ask, and I shall certainly 
object to it. 

Mr. BREWSTER. If the gentleman will withdraw the objec- 
tion to the present consideration of the bill, I will consent to have 
it cut down to eight. 

Mr. MILNES. Cut it down to four, and then I will withdraw 
the objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolution (H. Res. 66) to supply the Department of State with 
documents. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 360) for the relief of Northrup & Chick; 

A bill (S. 861) for the relief of Silas P. Keller; and 
oa (S. 818) for the relief of Halvor K. Omlie, Homen, N. 

ak. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret the announcement of 
the death of Hon. Frederick Remann, late a member-elect of the House of 
Representatives from the State of Illinois. 

esolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 


Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased the 
Senate do now adjourn. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker, as 
follows: 

A bill (S. 360) for the relief of Northrup & Chick—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims; 

A bill (S. 361) for the relief of Silas P. Keller—to the Committee 
on Claims; and 

A bill (8.818) for the relief of Halvor K. Omlie, of Homen, N, 
Dak.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask to make a change of 
reference of a bill. On the 27th instant I introduced a bill to in- 
corporate the National University of the District of Columbia. 
By inadvertence, I think, it was referred to the Committee on 
Education. It has been usual to refer such bills to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. I ask that the Committee on Educa- 
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tion be discharged from the further consideration of that bill, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

_The SPEAKER. This is a proposition for a national univer- 
sity, is it not? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is the name of it, but it is purely a 
local institution in the District of Columbia. It does not apply 
outside of the District. It simply takes that name within the 
District, and the bill limits it to the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the correction will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 


PRESUMPTION OF DEATH IN PENSION CASES, 


Mr. POOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 162) amending section 3 
of the act of June 27, 1890, relative to invalid pensions. 

The bill was read at length. It provides for an amendment of 
the act of June 27, 1890, that in considering claims filed the death 
of an enlisted man or officer shall be considered as sufficiently 
proved if satisfactory evidence is produced establishing his con- 
| tinued absence for a period of at least seven years, during which 
| no intelligence of his existence shall have been received. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill which has just been read? 

Mr. ERDMAN, I object. 

CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
| [Mr. BREWSTER] has consented to reduce the number of cannon 
| asked for in his billtofour. In view of that fact I‘withdraw my 
objection. 

Mr. BREWSTER. I consent to the reduction of the number to 
| four cannon for the Veteran Brigade. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere further objection to the consideration 
of the bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of line 14 the words “ two pieces of condemned 
cannon to the John C. Campbell Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at Har- 
rison, Ohio, for the use of its cemetery.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROUT. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

And four condemned cannon for the use of the Soldiers’ Home, at Ben- 
nington, Vt. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the 
amendment? 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to discuss the amendment. Mr. 
Speaker, I have for a long time been voting for these resolutions, 
sending these pieces of artillery over the country to different in- 
stitutions. I believe the time has come when we should all have 
our share; and it seems to me that instead of dealing out these 
condemned cannon to this post and that post of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, preceding that, we ought to have six pieces at 
least for the department of the Grand Army of the Republic in 
each State and Territory, for the department, as a department, to 
| use. Then, if there are other cannon still remaining, these sepa- 
| rate posts might comein. It seems tome that it is more equitable 
| that each department of the Grand Army of the Republic, in each 
| State and Territory where it is organized—and I think it is organ- 
ized every where—shall have six pieces of condemned cannon. I 

offer that as anamendment. That will distribute these cannon 
over the country, and not collect them in a few places. It seems 
to me that should be done preceding the giving of cannon to special 

0sts. 

The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman move that as asubstitute? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; I move that as a substitute. 

Mr. THOMAS. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from South 
Dakota 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to donate 
to each department of the Grand Army of the Republic of each State and 
Territory six pieces of condemned cannon for the use of those organizations, 

Mr. FLYNN. I have an amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the proposition which has just 
been read? 

The SPEAKER. It is a substitute for the entire bill. 
ing so, the word ‘‘ provided” should be stricken out, 

Mr. PICKLER. Let that be stricken out. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a point of order. 
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The SPEAKER. 


The House must be in order. 
from Ohio will state his point of order. 


The gentleman 


Mr. GROSVENOR. r. Speaker, I want to make a motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is stating a point 
of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Speaker has disposed of the point of 
order by obtaining silence. Now I desire to make a motion to 
commit this resolution and pending amendment. 

The SPEAKER. To what committee? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to commit this resolution and 

ending amendments to the Committee on Military Affairs; and 
eed like to have just one minute to say that I fully agree with 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PickLEeR,] that there 
ought not to be an indiscriminate reaching out for this material. 
The committee will then have an opportunity to hear every one 
upon that subject and properly dispose of the question. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have no objection to that. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the bill, 
with the pending amendments, be committed to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is that debatable? 

Mr. DINGLEY (to Mr. GROSVENOR). 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. At the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DinGLry], as I did not understand what arm of the 
service these cannon had to come from, I change it to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the 

nding bill, with the amendments, be committed to the Commit- 
to on N aval Affairs. + That is the question now before the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to ask unanimous consent that 
the proposition should include the Secretary of the Navy and the 
Secretary of War. I have consulted both Secretaries, and they 
have told me that they both have some cannon of this description. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want cannon that will shoot. [Laughter. ] 
Some of these gentlemen want cannon only for decoration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there might be some diffi- 
culty as to what committee to send it to if both branches of the 
service were included, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
South Dakota a question. 

Mr. PICKLER. I only desire to say in connection with this 
resolution that if the committee should see proper to recommend 
the bill, the purpose of which would be to turn them over to the 
department of the Grand Army of your State, they could do what 
they liked with your artillery. They could put them up before 
the State encampment, or they could locate them as they chose. 
It seems to me that there would be no objection at all to that kind 
of a distribution. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that 
this proposition to allow each State department six condemned 
cannon may work injustice to many States that have large de 
partments, while others only have small departments. If you are 
going to divide these condemned cannon, it should be done pro- 
portionately and equitably among the representatives of the Grand 
Army of the country; there ought to be some different division 
than the radical six to each State department. I would like to 
make some suggestion or amendment by which the committee hav- 
ing charge of this resolution should first ascertain how many con- 
demned cannon there are available for this purpose. 

Mr. PICKLER. They will do that naturally. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not know. This resolution 
presumes that there are at least 400 or 500 condemned cannon ex- 
isting, when there is no information before the House that there 
is any condemned cannon. 

Mr. BOWERS. There are 500 or 600 pieces, I want to assure 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, lying at Mare Island Navy- 
Yard, Cal. I went through them with an officer—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. They must have been very small 
bore then. eo laughter. | 

Mr. BOWERS. They were of small bore and of large bore; 
some were columbiads and some were rifled cannon that will 
shoot. There are 500 or 600 of them. I want to say that they 
are pretty nearly all of large bore. I went over that yard where 
these cannon are piled up, and many of these cannon are new. I 
asked the officer what they intended to do with these cannon. 
He said they would be sold by auction. I asked him how much 
they would bring? He answered, ‘‘ Nothing, probably;” that it 
would cost more for dynamite to blow them to pieces so that they 
could be used for something else than they would realize. Now, 
there are hundreds of cannon lying there that may be disposed 
of just as well as not. 

Mr. PICKLER. Even enough for Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is all right, if there are 


It should go to the Com- 


lenty - them of sufficient caliber to permit the gentleman to go 
ough, 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the House is 
being led to do an unfair thing. My colleague, the gentleman 
from New York |Mr. BrewstTrr], asked unanimous consent for 
the consideration of a bill, after modifying it to meet every objec- 
tion, so that it should give four condemned cannon to a Grand 
Army post in his district. Then the gentleman from Vermont 
— GROUT] was recognized to offer an amendment to donate 
our cannon to his district. Then the gentleman from South Da- 
kota comes in with a general amendment, and a motion is made 
to refer the whole subject to the Committee on Naval Affairs or 
Military Affairs, or to some other committee. 

Now, the gentleman from South Dakota can reach his object by 
simply sitting down and introducing a bill and having it referred 
to a committee. I submit to his sense of fairness that he ought 
not to come in now with such an amendment, in order to defeat 
this bill, that is offered by my colleague after he has obtained 
unanimous consent of the House for its present consideration. I 
hope that he will withdraw his amendment, and that the gentle- 
man from Ohio will withdraw his motion to send it to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and that the gentleman from South 
Dakota will introduce a bill on the general subject, and refer it to 
a committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to make an explanation. I 
have no objection to the passage of this bill or of the amendment. 
I am in favor of it; but the House will see what sort of a condi- 
tion we are going to getinto. I have an amendment here that 
I want to offer. There are probably twenty-five or thirty other 
amendments that gentlemen desire to offer. My purpose is to 
send this bill to the Naval Committee, and then it will have the 
whole subject before it. It can then ascertain the number of can- 
non there arethat can yet be donated; they will ascertain who have 
/already obtained those cannon; and then they will bein a position 
to adjust the whole matter equitably and fairly. 

Mr. PAYNE. I submit to the gentleman that he ought to in- 
troduce his bill separately and send it to the committee, and not 
seek to deprive my colleague of the benefit of his superior dili- 
gence in getting action at this time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from New York knows 
that if that measure is pressed for hearing now, these amend- 
ments will be piled upon it one after another and they will all be 
adopted, and we shall have a promiscuous distribution of these 
cannon without anybody knowing just what we are doing. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, there has been a “promiscuous distribu- 
tion” for many years, and my colleague desires now to have the 
privilege of a small distribution for his district, and I think we 
ought tu let him have it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think, Mr. Speaker, that this is not de- 
batable. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, according to my understanding 
of the case, there will be a large number of these cannon left after 
you have made the distribution that I ask for of six to each State 
and Territory, and then I am in favor of the proposition that the 
committee shall take the whole subject into consideration, shall 
inquire where these cannon have been granted for the last three 
or four years, and then, after this equitable distribution to each 
State and Territory is made, let the committee report to the 
House how many cannon there are remaining, with any recom- 
mendations they choose to make. Now, as to this particular case 
the gentleman from New York asks for four, and how many does 
the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] desire? 

Mr. GROUT. I desire four for the soldiers’ monument at 
Bennington. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the vote be taken on granting those eight cannon. 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

The motion of Mr. GROSVENOR was adopted, and the bill, with 
the pending amendments, was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. 8 
Mr. DALZELL. 
for a moment? 
Mr. CRISP. We have never had the regular order at this ses- 
sion of Congress, and we would like to see what itis. [Laughter.] 
Mr. DALZELL. I ask the gentleman to withdraw the demand, 
and let me present a resolution. 
Mr. CRISP. I withdraw it. 


PORTRAIT OF THE LATE JUSTICE CLIFFORD. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
Se consideration of the joint resolution which I send to the 


aker, I demand the regular order. 
ill the gentleman withdraw that demand 














1896. 
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The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


. . ion (H. Res. 103) to authorize the Attorney-( teneral to transfer 
Joint pee iy « ‘lifford a portrait of the late Mr. Justice Clifford now in 


the Department of Justice. i dis le eal 

> . » Se > se of Representatives of the United States of 
_—— eo ate ae That the Attorney-General of the United 
States is hereby authorized to transfer to William Henry Clifford, of Port 
land. Me..a certain portrait of the late Mr. Justice Clifford, painted by Charles 
Cole. now in the building of the Department of Justice. 

Mr. DALZELL. One word in explanation of this resolution. 
There are now in the building of the Department of Justice two 
oil portraits of the late Mr. Justice Clifford, of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. One of them was presented to the Depart- 
ment by Justice Clifford himself. The other is a copy which he 
had made for his family and which he intended to remove from 
the Department, bat which he failed to remove before his death. 
Ihold in my hand a letter written by Mr. Olney when he was 
Attorney-General, and also a letter written by the present Attor- 
ney-General, approving of the passage of this resolution. It 
means simply the return to the family of the late Justice Clifford 
of property which belongs to them. 

Mr. CRISP. 
trait to be returned is a duplicate. 

Mr. DALZELL. It isa duplicate. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CRISP. Now. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for the morning hour. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the committees in their order. 

When the Committee on the Public Lands was called, 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker,I call up the bill H. R. 189, which 
is on the House Calendar. I wish to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. AsI understand, we are confined to the House Calendar 
upon this call. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 
report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


The Clerk will 
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Sec. 2. That any such homestead settler may avail himself of the benefits 





of this act by filing a notice wit he local land office describing his la 
date of settlement thereon, which notice shall be signed by the settler and 


attested by the register of the land offic« 


The report (by Mr. DOWNING) is as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
2642) granting leave of absence for one year to hon ud ttlers upo é 
Yankton Indian Reservation in the State of South Dakota, have had ‘same 

| under consideration, and reportit back with t recomm lation tha pass 


I understand the gentleman to say that the por- | 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled “An act to exclude the public lands | 


in Alabama from the operation of the laws relating to mineral lands,” ap 
proved March 3, 1883, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


| 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, is this bill in Committee of the | 


Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it is not in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It is on the House Calendar. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report on this bill be 
read. 

The report (by Mr. UNDERWvOD) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
189) to amend an act to exclude the public lands in Alabama from the opera 
tion of the laws relating to mineral lands, approved March 3, 1883, have had 
the same under consideration, and report it back with the recommendation 
that it pass. 

Early in 1879 all the lands embraced in a large belt of territory in the Stato 
of Alabama were temporarily withheld from sale and disposal upon the re 
port of a special agent of the Land Department that they were valuable for 
coal. The reservation of this body of lands led to the passage of the act of 
March 3, 1883 (22 Stat. L., 487), providing— 

“That within the State of Alabama all public lands, whether mineral or 
otherwise, shall be subject to disposal only as agricultural lands: Provided, 
however, That all lands which have heretofore been reported to the General 
Land Office as containing coal and iron shall first be offered at public sale.” 

It was supposed that by such offering the lands valuable for coal in said dis- 
— would be purchased at public sale, and thus segregated from agricultural 

nds, 

A considerable quantity of the lands within this territory are purely agri 
cultural in character, and it is apparent that the act of March 3, 1883, has 
tended to delay the disposal of such lands to meritorious settlers whose 
claims can not be perfected until a public offering. 

The committee thinks that such lands should be subject to entry as agricul 
tural lands under the same conditions as to proof of the nonmineral charac 
ter that is provided for by the homestead laws. 

Asimilar bill (H. R. 195) had the approval of the Interior Department 
during the last Congress, and passed the House. 


Mr. LACEY. 


the committee and has the full approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior and of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SETTLERS UPON THE YANKTON RESERVATION, 8. DAK. 


_ Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 2642) grant- 
ing leave of absence for one year to homestead settlers upon the 
Yankton Indian Reservation, State of South Dakota. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted etc., That all settlers who made settlement under the home- 
laws upon landsin the Yankton Indian Reservation, in the State of South 
Dakota, during the year 1895 are hereby granted leave of absence from such 
homestead for one year from and after the date of this act, and that by such 
absence such homestead settler shall not lose nor forfeit any right whatever. 





with the following amendments 
Strike out the preamble 
Add the following proviso to the first section 


** Provided, That the settler shall not receive credit upon the period of actual 
residence required by law for the time he is absent h 
rhe necessity for this legislation is clearly stated in the annexed « 


eations from the Interior Department 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, does this bill refer to the public 
lands or to Indian lands? 

Mr. LACEY. It refers to public lands. 
tion involved in it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does it affect the Treasury in any way? 

Mr. LACEY. It doesnotaffect the Treasury. It simply grants 
leave of absence to the settlers on lands in this reservation. 
Their settlement was made too late in the season for them 
a crop that year. Under the law, if they had planted a crop and 
it had failed they could have had leave of absence; but there is no 
provision of existing law applicable to a case where the settlers go 
upon the land too late to plant a crop for that year. The Se 
tary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land 
Oftice both recommend that the leave of ab granted, but 
that the period of absence shall not be computed as part of the 
five years. 

Mr. PICKLER. These parties were late in making their entries 
on account of the lateness of the President’s proclamation 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir; the proclamation was issued somewhat 
late, so that the entries made by these persons were too late to en- 
able them to make a crop that season. 

The question being taken on the amendment rex 
the report of the committee, it was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was accordingly read the third time, and passed 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


There is only one ques- 


to] lant 


sence be 


ymended in 


AFFIDAVITS IN LAND ENTRIES. 
Mr. LACEY. I call up the bill (H. R. 
officers betore whom preliminary affidavits in entries of 
lands may be executed. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


1199) designating the 


public 


Be it enacted, etc., Thatin initiating a claim to public land under any of the 
| laws of the United States, the applicant may make the prelim ry affidavits 
required before the register or the receiver, or some officer having a seal and 
authorized to administer oaths, in the land district in wh the land 1 
located, such affidavits to be filed with, or transmitted to, t reg r and 

receiver, with the fee and commissions, or other payments, required by | 
See. 2. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 


Mr. Speaker, the report fully explains the pur- | 
pose of the bill, which has been unanimously recommended by | 





this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. LACEY. I yield to my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRaAg], that he may explain 
this bill. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I think the report of the commit- 
tee sufficiently explains the bill. Its object is simply to facilitate 
business in the land office and to accommodate settlers who desire 
to initiate entries, by allowing them to make preliminary affida 
vits before any officer authorized to administer oaths. A bill 
similar in its terms to this was passed by the House in the last 
Congress. This measure has been repeatedly recommended by 
the Department, and, I think, under more than one Administra- 
tion. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 


was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask whether under the present 


| rules our committee can call up under this order a bill which has 


been referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 


| of the Union? 


The SPEAKER. That can not be done. 

Mr. LACEY. I will ask, then, whether it would be proper to 
ask unanimous consent for that purpose at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. McRAE. Do I understand the Chair to state that the rules 
have been so changed as not to allow consideration during this 
hour of any bill which is in the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The langaage of the rule, unless the Chair is 
mistaken, is that bills entitled to be called up during this hour 
must have been reported on a previous day and must be on the 
House Calendar. 


wd ft 
4 


mer 


ESE EET ee SPT OD Fae: 


MEETS CT 


ome 
oe 


SEMIS EE ML A FET 


if PART POTS Tas OS 


ao Nini apg 


nm 


; 4 
Bi 
fi y 
e) i 
; 
: aS 
~f ih) 
Fs! 
ie 
a y 
’ - 
tg 
es 
%e 
i BS 
ne mF 
e var 
& : 
e a4 
i 
® : 
‘ / 
Hi é 
eS £ 
i : 
@ 
e » 
¥ i 
‘ ia 
4 
; 
a a 
le F 
fe 
‘ 
| eat 
: 
rue 
a i 
4 Vet 
at 
4 + ie 
4 at 
so 4 ie 
+ hi 
tt et 
no 
; tes 
+ ee. 
3 He 
2 & 
2 ‘ 
if y 
\ $ 
qf: 
{¥. ote 
S44 


sae a 


<= siennvern error eg ae 
Sete ree NS RAST ETP IRNTI) ia 
OT | RT GE SR 


ae 


Mr. LACEY. We have exhausted the bills of our committee on 
the House Calendar. 
The SPEAKER proceeded with the call of committees. 


PENSIONS, 


Mr. POOLE (when the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
called). Icall up the bill (H.R.162) amending section 3 of the 
act of June 27, 1890, relating to invalid pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., 'That section 3 of the act entitled ‘An act granting pen- 
sions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the 2 aaaiaggnene of 
manual labor. and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and de- 
ape 9 parents,” passed June 27, 1890, be, and the same is hereby, amended 

y adding thereto the following proviso: 

‘And provided further, That in considering claims filed under this act the 
death of an enlisted man or officer shall be considered as sufficiently proved 
if satisfactory evidence is produced establishing the fact of the continued ab- 
sence of such enlisted man or officer from his home and family for a period of 
at least seven years, during which period no intelligence of his existence 
shall have been received.” 


Mr. POOLE. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I rise toa parliamentary in- 
quiry. Ishould like to know how this bill comes before the House? 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair it is properly be- 
fore the House. As the Chair understands, it comes under the 

rovisions of Rule XXIV, which, under the head of ‘* Order of 

usiness,” provides that— 


Each committee when called may call up for consideration any bill reported 
by it on a previous day and on the House Calendar. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does this bill come up for con- 
sideration now? 

The SPEAKER, It does, if it fulfills the requirements of the 
rule. The Chair understands it has been heretofore reported and 
is now on the House Calendar. 

Mr. POOLE. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is in order. 

Ry: _ LE. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add at the end of the bill: 

‘**But no widow shall be entitled to the benefit of this proviso where it is 
shown that the disappearance or absence of her husband was caused by her 
criminal or unchaste conduct, or where the husband has left home in conse- 
quence of a criminal charge or under circumstances from which a desire to 
return could not be inferred or presumed. And any pension granted under 
eo proviso shall cease upon proof that such officer or enlisted man is still 

ving.” 


Mr. POOLE. Mr. Speaker, this bill changes the existing law 
in but a single respect. Under the present law a woman can not 
obtain a pension as a soldier’s widow until she has absolutely 
proved the death of her husband. Experience has shown that in 
many cases it is impossible to make absolute proof of death. The 
common law as it prevails, I think, in every State of the Union 
with reference to the presumption of death after absence for 
seven years is not followed by the Pension Office. Although the 
life insurance companies accept as proof of death the fact of 
seven years’ absence, it sometimes happens in the settlement of 
claims in the Pension Office that a woman claiming as a soldier’s 
widow has been unable to obtain the little pension of $8 a month, 
although her husband has been absent and unheard of for fif- 
teen, twenty, or even thirty years. 

This bill simply provides that in the administration of the pen- 
sion laws the death of the soldier shall be accepted by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions as proved if he has satisfactory evidence 
that the soldier has been absent from home for seven years, durin 
which time notidings have been received from him. The amend- 
ment which I have offered appears to provide carefully for cases 
where the absence of the husband may have been on account of 
the fault of the wife. One provision of the amendment is that if 
the wife has been guilty of any unchaste or immoral conduct 
which may have been the cause of the husband's absence, the pen- 
sion shall not be allowed. I think, Mr. Lge that the amend- 
ment covers all possible claim that should be made against the 
bill; and I do not know that it is necessary for me to detain the 
House with any further explanation of its provisions. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
ask what the pending substitute is? 

Mr. POOLE. There is no substitute; simply an amendment 
which I have offered. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask consent that the amend- 
ment be again reported. 

There being no objection, the amendment was again read. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I 
do not think that in the consideration of these pension questions 
this is the proper mode of legislating. If it be the desire of gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House to amend the dependent act 
of June 27,1890, then —— in a bill containing all the amendments 
sought to be incorpora 


upon that law; but do not bring in on 
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separate occasions and on various mornings, without notice, these 
salient and important amendments to the existing statutes. 

I am well aware, even while opposing these important alterAtions 
demanded by gentlemen or deemed advisable to the existing pen- 
sion laws, that such opposition will be futile and that I shall be 
promptly voted down. But I should like to hear some argument 
adduced as to betes the rule of evidence with reference to the pre- 
sumption of death which has obtained for so many years—from 
time immemorial—should in reference to pension cases be abro- 
gated and changed in this manner. The rule of evidence, as I 
understand it, that has been followed and observed by the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions in reference to the allowance of a pension is pre- 
cisely the same rule as to the presumption of death which has 
obtained and has found favor in our courts and which has been 
laid down by the Supreme Court of the United States. That rule 
is that there shall be no reasonable doubt as to the death of the 
decedent. 

Now, I appeal to you as lawyers whether that be not the true 
rule. It leaves it to the discretion of the court. It leaves it for 
the judge to determine, upon all the evidence which shall be ad- 
duced in the particular case before him, whether there be or be 
not reasonable doubt as to the death of the party through whom 
the claim is set up. 

The objections, it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, to this change, or 
proposed change, in the rule of evidence, is that you open the door 
wide to possible fraud. The rule which was laid down by our 
highest Federal court is a safe and a salutary one. It can be 
made to apply justly to every condition of affairs. The change 
advocated, however, in the pending bill opens the door to fraud, 
as I have stated, because by collusion or by intentional fraud you 
can well imagine that it may be made to appear that a party is 
dead when, as a matter of fact, he is living, though possibly con- 
cealed. Such casescome up daily. They are ceported in the daily 
journals every week. 

For these reasons I submit that we should not, without due 
consideration and without debate, without the bringing forward 
of a single reason that can appeal to a lawyer or to a layman—we 
should not arbitrarily change a rule of evidence which has pre- 
vailed for so long a time and which has proved so salutary in our 
court practice. 

Mr. GRAFF. 
tion? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAFF. Doesthegentleman think that itis the rule at com- 
mon law, applied to a general case tried at common law, that it 
is incumbent on the party seeking to prove the death of an ab- 
sent person to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that the absence 
does establish the death of the party? Is it not the rule of evi- 
dence, on the contrary, whenever the absence is proven to exist 
under circumstances which tend to show the possibility of death, 
that that is sufficient in all cases, outside of a construction of the 
pension law, to establish the death of the party after a period of 


seven years? 
No, Idonotthinkso. I think 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 
that the statement of the common law just made by the gentle- 
man is erroneous. I understand the rule of evidence is that laid 
down by the Supreme Court of the United States, that there must 
be no reasonable doubt as to the death of the decedent, because 
that is a jurisdictional fact. Itisa condition precedent, and there 
must be no doubt as to the existence of that fact. 

Mr. GRAFF. Is there any different rule applying to jurisdic- 
tional questions that does not apply to any other question; and is 
it not true that in New York administration is had upon the es- 
tate on proof that the decedent had been absent for a ore of 
seven years under such circumstances as to show the probable death 
of the decedent, this probability established or decided by the pre- 
ponderance of evidence? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, it is not neces- 
sary for me to give instruction to the gentleman as to the various 
rulings of the courts or upon the law in general. The only ques- 
tion which I am considering this morning is the proposed amend- 
ment to the dependent pension act of June 27, 1890. I have heard 
no good reason given why the amendment should find favor. I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. r. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from New York 

ield? 
in BARTLETT of New York. I yield to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. LivinasTon]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill if this amendment grows gut of the recent ruling of the 
Interior Department in regard to Melinda L. Crider? In this in- 
stance it seems that the Secretary of the Interior rules that she 
must prove the death of her husband beyond a question of doubt, 
not allowing the common-law presumption of seven years’ absence. 
~ Speaker, I ask that the report of the committee upon this bill 





rea 


The SPEAKER. It may be read in the gentleman’s time. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
alid Pensions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
se eee Sa Bot the act of June 27, 1890, relating to invalid pensions, 


a the a Aeninistration of the pension laws there seems to have been a lack 


i i decisions upon the question of what evidence is required 
S were haat of dont of the person through whom the title to pension 
obtains. In some cases the common-law presumption of death after an ab- 
sence of seven years has been reco nized, while in other cases this presump- 


tantially ignored. 
i the ne pow Be case of Melinda L. Crider, the Secretary of the 


wn the following rule: 
a) on ow of absence for any period of time, it must be held in pension 
cases that the facts attending the absence must show beyond a reasonable 
doubt that the party isdead.”—Decisions of Department of Interior in Pension 


lume VII, page 462. 
ay Secision, which is now recognized as binding by the officers of 


the Pension Bureau, many otherwise meritorious claims of widows and minor 
children under the act of Jun® 27, 1890, have been rejected, and the claimants 
have either abandoned their c)aims or have supe to Congress for relief by 

rivate bill. The number of these private bills is constantly increasing and 

he time of the committees of Congress largely taken up by their considera- 
tion. It is believed that the bill under consideration and herewith reported 
will settle the practice in this class of — cases without injustice to 
worthy claimants and at the same time relieve Congress of the burden of their 
consideration. The interests of the General Government seem to have been 
fully protected in the bill. 


Your committee therefore unanimously recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The purpose I had was to draw out the 
fact that this amendment was to meet this ruling by the Interior 
Department. I must confess that I think this ruling is a severe 
one, and it does not meet with my approbation. 

I yield the time back to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BARTLETT]. 

Mr. ERDMAN. This bill as it is now amended is, I think, en- 
tirely proper. I do not recognize the authority of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] to be the expounder of pension 
doctrine for all on this side. This bill practically conforms to the 
common-law rule, and if the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BARTLETT], who objects to it, will examine it I think he will find 
that is the case. That is what we want and what we are willing 
to support. 

Mr. BRUMM. Ishould like to ask whether an amendment to 
the amendment would be in order at this time? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order. 

Mr. BRUMM. In reading the amendment I find that it is very 
ambiguous, and there is a section in it which I can not understand. 
Lhave shown it to one or two other gentlemen, and they are unable 
to understand it. After the clause which reads— 

Or where the husband has left home in consequence of a criminal charge— 
the following has been inserted in pencil— 
or under circumstances from which a desire to return conld not be inferred 
or presumed. 

It seems to me that is very ambiguous, and to me it is meaning- 
less. I move, as an amendment to the amendment, the striking 
out of the last clause which I have read. Ido that for the pur- 
pose of making the provision intelligible. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. a a ny inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Has any amendment to the printed bill 
been adopted? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then is the question open for discussion? 

The SPEAKER. The question is open for an amendment to the 
amendment. Anamendment has been offered which is now pend- 
ing, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BrumM] pro- 

to offer an amendment to the amendment, as the Chair un- 
erstands it. 

Mr. STEELE. I hope all amendments will be voted down. 

Mr. GIBSON. The amendment striking out that last clause 
should be adopted. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Ishouldliketosay justthismuch. I shall 
detain the House only a few moments. There is no need of any 
amendment to this bill as it comes from the committee. It pre- 
sents the simple rule of the common law. One of the presump- 
tions of the common law, as I understand it, from which the 
adjudications in most of the States have grown up, is that the un- 
explained absence from home of an individual for seven years 
raises the presumption of his death, and that is exactly what ought 
to be the rule in these cases. We ought not to encumber this bill 
with any explanatory or defamatory amendments. 

I want to give the House an illustration of the operation of the 
rule of the Pension Office. Let it be understood that I am not 
criticising any Administration. I do not know under what Ad- 
ministration the rule grew up. It has been enforced under more 
than one Administration. A case like this occurred in my own 
Congressional district. A gentleman who had held a high posi- 
tion in the Army, as high at least as that of lieutenant-colonel 
of a regiment, a man of spotless character, went to Baltimore in 
1867 with two carloads of stock which he had bought on credit 
from his neighbors in large part. 
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He sold the stock at a profit; he drew his money, and said to his 
friends there, the stockmen, that he should take the Baltimore 
and Ohio train for home the next morning. He has never been 
heard of since. Something like eight years afterwards adminis- 
tration was granted in Ghio. The debts were settled as well as 
they could be. The entire estate was swept away. The widow's 
dower probably was apportioned to her, and an entire closing or 
settlement of his estate was made, and yet to-day his widow, 
helpless and dependent, is met constantly with the requirement: 
papa where, and under what circumstances did your husband 
die? 

Mr. STEELE. And the pension not allowed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The pension has been rejected. Now, 
there is another fact I want to mention here. We have lived in 
the other States and seen that in the administration of estates this 
presumption of common law has grown up, and there is no neces- 
sity for any amendment. We will find the administration of the 
law itself thus settled will stand under this provision. One of 
these amendments gives an opportunity to any designing person 
to send out a drag net all through a man’s life, for twenty or 
twenty-five years, to get some rumor that there was something 
connected with his disappearance that perhaps would explain his 
absence. There is no necessity for that, and the bill ought not to 
be loaded down with amendments of that character. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call 
the attention of the gentleman in charge of this bill and the com- 
mittee to what seems to me to be a faulty expression in the bill 
itself. I presume the purpose of the bill is to fix the limit of seven 
years’ absence as all that is necessary to establish the fact of death 
sufficiently for the granting of a pension. The way the bill reads 
that will not be accomplished. It says: 

That in considering claims filed under this act, the death of an enlisted man 
or ofticer shall be considered as sufficiently proved if satisfactory evidence is 
produced establishing the fact of the continued absence of such enlisted man 
or officer from his home and family for a period of at least seven years 


With these words “at least” in, this act could only establish a 
minimum limit and not a maximum, and there would be nothing 
in it to prevent the Commissioner of Pensions from requiring 
fourteen or twenty-one years. If the purpose be to establish a 
seven-year limit, the words “at least” should be taken ont. 

Mr. MILES. The committee accepts your suggestion to take 
out the words “at least,” and consents that they be stricken out 
and the report of the committee be taken as without those words. 

Mr. POOLE. I will accept that. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. With these words out, I have 
nothing more to say, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to send to the Clerk’s desk 
and have read a letter I have just this moment received in regard 
to this matter from my distinguished predecessor on this floor, 
ex-Governor John D. Long, giving a case just in point. 

Mr. MILES. Can that letter be read without unanimous con- 
sent? 

The SPEAKER. It can be read as a part of the remarks of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MILES. Very well, if it be so understood. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Boston, January 28, 1898. 

DEAR MorszE: In Mrs. Quigley’s case,in which I take a very earnest inter- 
est for the poor woman, it is evident that the only way is to get a correction 
of the war records where he is recorded as a deserter. when the fact is he 






was killed in the Seven Days’ fight in August, 1862. Colonel Parsons, our 
State pension agent, says that you had better see Ainsworth, who is the War 
Department clerk in charge of those records, and lay before him the inclosed 
affidavits. I know both the affiants. They are neighbors of mine and en 
tirely credible and worthy. I feelquite confident that you can get the record 
amended. Itis one of the cruelest cases I know. A poor woman. in need, 


rowing old, and refused a pension although her husband was killed, simply 
Conuen his body was not found. Howcould it be found when our Army was 
defeated and driven back? He has never been heard of from that day tothis, 
and how idle to call hima deserter. I have no interest in this except as a 
neighbor and townsman, and of course make no charge for services. I take 
pleasure in giving freely anything Icando. Please do see the thing righted 
on the records. If you can’t do it there, get a bill through Congress 

Sincerely yours, 


Hon. E. A. Morse, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have read in my time an 
affidavit in connection with that letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Affidavit. ] 

STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS, County of Suffolk, ss: 

In the matter of the claim for widow's pension No. 27188lof Susan H. Quig- 
ley, widow of Thomas F. Quigley, alias Francis W. Howard, of Company I, 
Eighteenth Regiment New York Volunteers. 


ersonally came before me, a mouey pense in and for aforesaid county and 
State, Susan H. Quigley, resident of Hingham, in the county of Plymouth, 


JOHN D. LONG. 


State of Massachusetts, who being duly sworn, declares in relation to the 
aforesaid claim as follows: 

“T was married to the soldier in 1856. My late husband was killed in the 
army during the retreat from Fair Oaks battlefield in August, 1862. InJuly, 
1864, I went to Albany, and called on Michael H. Donovan, captain of Com- 

ny F, who kept a store on Washington street.in Albany, N. Y. I was in- 

ormed by him that my husband was killed at Gaines Mills on Hampton 
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roads, August 21, 1862. He also told me that it was useless for me to look for 


my late husband, as he was a dead man 


“He was a pose husband, and always sent me his monthly pay for the use 


of myself and little boy, and I had many letters from him u August, 1862. 
” T believe the statement of Captain Donovan, and am satisfied it was the 
truth. The relations between myself and husband were such that had he 


lived I know he would have returned to his family. 

“The above ee was written at my dictation in the Massachusetts 
State pension office, and was not prompted by any written, printed, or verbal 
statement relating thereto. 

“SUSAN H. QUIGLEY, 


“ Hersey St., Hingham.” 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, 
Busan H. Quigley, and I certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant, and 
acquainted her with its contents before she executed the same. 

I further certify that Iam in no wise interested in said claim nor am I con- 
cerned in its prosecution. 

Witness my hand and official seal this 2lst day of January, 1896. 

J. B. PARSONS, Notary Publie. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts a question. 

Mr. MORSE. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is not this affidavit that you 
have produced based on hearsay? 

Mr. MORSE. Oh, no. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. This lady says that she saw 
Captain Donovan. Now, why do you not produce Captain Don- 
ovah’s affidavit—— 

Mr. MORSE. I have several other affidavits. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York eeainntnes Of the death of 
the man on the battlefield. If the man was killed in battle and 
Captain Donovan saw him, that would be all that would be nec- 


essary. 

Mr MORSE. Mr, Speaker, this is a distressing case, and un- 
doubtedly it is only one of thousands. This soldier died in battle 
and was buried like a soldier, but we can not prove it beyond the 
circumstantial evidence. I have myself seen a package of letters 
which this soldier wrote to his wife from the army. ee 4 were 
affectionate letters, meting nage he loved his wife and child, and 
that his home was dear to hi The letters oo and she has 
not heard a word from him since for more than thirty years; yet 
the Commissioner of Pensions says that does not prove his death 
beyond a reasonable doubt. Nevertheless, there is not the slight- 
est doubt that the man is dead, or that he was killed in battle. 
Captain Donovan himself is now dead, I believe, and that is the 
reason that an affidaVit from him is not produced; but I have a 
second affidavit here by another witness who was present when 
this conversation took place between Captain Donovan and the 
widow, and she swears to the same thing, that Captain Donovan 
told the widow that her husband was dead, and it was idle for her 
to look for him any further. 7 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I will ask the gentleman 
whether it is not conceivable that parties might fabricate such 
statements? If this soldier was killed in battle, why was not that 
fact shown by affidavit before the death of Captain Donovan? 

Mr. MORSE, I can not answer that question. I can wee | 
say that there is no sort of doubt that the manis dead. My pred- 
ecessor here, Governor Long, who is well known to all the older 
members of the House, is a neighbor of this widow. He knew 
the soldier and he knows the widow. The House has heard the 
Governor's letter which has been read from the Clerk’s desk, and 
that distinguished gentleman certainly needs no introduction to 
this House or to the country. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer an amendment, 
which I send up now to have read for information. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

And provided further, That the same rule shall be applied to widows’ a) 
plications under the general pension Jaws other than act of June 27, 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not know but that the commit- 
tee have in view some other legislation which will obviate the 
necessity of this amendment, and that therefore they have limited 
the bill now before the House to widows’ applications under the 
act of 1890; but if they have not some other such proposition in 
view, it seems to me that we ought now to amend this bill so as 
to include widows applying under the other pension laws. The 
widows of Mexican soldiers and the widows of soldiers of the In- 
dian wars have just the same difficulties in proving the death of 
their husbands as widows cope saat the act of 1890, and I 
think there should be no discrimination as against widows claim- 
ing under other acts. In the last Congress we had this same gen- 
eral question before us in certain cases, and it was frequently met 
by the passage of private bills, but I think it ought to be covered 
by some general provisionof law. I therefore suggest this amend- 
ment, and I trust it will meet the approval of the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the gentleman’s amendment, Mr. 


Speaker? 

Mr. LACEY. I propose to amend the bill so as to in- 
clude the cases of widows claiming pensions under other pension 
laws than the act of 1890, 


Mr. PICKLER. The present bill, introduced by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. PooLz], who presents it here, was consid- 
ered early by the committee and reported favorably. Since that 
time they had under consideration, in connection with the general 
subject of pension legislation, some bills making this provison ap- 
py to widows’ pensions under all the existing pension laws. This 

ill, however, relates only to the act of 1890, and the committee 
believe that it is a good bill, and they do not see any reason why 
it should not be passed at this time. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, [ merely suggest an amendment to 
the bill, providing that it shall apply to the claims of widows un- 
der other acts than that of 1890. we adopt this amendment, and 
then amend the title of the bill, we shall have the whole ground 
covered and there will be no need to ‘‘ make two bites of acherry.” 

Mr. POOLE. Mr.Speaker, under the bill as introduced by me, 
and as we propose to amend it, any woman who is entitled to a 
pension can obtain it by complying with the requirements of the 
act of 1890. No matter when her hushand disappeared, nor no 
matter what the circumstances were, if she can oe dependence 
and merely can not prove the absolute death of the soldier, she 
will be entitled to a pension. It seems to me that the bill covers 
all desirable points. The fact is that in the adjudication of pen- 
sions in the Bureau a good many cases of this character have come 
up ene the woman could not prove absolutely the death of the 
soldier. 

In this Congress we have had cases of that kind before the com- 
mittee. We had one case where the soldier had been absent for 
nearly or quite thirty years. He had been discharged from the 
army for heart disease and he disappeared early in the spring of 
1866. It was proved to the satisfaction of the committee that he 
and his wife had lived in amicable relations and had never had 
any quarrel, and also that since his disappearance his wife had 
been living continuously with her husband’s relatives, thus show- 
ing no feeling on their part toward her but one of kindness. Now, 
in that case, the widow proving these facts and also showing that 
she was about 60 years of age and that she was absolutely depend- 
ent upon her own efforts for her support, her claim was yet re- 
jected by the Commissioner of Pensions, simply upon the ground 
that, under the existing law, there is no rule by which the office 
can allow a pension in such a case. This bill seeks to avoid that 
difficulty and to give this poor woman and others like her who 
have waited all these years whatever relief the act of 1890 may 
afforC them. That is all there is to the bill. It has been care- 
fully prepared. It has been drawn in such a way, with the 
amendment, that if any woman has been guilty of immoral con- 
duct she shall not receive the benefit of the act, and it also pro- 
vides that where the soldier himself was guilty of some criminal 
act and left héme in order to avoid punishment therefor his 
widow shall not receive a pension. The bill simply provides that 
absence for seven years without any knowledge by the widow of 
the soldier’s whereabouts shall be held to be sufficient to justify the 
office in a pension when the other conditions of the law 
are ee with. 

Mr. NDERSON. Has my friend explained his amendment? 

Mr. POOLE. I have not the amendment here. It is at the 
Clerk’s desk, and I should like to have it read again. 

The SPEAKER. Is the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania — BrummM] pending? The Chair did not wnder- 
stand the gentleman to offer the amendment, but only to intimate 
his intention to offer it. 

Mr. BRUMM. I offered it, Mr. Speaker, and it certainly is 
pending. I have not withdrawn it. 

Mr. NDERSON. I should like to have the Clerk read the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Poo.E], and 
also that of the gentleman from Pennsylvania A. Brum}. 

Mr. BRUMM. My amendment is simply to strike out a part of 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read the amendment and the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker,.I move as a substitute for the 
amendment, and the amendment to the amendment, to insert in 
the thirteenth line of the second page, before the word ‘‘ absence,” 
the word “ unexplained,” in lien of the word ‘‘ continued.” 

Mr. ker, if this substitute be adopted, it will bring the rule 
of the ion Office in these cases into harmony with that of the 
common law, which is to the effect that unexplained absence for 
a of seven years creates the presumption of death. This 

ll cover fully the ground sought to be covered by the amend- 
ment of the —— from New York and thatof the gentleman 
from Pennsy!vania. If itis true in any case that the soldier has 
absented himself on account of some criminal charge, that explains 
his absence—the absence is not unexplained. Or, if his absence is 
owing to unchaste conduct on the part of his wife, or domestic 
or business difficulties, his absence is not unexplained. I am sat- 
isfied if this substitute be adopted the common-law rule now gen- 
erally prevailing will be correctly stated. 

Mr. STEELE, Is there not some danger that under this amend- 
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ment the War Department may hold that the absence of the sol- 
dier is explained by assuming that he was a deserter? — 

Mr. WOOD. There is always danger of an unfriendly con- 
struction of any law—— _. . 

Mr. STEELE. And unfriendly construction now obtains. 

Mr. WOOD. Whatever may be the words used in the law, 
there is the same danger of unfriendly construction. 

Mr. STEELE. Let me illustrate such cases as I have in my 
mind. When the roll iscalled immediately after a battle it shows 
the absence of Smith or Jones or other s diers carried on ther oll: 
and they are necessarily marked as “‘ absent,” because the officers 


coming out of battle and leaving the field are unable to account | 
positively for the absence of the men who do not answer to the | 


roll call: Now, when the regiment is mustered out, that word 
“absent” may stand opposite the name of a soldier who has not 
been heard of since a certain battle. Under the construction of 
the War Department every man who is marked “absent” when 
his record is made up is regarded as a deserter, although the com- 


manding officer of the soldier may never have intended so tomark | 


him, because if he had so intended he would have inserted in the 
report that Smith or Jones had deserted. The officer in returning 
the soldier as ‘‘absent” does not pretend to account for his ab- 
gence, because he can notdoso. In his own mind he may feel sure 


that the soldier was killed in battle, notwithstanding the fact that | 


no one is able to say that he saw him killed. 
Mr. MAHON. Is it not the fact that soldierswho can not be 


accounted for after a battle are marked “missing,” and that no | 


one is marked by an officer ‘‘absent” unless he is absent without 
leave? 


Mr.STEELE. Itmakesnodifference whether themanismarked | 


‘‘missing” or ‘‘absent,” he is still regarded as a deserter. 

Mr. MAHON. Not when he is marked ‘“‘ missing.” 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, asI am informed, he is regarded as a de- 
serter whether he is marked ‘‘missing” or ‘‘ absent.” 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As I understand, the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] is an amendment to 
the substitute. There was an amendment, then an amendment 
to theamendment, and then a substitute. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Woop] pro- 
poses a substitute for the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But that was before the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. STEELE. ‘The gentleman from Indiana” has offered no 
amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Then I move to strike out the last 
word, 
win SPEAKER. We are not proceeding in Committee of the 

V hole. 

Mr. WOOD. I believe the gentleman from Indiana was asking 
me a question, not offering an amendment. 

Mr. STEELE. That was all. 

Mr. WOOD. In answer to that question, I merely desire to say 
it is true that men have been reported as “absent” or ‘‘ missing” 
when in point of fact they have been killed. 

Mr. MORSE. I know that there are such cases. 

Mr. WOOD. It is also true that under this amendment the un- 
explained absence of such a person for seven years would raise the 
presumption that he was dead. It is also true to my own per- 
sonal knowledge that men have been reported ‘killed in action ” 
by mistake, who afterwards appeared; and now the question 
arises, should the same rule of evidence apply in the cematlonnt ion 
of pension cases that applies in the consideration of other cases 
before our courts? The rule of evidence now in force in the Pen- 
sion Office is to require the proof of death beyond a reasonable 
doubt, thereby departing from the rule atcommonlaw. Therule 
at common law—perhaps I do not state it perfectly accurate, but 
sufficiently so—is that the unexplained a 
seven yearsof the party raises the presumption of death. I think it 
ought to be satisfactory to leave the construction of the pension 
law and the matter of evidence under it, in all questions of death, 
where it is left in the settlement of estates, where often many 
greater interests, in point of dollars and cents, are involved than 
in the mere matter of a pension. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will the gentleman allow me to interject in 
his remarks a brief statement of the actual decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States upon this very point? 

Mr. WOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I coal from the case of Davy vs. Brooks (97 
United States Reports): 

A person who for seven years has not been heard of by those who, had he 
been living, would naturally have heard of him, is presumed to be dead. 

Mr. WOOD. I understand that to be substantially “ unex- 
plained absence.” If a person had been heard of during the seven 
years there is no “ unexplained absence.” It is impossible, as the 
gentleman knows, in any law, to state in exact language as used 
im opinions of the Supreme Court just the construction which 
should be given to it; and I believe that one single word—and 
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that the word “ unexplained "—will cover the amendment and 
the substitute, and correct what is an injustice in the rule of evi- 
dence in proving death in pension cases, as the Commissioner of 
Pensions and the Secretary of the Interior hold the rule to be 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I favor the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Woop], and for 
quite an important reason. 

The rule, I will state, in the absence of the gentleman from New 
York { Mr. BarTLETT], who explained to me what the rule 


was in 
response to my interrogatory—but in his absence we are come 
pelled to resort to a less authentic or comp: it auth y—l re 


ter to Greenleaf on Evidence 
Mr. BARTLETT of New 
York” is here. [Laughter.] 
Mr. GRAFF. [read from section 278, 
Il of Greenleaf on Evidence: 
But however this may be— 


| uan er 
York. “The gentleman from New 


on page 275 of \ 


He is referring now to the presumption of life, treated of in the 
preceding paragraph 


Ym 


But however this may be, asa mere presumption of law, t 1 now 
settled for most judicial purposes that the presumption of with respect 
| to persons of whom no account can be giver nds at the expiratior f ven 


And this last clause, to which I will now call your attention, is, 
in my judgment, the important feature 


after which the burden of proof is devolved on the party asserti 
the individual in question. 


g the life of 


And it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Woop] throws the burden of 


proof not on the pensioner, but on the person attacking the right 
of the widow to a pension after she has sufficiently « blished 
the unexplained absence of the husband for a period of seven 
years. Thus by the adoption of this amendment to the bill the 


widow is not bound to go further than the simple proof of the un- 
explained absence, leaving the burden on the party attacking the 
pension to show circumstances which would rebut that presump- 


tion. That is the reasonI favor the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

{ believe that the right position in regard to the pen laws, 
as coming from this side of the House, should be on the line, and 
we should defend our position on that line, that we are simply 


bringing the soldier back to his rights under the common law, 
m laws of the United 
States to be weighed by the same principles and by the same 
trines that have been established for the settlement or determina- 
tion of human rights in every other forum. |[Applause. ] 


Mr.WILLIAMA.STONE. Mr.Sp: aker, before the vote is taken 


pe nsit 


» a 1C- 


| I think it would be perhaps advisable that we should fully under- 


| man from New York, which has been read, 


stand the actual situation and what the amendments and substitute 
mean. AsI understand it, and I have taken some pains to inquire, 
the bill is entirely satisfactory without the amendment of the gentle- 
and without theamend- 

ment to that amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, as well as the substitute for both offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Woop]. In other words, as I have said, the bill 
seems to be entirely satisfactory as it came from the c 
The amendment first offered by the gentleman from New York 


mimittee. 


| [Mr. PooLg] is as follows: 


ence for a period of | 


here it is 
aused by her 


But no widow shail be entitled to the benefit of this proviso w 
shown that the disappearance or absence of her husband was ¢ 
criminal or unchaste conduct, and so forth 

It seems to me that amendment ought not to prevail. In any 
case of that kind the courts are open for redress to the husband, 
and this gives an opportunity to prevent a woman getting a 
pension, perhaps, who might be entirely innocent of any charge, 
or crime, or suspicion of that character; but somebody in the 
Pension Office might think, from some letter rec 
gossip, that possibly reasons might exist which would bar the 
woman from a pension. I am not willing, for one, to subject the 
women of this country to that sort of reflection. I do not think 
the amendment ought to be adopted. I understand the 
man from New York [Mr. Poo.s] is not pressing it, but that he 
is willing to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. POOLE. Iam perfectly willing to withdraw the 
ment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand my colleague [Mr. 
Brum] is willing to withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. BRUMM. Certainly. 
Mr. POOLE. Ilthink the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois Mr. Woop] isa pZ od one. 

Mr.WILLIAMA.STONE. These twoamendments bein 
drawn, the matter of the substitnte might come in as an amend- 
ment, I think, without much objection. The bill would then read, 
if the substitute was agreed to, as an amendment: 

And provided further, That in considering claims filed und t uct the 
death of an enlisted man or officer shall be considered as sufficiently proved 
if satisfactory evidence is produced establishing the fact of the unexplained 


ived, or some 


ntle- 


amend- 


Ww ith- 
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absence of such enlisted man cr officer from his home and family for a period 
of seven years, during which period no intelligence of his existence shall have 
been received. 

I think that is very ae, and I will yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Poor] to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. POOLE. Iam willing to withdraw it if I have the oppor- 
tunity. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PooLr] and the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BkumM] to be withdrawn. 
The question, then, is upon the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Illinois to strike out the word “ continued ” in line 13, 
and substitute the word “unexplained,” and to strike out the 
words ‘‘at least” in line 15. 

Mr. GROW. Will the Clerk read the amendment now pend- 
ing or the bill as it would read if amended? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania requests 
that the section be read as it will stand if the amendment is 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That in considering claims filed under this act the 
death of an enlisted man or officer shall be considered as sufficiently proved 
if satisfactory evidence is produced oneares Se fact of the unexplained 
absence of such enlisted man or officer from his home and family for a period 
of seven years, during which period no intelligence of his existence shall have 
been received. 

i Mr. LACEY. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
esk, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


And also provided further, That the same rule shall be applied to widows’ 
eee under the general pension laws other than said act of June 27, 
), 


Mr. POOLE. I think the Committee on Invalid Pensions will 
accept that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is on another subject. This is a bill to 
amend the act of 1890, and if you adopt the amendment in this 
form you will have a very complicated law. 

Mr. GROW. I will make the motion I made in the first piace, 
that this bill be recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. Then I trust the committee will report a bill without any 
amendments which can be promptly passed. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. s I understand the matter, the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Woop] 
was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. It was not. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then the bill is before the House 
without any amendments having been adopted. What amend- 
ment is now pending? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is the — amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Woop] to strike out 
the word ‘‘ continued ” and substitute the word ‘‘ unexplained” in 
line 13, and to strike out the words ‘‘at least” in line 15. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is that the question upon which 
the House comes to a vote? 

The SPEAKER. That was the question on which the House 
was dividing when the gentleman from Iowa proposed an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRow] moves to recommit to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, which motion is in order, and is 
now pending before the House. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. One further inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
Is it in order for me to move the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to move the previous question. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. I move the previous question upon 
the bill and pending amendments. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 79, noes 5. 

Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the 
»oint that there is no quorum present. [After a count.] One 
hundred and twenty-seven gentlemen are present; not a quorum. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, as it is very evident that there 
will be difficulty in obtaining a quorum, a number of gentlemen 
having gone home, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State relating to 
an appropriation to reimburse Messrs. A. Watt and E. A. Mitchell, 
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of New Castle, New South Wales—to the Committee of Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a letter from the Attorney-General in support of a claim of R. D. 
Benedict for professional services—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Georgetown Dock, Barge, 
Elevator and Railway Company, transmitting the annual report 
of the said company—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
1464) to amend chapter 76, laws of 1893, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 172); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 225) to provide for the 
transfer of Fort Omaha Military Reservation to the State of Ne- 
braska, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 173); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 1094) granting a pension to Francis E. 
Hoover. (Report No. 167.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R.491) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Walsh, of Stockham, Nebr. (Report No. 168.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 3689) increasing the pension of Jefferson Fueston, 
of Company M, Tenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. (Report No. 169.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H.R.1139) granting a pension to Caroline D. Mowatt. 
(Report No. 170.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 3993) granting a pension to Joseph Porter. 
(Report No. 171.) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
144) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co. (Report No. 174.) 

By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 422) for the relief of Brig. Gen. William P. Car- 
lin, retired. (Report No. 175.) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
70) for the relief of William H. Quinn. (Report No. 176.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 5094) relating to pen- 
sions, prescribing rules for the government of the Pension Bureau 
in granting, refusing, rejecting, or suspending the same, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R. 5095) providing for the erection 
of a public building at the city of Spokane, in the State of Wash- 
ington—to the Con:mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

y Mr. HANLY: A bill (H. R. 5096) to grant two condemned 
cannon and two pyramids of cannon balls to the Indiana Soldiers’ 
Home, at Lafayette, Ind.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 5097) to provide for the con- 
tinuance in office and compensation of officers under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Treasury Department until successors have been ap- 
pointed and qualified—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 5098) for survey, preparation of 

lan, and estimate of cost of improvement of Homochitto River, 
Stteslesiggt—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5099) for establishment of beacons at Horn 
Island Pass and Northwest Spit of Round Island, Mississippi 
Sound, Mississippi—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5100) for dredging and improving Horn Island 
Pass, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5101) for the improvement of Dog and Pasca- 
goula rivers and channel at mouth of Pascagoula River, Missis- 
sippi—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


BS 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5102) for improvement of Leaf, Chickasawha, 
Pascagoula, and Pearl rivers, Mississippi—to the Committee on 

i ‘bors. 

“ie - oat R. 5103) for dredging and improving channel 
at mouth of Pearl River, Mississippi—to the Committee on Rivers 
ange Mr, HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 5104) to allow the qualified 
electors of the Tae States to vote on certain questions—to the 
i on the Judiciary. 

OMe, MEREDITH: A. bill (H. R. 5105) to abolish days of 
grace on promissory notes, drafts, etc., in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 5106) to amend section 4426, Title 
LII, Revised Statutes United States, requiring ferryboats, canal 
boats, yachts, and other small craft of like character propelled by 

asoline, gas fluid, naphtha, or motor power, to be inspected un- 
Ser the provisions of this title—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 5107) to amend the act making 
appro riations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian partment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with vari- 
ous Indian tribes for the year ended June 30, 1892, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 5109) to amend paragraph No. 
2 of chapter 183 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to 
the Committee on the J eer: 

By Mr. BRODERICE: A bill (H. R. 5110) to amend the act of 
March 1, 1895, and other acts relating to the United States court 
in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COCKRELL: A bill (H. R.5111) to ratify and confirm 
an agreement with the Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache tribes of 
Indians in Oklahoma Territory, and to make appropriations for 
carrying the same into effect—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 5112) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate two condemned cannon and a stand of 
arms to Appomattox Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Minne- 
apolis, Minn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. — 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: A bill (H. R. 5113) to authorize money- 
order post-offices to receive money on deposit—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 5114) to secure adequate com- 
pensation for the right to construct, use, or extend and operate 
street railroads in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: A joint resolution (H. Res. 
104) authorizing the construction of six new battle ships—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: A memorial of the gen- 
eral assembly of the State of South Carolina in behalf of placing 
the Winyah Bay bar improvement under the continuous contract 
system—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
- consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 

ollows: 

The bill (H. R. 3409) granting a pension and for the relief of 
Dr. Harrison Wagner-—-Committee on War Claims discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1820) granting a pension to Neil McNeil—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1818) granting an increase of pension to John 
Shannon—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1817) eae a pension of $50 a month to C. L. 
Alden—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 585) granting an increase of pension to Martha R. 
Hitchcock—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Memorial of the legislature of the State of Michigan for the re- 
lief of Michael Sheehy—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Resolution of W. H. Lytle Post, No. 47, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Cincinnati, Ohio, and Buell Post, No. 178, Department of 
Ohio, protesting against the passage of any more legislation re- 
lieving soldiers from penalty of desertion—Committee on Invalid 
Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Petition of Catharine C. Smith, praying for an appropriation 
of $1,200 on account of services of her brother in the late war— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 

ttee on Claims. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H.R.5115) for the relief of Mary 
Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 5116) for relief of James P. 
Shaw, of Calhoun, McMinn County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 5117) for the relief of James 
N. Curry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 5118) to provide 
for the statement and settlement of the accounts of Fayette Hun- 
gerford, deceased, late of Tennessee—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5119) for the relief of the estate of Fayette 
Hungerford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 5120) granting a pension to Ellen 
Miles Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A bill (H. R. 5121) for the relief of Henry 
Hoover—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R.5122) granting 
a pension to John C. Henry, of Brockwayville, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 5123) granting a pension to Thomas 
Early—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5124) granting a pension to Ann M. Harwood— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5125) granting a pension to Catherine Mun- 
die—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5126) g-anting a pension to Mary Mulligan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 5127) for the relief of Abraham 
O. Waucop—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H.R. 5128) to increase the pension of 
Jere Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 5129) to grant an honorable dis- 
charge and remove the charge of desertion against John Kelly— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5130) to grant an honorable discharge and 
remove the charge of desertion against Thomas Hardin—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5131) for the relief of George H. Preddy—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5132) for the relief of J. C. Thompson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. 
5133) for the relief of William J. Landram’s estate—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. McKENNEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 5134) tocarr 
out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Adalina T, 
Blick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H. R. 5135) granting an additional 
pension to Henry Van Gelder, of Jersey City, N. J.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5136) granting a pension to Abraham C., 
Merritt, of Jersey City, N. J., a veteran of the civil war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5137) granting a pension to Charles F. 
Holmes, of Jersey City, N. J.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H.R.5138) for the relief of Mrs. 
Marian W. Pollard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILES: A bill (H.R.5139) for the relief of James G. 
James and William J. Thomas, surviving executors of Edward 
Thomas, of Dorchester County, Md.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5140) for the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch, 
late of Company M, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H.R.5141) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the record of Isaac Newell—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5142) to pension John W. Gillespie—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOZLEY: A bill (H.R.5143) granting a pension to 
John Black—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 5144) to increase the 
yension of Charles W. Knight—to the Committee on Invalid 
Sishone. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 5145) granting a pension to 
William H. Pierre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5146) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam T. Rominger—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5147) to increase the pension of Gavin 
Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5148) to increase the pension of David Mat- 
lock—to tiie Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5149) granting a pension to Anna V. Gregg— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5150) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam R. Avery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 5151) for the relief of John 
Doyle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 5152) for the 
relief of Joseph C. Hogan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 5158) granting a pension to 
Joseph H. Shepley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 5154) granting a pension to 
William H. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5155) granting a pension to Joseph Cross—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: A bill (H. R. 5156) to increase the pen- 
sion of Amelia A. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 5157) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Henry C. Gilkey—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill (H.R.5158) to carry out 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of William H. 
Woodward—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (AH. R. 5159) authorizing the sale of title of the United 
States to certain tracts of land in the District of Columbia to Mar- 
—< Shugrue and Caroline Lochboehler—to the Committee on 

6 District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 5160) for the relief of the 
estate of J. J. Galtney, deceased, late of Yazoo County, Miss.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON; Resolutions adopted by the Pennsylvania 
State board of agriculture, concerning the free distribution of 
seeds by the United States Department of Agriculture—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: Petition of George J. Cran- 
dali and others, against the Sunday-observance bill (H. R. 167)— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: Petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, in relation to the sale of intoxicants on 
Staten Island—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of F,. J. Green, W. P. Green, and 34 others, of 
Berlin, x. Y., against the Sunday-observance bill (H.R. 167)—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of George A. Keller and 100 
others, of Leavenworth, Kans.,in favor of restricting immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BULL: Papers to accompany House bill No. 928, being 
an affidavit of William P. Dawley—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 3141, 
to correct army record and grant a pension to George W. Dun- 
ning, of Kentucky—to the Committee on Military i 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No, 2330, to correct army 
record and grant a pension to John H. James—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of John Coombs, of Hopkinsville, Ky., for increase 
of pension—to the Committee on a Spe ae 

, papers to accompany House bill No. 4604, granting a pen- 
sion to Jane Fisher, of Madisonville, Ky.—-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 1502, for the relief of 
J.C. Rudd, of Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3140, for bounty and 
pension of Samuel B. Younglove, of Hopkinsville, Ky.—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of State board of agriculture of 
Pennsylvania, against the free distribution of seeds by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture of the United States—to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

y Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: Petition of Shadwick 
Riley and other citizens of Georgetown County, S. C., in behalf of 
a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Resolution of a mass meeting of St. Paul 

Minn. ) citizens, Latte y against the Armenian outrages—to the 
mmittee on ah airs. 

By Mr. HAGER: Petition of Ralph P. Griffith and 55 others, of 
Council Bluffs, lowe, asking favorable action on the Stone immi- 
— bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

n. 


By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Resolutions of the Congrega- 
tional Club of Crete, Nebr., praying for Congressional action to 
safeguard American citizens and their a in Armenia, to se- 
cure reparation for already s , and for the - 
sage of resolutions expressive of the sentiments of the 


people respecting outrages in Armenia—to the Committee on For- 
~~ Relations. 

y Mr. HARTMAN: Memorial of the city council of the city of 
Bozeman, Mont., favoring the construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRISON: Petition of pastors and other officials of 
the various churches in the city of Opelika, Ala., praying for the 
——- of a bill for the relief of the book agents of the Methodist 

oe Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Petition of 690 citizens of 
Westmoreland County, Pa., praying for the passage of the Stone 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of S. Smith, C. Bell, William J. Pow- 
ers, L. L. Beachy, and 175 others, citizens of Salisbury, Elk Lick, 
and other parts of Somerset County, Pa., praying for the enact- 
mentof laws ——- immigration, and especially the enactment 
of the bill known as the Stone bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of the District of Columbia, in relation to the persecution 
of Armenian Christians by the Turks—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, resolution adopted by the First Presbyterian Church of 
Manasquan, N. J., January 22, 1896, on the Armenian question— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution adopted by the Armenians of New York City 
at amass meeting in Calvary Chapel Hall, January 25, 1896, in- 
dorsing the recent action of Congress on the Armenian question— 
to the Committee on ane airs. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the members of the First Congre- 
gational Church of Rockford, Ill., January 19, 1896, urging Con- 
gress to or mene ny oe against the outrages on the 
Armenian Christians—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Resolutions of St. Paul (Minn.) citizens, 
against the Turkish atrocities in Armenia—to the Committee on 
For Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOX: Memorial of the First Baptist Church of Law- 
rence, Mass., in reference to the outrages in Armenia—to the 
Committee on ag Affairs. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Letter from R. J. Smith, of Loganville, 
Ohio, in regard to House bill No. 1172, for the relief of John 
Boone—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the representatives of the Religious Society 
of Friends for Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware to the 
President and Congress of the United States, on the dispute be- 
tween Great Britain and Venezuela relative to the boundary of 
the latter and the intervention of the United States—to the Com 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

, resolutions of the Cincinnati Daily Newspaper Associa- 
tion, protesting inst any increase in the rates for second-class 
mail matter—to Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a State convention of citizens of 
California, held at San Francisco, January 18, 1896, protesting 
against the passage of any refunding of the debt owed by the Pa- 
cific railroads to the United States Government—to the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. LEFEVER: Petition of 30 members of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Millbrook, Dutchess County, N. 
Y., asking for the passage of a bill to prohibit the sale of beer and 
liquors at Ellis Island; also petition of the same organization for 
the e of a bill to prohibit the sale of beer or liquors at 
Bedloes Island and Fort Wadsworth—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LESTER: Petition of the heirs of Christopher C. Riesser, 
deceased, late of Effingham County, Ga., praying reference of his 
= claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. MILLER: Petition of John W. Gillespie praying for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of members of the Union Congrega- 
tional Church, of East Bridgewater, Mass., praying Congress to 
take action in regard to the Armenian butcheries and outrages— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MOZLEY: Petition of 91 citizens of Butler County, Mo., 
asking that a pension of $72 per month be granted to John Block— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of M. L. Gillett and 15 other 
ex-soldiers of Ashtabula County, Ohio, aying that a service pen- 
sion be granted all ye Siangel s soldiers of the late war— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Fourteen itions, praying Congress to 
enact the Pickler bill for the relief of settlers upon the public do- 
main, anes by the following: R. L. Scouten and 42 others; C. H. 
Lieu 89 others; Fred. Evander and 98 others; Adolph K. 
ane gp 105 others; George Bretthaner and 69 others; H. S. 

and 36 others; Thomas Olson and 385 others; John EY 
Lund and 100 others; Helen Oliver and 115 others; Andrew John- 
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y ‘ ingen and 120 others; G. W. Budd | Douglas County, State of Washington, to the State line, a distance of abou 
son and 76 others; John E. Kring or s Hawki ; +5 miles, can, with moderate expense, be rendered navigable for boats of about 
and 58 others; Max Pomrenke and 26 others; John A. Hawkins 3 feet draft: and 
and 76 others—to the Committee on the Public Lands. _ Whereas the country tributary to the said river is one of vast mineral and 

Also petition of Benjamin T. Lorinson and others, asking Con- oon ultural resources, and is now without steam transportation facilities; 
‘ , anc 


gress to act on bill for the reduction of price of lands to settlers 


- ~ : Whereas the cost of freighting by wagon renders all traffic and trade ex 
on the Great Sioux Reservation—to the Committee on the Public | 


pensive; and 









Lands Wwaeeene by vepeaning Ly Okanogan River navigable a continuous water 
Se a ag : . or ‘ + aakt ‘ _ | way will be made over the Columbia anc kan in rivers from Wenat , 
Also, petition of J. D. Hilger & Co. and 10 others, asking Con on the Great Northern Railway, to the northern be iy of the State of 
gress to enact the Chicago bill for the relief of railway postal | was) ngton, a distance of about 160 miles, thereby making possible a much 
clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. | cheaper mode of transporting the machinery, tools, plies necessary 
By Mr. POWERS: Resolutions of citizens of Burlington, Vt., | f™ scietal ieee en ee eeenes en 
relating to the Armenian outrages—to the Committee on Foreign | to the anid Olrasonen fiver than ts 2 Ther , 
Affairs | Be itresolved, That we, your memori s, would t that 
é 5. eae ; ‘ . . ; is eti » take an ‘ t icie! } in , < nt 
By Mr. SHERMAN: Seven petitions of the Woman’s Christian immediate ontien be tals mond that a sufficient amount be included in the 
- * mie a ‘ . . . ale . : next er é arbor appro bon i or the purp iakir m- 
Temperance Union of Sauquoit, North Hlion, Lansingburg, and | provements necessary to open the said river, and that a copy of this memo- 
Poland, N. Y., in relation to the sale of intoxicant; on Staten rial be sent to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congres i to 
Island—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. | the resident of be Senate and Speaker of che House; and thus your 
* . . emoriausts ever ‘ay. 
By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Papers to accompany House bill | Passed the house March 9, 1895 
No. 5071, for the relief of James W. Long—to the Committee on | ELLIS MORRISON, 
ons : Speaker of the House. 
Military Affairs. 5 : 0 5 
Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5072, for the relief of | Passed the senate March 12,1805. es ; 
Xt ; > (' i ilitarw / ‘aire ° » ae .. Presid of e Senate. 
Adam D. Shriner—to the ¢ — = an soap “a t (Indorsed:) House memorial No. 21. Memorializing Congress to make an 
Also, papers to accompany House bl 0, oVio, FOr & pension to | appropriation of sufficient money to improve and render navigable the Okan- 


Charles C. Epley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _—_—_| ogan River, in the State of Washington. Filed in the office of the secretary 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5075, for the relief of | of state March 14, Ise . J. H. Price, secretary of state. — 

Rodman Test—t0 the Committee on Military Affairs. ; Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5076, for the relief of | of San Diego, Cal., praying for the speedy completion of the Nic 
Parsons T. Carpenter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. aragua Canal under the control of the Government; which was 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5077, for the relief of referred to the Select Committee on the Construction of the Nic- 
Elizabeth Fitzpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. aragua Canal. a 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petitions of citizens of Susque- He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
hanna County, Allegheny County, Butler County, Allegheny City, | San Diego, Cal., praying for the speedy recognition as belligerents 
and Mount Pleasant and vicinity, all of the State of ‘Pennsylva- of the Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom; which was 
nia, for the passage of the Stone bill restricting immigration—to | ordered to lie on the table. _ 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of George W. Huff, J. F. Miller, | San Diego, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation reducing 
and 81 other citizens of Amherst and Campbell counties, Va., for | the rate of letter postage to 1 cent; which was referred to the Com- 
the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on | mittee on Post-Oftices and Post-Roads. ; . 
Immigration and Naturalization. Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of Franklin Dill and 52 

By Mr. WOODARD (by request): Petition of the heirs of Wil- | other citizens of Mount Holly, N. J., and the petition of Eph. L, 
liam Grissom, deceased, late of New Hanover County, N.C., pray- | Newcomb and 382 other citizens of Cedarville, N. J., praying for 
ing reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the | the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were 
Committee on War Claims. referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Also, petition of George R. French, secretary of the Seaman’s He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted 
Friend Society of Wilmington, N. C., praying reference of his war | at a mass meeting of citizens of Haddonfield, N. J., praying for 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. | the enactment of legislation granting protection to the American 

Also, petition of the estate of Charles Wynn, deceased, late of | missions in Turkey and extending sympathy to thesuffering Arme- 
Wayne County, N. C., praying reference of his war claim to the | nians; which was ordered to lie on the table. __ 

Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. Mr. BAKER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Leaven- 
worth, Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immi- 
gration bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Missouri, 
praying that the provisions of the act of June 27, 1890, be extended 
so as to include all the officers and privates of Col. Thomas Kim- 
ball’s regiment; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON presented petitions of the city council of Hoquiam; 
of the city council of Ballard; of the town council of Kalama, and 
of the city council of Centralia, all in the State of Washington, 
praying for the speedy completion of the Nicaragua Canal under 
the control of the Government; which were referred to the Select 
Committee on the Constraction of the Nicaragua Canal, 

Mr. IRBY presented sundry petitions of citizens of Orangeburg, 
Williamsburg, and Marion, all in the State of South Carolina, 
praying that an appropriation be made for deepening Winyah Bay 
bar in that State; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I present a petition of the town council of Kal- 
ama, Wash., and a petition of the town council of Hamilton, 
Wash., representing the desirability of the speedy construction 
of the Nicaragua Canal under the control of our Government, 
for the benefit of the whole country, under such conditions as 
will secure low tolls without discrimination and free from the 
abuses which have attended franchises gra” ted to inland transpor- 
tation companies. I move that the petitions be referred to the 
Select Committee on Construction of the Nicaragua Canal. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I present a petition signed by hundreds of citi- 
zens of the city of Port Angeles, State of Washington. Many of 
these citizens are personally known to me. They represent that 
the prices fixed upon the town lots near the head of Port Angeles 
Bay, in the State of Washington, were very much greater than 
the actual values of the lots, the prices having been fixed by 
Government appraisers. It is represented that the seitlers on 
these lots occupied the same for many years, for months in some 
instances, prior to the appraisements, and in the meantime made 

uite a number of improvements, all assuming that the prices of 
e lots would be reasonable. It is now ascertained that the 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minsurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from 
the Secretary of State of the 28th instant, submitting an estimate 
of appropriation to pay the salary account of Mr. Matt W. Ran- 
som, United States minister to Mexico, from July 1 to August 
28, 1895, amounting to $2,805.70; which, with the accompanying 

aper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 

ered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the legislature 
of the State of Washington, praying that an appropriation be made 
to improve and render navigable the Okanogan River in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed in the Rrecorp, as follows: 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Washington: 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
I, J. H. Price, secretary of state of the State of Washington, do hereby cer- 
tify that I have carefully compared the annexed copy of the house memorial 
No. 21 with the original now on file in this office ond find the same to be a 
En ieatlnone whettet Thane bh my hand 
n testimony whereo: ve hereunto set m and affixed t 
the State of Washington. . f eee 
Done at Olympia, 2ist day of January, in the year of our Lord 1896 
J. H. PRICE, Secretary of State. 
House memorial No. 21. 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 
Your memorialists, the house of re ntatives and senate of the State of 
Washington, in legislature assembled, most respectfully represent: 
Whereas it has been ascertained by careful that the Okanogan 
River from its confluence with the Columbia er, near Bridgeport, in- 
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— are too great, and the settlers have made due proof before 
he poopes officers of their residence and as to their improve- 
ments, and none of them can really afford to pay the prices at 
which the lots are held, and they ask that the prices of the lots 
be reduced. I have introduced a bill for the purpose. I believe 
the petition is worthy of attention and that these settlers are en- 
titled to relief. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 
The motion was agreed to. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE, 


Mr. GRAY presented the affidavit of Samuel Alrichs, of Dela- 
ware, in the matter of the claim of Henry A. Du Pont to a seat in 
the United States Senate; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Appropriations I report 
back with amendments and with an accompanying report the bill 
(H. R. 4821) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and 
for prior years, and for cther pee. I ask that the report and 
bill as proposed to be amended be printed, and give notice that prob- 
ably to-morrow morning I shall ask the Senate to consider the bill. 
It is important that it shall be passed this week. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. eanwhile the bill will be placed on 
the Calendar, 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom wasreferred the bill (S. 1570) for the relief of Joseph Schwarz, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. HAWLEY. Iaminstructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom were referred the bill (S. 1779) to relieve John 
Hughes from the charge of desertion, and the bill (8. 1244) to re- 
lieve James Messer from the charge of desertion, to ask to be dis- 
charged from their further consideration and that they be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. The bills pertain tothe deser- 
tion of sailors, and were by inadvertence sent to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I aminstructed bythe Committee on Military 
Affairs to report an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
urgent deficiency appropriation bill, which will come up soon. 
The proposed amendment relates to monuments, memorials, etc., 
to be erected at Chickamauga Park. I move that it be referred to 
the Committee on — and printed. 

The motion was agr to. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (8S. 1667) for the relief of Nancy Rose, light-house 
eee papers adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed in- 

efinitely. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 835) making an appropriation to 
survey the lands of the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes, reported it with a favorable recom- 
mendation, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations; which was to. 

r. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 24) for the return 
to the State of New ge of the flag of the Eleventh Regi- 
ment of New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S, 824) to require patents to be 
issued to land actually settled under the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
provide for the armed occupation and settlement of the unsettled 
part of the peninsula of Florida,” approved August 4, 1842, to re- 
port it without amendment, and submit a report thereon. 

7 VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam directed by the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 935) to require patents to be issued to 
land actually settled under the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for the armed occupation and settlement of the unsettled part of 
the peninsula of Florida,” approved August 4, 1842, to report it 
adversely and request its indefinite postponement, this bill hay- 
ng the same purpose in view as the one just reported favorably. 

eae VICE-PRESIDEN T. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1424) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend section 4178, Revised Statutes, in relation to the marking 
of vessels’ names at bow and stern, and also to provide for mark- 
ing the draft,” approved February 21, 1891, reported it with an 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 183) concerning tonn tax, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a — ereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
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was referred the bill (S.560) granting an honorable discharge to 
William Pierce, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

fr. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.1740) to amend section 5294 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relative to the power of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to remit or mitigate fines, penalties, and for- 
feitures, and for other purposes, reported ‘it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


POSTAL LAWS AND REGULATIONS OF 1893. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the following concurrent resolution, reported it without 
amendment, submitting a report thereon; and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 20, 1896. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 5,000 additional copies of the Postal Laws and Regulations of 1893 
for the use of the Post-Office Department. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY PRINTING. 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Printing I report back 
without amendment the joint resolution (S.R.59) extending the 
provisions of section 79 of ‘‘An act providing for the public print- 
ing and binding and the distribution of public documents,” ap- 
proved January 12, 1895, so as to include monographs, bulletins, 
and reports of the Geological Survey published in 1894 and suc- 
ceeding years. I ask for the immediate consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It proposes to 
extend the provisions of section 79 of the act named to the mono- 
graphs, bulletins, and reports of the Geological Survey which were 
published during the year 1894, and to those which have been 
published since that year, and to those which may be published 
in the future. But nothing therein contained shall be construed 
to interfere with the distribution of memoirs and reports, so far 
as the same is provided for by the joint resolution ‘‘ To distribute 
copies of special memoirs and reports of the United States Geolog- 
ical Survey,” approved March 8, 1887. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and — : 

M.. HALE. I ask that the report which accompanies the joint 
resolution may be oo 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed under the 
rule. 

CHAPLAIN AT MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I aminstructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4145) to amend sec- 
tion 1309, Revised Statutes, to report it with amendments, and an 
amendment to the title to indicate the purpose of the bill. The 
bill provides a chaplain for the Military Academy, and as there is 
a vacancy now, and all concerned desire very much to have some 
changes made before the new chaplain shall be appointed, the 
committee said I might ask the Senate to consider the bill imme- 
diately. Ido so. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendments of the Committee on Military Affairs were, in 
line 10, after the word ‘“ ee, to strike out the words 
“from civil life”; in lines 10 and 11 to strike out the words ‘‘ Sec- 
retary of War ” and insert ‘‘ President”; and inline 14, at the end 
of the bill, to strike out ‘‘ captain mounted” and insert ‘‘ profes- 
sor”; so as to make the bill read: 

That so much of section 1309 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
as provides for the appointment at the United States Military Academy at 
West Point of ‘one — who shall also be professor of history, geography, 
and ethics, and one assistant professor of the same,” ishereby repealed: Pro- 
vided, That the duties of chaplain at the Military Academy shall hereafter 
be performed by a Cesgyman to be appointed by the President for a term of 
four years, and the said chaplain shall be eligible for reappointment for an 
additional term or terms, and shall, while so serving, receive the same pay 
and allowances as are now allowed to a professor. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. It is always difficult to understand how a bill 
reads after some amendments have been made. Is there still left 
in the bill the provision that the chaplain is to be appointed for 
four years? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; that was considered desirable by the 
Academy. One amendment strikes out the provision that he shall 
be appointed from civil life, because that would have barred out 
all chaplains in the Army. Let them take their own chances with 
other citizens for appointment. Another strikes out, which is a 
mere formal amendment, the ag nm which authorizes the ap- 
pomeenen’ by the Secretary of War, for of course it should be made 

y the President. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 
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The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. ae 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 

A bill to amend section 1309, Revised Statutes, providing a chaplain for the 
Military Academy. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That there may be speedy final action upon 
the bill, I move that the Senate request a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
a point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HawLey, 
Me SEWELL, and Mr. WALTHALL were appointed. 











ADJUSTMENT OF CLAIMS WITH TENNESSEE. 


Mr. HAWLEY. In behalf of the Committee on Military Affairs, | 
1 ask an order to print certain testimony needed in an important | 
matter before that committee concerning the settlement between | 
the United States and the State of Tennessee in regard to some | 
railroads. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


solved, That there be printed, for the use of the Committee on Military 
Pe copies of the papers transmitted by the Secretary of War in re- 
sponse to the Senate resolution of December 11, 1895, regarding the claims 
and counter-claims of the United States against the State of Tennessee and 
the State of Tennessee against the United States, in respect to the indebted- 
ness of the Memphis, Clarksville and Louisville, the Edgefield and Kentucky 
the McMinnville and Manchester, and the Winchester and Alabama railroad 


companies. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dusois in the chair). The 
Chair understands that the resolution will have to be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iask to have it considered now. I have had 
an estimate made of the cost. We have had the testimony reduced 
270 pages, cutting it down to the smallest figure. It is to be 

rinted for the use of the committee. The cost, as near as I can 
estimate it, will be about $380. I had an estimate made by the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HARRIS. Itisonly where the cost exceeds $500 that a reso- 
lution to print must necessarily go to the Committee on Printing. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1842) granting a pension to 
Hannah Carrigan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1843) to relieve Albert Locke, alias 
Albert Shipley, from the charge of desertion; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 1844) granting a pension to 
Cora I. Dexter; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1845) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion against James 
Day, of Company M, Thirteenth Regiment New York Cavalry, 
and to grant him an honorable discharge; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1846) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to donate condemned cannon to Custer Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. ' 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 1847) granting a pension to 
Capt. John C. Heazlitt; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1848) to _ the pur- 
chase and use by the Government of the United States of prison- 
made wares, and for other purposes; which was read the first time 
by its title. 

Mr. ALLEN, I ask that the bill be read at length and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That from and after the passage of this act 
the Government of the United States shall not purchase or use or be directly 
or indirectly concerned in purchasing or using any wares manufactured in 
any penitentiary, workhouse, or other prison, or by convict labor. ; 

BO. 2. That any officer or agent of the Government of the United States 
who shall, as such officer or agent, purchase or use for the Government of the 
United States, or be concerned directly or indirectly as such officer or agent in 
the purchase or use of any such wares, or whoshall, in his own name or in the 
name of another, purchase any such wares or sell or rent the same to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, or cause or permit the same to be used in the 
service of the Government of the United States, shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and on the conviction thereof shall be fined in a sum not more 
than $1,000 and be imprisoned not less than three months, and be adjudged to 
pay the costs of prosecution. 


EC. 8. All acts or parts of acts in any manner conflicting with this act are 
hereby repealed. = . 
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Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 1849) to authorize the pen- 
sioning of persons who, having served in the army or navy of the 
Confederate States of America, afterwards served in the Army or 
Navy of the United States, and were honorably discharged; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 1850) authorizing the 
restoration of the name of Thomas H. Carpenter, late captain, 
Seventeenth United States Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, and 
providing that he be placed on the list of retired officers; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1851) to establish a military post at 
or near the city of Grand Forks, in Grand Forks County, in the 
State of North Dakota; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. In this connection, I will state that the 
same bill was introduced by me at the opening of the session, and 
by some inadvertence it was reported back from the Committee 
on Military Affairs unfavorably, instead of having been referred 
to the Secretary of War, as is usual insuchcases. I reintroduce 
the bill on that account. I move that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S.1852) granting a-pension to 
Mrs. Ann Little; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1853) for the relief of Edward Rice; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1854) removing the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of Thomas Collins; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S.1855) for increase of pension to 
George Hayes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1856) for the relief of 
the heirs at law of John Schwartzenburg, deceased, of Rapides 
Parish, State of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CHILTON introduced a bill (S. 1857) granting a pension to 
Nathan Mitchell; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VILAS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 4043) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1897; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 
On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Ambrose Simpson, introduced in 
the Fifty-third Congress, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


THE COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. GEAR submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Railroads be, and is hereby. au 
thorized in the course of the inquiries which are being made to employ a 
stenographer and messenger, and that the expenses of the same be paid from 
the contingent fund of the Senate. 





INDEPENDENCE NATIONAL BANK OF PHILADELPHIA. 


Mr. QUAY. At this point I desire to ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to call up the bill (S. 285) for the relief of the 
Independence National Bank of Philadelphia, Pa. It is merely 
intended to supply the want of a lost check, destroyed or lost in 
the mail last May. It is recommended by the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to instruct 
V. McNally, ordnance officer, United States Army, to issne a 
duplicate of the original check described in the preamble to the 
Independence National Bank of Philadelphia, Pa., under such reg- 
ulations in regard to its issue and payment as have been pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury for the issue of duplicate 
checks under the provisions of section 3646, Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 


SALARY BALANCE OF THE LATE JUSTICE MILLER, 


Mr. MORRILL. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 1582 to pay to the widow of the late Samuel F.. Miller, a jus- 
tice of the Supreme Court, a sum equal to the balance of his salary 
for the ro in which he died. I wish to state that Judge Miller 
died and left his widow a house, and only a house. It is on Massa- 
chusetts avenue, and upon it there is a mortgage of $10,000. The 
annual tax is $300. She really has not means outside of this pay- 
ment to pay for her board or clothing. I think there will be no 
objection to the passage of the bill. 

here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pr to pay to the 
widow of the late Samuel F’. Miller, a justice of the Supreme Court, 
the sum of $7,419, being equal to the balance of his salary for the 
year in which he died. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 189) to repeal an act entitled ‘‘An act to exclude 
the public lands in Alabama from the operation of the laws relat- 
to mineral lands,” approved March 3, 1883; and 
bill (H. R. 2642) granting leave of absence for one year to 
homestead settlers upon the Yankton Indian Reservation, in the 
State of South Dakota. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 650) to incorporate the Post Graduate 
School of Medicine of the District of Columbia, and it was there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President. 


PURCHASE AND DISTRIBUTION OF VALUABLE SEEDS, ETC. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent to call up for 
consideration the joint resolution (S. R. 48) directing the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to carry into effect the provisions of the act 
making appropriations for the purchase distribution of val- 
uable seeds and for the printing and distribution of farmers’ bul- 


letins. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read for 
information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understand that several Senators are 

pared to go on and discuss the joint resolution, and I hope the 
Bomate will consent to consider it at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. PEFFER. What is the request, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires the attention of 
the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understand the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GrorGeE] desires to make some further remarks on the 
resolution, as does also the Senator from Missouri a Vest]. I 
will ask if either of the Senators is ready topr this morning? 
. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits the request of 
the Senator from North Dakota for the present consideration of 
the joint resolution which has been read. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and the joint resolution is before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to make an explanation 
of the attitude of this case, so that the real merits of the contro- 
versy may be fully understood by the Senate. There has been a 
great misapprehension as to the exact legal condition of this case 
andas tothe legal duties of the Secretary of Agriculture. The Sec- 
retary of Agriculture has been arraigned here rather bitterly, I 
think, by the Senator from North Dakota . Hansprovesr], for 
an alleged failure to carry out the law of Congress, and in under- 
taking to make that charge good he ———— of Congress; 
but he failed to quote another act which very materially modifies 
the provisions of the act which he quoted. 

I want to state to the Senate, as it may have passed out of their 
recollection, that the p and distribution of seeds by the 
Agricultural Department does not stand on the basis of a merely 
eleemosynary institution, that is, a purchase by the Government 
of seeds of any kind to be distributed a ee oe 

le of the United States as they may by Senators 
Representatives. That is the attitude of the law in reference 
to the purchase of seeds. That there may be no mistake about 
that, I will read to the Senate, so that everybody may understand 


it, the law which governs this case, being section 527 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, which is as follows: 

The purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department of Agriculture 
shal! be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country— 

I hope the Senate will note that up to that point in the statute 
no seed which is not rare and uncommon shall be purchased, 
Then, there is another description of seeds which may be pur- 
chased, to which I call the attention of the Senate-— 
or such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes from one part 
of our own country to another. 

The Secretary of Agriculture has no right under the law to pur- 
chase any seed unless it be embraced within one or the other of 
those descriptions—it must be ‘‘rare and uncommon,” or it must 
be of that kind which ‘‘ can be made more profitable by frequent 
changes from one part of our own country to another.” 

The other day, when Ihad the honor to submit to the Senate 
some remarks on this subject, I asked the Senator from North 
Dakota to specify a single seed which was rare and uncommon 
which had not already been purchased by the Agricultural De- 
partment and distributed. He failed to answer; and so will every 
Senator who undertakes to make any criticism upon thé action of 
the Secretary of Agriculture fail to make answer. 

Now we come to the other provision: 

Or such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes from one part 
of our own country to another. 

Here I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the very im- 
portant fact that the language of the statute is not to purchase 
‘‘such seeds as may become more profitable by change from one 
part of the country to another,” but ‘‘ by frequent changes.” 

Let us see if that is the meaning of the statute; that is, the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture must find a seed which, for illustration, I 
will say, would become more profitable if frequently changed be- 
tween the State of Florida and the State of Maine, that is, changed 
from the State of Florida to the State of Maine and back to the 
State of Maine from the State of Florida and back from the State 
of Florida to the State of Maine, and so on, until we arrive at the 
number of changes which would authorize us to call them ‘“fre- 
quent.” That is the language of the statute. 

Now, I ask any Senator if he can point out any seed which, by 
frequent change from North to South or from East to West, from 
Florida to Maine, or from Kentucky to Ohio, or from Louisiana 
to North Dakota, and back again, will become more profitable? 
He can not find any, and that is all the kind of seed the Secretary 
is authorized to purchase. The language of the statute is: 

The Department of Agriculture shall be confined to such seed. 


Mr. President, that is the direction of the statute to htm. Who 
is to be the judge of the kind of seeds that are to be purchased 
under this statute? Whenyou give the power to an officer to make 
a purchase of certain things which have in the judgment of men 
a particular value you necessarily confer upon that officer the 

wer to determine that fact. It must be determined by some- 

y, and who is to determine it? I want to call the attention of 
the Senate to that. Is it the Senate of the United States, or is it 
the sworn officer of the Government whose duty it is to purchase? 
I suppose nobody can answer that. 

We come now to the last act, and there is inserted another word 
not embraced in section 527. Section 527 confines the Secretary of 
Agriculture to rare and uncommon seeds, which can be made 
more profitable by frequent changes. If thatstood alone it would 
be in the power of a Secretary of Agriculture who did not care 
how he disbursed the public money to purchase seeds utterly 
valueless to thecommunity at large, provided only they were rare 
and uncommon. 

Now we come to the acts which it is said the Secretary has not 
carried into effect. I read from the last appropriation act that 
clause which makes the appropriation: 

For the purchase, propagation, and distribution, as required by law— 

That is, by section 527— 
of valuable seeds. 


There is another term. So, in the opinion of the Secretary of 

ture, they must be not only either “rare and uncommon” 

or ‘‘such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes 

from one part of our own country to another,” but they must 

possess another character, they must be ‘‘ valuable.” Valuable 

in what sense? Valuable to the agricultural and horticultural in- 
terests of the country. 

Coming back to a suggestion made by the Senator who sits be- 
fore me [Mr. ALLEN] to me sotto voce, who is to judge of the 
value? it the Senator from North Dakota, or a Senator from 
any other State, or is it the Senate of the United States? I take 
it there can be no controversy about where the power and the 
duty to j is vested. I think now the Senate understands the 

of to which the Secretary of ae is confined, 
and I think the Senate also understands t he is the judge of 
whether the seeds offered come up to this standard or not. I will, 
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without comment, one more clause from the ap- 
propriation act of last year, which fortifies what I have said: 
iated shall not be diverted or used for an 
hiner ~ — Prat aoe ope. propagation, and distribution of improvec 
and valuable seeds, etc. ; 
So there is another restriction repeated in the very act of appro- 
iation. ‘ : 
PiThe Senator from North Dakota arraigns the Secretary of Agri- 
culture for not complying with the law when he had made ad- 
vertisement and found no bids which he ought to have accepted. 
The Senator said that the law compelled the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to readvertise; and, to sustain that view, he read from 
the act of January 27, 1894, providing for advertisements, the last 
clause of which is: Tee sabe ; 
i such proposals s rejected, advertisements for pro- 
aan tages Grhedoad proceeded with in the same manner. 
And the Senator arraigned the Secretary of Agriculture because, 
having advertised, having received proposals, and none of them 
being satisfactory, all were rejected, he did not comply with the 


statute I have just read and which the Senator read the other 


however, read, 


“Fhe Senator overlooked another statute passed at the same ses- 
sion of Congress, in April, when the first statute was passed in 
January. I now call the attention of the Senator from North 
Dakota and the Senate generally to the provisions of that statute: 

Sxc. 2. That the act entitled ‘“* An act to amend section 3709 of the Revised 
Statutes relating to contracts for supplies in the Departments at Washing- 
ton— 

That is the statute I have just read and commented on, and 
upon which the Senator relied— 
approved January 27, 1894, be, and the same is hereby, so amended that the 

rovisions thereof shall apply only to advertisements for proposals for fuel, 
ice, stationery, and other miscellaneous supplies to be purchased at Wash- 
ington for the use of the Executive Departments and other Government es- 
tablishments therein named. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Mississippi pe 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir; 1 shall be glad to yield right here. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Does the Senator from Mississippi hold 
that it is good sense to compel one Executive Department to read- 
vertise for proposals and to allow another not to do so? 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that the question? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That is the question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam not here to answer as to the good sense of 
any provision of any statute. I am here simply to state to the 
Senate what the statute is, and the statute is as Ihavereadit. If 
it be nonsense, as the Senator from North Dakota seems to think 
it is, nevertheless it is the law of the land, and I have yet to learn 
that any officer or any individual or anybody, organized or other- 
wise, has a a to annul a plain provision of a statute because 
that person, that officer, or that body may in his or its superior 
wisdom to the Legislature, the Congress of the United States, con- 
sider the provision nonsensical. That is my answer to the ques- 
tion propounded by the Senator. 

So, now, we have it that the Secretary of Agriculture did, in ac- 
cordance with law, section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, make his 
advertisement; had a board selected to pass upon the proposals; 
and, upon the unanimous judgment of that board, every single bid 
that was made was rejected, and then we have—and I want that 
understood—no provision of law which required the Secretary to 
readvertise. 

Now, what is the complaint? The complaint is founded upon a 
misconstruction of the statute. That ought, it seems to me, to 
end this controversy. There is, however, one provision of the ap- 
propriation act to which I desire to call the attention of the Senate, 
to show that it is not now in the power of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to carry out the act which this joint resolution proposes 
to make him carry out. a 

It is unnecessary for me to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that our country is a very large one, extending over many 
degrees of latitude, almost from the tropics to, I believe, about 
the forty-ninth parallel of north latitude. We have fruits, seeds, 
trees, and shrubs adapted to one section of the country which are 
not adapted to another. We have, in addition to that, the begin- 
ning of the seasons for planting much earlier in one section of the 
country than in another. For instance, in Florida and the lower 

art of Louisiana gardening has already commenced; so in the 
ower part of Mississippi, Alabama, and Georgia, while in North 
Dakota the ground is probably covered by 2 or 3 feet of snow, 
and frozen. Congress recognized that, and so it provided what 
Iam going to now from the appropriation act of 1895: 


Provided also, That the seeds allotted to the Senatorsand Representatives 
for distribution in the districts embraced within the twenty-fifth and thirty- 
second parallels of latitude shall be ready for delivery on the 10th day of 
January, or at the earliest practicable time thereafter. 


Congress there, recognizing this difference in latitude, this dif- 
ference in the ier wendnese of the seasons between the South and 
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the North, took the latitude of 32° as the dividing line, and 
said as to those south of that line that the Department should 
have the seed for them ready for distribution by the 10th day of 
January. This is the 30th of January. Suppose you pass this 
resolution, and suppose—which I think is hardly a supposable 
case, as I shall call the attention of the Senate to a provision of 
the Constitution directly—that the President of the United States 
so far forgot his duty to support, protect, and defend the Consti- 
tution as to approve it—suppose all that, then the purchases are 
to be made. It is now the 30th xf January. Then, when the pur- 
chases are made,a long time, many weeks, must ervene, as 
shown by the Secretary in his statement, before the seed can be 
properly assorted, packed, and distributed, which would bring us 
probably to the ist of March. Then what becomes of the * fair 
distribution” of the seed intended to be accomplished under this 
act of Congress? It would be too late for all the Southern part of 
our country. We have, then, what? We have a partial, unfair, 
unequal distribution, contrary to the statute, which this joint 
resolution falsely alleges it is designed to have carried into effect. 
I think the Senator will not take any such position as that. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand the Senator from Mississippi isnow 
making a legal argument. Does the Senator from Mississippi 


claim that there is any rule of law by which an officer charged 
with the discharge of a public duty failing to discharge the duty 


within the time provided by the statute is thereafter as to that 
law discharged? 

Mr.GEORGE. Oh,no; but Idosay thatif thestatute is framed 
so that the act required to be done in order to be effectual must be 
done by a certain day, then no power on earth, neither the officer 
nor anybody else, can make it be performed afterwards. 

Mr. ALLEN. Suppose there is time enough, however, I sug- 
gest to the Senator, by which the officer can partially execute the 
law, although there may not be sufficient time to execute it in its 
entirety, would the Senator from Mississippi, under such cireum- 
stances, claim that the officer would be exempt from its partial 
execution? 

Mr. GEORGE. Theanswer to that question is contained in the 
statute. If a policy is indicated in the statute, not for partial dis- 
tribution, but for perfect and whole distribution in order to be 
equal and just and fair, then I say that this partial distribution, 
which is against the positive provisions of the statute and the policy 
of the statute, as being unequal and unfair, should not be made. 

Mr. President, we have arrived at this point so far in the argu- 
ment, first, that the Secretary of Agriculture has no right to buy 
anything except the peculiar kinds of seed mentioned in the stat- 
ute—in other words, the statute says that he shall be confined to 
those purchases; second, by the law he is made the judge of 
whether the seeds offered are the kinds mentioned. That isa fact. 
Third, that there was a misconception, a gross misconception, on 
the part of the prosecutors in this case as to the duties of the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture after having made his advertisement. They 
proceeded under a statute which in the same session of Congress 
was repealed or so modified as not to apply to him, the statute 
which they rely upon applying only to the purchase of ice, fuel, 
stationery, and other miscellaneous supplies in the city of Wash- 


ington. Under this act he purchases neither seed, nor ice, nor 
fuel, nor any miscellaneous supplies in the city of Washington, 
but he purchases them under advertisement throug}:out the coun- 
try. 


There is one other provision to which I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate in aid of the argument I made the other day. 
I do not intend to elaborate it for the reason that I have good rea- 
son to know, or at least to believe, that a Senator who is much 
more competent to argue that proposition than [I am will do so 
before this debate is over, but I want to read, lest the Senate may 
forget and may not read it or have their attention called to it, 
the extraordinary language used in this joint resolution: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and ho is hereby, directed to carry 
into effect the provisions of the act making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896. 

I say that is an unparalleled, unprecedented provision in a law, 
except where there has been a prior suspension of the law by an 
act of Congress. For instance,if this law had been suspended 
by act of Congress, as is done sometimes in about these words: 
‘* Beit enacted, etc., That the act entitled so and so be, and the same 
is hereby, suspended until the further action of Congress *—when 
that is done, then it is competent for Congress to take up a suspen- 
sion, and in taking up that suspension may use the language here 
used, but in no other case. What is that but a usurpation on the 
part of the Congress of the United States of a constitutional duty 
which is imposed on the President of the United States? I will 


read that of the Constitution to the Senate. Article I, section 
3, of the Constitution, in enumerating the various powers and du- 


ties of the President, says: 

He shall take care that the laws be faithfully executed. 

If Senators who argue in favor of this joint resolution will show 
me anything in it except an attempt upon the part of Congress to 





eens 





ae 
an) ers 


s 





{ 
i 
i 
3 
e 
- 


s. 


FF. 


: 


ee 


SAMIR EEE RRR 


se 


5 


et 2 


sat 


eae, 


— 
oe 


» 


A EES Ao 2 a ee 


) 
| 








take care that this law be faithfully executed, I shall be very much 
obliged to them. 

Mr. ALLEN rose. 

~* GALLINGER. Does the Senator from Nebraska desire to 

oak? 
vie. ALLEN. I have no desire to interrupt the Senator. 
going to reply briefly to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I shall occupy the floor only a few min- 
utes. 

Mr. President, I have listened with a great deal of interest to 
the discussion of this measure. It seemed to me that the Senator 
from North Dakota ~s HANSBROUGH]| made avery frank and 

lain declaration of the facts involved in the proposed legislation. 

have followed as attentively as I could the able legal argument 
of the distinguished Senator from Mississippi { Mr. GEORGE], and 
I have to confess at the outset that, being a layman, I am prob- 
ably not qualified to estimate the argument of the Senator from 
Mississippi as I should wish todo. The Senator never speaks on 
a question of law without enlightening the Senate. I take it for 
— ted that the abstruse legal propositions which he has laid 
down are possibly founded in fact; and yet, Mr. President, in be- 
half of the farmers of this country, I am willing to take a little 
chance on matters of strict legal construction, yes, even on con- 
stitutional questions, if it becomes necessary to do so to give the 
men who are toiling, as the farmers of this country are toiling 
to-day, under adverse conditions, to obtain a living from the soil, 
the benefit of every possible doubt. 

Mr. President, I am sorry to say our legislation is largely in the 
interest of the population of our cities and the weaithy men of our 
country. Iam not one of those who decry or berate men simply 
because they have wealth, and I do not propose to do so now; but 
when we look around we discover the fact that Congress has not 
hesitated in former years, and when the Treasury is replenished 
probably will not hesitate in the years to come, to grant large 
sums of money to construct expensive public buildings in our 
cities. They are an ornament and a credit to the cities and an 
evidence of the liberality of Congress, but they are not for the 
benefit of the farmers of the country. We find that very large ap- 
——— millions upon millions of dollars, are made in ever 

Jongress for the improvement of harbors in our great cities, indi- 
rectly perhaps a benefit to the farmers, but more directly a ben- 
efit to the men engaged in business and commercial — 
Again, the Government expends large sums of money for the free 
dclivery of letters to the urban population, while in the country 
the farmers have to reach the post-office after trials and tribula- 
tions, over hills and through valleys and snowdrifts, it may be, to 
get their letters. They are discriminated against in that respect, 

ut I do not apprehend that we can pass any legislation which will 
give them relief in that regard. 

In times past we have done this one little thing for the farmers. 
We have spent a small amount of money to enable them to pro- 
cure from their Congressmen some cone which otherwise they 
would not have had. It has been a burden, it seems, to some 
Congressmen to send the seed out; sometimes when I have been 
very busy with other matters it has been a burden to me, but it 
has nevertheless been a labor of love, as I believed it was a proper 
and just recognition of the farming interests of our country. It 
is said that the farmers can write to seed dealers and obtain 
the same seeds, and yet those of us who know something about 
farmers, and I claim to be something of a farmer myself, are aware 
of the fact that the farmer is not in a position, he has not the in- 
formation always at hand, toenable him to do as it is said he could 
very readily do. 

y own judgment leads me to the opinion, and I express it with- 
out qualificaticn, that the seeds which have been sent from Wash- 
ington to the farming communities of this country have given the 
Ss, of our country towns a large variety of 8, which 

as resulted in greatly improving the productions of their gardens 
and farms, and thusenabling the farmers to enjoy some of the luxu- 
ries which the rich man in the city finds no difficulty in obtaining 
at a store in the immediate vicinity of his home. I think it has 
been a wise, a judicious, and a sensible expenditure of money, and 
I am extremely anxious, not because the farmers in my State are 
clamorous to have this practice continued, but because I think it 
is just, that this small annual appropriation shall be continued for 
the benefit of the population in our country towns scattered 
throughout this great country. 

That is all I care to say, Mr. President, on the question beyond 
calling attention to the fact that there is a proposed amendment 
to the joint resolution which it seems to me utterly emasculates it, 
and which I trust when the vote is taken will not be adopted. 
The original joint resolution provided that the Secretary of Agri- 
culture should continue to inister the law as it has been ad- 
ministered in the past by men holding that high and exalted posi- 
tion, but the committee in their wisdom, or unwisdom, as I think, 
have added the following proviso to the joint resolution: 


That the said Secretary shall not, in said perce, y more than a reason- 
able and fair price for such commodities or for any of fiem: And provided fur- 
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ther, That he shall not be required to expend all the appropriation availab|o 
for said purchase, but only so much thereof as, considering the time when dis. 
tribution can be made, may profitably be expended to promote the objects 
named in said act. 

The first part of the proviso is of little consequence and it ought 
not to be in a joint resolution or a bill passed by the honorable 
Senate of the United States. It a rovides that the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture shall honestly expend the money. Thatis what 
we expect the Secretary of Agriculture to do, and I have heard 
no suggestion from any Senator that any Secretary of Agricul- 
ture has misappropriated funds which have been placed in his 
hands for this very laudable purpose. 

The second proviso is of more consequence, inasmuch as it gives 
to the Secretary the discretion to use all of this money, one-half o{ 
this money, one-fourth of this money, or one dollar of it, and not 
~~ more than one dollar of it, in any given year for this purpose. 
I do not think we want to legislate in that way. Let us doone of 
two things. Let us either say tothe Secretary of Agriculture that 
it isthe judgment of the Senate of the United States that he shall 
execute the law, or let us repeal the law and get rid of the mat- 
ter entirely. I shall vote to reject the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and then if, by the aid 
of my associates, [ accomplish that result I shall vote for the joint 
resolution, believing it to be an act of simple justice to a large 
class of people whom we are bound to protect, so far as we can, 
in all matters of legislation. 

The farmers of this country, Mr. President, are very heavily 
taxed. Every dollar’s worth of property they have is visible. 
The taxgatherer finds it, and they are compelled to pay taxes upon 
it. But when we come to the cities, a very large proportion of the 
property held by the rich man and the moderately rich man of the 
country is hidden from the taxgatherer, and they pay no taxes 
whatever upon it. While therich man thus escapes, the man who 
is laboring for his daily bread, the farmer who is struggling, under 
adverse conditions, to earna living from the soil, has to pay taxes 
upon every dollar’s worth of property he has in the world. 

In view of these considerations, so hurriedly and crudely ex- 
pressed, I wish to be considered as a Senator who in a matter of 
this kind deems it his right and his duty to do what he can to give 
relief, even though it be in a very small way, to the farmers of 
this great country, and that, too, without stopping to split legal 
hairs or to we my ponderous discussion of the constitutionality 
of an act which has never heretofore been questioned. Let this 
resolution be passed, and then we will see whether the Secretary 
of ———- will dare take the responsibility to further ignore 
or refuse to carry out the plainly expressed wishes of the Congress 
of the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to renew my faith in the 
great capacity and the great integrity of the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, as expressed in this Chamber a few days ago. It does not 
follow necessarily that because I may differ from the Secretary of 
Agriculture I am willing to hear anything against him, he being 
a citizen of my Scate, which will either impugn his motives or in- 
volve his character. I shall vote for the joint resolution at the 
—_ time because I believe it to be right legally, and because | 

lieve it to be in the line of proper policy. 

I desire briefly to answer some of the arguments of the distin- 
uished Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEorRGE]. It may look 
ike presumption for a young man like me to differ with so vener- 

able a jurist as the Senator from Mississippi, and yet it occurs to 
me that the questions of law involved are so simple that there can 
scarcely be any question as to the construction to be placed upon 
the statute referred to by him. 

The Senator read from section 527 of the Revised Statutes, 
which is in this language: 

The purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department of Agriculture 
shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country, or 
such as can be e more profitable by frequent changes from one part of 
our own country to anothér; and the —- or oes and distribu 
tion of trees, plants, shrubs, vines, and cuttings shall confined to such as 
are adapted to general cultivation and to promote the general interests of 
horticulture and agriculture throughout the United States. 

The Senator from Mississippi asked whether any Senator can 
point out any seeds which are rare and uncommon to the country 
that the Secretary of Agriculture has not purchased. I do not 
myself profess to know what the Secretary of Agriculture has 
done in this line. I have not been in communication with him on 
the subject, nor do I suppose that it is claimed or can be claimed 
by any lawyer that unless the seeds are rare and uncommon, such, 
perhaps, as are not indigenous to this country, the Secretary of 
Agriculture would be expected or could be required to carry out 
the first provision of the act. 

Now, what is his duty with reference to the second provision, 
couched in this language: 

Or such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes from one part 
of our country to another. 

If there are any seeds or plants which can be made more profit- 
able by being transferred from one section of the country to an- 
other and cultivated, cultivated with profit, perhaps, then no man 
would doubt that it is the duty, the plain, the bounden duty, of 
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e Secretary of Agriculture to carry out the provisions of the act 
bo one oe and distribute those seeds. — 

The honorable Senator from Mississippi says it would be neces- 
sary under those circumstances, by way of illustration, to take : 
seed grown in Florida and send it to Maine, then return it and 
ship it again until it is demonstrated in the language of the statute 
that it ‘‘can be made more profitable by frequent changes from 


one part of our country to another.” I do not concur in the view 
of the Senator from Mississippi in this respect. The very policy 
of this statute is that seeds grown in one section of the country 
shall be transferred to another section of the country and there 
experimented with, and if after proper experiment it is demon- 
strated that they can be grown profitably there, the spirit and the 
letter of the law are both complied with by their distribution. 

Now, I did suggest to the Senator when on his feet the thought 
that this statute invested the sole power in the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to determine whether the seeds were such as ‘‘can be made 
more profitable by frequent changes from one part of our own 
country to anothzr’; and if that were the only statute on the sub- 
ject and the Secretary of Agriculture had exercised his discretion, 
T would, as « mere matter of law, be compelled to vote against 
the joint resolutionand sustain him. Therecan not be the slightest 
doubt that where a statute vests a discretion ina public officer, or 
in an individual, for that matter, if that discretion is honestly ex- 
ecuted it is not within the power of a court or of a coordinate de- 
partment to control it. Eventhough the Secretary of Agriculture 
were an ordinary officer or agent and the honorable Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HANsBROUGH] should apply fora writ of man- 
damus to compel him to execute the law, there is no judge upon 
the face of the earth, in my judgment, who understands the con- 
struction of a statute who would granta writ of mandamus under 
those circumstances, for by the language of the statute itself and 
from its very purpose and policy he is invested with the sole power 
to determine whether or not the seeds ‘‘can be made more profit- 
able by frequent changes from one part of our own country to 
another.” 

But I call the attention of the honorable Senator from Missis- 
sippi to a question which he overlooked in his discussion. Statutes 
thatare pari materia must beconstrued together. Youcannottake 
this section of the Revised Statutes and construe it one way and 
then take some other statute bearing upon the same subject and 
give it some other construction. All the statutes bearing upon 
the purchase and distribution of seeds must be construed together. 
In other words, from this legislation the plain purpose of the leg- 
islature must be deduced. 

If this were the only statute upon the subject, I would reach 
precisely the same conclusion that has been reached by the hon- 
orable Senator form cents but it is not. The Senator from 
Mississippi entirely destroyed his argument upon this proposition 
when he referred to the appropriation act of 1895, quoting from 
page 733, volume 28, United States Statutes at Large, Fifty-third 
Congress. I read: 


For the purchase, propagation, and distribution, as required by law, of 
valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, and expense 
of labor, transportation, paper, twine, gum, printing, postal cards, and all 
necessary material and repairs for putting up and distributing the same, and 
to be distributed in localities adapted to their culture, $180,000. 


Then the section goes onand provides how the distribution is to be 
made, Ihavenodoubtin my own mind that the partof the statute 
which I have just read and a portion of it which I have not read 
take from the Secretary of Agriculture entirely the question of 
discretion; that is, it robs the Secretary of Agriculture of the dis- 
cretion invested in him by section 527. Clearly it is within the 
power of Congress to take that discretion from him. Congress 
~ him the power by section 527 of the Revised Statutes, and 

ongress can take the power from him. Congress determined by 
the passage of the appropriation bill in 1895 that the law imposed 
upon the Secretary of Agriculture the duty to distribute seeds 
under section 527, and when Congress took that power from him 
it was his duty to execute the provisions of the appropriation act. 

_ The Senator from Mississippi lays down another singular propo- 
sition of law. It may be entirely sound; I will not say that it is 
not, but certainly it sounds strange tome. He says that we have 
no power to direct the Secretary of Agriculture to execute the law 
as it now exists. We have power to direct every officer of this 
Government to execute the law if he fails to do so. We may not 
have the power to compel him to execute the law, but we have 
power and ample right to direct him to execute it. The Secretary 
of Agriculture is at the head of one of the important branches 
of the executive department of the Government. His very office 
was created by statute. It is not a constitutional office. It was 
erected and built up by statute passed within the last ten years, 
perhaps within the last seven years. Can we not direct the execu- 
tion of the law by an officer whose office we create? It would be a 
singular Government, ene three coordinate departments. as 
Wwe sometimes speak of it, but as a matter of fact we have but one 
department, that of the judiciary, if Congress, invested by the 
Constitution with plenary power over legislation, having created 
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an office and advised and consented to the appointment of the of- 
ficer filling it, can not direct the officer occupying that position in 
the discharge of his duty. With all due respect for my honorable 
friend, the Senator from Mississippi, I deny that there is any rule 
for the construction of a statute recognized in this country which 
prohibits us in the slightest degree from directing him in the dis- 
charge of his duty. 

Mark you, Mr. President, I do not doubt the disposition of the 
Secretary of Agriculture to discharge his duty when the statute 
is plain tohim. If the statutes are ambiguous, as it seems to be 
the ambition of Congress sometimes to make them, clearly it is 
within our power to pass a statute that is not ambiguous directing 
him to discharge his duty under the appropriation act of 1895, 
But upon what does the Senator from Mississippi base his objec- 
tion to this conclusion? Upon the ground that the power to see 
that the laws are enforced and executed rests with the Chief Ex- 
ecutive. The negative implication from the position of the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi would be that every officer of the Government 
of the United States has it within his power to ignore statutes and 
to ignore the fundamental law, simply because the Constitution, 
out of an abundance of caution, charges the Chief Executive with 
the duty of seeing that the laws are faithfully executed. 

The Chief Executive being at the head of the executive depart- 
ment of the Government was required by the Constitutional Con- 
vention that framed our Constitution to watch over his subordi- 
nate officers and to see that they execute their duties which were 
plainly and legibly written in the statutes of the United States. 
Would any Senator claim that, because the Constitution, out of 
an abundance of caution, has charged this duty upon the Chief 
Executive, therefore the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, or the Secretary of Agriculture, or the head of any other 
Department or any subordinate officer could ignore the statutes of 
the United States and could not be controlled by Congress in their 
execution? 

The position of the Senator from Mississippi is unsound. It is 
unsound because Congress, in the first place, has taken from the 
Secretary of Agriculture the discretion invested in him by section 
527 of the Revised Statutes and has assumed that power itself. 
When, by the appropriation act of 1895, Congress directed the 
Secretary of Agriculture to expend the sum of money appropri- 
ated by that act for the purchase of seeds, it was, in my judgment, 
his bounden duty to carry out the provisions of the act without 
questioning it in the slightest degree. 

Mr. President, just a moment upon the question of the policy of 
this law. If the Secretary of Agriculture does not agree with the 
policy of the act, it furnishes no reason why he should not ob- 
serve it. I believe in the policy of the act of distributing seeds. 
It is the only thing that makes many a citizen of this country feel 
that he is akin to his Government. The little package of seeds 
sent 3,000 miles across the continent to some humble citizen in the 
State of California makes him believe that his great Government 
at Washington is mindful of him, that it knows and recognizes 
him. Itisa mere pittance to the farmers and the gardeners of this 
country. A great Government with money to throw away upon 
corporations by the millions and hundreds of millions ought not 
to complain or protest against the execution of this law. It was 
enacted for a wise and beneficent purpose, and I believe it ought 
to be executed in the fullness of its spirit, that it ought to be 
maintained. By these means great good can be done to the farm- 
ers and producers of the country, while the character of the seeds 
that are distributed from one end of the country to another are 
developed to the benefit of our people. 

Mr. PALMER obtained the floor. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator frorn Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On behalf of the committee, I wish to move 
an amendment to the joint resolution and at the same time to 
modify the amendment reported by the committee. This may 
somewhat simplify the discussion. In lines 4, 5, 6, and 7 I move 
to strike out the words: 

Directed tocarry into effect the provisions of the act making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 3v, 15%, for 
the purchase and distribution of valuable seeds; 

And insert: 

Authorized and directed to purchase and distribute valuable seeds for the 
year 1896, as has been done in preceding years; 

So as to read: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase and distribute valuable seeds for the year 1896, as has been 
done in preceding years. 

Then I wish to modify the amendment of the committee by 
striking out, in line 14, after ‘‘ objects,” the words ‘‘ named in said 
act” and inserting ‘‘ of this joint resolution”; so as to read: 

But only so much thereof as, considering the time when distribution can 


be made, may profitably be expended to promote the objects of this joint 
resolution. 
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I shall also move to further amend the joint resolution by strik- 
ing out, in lines 14 and 15, the words ‘‘and for the printing, pub- 
lication, and distribution of farmers’ bulletins.” 

There was a misprint, [ will state, in the joint resolution as 
reprinted. The amendment of the committee, beginning in line 
7, after the words ‘‘ valuable seeds,” should have followed at the 
end of the joint resolution. I move,in behalf of the committee, 
the amendments I have stated. 

While I am on my feet, although I do not wish to take up any 
time in this discussion, I will state that it seems to me this is a 
very simple matter indeed. Section 527 of the Revised Statutes, 
which has been referred to, specifies what seeds may be purchased. 
The Attorney-General in his opinion, which is entirely correct, 
as the real point was not involved in the question submitted to 
him, decided that the purchase must be made in accordance with 
that act. That,of course, we alladmit. But Congress has inter- 

reted the act year after year by making the appropriation for 

he purchase of seeds. The seeds have been purchased and dis- 
tributed. We have taken them and sent them to our constituents, 
and if the law has been violated in the purchase certainly we have 
been participants in the violation. 

I think the motives of the Secretary of Agriculture in the action 
he has taken were good. He saw, as we all see, that there had 
been abuses under this statute, but I think he made a mistake in 
the method of correcting them. Instead of failing to carry out 
the evident purpose of Congress, I think proper representation 
should have been made to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
then either the appropriation should have been withheld or the 
abuse corrected by some provision of law. 

Under the amendments now pro I think there can be no 
objection to the joint resolution. é Secretary is prevented from 
paying an unfair price for any of the seeds, and if on account of 

e lateness of the season the my oan can not be properly 
expended he has a discretion in the matter. 1 have no for that 
he will use that discretion improperly. He will plainly see from 
the discussion and the action upon the joint resolution, if adopted, 
that the purpose of ane is that the appropriation shall be 
carried out in its spirit. I have no doubt he will comply with it. 
I hope the amendments will be adopted. I believe the pending 

uestion is upon the adoption of the amendments, and then I trust 
t the joint resolution will be passed. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I have the highest respect for 
the Secretary of Agriculture, not only for his views with regard 
to economy, but = many other subjects. After listening to the 
very careful and lawyer-like analysis of the pending joint reso- 
lution by the Senator from re i (Mr. Grorer], I doubt 
whether we have any mandatory authority or that our mere re- 
quest or order or direction to him to obey the law would have any 
binding force. I am not quite sure that the joint resolution will 
have any effect whatever. 

In differing as I do from the Secre' of Agriculture as to the 
policy of his interpretation of the law, I think proper to protect 
my in whatever I may hereafter do by ing a most em- 
oa and distinct dissent from his practical interpretation of 

© statute, I think I know better in regard to the operation of 
the law than the Secretary of Agriculture does or can know. I 
think my acquaintance is much more extensive with the people I 


represent than his acquaintance ibly can be with the people 
of the United States. I know that in the distribution of seeds im- 
mense good has been accomplished. I do not deny, indeed I 


frankly admit, that many of the seeds distributed by me were 
valueless. I know, too, that many of the seeds reached ds that 
did not appreciate them. But I think I can speak on this subject 
with more confidence than most Senators from my intimate ac- 
ee with the people of central Illinois, where I have lived 

or fifty years. I know the ive value of the distribution 
of seeds, and that it has been productive of immense good. 

As I said, I have lived in the central part of Iinois for fifty 
years. 1 am therefore extensively acquainted with the le, 
with men of all . Inthe bution of these seeds I had but 
two cbjects in view. One was to furnish them to intelligent 
and experienced horticulturists and agriculturists, who would be 
most likely to demonstrate théir value, if they had value; but I 
sent them to a large number of as men just ae life, 
and, as I said, their suggestive value in hundreds of ces has 
been exceedingly great, indeed. I know that in very many in- 
stances young men, and vane women, tco, for that matter, to 
whom I sent a class of cool that were appropriate to their sex and 
employment, who had no taste or had no opportunity to indulge 
or cuitivate their tastes for horticulture and agriculture, have been 
bettered and improved by the seeds them. Some of 
them, I know, were merely the plants and grains and grasses with 
which we are familiar, but there were many new seeds, of plant 
and grasses and cereals, that went into the hands of young men 
and incited in them a spirit of inquiry and anxiety for improve- 


ment that has done immense 
I think, therefore, the Secretary of culture has underrated 


Agri 
the importance of seed distribution, The educational value is 


much greater, as I believe, than in any other respect,and they 
have made agriculturists and horticulturists; they have stimu- 
lated the taste and fancy of that class of persons, and some have 
manifested an extreme anxiety not only in procuring seeds from 
the seed stores, but have expressed great anxiety in regard to the 
seeds distributed by members of Congress. 

I may say further that under the analysis of this joint resolu- 
tion by the Senator from Mississippi, I am not sure that it ought 
to be passed by the Senate, but that I might place myself in the 
emphatic position of disagreeing with the Secretary of Agriculture 
in his interpretation of the law and the effect of his decision, | 
felt, bound to make these remarks. 

Mr. VEST. I ask that the joint resolution may go over. It is 
now nearly 2 o'clock. I desire to address the Senate upon it, and 
I dislike to commence and then be taken off the floor by the ree 
ular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. PEFFER. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is that the pending joint 
resolution may go over without losing its place. 

Mr. PEFFER. Without prejudice? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without prejudice. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 189) to repeal an act entitled ‘‘An act to exclude 
the public lands in Alabama from the operation of the laws relat- 
ing to mineral lands,” approved March 3, 1883; and 

A bill (H. R. 2642) granting leave of absence for one year to 
homestead settlers upon the Yankton Indian Reservation, in tho 
State of South Dakota. 


SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the unfinished business, as it 
is within a few minutes of the time when it would be laid before 
the Senate as the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and the unfinished business will be proceeded with. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the ole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the 
coin redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of 
indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue, the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment proposed ps Mr. BUTLER 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, at the conclusion of the observa- 
tions I was endeavoring to make yesterday evening I was in- 
vestigating the proposition whether the power of government 
alone could prescribe the money functions. If that be true, and 
it is demonstrably true, many important consequences result from 
it. The question of the ity of the meials is at once disposed 
of, because it is obvious that the power that creates parity makes 
itasubjectoflaw. Ifit declares that gold and silver shall be equal 
in fixe aly mag for the discharge of government obligations 
and private debts, for that purpose its parity is absolutely certain 
and can not be destroyed by any possible contingency. For the 
purpose for which the law creates the equality the equality must 
remain, irrespective of whether one or the other metal is of any 
value except that which is given to it by the law. 

Now, the question to consider in reason is, What are the uses 
which Government can ibe for money? What is its great 
power which is within the control of Government? Theexactions 
of Government are equal to all the pr of the country, to all 
the services of the country. It demands the life of its citizens or 
its subjects. It imposes taxes without limit. From time to time 
great public enterprises are conceived and entered upon. for 
these purposes exactions are made. It may prescribe that which 
will discharge the debts of every man, and that is what we call 
legal tender. These debts are infinite in variety and immeasura- 
ble. With what reason, then, do we enter into these protracted dis- 
cussions as to the value of that thing to which this function is 
attached when without the office or function of paying public and 
private debts it is of little or no value? Manifestly that kind of 
reasoning should have no place in the argument. 

The power of government is that of sacrificing life and property, 
of demanding services. W hat, then, is the force of this argument 
as to the natural value, one or the other, of the things to which 
the money function may be i ? AsI observed yesterday, 
in the days of the Roman Empire the creditor had the right a 
the nonpayment of his debt to make a slave of the debtor an of 
his family. To what extent would these sacrifices of property 
and of labor or service be made — man to preserve the liberty of 
himself and his family? So, the law now says you shall pay your 
debts, pay taxes, in gold or in silver or Treasury notes. Is 
not that which the law prescribes as the compulsory use that 
which will determine its absolute competency for that purpose, 
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and the absolute and indestructible parity or equality of each of 
the things required to beused? 3 ; 

Mr. President, these are the considerations upon which we must 
enter for the determination of this question. Suppose we look 
further and ask why it is that one thing, or two things, or three 
things should be made the money of acountry. This is a tribu- 
nal where we ought to consider this subject and determine it in 
the light of reason and experience. Why shall there be one thing 
only which has the money function attached to it? In the an- 
«wer to that question depends the reasonable determination of 
this whole subject. It is because in all periods of time, the Gov- 
ernment’s power being unlimited in the interests of the great 
mass of the people, it was necessary that some privilege should be 
afforded the debtor in the choice of that which would enable him 
to discharge his debts. 

It was and itis the duty of Government to protect that to which 
it imparted the power and confined the power of satisfying public 
and private obligations. It was and is the duty of those who hold 
power over the people to see that there could be no monopoly, no 
confinement of the control of the money function to a few, for 
that would createa privileged class that destroy free government; 
that would build up imperial power and create an aristocracy. 

The contro] of this function of representing and transferring 
values, of making something a legal tender for public and private 
obligations by individuals, by corporations, or banks is to give 
them power over government, whether it be an autocratic or a 
democratic government. It creates inevitably a privileged class, 
and sooner or later an enfeebled and degenerate aristocracy rest- 
ing on industrial slavery and military power. é 

Hence we find that in all the reasoning upon this subject this 

wer of the Government to create the money function and at- 
tach to it that which was most convenient in its natural qualities 
has been recognized and has been used. The fact that gold and 
silver metals are the most convenient in their qualities for that 
use is an entirely different consideration from the money function 
itself, the power which may be so exercised as to give to some one 
thing which is in the possession of a few the right to put their 
hand into every man’s pocket and into every household and take 
from them their legitimate earnings and the profits of their own 
domestic and personal economy. Rs: yok) at oa 

Let us see if this be not true. This idea, which in this discus- 
sion has had so small a part, dominates in the reason of a great 
part of the intelligent and capable men who have administered 
governments and are administering them now, and is a theory 
and an opiion powerful in the economies of our day. If we will 
look into this subject we will find that to-day in the colossal money 
power of England, with its five thousand millions of dollars of 
money and credits which usurp or take the place of money in the 
London and branch banks, the power of Government, the credit of 
the Government of Great Britain is at the foundation of every note 
of the Bank of England; that the debt which the Government owes 
to the Bank of England, created as a matter of public policy, is the 
chief security of every pound of the notes of the Bank of England. 

I have here a book from which I will read some extracts in rela- 
tion to the former conditions of law and power in prescribing the 
money functions by the different governments of the world. A re- 
cent article headed ‘‘ Horace White’s money and banking” in the 
February number of Gunton’s Magazine, incommenting on the re- 
cent works on money issued, by Mr. Horace White, the editorof the 
Evening Post,and Mr. Alexander Delmar, whoin 1865 was appointed 
Director of the Bureau of Statistics by Secretary Chase, says: 

Thus it may be said that Mr. Delmar, writing up the history, through thirty 
centuries of “gold” itself, comes to the conclusion that what is blindly taken 
to be its commodity value has at all times sprung mainly through its coinage 
use; this,in turn,has been dominated by a subtle connection anciently with 
imperial and sacerdotal “fiatism,” and at_present with commercial monop- 
oly and financialcentralization of power. r. Delmar sees in the Rothschilds 
and the Bank of England the lineal successors to the Cesars, Tamerlanes, 
and Ghengis Khans. Mr. White, on the other hand, writing the history of a 
country and period in which “* fiatism”’ has been the almost exclusive rule, and 
= the exception, has embraced the conviction that gold is the Ark of the 

venant, the sacred dwelling of ‘‘ the Host,”’ and that“ fiatism "is a heresy to 
be smitten and thigh, like the Hivites, Hittites, Perizzites, and Jebusites, 
who hinder the progress of the Lord's anointed into the promised land. 

Mr. Delmar expresses his faith thus (page 307): “And let it be remarked 
that Iam not here advocating a policy, but chronicling a_ historical fact; all 
the grees enfranchisements of societies have been accomplished with the aid 
of fiduciary money. The Spartans won their liberty with iron disks of Lycur- 
gus; the Athenians, before the Alexandrian period, rehabilitated the republic 
with ‘nomisma,’ a highly overvalued copper issue; the Romans overthrew 
their kings with the aid of overvalued ‘nummi,’ whose emissions were con- 
trolled and ted by the State, ex senatus consulto. 

“The earliest republic in Europe which had the courage to defy the mori- 
bund hierarchy of Cxesar was that of Novgorod, whose money was impressed 
upon leather and doubtless issued by the State; the money of the Scandi- 
navian revolution was the ‘ klippi ‘of Gustavus Vasa, which were issued 
by the State; the money by the aid of which Gustavus Adolphus saved the 
Protestant religion from being stamped out by Ferdinand, the Catholic, was 
overvalued copper ‘rundstyks’ issued by the State; the money of the Dutch 
revolution was the pasteboard ‘dollars’ issued by the city of Leyden; of the 
American Revolution, the paper notes issued by the colonial governments 

h revolution, the ‘assignats ’and ‘mandats’ issued by the Natio al 
bly; and of the antislavery war in the United States, ‘greenbacks.’ 
moneys were issued and the emissions were controlled by the 


of the 
State, They bank b 

were not individual notes nor ‘vate notes, but essen- 
tially State notes. = 
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So to-day we have in our country nearly $3,000,000,000 of differ- 
ent kinds of credits, with only some $600,000,000 or $700,000,000 
of actual money, according to the report of the Comptroller of the 
Currency and the Secretary of the Treasury,in the national banks 
ofthiscountry. There is $5,000,000,000 in England of credit money 
resting largely upon the credit of the Government, and $4,000,000,000 






in our country of different forms of credit resting upon credit of 

the Government of the United States in the shape of its bonds. 
Mr. President, no proposition can be more clear than that the 

money function is created by the Government in this, that that 


which it prescribes as the necessary thing for the payment of Gov- 
ernment exactions and private debts is money and is in demand 
by every man and every subject of its power. The law savs to 
him,‘ You shall pay the Government exactions.” Upon what pen- 
alty? Upon the penalty of confiscation and sale of your property. 
The law says to him, ‘‘ You shall pay your debts; you shall pay 
them in gold or in silver at certain proportions.” ~ ‘ 

What is it that can change this prescription of the law? You 
may say that if the law unwisely prescribes something which is of 
no value, that it is a confiscation of the debt. So it is, and it 
would be unwise to do so. So, also, you may say that if the law 
prescribes that which is in the power or is easily accumulated in 
the possession and control of a few persons, it is an unwise ex- 
ercise of power, and so it is. But this question derives its im- 
portance to-day from the proposition not of what would be an 
unwise exercise of the power of attaching the office or function 
of money to something unfavorable to the creditor class or the 
privileged class, but from its connection with the economies which- 
threaten the destruction of our Government and the ruin of our 
people. How is this question of money, of the exercise of the 
power to attach the money function to paper or to gold or to sil- 
ver, or to all three, connected with these economies? 

Instances are not wanting in which the exercise of the taxing 
power in the past ages has produced, in connection with other 
economies, a condition of absolute ruin amongst the people, in 
which it has created revolution. 

The terrible revolution in France was produced by economies 
which created a power of taxation in the hands of private indi- 
viduals. The celebrated statesman, Vauban, of France, writing 
of the condition of things at his time, in the seventeenth century, 
preceding the French Revolution by not a great period, said: ~ 


The populations are impoverished by the excess of taxes,to the privation 
of the nutriments necessary to sustain life. Numbers, thrown into despair, 
desert their country or perish from want. These evils exist at the time I 
write this, and are even constantly increasing. They are much greater than 
is usually supposed, and may lead to most disastrous consequences for the 
body politic. They are of a gangrenous nature, and corrupt by degrees all 


the parts of the body till they reach the heart. This comparison ought to be 
well considered. It gives room to deep reflection. 

The highways and byways are filled with beggars driven from home by 
hunger and the loss of all they possess. They are the tenth part of the popu- 
lation, and it is out of the power of half of the rest to give them alms, because 
it is reduced to nearly the same condition. 

He says this condition is greatly aggravated by the power of 
taxation given under different franchises to private individuals. 

Suppose we consider that question ourselves. We have a vast 
army of unemployed. I have here before me a book which is en- 
titled The Coming Revolution—the coming revolution because of 
the poverty of the great mass of the people, because of the great 
army of unemployed, because of the power of taxation in innu- 
merable franchises levied upon the people, because of the exactions 
of corporate power. 

[have some statistics upon that subject relating to my own State. 
Iam not an extremist. I am not here to disparage the proper 
use and influence of corporate power nor to attack with vehement 
declamation those who may entertain different opinions, nor to 
decry the large accumulation of wealth, but I am here to say 
that, notwithstanding the profound indifference upon this subject, 
this question of money derives its importance from the power of 
taxation granted to individuals in the different franchises which 
our modern system of economy has created. Iam here to say 
that the evidence presents itself conclusively and demands the 
consideration of this body in every possible form of investigation. 
The evidence is conclusive of the fact that the great mass of our 
people are being ground into absolute poverty and want by unneces- 
sary, unreasonable exactions imposed by the different corporate 
franchises, State and Federal, which have been granted. 

Now, let us suppose that there is a community in which the 
charters of incorporation have been granted franchises upon heat, 
and light,and transportation, and locomotion, corporations, syndi- 
cates, and trusts for the control of every article of necessity, of 
consumption, and of production. Let us suppose that in that 
community the money function is prescribed by the State to that 
which is alone possessed by the owners of these franchises, what 
is the condition of the country? How will they exercise this great 
power? Can they be relied upon, with the avarice and desire for 


accumulation which is common to all of us, to exercise it of their 
own volition so lightly as to promote the common happiness and 
the comfort and the prosperity of the great mass and body of the 


people? 


Is it to be without restraint, and are not we the responsi- 
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ble parties who, either from fear or some other reason, fail to 
adopt proper measures for the restraint and the proper exercise of 
this corporate power? And is it not the owners of these fran- 
chises who now demand gold money, so that they may monopo- 
lize it? 

It is not a question of party; it is not a question of political di- 
vision; but it isone which should address itself to all representa- 
tives. Is it true—and, if not true, let the fact be demonstrated— 
that in this great country of ours the hand of power, created by 
legislative franchises, is impoverishing every man and family? 
Transportation is far above its proper and necessary cost. For- 
tunes are accumulated, as a French statistician has recently said, 
and he has called the attention of the people of the world to the 
advantages of despotic government, of arbitrary government, 
over republican government, by citing the control of power over 
these franchises in the absolute and monarchical countries of the 
world. In that article he states from the census of the United 
States that fortunes such as the world has never seen, and in com- 
parison with which that of the nobility of Europe pale, are accu- 
mutated in the hands of individuals in our country through the 
— of taxation granted in legislative franchises. He avers 

rom our census that 70 people in this country own $3,000,000,000 
of property in taxable values, created by law-imposing taxation 
two, three, four, and five times for the same transportation above 
the cost in Europe, and above its reasonable and proper cost, and 
yet in our Government here we have noattention or notice paid to it. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] spoke the other day of 
the advantages of these economies. Surely so, but what of the 
advantage of exercising their power ruthlessly and to the destruc- 
tion of the people? What of imposing charges upon fictitious capi- 
talization three, four, and five times above its necessary and 
reasonable cost? What of the public policy, which should demand 
the attention of every statesman, to reduce the cost to labor and 
to the people of these extravagant and arbitrary charges? What 
of the failure even to examine in behalf of the people the question, 
or to see whether or not the nobility, the untitled nobility, who 
exercise and own this power, have accumulated these vast for- 
tunes of one, two, and three hundred millions of dollars by virtue 
of the power to tax the people alone? How of that statesmanship 
which fails even to investigate this subject and ascertain whether 
it be true or not? 

Mr. President, if this be true, this monopoly of money, caused 
by the confinement of the function of legal tender to one metal, 
to gold alone, is intensified a thousand times by this requirement. 
It is the same as if by legislation the law gave to these few men 
by name—they who own all the banks, they who own all the rail- 
roads in connection with their European associates, and they who 
own as private property a power of taxation coextensive with the 
entire production and consumption of the country, resting upon 
every act of transportation of either person or property—it is the 
same as if by law and by name this great power of taxation had 
been conferred — them. No inquiry, no investigation, no at- 
tempt to control this power exerted by the men in whom the 
people have confided their safety and their protection. 

So this question can not be confused by attributing some mag- 
ical properties to gold or silver, or by refusing that option which 
has existed always to thedebtor for his protection, to the end that 
monopoly, or the power of taxation or exaction, shall not in the 
hands of a few persons gather into their possession that which 
alone will discharge the public tax and the private debt, and that 
the law shall not with one hand compel payment out of the labor 
of the poor man and out of the labor of every man, and with the 
other reduce the value and price of his labor, as compared with 
the thing which is required to pay it, and which is in the posses- 
sion of a few persons only. ; 

These propositions result demonstrably and logically by an in- 
evitable conclusion from the fact, if true, that the function of 
money, and the things to which it is attached, are separable and 
distinct in reason, and that the power of attaching the function of 
money or legal tender is in government, and in government alone. 

This fact is recognized in our Constitution, which says that no 
State shall ‘‘make anything but gold and silver coin a tender in 
payment of debts ”"—debts public and private. So in all ages and 
in all times, in the days of the Roman Empire, when provinces 
were conquered and tribute levied without limit and without rea- 
son, it had to be paid in that which the government prescribed. 
Julius Cesar prescribed gold or silver in the proportions of one 
part to eleven, and for two thousand years this option, this altern- 
ative power has existed, not because of any value of the metals 
as commodities, for that has nothing to do with it. The power 
of government might have prescribed that it should be copper or 
iron, as has been done sometimes. 

It is true that copper and iron would not answer the purposes of 
exchange and commerce so well; but so far as power was con- 
cerned, so far as paying private debts was concerned, so far as 
paying public obligations was concerned, the copper or the iron 

emanded by the power of government, woul ve answered 
that purpose, and so within the terms, the prescription of law, no 
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matter what silver or gold may be worth, for the purpose of pay. 

ing debts, public and private, the obligation of the law makes thig 
arity absolute. No human power can disturb it so long as the 
aw prescribes it. 

But it is said that there is such a thing as difference in exchanve 
that there is use in one country for a particular kind of coin andj 
in another for the bullion rth of the metal; that one country 
will prohibit the use or not endow anything with the use of tho 
money function except one thing, and that, therefore, there wi!] 
be a demand. Admit that to be true, of what avail in the argu. 
ment is that, except that wherever there is a demand for ono 
thing made greater than another it will go there, if there be con- 
venience of transportation and accessibility? Of what impor- 
tance is that fact to the great mass of transactions, to the debtor 
class of the country, who are ever its support, who fight its bat- 
tles, who furnish its brains? It is not the rich, it is not the own- 
ers of our great franchises, who sustain the Government; it is the 
brain of the poor men and poor women and their children who 
grow up to defend the country in war, to become its great schol- 
ars, its great judges, its great ministers and lawyers. 

So, under every government, be it autocratic or democratic, 
a wise ruler provides for the elevation of the masses, the comfort 
of the homes, the better support of the toilers of the world: and 
he is a poor governor or a poor emperor or a poor representative 
of the eo in Congress or in a republican government who does 


not look closely to these considerations as the determining point 
of public policies. 
Mr. President, we have this question before us. We have the 
uestion of determining whether or not the mints of this country 


shall be opened to the free coinage of silver and to its use as a 
money function upon equal terms and fixed proportions with gold. 
I have endeavored to show that the scarcity or the abundance of 
these metals has no part or figure in this discussion in the real 
argument of the subject; I have endeavored to show that parity 
is not a matter of consideration. It is true that if silver or gold 
were as abundant as the air or the water or the earth that unlimn- 
ited quantity would affect the argument and make it unwise to 
provide that the debts and obligations of the people should be paid 
in that which was common and universal, and to which there 
was no limitation. But is there any reason in the proposition 
that there is no limitation to the coinage? Can it not be sus- 
pended in an hour? Can we not anticipate the future, finding 
money becoming a drug? Isit so now? Andis it not true that 
it is too scarce and difficult to be obtained? 

In every part of this country, away from the great centers, 
money can be had upon no terms except those of absolute contis- 
cation. In the State which I represent in part, in thelate calamity, 
when the severe cold destroyed | $20,000,000 worth of property ina 
single night and left men, women, and children to the necessity 
of cultivating the ground without knowledge of the subject, 
money could not be had to rehabilitate their farms, to assist them 
in regaining a comfortable subsistence. Children are withheld 
frem school, the sick are provided with insufficient attentions, 
and want exists in many households. Why? Because there is no 
distribution of the money which is in the country, because it is 
gathered in the great cities; because the great monopolies of trans- 

ortation day by day gather all the money in the country and send 
it, as fast as the railway trains can speed it, to the great centers of 
commerce, leaving the people entirely without the means of ex- 
changing products or borrowing to supply the necessities of life. 
This is the condition of our country. 

The wise statesman, in my judgment, whether he be of one party 
or the other, upon this side of the Chamber or the other, wiil look 
into these conditions and to the connection of the exercise of the 
power of prescribing a money function with special reference to 
whether or not we have a concentrated money power, resting upon 
franchises created by law, imposing taxes without limitation, 
without the consent or the representation of the people, into 
whose hands, unless we guard it carefully, the money function 
will be committed entirely. 

It is not to the interest of those who wish the preservation of 
property, it is not to the interest of those who, like myself, dis- 
courage extreme ideas or fanatical opinions or anarchical ideas, 
it is not for the interests of property, it is not for the interests of 
this Republic or republican government or of any political party, 
that we should shut our eyes to that condition of public economy 
which, by franchises created by law, produces fortunes of three 
or four hundred million dollars in single individuals and poverty 
in the mass of the people, a condition of things which, according 
to the statements of the book before me, and largely supported by 
statements in rere ress, gives to 30,000 people more than 
half of all the products of the labor of 70,000,000 of the American 


people. F 

Is that true, or is it not? Let us investigate it; let us ascertain 
if the fact be so, and if it be not true, in vindication of the owners 
of these franchises let the fact be demonstrated to the people of 
the country. If it be true that these franchises are every day 
gathering the entire money of the country and carrying it to these 
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great centers; if it be true that the 70 men own this $3,000,000,000 
by virtue of laws which we have either created or permitted to 
exist, let us enact some legislation which will prevent it; let us 
see above all things that the power of prescribing a money func- 
tion shall not be exercised by this Government and this Congress 
to attuch it to anything which is peculiarly susceptible of control 
by combinations and trusts. 

That, Mr. President, is the great danger. As I have said, in my 
own State the people believe that these powers are exercised to 
their ruin, to their impoverishment. They know that they have 
no money; they know that they have to pay extraordinary rates of 
interest; they know that no money is to be had except by a supply 
from the great cities of the country. 

As a matter of sound economy and statesmanship, ought there 
to be public policies which concentrate the entire money of the 
country in the possession of a few persons, which impose heavy 
burdens upon production and transportation? Are these wise 
economies? In my judgment they are not. We should call a 
halt. The policy advocated in the great financial centers of the 
country by so many men of large ability connected with great en- 
terprises 1s absolutely destructive of themselves, of their order, 
and dangerous to the just accumulation of property. 

The Bank of England has $5,000,000,000 of capital in connection 
with branch banks. That great capital rests upon the indebted- 
ness of the Government of Great Britain to the Bank of England. 
We are told that it means a solidarity of money, a mobilization of 
capital. We are told that in the United States the banks concen- 
trate and hold $4,000,000,000 of credits and assets of different de- 
scriptions, with cash or money in possession of only $700,000,000 
of the $1,600,000,000 stated to bein the country, and that their 
business exceeds the total money of the country by the difference 
between $1,600,000,000 and three or four thousand million dollars 
of transactions. 

We perceive, then, thatin the Bank of England and in the banks 
of our country nearly the entire money of the world at this date is 
represented and controlled; we perceive that these banks are owned 
by a few hundred men at home and abroad, and that the men 
who own the great systems of transportation, the great lines of 
steamships, the great combinations of capital which control great 
enterprises, are the men who own all the money of the world, and 
in connection with it in our own country, the richest of all—ex- 
ceeding the wealth of Great Britain by more than $2,000,000,000, 
and according to the estimates of the French statistician to whom 
I have referred—we have 70 of the richest people that the sun has 
ever shone upon; rich not in the competition of legitimate trade, 
rich not in commercial enterprises, rich not by virtue of their supe- 
riority of brain to the poor people of the country, but rich by a 
power of law creating public franchises, and which we fear to 
expose and to restrain. 

r. President, shall we add to that power, the power to own 
and prescribe the things which shall control the legal tender, the 
money which shall perform the function of representing and trans- 
ferring values, and shall we argue from day to day as to the effects 
of natural law upon the original bullion value of this or that 
metal, and disguise and cover up under these vain and fictitious 
ideas the fact that this is a question alone as to whether the Govy- 
ernment shall create a great privileged class, a class having power, 
if without titles of nobility, Savins that which is far more power- 
ful, the power to appropriate the labor of the people without their 
consent, the power to make times hard and make money scarce 
and services of little purchasing power, to prevent all enterprises 
which they do not own and control, and to create a great army of 
unemployed people, vainly striving to obtain work? 

Mr. President, I do not share in the condemnation of those who 
differ in opinion from me. I acknowledge that the reverse of 
these opinions are entertained by men of great ability, and, as I 
believe, of patriotism. I do not share in the severe criticisms 
which have been passed upon the President of the United States 
or the Secretary of the Treasury for want of personal fidelity and 
om. With a record of seventeen years’ service, in which 

have never given a vote for a bond, in which I have never given 
a vote in favor of the extension of corporate franchises, in which 
I have voted ever for their restraint and for their complete and 
absolute control by the representatives of the people—with these 
ne and with such a record, I am not afraid to do justice to 
those who differ in opinion with me, and to say that there are 
honest differences of opinion. 

But in my judgment there is but one real side. That side is 
that money shall be abundant, whether it be paper money which 
the Government prescribes shall be equal to silver and gold for 
Sh pegment of public dues; whether it be gold in 1 part to 16 parts 
of silver, according to tradition, which, next to law,is powerful, 
or whether it be some new and entirely different system. It 
must be abundant and within the reach of the people, and we know 
of no other method than that which for thousands of years has 
been the only method—the free coinage of goid and silver in a fixed 
proportion. If you take up the arguments one by one which en- 
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deavor to meet this proposition, you find them utterly untenable. 
Yet in some of these examinations there is some degree of force to 
be attached to this question. In Gunton’s Magazine, which I have 
been reading and of which I spoke awhile ago, there are some con- 
siderations which are worthy of attention. They are as follows: 
Writing of Mr. White’s book on money, the writer says: 
In confining it [money] to the function of swapping one piece of goods for 


another by measuring the value of the effort expended on each, he avoids 
much subtlety and appears to have attained to special simplicity of treat- 
ment. This is necessarily at the cost of overlooking and underestimating the 
dynamic power of monetary facts and events upon the intellectual progress 
and social development. Hence Mr. White never presents to us money in its 
tides and currents as a comprehensive whole. He generally contradicts or 
denies the existence of all that class of phenomena which Hume, Adam Smith, 
Hamilton, Carey, Alison, and others have dwelt upon as arising out of its 
volume or scarcity, its abundance or lack. He takes no note of the effect of 
a credit currency of a higher or more satisfactory kind, like the greenback 
note in 1862, to retire a credit currency previously in vogue of book accounts 


and commercial time paper, thus stimulating production by substituting cash 
payments for slow trusts of private solvency. 

It seems, then, that here is another idea, and a very correct 
idea, that there is a dynamic force pervading society everywhere, 
resulting from the monetary condition of a country. It is true, 
and if that dynamic force be concentrated in the hands of the 
Bank of England and a few bankers in our country to control 
our national system, and if it be powerful enough to suppress in- 
quiry, to discourage and daunt public men, if it be powerful 
enough to control the elections of States and place this Govern- 
ment and all its powers in the hands of seventy men with three 
thousand millions of property, it means, Mr. President, great ruin, 
great civil disorder, and great danger to republican institutions. 

I insist that these are not questions of party division. I insist 
that they appeal to every statesman for at least calm inquiry and 
discussion. The idea that we hear discussed in this Chamber is 
that prices are dependent upon the scarcity of gold or the abun- 
dance of silver. Prices are dependent upon the depressive and re- 
pressive power of monopoly—monopoly of money, monopoly of 
transportation, upon privilege over right, which oppresses the 
great mass of producers, which creates trusts, combinations, syn- 
dicates, corporations controlling every article of production, every 
article of consumption. To attempt to arrive at a solution of this 
question without considering the cost of rents, without consider- 
ing the cost of all the thousands of the minutiz of life, is an argu- 
ment destitute of the elements of reason, and, in my judgment, it 
does not require consideration, except that consideration which 
will point out the prices of labor, the prices of human services, 
which constitute the great mass of the wealth of the country. 

The rent of land, the rent of houses, the taxation imposed 
through the different franchises, the increased cost of living, or 
the decreased cost of living—these thousands of particulars 
created, as was said by Vaubanin thetime of France, by the power 
given to privileged classes to impose taxes outside of the require- 
ments of the State, are the things to be looked into, one by one, 
before we can arrive at any just conclusion. Are the markets 
the property of individuals? Are the highways the property of 
private individuals? Are houses and lands within the control of 
a few? Are the public policies such as to prevent the toiler 
from owning his ownhousehold? Are theeconomies of insurance, 
of protection to life, such that they are prescribed by a limited 
class of people? 

Look at our condition here in the city of Washington. Look at 
the corporations here. See what amount they contribute to the 
general fund of the people. See the enormous tax upon light. 
Who a Who pays the capitalization and the watered stock? 
It is the poor man, the poor woman, the child with limited educa- 
tion. Would we preserve those franchises? Then let us see that 
the cost they impose upon the people is reduced to the lowest de- 
gree. Let us make money abundant. Let us forbid that it shall 
be a monopoly; and how else can we do that except in this first 
step by making silver the equal of gold in fixed proportions pre- 
scribed by law and in maplementing it, when monopolies shall 
perchance hoard both, with the power of the Government to issue 
its credit notes, without interest or with interest, as may be neces- 
sary, to supply, in temporary exigencies, that which the combina- 
tions destroy by hoarding the money. 

Mr. President, I have no hesitation in saying that the troubles 
of the Treasury are imaginary; that the Government has but to 
exercise an option—the option of paying in gold or silver or Treas- 
ury notes—that we have but to provide that the public debt shall 
be paid in either, at the discretion of the Treasury. Then there 
will be and can be demonstrably no depreciation of our credit, 
our bonds, or our securities. All Europe would be glad to-day to 
exchange every dollar of their public credit for the noninterest- 
bearing obligations of the people of the United States. And why? 
Logically so. You would do it and I would do it. 

Great Britain is not moribund, it is true, because the British 
Empire is the great power of the world, the home of art and sci- 
ence. Whatever we may say upon the subject, and I to-day would 
declare war as soon as another to protect the autonomy of the 
American Republics or to free the people of Cuba from the horri- 
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ble atrocities that are being perpetrated upon them, yet I recog- 
nize the fact that Great Britain is the home of freedom, of reli- 
gion, of the arts, and her people have been foremost in every time 
and in every period of the world in standing forth as the very 
pillars of civilization and truth. 

But that is not the question. Europe has 4,000,000 armed men, 
with a drain upon its resources which impoverishes its people, 
with an increasing army of en people. At a low esti- 
mate there are 20,000,000 ay in Europe at the point of starva- 
tion—strong men with their families dying of hunger and seeking 
employment which they can not find. Such is the testimony of 
the commander of the Salvation Army, an enlightened man, a 
true man, a self-sacrificing man. Such are the statistics of John 
Bright and other Englishmen who have given their lives to this 

uestion. Such are the statements of philanthropic Frenchmen. 

ere are 4,000,000 armed men facing each other with the most 
terrible instruments of destruction and with a war imminent at 
any time which would wipe out the credit of those countries and 
their securities and destroy their national debt. 

Taen look at this country, richer than the richest of them, with 
seas around it, 3,000 miles away from any possible danger; with 
70,000,000 free men, many of them enlightened, intelligent, capa- 
ble of controlling the Government, who in time will wake up and 
see what is true and act upon it in public policies, whether I am 
right or whether [am wrong. That the credit of this great coun- 
try and this great people, foremost in civilization, should be less 
than that of these moribund countries is a proposition that can 
not for a moment be entertained. 

No, our credit can be sustained, our notes paid, our obligations 
met by the judicious issue of the credit notes of this Government 
receivable for all public dues and for all private debts. If it were 
not so, what individual here could not in the administration of 
his own private affairs, if of equal magnitude to those of the 
United States, by the judicious payment of gold or silver when 
needed, and by refusing it when combinations were made to de- 
stroy his credit, sustain it? 

hile I entertain these views, I concede the integrity of those 
who have different opinions. I concede their ability and patriot- 
ism; but to me it seems to be clear that we are upon the line 
where starvation divides the great mass of the people from a few 
who are enormously rich. e are upon the line of serious civil 
disturbance. We are upon the point where something more than 
the old words of party distinction and y difference must be 
used; where principles of public policy looking to the masses can 
and must hereafter be the dividing hme; where policies must be 
instituted which will not permit the accumulation by individuals, 
through public franchises, of hundreds and tho of millions 
of dollars. We must see that the stern hand of the power and 
mney & the American people is placed upon taxation levied 
thro franchises created by law. By this public policy and 
this alone can the Republic be preserved and f its mission of 
greater happiness to all the people. 
INDEPENDENT BIMETALLISM AND PROTECTIVE TARIFF THE REMEDIES 

DEMANDED BY PRESENT CONDITIONS. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, the alternative pre- 
sented for the consideration and vote of the Senate by the = i 
billis this: Shall we determine and vote, as oe ill as it 
came from the House, that a further issue of the bo indebted- 
ness of this Government is, under existing conditions and circum- 
stances, necessary, and to authorize such issue; or shall we, as 

oposed by the committee, deny such necessity and refuse to au- 
horize a further issue of bonds, and instead thereof so legi 
as to utilize silver, thus restoring it to the place assigned it by the 
Constitution of our country as one of the money metals, and thus 
rehabilitate it, as commanded by the Constitution, with all the 
legal-tender functions of primary money? In other words, shall 
we insist on perpetuating the single gold standard in this country 
and, in order to do so, au an imited amount of interest- 
bearing bonds to be sold for gold; or, denying that we favor the 
single gold standard and insisting that we favor bimetallism or 
the double standard, shall we, in language of the last national 
Republican — declare that ‘‘the American % 
tradition and interest, favor bimetallism,” and that, e words 
of that platform, ‘‘we demand the use of both gold and silver as 
standard money,” and not the single gold standard? 

For one I deny the necessity for further bond issues. I deny 
the necessity for a further increase of the interest- national 
indebtedness. I deny that the interest or welfare either of the 
Government or the people of this country requires the perpetua- 
tion of the single gold standard. I protest t the contin 
and persistent effort to destroy bimetallism in this country, 
thus reduce the aggregate value of i to 
measured by our gold alone, is not 
material interests of all our people, 
control the gold of this country, but 
~and oppressive encroachment upor their constitutional 

Eelieving this, I shall, without any hesitation, but with 
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pleasure, vote in favor of the committee amendment and against 

the bill as it came from the House. 

GOLD AND SILVER ARE THE MONEY METALS OF THE CONSTITUTION, NOT 
GOLD ALONE. 

The great convention which framed the Constitution of our 
country, in authorizing Congress to coin money, incorporated into 
an instrument no discriminating distinction between gold and 

ver, 

The Congress shall have power— 

Says the Constitution— 
to coin money— 

Not gold alone, but money, that which was known as money in 
this country at the date of the adoption of the Constitution, namely, 
gold and silver coins, and furthermore— 
to regulate the value thereof and of foreign coins. 

And while inhibiting the several States from coining money of 
any kind, and in determining to what extent they should go in 
declaring what should or should not be a legal tender, it was pro- 
vided in express terms that: 

No Stateshall * * * coin money— 

Or— 
make anything but gold and silver coin a tender in payment of debts. 


In view of these constitutional provisions conferring upon Con- 
gress the power to coin money, both gold and silver, which is the 
equivalent of a command to coin for the use of the people both 
gold and silver, and inhibiting the States respectively from coin- 
ing money and from making anything but gold and silver a legal 
tender in the — of debts, is it not clear beyond the power 
of successful disputation that any discrimination in our legislation 
upon the part of Congress against silver and in favor of gold is 
an encroachment upon the constitutional rights of the citizen? 

That great lawyer, Daniel Webster, in discussing from a con- 
stitutional standpoint this very important question, said: 

Iam clearly of the opinion that neither pmegene nor any other authority 
can | y demonetize either silver or gold. If one coin can be dethroned 
as money then the other one can be, and thus the Constitution can be disre- 

ded, yes, overthrown. The command to Congress is to coin money, not 
destroy it, to create legal-tender money for the use of the people, and the 
nh 


gra t of authority to create money can not be construed to mean authority 
destroy money. 


But no less clear and conclusive upon this constitutional ques- 
tion were the well-timed and able remarks in this Chamber on the 
15th of August, 1893, of Webster’s worthy successor, Senator Hoar. 
On that occasion that eminent Senator said: 


You may drive out nature with your legislative fork, but again and again 
she comes running back. This doctrine is ge met in the Constitution. 
“No State shall make anything but gold and silver coin a tender.” ‘No 
State shall coin money, emit bills of credit, make anything but goldand silver 
coin a tender in payment of debts.’ 

That the words “money ” and “ gold and silver” were regarded as equiva- 
lents in constitutional meaning is shown by the fact that the Constitution 
makes a se rovision as to bills of credit and does not include them in 
the sentence w “a to a It isnot gold or silver that a State may 
make a | tender, but gold and silver, the a value of which, by another 
clause of the Constitution, is to be determined by Congress. 
ief J orth and his associate, who represented Connecticut in 
the Constitutional Convention, in their report to their constituents of the 
proceedings of the convention, say that the new Constitution provides that 
no State * make anything but money a legal tender for the paranens 
of debts,’ show that, in their judgment, the word ‘“‘ money ” and the words 

and silver ” are identical or 


* gold uivalents. 
Qiexander Hamilton considered this question in his great report on the 
mint and the coinage. He gave fullest weight to the arguments of the mono- 
metallists. He admitted that the aaaee ee had up to that time virtually 
attached te pend rather than to silver. t, with the fullest concurrence of 
President Washington and the statesmen of his time, he declared for the 
—— of bimetallism. His arguments have not lost their original force. 
hey have not been answered in any discussion. The people of the United 
when tempest has . will settle down be reconciled to 

the solution of this great problem in which Washington and his Cabinet 
joined. They never will be permanently reconciled to any other. 
“To annul the use of either of the metals as money is to abridge 
tity of circula medium, and is liable to all the o 
from the com: of the benefits of a full with the ev 
lation.”—Hamilton’s Report, Lodge's Edition, page 243. 
Daniel Webster declared with great emphasis, that 


e more t once, an 
the Constitution requires the coinage of both metals; and it would be a dis- 
obedience to our constitutional duty were generons to diseard either. 

Mr. President, all our ¢ financial authorities of both parties, from the 
framers of the Constit le Alexander Hamilton, and Jefferson. and 
Webster, and Calhoun, and Benton, and Chase, and Fessenden, Federalists 
and ne, Whigs and eae Gane to the disturbed period which 
which divided political parties. Wheth Congress seat agiiiesipss paper 
w er au @ paper 

saf redeemable in coin, or should leave that 


currency, under 

to State discretion, or to private enterprise, was a question which divided 

ae mL made and unmade Presidents and administrations. But down to 
year 


And I call attention to the language of the distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts— 


the quan- 
ections which arise 
of a scanty circu- 


down to the year 1863 it never was heard in this coun that the legal ten- 
der and the standard of value should be anything but and silver; nor was 
it ever claimed until 1873 that both gold and silver couid not be relied upon 
to perform this service. 


THE CAUSES OF THE INCREASE IN OUR FOREIGN INDEBTEDNESS. 


Let those who loudest against bimetallism and in favor 
<6 todd cualanhonktnteguitten te the retention of 
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silver to its constitutional place as one of the money metals of the 


country contrast for a moment the condition of our country and | 
its Government and people in a few important respects for a | 
neriod of say, & ——— of a century prior to 1873, when silver was | 


emonetized, and that for the twenty-five years since. Compare, 
for instance, the amount of our foreign indebtedness from 1845 to 
1873 with that from 1878 to 1895. 


First, glance at the state of our trade, its balances from 1845 to | 


1860, fifteen years prior to the breaking out of the war of the re- 


bellion, when we had no single gold standard and when we had | 


the free and unlimited coinage of gold and silver at the present 
ratio of 16 to 1. i 
foreign trade in our favor was $33,712,009. 


Thus, so far from | 
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| Hence the inquiry naturally arises, why is it, 
During these fifteen years the net balance of our 


creating any foreign interest-bearing debt during this period, the | 


result was a balance in our favor of $33,712,009. 

Furthermore, it will be borne in mind that for these fifteen 
years our total net exports of gold and silver amounted to an 
annual average of but $27,412,220. At the commencement of the 


war, therefore, our foreign indebtedness was a mere bagatelle— | 


substantially nothing. , 
Then came the war, hearing in its train, of course, a large deficit 
each year up to 1869, at which time our foreign indebtedness, as 


estimated by David A. Wells, had reached the enormous sum of | 


$1,465,500,000. Much of this vast increase of course is justly 
chargeable to the state of war in which our country was engaged 
from 1861 to 1865. 


During the nine years 1861-1869 the value of imports in excess | 


of the value of our exports reached the enormous sum of $732,219,- 


| ticles received by us of $2,421,014,262, or an excess of over S96 


547, or an average annual excess for these nine years of $81,357,727. | 


During this same period we exported more gold and silver than 


we imported to the aggregate amount of $439,678,760, or an aver- | 


age annual excess of gold and silver of $48,853,195. So, the bal- 
ance against us for these nine years, covering the period of the 
war and four years after its close, growing alone out of cur im- 
ports and exports of merchandise, gold, and silver was $292,540,787, 
or an annual average excess during this period of $32,504,532. 
But this is but one item, and a comparatively insignificant one 
at that, in making up our estimated foreign debt by Mr. Wells in 
1869. 


in foreign vessels, amount expended by Americans in traveling 


To this must be added, an estimated loss of from $200,000,000 | 
to $225,000,000, being cost of transportation of our carrying trade | 


abroad of an equally large sum, to say nothing of accumulated | 


interest and discounts on stock and bonds and real-estate mort- 
gages taken by our European creditors at an average of not more 
than two-thirds of their value on our indebtedness. These various 
items of our indebtedness, accumulated in this brief period of 
nine years, make up the estimated aggregate of Mr. Wells of 
$1,465,500,000. 

But, notwithstanding this increase in our foreign indebtedness 
during the nine years ended December 31, 1869, and the great 
bulk of which must be properly attributed to the fact that our 
country was involved in a terrible and prolonged internecine 
war, it was as nothing compared with the increase in the twenty- 
five years since that date, uring twenty-three years of which time 
silver has been demonetized, real bimetallism strangled and de- 
stroyed, and our Government engaged in a constant and embar- 
rassingly strained effort to maintain and perpetuate the single 
gold standard. While our foreign indebtedness was virtually 


nothing at the beginning of the war in 1860, while on January | 
1, 1870, it was, according to recognized national statisticians, 
$1,465,000,000, it is to-day, after nearly a quarter of a century of | 


the single gold standard, estimated by these same statisticians at 
all the way from four to five times the latter amount, or from $5,000,- 
000,000 to $7,000,000,000, or an increase in our foreign indebted- 
ness since 1870, after allowing all credits, of from $3,535,000,000 
to $5,535,000,000. The first-named amount is a conservative esti- 
mate, and in all probability not very far wrong. 

How is it this vast sum of debt has within the past twenty-five 
years been placed as a mortgage in favor of foreign creditors, 
nearly all of whom are citizens of Great Britian, on the labor, the 
efforts, the resources, the homes—yes; I might add the liberties— 
of the American people? 

In what manner, for what cause or causes, by operation of what 
occult or other description of means, have the very lifeblood and 
liberties of the American people been thus manacled in the interest 
of om masters by this vast aggregation of individual foreign 
indebtedness? That it is the result wholly of any one cause no 
sensible man will for a moment contend. That it is the result of 
and the cooperation of several causes all will readily concede, but 
that of all causes which contribute to it more or less, no one cause, 
nay, all other causes taken together, were so potential a factor in this 


fearful work of riveting upon the necks of the American people | 


the foreign chains of industrial, commercial, and monetary slav- 
ery as is the single one of the effort to destroy bimetallism and 
sustain, uphold, and perpetuate, in the interest of Great Britain, 
the single gold standard. 

For the twenty-five years from June 30, 1870, to June 30, 1895, 





| 

| 
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| while our excess of exports of ‘silver over imports of silver was 
| 

} 

| 
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the aggregate value of our imports was in round figures about 
$16,000,000,000, while that of our exports was in round figures 
perhaps about $17,763, 500,000, or an excess of merchandise ex- 
ports over like imports of $1,763,500,000. 

During this same period our net gold exports were $271,190,721, 





$386,311,625. ‘hese figures show undoubtedly at first glance and 
on their face, other considerations for the moment lost sight of, 
an apparent balance in our favor, and due in t main to the 
operation of our system of a protective tariff, . 2 421,014,262. 
if during these 
twenty-five years there has been in our exports and imports of 
merchandise and gold and silver a balance in our favor o! arly 
$2,500,000,000, or nearly $100,000,000 annually, our foreign in- 
debtedness has increased from $1.465,000,000 to over $5,000,000,000, 
and why is it, if there has been this vast annual increase in our 
foreign indebtedness, notwithstanding the balance of trade has 
been in our favor, that we have not been able to meet it, or, in 
other words, to prevent its gradual and immense accumulation? 

The answer is apparent to all who have given the matter care- 
ful consideration. 

Although we in these twenty-five years have sent to foreigners 
$657,502,346 more gold and silver than they have sent to us in the 
same time, and in addition have sent to them merchandise valued 


at $1,.763,511,916 more than the value of the merchandise they 
have sent to us, making a total of merchandise, gold, and silver we 
have sent abroad in this period in excess of the value of th a 


000 annually; and yet, notwithstanding all this, our indebtedness 
to foreigners increased in this same period to more than $3,500,- 
000,000, showing clearly had the balance of trade on our exports 
of merchandise, gold, and silver been against us, or had our trade 
in these respects been evenly balanced, the increase in our foreign 
indebtedness in these twenty-five years ending with 1895, instead 
of being $3,500,000,000, would have been more than $5.900,000,0U0. 

What is the cause of all this, and what is the remedy: 

The cause is, this vast balance of trade in our favor during this 
| period in merchandise, gold, and silver has gone to foreign 
mostly to Europe, to meet the expenses of fre ght charves in our 
carrying trade, to pay interest on our foreign indebtedness, and 
This is the man- 
ner the debt has been created and is constantly accmmulating, 
and we are unable to meet the interest, much less the principal, 
for the simple reason of the great depression in the value of our 
exports since 1873. 

That is the sum and substance of the whole business. If our 
exports since 1873 could have commanded the same prices they 
did command in 1873, to-day the American people, instead of hav- 
ing a mortgage approaching perhaps five thousand million dollars 
upon their property, their homes, their very liberties, would be 
owing nothing. 

There are, in my judgment, two remedies to be applied: 

First, our shipping laws must be amended, our merchant ma- 
rine must be encouraged and built up, and we must become our 
own carriers; and 

Secondly, we must legislate to increase the value of our export 
commodities, so as to enable us to meet, reduce, f pos ible, 
wipe out the debt which to-day makes the people of this country 
virtually slaves to the money lenders of Great Britain. We must 
reduce our expenses, and instead of issuing new bonds stop incur 
ring obligations abroad and increase, if possible, the value of our 
commodities, including silver, with which to meet this indebted- 
ness. 


unds, 


| the expenses of travel of Americans in Europe. 


and, 


But 
Says one— 
silver can not be utilized in paying our foreign debts 


To this I reply that the records of this Government show that 
between June 30, 1870, and June 30, 1895, we paid on this foreign 
account and canceled our indebtedness to that extent by prevent 
ing its increase, by payments in silver to the amount and value 
| of $386,311,625, that being the excess in the value of our exports 

of silver during that period over our imports of silver. 

As a matter of course that alone, amounting to nearly $400,000,- 
000, was applied in the reduction of our indebtedness abroad and 
preventing its increase. 

The enormous amounts paid by us annually to foreign ship- 

| owners is one of the great causes of the rapid increase of our 

foreign indebtedness. Less than 20 per cent of our imports—only 
| about 13 per cent—are carried in American vessels, while about 87 
per cent in foreign. The average cost of freightage is estimated 
at 8 per cent of the value of imports. 

During the twenty-five years ended June 30, 1895, our aggre- 
gate imports were valued at $16,000,000,000. Assuming that but 87 
per cent of this amount was carried in foreign vessels, the money 
‘ paid to foreign shipowners during this period would average 
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annually about $55,000,000 and would in the aggregate amount in 
this period to $1,392,000,000. If credit is given for, say, $175,- 
000,000 as freight received by our own people for the small pro- 
portion of our exports carried by American shipping, there is still 
a balance against us for this period on the single item of freights 
of more than $1,200,000,000, or an average of $48,000,000 per annum. 


THE FEARFUL EFFECTS OF THE BOND-IS8UING POLICY—IT CONTRACTS OUR 
CIRCULATING MEDIUM, DEPRESSES PRICES, PARALYZES BUSINESS, AND IN- 
CKEASES THE PUBLIC DEBT, 


But another, among the many evils which attach to a policy of 
borrowing millions every few months and issuing interest-bearing 
bonds in order to maintain the single gold standard, and the one 
to which I am about to attract attention, operates with especial 


hardship when the gold is obtained from our own i. is its” 


effect in the contraction of our circulating medium. The con- 
traction of the circulating medium of the country can not but de- 
press prices, not only of commodities, but of labor as well, thus 
creating a stringency in the markets, lessening the ability of the 
banks to accommodate their customers with loans, and compelling 
a forced collection of loans already in existence, thus harassing, 
“ne. and ruining debtors. 

na country where the total gold circulation is aeons less 
than $250,000,000 what must be the effect of the sudden absorp- 
tion of $100,000,000 of that amount? And so it is, while thus con- 
tracting the circulating medium of the country to this enormous 
extent, entailing in its operation all these evil results, it at the 
same time increases the strain upon the reserve of the country, 
constantly rendering the supply ess capable of performing the 
function required of standard money, of money of ultimate re- 
demption, for money that is in and of itself, not redemption 
money, and which itself must be redeemed, is not money at all, 
but simply a token, a note of demand, or a promise to pay, whether 
it bein the form of silver, or gold, or paper, or brass, or any other 
material. 

As bearing upon this phase of the’effect of bond issues when the 
bonds are expected to be taken by the people of our own country, 
1 beg attention to the following extract from a very valuable com- 
munication published in the New York Sun in its issue of Janu- 
ary 19, 1896: 


Considerable apprehension is noticeable in financial circles at the prospect 
of the monetary stringency which, it is beginning to be understood, must 
follow the absorption by the Treasury of the $100,000,000and more which it is 
going to receive for the new bonds. The modification of the terms of pay- 
ment, making the installments of it smaller and spreading them over a longer 
period of time, is intended to allay this feeling, but its palliating effect will 
not be great. Wall street has a habit of discounting the future, and a result 
which is certain to take place at the end of four months has the same influ- 
ence on the money market now that it would have if it were going to happen 
to-morrow. ar as their successive weekly statements show, our banks 
are contracting their loans and increasing their reserves, in anticipation of 
the demands which will be made upon them when the first ins ent of 
$20,000,000 upon the bonds will fall due, and they are evidently putting them- 
selves in a position to meet the for the remaining 80 per cent. 

It will be interesting to observe how business men, especially that portion 
of them in this region who have been clamoring for the retirement and can- 
cellation of the legal-tender notes, will take the contraction both of the cur- 
rency and of bank credits which the successful placing of the new loan will 
entail. Allowing a probable disbursement for current expenses the next 
four months of &. 1,000 out of the $100,000,000 and upward of the proceeds 
of the loan, there will be a locking up in the Treasury of $80,000,000 at least. 
This will not oy diminish the volume of money in tion by over $80,- 
000,000, but it will by something like four times its amount reduce the abilit 
of the banks to accommodate borrowers. The vacuum may be filled, an 
pages to be filled to some extent, by gold imported from Europe, but it is an 
indispensable condition of this im tion that the interest of money here 
should for a sufficiently long 6 persed remain high enough to attract hither for- 
eign capital. Not the least of the blunders which have been made in regard 
to the new bond issue has beer the dissemination of the fallacy that the Treas- 
ury reserve can be replenisned and the maintenance of gold payments as- 
sured without reducing the volume of bank loans. Neither refusing pay- 
ment a legal ee, nor importation of gold oe be ex ee —_ as seen 
aN serv: mporary pu nor extending the of paymen 
for the bonds, nor the en cont of bank circulation, avail to prevent 
it. It will be a bitter buta ficial dose to swallow, and we must take it 
without making wry faces. 


The historic literature of the world is replete with evidence tend- 
ing to illustrate the fact that the single gold standard is fatal to 
the prosperity of the t masses of the people in any country 
where it is enforced. t the special few who, by reason of their 
wealth, their position, or their influence, control the gold of a 
country may be benefited, all will agree, but this is at the expense 
and sacrifice of the best interests of the many. 


The doctrine of ‘‘the —, ~— to the greatest number” 
finds no lodgment in a cy which upholds the le gold stand- 
ard and rejects the cy of true bimetallism. e logic of the 


ablest economists who have ever written upon the subject, what- 
ever may have been their final conclusions as to the best policy to 
be pursued, leads to this result. But among all the celebrated 
economic writers, both ancient and modern, upon this subject, 
none has brought to its consideration such unanswerable og as 
Mr. Brooks Adams in his recent essay under the name of The 
Law of Civilization and Decay; and perhaps no better idea of this 
wonderful work may be obtained than by quoting the following 


reference to it in the columns of the New York Sun, a single gold 
standard paper, in its issue of January 12,1896. It reads: 
HISTORY SURVEYED FROM A NEW VIEW POINT. 

It isa remarkable essay which Mr. Brooks Adams has written under the 
name of The Law of Civilization and Decay (Macmillan). It is remarkable 
alike for its researches and its deductions, and while perhaps few men will 
accept all of the author's conclusions, none will fail to be impressed by some 
of them. It is not needful to assent to his ultimate assertion that the adop- 
tion of the single gold standard is fatal to the prosperity of a community in 
order to appreciate the singular acumen of his comments on certain critica! 
conjunctures in the story of the past. What he has done is to examine from 
the view point of political economy the rise and fall of the Romans, the earlicr 
Middle Ages, the first two Crusades and the capture of Constantinople by the 
Latins, the suppression of the Order of the Templars, the English Reforma 
tion, and the —eeqeanen of the convents, the eviction of the yeom. in Eng- 
land, and the relations of Spain and India to eighteenth-century civiuzation. 
It is only in the final chapter, devoted to modern centralization, in which tho 
expressions of opinion occur to which exception will generally be taken. Up 
to this point the author's essay is ey full of penetration and illumi- 
nation, and we do not hesitate to say that in respect of knowledge and of 
ane it deserves to rank in the class which is headed by the works of Mon- 

squieu. 

To indicate in one short paregreph the significance of this book, the author 
sums up the drift of European history during the seven hundred years which 
egos the close of the Napoleonic wars. From the Crusades to Waterloo 

he producers dominated Europe, the money lenders often faring hardly, as 
is proved by the treatment of the Jews. From the highest to the lowest, ai! 

1 wares to sell; the farmer his crop, the weaver his cloth, the grocer his 
goods, and all were interested in maintaining the value of their commodities 
relatively to coin, for they lost when selling ona falling market. By degrees, 
as competition sharpened, after the Reformation a type was developed which 
our author would call that of the merchant adventurer, men like Child and 
Boulton, energetic and audacious. nT energy vented itself more and 
more non through these merchants, until they became the ruling power in 
England, their government ew from 1688 to 1815. At length they fel! 
through the very brilliancy of their genius. The wealth they had amassed 
so rap nly accumulated until it prevailed over all other forms of force, and 
by so doing raised another variety of man to power. These last were the 
modera bankers. With the advent of the bankers a profound change camo 
over civilization, for contraction began. Self-interest had from the outset 
taught the producers that to prosper they should deal in wares which tended 
rather to rise than fall in value relatively to coin. The opposite instinct pos- 
sessed the usurer. He found that he grew rich when money appreciated or 
when the borrower had to part with more property to pa his ebt when it 
fell due than the cash lent him would have brought on the day the obligation 
was contracted. Inasmuchas toward the close of the eighteenth century the 

eat hoards of London passed into the possession of men of the latter type, 

he third and most redoubtable variety of the economic intellect rose to prom- 
inence, a Mek of which perhaps the most conspicuous example is the fam- 
ily of Rothschild. 

Even conceding for the moment that the single gold standard is 
a good thing and ought to be maintained, which I most emphat- 
ically deny, the policy of our Government in paying gold to all 
comers, whether required for export or otherwise, and when the 
power to pay in either silver or gold is guaranteed to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury by the very law creating the obligation, is 
not only not necessary to the preservation of the single gold stand- 
ard, but is not in accordance with the oer of any single gold 
standard country in the world, and can but lead in the end to one 
result—national bankruptcy. 

The relation existing between the banks of England, France, 
and Germany and private bankers, merchants, and exporters of 
those countries in reference to the redemption of their ro obli- 
gations is precisely similar to that existing between the Treasury 
and subtreasuries of the United States and our private bankers, 
merchants, and exporters in reference to the redemption in coin 
of our national obligations. No one of these great gold-standard 
Governments, Great Britain, Germany, and _ France, if the last 
may be called a gold-standard country, considers it necessary, in 
order to maintain the gold standard, to pay out gold coin on every 
demand and on all occasions, and thus be compelled to purchase 
it back in order to replenish its treasury at advanced rates and 
great cost. é 

Whenever the Bank of England detects the existence of an effort 
to draw gold for export it immediately raises its rate of discount, 
and continues to raise it and maintain it until it becomes to the 
interest of the exporter to pause in his effort and leave the gold in 
the bank. Frequently has the Bank of England raised the rate 
of discount to 4, 5, and 6 per cent, and it has occasionally gone as 
high as 10 per cent, but not recently, At the Barings crash in 
1889 the Bank of England advanced its rate to 6 per cent, and it 
was held at that rate for fifty-two consecutive days—from Decem- 
ber 30, 1889, to February 20, 1890—while between 1882 and 18!) 
the rate of 5 per cent was reached on twelve different occasions, 
and at one time this rate was maintained continuously for one 
hundred and twenty-seven consecutive days. ; 

So, too, the Bank of France invariably exercises the option 
when a demand is made on it for gold for export, and it is fur- 
nished or not as its directors determine. 

So, too, with the Bank of Germany. 

It is true the United States Government can not protect its re- 
serves by this process; it can not raise the rate of discount, as it 
does not discount commercial paper; but it does possess a more 
direct and efficient power conferred upon it by the sovereign 
power of the State, and that is, when a demand is made for goid 
to export, by the presentation of either legal-tender or Treasur 
notes, to refuse to pay in gold alone, and tender any other legal- 














1896. 


tender coin it may have, as none of these obligations are payable in 
gold coin, but expressly in coin—that is either gold or silver—and 
no requirement for the maintenance of the gold standard renders it 
imperative upon the part of the Government to redeem in gold 
coin an obligation made expressly redeemable in either gold or 
silver coin. 3 refusing to exercise his legitimate prerogative our 
Secretary of the Treasury ‘‘out-Herods Herod,” and enforces a 
gold policy far in advance of any ever entertained or practiced by 
an gold-standard government on earth. 

Y wes pleased to see that in a recent interview Hon. George H. 
Williams, of Oregon, late Senator and Attorney-General of the 
United States, if correctly reported, said: 


Had I been Secretary of the Treasury I would have exercised my preroga- 
tive of redeeming the Treasury notes in silver when presented. That would 
have put an immediate quietus on this scheme of robbery. 


So say I, Mr. President. Had the Secretary of the Treasury fol- 
lowed the policy of the law and the words of the law, had he pro- 
tected the gold of the country in the Treasury by the payment of 
silver when he did not have gold to spare, a quietus would have 
been put upon the raids on the Treasury by the gold ring. Very 
few legal-tender notes or Treasury notes would have been pre- 
sented if that kind of policy had been adopted, instead of the 
policy of attempting to redeem all the $346,000,000 of legal-tender 
notes and the $150,000,000 of Sherman Treasury notes in gold coin 
instead of in coin, and we should not have had to borrow in less 
than two years, as has been done, $162,000,000, and there would 
have been no necessity for another issue of $100,000,000 of bonds, 
which it is expected will soon be issued. 

THE DANGERS TO AMERICAN INDUSTRIES AND AMERICAN LABOR FROM AN 
INVASION OF ORIENTAL PRODUCTS AS A RESULT OF DIFFERENCE OF EX- 
CHANGE AND MONEY STANDARDS. 

It is incredible that the people and all the people of this coun- 
try, irrespective of party, baptized as they have been during the 
past few years with the blighting mildew of financial and indus- 
trial ruin, can not comprehend that they are, by reason of the 
destruction of bimetallism and the operation of the single gold 
standard, coupled with a free-trade tariff, gradually but surely 
being made the slaves of the money lenders and bondholders of 
the world. But not only so. This is not all, but only one-half of 
the fearful story. 

It is still more incredible that they can not be made to realize 
the great, transparent fact, so absolutely apparent, that the effect 
of the operation of the single gold standard is to bring our labor- 
ers, our manufacturers, our artisans, and our farmers as well, 
into direct and ruinous competition with the laborers, the manu- 
facturers, the artisans, and the farmers of every silver-standard, 
silver-using country in the world. 

We have as a nation proclaimed loudly and properly and legis- 
lated vigorously and wisely against Chinese immigration, but we 
are threatened to-day, and especially is this so with reference to 
the Pacific Coast States and Territories, with an industrial foe, a 
mighty, desolating army, in comparison with which Chinese im- 
migration is an evil Lilliputian in character; and this state of 
things is not only made possible by the destruction of bimetallism 
in this country and by the practical operation of the single gold 
standard, but is actually generated, warmed into life, promoted, 
encouraged, and sustained by the monometallic gold policy. 

But why— 

Says the honest advocate of the single gold standard— 
is this so? 


This is a pertinent and proper question and one susceptible of a 
direct and conclusive answer, which, when stated, must be appar- 
ent to every candid mind. The purchasing power of silver in 
all silver-using countries has not depreciated. It is as great to- 
day as ever before. The purchasing power of silver bullion even 
in this country is as great now as ever at any time in the past. 
Their standard of value is silver.. The silver yen of Japan and 
the tael of China go just as far in paying wages, in tilling the 
oo. in the manufacture of and in operating machinery, in 

erding sheep, in growing cattle, in manufacturing cloth, as ever 
they did at any time heretofore, whereas gold in the single gold 
standard, gold-using countries has appreciated, as measured in 
silver, 100 per cent. Their products, their goods, therefore, are 
P ed for the market, even were there no difference in the cost 
of labor in the two countries arising out of diverse national and 
climatic conditions, at just one-half what it costs to produce the 
same articles in the gold-standard, gold-using countries; and what 
isthe result? They, the Chinese and Japanese, the people of South 
and Central America, can afford, without trenching on their 
poets, to sell the produce of their farms, of their shops, of their 
factories, to the people of a gold-standard, gold-using country for 
just one-half the price in gold they would have been compelled to 
sell for if bimetallism had been maintained and the destruction of 
the parity of value between the two moneys had not been brought 
about by silver demonetization; hence as a consequence they can 
sell for just one-half that the farmers, the artisans, the manufac- 
turers of the single gold standard and gold-using country can afford 
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to and make any profit at all. I wouldaskmy friends onthe other 
side to make answer to this when they come to speak in favor of 
sustaining the single gold standard. 

Here, then, the American farmer and manufacturer are brought 
into direct and deadly competition with the almost countless mil- 
lions of Asia—a competition that would be sufficiently paralyzing 
by reason of the difference of conditions growing out of the dif- 
ference of nationality, of climate, and of civilization, even when 
the difference in the purchasing power of gold and silver did not 
exist, but rendered absolutely ruinous and completely and dis- 
astrously destructive in every sense of the term when aggra- 
rated by the disparity in the purchasing and debt-paying power 
of gold and silver brought about by the enforcement of a mone- 
tary policy that makes gold, and gold alone, in our country the 
measure of value. 

Here, then, is a threatened industrial invasion which no tariff, 
however high its rates, can protect against. Who does not realize 
that the people of China and Japan are rapidly forging ahead, 
moving rapidly to the front in every department of invention, of 
manufacture, and of industrial life? Go into any city or town 
or hamlet of the Pacific States; go into many of the great cities of 
the East—New York, Philadelphia, Boston—and there you see in- 
numerable evidences in a great variety of stores and shops of the 
industry, the ingenuity, the inventive genius of the Chinese and 
Japanese laborers, artisans, and manufacturers who came to this 
country prior to the passage of our exclusion laws. But all this, 
and it is not by any means insignificant in the Pacific States and 
Territories, is but a mere bagatelle compared with the mighty 
avalanche of Asiatic products of farm and shop and factory 
which is clearly gradually making its way toward our shores, stead- 
ily, but ever onward, like the imperceptible movement of a mighty 
and destructive glacier, to ultimately overwhelm the people of this 
country, and especially of the Pacific Coast, and thus destroy its 
industries, ruin its people, and cast a deadly blight on its civiliza- 
tion. 

The progress made by Japan in recent years in manufactures 
has no parallel in any other country in the same length of time. 
A dozen years ago a spindle in Japan was a novelty; to-day there 
are 59 cotton mills, representing 838,000 of the 86,000,000 spindles 
of the world, now engaged in whirling the raw cotton into manu- 
factures of all kinds, and it is estimated the present enterprises 
under way will in less than a year result in placing in operation 
700,000 additional spindles. Every vessel now leaving California 





| ports for the Orient is laden with raw cotton to meet the demand 


of the Japanese manufacturers, but the price is weighed down to 
less than living rates by cargoes from the cotton-producing fields of 
cheap labor in India, with which our cotton producers of the 
South are brought in competition, and which, with the inevitable 
increase in the growth of cotton in China, will soon shut out the 
American product entirely, and these same ships return with 


| large cargoes of manufactured goods to compete with the Ameri- 


can laborer and the American manufacturer, to reduce their profits 
and ruin their trade. 

It is said the match trade alone of this country is already ruined. 
Cargoes of Japanese matches are sold in our markets at prices 
against which our people can not compete, thus closing our match 
factories and throwing thousands of our people out of employment. 

The same will soon be true of the trade in bicycles, which are 
now being imported into this country by the thousand at rates 
that will crush out the American manufacturers. 

It is a fact that must be apparent to the mind of every candid 
and intelligent person who has investigated the subject that just 
so long as silver remains the money standard of the principal com- 
petitors for our commodities, our staple products, just so long will 
the producers of this country be compelled to contend and compete 
with cheap labor and cheap money, and the loss to the United 
States in the price of our cereals, due to the depreciation of silver 
as measured in gold in the silver-standard nations, will be infi- 
nitely greater than the loss to this nation by the contraction of our 
primary money or by the closing of our silver mines and the de- 
crease 1n business of other industries resultant from cessation of 
operation in special industries. 

THE INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT OF JAPAN 

Japan has a population of 7,000,000 more than one-half our own 
population, more than 4,000,000 more than Great Britain. 

She is forging ahead in the building up of a great merchant 
marine. She has in the past two years doubled the number of 
her seagoing vessels, and in that same brief period nearly trebled 
the number of tons of aggregate displacement of her vessels. 

A nation which enforces compulsory primary education, which 
fosters vast numbers of normal aiioaie and other institutions for 
the advancement of literary and scientific knowledge, and which 
supports nearly 2,000 educational institutions for the purpose of 
dispensing professional learning; which has within the past few 
years constructed more than 2,000 miles of railroad, established 
great steamship lines, connecting her ports with Hongkong, 
Shanghai, Calcutta, and other Chinese and East Indian ports; 
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which is projecting further and still more important transoceanic 
lines to Australia, European, and American ports; a nation which, 
moreover, has in the past two years, by the terrible process of 
war on sea and land, conquered the Chinese Empire, with its more 
than 400,000,000 population—such a nation must not be omitted 
in the enumeration or eetimates of powerful and influential factors 
which operate in defining and measuring the progress and ad- 
en of nations, and the development of the civilization of 
© age. 

Japan is rich in natural resources—gold, silver, iron, copper, 
coal, and valuable stone of various kinds—not the ieast of which 
among her mineral resources are her poeeee metals. The Por- 
tuguese, history tells us, during the eighty-nine years they occupied 
Japan—from 1550 to 1639—exported fifty-nine and a half million 

unds sterling, or nearly $300,000,000, or about $3,300,000 annually 
1S gold; and from 1649 to 1671 the Dutch exported from Japan 
large quantities of gold, also silver and copper; and it is recorded 
that the total value of gold and silver alone sent out of Japan dur- 
ing the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries exceeded £103,000,000. 

Already Japan excels in decorative art, in pottery and porcelain, 
their lacquer ware, their medals and bronzes, their cloisonné, their 
champlevé and repoussé work, their carving, their textile fabrics, 
and their embroidery, to say nothing of their products of cot- 
ton and wool, and the day is not far distant—it is even here 
now—when ail these products of the cheap skilled labor of the 
Orient, with the additional advantages which accrue to them by 
reason of the difference in money standards between their country 
and ours, are coming, and will continue to come, upon us by the 
shipload, to compete with the manufacturers of like articles in this 
country, and to the displacement of the American laborer, the 
American artisan, and the American manufacturer. 

Coal mining in Japan, which some years ago was practically 
abandoned has, by reason of the advancement in the silver price 
of coal —— from the difference between the stand of 
silver-using and gold-using countries, been resumed on an exten- 
sive scale, and to-day the great ports on all sides of the Pacific 
Ocean are supplied from Japan, while the coal-mining industry of 
the Pacific States of ourown country is being seriously threatened 
by large importations of Japanese coal. 

Although Australia abounds in valuable coal fields, she is now 
virtually excluded from the Pacific Coast markets for the sole 
reasons— 

First. Because, being on the gold basis, the difference of cost is 
50 per cent against her; and 

ond. Because her European laborers can not and do not 
work on a scale of labor rates that those of China and Japan do. 

A recent report of our consul-general in Japan, in speaking of 
the cotton industry of that country, says: 

The rapid _— of the industry is indicated by the fact that there are 
in a and in course of construction 48 factories, aggregating 1,819,115 
spin ¥ 

The following, from a recent consular report of the industries 
of Kobe, Japan, will illustrate the healthy condition and prosper- 
ity of manufacturing industries in that silver-using country, and 
I do not refer to this at this time for the purpose of endeavoring 
to prove that it is a good thing to be on a silver basis, but rather 
for the purpose of demonstrating beyond the possibility of refuta- 
tion the great advantage the manufacturers of Japan have over 
the gold-standard countries as a necessary result of the difference 
in standards and exchange between the gold and silver standard 
countries. 

The quotation is as follows: 

Tn the consular report on trade at Kobe, for 1892, a return is given of the 
dividends paid during the preceding twelve months by 21 millsin Osaka, The 
average dividend was 18 per cen highest being 28 per cent and the lowest 
Sper cent. The dividends for 1308 = from time to time in the Japan 
newspapers, appear to have been equally good or better. According to a re- 
cent number of the Japan Gazette, 11 mills, whose names are given, paid an 
averens dividend of 16 per cent for the first six months of 1804, as compared 
with 12 per cent for the corresponding period of 1893. 

Why is that, Mr. President? Not alone because that country 
is on a silver standard, but it is because of the fact that it has an 
advantage by being able to sell its products in a gold-standard 
country, whether in Europe or America, for just one-half what 
the American or the European product can be sold for and a profit 
made upon it. 

The British uae Jamieson, at Shanghai, whose essay 
in the recent bimetallic prize contest took the prize, in referring 
to the foregoing report, contrasted the prosperous condition of the 
manufacturers in Kobe, Japan, with the cotton manufacturers in 
England, and said: 

Compare this with the account of the cotton trade in England, as given in 
the Economist _of Tobreary 17 of this r. Ican not afford recom uote 
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effete that they allow themselves to be beaten at their own trade by amateur 
—— in Japan? Or isit not that there is some enormous difference in 

© economic conditions of the two countries which enables the Eastern man- 
ufacturer to win without effort while the Western is struggling his hardest 
to get even a place in the race? 

It has not unfrequently been said that it is some consolation to us, in the 
midst of all our aor on of trade, to find that other countries, such as 
Germany and the United States, are in an equally bad condition. But I 
would venture to suggest that this exactly emphasizes the present conten- 
tion, viz, that the countries that are suffering by reason of the fall in silver 
are the gold-standard countries, and those that are reaping the benefit are 
the silver countries. 


But while Japan is perhaps not well adapted to the production 
of cotton, it has been demonstrated that large areas in China are, 
and a quality equal to that of our own American production can 
be and is being produced there. Already there are three mills in 
ope in Shanghai, running 66,200 spindles; three more are 
about ready to start, with 49,000 additional spindles, and still three 
more are projected, and the British consul-general there says it 
will be but a brief time until in that single city there will be nine 
mills in operation, with a spinning capacity of 265,200 spindles. 

As bearing upon this general subject, I ask to incorporate in my 
remarks the following extract from the Item, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
: — 14 last, and which has been quoted heretofore in this 

ebate: 
{From the Item, Philadelphia, Pa., December 14, 1895.] 


The Japanese consul-general at New York says that he thinks Japan is on 
the eve of building upa large trade of Japanese products in the United States. 
He says Japan has an eee of low-cost coal and is buyingand making 
the best machinery for a export trade. 

He adds that hemp and cotton carpets, wall paper, copper and bronze ware, 
crystal ware, silk handkerchiefs, raw silk, pongee, umbrellas, rags, beer, to- 
bacco and matches are among the ers. 

Besides Japanese agents are now offering bicycles at $12.50; sashes, 
doors, and blinds, and wool —— at astonishingly low prices; in fact, no line 
is now drawn limiting what t country pro to do in selling to the 
United States 2s well as to al! gold-basis countries so long as silver continues 


— 

e the above bicycle as an example for all the other goods. It is claimed 
equal to the best in this country, and at the price mentioned is delivered 
duty and freight free in San Francisco. 

The $12.50 received for each bicycle is in gold. This is sold for silver, equal- 
ing $20 to the Japanese manufacturer. He pays $15 of his silver dollars for 
making, freight, duties, etc., and clears a net profit of $5 in silver. 

This same method of profit is available to the Japanese for everything they 
are able to produce, as well as selling coal in the San Francisco market. 

The consul-general says that coal would be so sold now if the ships had a 
return cargo. 


As further bearing upon this menace from J: —_ to labor, I beg 
attention to the following article recently published in the Chicago 
Evening Post: 

JAPAN'S MENACE TO LABOR. 


{From the Chicago Evening Post.] 


When Japan entered the sisterhood of civilized nations no pares gave her 
a warmer welcome than the American Republic. We extolled her energy 
— pesesisy, and her enterprise, and hailed her as the “‘ United States of 

a . 

To-day we are face to face with the hard fact that this young-old Empire— 
old in years and young with the vigor of a new civilization—is already prov- 
ing a formidable rival to usin the markets of the world and at our own doors. 
The conditions of Japanese labor are a standing menace to American labor 
and trade. The gravity of this danger was illustrated yesterday in a report 

resented to the National Association of Manufacturers at Central Music 

fall. It was pointed out by the chairman of the committee on Oriental in- 
dustries that articles of Japanese manufacture now appear in our Eastern 
cities, rivaling and underselling American articles suitable for similar pur- 
ee Japanese matting is now crowding out cheaper kinds of Philadelphia 


Japanese rugs made in imitation of American patterns are sold in large 
quantities in preference to American rugs of higher value. Brushes are sold 
at retail in Eastern cities for about the American value of the unmanufac- 
tured bristles. American watch-case makers are selling to Japan cases for 
excellent movements made there for this market. There are 46 cotton mills 
in Japan, with about 600,000 spindles. New mills are being erected and Japan 
threatens to become a bold and large competitor for the trade of the world 
in cotton fabrics. The Japanese use the latest improved American and Ku- 
ropean machinery in this and other industries established by them. They 
begin with mechanical appliances that are superior to those found in some 
American mills. 

There is no use blinking the facts. Some of our manufacturing industries 
are gravely menaced by this ri of a country where skilled labor may be 
had at the cost of 10 cents or 15 cents a day, or less than one-tenth of the cost 
of such labor in our own country. To-day tens of thousands of our laborers 
are idle. Our markets are invaded and the American workman, like the 
American manufacturer, is the victim of an Oriental competitor in whom 
rare skill and fine taste are joined with asimplicity of domestic habits which 
enables him to su life in comfort upon atenth of what it costs to do 
this in the United States. 

This competition will grow keener and keener. Japan will not confine her- 
self to her t efforts. Her people are introducing a great variety of 
manufacturing industries all using improved machinery, and they are imi- 
tating the pat and inventions of the Western nations with impunity, 
because there is no — for either the patents or trade-marks of for- 
eigners in = ae © importance of this condition of things can not be 
overestimated. 


THE GREAT WANT OF THE PACIFIC COAST STATES AND TERRITORIES IS THE 
DEVELOPMENT OF MANUFACTURES. 


The great want of the le of the Pacific Coast is the develop- 
ment and the _— ing up eres coeevenee on thes 
surplus moneys have exported i urope, the wic 
Islands, and elsewhere, to pay for manufactured articles, every 
one of which can be and should be manufactured at home, thus 

i the double purpose of retaining our money, build- 
ing up our industries, working up our raw material, which is 











1896. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





abundant, and giving lucrative employment toour people. These 
industries are in their infancy on that coast. For a time they 
were seriously threatened with cooly labor from China; now, 


Chinese immigration having been in a great measure stopped by | 


Congressional legislation, a new and more dangerous element 
threatens to strangle our infant manufactures in that region, and 
retard their expansion and growth. 

As bearing upon this question, I beg to quote from arecent com- 
munication, dated November 30, 1895, from William M. Bunker, 
the editor in chief of the Daily Report of San Francisco: 

SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., November 30, 1895. 

The Daily Report of November 23 gave details of a Japanese invasion of the 
American markets. Articles of Japanese manufacture since the close of their 
war are being received of equal quality with American manufactured goods, 
and at prices so low that our manufactoriesof these articles must close unless 
relieved by Congressional action. Report stated that H. E. Reynell, of Kobe, 
Japan, establisned an agency in San Francisco, in the Crocker Building, Mr. 
Edward O. Burns being their agent, for the sale of Japanese manufactured 
goods for the purpose of underselling American products. Similar agencies 
are being established East and West now by representatives of Japanese 
houses. The ag sncy here is now selling the best parlor matches in tin-lined 
box, in box and case lots of 50 gross In a case, delivered to the merchant 
freight and duty paid, at 30 cents per gross. He also sells doors, sashes, 
blinds, and all articles of wooden ware, cooperage stock, etc., of Japanese 
manufacture at from 30 to 50 per cent less than they can be manufactured 
for in this country, with all freight and duty paid by the Japanese import- 
ers; also clocks, watches, bicycles, boots, shoes, clothing, hats, caps, gloves, 
fancy goods, and notions on similar terms. Their agents are buying cotton- 
mill machinery and shipping to Japan and will take our cotton from here to 
Japan and send it back manufactured for less than it can possibly be manu- 
factured in this country. They also take cargoes of Pacific Coast lumber, 
manufacture the same in Japan into wooden ware, etc., and return same here 
manufactured at 50 per cent less than our manufacturers’ wholesale prices. 

A meeting has been called in San Francisco for the Chamber of Commerce, 
Board of Trade, and Manufacturers’ Association to memorialize Congress for 
relief. The appraiser of the port of San Francisco, in an interview with the 
editor of the Report, speaks of largely increased importations of Japanese 


goods of all kinds. Healsonotesa change in silk goods. They were formerly | 


all white, but are now colored to beat the coloring of France or America. 


The slight temporary benefit which may accrue to our people 
from an enlargement of our lumber and cotton market in Japan 


will hardly compensate for the incalculable damage that must ul- | 


timately and inevitably come to every class of our people, inciud- 
ing our producers of lumber and cotton, and especially to our 


farmers and wage workers and artisans, by being compeiled to | 
enter a competitive race on our own shores with the manufac- | 


tured products and the raw materials as well of the cheap labor 
of China and Japan, coupled with the additional advantages those 
countries possess by reason of the difference in money standards 
and the resulting difference in exchange. 

A fair illustration of the manner in which our country suffers 
in competition with Great Britain in trade in the West Indies by 
paying gold for silver-made goods is found in the following article 
in a recent issue of the American Economist: 

PAYING GOLD FOR SILVER-MADE GOODS. 
The neighboring British possessions in the West Indies and Guiana are not 


very lucrative to the United States as far as trade isconcerned. During the | 


last five years we have bought to the extent of $67,556,530 from the British 
West Indies, selling them only $42,230,435 worth of our American products. 
From British Guiana, in the five years, we bought $21,021,262, selling only 
$9,913,067. The balance of trade was $36,435,000 against us in these two in 
stances, so that John Bull is not losing everything in his transactions with us. 

Again, looking at our trade with British India and the British East Indies, 
we find that where we sold to them to the extent of $18,410,214 in the last five 
years, we have bought as much as $110,194,524 of the products of Lascar labor, 
this balance of'trade being against us to the extent of $91,784,110. But this is 


not the only gain to the British Empire. These Indian goods were made by | 


Lascar labor, which was paid in silver coin, and the material of which they are 
constructed was paid for in silver. John Bull, however, won't take silver 


payment from us for them. We have to foot his bills with gold coin, and a | 


pretty little profit he makes by the transaction. 

Should this country persist in rejecting bimetallism, in repudi- 
ating the double standard, and insist on perpetuating the single 
gold standard, the time will soon come when the manufacturers 
of New England, as well as those of the Pacific Coast, not only of 
cotton and of wool, but of almost every character of manufac- 
tured product, will be brought to a full realization of the disad- 
vantages under which they labor in being brought into direct 
competition at home as well as abroad with the manufactured 

roducts of like character imported from the Orient. They will, 

urthermore, be brought to realize the great fact that the advan- 
tages of the Oriental silver-using countries are such, by reason of 
the difference of standard and of exchange, that no tariff, how- 
ever high the rates, can erect a wall sufiiciently high to protect 
the manufacturers and people of this country against the inva- 
sion of their products. Two remedies, coupled together, alone 
will suffice— 

First. The abandonment of the single gold standard by this 
country and the adoption of the double standard and of true bi- 
metallism; and 

Second. A protective tariff. 


THE INCREASE OF THE PUBLIC DEBT IN ORDER TO MAINTAIN THE SINGLE 
GOLD STANDARD. 


I decline to give further authority to the Secretary of the Treas- 
to issue additional bonds in time of peace— 
t. Because I deny the necessity for any such additional 


Litt 


| Second. Because I am unalterably opposed to a further increase 
of our interest-bearing public debt; 

| Third, Because in encouraging additional bond issues at any 

rate of interest I believe we are, instead of sustaining the public 

credit, but hastening the rapid approach of national bankruptcy; 

| and : eh 

Fourth. Because I am a Republican, and every Republican con- 
vention of every State in the Union which has convened in the 
last year has condemned in emphatic terms the present Administra- 
tion for issuing bonds, and thus increasing the national indebted- 
ness. 

Il am unwilling under any plea of necessity to aid the party to 
which I belong in doing that which as a party it has most emp! 
ically condemned in others. ; , 

Think for one moment of the magnitude of the increase of our 
public debt in the last two years. The interest alone on this in- 
crease, to say nothing of the principal, will amount at the maturity 
of the bonds to $120,000,000. This interest account will be in- 
creased over $70,000,000 by the further issue of $100,000,000 bonds 
now about to be made, and bids for which have been called, thus 
making a total increase in the principal of the public debt in 
less than two years of $262,602,245.67, with an aggregate of in- 
terest to be paid on this amount of the enormous sum of $190,- 
000,000, thus making a sum total to be paid by the people of 
$452,602,245.67, as the result of the policy of borrowing money to 
sustain the single gold standard; and notwithstanding all this, 
we have less gold in the Treasury, or, at least, not more than a 
fraction more now than we had two years ago; Ido not ki 
that we have as much, exactly; I do not precisely know how that 
is. And still further, during all this period there has been a con- 
stant excess of expenditures over receipts amounting for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1894, to $69,803,260.58; for the fiscal vear ended 
June 30, 1895, to $42,805,223. and for the six months prior to De- 
cember 1, 1895, to $17,613,539.24, aggregating in all to December 1 
last a deficit of $130,221,028; and still the deficit continues; it coes 
| on and increases. 

As bearing upon the attitude of the Republican party npon the 
propriety and necessity for further increasing the bonded indebt- 
edness of the country, I attract attention to the following resolu- 
tions in the platforms of several of the Republican State conven- 
tions held within the past year, and heretofore quoted elsewhere 
in this debate: 

REPUBLICAN STATE CONVENTIONS CONDEMN BOND ISSUES, 
{Massachusetts Republican, October 5, 1395 
The last Congress provided a revenue shamefully inade« 
issue of bonds shifted onto succeeding Administrations the burden of their 
outiay. : 








[New York Republican, September 17, 1495 
We denounce the Democratic Administratien for ita gr m ‘ ent 
of the finances of the nation. It already has added more than $105.(48).000 to 
the national debt and the burdens of the people, and there is every evidence 


that this increase is to be continued. 
[Kentucky Republican League Clubs, May 1, 1805.} 

We believe in the doctrine of protection to American labor, Ar in in 
dustries, and American hor ; and we attribute the unpara ed | ness 
depression of the country to the utter failure of the Democratic Ar ut 
tioninits management ot both foreign and domestic affairs, which |! d 
| national distrust and general paralysis, has driven capit ‘om the f 4 
| and labor into the streets, reduced the revenues of the Government, and in 



















| creased its bonded indebtedness. 
[Ohio Republican, May 28, 189° 

We denounce the present Democratic Administration, whose and 
vacillating course has brought us distress at home and humiliatic ud 
It has inaugurated a policy looking toward ultimate fre« i is 
deranged business, crippled our industries, distressed « ! i dealt 
labor a serious blow. With deplorable incompetency it has fa ; 
revenue enough to run the Government and has had to | ow, | than 
two years, $162,000,000 mainly to pay ordinary running exper selling in 
ecret to favored foreign syndicates the bonds of the Government at prices 


far below their actual value. 


{Pennsylvania Republican, August 28, 18%5.] 
Charges upon the Democratic party the fault for a constantly 
icit in receipts, as compared with expenditures, thu mpellin 
rowing of money in large amounts at exorbitant premiums in I 3 
| tomaintain thecredit of the Government. For the fai 
Administration to provide sufficient revenue to meet the wan Gov 
| ernment ‘its responsibility isabsolute, and it hasexhibited to the worl ich 
inability and faithlessness in the discharge of the high trust cor tted toits 
care that its history continues toexcite the contempt and distrust of all 
thoughtful citizens.” 





[Utah Republican, 1895. ] 

The first State Republican convention of Utah was held at Salt Lake City 
August 28, 1895. The platform adopted was as follows: 

*“We condemn the action of the present National Administration f ing 
Government bonds in time of peace to meet a deficit caused by unw and 
un-American legislation, and for its unprecedented and unpatr m 
with a syndicate of foreign money lenders to procure the sale of Gove nt 
bonds adversely to the interests of the people.” 






Do the people of this country, do the Republicans who were so 
clamorous for therepeal of the Sherman Act, fail to remember the 
loud and almost universal prediction that was drummed in the 
ears of those of us who opposed that repeal to the effect that the 
repeal of that legislation was all that was required to stop the ex- 
port of gold, stay the dark shadows of panic and depression, and 
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bring prosperity to the country? Well, the Sherman law was re- 
pealed in the fall of 1893, and what was the result? 

Contrast the conditions of the movement of the export of gold 
for a period shortly prior to the passage of the Sherman Act of 
July 14, 1890, to the date of its repeal with the period that has 

assed since the date of its repeal; and further contrast the condi- 

ion and prosperity of our country and ple during these two 
periods; and then it will be seen how well founded were the pre- 
dictions of those who so confidently and dogmatically asserted 
that all that was needed to bring prosperity and stay the flow of 
gold from this country was the repeal of that act. 

The following extract from a recent able speech of the distin- 
— Senator from Ohio [Mr, SHERMAN] delivered in this 

‘hamber on the 3d of the present month will most conclusively 
show how erroneous were all these predictions, and furthermore 
that the condition of the country is not chargeable to the exist- 
me of legislation in the interest of silver. The extract is as fol- 

ows: 

Ihavea graphic map attached tothe Secretary's report of 1894, which shows 
the amount of gold in the Treasury from 1879 to July 1, 1894. It steadily and 
almost continuously increased from $140,000,000 on the Ist of January, 1879, to 

1),000,000 on the Ist of January, 1801. It then steadily decreased to the Ist of 

uly, 1804, when it was reduced to yas 000, and, though replenished by the 
large sale of bonds, it was reduced ‘ember 81, 1895, to the sum of $64,204,651. 

During the first term of Mr. Cleveland, when he was powerless to affect our 
currency and tariff policy, the Senate being Republican, the gold increased 
from $240,000,000 on the tat of April, 1885, to $40,000,000 on the Ist of April 
1889. This gold came into the Treasury without cost in exchange for Uni 
States notes or gold certificates. 

It is = to Mr. Carlisle to say that he attributes the withdrawal of gold to 
silver legislation, yet the Bland-Allison Act was in force from 1878 to 1890, 
when the accumulation of gold occurred, and the great body of gold was 
withdrawn after the act of July 14, 1890, was repealed. 

Yet the Senator from Ohio was foremost among Senators and 
others who insisted that all that was necessary to stop the flow of 

old from this conntry and to bring prosperity was to repeal the 

sherman Act. It was repealed, not by my vote; [admit that; but 
it was repealed nevertheless. Now the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio comes into the Senate and tells us that the great body 
of the $800,000,000 of gold that vanished from this country was 
withdrawn after the act of July 14, 1890, was repealed. So even 
the best of those with whom we associate can be mistaken some- 
times as to the probable effect of legislation. 

From this statement of the distinguished Senator from Ohio, 
which is accurate, it is shown that from the period shortly prior 
to the passage of the act of 1890, generally known as theSherman 
Act,till a period shortly prior to its repeal, the gold in the Treas- 
ury constantly increased from $140,000,000 to $300,000,000, and since 
that period, in the language of the distinguished Senator, ‘‘ the 
great ee of gold being withdrawn after the act of July 14, 1890, 
was repealed,” although replenished by reentry A ged ge in 
gold, there was in the Treasury on December 31, 1895, but $64,204,- 
651 in gold, and to-day, January 380, 1896, but $49,733,691.47. 

Commencing with March 1, 1889, but sixteen and one-half 
months prior to the passage of the Sherman Act of July 14, 1890, 
until March 7, 1893, seven months prior to its repeal, our Govern- 
ment reduced the public indebtedness to the amount of $236,527,- 
666.10, whereas since the date of its repeal it has been increased 
$162,602,245.27, with every prospect of a further increase in the 
next ten days of another $100,000,000. 


THE SINGLE GOLD STANDARD AND A FREE-TRADE TARIFF BREED FAILURES 
AND DISTRESS. 


The effect of the maintenance and enforcement of the single 
gold standard and a free-trade tariff for the t two years is 
lainly exemplified in the number and extent of business failures 
fn this country during this time. 
The figures are as follows: 


Section. 





From this it will be seen, notwithstanding the assertion of busi- 
ness improvement in this country, there have been in these two 
years 25,734 failures, with liabilities amounting in the aggregate to 
3308, 437.879. But not only so. There have been 292 more failures 
during the year 1895 than in 1894, with liabilities in excess of 
those of 1894 of $9,247,011. 


DEPRESSION IN VALUBS THE RESULT MAINLY OF THE EFFORT TO MAINTAIN 
THE SINGLE GOLD STANDARD. 


The price of every product of the farm for the past few years and 
at present is such that it will not, as a generalrule, meet the cost 


of production, to say nothing of any compensation for the farm- 
er’s labor—to say nothing of profit—and as a result, although crops 
are abundant, farmers are unable to pay their taxes. Why is this? 
It is insisted by many it is the result of overproduction, improve- 
ment in machinery, and like causes. Inmy judgment, after careful 
study, I believe it to be attributable, more than to all other causes 
combined, to the attempted destruction of bimetallism in the world 
and the effort to erect and enforce the single gold standard, thus 
measuring all values by gold alone, instead of by gold and silver. 
And on this question I will quote the opinion of an eminent gold 
standard advocate, who, as statistician, is in the employ of the 
London Board of Trade. 

Mr. Giffen, this great English statistician, although an advo- 
cate of the single gold standard, in his Essays on Finance, in speak- 
ing on this subject, says: 

But the answer clearly is that in the period between 1850 and 1865 and down 
to 1873 the increase of banking facilities and similar economies was as great 
relatively tothe arrangements ee 2 ust before as anything that has taken 
place since. The same reply may also be made to the suggestion that the mul- 
tiplication of commodities accounts for the entire change that has occurred. 

‘here is no reason to suppose that the multiplication of commodities rela- 
tively to the previous production has proceeded at a greater rate since 1873 
than in the twenty years before that, yet before 1573 prices were rising not- 
withstanding the multiplication of commodities, and since that date the ten- 
dency has n to decline. The one thing which has changed, therefore, 
appears to be the supply of gold and the demands upon it; and to that cause 


largely we must accordingly ascribe the change in the course of prices which 
has occurred. 


Mr. Giffen further says: 


The question then arises on these figures whether the depression at a time 
like the present may not be largely due to some permanent cause which has 
lately begun to operate. Two causes only have been suggested. Oneis a 
great multiplication of commodities and diminution of the cost of production 
due to the progress of invention, improved facilities of communication, lower 
freights, international telegraphy, and the like circumstances. The other is 
that the precious metal u for standard money, viz, gold, has become 
relatively scarcer than it was, its production being diminished on the one 
hand and demands for it on the other hand increased. The former of these 
causes was discussed quite lately by Mr. Fowler in the Contemporary Re- 
view, and a greater weight assigned to it than to the latter cause. I am dis- 
posed to give the greater weight to the latter. 

Thatis to say, Mr. Giffen ascribes the great depression in prices to 
the fact thr’ tandard money, namely, gold, has become relatively 
scarcer than it was, by reason, first, of its diminished production on 
the one hand, and secondly, the demands for it on the other hand 
having increased, and this is the cause of the great depression in 
values of all commodities. 

BORROWED MONEY CAN NOT CREATE PERMANENT PROSPERITY. 

This country can never be made rich or prosperous by continu- 
ing in time of peace a policy of borrowing money, Money can 
only be retained in a country when it is money that comes to it as 
the result of a balance of trade—when the value of exports exceeds 
the value of imports—when it ismoneyearned. Money borrowed 
or money obtained by makeshift or artifice is in no sense wealth, 
nor will it remain in a country, nor can the wit of man invent any 
system that will prevert its export. Its withdrawalis inevitable, 
passing into other and foreign channels with greater alacrity than 
it was received, and when it thus takes its departure a country is 
in a far more embarrassed condition than before it commenced to 
put forth efforts to secure it by the issuance of notes or bonds. It 
can at most only create a shadowy, illusive, and transitory pros- 
perity. 

This country can not long continue itself upon a gold basis by 
borrowing money by driblets or even by the hundreds of millions, 
neither can prosperity be restored or maintained by issuing bonds 
to be sold ostensibly at public outcry, but eventually to be taken 
by a syndicate in New York or London, nor the national credit 
be maintained by transferring the duty of protecting it to the care 
of a few gentlemen in the city of New York, whose patriotism is 
circumscribed by the selfish rules of cent-per-cent, and whose 
heroism in the cause of the amelioration of poverty and human 
suffering, and national credit, and national prosperity, is manifest 
in a keen desire to coin a golden profit out of the necessities and 
misfortunes of their country. 

WHAT IS MEANT BY THE TERMS “SOUND MONEY” ? 

Much is said these later times about ‘‘sound money.” The 
terms are iterated and reiterated in message, in document, in 
newspaper, and in public h. And what does it mean? 

If it means that the gold dollar and its multiple can only be 
rightfully denominated sound money, then I most emphatically 
deny the proposition. If it means to imply that either a silver 
dollar or a legal-tender dollar, whose purchasing and debt-paying 
power is equal to the gold dollar, is not sound money, then I deny 
that. If it means, furthermore, that a gold dollar, which has ap- 
preciated from 30 to 50 per cent, and to that extent has reduced 
the price of farm products andevery other commodity, is a better 
dollar, a sounder dollar, or even as good a dollar or as sound a 


dollar as is the nondepreciated silver dollar which passes at par 

in every part of the Union, or a legal-tender dollar, which is kept 
r and redeemable on presentation in coin, then I deny that. 

, moreover, by the terms ‘‘sound money” is only meant that 
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kind of money that passes in coinage form as money in all the 
single gold standard countries of the world, then I deny that the 
terms are properly applied, as I believe a great nation like ours, 
with its vast territory, its 70,000,000 people, its immeasurabie re- 
sources, its internal commerce, and its almost unlimited amount 
of business, is not only capable of having, but in the interest of 
all concerned, in my judgment, should have a domestic money of 
its own, kept at par and good as a home-purchasing and debt-pay- 
ing medium in every State and Territory in the U nion, and upon 
every foot of American soil. With such a domestic circulating 
medium, in sufficient but not in redundant or inflated quantity, 
coupled with a protective tariff, the industries of this country 
would no longer languish, the wheels of its factories would be put 
in motion, labor would find profitable employment, our home 
market would be enlarged, and our farmers would receive a fair 
price for their products, and thus be enabled to pay their taxes, 
something they are unable to do now. 

If, furthermore, by the terms ‘‘sound money” the impression is 
intended to be conveyed that ail values must be measured by a 
single gold standard, and only this is sound money, and that the 
principle of bimetallism—or the double standard, as it is some- 
times erroneously, as I think, called—is wrong and should be re- 
pudiated as unsound, then I deny that, and I protest that such a 
doctrine was never yet declared by any of the great parties of this 


| 





Second. A protective tariff; and 

Third. Legislation in the interest of our merchant marine that 
will tend to bring to us a greater proportion of our carrying trade. 

What should be avoided in the future, in my judgment, is a fur- 
ther issuance of bonds, any increase of our national indebtedness, 
or further attempts to carry on the business of this great country 
on the basis of the single gold standard. 

CONCLUSION. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, is it not about time this great na- 
tion, these United States of America, should assert its monetary, 
as well as its commercial, independence? Are we, with our vast 


| territory, our immeasurable resources, our model government, our 


| 


70,000,000 of brave, intelligent, aggressive, independent people, to 
forever acknowledge our dependence on Great Britain, or any other 
power on earth, in either a monetary or any othersense? Must we, 
while denying the right of any government on the globe, republican 
or monarchical, liberal or despotic, to dictate to us as to the charac- 
ter of our legislation upon any or all of the great questions touch- 
ing our industrial and commercial interests, questions involving 


| the right of expatriation, the character of people we shall admit 


country in any national platform during or since the days of Wash- | 


ington, and it is, moreover, in flagrant conflict with the policy 
enunciated in every national platform of every party heretofore 
adopted in this country, and particularly that of the Republican 
party, which is pledged unalterably to the policy of bimetallism 
and against the single gold standard—to the policy of the use of 
both gold and silver as standard money. 

If, however, by the terms ‘‘ sound money ” is meant simply that 
any dollar, whether gold, silver, or paper, which can not be and 
is not kept in this country in debt-paying and purchasing power 
the equal of every other dollar, then I might be willing to admit 
their proper application if the terms ‘‘sound money” mean any- 
thing at all, and for one I do not believe they do, or that they are 
more than a meaningless catch phrase, coined and used for the 
purpose of humbugging and deceiving the people. 

For one I believe in making and keeping every dollar of our 
circulating medium, whether gold, silver, or paper, equal with 
every other dollar in purchasing and debt-paying power. I am 
unalterably opposed to a depreciated circulating medium, but I 
am still more opposed to an abnormally appreciated dollar, which 
will abnormally depress the price of all commodities. 

NO HOPE FOR AN INTERNATIONAL MONETARY AGREEMENT. 

All seem to agree that bimetallism would be a good thing if it 
could be brought about by international agreement; but there is 
not a Senator in this Chamber who has thoroughly stu iied this 
subject, and who fully understands the history of the several in- 
ternational monetary conferences that we have had in the last 
thirty years, that does rot know that such a consummation is just 
as impossible—that is to say, one that will include Great Britain, 
and so long as that power stands back, neither Germany, nor 
France, nor Russia, nor any other of the great powers will come 
in—as it is to expect that we will secure, either now or hereafter, 
railroad connection between here and the planet Mars. 

Most certainly so long as the United States defers, as we are now 


doing, to the wishes, the interests, and the dictates of Great Brit- | 


ain there is no possible show. If any one thing will tend to aid 
in bringing about such international agreement, it will be, in my 
judgment, a bold, aggressive, independent monetary, as well as 
commercial, policy upon our part. We must cease to concede that, 


for any reason or for all reasons combined, London must forever | 


be the clearing house of the world. Our policy should cease to be 
one of dependence for any purpose or to any extent either upon 
Great Britain or any other power on earth. Our country is re- 
sourceful enough in all that tends to constitute commercial and 
monetary power and nationality in the highest, most enlarged, 
and best sense of the term to justify a vigorous, uncompromising, 
and independent monetary, as ol as commercial, policy. For 
these reasons, briefly stated, I am not in favor of waiting longer 
on Great Britain, but am in favor of a vigorous, aggressive policy 
of independent bimetallism, coupled with a protective tariff. 


I have no disposition to quarrel with those who differ with me | 


on these great questions. I am willing to accord and do accord 
honesty of purpose to all. 
lieve that any cause can be advanced or strengthened or in any 
manner hel by the application of terms of ridicule, reproach, or 


abuse, Neither the cry of ‘crazy silverite ” nor ‘‘ Wall-street gold 


bug” can be regarded as argument, or should they have any influ- | 


ence in the determination of these great questions, nor do I believe 


that either cause will be in any manner advanced by the applica- | 


tion of epithets to those with whom we disagree. 
In my judgment, Mr. President, the great remedies to be applied 
to _— conditions in this country are— 
Independent bimetallism; 


I am not of those, moreover, who be- | 


to our shores, the encroachment of alien systems, even to limits 
far beyond our national borders, but upon the hemisphere upon 
which we live, questions involving our national honor, and every 
conceivable subject pertaining to our present and future welfare, 
and the promotion and progress of our civilization, save and ex- 


cept one—that relating to our monetary system—and as to that 
one must we be forever subservient to the will, and the wish, and 
the dic*ation of Great Britain? 

Has the more than century of our national life, with all the 
prestige, and influence, and power, and glory that have coime to 
1s in our unparalleled progress asa nation, and in the develop- 
ment of a civilization than which none so grand has ever existed 
since the creation of man, still left us a poor, weak dependent 
of the British Crown? Because England, since 1816, has adhered 
to the single gold standard in the interest of the gold brokers of 
Lombard street, are we to forever bend the supple knee, acknowl- 
edge our impotency as a nation, and surrender the prerogatives 


that ought rightfully to attach to a free and independent people? 
In my judgment, the United States as a nation, in whatever aspect 
considered—whether nationally, intellectually, scientifically, com- 


mercially, or financially—stands, or at least should stand, in the 
very vanguard of nations, preeminent in every element of great- 
ness, in every aspect of grandeur, in every attribute of glory, and 
in every essential of sovereign power. Resourceful in physical 
elements of every conceivable character, in a measure, and to an 
extent unparalleled by any country on the globe, if she will but 
assert herself as becomes her as the proud, aggressive, independent 
leader of nations, New York, and not London, will become the 
clearing house of the world, and our country, preeminent over all, 
will no longer be the slave, either in a commercial or monetary 
sense, but the distinctive and primal sovereign, the imperial mas- 
ter and dictator, financially as well as commercially, among all 
the nations of the world. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, at this late hour I have no de- 
sire to trespass upon the Senate more than a few minutes, and 
this Ido more in the way of an explanation of the vote I shall 
cast upon the pending measure than an attempt to make any ex- 
tended remarks. 

My views were well known both before and after my election. 
I should have contented myself by remaining silent and casting 
my vote in favor of this measure had it not been for the peculiar 
attitude taken by one of the great metropolitan journals of the 
country, wherein it charged in its editorial columns and reiter- 
ated the charge day after day that the Senators upon this floor 
from a number of States in the Union, especially from States in 
the South and West, were misrepresenting their constituents; that 
those whom they had honored by sending them here to represent 
them were misrepresenting them upon this floor. Among the 


| States thus named was California, which I have the honor in part 


| to represent in this body. 





The names of my distinguished col- 
league and myself were mentioned as misrepresenting our people. 
It was stated that the sentiment of California was in favor of the 
single standard of gold and not in favor of the free coinage of sil- 
ver, and therefore if we advocated and voted for this measure we 
would violate our trust and the confidence placed in us. 

If this charge is correct, it is a most heinous offense; one that 
should justly subject us to the criticism of that great journal and 
condemn us to the censure of every law-abiding and patriotic cit- 
izen. I know of nocrime more offensive than that of dishonor, 
and there can be no act more dishonorable than willfully and know- 
ingly to misrepresent the people who have honored a man by select- 
ing him as one of their representatives. 

But how are we to know what isthe public sentiment upon this 
question? The Republican party in California met in convention 
over a year ago. It was the largest convention in numbers that 
had been held in California for many years. Every voting pre- 
cinct in every county of that State was represented in that con- 
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vention, and in the platform adopted there was embodied a plank 
which pledged their representatives in the legislature which was 
to select the Senators to vote for the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver. That platform went before the people and every one 
upon the ticket was elected except the governor, who was de- 
feated by local causes. A majority of the members of that legis- 
lature were Republicans, and I owe the honor of holding this po- 
sition to their votes. While that legislature was in session it 
passed the following joint resolution, which I presented here some 
time since and will now read again, with your permission: 
California assembly joint resolution No. 13. 

Introduced by committee on Federal relations February 6, 1895. Read, 

adopted, and transmitted to senate (and by them concurred in). 


Assembly substitute for senate joint resolution No. 2, relative to the free 
coinage of silver. 


Whereas we recognize the fact that by the demonetization of silver, and by 
refusal to give it equal standing in the coinage system of the United States, 
the material interest of the nation is dangerously impaired; and 

Whereas it is recognized to be a fact that the opposition to silver coinage 
emanates from speculative syndicates and moneyed classes, who seek to 
-_ nes the people of the nation for the advancement of their own selfish 
ends; an 

Whereas we entertain the firm belief that the full measure of national 
prosperity will never be restored until the coinage of silver is resumed in 
accordance with the true intent and spirit of the Constitution of the United 
States, and having unbounded faith in the power and ability of this nation to 
restore and maintain silver in its proper praites ——— of gold; and 

Whereas we believe that the issue of United States ds for the purpose 
of maintaining a single gold standard, or any that does not contem- 
plate the free and unlimited coin of silver, is a practice fraught with the 
greatest danger to the stability of our institutions andjthe tenance of 


national credit: Therefore 
Be it resolved, That our Senators in be instructed and our Repre- 


sentatives be requested to earnestly and urgently advocate the immediate 
enactment of such laws as may be necessary to provide for the immediate 
resumption of the free and unlimited coinage of silver in the ratio of 16 to 1; 


an 

Be it further resolved, That our Senators be instructed and our Represent- 
atives be requested to actively advocate the enactment of such laws as may 
be necessary to prevent the issue of United States bonds for the sole purpose 
of maintaining a single gold standard of money; and 

Be it further resolved, That the governor be requested to immediately trans- 
Ee a copy of these resolutions to each of our Senators and Representatives 

Jongress. 


Mr. President, that was the last expression on this question by 
the legislature of California. I am a member of the State Board 
of Trade, of the Manufacturers’ Association, the Chamber of 
Commerce, of agricultural and horticultural societies, and vari- 
ous other organizations, which number among their membership 
tens of thousands of people in our State—merchants, manufac- 
turers, farmers, artisans, and workingmen—and since I have been 
here I have yet to receive a single official communication from 
any one of those organizations that would indicate that there has 
been a change in the sentiment of our people upon this question; 
and I think my coll e will bear the same testimony. Neither 
have I received a single letter which indicates that my associates 
‘in business, my associates socially, or otherwise, have changed 
their views, nor has the public press of our Statein the cities, the 
towns, and the rural districts given expression to any sentiment 
contrary to that which has been promulgated in the years and 
months gone by upon this question. 

The people of our State are a cosmopolitan ple. They are 
made up from every State and Territory of the Union. They are 
intelligent, scholarly, thoughtful people; and when they make up 
their minds upon a certain political policy they want to carry out 
that policy before ch ng their minds uponit. They want to 
see if it has any merit in it; they want to give itatrial. They 
have discussed this question and con; they have duly consid- 
ered it; and they believe that the demonetization, the retirement, so 
to speak, of half of the money of this country, was not in the in- 
terest of the people; that it was notin the interest of the progress 
of this country. My own particular views, perhaps, are more 
conservative, but Tam here to out the instructions of the 

yple whose good opinion I so much desire. I am here to reflect 

e wishes of the people to whom I owe so much. If the charges 
in the paper to which I have referred were true, to the effect that 
I am knowingly misrepresenting them upon this floor, my resigna- 
tion would be placed at theirdisposal. But it is not true that my 
colleague and myself are not re nting their wishes upon this 
floor, unless that great journal has some information that our 
people know nothing about. : 

As I was proceeding to say, my own personal views are conserva- 
tive upon this question. I could enact a law I would do that 
which was embodied in my amendment at the last Congress, when 
we had under consideration the repeal of the Sherman Act. It 
was the free and unlimited coinage of American silver, the with- 
drawal from circulation of all bills under $10, and to cease the 
coin of all gold under $5. It was to let the American miner 

e product of our American silver mines to the mint, and 
there have it coined into silver dollars or the denominational part 
thereof, I believed that such a policy would be productive oi 
more than to open our mints to the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver that came from Mexico, where skilled miners re- 
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mes but 50 cents a day, and the ordinary laborer but 25 cents 
a day. 

I believe in first fostering the silver of our own country, opening 
our own mines, giving employment to our own miners, finding 
work for the American mechanics who would build the machines. 
and the pumps, and the machinery to run those mines, furnishing 
a home market for the product of the farmer, stimulating Ameri- 
can industry, and carrying out on that line what I believe to be 
true Republicanism; that is, first to take care of our own country 
before sending missionaries to the South SealIslands. I never did 
have — patience, even at home, with those good people who sew 
and make clothing and send supplies to the heathen while their 
neighbor’s children are going barefoot and half clad. So I would 
have this American policy, if I had my way, on the silver question. 

Some say that such a policy is not practicable, because they would 
smuggle in foreign silver; that they would set up a mint in Mexico 
and there coin our American dollarsand half dollars, not putting in 
less silver, but putting in the same silver we now have, weighing 
just as many grains, and bring them in and scatter themamong our 
people. Well, people now smuggle into this country; men now 
violate the law, both State and national; and oncein a while we 
have an opportunity of making an example of them and letting 
them feel the penalty of the law. 

But there are two sides to this question. No one can deny it 
who has sat in this Chamber as we have done for the last month 
and listened to the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHer- 
MAN], and then turning to the other side has listened to the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], then the distin- 
guished Senator from New York { . HILu], and then the distin- 
guished Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], all men of great 
learning, men who have devoted their lives to the study of politi- 
caleconomy. Many of them have been on this floor for a genera- 
tion, for a period longer than the lives of some who now occupy 
seats here. Yet they are along way apart. Both sides can not 
be right. They are like two parallel lines; if they continue on 
that course they will never meet. It seems to me that each side 
should concede something; that there should be some compromise 
measure. My distinguished friend, the Senator from Nevada 
io STEWART], shakes his head. He says ‘‘no compromise.” 

e is like the old woman in the story when talking to her friends 
in the church—everybody was wrong except herself, and she did 
not understand how it could be. Mr. President, there are two 
sides to eve uestion. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Every time we have traded with the other 
fellows we have got cheated. They called it a compromise, but 
they got the whole thing. They will not keep faith, and there is 
no use to try it again. I am for no more compromises with the 
enemy. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, two wrongs never made a right. 
There is not to-day upon our statute book a law that is not a 
measure of compromise. It is the highest attribute of the Amer- 
ican that a citizen of this great Republic can have an opportunity 
to discuss this proposition and that proposition and after discus- 


sion to ae. ! ' 

Mr. STEWART. Would it interrupt the Senator if I should 
ask him a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly not. 

Mr. STEWART. Was the act of 1873 or the act repealing the 
purchasing clause of the Sherman law and adopting the gold 
standard, with a view of immediate prosperity, a compromise? 

Mr. PERKINS. My friend, the Senator from Nevada, was 
here at the time and I was not. Hecan answer that question bet- 
ter than I. 

Mr.STEWART. You have read thelaw. Was that a com- 
promise? 

Mr. PERKINS, The Senator name it to pass. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is said he voted for it. 

Mr. STEWART. That I voted for what measure? 

Mr. PERKINS. I did not say so. Some of your friends here 


Say SO. 

Mr. STEWART. I did not; and no man honestly believes that 
I would vote for either of those acts. 

Mr. PERKINS. At all events, the law was repealed. If it 
could have been continued I believe there would not have been 
now the great divergence between the two metals. I believe in 
bimetallism. I believe in the use of both gold and silver. I think 
we ought to have some compromise. Here is our new Senator 
from Toate {Mr. Baker], who has offered two amendments. 
One before me closes up with a doxology which sounds splendidly. 
He puts back of every gold dollar a silver dollar, and back of 
every silver doliar a gold dollar. 

Mr. PEFFER. Is not that right? 

Mr. PERKINS. If that could be done it certainly seems to me 
to be worthy of consideration. He has also proposed the coinage 
of American silver. We are now producing about 60,000,000 








1896. 
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ounces of silver per annum in the United States. Let us withdraw | open our mints to the coinage of American silver it would be no 


from circulation all one, two, and five dollar bills, and the silver 
would then go out in change among our people. There is no germ 
of disease in the silver dollar or the silver half dollar, but when 
you take a currency bill that has been in the pocket of some thrifty 
immigrant for three months it ought to } ve fumigated before be- 
ing taken into the family and given to the children to play with. 

I believe, Mr. President, that there can be some compromise 
measure agreed upon. I believe, in the true spirit of statesman- 
ship, we should take up the amendments offered by the Senator 
from Kansas and consider them in a spirit of fairness, in a spirit of 
justice, in a spirit of patriotism, for after all we all have in view 
the same object. We want a good government; we want wise 
laws; we want to do that which will make our people contented 
and happy and prosperous. What is the object of a government 
unless it has that in view? What does this great Congress mean, 
if we come here month after month and year after year and dis- 
cuss this proposition and that proposition and no one will concede 
to the other that he is half right, and the other side will not con- 
cede to this side that it is half right? Mr. President, that is not 
the spirit which should animate us. Let us come together on 
these propositions and out of it crystallize something that will 
benefit our people. The times are sadly out of joint. 
believe it is all because our mints are not open to the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver. I believe there are other great wrongs 
that should be remedied. 

Mr. STEWART. Will Linterrupt the Senator if I ask him a 
question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not at all. 

Mr. STEWART. Is the Senator in favor of the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to1 by the United States, 
acting independently of any other nation? 

Mr. PERKINS. I shall vote for that measure, because before 
the Senator came upon the floor [ said that the people I in part 
represent here instructed me to do so; but I very much question 
if it is the wisest policy for us to pursue at this time. I want to 
reiterate what I have said. Understanding the wishes of my peo- 
ple, [should be false to them if I pursued any other course. There 
is no question in my mind but that my path of duty is as clear as 
the midday sun. But Iam discussing the other proposition, one 
to which my distinguished friend has given much thought. He 
is a student of political economy, and he knows as well as I do 
that when we open our mints to the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver the wages of the miners in the mines in Mexico, that are 
being worked to-day by miners for 50 cents a day in silver, and who 
live upon food that costs them not to exceed 10 cents, will go up to 
American wages or the mine owner will profit by it. I said be- 
fore the Senator came in that I beiieve in first taking care of our 
own le. 

Mr. STEWART. Does not the Senator know that our mines are 
pretty much all closed down? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, and I want to open them. 

Mr. STEWART. Would you keep them closed for fear some- 
body else will be benefited? Why not close the gold mines, why 
not demonetize the gold, because the people of the world who are 
engaged in that business are benefited by having our gold? 

Mr, PERKINS. My friend misunderstandsme. It ismy belief 
that it is wise statesmanship to open the mints of the United States 
to the production of silver from American mines. That would 
set to work all your mines in Nevada, Arizona, New Mexico, Idaho, 
Montana,and elsewhere. It would find a market for the products 
of the farm; it would give employment to the mechanic who builds 
the machinery, to the quartz mills, and the engines that are used 
in running the mines; it would give employment to the teamster 
and to a hundred grades of artisans connected with mining. 

Mr. STEWART. Would that limited use of silver have any 
effect upon the four thousand million dollars of silver now in 
existence? 

Mr. PERKINS. It would betaking one step. We would com- 
mence the reform at home. It would be notice to the world 

Mr.STEWART. Would that limited use of it be any different 
from buying silver? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think it would. 

Mr. STEWART. Would it rehabilitate silver so as to relieve 
the prices? 

r. PERKINS. It would do so in the United States. 

Mr. STEWART. But our difficulty is that we have to sell our 
farm products in competition with the millions of producers in 
Asia, and on account of the low price of silver they have an ad- 
vantage of 100 per cent, while our farmers are ruined. Does not 
the Senator see that the policy of coining the American product 
would be the same as the policy of buying? It does not remonetize 
silver and does not help the farmer by furnishing more money for 
his farm products. 

Mr. PERKINS. Without discussing that proposition in detail, 
I will say that it is hardly clear to me how it would benefit us by 
Opening our mints to the coinage of Mexican silver; while if we 
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tep in advance and that 
ir mints to the product of the 


tice to the world that we had taken one 
perhaps later on we would open o 
world. 


Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator k ] 1 








know of a single gold man 
in this Chamber who is willing to do that? Has he made one 
convert? Is it not a fact that when President Harrison made his 
swing around the circle through Utah and the W: n part of 
the country immediately in his wake a large number ir silver 
men said they were going to accept that as a compromis« L told 
them before they accepted it as a compromise to find the gold 
man in the East who would offer tocompromise. Before w m 
pre mise would it not be well to find one regular gold man in the 
United States who is willing to compromise? 

Mr. PERKINS. Even Cromwell inade no converts to his faith 
by going with a Bible in one hand and a sword in the other. It 
is much better to take the olive branch. 

Mr. STEWART. Did you ever know a Christian to make any 
progress in compromising with the devil? It is just as absurd to 


talk about an honest silver man compromising with the ugs. 
Mr. PERKINS. I know a great many Christians, but I am not 


acquainted with any of the other class. 


Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator think they would be hard 
to find? 
Mr. PERKINS. Ido not know; Ihave been keeping good com- 


W ashington. 

Mr. President, as I was saying, something is certainly wrong in 
our financial affairs. During the three years the present Admin 
istration has been in control we have run behind 3$262,000.000, or 
we will have done so on the 5th of February, when the next bond 
bid is opened; and this, too, in a time of peace, when there have 
been no great internal improvements, no great harbor and river 
improvements, no fortifications on either the Atlantic or the 
Pacific; and while there has been some addition in our Navy, noth- 
ing like there should have been. We have been running behind 
to this extent, which means to the people, at 4 per cent, $10,480,000 
a year, $840,000 per month in interest money, which they must 
pay out because by our poor business management we have not had 
sufficient income to pay the running expenses of the Government 
I do not echo the sentiment of the distinguished Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TrLLMAN] that this has been brought about 
by dishonesty, but I do know that it has been brought about by 
mismanagement, by bad business judgment, and we ought to 
right this wrong in some way. 

The measure that came from the House of Representatives and 
went to the Committee on Finance, known as the bond bill, has 
now been amended and returned to the Senate, and that is under 
consideration. I rose forthe purpose of saying that I shall vote 
for theamendment. After I have done that I will have discharged 
my duty so far as it is possible for me todo so upon this quest 


ion. 


| I do not think it would be patriotic on my part or in the interests 
| of the people of this country to vote for amendments that are only 
| calculated to obstruct legislation when proposed to other meas- 


ures, like the tariff bill. I believe it our patriotic duty to provide 
a revenue for the support of the Government, and the revenue 
bill presented to us by the House of Representatives seems the most 
expedient plan now left forustoadopt. I know of noother meas 
ure to increase the revenue unless we amend the tariff bill so as to 
add to the amount it will bringin per annum. It is said by those 
who have made acareful estimate that the bill as passed by the 
other House will bring in $40,000,000 per annum in addition to the 


present tariff act known as the Wilson-Gorman bill. If it does 
it will help bridge over our affairs until there is some change in 
| the business management of the Government. 
The bond bill would, perhaps, have received favorable action at 
the hands of the Finance Committee bad it not been that before 
47 | 





they were called upon to consider it a call was made for the sale 
of $100,000,000 4 per cent bonds under the existing law. It h 
been charged, and not successfully denied, that a syndicate had 
been formed for the purpose of taking the full issue, and that there 


was an agreement or tacit understanding that the bonds wo 


is 


1 


uid be 


placed on the same terms and price as those previously sold. We 
must, however, accept the declaration of the Administration and 


the letter of the manager, if not of the original author, of the syn 
dicate that it was formed from purely patriotic motives. 

While I do not for a moment question their purely patriotic 
motives, and do not wish to be understood as questioning the 
ersonal patriotism of those who were interested in the syndicate 
j claim that it is an unusual occurrence when in times of p 
shrewd and prudent business men form a gigantic syndicate con- 


trolling $100,000,000 without some assurance that it will re 
quired and used for their mutual benefit. That a syndicate was 
formed, or it could not have been dissolved, all admit I am 


willing to concede that the syndicate was dissolved because its 
members saw no opportunity of adding any luster to their patri- 
otic laurels at this time. 

There are not many kind words said in behalf of the Adminis- 
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tration now, but I want to commend it in passing, in a measure 
only, for making the bond sale a popular one, so to speak. It was 
done in answer to an almost universal demand of popular senti- 
ment, It demonstrates in a way that can not be mistaken that 
there is no man in this country who can raise himself above the 
popular will of the ple. It is popular sentiment which goy- 
erns. Noman in this country is big enough or great enough to 
wrap around himself the robes of his own self-righteousness and 
self-knowledge and say, ‘‘I am the people.” No, it is the whole 
people, and the people only, who rule in this Government; and 
when the time comes that they do not rule, when the time comes 
that public sentiment does not govern this land and wy those 
in the highest position down to representing the views of the peo- 
le, then a republican form of government will have become a 
ailure. 

But it seems to me, while it was made a popular loan or a pop- 
ular bond offer to our people, the way would have been to fix a 
definite price for the bonds, so that thay would pay the purchaser 
the equivalent of, say, 8 per cent per annum, first giving the pro- 
posals to the different States in the order in which the Constitu- 
tion provides for direct taxation, and after this had been done to 
distribute the remainder in the order of the applications; or the 
call should provide that on the deposit of the gold at any post- 
office or subtreasury for transmission to the Treasury a receipt 
should be given stating the amount of bonds to be delivered in the 
denominations the depositor desired. 

There is one other proposition of this bond call which has rested 
very unpleasantly upon my mind and which I have been unable 
to understand; that is, why, as to all cities west of the Missouri 
River, there is no provision made where these bonds can be taken, 
except in San Francisco, and in San Francisco the subscribers 
must pay the cost of exchange on New York. In Chicago, St. 
Louis, New Orleans, Philadelphia, and Boston they can go to the 
subtreasurer’s office, deposit their gold, and receive the bonds, 
but the people of no city in any other State west of the Missouri 
River can deposit their gold in any of the post-offices or subtreas- 
uries of the Government without paying the difference of exchange 
between San Francisco and New York. Itis a matter of fact that 
this Government is paying out thousands and thousands of dollars 
annually for the transportation of coin from the Pacific Coast to 
New York every year. Why should this discrimination be made 
against us in the West? Can it be that it is desired to punish Cal- 
ifornia because she has been so loyal and patriotic in the past, 
becanse she has produced so much gold and poured it into the 
Treasury of this Government, because she has collected so much 
of custom-house and excise duties? Is it to punish her for doing 
this that they are discriminating against us poor orphans on the 
western shore of this great continent? 

Let me tell you what we have done in the way of producing the 
old for which we are now receiving our punishment. We pro- 
uced in 1895 $15,600,000. I am not jealous of any State of the 

Union only to emulate it; but Colorado did a little better than 
that this last year. She could not, however, buy bonds with that 
old, unless she took the money by express to Chicago or to St. 
uis or to San Francisco, and there paid the cost of exchange 
between San Francisco and New York. 

California has produced since 1848 in gold $1,354,566,000. Last 
year the San Francisco mint coined $25,547,610. California has 
also paid to the United States for the thirty-three years ending 
June 30, 1895, in customs duties the enormous sum of $217,631,- 
836.73, and in internal-revenue collections for the thirty-three 
years ending June 30, 1895, she = $88,214,905.64, making a total 
collected in thirty-three years of $305,846,742.37. 

This is indeed a splendid financial showing. Her a have 
ever been true and loyal to this country. We have a State pride, 
which is commendable in every one. e glory in her magnificent 
hills, clad in the emerald verdure which seems to almost support 
the blue arch of heaven. We glory in her ficent valleys, 
which produce wheat sufficient to load a half dozen ships a ben 
during the year. We are proud of her magnificent institutions of 
ee _ of her people, who, as I have said, for their loy- 
alty and devotion to this country are second to those of no other 
State in the Union. But, above all, we are loyal to the Central 
Government, because it is a representative Government. 

This Senate and this Capitol of the nation reflect the patriotism 
of the country, and we shall not be true to ourselves and not true 
to the people unless we honestly and faithfully represent them. 
Therefore I believe I am doing right when I charge that this Gov- 
ernment has not treated us fairly or justly by making a discrimi- 
nation against us, especially as she is paying out this money to ex- 
ag — to transport this coin from the Pacific Coast to 

ew York. 

Our people in California are proud of their commercial honor 
as merchants. During the war, while we had the specific con- 
tract act providing for gold payments, and though three-fourths of 
them could have been paid in the currency of the country, there 
was scarcely an exception throughout that State where men who 
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discharged their indebtedness did not do so in gold, which wag 
understood to be the contract at the time the debt was incurred, 


But notwithstanding this discrimination against us, notwith- 
standing these bonds have been offered in such a way that our 
xeople will not respond as they otherwise would have done, I 
yelieve when the bids are opened on next Wednesday, the Sth of 
February, that applications will be on file to take every bond ata 
much higher premium than 44 per cent, and all that the Govern- 
ment gets above that 44 per cent will be saved to the people of 
this country. 

All that this Government receives for those bonds in advance of 
that, we may assume without doing violence to our conscience, 
it could have got one year ago last February, had the same appeal 
been made to our people, and there would not have been one word 
of adverse criticism against this Administration if a call had first 
been made inviting the people to take these bonds, If they had 
failed to do so, any contract which would have been made would 
have been ratified by the people. The people want no represent- 
ative in Congress, in the Executive chair, or any other place who 
will not take the people into his confidence. 

We all have one great common object in view—the happiness, 
the success, and the prosperity of this great nation. Let each of 
us take this lesson home to himself—not what my neighbor does, 
not what my neighbor should do, but what isit my duty to do un- 
der the circumstances? Letus act, then, conscientiously, honestly, 
cng apg for the best interests of the people. We shall then 

ave the satisfaction of the approval of our own consciences, and 
if we make a mistake the people will know it is an error of judg- 
ment and will never blame us for it. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, perhaps at this late hour of the day 
it would hardly be proper to go on with the discussion, but I will 
take the floor with the expectation of proceeding’ to-morrow, and 
will now yield for an executive session,if any Senator desires to 
make the motion. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have given notice that I would ask 
the Senate to remain in session to-day until this bill was disposed 
of, but being satisfied from conferences with many Senators that 
there will be no difficulty in getting a vote on the bill in the very 
near future, I will move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, as he aban- 
dons his plan with reference to this bill, I wish to ask what is his 
purpose—what is his request of the Senate? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have made no request of the Sen- 
ate except that I have moved that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. I will state frankly to the Sen- 
ator, however, that I hope the Senate will take a recess at the end 
of the executive session until 12 o’clock to-morrow, and that we 
may be able to remain in session to-morrow until practically the 
debate on the bill shall be disposed of. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator why he proposes to 
take a recess, instead of adjourning in the usual way, until 12 
o’clock to-morrow? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So that the regular order will come 
up for consideration immediately after the assembling of the 
Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. To the exclusion of the morning business? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator expect to finish the bill 
to-morrow? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope so; but if it is not disposed of 
then, I hope to have it disposed of early the following day. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will that be agreeable to the Senator from 
New York, I should like to ask him? 

Mr. HILL. I am not making any objection, and I prefer not to 


L 
be polled. [Laughter. 
Mr. CHANDLER, } only ask these questions with a view of 


expediting the object which the Senator from Arkansas wishes to 
accomplish. Of course, we all desire to hear the speech of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLAs], and it may possibly result in 
changing votes on this question. For one I am ready to agree to 
have the bill considered under the five-minute rule whenever the 
Senator from Arkansas succeeds in securing the assent of other 
Senators to that agreement. I only wished to know whether he 
had abandoned the hope of passing the bill shortly, or whether 
he expected to go on with its consideration to-morrow. i 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So far from abandoning the bill, my 
present motion is the result of my conviction that it is the easiest 


way to ot of the bill in the near future. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I wish to say that while I have 
not heretofore had much expectation of making any remarks upon 
the bill, yet I should like to occupy, say on Saturday at the earliest 

ble time, somewhere from forty to sixty minutes on the sub- 

ect; and as I understand the floor will be eqeegie’ to-morrow by 

other speakers, I shall ask an opportunity to be heard on Saturday 
at as early an hour as I can have. : 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have not a doubt that there will be 
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unanimous consent that the Senator from Vermont may take the 
floor at any time on Saturday he chooses and that he may occupy 
it as long as he desires. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator does not expect to finish 
the bill to-morrow? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I had hoped to do so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But the Senator from Vermont has the 
same right to convince the Senators upon this floor how they 
should vote as has the Senator from Wisconsin, and certainly it is 
not intended to put the Senator from Vermont in the attitude of 
speaking after the bill has been disposed of. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of course not. 
from Vermont has indicated his desire, of course I shall defer to 
him. 

Mr. STEWART. I will suggest to the Senator having charge 
of the bill that it is perfectly apparent that no vote can be taken 


on it this week, and that he postpone the time for taking the final | 


vote. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not think that is necessary. 

Mr. STEWART. There are only two days of this week left. 
Tam very certain a vote can be had earlier by getting an agree- 
ment that it be taken early next week. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Unless the Senator from Nevada pro- 
poses to delay action on the bill, lam very certain that a vote 
can be had not later than Saturday. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to submit this suggestion: I think it 
would be wise for us to take a recess this evening until 10, 11, or 
12 o’clock to-morrow, so that the unfinished business will be pro- 
ceeded with as soon as the Journal shall be read after we assemble 
to-morrow. If we do that, and then on to-morrow evening take 
arecess—say, until 10 or 11 o’clock on Saturday—it will give ample 
time, in my opinion, for every Senator who desires to speak to be 
fully heard within that time. If that be true, we may come to a 
vote by, say, 12 o’clock on Saturday. 

I feel a very deep interest in the matter for one reason only. 
The Senator from Arkansas is in charge of the bill, and can not 
very well leave here until it is disposed of; and I chance to know 
that it is a matter of importance to him to leave here at least on 
Saturdayafternoon. Ifor one would subject myself toany amount 
of personal inconvenience in order to oblige that Senator or any 
other Senator on this floor who might be similarly situated. I hope 
that we may come to some such agreement as | have suggested. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iamas willing to endure and suffer for the 
convenience of the Senator from Arkansas as is the Senator from 
Tennessee. The point that I was endeavoring to elucidate was 
whether we should advance this bill by the agreement proposed 
by the Senator from Arkansas. I do not think that we shall ad- 
vance it at all by taking a recess instead of an adjournment. I 
do not myself wish to be put in the attitude of hastening the pas- 
sage of such a pernicious amendment as that which the Senator 
from Arkansas has reported to a very wise and important bill. On 
the other hand, I do not wish to delay the action of the Senate, or 
to cause any inconvenience to the Senator from Arkansas, whose 
interests in his own State need his presence there at this time. 
For the purpose, therefore, of solving the difficulty, and with a 
desire toaccommodate the Senator from Arkansas and to join in the 
spirit of accommodation manifested by the Senator from Tennessee, 
with the permission of the Senator from New York, I will ask 
consent that this bill may be considered under the five-minute 
rule on Saturday, beginning at 11 o’clock and that it be finished 
before adjournment. 


Mr.MORRILL. Ishall have toobject to that proposition, under 
the notice I have given. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Ibegpardon. Iwill add to my proposition, 


‘With the exception of any remarks the Senator from Vermont 
may choose to submit.” 

r. STEWART. In the suggestion I made I had no intention 
of delaying the passage of the bill. I should like tosee it disposed 
of at the earliest possible moment, and do not intend to make any 
mg upon it further than what I shall say now with regard 

it. 

I do not think the bill of any importance, certainly not to those 
interested in the silver question, because everybody knows that 
it is not to become a law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The amendment or the bill? 

Mr. STEWART. The amendment. There is no test about it. 
Those who desire to do so can make a silver record on that with- 
out hurting anybody. It is a perfectly harmless bill; it is mere 
dress e, and I shall not make any speech on it. The real 
bill upon which the amendment reported by the committee would 
be germane is the tariff bill, because there is already practically 
a tariff against us on the part of thesilver-standard countries of 100 
= cent, and when you consider the question of tariff, you must 

eal with that difference of exchange, or you accomplish nothing; 
for it is impossible to build a tariff wall high enough around this 
country tohaveany practical effect while this difference of exchange 
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exists. Inasmuch as the amendment is germane to the tariff bill, 
when that bill comes up I propose to submit someremarks. The 
consideration of that bill will not be mere dress parade. So far 
as the pending bill is concerned, Iam desirous of having it dis- 
posed of as early as possible. All I propose to do is to vote l 
will vote on dress parade with the rest of the Senate, but I want 
to see how Senators will meet the real test, and show whether 
they are silver men or not. I want to see how many will place 
silver above tariff, or tariff above silver, because silver has be- 
come tariff now. That is my position, and I rose to apologize for 
what Isaid. I do not want to interfere or to delay in any way 
the passage of the pending bill. I want to have it passed. © 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me a word 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will wait I shall be through 
in a moment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator why he 
calls this mere dress parade. Here is an amendment for the free 
coinage of silver for the United States alone. The Senator is very 
much in favor of that and he is now endeavoring to show that he 
Why 
does he say that it is mere dress parade to pass the pending 
proposition? If it is mere dress parade why should we not aban- 
don the dress parade and go on witha bill that will fill the Treas- 


| ury of the United States with money which is needed by the 


Treasury—that would not be dress parade—and put the money in 
the Treasury so as to be able to pay our debts? When the Sena- 
tor says it is dress parade to pass this amendment, why not order 


| off the troops that are on dress parade and go on with the busi- 
| ness of the Senate? 


Mr. STEWART. That is what I should be very glad to do. 
The Senator and everybody else knows very well that this bill was 
passed through the House to indorse the principle of issuing bonds 
to buy gold and to have Republican indorsement of the bond issue. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator will wait until I get 
through. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Whenthe Senator says I know athing I pre- 
fer to speak for myself. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope I shall be pardoned for presuming that 
the Senator has any knowledge of it. [Laughter. | 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the Senator imagines that he has 
absorbed all the knowledge on the subject. 

Mr. STEWART. Lhave apologized to the Senator for presum- 
ing that he had any knowledge on the subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Nevada yield? 

Mr. STEWART. Not now. 

The passing of the bill through the House of Representatives, 
providing for the issuing of bonds, was an indorsement of the 
issuance of interest-bearing bonds in time ef peace. So there is 
no difference between the two parties, between Mr. Cleveland 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, may I ask a question? 

Mr. STEWART. No, no. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me ask one question? 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator will not get so nervous, 
I decline to yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very well. 

Mr. STEWART. There is no difference between Mr. Cleve- 
land’s policy and the policy of the Republican party, except as to 
the kind of bonds and how they shall be issued. It is agreed on 
all hands that this bill was passed for that purpose, to show the 
agreement on the part of the Republican party to the policy of issu- 
ing interest-bearing bonds in time of peace to accumulate gold. 

Now the Senator says let us abandon this dress parade and pass 
a billtoput money into the Treasury. I suppose by that he means 
the tariff bill. The President, having had his policy of selling 
bonds indorsed, has proposed to sell $100,000,000 and put the 
money in the Treasury. He has already got about $180,000,000 of 
cash balance there; and it is proposed to put another $100,000,000 
there, and itis suggested that $100,000,000 additional shall be 
placed there, making $200,000,000. By the time that is done 
pretty much all the money the people depend upon with which to 
do business will bein the Treasury. What they complain of is 
this mede of impounding the money of the country by the sale of 
bonds. We do not care whether it is done by a Republican bond 
bill or by Mr. Cleveland without law. We are opposed to the 
policy of impounding the money. 

The tariff bill, if it brings any money into the Treasury, will only 
aggravate the disease. What are people going to do during the 
next year if you have $300,000,000 or $400,000,000 locked up in the 
Treasury? There ought to be some way of getting the money out 
of the Treasury, so that the people can have it. 

There is no excuse for a tariff bill. What is the good of a tariff 
bill which will last for a year? Nobody can go into business on 
that. It is styled an emergency tariff bill. Whoever heard of an 
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emergency tariff bill? We have heard on the stump from time 
immemorial the pleathat the tariff should be fixed, so that business 
might be regulated accordingly and the tariff should not disturb 
business; but here is a regular business disturber. Whatfor? If 
it is to put more money into the Treasury, itis to aggravate the evil 
of locking up the people’s money. For what purpose is it? It is 
certainly for the purpose of manufacturing a false issue. It is cer- 
tainly for the purpose of having tariff agitation without tariff 
legislation. That is all that is wanted—tariff agitation without 
tariff legislation. What ne willa temporary bill of this kind do? 
If it does anything it will bring more money into the Treasury, 
and that will aggravate the evilof contraction. If asa permanent 
law it would benefit business, as a temporary measure it will dis- 
turb business. Why do you want to keep business unsettled by 
temporary expedients of this kind? 

But if you put on the tariff bill a free-coinage measure such as 
is reported by the committee to the pending bill, you will relieve 
us from Asiatic competition with a hundred per cent advantage 
in the difference of exchange. Then you do some good for the 
people. You may have as many tariff bills as you please; but 
while the difference in exchange remains where it is everything 
produced in this country that comes into competition with Asia 
will have to continue to go down. Under Asiatic competition 
your wheat and your cotton have gone down below the cost of 
production. Your wool has gone down in the same way, because 
the wool-producing countries are all on the silver standard. You 
may es on as many tariffs as you will; but the prices of all arti- 
- at are in competition with Asiatic productions will have to 

0 aown., 

. It has come to a point where the prices of manufactured articles 
have to go down. They came last because it took some time to 
establish manufactories in the Orient, but they are being estab- 
lished now on a most gigantic scale, so much so that it makes a 
boom in all Europe to manufacture machinery for them. The 
Europeans have to manufacture only one machine of a given kind 
for one city, and after that the Asiatics can duplicate the machines 
without limit. 

Now I say that so far as the tariff bill is concerned it is simp] 
maneuvering for an issue. Sofaras the pending bill is concerned, 
it is the same thing. It is simply to give the assent of a Repub- 
lican Congress to the issue of interest-bearing bonds to increase 
the public debt in time of peace. Thatisallitamountsto. Every- 
body knew it before the bill was introduced. Before the bill was 
introduced arrangements were made for the sale of the kind of 
— that the syndicate wants. Four per cent bonds suit them 

tter. 

If 4 per cent bonds can be sold so as to yield the same rate of 
interest, what difference does it make how the country is loaded 
with debt and the currency is taken up and impounded from the 

»ple? Whether done under one system or the other, let it be 
om that both of the old parties are in favor of the issuance of 
bonds for the purpose of buying gold on which the Administra- 
tion is to-day paying a premium of 20 percent. The Government 
has come in andis paying a premium of 20 per cent on gold. 
How is that? 

Before Mr. Cleveland commenced to improve the public credit 
a 4 per cent bond running eighteen years sold at from 25 to 27 per 
cent premium. After he had been at work a little over a year the 
same character of bonds, 4 per cent bonds running thirty years, 
sold for 4}, a difference of over 20 per cent. The President told 
us in his message that if we would provide for the sale of gold 
bonds he could save $16,000,000 on the $62,000,000 of bonds; that 
the same syndicate would ove $16,000,000 more for them if they 
were gold bonds. He sold the bondsand they were not gold bonds, 
and in that sale he paid a premium of more than 20 per cent, ac- 
cording to his own showing, because they were not gold bonds. 
Now, the Government is maintaining the gold standard and is 
paying a premium of at least 20 per cent; and that premium will 
grow as time on. How long shall we stand buying gold and 
paying a premium on it? The — of poe has to go down in 
oe with the price of bonds which the Government sells 

uy gold. 

I am opposed in toto to the policy of incurring a debt in time of 
peace in order to buy gold for gold gamblers when the law allows 
us and makes it our a to ig Seopa according to contract, in 
silver. I am opposed to it first, , andall the time. Nobody ex- 
pects the bond bill to become a law if it passes this body. It is 
not the kind of a bill that the Rothschilds want. Four per cent 
thirty-year bonds are just the kind of bonds that suit them best, 
and if the policy of ont the country is to go on I would as 
lief they would sell that of bonds as any other, because if we 
main the gold standard for the sale of bonds the country will 
be loaded down until the ship sinks: 
The idea of a perpetual increase of the public 
at a premium to give gold gam an 
money, when you have not contracted to do Why should not 
the ted States avail herself of the option the same as France 


F 
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and Germany do and pay silver, according to contract, and not pay 
a poe on gold? 
am opposed to the whole policy; but if we are to have tariff 
legislation let us have effective tariff legislation. Let us remove 
the advantage that the Asiatics have over us. Let our farmers 
compete with Asiatics on equal terms. Our farmers sell their 
cotton and wheat in competition with the Asiatics with the disad- 
vantage that the difference in exchange causes, which is now a 
hundred per cent. You do not propose to remedy that at all, and 
you do not even propose to take care of your manufacturers. 
he time has come when this competition is going to reach you; 
in fact, it is reaching you now, and in a few short years you will 
share the same fate that the farmers have met. When the mil- 
lions of Asiatics get their manufacturing establishments in full 
operation they will manufacture for the world, with the differ- 
ence of exchange in their favor, as they are now producing wheat 
and cotton for the world. 

If there is to be any good-faith tariff legislation, let us have it. 
Let a free-coinage amendment be put upon the tariff bill. That 
would be the test of good faith as to whether or not you are in 
favor of taking care of American industries. That would be th» 
test whether or not you are silver men. The bond bill will never 
become a law; it will never be voted on in the other House. [It 
will be buried in the committee; it will be treated with contempt. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Nevada says 
this is simply dress parade; and he proposes to link the silver ques- 
tion with the tariff. In arguing the question, he says everybody 
knows that the pending bill can not become a law. I desire to ask 
the Senator whether he thinks the tariff bill with a silver amend- 
ment can become a law? 

Mr. STEWART. Of course it can not become a law, with or 
without a silver amendment, and everybody knows it. There is 
no intention that it shall become a law. It will be vetoed at the 
other endof the Avenue. Itis simply tomake an issue; itis merely 
to have Mr. Cleveland veto it and be fighting about nothing. The 
object is to have an issue in order to bury the silver question. I 
do not want it buried under any such s issue. It would be 
bad enough to buryit under a real tariff controversy, but to bury 
it under a sham issue, a buncombe issue made on purpose to be 
vetoed by Mr. Cleveland, so that they can have that—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CHANDLER, Ishould like to ask the Senator from Nevada 
a question. 

r. STEWART. I yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask the Senator whether, if it is 
his view that a free-coinage measure should be added to the tariff 
bill, he will not join with us in voting down the amendment which 
is proposed to the pending bill? 

r.STEWART. Does the Senator from New Hampshire want 
to make me step out of the ranks on dress parade? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The question is a fair one, and the Senator 
is in a frame of mind to answer it lucidly, if not at length. 

Mr. STEWART. My frame of mind—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is now advocating the amend- 
ment proposed to the pending bill, and he has gone on to advovato 
such ene to another bill, the tariff bill, which is to come 
by an ° 

Mr. STEWART. Now lg your question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the Senator whether he will not con- 
sent to vote down the amendment reported to this bill and confine 
his efforts to putting such an amendment on the tariff bill? In 
other words—I will put the question in another form—is the Sen- 
ator from Nevada in favor of putting a free-coinage amendment 
upon every bill that is proposed in the Senate? 

Mr. STEWART. Iam certainly in favor of putting such an 
amendment on every buncombe bill that you propose. To every 
bill that is for ws buncombe I would propose a free-coinage 
amendment. e know we can not secure the enactment of 1 
free-coinage law; that the President will veto such a measure. 
So to let you play buncombe while I keep quiet, it seems to me, is 
turkey on your side all the time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When does the Senator from Nevada keep 
quiet? 

Mr. STEWART. I have very little time to do anything but 
— quiet when there are so many other Senators talking. 

Mr. HILL and others. Question! 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask for a vote on my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the Chair state the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; but I desire to say a few words. I[ 
withdraw the epee with the es that Saturday an 
effort is to be not only by the friends of the amendment, but 

its opponents, to secure action m the amendment and the 
before the Senate adjourns on day. I think the public 
interests will be subserved by disposing of the bill at the earliest 
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ssible moment, although I am utterly opposed to the amend- 

ment the Senator from Arkansas advocates with such earnestness 
infelicity. 
ana FAULKNER and others. uestion! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, when, on motion of Mr. 
Jones of Arkansas, the Senate (at_5 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) 
took a recess until to-morrow, Friday, January 31, 1896, at 12 
o'clock meridian. 








NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 30, 1896. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John M. Lenihan, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa, in place of William G. 
Sweeney, deceased. : 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

J. Kearney Rice, of New Jersey, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of New Jersey, vice John W. Beekman, re- 
signed. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Commander William T. Swinburne, to be a commander 
in the Navy from the 28th of December, 1895, vice Commander 
John C. Rich, deceased. 

Lieut. Arthur B. Speyers, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 28th of December, 1895, subject to the examina- 
tions required by law, vice Lieut. Commander William T. Swin- 
purne, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John Gibson, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 28th of December, 1895, vice Lieut. Arthur B. 
Speyers, promoted. 

Ensign Humes H. Whittlesey, to be a lientenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 28th of December, 1895, subject to the ex- 
aminations required by law, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) John 
Gibson, promoted. 

Lieut. Commander William H. Emory, to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 29th of December, 1895, subject to the exami- 
nations required by law, vice Commander Francis M. Barber, re- 
tired. 

Lieut. Ebenezer S. Prime, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 29th of December, 1895, subject to the examinations 
a by law, vice Lieut. Commander William H. Emory, pro- 
moted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John A. Bell, to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 29th of December, 1895, subject to the examinations 
required by law, vice Lieut. Ebenezer S. Prime, promoted. 

Ensign Albert C. Dieffenbach, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 29th of December, 1895, subject to the ex- 
aminations required by law, vice Lieut. (Junior Grade) John A. 
Bell, peemnoted. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Daniel W.Andrew,of Massachusetts,to be collector of customs for 
the district of Plymouth, in the State of Massachusetts, to succeed 
Herbert Morissey, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

John H. Brocklesby, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Hartford,in the State of Connecticut, to succeed 
Ezra B. Bailey, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

John H. Puck, of Ohio, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Miami, in the State of Ohio, to succeed David R. Austin, 
whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

POSTMASTERS. 

J. H. Hertz, to be postmaster at Macon, in the county of Bibb 
and State of Georgia, in the place of Sylvester B. Price, resigned. 

Martha Brown, to be postmaster at Fort Valley, in the county 
of Houston and State of Georgia, her commission having expired 
January 6, 1896. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 30, 1896, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 
_ Third Lieut. William H. O. Hay, of Pennsylvania, to bea second 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
First Asst. Engineer Charles H. Foote, of Pennsylvania, to be a 
chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 
William L. Maxwell, of California, to be a second assistant 
engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
POSTMASTERS. 
John Casey, to be ter at Conshohocken, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 
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S. Gibson Barr, to be postmaster at Hollidaysburg, in the county 
of Blair and State of Pennsylvania. 

J. Allen Butler, to be postmaster at Portland, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 

William J. Hunter, to be postmaster at Neweastle, in the county 
of Newcastle and State of Delaware. 

Joseph M. Fronefield, jr., to be postmaster at Wayne, in the 
county of Delaware and State of Pennsylvania. 

Edward C. Bersie, to be postmaster at Adams, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of New York. ; 

Nathan Robins, to be postmaster at Metuchen, in the c 
Middlesex and State of New Jersey. 

Miles A. Hanchett, to be postmaster at Orange, in the county of 
Essex and State of New Jersey. 

William K. Roy, to be postmaster at Wappingers Falls, in the 
county of Dutchess and State of New York. 

Lewis W. Y. McCroskery, to be postmaster at Newburg, in the 
county of Orange and State of New York. 

Milo B. Gregory, to be postmaster at Unadilla, in the count?of 
Otsego and State of New York. ; 

W. G. Marlin, to be postmaster at Florence 
Marion and State of Kansas. 

E. H. Ellis, to be postmaster at Green Bay, in the county of 
Brown and State of Wisconsin. 

Adolph J. Burg, to be postmaster at Kenosha, in the county of 
Kenosha and State of Wisconsin. 


munty of 


», in the county of 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 30, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
HENRY M. CoupDeEn. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Agriculture, re- 
ported the bill (H. R. 5161) making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30.1897; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to reserve all points of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is, whether it is necessary, on an appro- 
priation bill, when the report is presented, to reserve all points of 
order, and whether such points can not be made as to new legis- 
lation in the Committee of the Whole? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair would be willing to hear argument: 
but the impression of the Chair is that if the House commits a 
bill to the committee without points of order being reserved, the 
effect will be that the committee can not disregard the orders of 
the House to consider that bill in its entirety; but when points of 
order are reserved, then advantage can be taken of them in the 
Committee of the Whole. 


KANSAS CITY, PITTSBURG AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2285) to amend an act en- 
titled *‘ An act to authorize the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf 
Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, 
and telephone line through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes,” approved February 27, 1893. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. LITTLE. The Clerk is reading the original bill. The com- 
mittee reported the Senate bill as a substitute, and I ask that the 
Senate bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the substitute. 

Senate bill No. 1046, on the same subject, was read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on giving unanimous consent. 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CANNON. Is it for unanimous consent to consider a Sen- 
ate bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands it. 

Mr. CANNON. Is there any House report? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes, sir; there is a House report. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to cut off con- 
sideration if the committee in charge is ready for consideration; 
but it seems to me it is that class of a bill that ought to be con- 
sidered, and I suppose it could be done, in Committee of the 
Whole, where there can be amendment and full explanation. 

Mr. LITTLE. The billis not anextensive bill. It only provides 
for the construction of a branch road about 25 miles in length. on 
the Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad, in the Indian country. This isa 
unanimous report of the Committee on Indian Affairs. The biil 


has passed the Senate and we report the Senate bill as a substitute, 
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Mr. CANNON. 


I think it is subject to the point of order that 
it should be considered in the Committee of the Whole House, not 
having been considered. 

Mr. GROUT. Are the bills identical? 


Mr. LITTLE. Yes,sir. Ihave reported the Senatebill. There 
is no objection on the part of the Interior Department. 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I object. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—DAVIS VS. CULBERSON, 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I present a priv- 
ileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts, chair- 
man of the Committee on Elections No. 3, presents a privileged 
report, which the Clerk will read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


Mr. McCay. of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Elections No. 3, 
submitted the following report: 

The Committee on Elections No. 3, to which was referred the contested 
election case of J. H. Davis against D. B. Culberson, from the Fourth Con- 
gressional district of the State of Texas, respectfully submits the following 
report: 

"he record in this case consists of the notice of contest, the answer and 
affidavit of David B. Culberson, all of which were filed by the contestee. 
Since the filing of the notice of contest, the contestant appears to have done 
nothing in prosecuting his claim to the seat. He has not produced any testi- 
mony, and, although twice notified by letter directed to his place of residence, 
he has not appeared before the committee. 

The committee does not believe that in view of these facts the right of the 
sitting member to his seat should longer remain in question, and therefore 
recommends to the House the adoption of the following resolutions, to wit: 

Resolved, That J. H. Davis was not elected a Representative from the Fourth 
Congressional district of the State of Texas to the Fifty-fourth Congress, and 
is not entitled to the seat. 

Resolved, That David B, Culberson was duly elected a Representative from 
the Fourth Congressional district of the State of Texas to the Fifty-fourth 
Congress, and is entitled to the seat. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the 
resolutions read to the House. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MCCALL of Massachusetts, a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the resolutions were agreed to was 


laid on the table. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—ROSENTHAL VS. CROWLEY. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a report from 
the Committee on Elections No. 3 in the case of Rosenthal vs. 
Crowley, and I give notice that I will call up the case to-morrow 
morning for consideration. Iask that the report be printed. In- 
asmuch as the report is unanimous, the contestant has asked the 
committee to request a favor of the House, and I ask that Mr. 
Rosenthal, the contestant, be allowed one hour to-morrow morn- 
ing to present his views of the case to the House. That is his re- 
quest. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin, from the 
Committee on Elections No. 3, presents a report in the contested- 
election case of Rosenthal vs. wiley, gives notice that he will 
ask for the consideration of it to-morrow ee and asks con- 
sent that the contestant, Mr. Rosenthal, be heard for one hour by 
the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, is the party who asks to be 
heard the one in whose favor the report is made, or the other? 

The SPEAKER. He is the gentleman against whom the report 
is made. Is there objection to the request? 

There was no objection. 


NICARAGUA CANAL, 


Mr. DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, presented the following report: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to furnish to the House of Representatives, at his earliest conven- 
ience, the report of the board of engineers appointed by him to investigate 
and report upon the route and other subjects connected with the Nicaragua 


The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was referred 
the foregoing resolution, report that the full committee have had under 
consideration the resolution, to wit: That the President of the United States 
be requested, and he is hereb requested, to furnish the House of Represent- 
atives at his earliest convenience the report of the board of engineers 
pointed by him to investigate and report upon the route and other subjects 
connected with the Ni Canal, and it is unanimous] 
by said committee that said resolution do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Washington desire 
to be heard? tee 
. Mr. DOOLITTLE. Not unless there is objection to the reso- 

ution. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. DOO , a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


FORT OMAHA MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill, which I send to the desk, to provide for 
Military Reservation to the State of 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and dj. 
rected, when Fort Crook, near the city of Omaha, Nebr., is ready for occy- 
pancy by the troops of the Army of the United States, to transfer and turn 
over to the State of Nebraska the Fort Omaha Military Reservation, eo) 
taining about 80 acres, with all the buildings, appurtenances, and impr. 
ments thereof; the said reservation being the same tracts and parcels of land 
heretofore donated to the United States by the citizensof Omaha, Nebr. Tyo 
pexpepe of said transfer is that the said Fort Omaha Military Reservation 

hall be used by the said State of Nebraska as a place of rendezvous and 
school of instruction for the National Guard of said State of Nebraska ani js 
made conditional upon its use for that purpose, and that the adjutant- 
general of said State shall annually report to the Secretary of War in detail 
the uses of said reservation. The said State of Nebraska is privileged to os. 
tablish on said reservation a State military school, with not less than two 
military instructors. 

Sec. 2. That the said reservation, while used for the purposes aforesaid, to 
be maintained without expense to the United States, and at any time tliat, 
in the judgment of the Secretary of War,the military necessities of t}, 
United States shall require such action, he shall take possession of said m/\j- 
tary reservation for the use of the Government. 

Amendments were recommended by the committee, as follows: 


Section 1, line 7, insert “possession of” before “Fort Omaha Military 
Reservation.” 

Section 2, line 4, strike out ‘‘ military necessities’ and insert ‘interests 

Section 2, line 7, after ‘‘ Government,” insert ‘* together with all the build. 
ings, appurtenances, and improvements thereon.” 

Add the following as ** Section 3°’: 

“Sxo. 3. That it shall be the duty of the said State of Nebraska while in th 
possession of such military reservation to keep all permanent buildings an 
improvements on such reservation in as good condition and repair as at th 
date it shall enter into the possession thereof, and the same shall be inspect 
least once in each year by an officer of the Army, who shall report the condi- 
tion of such improvements to the Secretary of War.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska for the immediate consideration of this bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to inquire of the gentleman 
whether it grants anything more than the use of the reserva- 
tion, whether it passes any title? 

Mr. MERCER. It does not pass any title, for the reason that 
the title, as I understand it, is in such condition that we could not 
word a bill to that effect with safety. This reservation was do- 
nated to the United States Government by citizens of Omaha in 
years gone by, but now the Government proposes to vacate tho 
reservation as a military post, and this bill is so worded that the 
United States retains its title and merely allows to the State of 
Nebraska the use of the reservation. 

Mr. PERKINS. Without expense to the Government? 

Mr. MERCER. Without expense to the Government. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit me, I 
will say that it goes further than that; it requires the State to 
keep the buildings in good repair and reserves to the General Goy- 
ernment the rig! t to resume possession at any time. 

Mr. MERCER. The chairman of the committee is correct in 
that statement. 

Mr. CANNON. Whereabouts is this military reservation with 
reference to the city of Omaha? ; 

Mr. MERCER. It is within the limits of the city. 

Mr. CANNON. How does it happen that the Government has 
no use for it? 

Mr. MERCER. Because the Government intends vacating it 
next spring. as the Secretary of War states in his report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOWARD. I object. 


—— order. 
he SPEAKER. The regular order is House bill No. 162, relat- 
ing to pensions. 
Mr. ERCER. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman 
from Alabama has withdrawn his objection. 
PENSIONS. 


The SPEAKER. The peas has called for the regular or- 
der, which is a renewal of his objection. The previous question 
having been ordered upon the pending bill, the question before 
the House is on the motion to recommit it to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order for the previous question be considered as vacated. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask ieave to withdraw the 
amendment that I offered on yesterday. 
The SPEAKER. The first thing to 
dis of, is the motion to recommit. 

r. PICKLER. I object to that being withdrawn. 
we POOLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a substitute for the 
ill. 

The SPEAKER. It can not be offered while a motion to re- 
commit is pending: That motion must first be voted down. 

The question being taken on the motion to recommit, the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. [ask for a division. 


ao ae 





{After a pause.] I call for the 


withdrawn, or otherwise 


The question was intaken; and there were—ayes 14, noes 79. 
; BRDMAN + No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 








1896. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point that there 
is no quorum resent? : 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER (after counting). There are 193 gentlemen 
present, a quorum. The noes have it, and the motion to recom- 
mit is lost. 

Mr. POOLE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a substitute, 
which I send to the desk, for the pending bill and amendments. 

The proposed substitute was read, as follows: 

A bill amending the pension laws. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That in considering claims filed under the 
pension laws the death of an enlisted man or officer shall be. considered as 
sufficiently proved if satisfactory evidence is proesees establishing the fact 
of the continued and unexplained absence of such enlisted man or officer 
from his home and family for a period of seven years, during which period no 
intelligence of his existence shall have been received, and any pension 
granted under this proviso shall cease upon proof that such officer or enlisted 
man is still living. 

Mr. POOLE. Iask the previous question on the amendment, 
the substitute, and the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being first taken on the amendment, it was 
agreed to. ; ; 

The question then recurring on the substitute, the question was 
taken; and there were—ayes 122, noes 4, 

Mr. McCLELLAN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point that no 
quorum is present? - 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Yes, sir; that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER (having made a count). One hundred and 
eighty-seven members are a? quorum. The ayes haveit, 
and the substitute is agreed to. 

The bill as amended by the adoption of the substitute was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. POOLE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Subsequently. 

The SPEAKER said: The changes which were made in the bill 
(H. R. 162) which was passed this morning, render the title inap- 
plicable, and the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] 
desires that the title be corrected so as to read: ‘‘A bill regulating 
proof of death in pension cases.” Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as made. 

There was no objection. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 


Mr. HITT. I ask consent for the present consideration of a 
resolution which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be authorized and al- 
lowed to sit during the sessions of the House. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Is this a privileged resolution? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not privileged. The Chair has put the 
request for unanimous consent. 

r. McCREARY of Kentucky. I shall not object, as the chair- | 

man of our committee desires the adoption of the resolution. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolution, which was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the last vote was 
laid on the table. 








MARTHA BROOKS, 


Mr. BAKER of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent to make an 
amended report from the Committee on Invalid Pensions upon the 
bill (H. R. 2800) to pension Martha Brooks. The reason lor this | 
request is that since the filing of the report we have come into the 
possession of some material facts. 

Mr.MILES. Willthe gentleman explain to the House the nature 


of the Pe change in the report? 
Mr. BAKER of Kansas. This is a bill granting a pension to 
Martha Brooks. There is a material fact which we failed to state 


in the report as already filed—a fact bearing 7 the merits of 
the case. I ask unanimous consent to amend the report by addi- 
tional statements of fact. 

Mr. MILES. Lhope the gentleman will explain to the House 
what additional facts have come to his knowledge since he filed | 
his report. I think the House ought to know those additional facts 
which the gentleman deems important. 

Mr. B R of Kansas. In the report as already made, it is not 
stated that the son of this lady was an unmarried man; but Ihave | 
come into possession of evidence that such was the fact, and that | 
she was dependent, and had a right to depend on him for support. 

a MILES. You find now that the son was not a married 
man 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. Yes, sir; we find that he was not a 
married man and that he contributed to the support of his mother. | 
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Mr. MILES. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. 
depended on her son for support. 


I make no objection. 
It is found, as I understand, that this lady 


Mr. BAKER of Kansas. Yes, sir. 

Several MEMBERS. That is all right. 

There being no objection, the request of Mr. BAKER of Kansas 
was granted. 


ASSISTANT CLERK FOR COMMITTEE 


Mr. BRUMM. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of a resolution which, when it was presented the other day, my 
friend from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] objected to. Upon explana- 
tion he has withdrawn his objection; and I shall be glad to make 
the same explanation to the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution which 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That an assistant clerk be allowed the Committee on Claims dur- 
ing the sessions of the Fifty-fourth Congress at a compensation of $6 aday, to 
be paid from January 1, 1896, out of the contingent fund of the House 

The SPEAKER. 
of this resolution? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then I will ask for the reference of the resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. Intheabsence of objection, the resolution will 
be so referred. 

There was no objection. 


ON CLAIMS, 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Pru- 


DEN, one of his secretaries. 
DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION. 


Mr. QUIGG. I desire to present a favorable report from the 
Committee on the Library on House bill No. 3553, and to ask that 
the bill be immediately considered. 

The bill (H. R. 3553) to incorporate the National Society of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Mary Park Foster (Mrs. John W. Foster), of In- 
diana; Mary Virginia Ellet Cabell (Mrs. William D. Cabell), of Virginia; Helen 
Mason Boynton (Mrs. Henry V. Boynton), of Ohio; HenriettaGreely (Mrs. A. 
W. Greely), of Washington, D. C.; Lelie Dent St. Clair (Mrs. F. O. St. Clair), 
of Maryland; Regina M. Knott (Mrs. A. Leo Knott), of Maryland; Sara Agnes 
Rice Pryor (Mrs. Roger A. Pryor), of New York; Sarah Ford Judd Goode 
(Mrs. G. Brown Goode), of Washington, D. C.; Mary Desha, of Kentucky; 
Sue Virginia Field (Mrs. Stephen J. Field), of California; Sallie Kennedy Alex- 
ander (Mrs. Thomas Alexander), of Washington, D. C.; Rosa Wright Smith, 
of Washington, D.C.; Sarah C. J. Hagan (Mrs. Hugh Hagan), of Georgia: Mary 
Stiner Putnam (Mrs. John Risley Putnam), of New York; Mary Leighton 
Shields (Mrs. George H. Shields), of Missouri; Ellen Hardin Walworth, of 
New York; Mary E. MacDonald (Mrs. Marshall MacDonald), of Virginia; Eu- 
genia Washington, of Virginia; Alice M. Clarke (Mrs. A. Howard Clarke), of 
Massachusetts; Clara Barton, of Washington, D. C.; Mary 8. Lockwood, of 
Washington, D. C.; Frances B. Hamlin (Mrs. Teunis 8S. Hamlin), of Washing 
ton, D. C.: Martha C. B. Clarke (Mrs. Arthur E. Clarke), of New Hampshire; 
Lucia E. Blount (Mrs. Henry Blount), of Indiana; Jennie A. O. Keim (Mrs 
Randolph De B. Keim), of Connecticut; Louise Ward McAllister, of New 
York; Effie Ream Osborne (Mrs. Frank Stuart Osborne), of Illinois; Marie 
E. Devereux, of Washington, D. C.; Belinda O. Wilbour (Mrs. Joshua Wil 
bour), of Rhode Island; Georgina E. Shippen (Mrs. W. W. Shippen), of New 
Jersey; Julia K. Hogg (Mrs. N. B. Hogg), of Pennsylvania; Katherine C 
Breckenridge (Mrs. Clifton R. Breckenridge), of Arkansas; Sara Isabella 
Hubbard (Mrs. Adolphus 8. Hubbard), of California; Mary L. D. Putnam 
(Mrs. Charles E. Putnam), of Iowa; Delia Clayborne Buckner (Mrs. Simon 
B. Buckner), of Kentucky: Emily Marshall Eliot (Mrs. Samuel Eliot), of 
Massachusetts; Lucy Grey Henry (Mrs. William Wirt Henry), of Virginia; 
Elizabeth Blair Lee, of Maryland, and their associates and successors, are 


| hereby created a body corporate and politic, by the name of The National 


Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution, for patriotic, histor- 
ical, and educational purposes, to perpetuate the memory and spirit of the 


| men and women who achieved American independence, by the acquisition 


and protection of historical spots and the erection of monuments; by the 
encouragement of historical research in relation to the Revolution and the 
publication of its results; by the preservation of documentsand relics, and of 
the records of the individual services of Revolutionary soldiers and patriots, 
and by the promotion of celebrations of all patriotic anniversaries; to carry 
out the injunction of Washington, in his Farewell Address to the American 
people, “to promote, as an object of pose? importance, institutions for 
the general diffusion of knowledge,” thus developing an enlightened public 
opinion and affording to young and old such advantages as shall develop 
in them the largest capacity for performing the duties of American citizens; 
to cherish, maintain, and extend the institutions of American freedom: to 
foster true patriotism and love of country, and toaidin securing for mankind 
all the blessings of liberty. 

Sec. 2. That said society is authorized to hold real and personal estate in 
the United States, so far only as may be necessary to its lawful ends, to an 
amount not exceeding $500,000,and may adopt a constitution and make by 
laws not inconsistent with law, and may adopt a seal. Said society shall 
have its headquarters or principal office at Washington, in the District of 
Columbia. 


Sec. 3. That said society shall report annually to the Secretary of the Smith 
sonian Institution concerning its proceedings, and said Secretary shall com 
municate to Congress said reports or such portions thereof as he may see fit. 


The Regents of the Smithsonian Institution are authorized to permit said 
national society todeposit its collections, manuscripts, books, pamphlets, and 
other material for history in the Smithsonian Institution or in the National 
Museum, at their discretion, upon such conditions and under such rules as 
they shail prescribe. 
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Mr. QUIGG. I ask that the report may be read. 

Mr. BAILEY. Before the report is read I wish to state that if 
the gentleman will consent that this be made a corporation in the 
District of Columbia, I shall have no objection; but I shall object 
to the present consideration of the bill if it proposes to create a 
national corporation. The practice has been in incorporating be- 
nevolent and fraternal societies and orders, such as the Knights of 
Pythias and the Masonic fraternity, to limit the act of incorpora- 
tion to the District of Columbia. If the gentleman will agree to 
an amendment limiting this corporation to the District of Colum- 
bert Ihave no objection to the consideration and passage of the 


ill. 

Mr. QUIGG. The trouble is that these ladies have their organi- 
zations throughout the Union—— 

Mr. BAILEY. So have the Masons, 
a soe QUIGG, And they have their conventions throughout the 
| | nion-———— 
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. as BAILEY. So have the Masons and so have the Knights of 
ythias. 

Mr. QUIGG. This bill, Mr. Speaker, has been drawn with 
careful regard to the objects sought to be accomplished by this 
association. It is not in any sense of the word, if the gentleman 
i) will permit me, a selfish organization; it has absolutely no selfish 
motives or purposes, and does not intend to make any money or 
§ do anything in the way of business that will produce revenue. 

i Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman will permit me, ir order to 

, save time, it is utterly impossible to convince me that Congress 
can create a national corporation of this character. I would have 
no objection, however, it the gentieman will agree to amend so as 
to make it a body politic or corporate in the District of Columbia. 


i“ Mr. QUIGG. Very well; I will accept the gentleman’s sugges- 
i tion, if he will draw up an amendment. 
é Mr. BAILEY. I will prepare the amendment. 

a The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York desire 
the report to be read? 
Mr. QUIGG. Ido, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
. The report was read, as follows: 


a Committee on the Library, to whom was referred H. R. 3553, report as 
ows: 
The National Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution is com- 
A“ xd of women, descendants from postieipante in the American Revolution. 
hey founded a society in this capital, with branches throughout the Union, 
el searly six years ago, for patriotic, histo: ,and educatio purposes, and 
iy the bill reported herewith supplies them with a charter. 
e The objects of the society are » pares patriotic, unselfish, and ennobling, and 
its accomplishments have already been numerous and in the public interest. 
The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 
The SPEAKER. The question nowis on agreeing to the amend- 


2) ment proposed by the gentleman from Texas, which the Clerk will 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


af In line 4, page 3, insert, after the wo 
i words “in the District of Columbia.” 


=| The amendment was adopted. 
ie The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
a On motion of Mr. QUIGG, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
| was laid on the table. 


FORT OMAHA MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, the tleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Howarp] has kindly agreed to withdraw the point of order 
against the bill I called up recently, or rather withdraws his de- 
mand for the regular order; and I desire now to submit a request 
for unanimous consent that the House proceed to the considera- 
tion of that bill. It was read at length a few moments ago, but I 
send a copy of it to the desk, that it may be again rted. 

d be again re- 


“a body corporate and politic,” the 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the bill shoul 


rted. 

"ie. CANNON. ae See I recollect the bill very well, and 
in order to save time I state to the gentleman that I have no 
objection to its consideration, provided it can be considered in the 
Committee of the Whole. If the gentleman will modify his re- 

uest so as to let it be so considered, I shall not interpose any ob- 
jection to its consideration at this time. 

Mr. MERCER. Very well, Mr. Speaker; I accept the last sug- 

tion, and ask consent that we proceed to consider this bill in 

e Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
tleman from Nebraska to consider the bill in 
the Whole? 

There was no objection. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Hersurn in the chair. 


uest of the gen- 
e Committee of 
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Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, in order that the members may 
thoroughly understand the purpose and object of the bill, I wish 
to say briefly that it does not involve the expenditure on the part 
of the Government of a single cent of money, but simply provides 
for the transfer of the military reservation situated in the city of 
Omaha to the State of Nebraska for the purposes set forth in the 
bill. This reservation will be abandoned in the spring. It was 
originally donated to the General Government y citizens of 
Omaha some years ago, and donated in such way, as I understand 
it, that the reservation should always be used for military pur- 
poses. I understand that the title is in such condition that if the 
reservation is not used for military purposes the original donors 
are in a position to make claim for the land or part of it. 

As shown by the communications appended to the report, Fort 
Crook, near Omaha, has been recently constructed; and but for 
the fact that some of the buildings there were not entirely fin- 
ished this reservation in Omaha would already be abandoned. 
But at all events it will be entirely abandoned in the spring. 
This fact is established by the communication from the Secretary 
of War appended to the renort. The Government has no further 
use for the reservation when it is abandoned as a military post. 

I do not think it necessary to detain the committee with a more 
extended statement unless some gentleman has an inquiry he de- 
sires to make in reference to it. 

Mr. McRAE. What is the area of this reservation? 

Mr. MERCER. About & acres. 

Mr. McRAE. And what is the value? 

Mr. MERCER. I should think in the neighborhood of $70,000. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, I do not know 
anything about this matter, but I would like to ask when this 
grant was made to the General Government? 

Mr. MERCER. More than twenty years ago. 

‘Mr. CANNON. How does it happen that the Government is 
through with it? 

Mr. MERCER. The Government will soon have done with 
this reservation because Fort Crook has been established near 
Omaha, and that post will hereafter be used for the military vur- 

es, the Government then having no further use for Fort Omaha. 

Mr. CANNON. What isthe value of the improvements placed 
upon this peeaty by the Government? 

Mr. MERCER. As to that I could not say. There are several 
buildings, some of them frame and some of them brick, which 
can be very nicely utilized by the National Guard for a school of 
instruction. This bill provides, as amended, that the State shall 
keep these buildings in as good repair as they are now, and the 
Government can take this property whenever it sees fit. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the report show acopy of the conveyance 
to the Government. 

Mr. MERCER. It doesnot. This bill was drawn by ex-Senator 
Manderson, of Nebraska, and protects the title so far as the Goy- 
ernment is concerned. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman ever examined the convey- 
ance to the Government? 

Mr. MERCER. I have not personally examined it. 

Mr. CANNON. Then the gentleman is not aware of the con- 
ditions in the conveyance? 


Mr. MERCER. No, not personally; only from the statements 
of others. 
Mr. CANNON. Does not the gentleman think it would be well 


that we should know from the report, or from an examination of 
the conveyance, just the kind of a title the Government has to 
this reservation? 

Mr. MERCER. The Government has the same title now that 
it will have after this bill has passed, virtually. It only conveys 
to the State the use of this property. 

Mr.CANNON. Well, I understand, but the gentleman stated— 
and I merely want to get at the facts—that the conveyance to the 
United States was for occupation of this property for a post. 

Mr. MERCER. For military purposes. 

Mr. CANNON. For military purposes by the United States, 
and that if the United States should cease to occupy it for mili- 
— it would revert? 

° CER. Oh, no. 

Mr. CANNON. What would become of it? 

Mr. MERCER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Curtis], 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, desires to make a suggestion. 

Mr. CANNON. It would not revert to the donor? 

Mr. MERCER. It would not under the circumstances stated 
by the gentleman of Dlinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, this bill was before 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and a statement was made 
showing this state of facts: That this reservation was presented 
to the Government of the United States for military purposes. 
The Government has used it and will continue to occupy it until 
next spring, when the Government proposes to abandon it. It 
is not the object of this bill to transfer the title of this property, 
but simply the use of it during the time that the Government 
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does not wish to occupy it as a fort or reservation. The proposed 
transfer will not in any way involve the Government in a contro- 
versy with the donors of this land or subject the Government to 
expense. It relieves the Government from the care of the build- 
ings and from the keeping of a small detachment of soldiers there. 
The relationship of the National Guard of the several States to the 
Federal Government, to which Guard the Government is making 
annual appropriations, renders it proper to turn over the use of 
this reservation temporarily for such purposes as the State Guards 
may require in conducting a school of instruction, and in the 
opinion of the committee this action will in no way conflict with 
the interests of the United States, or subject the Government to 
any embarrassment. 

Mr.CANNON. Wasthe conveyance ofthis property to the Gov- 
ernment absolute? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Iam not able toanswer that ques- 
tion further than to say, from the report made to the committee, 
which they were prepared to believe, the conveyance was such as 
to give power to the Federal Government to make the transfer 
asked for in respect to use, but not in respect to title, and it was 
for that reason that the amendment was adopted by the committee. 
Let my friend understand that the bill did not go through the com- 
mittee hastily or without due consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me, the object of my 
inquiry is to get at the very facts-— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Ilinois? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I do. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). It is to get at this very fact. It 
would seem that the committee is not even informed certainly 


about that—that the United States owns 80 acres of land in the | 


corporate limits of the city of Omaha called Fort Omaha; that the | 


Government of the United States has improved it. 
Mr. STEELE. Will you allow me to have a statute read? 
Mr. CANNON, Inaminute. It hasimprovedit. How much 
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it was, for the establishment of another post within 10 miles of 
the city of Omaha. They had argued all the time that this prop- 
erty was too limited; that they neede 


la greater extent of ground 
for a cavalry post; and that by the sale of this property it would 
nearly reimburse the Government for the expenditure to be made. 
Now, why this ground has not been sold in ac ince with the 
terms of the act Ido notknow, butI should suppos the title was 


perfect it would certainly be no time now to put 
Mr. DALZELL. I desire to ask the gentleman a 
Mr. MERCER, Certainly. 
Mr. DALZELL. Has the atte 


t it on the market. 


ition of the Sec: War 
been called to this proposed legislation? 
Mr. MERCER. Yes, sir. And the Secretary of War has made 


1 

a report on it, as is shown in the report made from the Committee 
on Military Affairs. He simply says that the Government has no 
further use for this property. 

Mr. DALZELL. He does not recommend the sale of the 
erty or the gift of the property? 

Mr. MERCER. He does not make any recommendation of the 
sale of it, either. 7 


prop- 


Mr. DALZELL. He does not recommend the gift of it, or dis- 
position of it in accordance with this proposed | lation 

Mr. MERCER. No, sir; he makes no recommendation. He 
simply states that the Government has no further use for the post. 


Mr. HENDERSON. 
why not realize on it? 
Mr. MERCER. In reply to the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Iowa, Senator Manderson in his correspondence with me 


If there is no further use for the property, 





has shown that there may be some question as to the title, and I 
| quote what he says to me in reference thereto: 

The bill can be so worded as to grant the use of Fort Omaha to the State 
of Nebraska in perpetuity, with the cond n Gover it ut 
any time it believes it advantageous for military retake possession 
of the land. There isa little question as to whet 1e complete abandon- 
ment of the reservation would not cause it to reve t original donors, 
and this could be guarded against in the bill by having the General Govern- 


it has expended, whether a quarter of a million, half a million, or | 


a million dollars, I do not know. Now, then, if the title of the 


United States in this 80 acres of property in the city of Omaha is | 


absolute, and the United States has a post near by that it is ex- 
pending money upon, then the question arises, is it nottheduty of 
the United States to sell this property and reimburse the Treas- 
ury for the money expended? Now, onthe contrary, if this prop- 
erty was deeded to the United States by one or more persons for 
use as a military post, and was to revert to the grantors if the 
United States should cease to occupy it, if we cease to occupy it 
by the United States, then I ask the question, is it not a fraud 


upon the grantors to grant it to some other use, or for the United | 


States to substitute it for another purpose? 


Now, it seems to me | 


that the House ought to have full information in the premises be- | 
g I 


fore it legislates. Now I yield to the gentleman from Indiana, or 

rather I yield to the gentleman from New York. 

‘ Mr. CURTIS of New York. I yield to the gentleman from In- 
jana. 

Mr. STEELE. I was merely going to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill if there has been an attempt to dispose of this 
property? 

Mr. MERCER. There never has. 

Mr. STEELE, Then I would like to have the Clerk read the 
statute. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
man a question. 

Mr. STEELE. I have not yielded the floor. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I thought you were through. 

Mr. MERCER. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized to sell the 
military reservation known as Fort Omaha, near the city of Omaha, in the 
State of Nebraska, and such of the buildings and improvements thereon as can 


I would like to ask the gentle- 


ment hold a string to the fort 


I have often heard citizens of Omaha express a doubt as to 
whether the General Government really held this reservation in 
fee simple, and I believe that if this bill fails of passage and the 
landin question is platted and offered for sale some of the donors— 
and I believe most of them still reside in Omaha—might take steps 
not only to prevent such platting and sale, but to regain owner- 
L received a letter yesterday from a citizen of Omaha hint- 
ing that such a course need not be unexpected. 

Mr. STEELE. Then the gentleman from Nebraska did not un- 
derstand me when I asked him if there had been any question 
about the title 4p the ground? 

Mr. MERCER. I must have misunderstood the gentleman’s 
question. 

Mr. HENDERSON. 

Mr. MERCER. 


ship. 


This is not a bill to seil the property? 
I will say to the gentleman from [Lowa that the 


| purpose is to make this a State military institution for the benefit 


of the State National Guard of Nebraska, and the legislature of the 
State at its last session passed a joint resolution asking that this 


| step be taken, and intimating to the General Government that the 


not be economically removed to the new site herein provided for. Indisposing | 


of said property the Secretary of War shall cause the grounds to be platted 
in blocks, streets, and alieys, if in his judgment it would inure to the benefit 


of the Government in making sale of said site, having due reference to the | 
requirements of the houses and buildings located on said grounds, in such | 


casesas they may be sold with the ground. The Secretary of War shall also | 


cause the lots, lands, and buildings to be appraised and sold at public or pri- 
vate sale, at not less than the appraised value, having first been offered at 
ublic sale. The expense of advertising, appraisement, survey, and sale shall 
id out of the proceeds of said sale, and the balance paid into the Treasury 
of the United States. 
Mr. CANNON. What is the title of that act? 

Mr. STEELE. That is an act preliminary toan act to purchase 

a site near Fort Omaha. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act to provide for the sale of the site at Fort Omaha, Nebr., the sale or 
removal of the improvements thereof, and for a new site and the construc- 
tion of suitable buildings thereon. 


Mr. DALZELL. What is the date of that act? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

July 23, 1888. 

Mr. CANNON. Isit an appropriation act? 

Mr. STEELE. It was an appropriation act of $200,000, I think 





State of Nebraska would take charge of such an institution and 
would take pleasure in continuing it asa State military institution 
under the supervision of the War Department. 

Mr. MILES. In addition to that, your bill provides that the 
adjutant-general of the State shall make an annual report to the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. MERCER. Yes: andin addition to thatthe bill provides that 
a Regular Army officer shall make an examination of this educa- 
tional institution every vear and report to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the object of 
this bill seems to be that the Fort Omaha Military Reservation 
shall be used by the State of Nebraska for a school of instruction 
for the State National Guard? 

Mr. MERCER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Is that institution to be main- 
tained at the expense of the United States or at the expense of the 
State of Nebraska? 

Mr.MERCER. Attheexpense of theState of Nebraska entirely. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Does the State of Nebraska 
agree to keep up the buildings and to make all necessary improve- 
ments, and return the property in its present condition whenever 
the United States requires it to be returned? 

Mr. MERCER. Well, I take it that the legislature of Nebraska 
indicated as much when it passed a joint resolution asking for the 
passage by Congress of a bill of this character. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. One more question. 
the limit of time? When is this grant to end? 

Mr. MERCER. Whenever the General Government shall see 
fit to resume possession. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Is that expressed in the 

Mr. MERCER. It is expressed in the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I would like to hear that par 
of the bill read, 


What is 


bill? 
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Mr. MERCER. The gentleman from Iowa, the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, desires to make a brief state- 
ment about the provisions of the bill, as he is familiar with them. 

Mr. HULL. r. Speaker, the bill is so guarded that the Gov- 
ernment can resume control of the property at any time, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of War. That is provided in the bill, 
and not only that, but the bill as amended by the committee pro- 
vides that the State of Nebraska must keep all the buildings in 

ood repair and must hold them subject to the inspection of the 
ar Department. The billsimply gives the State of Nebraska the 
use of the property so long as the General Government may not 





desire to use it. Heretofore, in other cases, we have given these | 


abandoned military reservations to cities near which they were 
located, to be used for park purposes. In the last session we gave 
to Newport, Ky., an abandoned military reservation to be used as 
a park, and we have made similar gifts to other cities—absolute 
donations; but in this case the United States reserves all of its 
interest in this property and can resume possession at any time, 
as is absolutely expressed in the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. At that point will the gentleman please 
tell us what the interest of the Government is in this property? 

Mr. HULL. The property was donated to the Government for 
military purposes. It is a military reservation which the Secre- 
tary of War reports that the Department has no longer any use for. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Was it given to the Government in fee? 

Mr.HULL. Itwasgiveninfee. Wehave the absolute title to it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. But I understood the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MERCER] to state a while ago that some party claimed 
to have an interest in it or some control over it. 

Mr. HULL. I think we have the absolute title to the property; 
but the Secretary reports that unless there is something done with 
this reservation, it will, under the general law, be taken out of the 
class of military reservations. 

Mr. STEELE. Has the gentleman any information as to why 
the act providing for the platting and sale of this property has not 
been complied with by the Secretary of War? 

Mr. HULL. I have no information on that point. That ques- 
tion was not before us. 

Mr. DALZELL. Is it not the fact that there is a military post 
within 10 miles of Omaha? 

Mr. MERCER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DALZELL. Is it not a further fact that that post was pur- 
chased subsequent to the passage of the act of July 23, 1888? 

Mr. MERCER. Iam not certain about that. 

Mr. DALZELL. Isit notafact that theact of July 23, 1888, pro- 
vided first for the sale of this Omaha Military Reservation, and inits 
second section provided for the purchase of the other property? 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman has the act before him and can 
answer his own question; but I would like to ask the gentleman 
if the same is not true in ee to the military post at Newport, 
Ky., yet Congress considered thatit was better to let the city have 
that old reservation for a park, and gave it to Newport absolutely? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not know about that. I know that I 
made an effort to have certain military property situated in my 
district and useless for military p turned over to the Staté 
of Pennsylvania, and the Secretary of War, under Administrations 
representing two different parties, opposed it and insisted that the 
only proper thing to do under the circumstances was to sell the 
property and = the money intothe Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. MERCER. I yield to my oer Mr. HAIner}. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, some confusion 
seems to have arisen in the minds of members with respect to this 
bill. It is a matter of very general information in our State that 
this tract of 80 acres was conveyed by the citizens of Omaha to 
ses only. In the event there 
is a general and permanent abandonment of this a for mil- 
itary purposes, it will of course revert to the donors. The prop- 
erty has been made valuable by the growth of Omaha. The 

»roximity to business centers in that city gives it its main value. 
tt is now no longer needed by the General Government. This 
bill proposes that the ion simply, not the title—I am follow- 
ing the language of the bill as contained in the seventh line of the 
first section—that the possession simply shall be turned over to the 
State for military purposes, thus carrying out the plain intention 
of the original donors. 

Gentlemen will understand that since the General Government 
has ne use for this property, it can transfer its ion to the 
State of Nebraska to be used by the State for military purposes. 
The of this bill will therefore really strengthen the title 
of the United States. That title, I understand, is not such that 
the arty can be conveyed absolutely, because the conveyance 
to vernment was for specific purposes alone. The Govern- 
ment may have need for this property in the future; and it should 
so conduct itself in respect to the sea that it may at any 
time retake possession of it. It is provided by the bill that the 
State shall take care of and maintain the in its pres- 
ent state of repair. The State will dou e additional 
improvements, rendering it more and more valuable for the Gov- 
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ernment in the event that it should be necessary for it to retake 
the property. Now, I submit, it is only fair and reasonable, and 
is indeed the only reasonable use that can be made of this prop- 
erty, to turn over its possession to the State. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman examined the conveyance 
of this peomerey to the Government? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I have not made that examination 
or but I know that most excellent lawyers of Omaha 
have done so, and it is believed the title is in the condition I have 
represented. 

r. CANNON. If the United States should cease to occupy 
this property for military purposes it would revert to the grantors? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Yes, sir; when the Government 
abandons it permanently. 

Mr. CANN ON. Does my friend think it is proper in morals for 
the Government of the United States to cease substantially to ov- 
cupy the ge one A for military purposes and still retain the title, 
complying with the letter of the gift, butsacrificing the substance, 
and thereby cutting out the original grantors from their res] 
equities in this matter? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I hy no means admit the gentle- 
man’s premises. I hope the morals of this House will allow this 
property to be used for the purposes intended by the original 
donors; that is, for military purposes. I apprehend the essential 
point is the use to which the property is put—not the party that 
may nominally occupy it for that purpose. Besides, contingen- 
cies may arise in the future, and doubtless will, when the Govern- 
ment will find a necessity arising for occupying this place asa 
garrison. 

Mr. CANNON. The act of 1888, which provided for the pur- 
chase of a new post, and under which a new post has been pur- 
chased, provided absolutely for the platting and sale of this property 
by the Government. Now, the gentleman says that he has never 
seen the conveyance tothe Government, and the report of the com- 
mittee is silent as to that conveyance. I desire to know from 
some authoritative source what the title of the Government is. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I will say, in answer to the gentle- 
man from Illinois, that I think there is absolutely no question— 
although I can not give him information based upon my personal 
examination—that the title of the Government to this lad gives 
it the use of the land for military purposes only, and the very fact 
that there has been no absolute sale or disposition of the property 
under the statute to which attention has been called by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] would certainly give 
color to the proposition for which I contend. 

Mr. DIN GLEY I remember very well what was said in 1888 
in reference to this matter. It was then stated that the Govern- 
ment owned these 80 acres in Omaha, and that by establishing a 
new post 10 miles out of the city and selling these 80 acres the 
Government would obtain means enough not only to pay for 
the land which would be required pera, for the new post, but 
also to pay for the buildings. It was not suggested at that time 
that the Government did not own this property in fee. Now, I 
should like to ask the gentleman from Nebraska whether a copy 
of the deed of conveyance has been laid before the Committee on 
Military Affairs, so as to show clearly what the title of the Gov- 
ernment is. We should understand the precise facts before we 
act in this matter. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I submit to the gentleman from 
Maine that the mere fact that this limitation on the title was not 
suggested in 1888 is absolutely no evidence that it did not exist. 

r. DINGLEY. Thatistrue. Nevertheless, the House in 18s 
acted on the supposition and representation that the Government 
owned this property in fee; that it had the right to sell it and 
cover the proceeds into the Treasury or to use them to pay for tlic 
new post. If we were deceived in 1888, we ought to know now 
where we stand in reference to this matter. I should like to know 
whether the Government has a title in fee to this property or 
whether the title is conditional. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I will say in re- 
sponse to the gentleman from Maine, as I have already said, that 
I have no personal knowledge on that point. This, however, | 
can say to him, that if, in the future, the Government of the 
United States shall desire to take possession of this property for 
any purpose it can do so under the provisions of this bill, and if 
it chooses, and deems that it has the title, it can sell the property. 
If an opportunity arises, therefore, for the sale of the property, it 
can do so to-morrow, the next day, or at any future time that 
it shall see per. It isin no sense of the word prevented by 
the operation of this bill. The Government is not deprived of the 
power to dispose of the property in any way it sees fit; in fact, 
that is expressly reserved by the terms of the bill. All that the 
bill seeks to do is to give temporary possession of this property in 
the city of Omaha, during the pleasure of the United States Gov- 
ernment, to the State of Nebraska. It transfers it temporarily to 
the State of Nebraska for the purposes contemplated in the bill, 
and it can be reclaimed at any other time for any purpose the 
National Government desires, 
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I ask my friend, and in all candor appeal even to the conscience 
of the gentleman from Illinois, if there 1s anything more than right 
and justice and fairness in the proposition? | 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, there is no use in disguising 
the fact from ourselves that when we make transfers like this of 
the use of Government property for such purposes it is practically 
a giving away by the Government of all right to it, for we never 

t it back. I would aslief give it to the State of Nebraska in 
Foe as to transfer it to the State for temporary purposes, as the 
bill proposes, if we had the title to it. 

But what troubles me—and I am not saying that I would not be | 
willing to give in fee to the State—but what troubles me is as to 
the question of title. We ought to understand exactly what we 
are doing. We ought to act understandingly. If the Govern- 
ment owns the fee of the lands, that fact ought to appear in some 
shape or other before the bill is passed, and then we can deter- 
mine what to do. 

We legislated in 1880 on the presumption that the Government 
did own the fee to this property, and we directed its sale for the 
purpose of the construction of another military —_ at some dis- 
tance from Omaha. It is now claimed that we did not own the 
fee toit. We ought to have some light upon the question. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It makes absolutely no difference, 
let me state to the gentleman from Maine, whether the Govern- | 
ment owns the title to the property in fee or not. It has a title | 
whether it be a contingent, a conditional, or an absolute title; but 
whatever the title of the Government is, it is all retained by the 
terms of this bill. There is absolutely no conveyance of any kind 
but the temporary possession. For myself I hope it may turn out 
the Government has the absolute title to the property, and would 
have the magnanimity to do what justice requires it to do; that 
is, to convey it absolutely to the State of Nebraska, now that it no | 
longer has need for it and proposes to abandon it. By so doing 
it would simply return the gift to the State. I donot believe in 
the practice of making merchandise of gifts. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do you know that the Government has not a 
title in fee? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I do not, of my own personal 
knowledge; but that is the impression which has been conveyed to 
me by reliable lawyers in the city of Omaha who have examined 
the question. They claim that the Government has no title except 
the title that I have suggested. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I heard the debate herein 1888, and Iremem- 
ber the House acted under the impression that we had a title in fee. 
Otherwise, if we did not have such a title, we could not have pro- 
vided for the sale of the property. 

Mr. HULL. Is not that true with reference to other cases; for 
instance, nee Ky.? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, Iam only meeting these cases as they 
arise. I would like to know something definite about this matter 
and where the title is. 

In what part of the city isit located, and whatisits probable value? 

Mr.MERCER. Thisreservationisin the northern part of the city. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the value? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I am advised about $70,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You say that it is in the city? 

Mr. MERCER. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do you mean to tell me that this property in 
the city of Omaha is worth less than $1,000 per acre. 

Mr. MERCER. Oh, well; we are a good deal like Chicago, a | 
large city covering many acres; and land can be within the city 
limits without being in the business center. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, this property is not far from the 
business center of the city. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Nebraska, a question, with his consent. 

Mr. MERCER. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON. When were the 80 acres granted to the 
United States; how long ago? 

Mr. MERCER. I think over twenty years ago. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Are any of the original grantors living? 

Mr. MERCER. Yes, I think so. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Have they filed a statement or request 
with the committee in respect to this new deal? 

Mr. MERCER. Not that I am aware of. 

Mr. HENDERSON. They stand by silently, and let it go on 
without protest! 

Mr. RCER. They have not communicated with the com- 
mittee or me directly on this subject. 

Mr. PARKER. ill the gentleman from Nebraska yield to 
me for a few moments? 

Mr. MERCER. Certainly. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, in the Military Committee we 
considered this bill very carefully. We didnot consider the ques- 
tion whether the United States owned the property absolutely or 
whether it only had a permit to make a military reservation of it, 

use we considered that in these days when the Government 
is buying so many parks, it was not good policy permanently to 
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divert any military reservation from the use of the Government 
if it needed it. 

We all know that occasionally it is absolutely necessary for the 
Government to use lands near cur great cities, especially in time 
of war, and we determined in this case that it was the proper 
thing to give a permit for other use while it was not being occu- 
pied by the Government, on condition that it should be main- 
tained by the other parties, and we provided that it could be taken 
back by the Government at any time when it pleased. 

Now, I want to say one other thing. Use by a State for a mil- 
itary school is regarded by us as use for military purposes of the 
United States, for the militia of the United States are a part of 
the armed forces of the United States. 

Mr.MERCER. Imovethatthe committee rise and report the bill 
to the House, with the recommendation that as amended it do pass. 

The motion of Mr. MERCER was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 225) to 
provide for the transfer of Fort Omaha Military Reservation to 
the State of Nebraska, and had directed him to report the same 
to the House with sundry amendments, and with the recommenda- 
tion that as amended the bill do pass. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the amendments reported 
from the Committee of the Whole. Without objection, they will 
be voted upon in gross, including the committee amendments. 

There was no objection. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MERCER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

PRINTING OF CONSULAR REPORTS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a message 
from the President of the United States, which the Clerk will re- 
port. 

The message was read, as follows: 

To the House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State, accom- 
pases reports of the consuls of the United States on trade and commerce. 
n view of the evident value of this compilation to our business interests, 
lindorse the recommendation of the Secretary that Congress authorize the 
printing of a special edition of 10,000 copies of the General Summary of the 
Commerce of the World, for distribution by the Department of State, and of 
2,500 copies of Commercial Relations (including this summary) to enable the 


| Department to meet the increasing demand for commercial information. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, January 30, 1896. 

The message, with the accompanying documents, was ordered 

to be printed, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 

The Speaker announced the following committee appointments: 

To the Committee on Labor, Mr. WELLINGTON. 

To the Committee on Railways and Canals, Mr. BELKNAP. 

CUSTOMS COLLECTION DISTRICT, ALASKA. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3964) to reorganize the cus- 
toms collection district of Alaska. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DinG.ey] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 3964) to reorganize the customs collection district of Alaska. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the customs collection district of Alaska be, and 
the same is hereby, reorganized and established to comprise the Territory of 
Alaska, in which Sitka shall be the port of entry. 

Sec. 2. That such other places as may be designated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, as the interests of commerce may require, shall be subports of 
entry or delivery, or both; and customs officers shall be stationed at such 
subports, with authority to enter and clear vessels, receive duties, fees, and 
other moneys, and perform such other services and receive such compensa 
tion as in the judgment of the Secretary of the Treasury the exigencies of 
commerce may require. 

Sec. 3. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill is unanimously recom 
mended by the Committee on Ways and Means, and is also ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury. The necessity for the 
passage of the bill grows out of the peculiar condition of the dis- 
trict of Alaska. Under existing law there is but one port of entry 
in the district of Alaska. It is proposed by this bill to give to the 
Secretary of the Treasury authority to establish such ports of 
entry and delivery as the interests of the Government and of 
commerce may require. It must be remembered that the coast 
line of Alaska is about 2,600 miles long, and that the number of 
square miles in the Territory is over half a million. It is neces- 
sary, therefore, that this discretion should be given to the Secre- 
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tary of the Treasury—a discretion given in only peculiar cases—to 
establish such ports of entry as the circumstances may require. 
The district of Alaska is at present increasing in 2 toa 
considerable extent, and its trade is increasing. is arises not 
only from the salmon fisheries, but also from the discovery of ve 
valuable gold fields on the Yukon River. Therefore, in accord- 
ance with the request of the Treasury Department, and in accord- 
ance with the indorsement of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
we ask that this bill may =. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and — 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill making appropriations for the District of Columbia may be 
considered as reported to-day. It is not quite ready, but as I un- 
derstand we may adjourn soon, I ask that it may be considered as 
reported, so that it 7 be printed and ready for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont asks unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on Appropriations be granted 
permission to report the bill making appropriations for the gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia to-day, for convenience of 
printing. Without objection, that permission will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And that all points of order on the same be 


reserved, 
The SPEAKER, All points of order will be considered as re- 
served. 
FOREST RESERVATIONS IN THE STATE OF COLORADO. “ 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill 
= R. 4991) to open forest reservations in the State of Colorado 

or the location of mining claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The title of the bill was reported. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the request? 

Mr. TURNER of Coens would ask that the title be again 
read, unless consent has y been given. 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps the Clerk had better report the whole 
bill, as unanimous consent is asked. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the forest reservations in the State of Colorado, 
known as the Pikes Peak Forest Reserve, the Plum Creek Forest Reserve, 
and the South Platte Forest Reserve, established by Executive 
tions dated, respectively, March 18, 1892, June ist and December 9, 1892, 
in the State of Colorado, in acco ce with section 24 of the act of March 3, 
1891, from and after the passage of this act, shall be open to the location 
of mining claims thereon for gold. silver, and cinnabar, and that title to 
such mining claims may be acq in the same manner as it may be acquired 
to mining claims upon the other mineral lands of the United States for such 
pur : Provided, That all locations of mining claims heretofore ie in 

faith within said reservations, and which have been held and worked in 

e same manner as claims are held and worked under existing law 
upon the public domain, are validated by this act. 

Sxo. 2. That owners of valid mining locations made and held in good faith 
under the terms of this act shall be, and are hereby, authorized and permitted 
to fell and remove from such mining any ber gro 
actual mining pyrgocs in connection with the cular claim 
the timber is felled or removed, but no other ber shall be felled or re- 
moved from any other portions of said reservations by private parties for 
any purpose whatever. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Does this bill in any way prevent any man who wants to have a 
ranch or little farming iF ace there from having it? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. is land is not open to homestead entry 
This bill purposes to open these forest reservations for the 
claims only. It is thought the amount that 
will be taken > mining claims will be a very small fraction, 
and consequently that the p of forest reservations will be 
preserved, notwithstanding the location of mining claims thereon. 

Mr. TERRY. It does not deprive any homesteader or proposed 
homesteader of any rights that he has now? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And it only applies to the reservations that 
are spoken of here? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does it include Cripple Creek? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Itis near wn Coesk. It is supposed to be 
near one end and extends over some distance. I will state that the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office has ved a bill 
really extending it to all reservations in the State of Colorado, 
and the Secretary of the Interior has also not only approved this 
bill, but has framed this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and accord- 
ingly the House will resolve itself into the Committee of the 

ole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill H, R. 4991. 


now. 
location of minin 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union on the bill H. R. 4991, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The title of the bill was again reported. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I would like to have the report of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands on this bill read. 

The report (by Mr. SHaFROTH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2280) ‘*to open the forest reservations of the State of Colorado for the location 
of mining claims,’ has had the same under consideration and report it back 
with recommendation that it be laid on the table and that the accompanying 
substitute therefor be passed. ; 

The particular reservations referred to in the substitute bill are in the 
mountains of Colorado, at such an altitude that only small timber will crow 
thereon. They were created not to preserve timber for the use of the Gov- 
ernment, nor to serve any penpese of the Government itself. hey were 
created by proclamation, upon the petition of the citizens of the State of Colo- 
rado, for the purpose of preventing the destruction of shade trees and under- 
brush in the igh mountains, so as to preserve the snows from melting until 
midsummer, when the water would be most needed for irrigation in the val- 
leys and lains below. Your committee is informed that the 20ple of the 
State of Colorado would never have petitioned for these reservations if it had 
been understood that the miner thereby would be excluded from making 
mining locations thereon. 

Extensive gold discoveries have been made on parts of these reservations 
and it is important that ae, locations be permitted thereon as upon al 
the other mineral lands of tne United States. 

In one t of these reservations a number of mining claims havo 
been located, and by reason of the im ility of obtaining title under the 
present laws a chaotic condition of affairs exists there. Mining claims there 
are held by the uncertain right of ae only, which causes an unsettled 
—* of society and greatly re the development of the mines in the 

c 

These forest reservations cover a great many square miles, and, in the opin- 
ion of your committee, if they are opened to the location of mining claims 
only, the area covered by such claims will be so small compared to the total 
area of reservations { the purposes and uses of the same will remain 
practically unimpaired. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office has made a report upon this 
matter, su, ing a substitute bill to open all the forest reservations of the 
State of Colorado to the location of mining claims, with certain restrictions 
as to cut timber thereon. The Secretary of the Interior in his report to 
this committee made further restrictions as to the character of the mining 
claims that could be located thereon and reported a substitute bill, which is 
the bill recommended by this committee for passage. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, in regard to this bill, I desire 
to say that the timber which grows on the reservations referred 
to in the bill is very small. These reservations are located from 
8,000 to 11,000 feet above the level of the sea. Part of the reser- 
vations are above the timber line, and only small timber grows 
at that elevation. Valuable gold discoveries have been made in 
these reservations, and it is important that they should be opened 
for the location of mining claims. About 4,000 ne are now 
located at one point in these reservations. They hold possession 
of these claims only by sufferance. That causes an uneasy feeling. 
The result is that they are now in a chaotic condition, and it is 
important that that condition of affairs should be relieved. 

e Government has no object of its own to serve in these reser- 
vations. They were not created for any a purpose. 
They were intended to serve no use of the Government. The 
only purpose for which these reservations were created was to 
preserve the snow from melting in the mountains until the sum- 
mer, when the water was most needed for irrigation in the val- 
leys and plains below. This bill, or a bill somewhat similar to 
this, was favorably reported upon by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. It was further reported on by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. The Secretary of the Interior framed this 
bill which has been recommended as a substitute for the original 
bill. I will gladly answer any question that may be asked con- 


cerning it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I would like to ask the gentleman if this 
bill covers any other land than that within the limits of the State 
of Colorado? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It does not cover all the reservations that 
are in the State of Colorado. The limitation is ee to those 


reservations in the State of Colorado upon which gold discoveries 
have been made. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I am satisfied. ° 

Mr. SHAFROTH. If no one desires to discuss the question, I 


move that the committee rise and report the bill favorably to the 


ouse. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I make no objection to this bill. 
I do not as a general thing approve of this character of special 
legislation. I prefer when we can to make general laws. I be- 
lieve we ought to ~— some rational system of dealing with the 
forest reservations. They were made for a wise p , although 
under a law ill considered and very imperfect. e efforts to 
pass such a general law as a number of us would like to have has 
not been s , and I fear will fail. We have not been able 
to get it out of the Committee on Public Lands in this Congress, 
and were not able to get an agreement between the two Houses in 
the last Congress; but as there seems to be a 
for permitting mining locations in a part of the 
at least upon these three reservations 


Rtate of Colorado, 


, I have consented to a report 
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on this bill, but I do not want to be understood as favoring such a 
licy for other reservations. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that I endeav- 
ored to have a general bill passed, and it met with the approval of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, but the Secretary 
of the Interior insisted that a general bill was not proper and that 
these reservations ought to be opened to the location of mining 
claims only as gold was found on them. 

I now move that the committee rise and report the bill to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Payne, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
4991) to open forest reservations in the State of Colorado for the 
location of mining claims, and had directed him to report the 
same to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. | 


On motion of Mr. SHAFROTH, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CERTAIN CASH ENTRIES OF OFFERED LANDS. 


Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1244) to confirm certain cash entries of 
offered lands. = 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill does not appear to be 
of sufficient importance to require consideration in Committee of 
the Whole, and I suggest to the gentleman that he ask consent 
for its present consideration in the House. ; 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, I accept the suggestion, and ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all private cash entries of public land subject to 
sale in the States of Alabama, Mississippi, and Arkansas as offered lands, 
made between the dates of the approval of the joint resolution of May 14, 1888, 
and its promulgation, May 29, 1888, in cases in which all requirements of law 
have been complied with, be, and the same are hereby, confirmed, and all 
such entries made between said dates which have been canceled for which 
the purchase money has not been refunded shall be reinstated by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office upon the application of the purchaser 
or purchasers or their legal representatives or assigns: Provided, ‘That no 
adverse claim has attached or shall attach prior to such application for rein- 
statement. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BISHOP, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted, 
by unanimous consent, as follows: f 

To Mr. Ty.rr, for three days, on account of sickness, ’ 

To Mr. BEL. of Texas, for ten days, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

To Mr. PENDLETON, for four days, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. HusBarD, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Breacu, for ten days, on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. RUSK, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw | 


from the files, without leaving copies, the papers in the case of 
A. W. Bradford, Forty-seventh Congress, no adverse report hay- 
ing been made thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
sane: 

_A bill (S. 650) to incorporate the Post Graduate School of Medi- 
cine of the District of Columbia; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 66) to supply the Department of State 
with documents. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


TheSPEAKER. A resolution presented by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. GRiswoLD] in relation to the levels of the 
Great Lakes was referred to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. He now asks, with the consent of that commit- 
tee and of the committee to which he desires to have it referred, 
that the resolution be transferred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and, without objection, the change will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The motion of Mr. DiveLey was then agreed to; and the House 
accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 








EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred, as 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting an estimate of an appropriation for two composite sailing 
vessels for the United States Naval Academy—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of preliminary examination 
of Clarion River, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. ; 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 67) authorizing 
the St. Louis, Oklahoma and Southern Railway Company to con- 
struct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory and 
Oklahoma Territory, and for other purpose 





BILLS AND 


s. reported the same 


| with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 188); which said 


bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 4698) 
to provide an American register for the steamer Matleawan, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 187); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. LITTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1046) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to authorize the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf 
Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad, telegraph, 
and telephone line through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes,” approved February 27, 1893, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 189); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


| sions: The bill (H. R. 2800) granting a pension to Martha Brooks, 


(Report No. 181.) 
By Mr. COFFIN, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 4182) granting increase of pension to Georgianna C. Hall, 


| dependent mother of Maj. John W. Williams, deceased, late sur- 








geon, United States Army. (Report No. 182.) 

By Mr. HALTERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mary Ann Tracy. (Report 
No. 183.) 

By Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill (H. 1] 
1050) to grantan increase of pension to Elizabeth Deshler Whiting, 
widow of Lieut. Henry Whiting. (Report No. 184.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 3221) granting apension toJohn Dalton. (Report 
No. 186.) 


> 
r 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5162) making appro- 
priations for necessary repairs in the harbor of Cleveland, Ohio— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: A bill (H. R. 5163) for the erection of a 
public building in Reno, Nev.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

sy Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 5164) to provide for the con- 
struction of a harbor of refuge for deep-draft vessels near the 
mouth of Delaware Bay—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 5165) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Woodland, in the State of California—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 5166) to incorporate the Mount 
Pleasant and Zoo Gravity Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHERMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 5167) to provide 
for the construction and maintenance of two day schools among 
the Iowa tribe of Indians of Kansas and Nebraska, and the per 
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capita distribution of the trust funds of said Indians—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 5168) to provide for recogni- 
tion of long and faithful service in the Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 5169) granting post of Fort Sup- 
ply (now abandoned) and certain lands to the Territory of Okla- 

»ma—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

,.. By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 5170) toopen the Yellowstone 

Park Timber Reserve for the location of mining claims—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BABCOCKE; A bill (H. R. 5171) to amend an act approved 
July 15, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to increase the water supply of the 
city of Washington, and for other purposes ”—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 5172) to require the 
employment of American citizens in responsible positions under 
the Government of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H.R.5173) confirming the title of 
mixed-blood Indians to their lands and allowing the same to be 
—— under certain circumstances—to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill = R.5174) to amend section 41 of the 
act of October 1, 1890, regulating the sale of oleomargarine—to the 
Committee on are and Means. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 5.05) imposing a tax on all 
produce imported from east of the Cape of Good Hope, except when 
cuippes on through bill of lading—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 5206) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate 1 condemned cannon and 15 cannon balls to 
McDowell Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Enid, Okla.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5207) granting to soldiers and sailors of the 
late war additional homestead rights—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 5208) for the construction 
of a harbor of refuge for the United States Navy and the merchant 
marine at or near the mouth of Delaware Bay—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. — providing for the estab- 
lishment of a subtreasury of the United States at Minneapolis, 
Minn.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A resolution (House Res. No. 143) to amend 
the rules—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BRUMM: A resolution (House Res. No. 144) asking for 
additional clerk to Committee on Claims—to the Committee on 
Accounts, 

By Mr. McRAE: Memorial of the general assembly of the State 
of Arkansas, approving the compromise agreed to between the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, and the 
governor of Arkansas in relation to certain swamp-land grants 
and certain bonds issued by said State—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 


—_——_ 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, — bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 5175) granting a pension to 
Nancy Gentry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

x r. CLARKE of Alabama: A bill & R. 5176) for the relief 
of Timothy Meaher, administrator of J. M. Meaher—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5177) for the relief of Timothy Meaher, ad- 
ministrator of J. M. Meaher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 5178) to carry 
out the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Daniel P. 
Belcher—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (BH. R. 5179) for the relief of Jacob 
Henry—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5180) for the relief of Robert E. Newman, 
late a second lieutenant ia the Ninth Tennessee Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 5181) for the relief of John E, 
Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANLY: A bill (H. R. 5182) for the relief of Charles A. 
Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5183) granting an increase of pension to Wes- 
ley A, Pletcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5184) to in- 
crease the pension of Capt. John 8. Bratton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 5185) for the relief of the 
estate of Samuel F. Eng, deceased, late of New York City, and 
Enoch M. Marshall, of Fauquier County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5186) for the relief of Emmart, Dunbar & Co,— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5187) for the relief of the heirs of Tilghman 
Weaver, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

a Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5188) for the relief 
of Francis Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5189) for the 
relief of Thomas Matheny—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOZLEY: A bill (H. R. 5190) granting a pension to 
Oliver Masters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 5191) granting an increase of 
pension to Lissette Berner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 5192) for the relief of Henry E. 
Rhoades—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 5193) granting increase of pen- 
sion to Emma Thurston—to the Committee on Tnvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANEY: A bill (H. R. 5194) for the relief of Moses Pen- 
dergrass, of Missouri—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 5195) for the relief of Charles T. 
Brant—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: A bill (H.R. 5196) for re- 
lief of Tony Jenkins, of Chapel Hill, N.C.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr.SULZER: A bill (H. R. 5197) to complete the record of 
John T. Nagle, late assistant surgeon of the One hundred and 
ninety-second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R.5198) greediog. @ pension to 
Edward Margeson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5199) granting a pension to Mary J. Storms— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 5200) for the relief of D. 
W. and Minna H. Glassie and Joseph C. Nash—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5201) to increase the 
pension of Elijah N. Wines—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5202) to increase the pension of C. W. John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H.R. 5203) for the relief of Mrs. 
Susan Davis, of Mississippi—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 5204) for the relief of Capt. 
George W. Goethals—to the Committee on Claims, 


——_ 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ene and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of 50 citizens of Brownsville, Pa., 
praying for the removal of toll tax off the commerce of the Monon 
gahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BAKER of Maryland: Petition of citizens of Baltimore, 
Md., favoring the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COFFIN: Petition of William A. Meloy, Arthur S. 
Browne, and Blair Lee, asking incorporation of the Convention of 
the Protestant Episcopal Church of the Diocese of Washington— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of Mound City Post, Grand 
Army of the os Department of Missouri, memorializing Con- 
gress to pass a bill for service pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of Iowa Academy of Sciences, 
for the passage of House bill No. 119, or a similar measure which 
will yet more stringently guard our forests from destruction—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
— H. Wilber, of Paton, Ilowa—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

= Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of J. D. Woodruff and 15 others, 
of Minneapolis, Minn., asking for the restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Petition of settlers in Oklahoma Territory, 
praying for free homes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Three petitions of citizens 
of Westmareena County, Pa., favoring the passage of the Stone 
bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Nat ization. 

By Mr. HENDRICKE: Petition of Rey. H. Wiltand 325 others, for 
the relief of book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HILBORN: Two petitions, viz, of the board of super- 
visors of Kern County, and of Alameda County, Cal., asking for 
measures of relief for the mining industry—to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. . 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions adopted at a meeting of the Union 
Veterans’ Political Protective Association of Chicago; Ill., Jana- 
ary 18, 1896, praying for the passage of House bill No. 884, mak- 
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ing it unlawful “for any person to print, stamp, or impress any | of Rhinelander, Wis., requesting further improvement of the har- 
words, figures, or designs upon the flag of the United States, or | bor at Manitowoc, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
any representation thereof” —to the Committee on the Judiciary. By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: Petition and papers of 

Also, resolutions adopted by the members of the Congregational | Tony Jenkins, for the payment of aclaim of $100 for four months’ 
Church at Stillman Valley, Ill., January 26, 1896, protesting | services at Fort Delaware, from July 8, 1863—to the Committee 
against the ——— of the Armenian Christians—to the Com- * a yt — ‘ 

ittee on Forei airs. 3y Mr. TAY : Petition of citizens of Mahoning County, 
BY Mr. LAY ee ne — State mocha Ohio, favoring the passage;of _ Stone immigration bill—to the 

f California, protesting against the passage of any bill by Con- | Committee on immigration and Naturalization. 
arene aidin 5 attempting to aid in the resumption of hydraulic By Mr. TRACEWELL: Papers to accompany House bill No. 
mining in that State—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 5156, for increase of pension to Amelia A. Taylor—to the Commit- 

Also, petition of the American Pharmaceutical Association, | tee on Invalid Pensions. 
asking for the passage of certain bills therein referred to, to im- By Mr. TRACEY: Paper to accompany House bill No. 4935, 

rove the status of pharmacists in the service of the United | giving the service record of John H. Clark, and in support of bill 
Btatee—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. | granting a pension to Polly P. Clark—to the Committee on In- 

Also, petition of the Buffalo oe Y.) Merchants’ Exchange, pray- | valid Pensions. 
ing for the enactment of such laws as may be necessary to cancel Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 4936, giving the serv- 
all so-called greenbacks and Treasury notes—to the Committee on | ice record of James Pebley, with claim for bounty—to the Com- 
Banking and Currency. mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Manufacturers’ Club, of Philadelphia, Pa., Also, service record of Capt. William S. Johnson, to support 
requesting Congress to adopt measures for the protection of the | House bill No. 4933, to restore him to the retired list of the Army— 
seacoast cities of the United States—to the Committee on Appro- | to the Committee on on Affairs. 

riations. By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of J. H. Hale, of Waukon, 
: By Mr. LEFEVER: Three petitions of the Woman's Christian | Iowa, for additional pension for deafness—to the Committee on 
Temperance Union, of Putnam and Stamford, N. Y., against the | Invalid Pensions. 
selling of beer at Ellis Island, Bedloes Island, and Fort Wads- By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of L. A. Darsey, Anson West, 
worth—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. and other citizens of Decatur, Morgan County, Ala., for the re- 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Seven petitions of citizens of Cedar- | lief of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South— 
ville and Ocean City, N. J., favoring the passage of the Stone | to the Committee on War Claims. 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. ep ape gma ak of the Congregational Club of 
Crete, Nebr., in behalf of the nenians—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers accompanying the claim of Wil- 
liam Sullivan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MONDELL: Petition of William Bryant, J. E. Newell, The Senate met at 12 o’clock m., at the expiration of the recess. 
and 50 others, of Buffalo, Wyo., and vicinity, favoring the pas- PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

a = tution ele Meraretent immigration—to the Committee | The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of Grand Har- 
on im ; —me a7 ar, | Dor, No. 36, American Association of Masters and Pilots of Steam 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Papers to accompany House bill No. | Vessels, of Savannah, Ga., remonstrating against the abolishment 
5148, to increase the pension of David Matlock—to the Committee | of compulsory pilotage; which was referred to the Committee on 
on Invalid Pensions. ae _ | Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5146, to correct the Mr. VEST presented a petition of the Missouri Woman's Chris- 
Military Affairs. William T. Rominger—to the Committee on | tian Temperance Union, of Kansas City, Mo., praying that an ap- 

ita: . yropriation be made fo e relief of suffering in 4 enia; whic 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5150, to correct the | aa ns to He pate Be} gam ne ene een 
military record of William R. Avery—to the Committee on Mili-| He also presented a memorial of the Missouri Woman’s Christian 
tary Affairs. ; ‘i Temperance Union, of Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating against 

_Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5149, to grant a pen- | the passage of the bill to establish a bureau of military education 
sion to Anna V. Gregg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | and to promote the adoption of uniform military drill in the pub- 

Also, Fe omat to accompany House bill No. 5147 ,.to grant an in- | jic schools and the several States and Territories; which was re- 
—— of pension to Gavin Adams—to the Committee on Invalid | ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ensions. s y ‘ Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nebraska, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2255, for the relief of praying for the Seckbeaeel ak legislation granting protection to 
Susan Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the American migsions in Turkey, and extending sympathy to the 

By Mr. PITNEY: Three petitions, viz, Herbert C. Wright and | suffering Armenians; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

15 others, F. T. Atwood and 15 others, Philip J. Zapp and 25 others, He also presented the petition of Le Grand Byington, of Iowa 
all citizens of Warren County, N. J., in favor of the Stone immi- | Gity, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. | relief for the disordered financial condition of the country: which 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of W. P. Bowers, G. G. Rink, and | was referred to the Committee on Finance. 4 
33 others, of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of laws regulating immi- a rr 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. ; mie = rao - : wat 

Also, resolutions of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa.,in| Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1858) granting the right to 
favor of the purchase by the United States of canals and making pa inspect and have attested copies of all evidence and 
their use free—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. reports filed or used in proceedings to obtain a pension, and for 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of C. A. Sheafe, C. B. Harri- | other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
son, and Flemmon Hall, late officers of the United States Army, | the Committee on Pensions. , 
citizens of Rutherford County, Tenn., asking for payment of claim Mr. BLANCHARD. [ask leave to introduce a bill. 
of book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Mr. HOAR. I call for the regular order. ee 
Committee on War Claims. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order, which is House 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Martin Sindall, D. P. Williams, | bill 2904, is demanded. 
and 19 others, of Verona Mills, Oneida County, N. Y., against Sun- Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the Senator permit me to introduce 
day-observance bill (H. R. 167)—to the Committee on the District | @ bill? / , 
of Columbia. Mr. HOAR. I shall not object to the introduction of the Sen- 

By Mr. SNOVER: Petition of D. W. Snody and 47 other citizens ator’s bill, but I call for the regular order after that is done. 
of Forestville, Sanilac County, Mich., praying for the recognition Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 1859) for the relief of 
of the Cubans as belligerents in their struggle for freedom—to the estate of Alfred W. Green, late of Carroll Parish, La.; which 
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the Committee on Foreign Affairs. was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
By Mr. STAHLE: Three petitions, viz, of 91 citizens of East | Claims. 
Prospect, Windsor, and East Windscr townships; 48 citizens of MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


New Freedom, York County, and 21 citizens of Cumberland A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 

County, Pa., for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the | BRown1na, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 

Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. the following bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Three petitions, viz, H. H. | concurrence of the Senate: 

Stolle and 17 other citizens of Prentice, Wis.; J. F. Shaw and 16 A bill (H. R. 1199) designating the officers before whom prelim- 

other citizens of Medford, Wis.; Paul Brown and 51 other citizens | inary affidavits in entries of public lands may be executed; and 
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A joint resolution (H. Res. 108) to authorize thé Attorney-Gen- 
eral to transfer to William Housy Clitord a portrait of the late 
Mr. Justice Clifford now in the Department of Justice. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enroiled joint resolution (H. Res. 66) to supply the De- 
artment of State with documents; and it was thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President. 
SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION. 

rag VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order will be proceeded 
with, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin 
redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of in- 
debtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I suggest the want of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 





Allen, Chandler, Irby, Pritchard, 
Allison, Davis, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
con, Dubois, McMillan, Quay. 
Baker, Faulkner, Mantle, eller, 
Bate, Gallinger, Mills, pie, 
Berry, Gear, Mitchell, Oreg. Vest, 
Blanchard, George, Palmer, Vilas, 
Brown, Gray sco, Voorhees, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Peffer, Wetmore, 
oa. eo Ne hite. 
Sameron, . ettigrew, 
Carter, Hoar, Platt, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-six Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. The pending question is on 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from North Carolina 
oo BuTLER]} to the amendment reported by the Committee on 

inance, upon which the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, it will, perhaps, never be necessary 
to discuss this bill as it came from the other House. But it may 
be said, it deserved its fate—strangled by silver. It was but the 
fraudulent pretext of response to the exigency which it professed 
to meet, and to the reasonable suggestions of the President, which 
it denied, while it avowed their om, With the exception of 
provision for emergency certificates—which ought to stand in the 
permanent statutes—the House bill contained nothing commend- 
able; everything else was but mockery of the legislation demanded 
by our fiscal condition. And so again, as a year ago, partisanshi 
or imbecility, or both, has stricken Congress with paralysis, an 
the rescue of business prosperity from its recurring peril been 
thrown _ the Executive. Itisalmostas fortuitous as fortunate 
that an old statute has remained untouched during our financial 
madness which can again serve the turn; and, although in a 
clumsy way, when considered with reference to existing condi- 
tions and suitable measures of relief, yet it shows God’s pity and 
mercy are not wholly withdrawn from us, 

If any trusted agents in — affairs should so deny duty and 
abuse trust as Congress did ayear ago, and now again repeats, no 

udgment would be too severe in their condemnation. Over six- 
n millions in the public debt were then thrown away in the 
reckless rage of partisanship; and the injury that must now be 
sustained by the people for the same reason is probably no less, 
although the exact measure of it is notsoclear. Then the Repub- 
lican management was able to show pretense that but for the 
Populists and free silverites there might have been relief. It was 
not true then; and this bill has now unmasked the fact by deny- 
ing under Republican dictation the only remedy available to the 
menaced mischief. 

This bond bill as it came from the House was a mere sham. It 
merits to be consigned to the hecatombs of folly’s progeny, where 
the financial deeds of Con for many years seem to belong. 
It is with no lamentation for the destruction of the primal stem 
that I turn to the graft which the Finance Committee has sprouted 
on it. It was a bad stock, though it has been budded with a worse 
scion. The best hope is that both will shrivel and die in the air 
of the Senate. 

Mr. President, in this ‘august body” the story of Midas is the 
horror of horrors; everything turns to silver. The old proverb is, 
at least, one-half true, ‘‘ Speech is silver,” whatever silence. Hop- 
ing for action, in this assembly where words are chevaux de frise 
to entangle it, I have hitherto left the free-coinage question to be 
debated according to its ratio of 16 for to 1 against; sometimes 
impatient even of the delay the one could not but interpose to the 
oe = relief, i in. owe 

ut it has come to pass that some say amo: © people, ‘ y 
do not they who op free coi justify their faith in debate? 
Its champions are always ready. y are its ents slow of 
speech?” And perhaps, sir, itisaduty. At , the time is not 
mopportune; and I am not unwilling to try the subject by the 
democratic principle which is the common sense of constitutional 
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liberty, not less applicable to fiscal intermeddling than other 
paternalism. 

But let me say, sir, at the outset, and once for all, that however 
warmly I may oppose them, I mean no impeachment of the good 
faith of any man’s opinions on this subject. We have history 
enough behind us to know how devotedly men have stood to op- 
posite sides of many a question of religion, and how manfully and 
gloriously they have maintained in flames of torment tenets which 
now the world derides. Let us therefore be tolerant of our mutual 
folly as adversaries on questions of finance—next to religion, the 
world’s greatest breeder of errant fanaticism—and try by patient 
argument to exhibit to the tribunal of public opinion where the 
folly lies. One side or the other is egregiously mistaken. And it 
is of the highest moment to the people of this country to locate 
the error. ey can not go on much farther without proving it 
on one side or the other, and most Sititerly if the choice be wrong. 

I believe, sir, that the financial distress and public misery of the 
past three years are the direct product of the efforts to force sil- 
ver upon the country, and our course to relief is areturn to sound 
principles. 

Especially, sir, I believe that every step of the fatal progress in 
error has been opposed to the cardinal doctrines on which the 
Democratic party is based, and by which it must abide or sink in 
recreancy while the spirit flees from our institutions of liberty. 

Just and equal laws, conservatively careful of the rights of all; 
relentless opposition to every form of class legislation; the largest 
liberty and the least possible interference by government in all 
individual affairs; are not these Laurentian strata on which must 
be builded the democratic world; and, in particular, when and 
how did the democratic principle come to tolerate under our Con- 
stitution the transformation of the Treasury into a bank of issue, 
or give authority to government to make other money than by 
honest coinage of gold and silver? 

Yet, sir, not one of these familiar doctrines but has been 
trampled in the dirt by Congress in the course it has pursued in 
dealing with silver, and none is more flagrantly offensive to them 
than the measure proposed in this substitute. 

The direct proposition now put before us is that the Government 
shall coin into silver dollars and other coin, at its own expense, all 
the silver which every owner of it, citizen or alien, may bring to 
our mints, thus giving substantially two coined legal-tender dollars 
for one dollar’s worth of silver; that it shall then issue paper bills 
called silver certificates for the coined dollars, so as to relieve the 
holder of its inconvenience in weight and bulk, while the Goy- 
ernment will store it for him without charge; and finally, that it 
shall maintain, at whatever cost to the people of the United States, 
the parity in value of these 50-cent dollars and silver bills with a 

old dollar worth 100 cents. If this measure now eer yee 
e law 





the Finance Committee shall be enacted, such will 
of the United States. 

Mr. President, there are three classes of 2 who urge this 
legislation, and it serves to develop its undemocratic nature to 
consider them by way of introduction to argument. 

Those of the first class are at least under no sort of hallucina- 
tion or delusion in respect to their pur They desire by this 
means to raise the price of silver in the market, either because 
they are producing it or might are their lean or re- 
fractory ore if the price were higher, or because they are so con- 
nected in trade or community with the mine owners they think 
their pecuniary interests will thus be subserved. Comparatively 
few in number, yet this class is wonderfully potential. With them 
the silver agitation had its inception and has found its incessantly 
driving impulse. For them this is a measure of so-called protec- 
tion, ikke a high tariff on home manufactures. Of course argu- 
ment avails nothing with them, no more than with the money- 

athering favorites of the tariff, or with the daughters of the 
Sonnp-aeeu. Their only cry is more, more. 

The second class might deserve sympathy,if they did not shock 
it. They are those who, owing heavy debts, wish to secure their 
discharge by one-half the amount of them; or by whatever less 
the silver dollar may be worth than the dollar they owe. The 
number of these is vastly less than the number of debtors. It 
might be thought there could be few such, and doubtless few there 
are who plainly avow it. The avowal is, however, not infre- 
quently made, sometimes accompanied with sophistries of argu- 
mentin attempted self-exculpation. Ihavehea eee eaeely 
maintain it, with brutal frankness; rarely in public. 

For, Mr. President, let it be recorded to the good name of our 
country, it is not from either of these that this demand for free 
coinage derives its dangerous and menacing strength. Its power 
comes from the ae class—the many—of whom some are 
profoundly convinced, and some have persuaded themselves into 
real belief, of the excellence of ‘‘ bimetallism ” for mankind; that 
the only road to it lies through free coinage, and that its ultimate 
benefits will compensate the misery and injustice through which 
it must be attained; or, perhaps, in some instances, that the inju- 
ries to immediately ensue will not prove so serious as they are 
represented, Enrolled among these are found characters of tho 
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highest grade, who command admiration and esteem, advocates 
of splendid powers to charm an audience and win favor. _ They 
are here, as we all know; and that they are constitutes with the 
ple of this country the principal stay of this menacing agita- 
tion. ‘‘There’s the respect that makes calamity of so long life.” 
It is because of them and their advocacy that the duty arises to 
enter upon the patient and thorough discussion, with the hope 
that in the end error shall give way to sound understanding. 

A fourth body of sometime silverites, the mere politicians, who 
are simply catering to the opinions of others, without other care 
than to make them helpful to their own ends, we may discard 
from the survey, numerous and noisy as they are; for they will 
drop the subject when men of fixed purposes no longer pursue it. 

Sir, let me next invite attention to some interesting facts con- 
cerning the origin and course of the silver agitation in this country 
which, it seems to me, strikingly illustrate the relation to it of 
these different groups and develop to some degree the features 
which appear so especially abhorrent to Democratic principles as 
well as financial common sense. I hope to state none which can 
be fairly disputed, and all dispassionately. 

The silver-producing country of the United States lies chiefly 
in the Western mountains of the continent, and among the mines 
the large producers are the property of no very great number of 
men, and generally held in corporate ownership. 
mainly worked by hired laborers, and the profits are realized by 
the stockholders or various owners, similarly to other great in- 
dustries, whether of mining, manufacturing, or transportation. 
And although much is wasted in prospecting and experimenting, 
and many who seek fail to discover paying ore, yet the profits of 
successful mines are often enormous and many mine owners 
have won princely wealth. The mining establishments are often 
great in their immediate machinery, their operations upon and 
beneath the ground, and in the number of men employed; and 
intimately connected with them, though at some distance, are 
other branches of dependent business, as smelting, merchandis- 
ing, transportation, and banking; so that, as is usual in regions 
where extensive enterprises are carried on, the basic business, as 
it underlies, also dominates the entire industrial community. 
Thus in a natural way—I am not speaking of it accusingly— 
there came to pass a unity, a solidarity of interest, of opinion, 
and of cooperation among the silver producers in the Rocky 
Mountain States, which embraced and governed not only those 
directly or cognately concerned in silver mining, but the far 
greater number, the interests of whose neighborhood, compre- 
hending wide regions even, were more or less dependently af- 
fected. Newspapers reflect and feed the common sentiment, pro- 
fessional men share it, and politicians rise or fall with it. The 
keenest and best trained intellects, the most untiring zeal and 
fidelity, learning, science, invention, and skill, have been and are 
enlisted in the service of the silver industry, whose rich rewards 
incite emulating energy to the intensest effort. 

Thus there stands, and for many years has stood, a solid body 
in our country, with great strength of numbers and riches, power- 





ful in intelligence, learning and skill, keenly perceptive of its spe- | 


cial interest, hardy and resolute to seek it. And that special 
interest—overruling, dominating, untiring, exacting, instant in 
season and out of season—has been and is to win and uphold the 
best market and highest possible price for silver. This solidarity 
has been not only of a class of people, but of a section of country. 
It substantially embraces the States of Nevada, Colorado, Utah, 
Wyoming, Idaho, Montana, the western half of South Dakota, as 


if they were but one political community, all classes apparently | 


They are | 
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ruled by the dominant and controlling business; while the po- | 


tency of this influence extends with lessening effect to several 
adjoining States, reaching, indeed, individuals far removed from 
the scene. 

Such a wealth-getting and labor-employing business would be 
a powerful mover of public opinion, if aggressively asserted, in 
any State, as in some we see the manufacturers move church 
and state, with but rare revolt. In these Rocky Mountain States 
the task is far easier, because the population which is not gathered 
in mining towns or cities directly affected is too scattered, de- 
pendent, and incoherent to offer opposition. The veriest despot 
of story, the Grand Khan of Tartary, the Great Mogul, never 
had more submissive subjects than the Silver King of the Rockies; 
nor was ever tyrant more pitilessly exacting. No independence 
of thought or speech is tolerated there. No party, nocreed, almost 
no business, can thrive which dares to douht in the realm of that 
monarch the law of finance as it is in silver. The business man 
finds it prudent to say nothing and wisest to learn nothing an- 
tagonistic to his majesty’s policy; and for the political represent- 
ative who dares to flaunt his independence, woe betide him! Let 
him be anathema! Republican he may be, Democrat, or Populist, 
but are bend the knee in this presence; no teaching, no belief 
can stand against the supremacy of silver. Where is that sturdy 
Senator, the brave, unbending Carey, whose physical majesty was 
but the type of manhood it enshrined? Whereis Dolph, the strong, 
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able. and indefatigable, who never rested when his State or people 
had an interest in his charge? Look on the bloody Moloch of Sil- 
ver to learn their fate. 

Mr. President, for a generatton we have heard the alarum of the 
‘solid South,” while partisanship bound a stricken people with 
iron hoops of political persecution, now at last, with devout 
thankfulness be it said, struck off forever. But even while they 
were so compressed in closest union, never was that solidarity 
comparable to the welding of all interests throughout the provinces 
of silver in one uncompromising, aggressive, intolerant phalanx to 
uphold and upraise the price of that metallic product. 

The political arrangement of this country has happened to give 
this compacted interest—especially in this Chamber—an exces- 
sively disproportionate share of political power as contrasted with 
the rest of the Union, whether measured by territorial area, by 
population, by value of product, or importance in any other sense. 
Let me observe here that the seven States I mention, having here 
14 votes out of 90, represent a population of about one-fourth in 
amount of the State of New York, with all its great interests as 
votes, 

And I need not say here, sir, where best their abilities and win- 
ning ways are known, that in no one particular has the shrewd 
sagacity of the silver-producing region been made more manifest 
than in the choice of Senators, and I may well add of Representa- 
tives in the other House, to represent and conduct its interests in 
national legislation. Their untiring industry, their indefatigable 
research into the history and finance of other nations to gather 
seeming argument, or to mystify it, their skill, their eloquence, 
vigilance, tact, and zeal have so signally distinguished their advo- 
cacy and management of the cause committed to their hands as 
to have won universal acknowledgment, and ought to gain them 
the plaudits of the constituency they serve so faithfully. 

The extraordinary success which has been hitherto achieved in 
molding national legislation to the ends of the silver-producing 
interests, and the methods of its attainment, will ever be an inter- 
esting study to the student of affairs who turns his inquiries to 
the courses by which public opinion may be formed and led. 

I can not presume to unfold the story, having no access to the 
counsels which have guided the campaign with such wisdom. But 
there are some public and unquestionable facts by which the rul- 
ing spirit that during so many years has never lost perception of 
its object may be traced. 

Briefly note some of the features of this nature. Thus may I 
point out to those of our countrymen who are grounded on Demo- 
cratic doctrine that the purpose of employing governmental power 
to foster the interest of a particular, a comparatively small and gen- 
erally a wealthy, class has at least been the overruling and master- 
ing purpose of the vanguard of the silver agitation, of the most solid, 
powerful, effective single force that has driven it forward on its 
rampant career. And to this add, as with equal clearness may be 
cone, that up to the present time the only benefits which have 
resulted from all the legislation hitherta secured, the only gains 
it has yielded among all the losses of these years of agitation, have 
been the temporary enhancement or support of the market price 
of silver! I shall not now pause to deny what may perhaps be sug- 
gested, that even if all be so, yet it proffers no argument against 
the beneficent excellence to mankind of bimetallism, which is, after 
all, the supreme consideration. Let that pass for tl> time. 
ficient is it to my immediate purpose to set forth how both the 
originating, the steadily propelling, motive of one powerful int 
est, and the only resultant from all our legislation, have been ex- 
tension of the vicious and wicked theory of protection to another 
kind of production, the fostering at enormous public cost of another 
special class of producing favorites. Thatit has been in design of 
and accomplishment for its most efficient promoters only another 
baneful species of federalistic Republicanism, against which, from 
its earliest origin, the Democratic party has stood uncompromis- 
ingly opposed in principle. 

Mr. Presidex:%, with this point in view, let me now recall some- 
what from the turmoil of twenty years, which all must recognize. 

Until about the time of the civil war there had never been any 
production of silver in the United States worth mentioning for 
quantity nor any mines of silver developed. Discov just 
made led, however, to some development during the sixties, but 
not tosuch extent as to affect the market. Silver, indeed, evenafter 
the act of 1873, was worth more than the $1.29 per ounce which 
makes the silver dollar equal in value to the gold. But in 1873, 
for purely public reasons, as seems to me proven by the evidence 
beyond all doubt, that law was enacted to revise our statutes re- 
lating to the mints and coinage by which the silver dollar was 
dropped from the system for the reason that its coinage and use 
had long been practically abandoned. 

There was at the time no body of silver producers such as has 
since arisen; there was no silver interest which was conscious of 
any peril in that law. No one seems to have foreseen the future 
fall of silver in the market, or then to have dreamed that the act 
of 1873 could have effect upon it. Afterwards, some years after- 
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wards, it became the policy of the silver ~ ey to arraign that 
law as the origin of the fall in price, and now to denounce the 
‘‘crime of 1873” is as essential to the silver faith as a hell to Cal- 
vinism. 

For, sir, the contest for silver was not set on foot until after 
increase of its production had become vast in this country and its 
price had necessarily begun to fall. Then it was, and not before, 
that the act of 1873 came to be so upbraided. I will not delay to 
inquire whether that act had any influence, or whether increas- 
ing production and the world’s action outside of us were more 
effective of the decline, for it is now immaterial. But it has been 
re to reasonable satisfaction that there was nothing unusual 

n its promotion or ge, that its entirely public purposes were 
abundantly declared in public debates and in public reports while 
it was under consideration by Congress for nearly three full years 
before adoption, and no fact or circumstance justifies the imputa- 
tion of stealth or fraud in the manner of its enactment, or of 
wrong, in deed or purpose, to anyone who recommended or voted 
for it. The panes charge, also, that sought to link with its 
enactment the ased bimetallist, Mr. Seyd, as a secret agent 
of a foreign conspiracy, was so utterly exploded in the debate of 
1893 as to render that figment of disordered suspicion henceforth 
ridiculous. Whatever the effect of it, the act of 1873 can no more 
be denominated ‘‘crime” than the act of 1837 or any other piece 
of legislation. It was not until 1876, when the silver product of 
the United States had risen to $38,000,000 during the year, and 
silver stood at nearly 18 to 1 of gold in commercial rating, that 
— interest came to be manifested in Congress in behalf of 
silver. 

Then it was, sir, although the silver dollar of the United States 
had never been a thing of common use or necessity, although in 
all the preceding years of our nation’s experience, with the privi- 
lege of free coinage proffered to all, but 8,000,000 silver dollars had 
been made, and these chiefly exported or melted in the arts, then, 
when the mine owners of this country discovered the lessening 
price of silver while their produce of the metal was rapidly in- 
creasing, then it was that they sought partnership in the booty of 
protection and went into the councils of the ‘‘ confederacy of ra- 
pine,” demanding help to throw on the shoulders of the American 
— the burden of making a market and holding up the price 

or the produce of silver mining. The authors of the project were 
well instructed in the art which has been so serviceable to protec- 
tion always in dealing with the people. They copied well the 
nema which has made the galled shoulders of American labor 
submit to the yoke as if it were a stay and support. It was not 
_ the portrait of the silver-mine owner which was painted on the 

banner of the new crusade. Skillfully appealing to that — 
of human nature which bows to the mysterious and indefinable, 
and worships most what it least can comprehend, the idol of bi- 
metallism was raised before the popular vision like the golden calf 
before the Israelites, while the prophets of silver decried the good 
old faith that promises reward for _— industry and thrift, and 
turned our cyes from solid earth to the rosy pictures they have 
painted in the clouds. For twenty years we have been chasing 
that fatuous light, our heads swimming with the vision of a bliss- 
ful condition, ever just before, when bimetallism shall swell the 
gains of the husbandman, sweep away as by a fairy hand the op- 
pressive weight of debt and mortgage, and make the world rich 
and happy with the plenteousness of money for all, big prices for 
everything one shall nave to sell,and easy getting of all one wants. 
Yet, alas! the lighter grow our heads the deeper sink our feet in 
the bogs to which we have been lured. 

Oh, no! Not for the silver interest, butin the cause of the ae 
ple, all was pro , all has been done. For a suffering public 
the National Silver League, the National Silver Committee, the 
secret order of Silver Knights, and the friendly and substantial 
cooperation of the mining interests have self-denyingly contributed 
their labor and sacrifices. 

Mr. President, a well-organized and well-managed agitation of 
any sort, so addressed to the people, will gain some hearers at all 
times. Itis peculiarly addressed to people undergoing trials which 
sometimes disorder and oppress the laboring classes; and circum- 
stances of distress, such as might well stir compassion in any hu- 
man breast, have for many years combined to heap affliction upon 
a large portion of the agricultural regions of the country. e 
distresses which nature sometimes tolerates or inflicts, as if ré- 
senting the invasion of man’s transforming industry, have during 
some years in different localities borne hard upon our husband- 
men, and much have they suffered under the severe and unjust 
discrimination drawn by our laws against the industry of 
the fields. None, it seems to me, sir, can contemplate these con- 
ditions without a profound feeling of com on and of indigna- 
tion, and with earnest pu to redress and relieve them. Least 
of all can any just man find it in his heart to lay blame or reproach 
upon the cries of n from a people afflicted to such a degree as 
has been their fate in many = of the land. 

But, Mr. President, history testifies, by many a painful tale of 
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ruin, that no people, at no time, is more susceptible to the seduc- 
tion of financial heresies, more incapacitated for sound judgment 
on questions of public finance, than amid such trials of industria] 
distress. - No wonder! How can men pursue abstract and labori- 
ous study with that serenity and repose essential to understanding 
of the laws of finance when every element of misery accumulates 
about them, when labor, however faithful and patient, fails of re- 
ward, when the fruits of the earth turn to ashes, all the arts of in- 
dustry are mocked with nothingness, and only poverty seems to 
gain increase? Should we marvel that, when the old road seems 
so barren and dreary, the siren song, which tells of plenty in some 
mysterious way, wins the ear of troubled men untaught in the laws 
or experience of finance? 

Thus it happened, sir, that the silver agitation began with and 
has continued to find peculiar conditions favorable to its promo- 
tion. On the one hand, a closely united, intelligent, aggressive, 
_—— class, whose prime interest was unmistakable to them- 
selves; upon the other, large numbers of ee like David's re- 
cruits, ‘‘ distressed, discontented, and in debt,” readily receptive 
to alluring promises of relief, easily captivated by arguments so 
pleasing to their necessities and desires. 

And thus, sir, we have had for the last twenty years two ob- 
jectives to the measures of silver legislation—the one real and 
certain, obtruded on the public view to the least possible degree, 
but urged with keen, persistent, never-yielding pressure to win 
the largest market and the best price for silver; the other, the as- 
serted excellence of bimetallism, always the prominent one, though 
shadowy and uncertain, exhibited with glittering splendors of ar- 
gument, clouded with battalions of statistics, theories, and asser- 
tions of example from history, showing superficially an alluring 
aspect of popularimportance. The pursuit of one has been steady, 
untiring, successful; it has shrewdly held its course; grasping at 
every turn its peculiar advantage, seizing every benefit or gain 
available to its ap new never missing to pick up the passing op- 
portunity; while the other has been flitting before the popular 
gaze, a fluttering fancy, alluring and persuading eqward the 

ple, but ever escaping their reach, though it beguiled attention 
rom the load upon their backs. 

Bimetallism! Highsoundingand splendid! If only bimetallisin, 
the _— days might come! But, alas, what is it and where is 


it? 
Dreams that wave before the half shut eye, 
Or gay castles in the clouds that pass, forever flitting in the summer sky— 


always dancing before the vision, always something to be gained 
but never realized; the glittering bauble has fluttered on afar 
before the fatuous pursuit on which the public have so long been 
conducted, yet always to disappear save in the pleasing speech of 
silver advocates, while tlie realities of gain have been snatched 
by the other and mastering purpose. 

Mr. President, from the beginning of this controversy to this very 
hour bimetallism, though always the signal word, has never been 
practically proposed to the action of Congress. At the time this 
agitation began, supposing a of continued maintenance 
at all, especially by the Uni States alone, which I do not be- 
lieve, that bimetallism which our fathers undertook, and which 
is the only scheme with feasibility of aspect even, free coinage 
of gold and silver at the commercial ratio might easily have been 
established. Then the commercial ratio of silver to gold was but 
18 to 1, and the silver dollar required but a small addition to the 
old-time quantity of fine metal in it. But there stood the silver 
interest, with the cry of the ‘‘dollar of the fathers,” as if the 
fathers of our country had: even dreamed of maintaining such a 
thing as a ratio of coinage contrary to the fact of value, as if it 
were possible to make anything else than silver monometallism by 
free coinage with an undervaluation of gold. So, at its inception. 
the cause was sacrificed to something which should give greater 
advantage to them who had the silver tosell. They must have, 
not the equal dollar which the fathers sought to have, but an in- 
ferior thing falsely gifted with the legal-tender quality, whereby 
their silver should have an added price put to it in their hands. 
But, notwithstanding, the followers of bimetallism followed them, 
seeming always to see their banner only in the hands which first 
had waved it, and the strange union of force swept its way through 
the House of Representatives. 

Then came the realization. But of what? Bimetallism? Not 
atall. The very —— A sheer measure of protection to sil- 
ver, a device to uphold its market price as a commodity; the Bland- 
Allison law of 1878, with all the nd out of it, and nothing but 
the silver interest ruling it! The United States—what would the 
fathers have thought of such a scheme?—was forced into the mar- 
kets as a purchaser, at the cost of the people, of silver which it 
did not want and only undertook to buy in order to maintain its 

rice. And to what extent? Every year this Government was to 
uy three times as much silver as in all its past history had been 
made into dollars! Doubtless it may then have seemed to silver 
roducers that the great object had been won; a market for the 
ture and a guaranty against afall in price. It did, indeed, exert 
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a temporary intiuence; put the greatest result was to stimulate 
production and accelerate the decline. 

A few years proved it a vain delusion. The people did not want 
silver dollars, and strenuous effort of the Government could force 
but a small quantity of the bulky pieces into the commerce and 

kets of citizens. Yet, year after year, the country continued 

to buy what it did not want. The glutted vaults of the Treasury 
were piled with silver dollars. Large addition to their capacity 
was made, and still the mass piled up, inert, useless, practically 
valueless. The Government no more wanted these dollars than 
it wanted wheat, or corn, or oats, or any other produce of labor, 
to be stored in public warehouses. And still the price of silver fell, 
and fell, and fell! By and by came the election of 1888 and Re- 
publicanism triumphed. The protectionists had every hold of 
ower, Congress and Executive. Protectionism was rampant, de- 
ant, jubilant. This was the time for silver. The product of 
every other class favorite was given a new addition of price to be 
exacted from the people! Why should not silver share in the 
jubilee? And so the old banner of bimeta!lism was waved again in 
the sky, the old cry sounded, with a fanfaronade of new statistics 
and sophistries to explain the last failure and excite new visions. 

Again the clamor forfree coinage to redress the people’s wrongs, 
upraise prices, pay debts, and spread a halcyon glow over all the 
troubled walks of labor. More history, jointed to need, more 
interminable talk, sharper cries about the gold bugs, fiercer impre- 

cations upon selfish England, resounded through the country. 
But for what? Bimetallism? Again, not at all. Still free coin- 
age of nothing but the ‘‘ dollar of the fathers’—free coinage at 
16 to 1 of silver now worth only 20 to1. Again the bimetallism 
sought was the monometallism of silver! The mastering influ- 
ence of silver producers continued to guide, watchful and sure that 
the price of the produce should dictate the measure, before whose 
advance the trumpets of bimetallism were sounded. And yet 
again the bimetallists followed their standard carried by the silver 


miners’ color-guard, devotedly reckless where they led. And 
again the combination seemed pressing to its victory. Again 


apparently within the grasp of the confederated interest lay bime- 
tallic free coinage, if ever to be had under a false ratio or in the 
United States alone. I have heard it said it was possible, though 
Iam unable to affirm it, that free coinage at 16 to 1 could have 
won its way through the Fifty-first Congress; certainly nothing 
else seemed too monstrous to find favor there. 

The House was carried and the Senate became the scene of de- 
cisive contest. Now again, at the crisis, the insistent silver in- 
terest dropped its popular alliesfor itsspecial gain. Thecertainty 
of its advantage lay in the compromise called the Sherman Act, 
and the United States were driven again into the markets to buy 
a doubled share of this favored product of the mines; though it 
ought to be said that those who contested strenuously for bimet- 
allism realized the fact and cast their influence and votes against 
it. That 154 tons a month, 54,000,000 ounces of the stuff every 
year, Should be put upon one buyer, who should bury it, when 
Conus, in vaults where it was as safely hidden as in the earth it- 
self, seemed too promising of market and of price. 

And for the moment the market jumped, and lucky specula- 


Never was the fatal blight of protectionism better illustrated by 
object lesson. The rush of greed, overproduction, falling prices, 
feverish distress, as they always do, soon embittered all the earlier 
gains of the favored interest, and, infinitely worse, the world soon 
saw the Treasury of the Government begin to stoop under its 
tremendous load, that the back of the nation’s credit was breaking. 
Then came the wild, ungoverned rush of fear, and panic spread 
its darkness over the land, conspicuots illustration of the eclipse 
of reason which begot it! And now the final stage in the legis- 
lation of the silver crusade! The Sherman Act was repealed, and 
all that remains of the twenty years is the disjecta membra of the 


of useless silver, a well-nigh ruined national currency and credit, 
and bitter remembrances. : j 
Now, Mr. President, whatever our differences on the point of 


fair man to deny that, in point of fact, all the legislation begotten 
so far of the silver agitation took shape conformable to the interests 
of silver producers, and whatever of benefit—conceding any—en- 
sued was theirs alone? In short, to that date, the resultant of all 
the struggling forces was a new measure of protection in our 
country, and nothing else—save its evils. 

Sir, [can sum up this argument from the speeches of the two 
distinguished and powerful Senators by whom the people of Colo- 
rado proclaim their capacity to choose, and establish here their 
State, of less than half a million people, in equality with the strong- 
est in the Union. When securing the enactment of the Sherman 
Act, the junior Senator said, in the debate onthe 17th of June, 1890: 


The p rity of the mountain States and the Territories of the West must 
ever rest chiefly on the product of its mines; yet we, who are less benefited 


than any other portion of the Union by the high protective tariff, are asked 
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to stand by the duties which the East formulates; and when we ask that our 
silver shall also be protected, and have behind us the wishes of a vast ma 
jority of the people of the United States, we are called speculators and told 
that our ideas are those of a dissatisfied and visionary people. I wonder how 
long the Republican majority of Rhode Island, for instance, would last if the 
interests upon which the people depend for their livelihood were no lon 


fostered and protected by the party in power. The worm of Democracy 


seems already to have made some headway in that Commonwealth, possibly 
because its duties are not yet high enough. And how long does the Senator 
from Rhode Island expect the miners and farmers of the West will help pro- 
tect the industries which he represents while he and other Senators who 
agree with him can find for us only words of criticism and denunciation? 

Turnnext to that moving appeal which the senior Senator poured 
forth here with a pathetic eloquence that touched all hearts in the 
closing days of the repeal! I am glad that after events have 
proved his fears unfounded. I shall not now extend my remarks 
by quotation from it, and especially as to choose a part were in- 
vidious. But lethim who will read it, and, disenchanting himself, 
discern that from beginning to end it was but an appeal for con- 
tinuance of a purely protective law. 

And there, sir, I leave the subject, as it bears relation to the first 
class of promoters of this agitation. They have been the only 
winners; they perhaps won much for themselves in the gains of 
the years they enjoyed. I know not what, nor do I begrudge 
them a shilling. I will not arraign them for what the law of the 
land gave them to take, however much they contributed to make 
it. Itis the false and evil spirit of such legislation, its injustice 
when tried by the rule of equal right, its iniquities in the injuries 
it inflicts on the masses of our countrymen that a few may be 
benefited, which I arraign and denounce. Let them support it 
who are inheritors of Federalism, and derivatively of monarchical 
distrust of the people and recklessness of popular right. It 
their creed and portion. But it has no lot or part with the Demo- 
cratic faith of equal rights for all. 

Mr. President, can any man point out benefits to the people of 
the United States at large by the purchase during these years of 
the enormous mass of silver now lacie in the Treasury vaults? 
Over 15,000 tons! Such another heap of silver metal, such another 
monument of folly, the world can not show! The people do not 
want it; they will not use it for money. Who that lives can tell 
when or how that immense and useless pile, that has cost so much 
of debt and trouble, will come out of its burial place to be put to 
any use in the world? 

Mr. President, I turn now to the consideration of the nature of 
the claim for free coinage which actuates the second class of pro- 
moters, debtors who hope thereby to discharge their debts with 
dollars of far less value than those they owe. 

Here, also, as throughout this argument, my purpose is to point 
out how abhorrent to Democratic principles is every motive, every 
suggestion of reason or basis for such a measure, while, at the 
same time, is shown its insupportability by every just standard 
of public judgment, and, as well, its futility to advance the ends 
proposed. 

It is a proposal never brought forward in debate with that dis- 
tinct, open avowal of meaning it really implies. Notwithstand- 
ing, I believe it has far more influenced the sentiments of some 


is 


Py Tae ho oaet e ee ene Sak ast pee? people, even in widespread regions, than all the sounding cymbals 
rs filled their pockets. But for how short atime the glow abided! 


which have beenrung by the forces of bimetallism at any stage of 
the contest. Nothing is more captivating or seductive than the 
whispered argument that tickles the ear with notion of private 
gain from some course advocated wholly upon other grounds. The 
wink will outweigh argument a thousandfold with men either 
weak in mind or strongly beset by distressing conditions. But it 
will rarely be found in this world, sir, that an argument which 
goes without words, covertly, with a wink of the eye or a nudge 
of the rib instead of fearless and manly discussion, is worth any- 
thing, even to those to be seduced by their supposed private inter- 
est in its effects. And so it is, sir, with this argument. It isa 


| cheat and a fraud, and none are worse deceived than they who 
dead statutes, an increased load of public debt, an enormous heap | 
| judgment and the heart to justice. 





lend the greedy ear of private gain while they close the mind to 


Their postulate, plainly stated, is that the Government of this 


| country shall debase the standard of its coin, making it a legal 
bimetallism. our ends or hopes for the future, is it possible for a | 


tender for a double value, simply that debtors may have the help 
of Government to defraud their creditors of what their promises 
and the law entitles them. Let ingenuity and sophistry say what 
they may, such a proposal can never enter into the judgment of 
the world, except as a measure of wrong and outrage. It has 


| sometimes been the trick of kings to cheat their subjects, but 


never without the execration of mankind, not more for its im- 
morality than for its evil consequences. 

What does it mean, sir, in its best aspect? What one thing 
but this: that by law there shall be taken from one class to 
be given to another; that upon them to whom debts are due there 
shall be laid an enormous penalty, in hope that some of the gain 
of it may help the debtors. The Congress of the United States is 
invoked to enact a law that every man who happens to have his 
property in credits shall yield up one-half, or whatever the pro- 
portion, of his substance. For what? For any end of govern- 
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ment? No; but that other men who happen to owe the debts 


shall escape one-half of their rightful obligations. 

No sophistry can sweeten this to my mind or mitigate the hor- 
rors of its injustice. It means nothing less than the useof public 
power in destruction of the very objects for which government 
was instituted among men. If this may be done avowedly there 
remains no rule but the will of atemporary majority, unrestrained 
by law or justice. 

And for Democrats, bred in that fundamental of Democracy 
which forbids the interference of government in the private con- 
cerns of men, what art or rhetoric, what bedevilment of reason 
can gild such a proposal or make it for an instant tolerable? 
We who have cried out against class legislation; we who stand 
here to-day pledged by every obligation of honorable men to strip 
down as rapidly as possible the hideous mass of class legislation 
which has fettered and impoverished the agricultural laborer of 
the country; we who rejoice in the name of Democrat, how can 
we talk of such a scheme but in words of burning condemnation? 

I have heard it said, sir, that excuse might be found for such a 
course of legislation in the fact that debts are payable in the legal- 
tender coins of this country, including silver as well as gold; that 
they were contracted for payment, in some instances, when silver 
was equally current with gold, and, in other instances, when the 
current money of the country was worth much less than either 
gold or silver, and that such a measure would therefore be but 
redress or compensation for injustice done the debtor. 

The proposition is delusive and untenable. It is not addressed, 
rightfully considered, to present conditions. The entire effect 
was accomplished when the United States, on the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1879, resumed specie payment. For seventeen years since 
the measurement of muney has been by the present standard. In 
all that period silver has been maintained at a parity with gold, 
regardless of its actual value. And to-day, whatever its enor- 
mous depreciation in real worth, the silver dollar of the United 
States still holds this equality, because the Government makes 

0d its pledge of that parity. Beyond dispute, therefore, in all 

ebts contracted since the ist day of January, 1879, the consider- 
ation moving to the debtor has been the full measure of the pres- 
ent standard. Bethink you, sir, what is the proportion of the 

rivate and personal debts of the United States thus contracted. 
Doubtless not less than 95 per cent of the whole volume. Besides 
the debts of the Government and the large corporations of the 
country, not 5 per cent are fifteen years ol¢. Five years will dis- 
charge the great mass of individual obligations. Debts of com- 
merce are of much shorter duration. If we examine in detail the 
most lasting private obligations, real-estate mortgages, compara- 
tively few will be found to have been created so long as ten years 
ago. Statutes of limitation are rarely over six years, except upon 
specialties. Of the debts of the Government only its bonds and 
some trust funds can fairly be called of older date. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will it disturb the Senator from 
Wisconsin if I ask him a question? 

Mr. VILAS. Not at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I understand the Senator from 
Wisconsin to have just stated that since 1879 all debts, public and 
private, contracted in this country must of necessity have been 
and were asa matter of fact contracted upon the basis of the single 

ld standard. I wish to inquire whether that statement applies 

the $62,000,000 of indebtedness incurred by the Government of 
the United States a while ago. 

Mr. VILAS. Does the Senator from Oregon refer to the bonds? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes, sir; I refer to the last public 
loan and the bonds. 

Mr. VILAS. I stated that the debts had been contracted upon 
the present standard of gold and silver as we have it, with the sil- 
ver volar at a parity with gold. Of course, the debts which have 
been contracted by the Government in the last few years have been 
contracted on that standard and are to be paid upon that standard, 


I hope. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator believes, then, that 
the indebtedness of $62,000,000 contracted sometime last year by 
the issuance of bonds payable in coin should be aw in gold coin? 

Mr. VILAS. They should be paid in precisely as good mone 
as we have now—gold, or silver maintained at a parity with gold. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is it not a fact that the same per- 
sons who took these bonds, speaking to Congress through the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, agreed that if the bonds were made paya- 
ble in terms in gold they would take them at a figure very vastly 
different from and in excess of that at which they did take them? 

Mr. VILAS. Indeed, sir, it is; and it has always seemed to me 
@ great reproach upon this body that we accepted gold and prom- 
ised to pay in a standard measured by gold and silver at parity 
with gold, and then rejected the advantage which was offered. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I understand that; but admittin 
that all that the Senator says is true, so far as that is concerned, 
as a matter of fact Con did decline to authorize the issuance 
of bonds payable in gold in terms, and bonds were issued payable 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JANUARY 31, 





in coin only. Does the Senator think, in view of these facts, 
whether Congress did right or whether Congress did wrong in de- 
clining to authorize a gold bond—and I think Congress did right— 
that the bonds should be paid in gold? 

Mr, VILAS. I think they should be paid in precisely what the 
standard of value was at the time when we made the debt; and 
every bond that has been issued by our Government ought to bo 
paid in like manner. 

Mr. GRAY. May I inquire of the Senator from Oregon, with 
the permission of the Senator from Wisconsin, by what sort of 
moral casuistry he justifies a Government that issues a bond under 
the existing law, which provides that the Government shall main- 
tain the parity of the two coins, in afterwards seeking to pay that 
bond in a depreciated coin, the depreciation being brought about 
by the Government’s own action? 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Thatisnot the question at all. [t 
is not the question I submitted to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. GRAY. It is the question which I put to the Senator from 
Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The question I put to the Senator 
from Wisconsin is simply this 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Wisconsin answered it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No; I beg pardon. The bond- 
holders said, ‘‘ We will pay so much if you will give us bonds pay- 
able in gold coin, andif you will not give us bonds payable 1n gold 
coin, but give us bonds payable simply in coin, then we will pay 
you so many million dollars less for your bonds,” amounting to a 
difference, as figured out by the Secretary of the Treasury, of about 
$16,000,000 on this one loan of $62,000,000. The Congress of the 
United States declined to authorize an issue of bonds payablein gold 
coin, and the Secretary of the Treasury went on under the authority 
he had and issued bonds payable only in coin and not in gold coin. 
Now, what I want to know of the Senator from Delaware and the 
Senator from Wisconsin is, whether there would be any dishonesty 
upon the part of the Government in paying those bonds in silver? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Oregon declines to answer my 
question. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Or would the Senator from Del- 
aware pay the bonds in gold coin and thus give to the bondholders 
a bonus of about $16,000,000? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Oregon is better at asking ques- 
tions than at answering them. 

Mr. VILAS. I do not think there is a particle of difficulty 
about it. I wish to ask the Senator from Oregon whether he be- 
lieves the purchasers of the bonds last year would have offered 
the United States as much by practically one-half the amount 
they did offer if they had believed the bonds would possibly have 
been paid in silver? 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Ionly know what they agreed to do. 
They said, ‘‘ We will pay so much if given bonds payable in gold 
coin; we will give you so many million dollars less if you give us 
bonds payable in coin.” 

Mr. VILAS. Will not the Senator from Oregon recognize thatif 
the purchasers of those bonds had supposed it possible that they 
would be really paid in silver they would not have paid half as 
much for them? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then, if thatis thecase, and if that 
a they thought, they tried to play a bunco game onthe United 

tates. 

Mr. VILAS. Whatthey pee of difference represented sim- 
ply the effect upon the market of the shade, the thin shade of fear, 
which the action of the Government had necessarily given to it, 
or the debates in Congress, perhaps, rather than the action of the 
Government. 

The Senator from Oregon will acknowledge beyond all question 
that in the money markets of the world it sometimes takes but the 
mere breath of rumor to affect values by substantial degrees, yet 
not the hundredth part of what the fact which the rumor indi- 
cates would produce. Is that not true? Does the Senator from 
Oregon recognize that the difference that was offered in the case 
we have been speaking of merely represented an acknowledsg- 
ment or reckoning on the shade of fear which had been cast upon 
the markets of the world? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Ican answer that question by say- 
ing simply this: The Senator from Wisconsin has stated that the 
parties who furnished the money and took the bonds had not the 
slightest idea, as he thinks, that they would ever be paid in any- 
thing else than gold coin. Now, if that is the case, then by their 
coming in here and saying to the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the Congress of the United States, ‘‘ We will give you so much if 
you make the bonds payable in gold coin, but we will give you” 
fifteen or sixteen million dollars, or whatever it was, ‘less if they 
are payable only in coin,” they were simply, as I said before, under- 
——e to play a bunco game on the Government of the United 

tates. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Oregon is entitled to pass his 
own judgment upon the purpose of those men, but I must differ 
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from him in this respect. I think it was a most natural thing 
that purchasers of bonds of the U nited States (which were by law 
payable only in coin, and especially at the time when those bonds 
were purchased, this Government hanging over the brink of the 
abyss of a fall to silver payment instead of gold, a premium 
already rising upon gold) should want to guard themselves against 
the risk of the effect of that condition upon the market and be 
willing to yield a small shade of the annual interest in order to 
effect that result. It was not bunco, but a distinct, honest pro- 
posal which I confess I believed at the time it was made, with all 
our differences and with all our controversies, would be immedi- 
ately accepted. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to call his attention to 
the language of the law enacted in 1893, which entered into the 
contract? 


Mr. VILAS. Yes, sir; I remember what it is, but I will be glad | 


to have the Senator from Delaware call attention to it, because it 
is an explicit answer in the terms of the statute similar to that 
which I gave the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. GRAY. Iread from the act approved November 1, 1893, 
repealing the Sherman law: 


It ishereby declared to be the policy of the United States to continue the | 


use of both gold and silver as standard money, and tocoin both gold and silver 
into money of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value. 

Mr. VILAS. Let me add at this point that every bond issued 
since the act of July 14, 1870, reads upon-its face that it shall be 
payable in coin of the United States of the standard value at the 
date of that act. 
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Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to ask | 


him a question? 
from Delaware, giving bondholders the security of that provision, 
which he insists they had, why is it that they authorized the Presi- 
dent of the United States to send a message to Congress recommend- 


In the face of the law just read by the Senator | 


ing that we give them the guaranty of an additional law allow- | 


ing them to have the bonds payable specifically in gold? 
already had the protection of the law, which the Senator from Del- 
aware has quoted, why did they not stand upon it? 

Mr. VILAS. The reason is perfectly plain. Instead of their 


If they | 


| dren has been made. 


depending upon the standard of value as it thenstood fixed by law | 


they wanted the authority of Congress that their bonds should be 


payable in the specific coin which they gave the United States for | 


the bonds—gold. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. VILAS. I must decline, Mr. President. 
Senator from South Carolina wishes to ask a question, I will yield, 
but I was going to say that I have already occupied more time 
in this way than I intended to consume. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What were the prices of similar bonds on the 
market at that date? 

Mr. VILAS. 
facts in relation to those bonds. 
chooses to turn to the speech which I made about a year ago he 
will find all those points elaborately discussed and my views on 
them presented. do not care to be diverted from the argument 
Iam making now to chase down again the will-o’-the-wisps which 
were sufficiently disposed of at that time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator from Wisconsin decline to 
answer any further questions? 

Mr. VILAS. I refer the Senator to the place where he can find 
the answer elaborated in full. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why not give it here again? 

Mr. VILAS. Because it wouid occupy unnecessary time. and I 
do not wish to be diverted from the argument. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cau in the chair). 
Senator from Wisconsin declines to yield. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. VILAS. I return again to the point I was discussing. Of 
the debts of the Government only its bonds and certain trust 
funds can be fairly called of older date. 
ume of its obligations, especially of its pension charge, vastly out- 
stripping in importance all its other permanent liabilities, has 
been imposed within the last fifteen years. So of the great cor- 
porate obligations. There is probably not 1 per cent of the enor- 
mous aggregate liabilities of the banking institutions of the 
country, of its trust companies, of its insurance corporations, 


Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 


with the exception, perhaps, of some policies of life insurance, | 
which have not been entered into since the adoption of the present | 
standard. And of railroad corporations, the largest corporate | 
debtors, their bonded obligations have been entered into within | 


that period or are, by the terms of the bonds, specifically payable 
in gold. Is it sought to relieve these great corporations, to facili- 
tate their repudiation of part of their debts at the cost of the 


holders? Is this the thing which commends this scheme to the | 


labor interests of the country? The question needs no answer. 


By far the greater vol- | 


However, if the | 


I suppose everybody must be familiar with the | 
If the Senator from South Carolina | 


| 


| though they be. 
The | 
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people. If, then, we grant this argument of compensating injus- 
tice as tolerable at all, its applicability can not possibly touch the 
twentieth part of all the private debts of the country. The lapse 
of time has robbed it of whatever force it might ever have exerted. 
The sophistry must fail to seduce even a willing judgment in the 
face of the actual facts to which it must be a ed. Lf ever there 
were anything to justify such a basis for public a n, its force 
was wholly directed to the period when specie resumption 








was 
under consideration. The moment that step was tak ; force 
began to fail, and has long since evaporated. 

The enormous disproportionate injury such a measure must in 
flict ought to condemn it in every fair mind, even of deb who 
fancy any relief from it. Suppose it be granted that, by a 


coinage act, the standard value of money will be reduced approxi 
mately one-half, measured by the present worth of silver. 
obvious this would destroy to the creditor so much of th 

of every debt not specifically payablein gold. 
tain and immediate consequence. At once, upon su 
ment, thousands of millions of dollars, in the aggregat 
from our citizens any part of whose means is in the form of obli- 
gations for money. It will not alone be the mortgagee who holds 
a debt charged upon a farm, the merchant whose accom 

sent supplies to families and to business in his neighborhood, 
shylock, if you please, who has put his money to uses, or the | 
neighborhood usurer who has planted his substance in chattel 
mortgages at high rates of interest; these constitute, all told, but 
a small proportion of the creditor class. But down go, lil 
all the accumulated savings of depositorsin banks toan a 

of thousands of millions of dollars, all trust assets, the inh« 

of widows and children invested in stocks and securities familiar 


That is the « 
“na 


,are struck 


an en: 


wise 


ritance 


to business, the endowment investments of educational and el 

mosynary institutions, all life insurance, all the pensions of the 
country; in short, themanifoldinvestments of capital inevery form 
of debt by which the business affairs of the country have been car 


ried on and its useful establishments given income; by which labor 
has savedits accumulations, and provision for families and chil 

The sufferers will be not only the few greatly 
rich; vastly more in the total aggregate are persons of moderate 
circumstances, or of the thrifty poorer classes. None would suffer 
more than the pensioners of the country, more and more depend- 
ent as the years roll on. Sir, the enormity of this proposed in- 
iquity is incalculable, the injuries it would inflict beyond human 
forecast. The whole range of human history will furnish no par 

allel for such an unspeakable outrage upon a civilized country in 
the form of legislation. 

Sir, is it possible to suppose that this American people, with 
their important concerns and interests, can be brought to the block 
for sacrifice in this manner? If this were not the nineteenth cen 
tury, if this were not a land which had enjoyed a hundred years 
of freedom, if this were some darkest period in the Dark Ages, 
when force was concentrated in the hands of the few and the cx 
lar of servitude was worn by the multitude asserfs, the monstrous 
possibility might enter the brain as conceivable, but for the fact 
that no people who would tolerate it could possess such objects 
for sacrifice. But in this day and generation, with all the lights 
of science and experience, and the qualities of manhoodin Ameri- 


| can freemen, this is the idlest, the weakest, the most impossible of 


proposals to stand upon the footing of a relief to debtors. 

But suppose the thing possible, and the step taken. How would 
it avail the debtors throughout the country? Would it at once 
bestow the means by which to appear before their despoiled cred 
itors and demand their obligations? Before they could discharge 
even their diminished debts they must obtain the dollars, silver 
The same old rule would still apply to them. 
However lessened in value, they will still be had only for labor or 
the produce of labor. And meantime everything except labor 
would change in price according to the change of scale for meas- 
urement of values. Labor would go lagging behind and strikes 
and lockouts prevail. 

Utterly trivial compared with the enormity of the injury would 
be the gain of debtors when even any was so secured. Can one 
contemplate for a moment the ruin of credit, the destruction of 
business which such a blow at law and good faith would cause, 


without recognition of the certainty that labor and all the methods 
of labor would be left practically helpless? We had but a feeble 


sample of what would be the horrors of the situation in the dis- 
tress of 1893. That was indeed but a foretaste; the preliminary 
shudder at the first glance of the direful possibility. The poor 
would not unload their burdens in such a day of financial misery 
and devastation. Their means of gaining money to discharge 
their debts would suffer a far greater proportionate injury than 
the measure of their debts would receive reduction. Labor finds 
its most active demand, its best wages, its most elevating and 
profitable employment in the days of universal prosperity. When 
business misfortune blights and checks the enterprise of the coun 


It needs not be said that unless there be some relief for private | try labor is first to feel its devastating consequences and to be turned 
debtors this scheme is utterly without acceptation to any of our | loose upon the world. The army of tramps takes up its ghastly 
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march not when the sun of rae shines, but when it is ob- 
scured behind the clouds of doubt, disaster, and fear. Who, 
among all those who profess this expectation of relief to debtors, 
can put his hand upon any example in the history of the world 
where the debasement of the coin produced aught else but misery 
among those who need paw the most? 

Sir, let Congress, if it will pursue such a policy of relief to 
debtors, pursue it directly, and appropriate to all the debts of the 
land whatever percentage is thought fit to assuage the debtor. 
Far better that outrage upon the Constitution than this utter 
demolition of all the structure of law and order. 

And, sir, let us especially note that somebody is to be cheated 
should the scheme prevail. It is constantly argued that with free 
coinage the price of silver will advance and the United States 
alone can push it up until it regains parity with gold at the ratio 
of i6to1. If that be so, where, then, will come this relief to the 
debtors? The silver dollar commercially worth a gold one will be 
no easier to get than the gold dollar itself. I grant I do not be- 
lieve it. I have not the least shade of belief that free coinage by 
the United States will sensibly —— the value of silver; but 
I arraign the argument as utterly unsound, if no worse, which 
maintains this two-faced appeal to discontented debtors and san- 
guine bimetallists. 

But sir, whatever may be the soundness or fallacy of the argu- 
ment so addressed to debtors, there can be no question of one re- 
sult. Where could the American lift his head among the peoples 
of the earth; how enter the walks of civilization and enlighten- 
ment without skulking furtively from the glance of scorn that 
would spurn the citizen of a country which declares its contempt 
for the obligation of contracts, Which would take from its credit- 
ors, abroad and at home, the measure they hold our word of 
promise to give? Nor, sir, would it avail us in the long run if 
we could so make present gains as the price of shame. God's 
laws bind nations not less than individuals. The mass can no 
more escape than the atoms which compose it. And of all the 
laws which bind mankind, experience oe none more potential 
for good, none so promotive of national as well as individual pros- 
perity, than the law of good faith, the honest face toward every 
obligation, whatever the apparent temporary cost and hardship. 
It requires no religious teacher nowadays to tell us that nothing 
more poms the material prosperity and happiness of the indi- 
vidual than the upright character which will bend to no adversity 
nor peddle justice for the gains of iniquity. And so it is with the 
nations of the earth. National prosperity never long survived 
national honor, nor the honor of a nation the character of its citi- 
zens. 

Mr. President, I think I may at this — challenge the judgment 
of every fair Democratic advocate of bimetallism that neither for 
the interest of silver producers not of distressed debtors alone can 
the proposal of free coinage in the substituted bill be defended for 
an instant, because entirely intolerable to Democratic principle and 
indefensible upon any ground limited to these two classes. I shall 
expect such an adversary to agree that unless he can maintain the 
excellence of this measure upon the ground of the common good, 
not of class interest, his cause is untenable. And there I next 
undertake to confront him. 

Without indulging in self-laudation, it ought to be said of a 
body constituted as is the American Senate that recognition will 
be universal here of the fact that the currency and monetary af- 
fairs of the world and every country in it are subject to some laws 
beyond the control of any legislature. The movement of gold and 
silver among men responds to natural law as surely as the cur- 
rents of the ocean; and while the course or volume of movement 
may be altered by changing conditions, they will be stayed by no 
arbitrary decree. To bring to pass a beneficial change, the first 
essential is a true perception of the unfavorable conditions and 
the governing law. And hence, it must be acknowledged, under- 
standing of bimetallism is not promoted by terms so often used 
by impassioned advocates before the people. 

I confess to a certain admiration for what may be called the 
vocabulary of silver. It is to the full as curious and effective as 
the terminology of alchemists of the olden time. Instead of an 
inanimate metallic substance, like gold, copper, lead, or iron, to 
be regarded with reference to its utility and value, we not unfre- 

uently hear silver personified in speech, and usually with a tender, 

eminine cast. ‘‘She” hasher “friends” and her ‘‘ enemies”; she 
has been put to woes that would provoke the indignant devotion of 
every chivalrous gentleman. She has been “degraded,” “struck 
down,” criminally put upon, ‘‘disinherited,” nay, even “ assassi- 
nated.” Upon the other hand, there is gold, a brutal, ruffianly 
fellow, grasping all the things of earth and — the yoke 
of slavery upon all mankind. Him we should all detest and spurn; 
her continually court and love. Curiously enough, the union of 
these two in a so-called “ marriage” is a thing to be ardently de- 
sired of all men. In like manner of argument, silver has also her 
vituperations. Whoever does not contribute to her ‘‘ cause,” that 
is, to advance the price of the metal in the market, is a “gold bug,” 
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the precise horror of which I have not yet been able to understand 
Beyond all, such a man is accursed as a friend of England, if no} 
actually bought to betray his country by British gold, that old, 
well-worn, and most powerful argument of protection in the tariff 
also, Yet I have heard the Senator from Nevada tell the Senate 
that England has so laid all the world under tribute that the debts 
of other countries to her ——_ amount to ten thousand million 
dollars; that all the world ministers to her riches and yields her 
income. Would it not be wise for our countrymen to reflect tha; 
England has had a single gold standard since 1816 and free trado 
for nearly fifty years? Or shall we plunge deeper into folly if 
England has been wise before ourselves? z 

Sir, I once knew of two eager students of natural science who, 
coming into dispute concerning the manner in which the moon 
produces and affects the tides, and being unable to resolve it by 
mutual asseveration, fell to blows, by which course of solution 
both were seriously battered. Yet, notwithstanding, thelunar orb 
has not since ceased to draw the floods in her diurnal revolution, 
after the fashion which nature decreed. Doubtless, sir, the people 
of the United States may batter their heads together so long as 
folly and passion keep them at it, and yet the inevitable laws de- 
creed by nature to monetary affairs will have their way also. 

The word bimetallism is of no ancient date, and has but recently 
intruded into dictionaries, It isitself a product of “‘ free coinage,” 
well devised to catch the ear and muddle the brain, like many an- 
other patent medicine for popular consumption. It appears to be 
adaptable to vastly diverse and even antagonistic conditions, 
Two-metaled money etymologically seems to mean money °om- 
pounded of two metals, or the use of twometalsasmoney. In that 
sense, every civilized nation enjoys bimetallism at least, for all 
use both silver and gold more or less. Our country rejoices in 
trimetallism, for we employ three metals in our money. Bimet- 
allism, if thus intended, is consistent with the adoption of either 
silver or gold as the standard of value. Is this, in truth, the 
meaning in which advocates of silver use the term, proposing hy 
adopting their bimetallism to hurl the country from its present 
basis of business transactions to another standard much inferior? 
To charge them with it would but apply the rule of law that every 
person is held to intend the consequences of his deliberate act. 

But I believe, sir, we shall all agree that bimetallism is intended 
to signify the use of gold and silver as money, each being separately 
coined, with such a quantity of metal in the common dollar unit 
of both as will not only make their value the same at the start, but 
iy operation of the laws of trade or of public statute will keep 
it so. 

The bimetallism which is extolled to us with so much eloquence 
must be such an employment of the two metals that the intrinsic 
or commercial value of both combines—through their adjustment 
ina perfect ratio of interchangeability, supported by adequate 
ingenuity of law, or the common consent of commercial nations— 
to fix and maintain a single standard of monetary measure into 
which the value of both metals enters and to which each con- 
tributes. This is the wedded bliss of the two-metaled union. 

Two souls with but a single thought, two hearts that beat as one. 

If we fail to secure the double cooperation, if either metal rules 
the monetary household, then the entire virtue of this principle 
of compound money becomes lost. It destroys the usefulness of 
bimetallism in this sense if the ratio of the two metals changes so 
that either becomes alone the monetary standard of measuring 
values, for then the other must yield to that measurement by the 
one, which true bimetallism abhors and must prevent, or be lost. 

That moment when either metal fails to furnish equal contri- 
bution to the measuring standard of money by the sustenance of 
its own commercial value is the death of bimetallism, because 
then it becomes, with pathetic accent if it be silver, a commodity. 
There is no meaning but this, sir—which I, at least, am able to 
discern—in all the argument which is adduced to the beneficence 
of bimetallism. Otherwise there is no force whatever to the con- 
tention that by a standard money which enjoys the double value 
of both metals, the price of commodities will be enhanced and 
maintained at a higher level than if measured by gold alone. Oth- 
erwise the idea utterly fails that by the flow of one metal to what- 
ever country lacks it in any degree the so-called equilibrium will 
be restored and the common unit of measure will be regained, if 
momentarily lost by any derangement. This meaning, Mr. Presi- 
dent, was ably set forth in 1893, in a speech by the distinguished 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], with many learned quota- 
tions to support it. is unquestionably the only true meaning, 
except the single one of the use of two metals without reference 
to the standard. 5 

Assuming this as the true idea of the thing, I add for myself 
that if it be possible to have it, if it be a practicable thing to so 
adjust the use of gold and silver as money as to secure such an 
interfused standard of value, partaking of the value of both met 
als, which will continue permanent and stable, I am entirely wil 


ing and ready to accept it. Indeed, I have always supposed I was 
a bimetallist in this meaning of the term. I deny to any Senator, 
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professed devotion to the cause of ‘‘ bimetallism,” if by it he means, | 


or reserves to himself the right to claim to mean, the idea of bi- 
metallism in this interpretation. For here we all stand on com- 
mon ground. The trouble comes when the question is put, How 
will you attain to this bimetallism? How will you provide for 
the use of both gold and silver on such terms that the standard of 
monetary value will be the compound of the values of both, and so 
abide, steady, durable, andtrustworthy? There arises the illusory 

roblem which no one solves, there lies the cause which turns this 
well-desired bimetallism into an airy phantom, ever dancing be- 
fore the eye of fatuous pursuit. 

Sir, there is not to-day a country on the face of the globe where 
this bimetallism exists. I confess, sir, that until driven to research 
for the evidence I had always supposed it once existed among 
commercial nations; but I think no one can read the recent work 
of Mr. Shaw, his History of Currency, and maintain that opin- 
ion with undisturbed conviction. It is not, however, now worth 
while to dispute whether it ever hadareally stable form, or whether, 
if the truth can be ascertained, its apparent existence has not been 
illusory and temporary. Silver has indeed at times furnished the 
measuring standard in many countries, but that does not consti- 
tute bimetallism. The fact stands forth, whatever the past, that 
at the present time no nation gives us the example of bimetallism; 
none can teach us how to create it or maintain it, under the con- 
ditions of to-day. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator allow me at this point to state a 
fact which is germane to the question he is discussing? At the 
time the Constitution of the United States was adopted there was 
not asingle government in Europe that did not grant to both 
metals the free and unlimited right of coinage. Granting this 
right through many centuries of free and unlimited coinage to 
both metals, can the Senator name a single one of those European 
Governments that dropped silver out of coinage when there was 
any disparity between the value of the bullion of both metals or 
the money coined out of both metals? Was silver dropped out of 
coinage on account of any disparity at the time in the bullion 
value of the two metals or the money value of the two metals? 

Mr. VILAS. I think if [had the material at hand that I could 
mention the countries and show to the Senator that when there 
was free coinage of the two metals in the manner of which he 
speaks there was in no country continuously anything like the 
bimetallism of which we are speaking, and that the free coinage 
of silver was dropped by several of those countries when there 
was a considerable disparity between the silver coins and the 
gold, for the reason that they could maintain the circulation of 
silver best by having the standard of gold to measure the cur- 
rency of the country, maintaining at the same time the use of as 
much silver as possible then. 

‘ Mr. PUGH. I have never read any such thing as that in 
istory. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like tocommend to the Senator the work 
to which I have referred; but I disclaimed the purpose to go into 
the argument of the past,and therefore I do not wish to follow 
the Senator’s interesting question further than to repeat that if 
he will turn to that work to which I have made reference I think 
he will find his opinion somewhat shaken, as mine certainly was 
when I[ read it, for I supposed the fact was that bimetallism had 
existed in the fair sense. But I consider it immaterial at this 
time for the argument I am now about to adduce. I repeat (and 
I think the Senator from Alabama, learned as he is upon this sub- 
ject, will agree with me that I am stating only the fact), that 
whatever the past, at the present time we have in no nation on 
the earth an instance of bimetallism of the character of which we 
are speaking. 

Mr. PUGH. Merely because silver has been dropped out of 
coinage. 

Mr. VILAS. Well, for whatever reason. 

This appears to me, sir, a fact oftremendousimport. It is a fact 
which a wise and a sagacious people will not discard for a theory 
at the instigation of any class of men whose special interest is 
manifest. It is afact which could not exist, it seems to me, if this 
bimetallism were the excellent and easily-to-be-enjoyed thing 
which we hear so often asseverated. For either bimetallism has 
heretofore existed, or it has not; and if you assume that such 
bimetallism has existed in the past, but all the world has turned 
from it, surely does this not prove by the experience of mankind 
that it is not useful and beneficent, as its advocates so loudly 
contend? It is idle to talk of a ‘‘ gold-bug ” conspiracy as the occa- 
sion of this universal transformation, if such it really be. It was 
not in the darker ages of the world that the methods of finance 
kindest to the people were known and followed, nor has the nine- 
teenth century, the brightest of all human history, marvelously 
illuminated by knowledge in every other particular, become black- 
est of all ages in understanding of the true principles of finance. 
Sound and rational money is not only the hand servant of com- 
merce, it is its essential and indispensable friend and auxiliary; 
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dom and magnitude of intercourse has grown more stupid and 
silly in understanding and use of money? No, sir, if this bimet- 
allism once was, but has been superseded by all nations, that fact 
is as demonstrative of its inutility as the abandonment of astrol- 
ogy disproves the aid of the stars in foresight of human affairs. 

If you indulge the contrary assumption, that bimetallism has 
never existed in this true sense, has never yet shown the world its 
beneficence to man, what is the task which they assume who un- 
dertake to impose their theory of it on our countrymen against 
the whole experience of mankind? They may, indeed, be right; 
but to demonstrate its excellence, much more its possibility, so as 
to justify exposure of the vast interests of this country to their 
experiment, ought to require such plentitude of reason as should 
win almost universal consent. Newton found the unknown law 
of gravitation, Copernicus the magnificent order of our solar sys- 
tem, and Harvey the circulation of the blood; and it may be that 
the mine owners of the West have discovered some way to com- 
pound gold and silver by separate coining of the two in one stand- 
ard of money value after a fashion the world has never known. 
But if so, let them prove it, as Newton, Copernicus, and Harvey 
affirmed their discoveries to universal acceptance, without over- 
turning our worldof finance or drawing off our commercial blood. 
I repeat, sir, that the fact that all nations discard this bimetallism 
of which we speak is of tremendous import as a testimony of the 
judgment of mankind against this proposal, upon either assump- 
tion that it has at some time been tried or that it never did exist. 

But, Mr. President, the only path to bimetallism proposed to 
our feet is a return to the practice of unlimited free coinage; the 
very practice which, once common, has been abandoned and dis- 
carded by the leading commercial nations, the brightest, best- 
instructed, highest-civilized peoples of the globe. Yea, even the 
countries of the Latin-Union, the friends of silver, the most faith- 
ful of all nations to the cause of bimetallism, put a stop to it before 
our act of 1873. 

And now it is demanded the United States alone shall again 
undertake what all these people failed in together. Sir, the pro- 
posal carries its refutation with it, in the face of this history. At 
the very least, Mr. President, we ought to be given an argument 
for it that should be moral demonstration. No shadowy specula- 
tion, no theories maintained only by captivating eloquence, no 
appeals to class favor or the discontented elements of society can 
warrant such an experiment. Above and beyond all, sir, the 
argument which invokes the tremendous power of Government to 
such an object ought to stand upon a clear and just recognition 


of the rightful purposes for which government is created, the: 


rightful uses to which its power can be addressed. 

Now, sir, what, in the last analysis, is the great argument upon 
which this effort for bimetallism depends? Distinguish and dis- 
card the ad captandum appeals to special interest, the contentions 
drawn from words of the Constitution, the multitudinous, be- 
wildering, and always disputed statistics and inferences from 
other countries, and especially the vociferation of passion and 
controversy, and what is the great argument on which, in the ulti- 
mate, the whole force of the bimetallic movement stands? 

Sir, we had it, abundantly and ably given, in the speech of the 
Senator from Arkansas in opening this debate. It may be sum- 
marized as the argument of falling prices. In glowing rage we 
hear depicted the miseries of a community when commodities de- 
crease in market valuation, and painted with the color of the rose 
the prosperity that attends their rise; and thereupon it is assumed, 
without warrant, as I think, in the facts, that the fall of prices 
during the past twenty years was due to the adoption by other 
nations of the gold standard and the demonetization by this of 
the silver dollar in 1873. A short answer, and a complete one, to 
the latter postulate is thatns la nc878 the United States has 
coined for circulation over fifty times as many silver dollars as in 
all its previous existence as a nation, and if silver money would 
raise prices they must have risen, not fallen, since 1878. 

However, I grant that is not the bimetallism we are now dis- 
cussing, and it is due to this argument, and to all the mischiefs 
it has done, to give it a far wider consideration, from the Demo- 
cratic standpoint. 

But in the first place, let me ask, is it an evil which mankind 
should defend against that the prices of those things which make 
for human comfort and joy should decrease? Is it lamentable 
that the family which depends for bread, clothes, and education 
on the toiling father’s wages should be able to buy now, for one 
day of his labor, many times as much of all the means of happi- 
ness as he could thus have provided in past generations? Noman 
worth listening to will pretend such a thing. Our civilization 
finds expression of its practical benefits nore in the enormous in- 
crease of production and the constant fall of prices, not only of 
the necessaries, but of all the auxiliary comforts and luxuries 
which expand and sweeten modern life, than in any other feature. 
Nothing, except the wondrous works of God, can more excite de- 
light and admiration than the marvels of human ingenuity in 
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multiplying the objects and cheapening the production of the 
= which mankind needs. Famine and ilence have even 
argely yielded their horrors, and the life of man has been made 
longer as well as happier. Examine minutely the privileges and 
habits of the nobility of England in the splendid reign of the 
third Edward—we might even come down much later—and you 
shall find that the thrifty tradesman and artisan in our land to- 
day enjoys a more cheerful home, eats more varied, wholesome, 
and nourishing food,is supplied with and intelligently reads more 
and better books, and rejoices in greater advantages of education for 
his children, Indeed, not alone in personal liberty and the secur- 
ity of law, butin all their fruits, in all that makes for enlightened 
vancement and a in the cheapened and ever-cheapening 
roduce of science and invention, the prudent, sensible, well-con- 
ducted American citizen of this generation outstrips in the pur- 
suit of happiness the noblest and wealthiest ranks not many gen- 
erations gone. 

Falling prices! May they continue to fall until wees of ex- 
cellence shall be within the reach of all deserving men; till man- 
kind shall revel in abundance. Falling prices mean shorter hours 
of labor, longer hours for enlightenment. It is the hope of the 
= and wise that looks to a coming time when all the earth af- 

ords for the needs and ae of those man loves and toils for 
shall be so abundantly and cheaply provided that the curse of toil 
_— vanish in the blessing of labor which is only beneficent. 
nt, granting all this, as I think the Senator from Arkansas 
meant to do in his speech the other day, yet it is argued that when 
the fall in prices is due to a rise in the value of money, by de- 
crease of tts relative quantity, so that all commodities are alike 
affected with es then evils of public distress, more or 
less severe, will follow. 

Properly understood, this tion uires no denial, al- 
though the effects are often overrated. Nor do I withhold hearty 
assent to the denunciations or interference by government to pro- 
duce such results. It must be a rare case, indeed, if ever toler- 
abie, when such an act will not be a perversion of the just power 
of government, iniquitous in policy and unjust in effect. 

But this is only the half truth, not intelligent e ion of the 
true law. There must be a deeper etration of the subject if 
we will have a just understanding of its principles. 

There are two aspects in which the rise and fall of the value of 
money is to be considered. The one its fall or rise from natural 
causes, 86 to speak; that is, its increase in quantity by new dis- 
covery in metal, new appliances of art, the ce of greater 
human effort to its production; or its diminution by exhaustion 
of mines or relaxation of pursuit. The other aspect is the arti- 
ficial rise or fall of money produced by interfering legislation 
immediately, or by subtle indirection, operative on the value of 
the standard. 

Let us for the present pass the former by, and address atten- 
tion to the right of governmental interference with the quantity 
or value of money or, in other words, with the standard of meas- 
urement of commercial values. Itis with this that we are imme- 
diately concerned; it is the exercise of such a power that is pro- 
posed by this substitute. All natural causes or effects are here 
utterly disregarded, and the proposal now is to exert the full 
potency of the extremest legislation. 

The argument of its advocates, strenuously put by the Senator 
from Arkansas in opening this debate, ns with the postulate, 
which I have accepted, that an increase in the value of money 
that causes a general fall of prices, is, especiaily when effected 
¥ legislation, an injury to any civilized community, productive 
of distress and injustice, and wet condign condemnation. 
It is next that to diminish the value of money and thus 
produce a rise of prices is beneficial to society and =o of 
rooney. and therefore legislation may be employed in this 

rection to win this benefit. 

Right here, sir, I join issue and undertake to dispute the fair- 
ness or wisdom of the conclusion. It is, in my poor opinion, un- 
sound in a inimicai to the interests of this or any country 
within the civilized pale. Especially does it appear to me un- 
Democratic; in flagrant dissonance with those doctrines of gov- 
——  pae and equal justice on which the Democratic 
party is built. 

I a at the outset that, in whatever way effected—by increase 
in the quantity of money or otherwise—the gentle and gradual 
diminishment of the value of the mone standard will, for the 
time being and as its immediate effect, ulate enterprise, in- 
crease production, tend to the easier payment of existing debts, 
and give the fictitious appearance of prosperity. But it is a short- 
sighted view which accepts these consequences as a real, espe- 
cially a just and enduring, prosperity, desirable in the view of 
statesmanship to establi y legislation. It is the policy of the 
drunkard or opium eater who in me pe the delirious ton of intox- 
seg ny reckless of the injuries and pains which must follow to 

s life. 

it lies, sir, in the nature of the proposition that the day of 
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reckoning must come, and will bring with it, in heightened and 
intensified degree, the very evils which we hear now so loudly 
denounced, the returning wave of a rising standard and falling 
prices, inflicted upon an overexcited and excessively indebted 
eae For how is it possible, sir, that there can go on 
forever a fall in the value of aes a continuing rise of prices, 
never to cease rising? How can the monetary standard be un- 
ceasingly depressed and diminished, and continue to exist at all? 
All reason and all experience show the utter folly and wrong 
of such acourse. It is doubtless true that for even a few years 
sometimes there may be induced, by a skillful, gradual, and 
subtle change in the quantity of money—never by such a reckless 
and violent shock as is now proposed—a seeming flush of general 
prosperity, albeit at the cost of gross injustice to them to whom 
obligations are due. One generation, even, may sometimes thus 
despoil their children. But is that a policy to be pursued by an 
enlightened country, to be supported by Christian statesmen? 
History is full of examples of the consequences of such tempo- 
rary and harmful prosperity, of the certainty of the pains and 
penalties by which it is to be expiated. It matters not whether 
the cause were natural or artificial. In every instance that con- 
sequence has been certain, inescapable, direful. Whether to a 
great nation or to asmall community the trial has happened, with 
differences in time or degree, the retribution has been no less sure, 
no less compensatory. What halcyon days followed to Spain 
after the discovery of this continent and she had begun to gather 
the treasures of gold and silver from its native inhabitants or its 
mines! Yet what has been her consequent portion in the enjoy- 
ment of national — or in the welfare of her people? The 
Spain of Ferdinand and Isabella was a sturdy, vigorous country, 
with every promise of independent and growing importance. 
Swollen with her sudden wealth of money, she towered fora time 
among the nations of Europe. The golden stream ceased to flow 
and her lusty native strength had been ruined. 
_ In closer view, not long ago we saw beaten, humiliated, impover- 
ished France strip her people of a marvelous heap of money to 
buy her peace from victorious Germany. Yet how quickly did 
the unbending law of nature bestow rewards upon the country 
which had with its money, depreciating prices, and assign 
business misfortune, although not in that case lasting, to the other 
which had swollen its money volume with enhancement of prices? 
It has been none the less true in the e ience of the United 
States. We need not go back to the story that had its catastrophe 
in 1837, of unlimited paper issues substituted for money, until the 
allurement of rising values converted the country into a financial 
Bedlam, and the wreck of the collapse was wide as our settlements. 
We have had our oe of too much gold as well. The abund- 
ance of Californian riches gave us the prosperity of inflation in 
the sixth decade of the century, and intoxicated the nation with 
rising prices, expanding credits,and entrapping the wisest in the 
network of debt, for which the — of 1857 inflicted the penalty. 
So, too, in 1873, wasrea the harvest of distress and ruin which 
followed on the inevitable and necessary turning back upon the 
artificial diminution of the standard of money which the exigence 
of war had occasioned. The financial terrors of 1893 are too near 
us, too intimately wrought into the fiber of this controversy, to 
admit of concurrence as to their cause. But, sir, I believe it will 
be written in history, when it shall be written dispassionately, 
that the same law of finance underlay the disaster of that year, 
ne to voleanic intensity by the Sherman Act of 1890. 
Indeed, sir, I think it will be by intelligent, acute, and 
fair masters of finance the world over that by far the greater 
number of all the pitiful catastrophes of business which have 
gained the name of panics have had their origin in some expan- 
sion of currency beyond the just measure of business need, beget- 
ting a fictitious rise in prices, with the inevitable allurement to 
unsound and speculative enterprises which stimulate credit and 
induce excessive debts. It will be surely agreed on all hands, 
even in this debate, that no cause can be more grievously or more 
suddenly productive of business ruin and universal distress than 
disorders of the currency. Yet, sir, is it not true that every dis- 
order of the currency carries with it and begets its worst effects 
by derangement of the value of its monetary standard, albeit this 
= sometimes happen by the excessive use of paper credits as 
well as ——— or contraction of the supply of metallic money? 
I have thus sought to point out that the theory of blessing from 
rising prices caused by the diminution of the standard of value is 
far from being asound or useful doctrine. I can not trespass upon 
the patience of the Senate to elaborate the proofs or read the opin- 
ions of instructed and e i financiers. If reason does not 
approve it to any, or induce the study which will convince the 
inquirer from the records of man’s financial follies and suffering, 
I must now him s Indeed, so much has been written by 
so many, and out of such errant minds, and we are treated here to 
such multitudinous and contradictory testimony, that if one 
offers as authority the opinions of the wisest financier he is liable 
to be confounded with the host of quacks whose financial nos- 
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trums are plentiful as the ‘‘leaves in Vallombrosa,” and valueless 
as the figments of adream. The important question now demand- 
ing attention is whether the powers of Government may be justly 
applied to reduce the standard of value and excite thereby a nom- 
inal increase in the prices of commodities. Nominal only, of 
course, because their true value is not in their relation to money, 
which serves as the medium of exchange, but in their relations to 
each other, or to the wants of men and the labor which will get 
them. I arraign this proposition as depending upon the abuse of 
power, essentially iniquitous. 

It carries the curse of paternalism. It assumes that Government 
may rightfully interfere in the private and personal commerce of 
men to thwart the course which in exercise of natural liberty they 
would otherwise mutually pursue. It awards to the Government 
authority to interpose compulsion on the buyer to give the seller 
of commodities more than otherwise he would need to give. It is 
protection over again. 

It means, sir, also, that the standard may be rightfully increased 
as well as diminished by Government authority. It means aright 
of oppression if political success throws Government into the hands 
of one interest as againstanother. It means to transform politics 
into huckstering chicane. It means corruption, and in its most 
deadly form, the debauchery of citizens, the destruction of patriot- 
ism. It means to rob Government of allegiance, law of respect. 
It strikes from the hearts of men the noblest sentiments and sub- 
stitutes the basest. It is the law of might, which spurns justice 
for greed. It is to turn our hearts from the aspirations which have 
jed men to liberty and fill them with evil machinations. Sir, we 
have for many years witnessed the perilous development of this 
spirit in our institutions. Let us stop it; turn it back if we can; 
but, for love of men, let us indulge it no further. It is the pre- 
cursor of anarchy. 

Sir, that spirit reigns dominant in every material feature of 
this project. Its name does not signify its chiefest wrong. It is 
not merely its ‘‘free-coinage” clause by which the Government 
is to be compelled to maintain its mints and without charge per- 
form the work of making over into coin all the silver which any 
person, citizen or alien, may bring to it. That would be compar- 
atively insignificant. But the bill requires such silver to be made 
into coins purporting and certified to be of twice the value of the 
silver, and leaves to stand in force the pledge of law that the 
United States will maintain their parity with gold, as now is 
done. Itmeans, therefore, to give outright to the owners of silver 
bullion substantially twice its ——- value, if this Government 
can carry the load of that undertaking. This is the direct pro- 
posal of the bill, unless it be expected by its friends that the Goy- 
ernment will repudiate its pledge or break down in the effort to 
keep it. Is this the doctrine of Democracy? Is this to be the por- 
tion of a free people who will have equal rights and justice in their 
laws? 

But, sir, who believes the Government can succeed in such a 
desperate undertaking? The world now possesses, so statisticians 
say, in round numbers, somewhere about four thousand million 
dollars’ worth of silver. If the quantity be but half so much, what 
will be our course when it comes rushing to our mints? There 
stands the pledge of parity; shall we try to keep it? Sir, we have 
lately heard much denunciation by the advocates of this measure 
against the issue of bonds to buy gold; but what will be the Gov- 
ernment’s necessity to buy gold when instead of 440,000,000 silver 
dollars, the obligation falls on it to support the parity of all the 
coin which can be made from all the silver which will be brought 
to our mints? What is the meaning of all this contradictory and 
confusing argument? Is the duty to maintain parity to be left ob- 
ligatory upon the Administration? If so, why complain of bonds? 
It will at least require our buying all the gold in the world if we 
undertake to double the value of all the world’s silver. 

Or is it not perfectly seen and known to the friends of this proj- 
ect that parity disappears instantly with its enactment, because 
as impossible to maintain as to pump dry the Atlantic Ocean? 
Why, then, does not this bill repeal the parity law? Plainly, be- 
cause that confesses it at once an enemy to bimetallism, the guar- 
anty of silver monometallism, a measure of revolution and ruin. 

Look to another feature. Not content with having the Govern- 
ment make coins of double value for the holders of silver, it is 
pro to enact that these coins shall be a legal tender for that 
double value. Therefore, unless the parity be maintained, the 
will be available to pay old debts for nearly twice what they will 
serve to pay new ones, or to buy any commodity. For such an 
object the power of the United States is to be applied to despoil 
some of its citizens, to raise the value of silver for a time to those 
who happen to have it. Mr. President, very differently have I 
been taught the principles of Democracy. Am I indeed so utterly 
distraught and wild—I appeal to my associates on this side of the 
Chamber—am I such a wanderer from the great party of liberty 
and law which has professed to be the embodiment of the rights 
of man in their purest conception? I can understand how this 
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can be demanded by the Populists or the Socialists, but never as 
consonant with Democratic principles. 

For, sir, I can not but hole as a Democrat that the paramount 
duty of a good government is to extend to all its people the pro- 
tection of law, the assurance of justice, the enjoyment of liberty; 
that its laws must rest on that natural justice which, like that of 
heaven, is no respecter of persons, but assures to all the perfect 
equality of right, preferring no classes, no ranks, no orders or 
conditions of men; a justice which makes an injury to the meanest 
citizen an insult to the State, and which will guard the righteous 
gains of its richest, as it will treasure the mite of the poorest for 
him. Above all, sir, a government which yields to every man, 
and all men, the utmost measure of lawful liberty the God of 
nature gavethem; that fulland perfectself-control which abridges 
only no rights of others to the same. 

Sir, the Democratic party, as I understand its faith, insists upon 
the strict limitation of the powers of government and proclaims 
that government best which, while it most firmly protects and de- 
fends the safety of the person, the security of property, the obli- 
gation of contracts, yet least interferes with the natural liberty 
of man. That government the Democrat esteems most beneficent 
which all good men feel the least, except as they feel the joyous 
sunshine and the delicious airs of nature’s glorious days to invig- 
orate strength, elevate the mind, and swell the soul with happi- 
ness and pride. Restricted and applied to affairs of business, 
trade, and commerce, what Democrat but must say every inter- 
ference is intolerable which abridges the most generous freedom, 
save in the interest of humanity, or for the overruling necessities 
of governmental support? Therefore, by inevitable consequence, 
the Democratig principle demands in respect to money that it 
should be of genuine intrinsic value and of the utmost possible 
stability and unchangeableness that nature will permit. Above 
all does it follow that no government can meddle with it for the 
gain of any class, sort, or condition of men, because that is a sure 
oppression ot others entitled to its care, its jealous care, in pres- 
ervation of their rights. For in this respect every change in- 
flicts special injury and falls always hardest upon the most 
defenseless in financial affairs, the numerous body engaged in 
husbandry or who win their bread by daily toil. 

Mr. President, in every aspect of its promotion, in every circum- 
stance of its operation, this measure for free coinage is to be con- 
demned by the sound faith of Democracy. There are those who, 
as my distinguished friend from Oregon [Mr. MitcHEeLL]| avowed 
yesterday, can support it as a measure of protection. It goes hand 
in hand with their principle, and it ought to go only with the 
practice of protection, avowedly put and understood. 

I have already long engaged the attention of the Senate. and am 
unwilling to presume furtherupon its patience. I have not sought 
so much to present the argument of sound finance as to urge the 
antagonism of this measure to the political principles professed by 
this side of the Chamber. And Iam but too painfully conscious 
how inadequately that has been done, how much more deserves 
to be said, and with what greater power. 

For, sir, I revere the noble principles of the Democratic faith 
as the only true and righteous foundation of just government 
among men. I cherish the Democratic party as the only political 
organization through and by which their perfect work can be done 
in our institutions. And, never, in all the years while it bore so 
gloriously the rising fortunes of the young Republic, never yet 
was it so necessary to the American people as it seems to me to- 
day. 

It is not, sir, that I covet a mere party success. Long and ar- 
dent as has been my attachment, it is only the victory of its prin- 
ciples I would seek, the happiness their faithful execution will 
bestow on our countrymen. 

No Democrat can now survey the conditions which beset our 
public affairs without profound realization of the wide and peril- 
ous departure which has been made trom the line of good govern- 
ment, nor without some shudder when he tries to penetrate the 
veil before our future. 

Upon the one hand has arisen again to meancing height the 
Federalism of old, rejuvenant in the Republican party of our 
time, renewing its old theoriesinherited from absolutism, building 
stronger the tower of central dominion, multiplying extravagant 
expenditures, devising heavier taxation, and strengthening class 
riches and power, while burdens increase upon the masses. And 
on the other side, as the natural, the certain result of it all, there is 
looming the dark and portentous cloud of a party never known in 
days of Democratic justice; charged with wild, fantastic theories 
of social disorder and wilder schemes of remed™ threatening, 
should it grow apace, no one can foretell what violence of social 
tempest. 

Their different roads both lead to the same end; their political 
polarity intensifies the strength and the evil of both, while they 
still will dicker in political traffic against their common enemy, the 
Democratic party, which, if faithful to its principles, will main- 
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tain our institutions and laws for the general benefit only of the 
entire people. Sir, there it stands, the old party of the fathers, 
the party of the people; humanly infirm, sometimes wanderin 
from its faith and duty, as did God’s chosen people, and visited 
like them with the penalty of sin and folly; but with all its fail- 
ings, all its errors, still bearing on the ark of the covenant of our 
liberty with the tablets of the law of justice, peace, good govern- 
ment formen. Often has it been borne down in unequal strife, 
but never conquered; it rises ever again to struggle for the rights 
of a. the equality of equity in the dealings of government 
with all. 

Sir, in the last a years it has been faithful to this duty when 
fidelity brought its followers contumely, trial, and sacrifice. 

But it has survived to see the cause of justice triumph at its 
hands; and in the restored and perfect equality of every State with 
every other in the Union, and of all the rights of all the citizens 
of every State, now assured beyond the risk of peculiar peril, 
while the warm bond of a common patriotism binds all in closer 
fraternity than ever known before, the old party of Jefferson and 
of Jackson has won another honor, not the least among its historic 
glories, and which ought to fix it deeper in the hearts of all who 
accept its principles. 

Sir, it will continue on its great career, and though adversities 
be decreed to its lot, it will not cease to strive in its mission to 
carry forward the Constitution and the Government of the Fed- 
eral Union on their established course with power and safety, 
yielding neither on one side or the other to the reactionary forces 
of old absolutism or the lurid fires of anarchy. 

Mr. BaTE obtained the floor. 

Mr.CHANDLER. If the Senator from Tennessee will allow me 
for a moment, I desire to give notice that at 4 o’clock I shall 
move that the Senate take a recess until half past 7 this evening. 

Mr. HARRIS. If my colleague will yield to me a single mo- 
ment, I will state that in view of the notice given by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire I shall be exceedingly glad if we can 

t an agreement by unanimous consent that at 4 o’clock, accord- 
ing to the notice of the Senator from New Hampshire, the Senate 
shall take a recess until half past 7 o’clock this evening, in order 
that all Senators who desire to be heard upon the pending measure 
may have an opportunity of speaking to-night, except my vener- 
able friend from Vermont [Mr. MorrIL] who desires to be heard 
when the Senute meets to-morrow morning. I should be glad to 
have an agreement that after the recess which is to begin at 4 
o’clock this afternoon, when we break up to-night, it be to take a 
recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow, and after the Senator from Ver- 
mont shall have concluded his remarks, that the Senate proceed 
upon amendments under the five-minute rule until we reach a 
final vote upon the passage of the bill at the earliest hour to- 
morrow that the Senate may be ready to come to such vote, not 
later than 2 0’clock. Iask unanimous consent for that agreement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. HILL. There is no objection to that programme so far as 
it has been stated. Let this further understanding be had, and I 
shall be content. There is some question as to what the effect of 
such a unanimous-consent agreement may be. It of course will be 
held not to preclude a motion to substitute, to take up another 
bill, not to preclude a motion to lay = the table, not to preclude 
a motion to indefinitely postpone. ith that understanding there 
is no objection to the request. 

Mr. HARRIS. A motion in the shape of an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute would certainly fall within the unanimous- 
consent agreement that I have asked for. A motion to lay upon 
the table would be perfectly legitimate in my opinion under such 
a unanimous-consent rule. But a motion, if such rule shall be 
carried, to take up for consideration some other bill would be 
wholly inconsistent with the ee and p that I have 
in view, and I oy the Senator from New York will exclude that 
proposition from his suggestion. Nach of his other suggestions I 
concede as being —- consistent with the unanimous-consent 
agreement I ask for. 

Mr. HILL. I do not think the Senator referred to a motion to 
ae 

Mr. HARRIS. That motion I think would be legitimate. Itis 
aregular proceeding incident to the passage of a bill; but a motion 
to p <1 to the consideration of some other bill would not be 
consistent with the consent rule I have asked for. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 understand the Senator from Tennessee 
_ not preclude any motion whatever applicable to the pending 


Mr. PLATT. Not to preclude any parliamentary motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Any motion that can legitimately be made un- 
der the rules of the Senate I would hold to be in order under the 
unanimous-consent rule—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. As to the pending bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. With the single exception that debate is to be 
limited to five minutes. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. Upon amendments? 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon amendments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the way I understand the request. 

Mr. HARRIS. I would want to limit debate upon a motion to 
indefinitely ee as that involves the whole question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iunderstood that there would be no debate 
upon anything but amendments. 

Mr. HARRIS. But if I can get an agreement to vote at 2 
o’clock, then I shall raise no question on the limit of debate even 
upon a motion to indefinitely postpone. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. HILL. It is distinctly understood that the agreement to 
vote does not preclude a motion to lay upon the table, does not 
preclude a motion to indefinitely postpone, upon which I will say 
no debate is desired. I think the Senator from Tennessee ought 
to concede the right to substitute to proceed to the consideration 
of another bill. What objection can there possibly be to such a 
reservation being included in the agreement? 

Mr. HOAR (to Mr. Harris). It will not hurt you any. 

Mr. HILL. I make this statement because I recollect that in 
the Senate some time ago, when an agreement had been made as 
to debate, a question was raised as to what could be done after the 
time had been reached which was fixed in the agreement; and it 
was then claimed that a motion to indefinitely postpone was not 
in order, and it was especially claimed that a motion to postpone 
to a further date—the next session—was not inorder. That is the 
reason why I make the suggestion. I wish the Senator would 
agree to admit the motion. it may not be made, but what harm 
can it do? Ifthe majority desire to proceed to the consideration 
of another bill, it seems to me they ought not to be cut off at this 
time. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from New York, as does every 
Senator other than he, understands the main and primary object 
I have in view. It is to reach a final vote by 2 0’clock to-morrow, 
in order that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONEs] in charge 
of the pending bill may be at liberty to leave the city for a short 
period, as it is important to him to leave at that time. Now. I 
shall have no objection to the motion suggested by the Senator 
from New York except the consumption of time. Butif I can get 
the agreement that we shall come to a vote at or before 2 o'clock 
to-morrow upon the final passage of the bill, I care not how the 
time may be consumed until we reach that hour. 

Mr. HILL. Then, with the understanding that the motion to 
substitute, if any, shall be made prior to 2 o’clock—is that satis- 
factory? Without debate? 

Mr. HARRIS. If it be without debate, and the yeas and nays 
upon it, if the yeas and nays be ordered, shall not go beyond 2 
o’clock. Iam quite content to accept the suggestion. 

Mr. HILL. r. President, I am quite content, too. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


nate: 
A bill (H. R. 162) regulating proof of death in certain pension 


cases; 

A bill (H. R. 225) to provide for the transfer of Fort Omaha 
Mili Reservation to the State of Nebraska; 

. a (H. R. 1244) to confirm certain cash entries of offered 
ands; 

A bill (H. R. 5553) to incorporate the National Society of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution; 

A bill (H. R. 3964) to reorganize the customs collection district 
of Alaska; and 

A bill (H. R. 4991) to open forest reservations in the State of 
Coloradc for the location of mining claims. 

The mes also announced that the House requested the Sen- 
ate to furnish the House of Representatives with a duplicate en- 
grossed copy of the bill (S. —e to amend section 4 of an act to 
provide for the adjustment of land grants made by Congress to 
aid in the construction of railroads and for the forfeiture of un- 
earned lands, and for other purposes, the original having been 
lost. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 1860) for the relief of John 
M. Guyton, late postmaster at Blacksburg, 8. C.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

AMENDMENTS TO PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted two amendments intended to be 
posed by him to the bill -. R. 35387) making appropriations 
for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes; 
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which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered | greenbacks and Treasury notes are redeemed in gold, unless that 


to be printed. 
RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the request of 
the House of Representatives to furnish a duplicate engrossed 
pill (S. 708) in lieu of the original, which has been lost; and by 
unanimous consent the request was ordered to be complied with. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 162) regulating proof of death in certain pension 
cases was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 225) to provide for the transfer of Fort Omaha 
Military Reservation to the State of Nebraska was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 3964) to reorganize the customs collection dis- 
trict of Alaska was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill = R. 1199) designating the officers before whom prelimi- 
nary affidavits in entries of public lands may be executed. 

A bill (H. R. 1244) to confirm certain cash entries of offered 
lands. 

A bill (H. R. 4991) to open forest reservations in the State of 
Colorado for the location of mining claims. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 103) to authorize the Attorney- 
General to transfer to William Henry Clifford a portrait of the 
late Mr. Justice Clifford now in the Department of Justice was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

The bill (H. R. 3553) to incorporate the National Society of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution was read twice by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. PLATT. A bill is now pending before the Committee on 
the Judiciary for the incorporation of the Society of the Daughters 
of the American Revolution. Perhaps the bill which has come 
from the other House had better be also referred to that com- 
mittee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SILVER COIN AND COIN REDEMPTION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin 
redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of in- 
debtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue. 


FINANCIAL FICTIONS—AN EMERGENCY TARIFF AND A GOLD BOND BILL. 


Mr. BATE Mr. President, finding myself unable to sustain 
either of the fiscal measures sent to the Senate by the coordinate 
branch of Congress, it is due to the people of the State which, in 
part, is represented by me in the Senate that I should state the 
reasons which influence my votes on the present occasion. Having 
on a former occasion in this Senate given my views fully touch- 
ing thefree coinage of silver, I purpose now to confine my remarks, 
as strictly as I can, to this substitute to the House bill and to do so 
as briefly as I can. 

An emergency tariff, supplemented by a gold bond bill, is a com- 
bination of measures directly in conflict with the opinions and 
wishes of the people, as I understand the drift of public opinion. 
The one increases taxes not necessary to the support of the Gov- 
ernment and the other imposes a heavy burden, both present and 
future, neither just nor necessary. 

With an existing surplus of about one hundred and seventy-five 
millions in the Treasury, the temporary falling off of receipts from 
customs, consequent upon a temporary depression of business, will 
not sustain Congress in again disturbing the gradual improvements 
of business by an alteration and increase of customs duties. It was 
the general understanding of the people that this Congress would 
give to trade and business a rest from tariff agitation; and no mat- 
ter which political party controlled this Congress, the virtual 
pledge was that peace and quiet should not be disturbed by the 
conflict between protection and tariff for revenue, at least until 
business and trade were once more fairly reestablished. It was 
the hope, as it was the right, of the people to have their trade, 
commerce, and business left undisturbed for at least two years by 
the warfare of politics over ‘‘ specific” and ‘‘ad valorem,” over 
“ and low rates, over protection and free trade. 

e officer charged by the laws with the administration of the 
affairs of the Treasury, as well as the President, have stated in 
their several communications to this Congress that the embarrass- 
ments which at present beset the Treasury result, not from a 
deficiency of revenue, but from a defect in the laws with regard 
to the redemption fund. These officers tell us that it is not a ques- 
tion of more money, but one of better money, which is causing the 
present trouble. And it must be apparent to all that gold can 
not be retained in the Treasury so long as the “endless chain” of 





fund is periodically replenished with the yellow metal by the sale 
of bonds. 

The coordinate branch of the Congress takes issue with the 
President and the Secretary of the Treasury, and insists that it is 
more money that the Treasury needs, and proposes as a remedy a 
horizontal increase of customs taxes upon the consumption of the 
people. If the remedy proposed shall become law it would only 
have the effect of bringing more greenbacks and Treasury notes 
redeemable in gold into the Treasury, create more gold links for 
the endless chain, and supply the shippers of gold with more fa- 
cilities for drafts upon the redemption fund, thus increasing 
rather than lessening the necessity for selling more gold bonds. 

Congress has the power, but I deny the wisdom, of adding un- 
necessary taxes to the burdens of the people by collecting un- 
needed greenbacks which can only increase the existing embar- 
rassments of the Treasury. 

The Treasury and the country are now reaping that harvest of 
evils the seed of which was sown in 1873, and which have been 
diligently cultivated by subsequent legislation and administration. 
The remedy is not to be found in the quackery of a horizontal 
tariff, but must be sought in the heroic treatment which cuts out 
the ulcerous abscess planted by the demonetization of silver and 
inoculated by the gold standard. Neither will the unnatural 
stimulant of a gold-bond bill revive the sinking patient; the dis- 
ease has become chronic from long abuse. 

The able speech of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs] con- 
clusively demonstrates that the country in its trade and business 
is and has been suffering from the effort imposed by the demone- 
tization of silver to do an increasing volume of trade on a de- 
creased amount of currency. If that is a true presentation of the 
existing depression of business affairs, and so far no one has ven- 
tured to question his premises and conclusions, then neither an 
emergency tariff nor a gold-bond bill, nor both combined, will 
supply the only remedy which the country needs; for the former 
adds not a dollar to the currency, and the latter gives but a tem- 
porary relief to the redemption fund, to be soon again depleted 
and refilled by further sales of gold bonds. 

The divided condition of public opinion is exemplified by the di- 
vergence of views on the currency question between the two 
Houses of Congress. The emergency tariff passed by a large ma- 
jority in the other House is yet in the Senate Committee on Finance, 
while the gold-bond bill emerges therefrom as a free-coinage-of- 
silver bill. It is not necessary to consider now what political exi- 
gency compelled theconstruction of the Finance Committee of the 
Senate on lines of fiscal policy so entirely consistent with the 
teachings of that campaign of education which since 1892 has 
awakened the people to a full realization of the wrong and injury 
inflicted upon the trade and business of the country by the legis- 
lation of 1873. The people fully comprehended that though the 
‘* fathers” required the coinage of both ‘*‘ gold and silver,” the *‘ jug- 
gling fiends” of party politics palter with the country ina double 
sense and keep the word of promise to the ear by coining silver as 
subsidiary money but break the promise to our people by demone- 
tization of the white metal. 

The Senate Committee on Finance has, by its silver-coinage sub- 
stitute, attempted to bring the country back to the constitutional 
currency of both gold and silver; to restore the only legal-tender 
medium mentioned in the Constitution, and which, but a few years 
back, was departed from under the Supreme Court’s ruling that 
Congress could constitutionally invest the greenbacks with the 
legal-tender faculty. Iam not here to impeach that ruling, but 
it is a fact, within the memory of all on this floor, that that ruling 
gave a rude shock to the convictions of every strict interpreter of 
the Constitution. Nor has it been entirely forgotten that the re- 
organization of the Supreme Bench, by which the ruling was ob- 
tained, elicited severe comments and much unsparing criticism. 
The legal-tender faculty was given to the greenbacks by adding 
one justice to the Supreme Bench, while it was bestowed on gold 
and silver by the Constitution. A few years after investing irre- 
deemable paper money with the legal-tender faculty, the real con- 
stitutional legal-tender money—which required neither briefs, nor 
arguments, nor opinions, nor judgments to give it sanction—was 
demonetized, and the next year its chief coin stricken from the 
statute books. 

To correct these wrongs, and to bring back to our currency the 
vast sums of silver now lying idle in the Treasury, is the purpose 
and object of the Senate substitute. Let the result of this effort 
be effectual or ineffectual, the consequence of the Senate’s failure 
in this effort must rest upon that coordinate branch of the Gov- 
ernment which shall assume the responsibility of refusing to the 
people a return to constitutional money. 

The Senate, in providing for the free coinage of silver, makes 
no innovation upon the principles of sound money. It is an ear- 
nest and honest effort to restore to the currency of the country 
that money which, since Abraham bought the field of Ephron 
with ‘‘ 400 shekels of silver current money with the merchants,” 
has been current in all trades and with all peoples until the gold 
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interest interfered, first in England, then on the Continent, and 
finally in the United States, to disrupt the harmony which had 
existed between the two metals from the earliest times to the 
present day. 

It is the claim of all political parties that they are bimetallist, 
holding with Mr. Jevon that “silver and gold alone are of small 
volume, easily guarded, easy of transport, divisible without loss, 
beautiful and brilliant, and durable = pe to eternity,” and agree 
with Turgot that silver and gold ‘‘became universal money by 
the nature and force of things, independently of all convention 
and law,” and as such were recognized and required by our Con- 
stitution to be coined, and that to proscribe silver by lawis a vio- 
lation of the nature of things, as well as of the Constitution of the 
country. Such have been the professions of parties and their 
pledge in platforms, but the redemption of those professions and 
pledges have so disappointed the people that we are witnessing in 
some localities disaffection in political parties and bitter antago- 
nisms in honored organizations of long standing. Partyallegiance, 
once the strongest bond between men, has been so weakened by 

ledges unperformed that men, feeling self-preservation to be their 
rst duty and the recuperation of trade to be the supreme neces- 
sity of their country, have in many instances sought political affil- 
iation in new organizations. 

It is a vain waste of time to tell the people that silver is not 
sound money. Such assertion is contradicted by the lesson of 
history. They know that the will of the state—the power of 
law—has heretofore maintained a statutory ratio between the 
coins of the two metals circulating together, and has floated irre- 
deemable paper money on the stormy waves of war. The people 
do not believe that the cost of producing the two metals determines 
their value as money, any more than that the cost of printing fixed 
the value of the greenbacks, but they hold that the quantity of 
money regulates its value. They have seen the law of the United 
States maintain, through years of peace and war, the ratio of 16 
to 1 between the coins of the two metals, and such is the faith and 
confidence of the people in the resources of their country that 
they are confident that law and its faithful execution and admin- 
istration will again sustam and maintain the ratio of 16 to 1. 

It may be pues, it may be pride, but it is also the positive 
conviction of the people that the position of the Uni States 
among the nations of the world is potential enough to stamp its 
declared policy upon those international exchanges into which the 
vast volume of their products enter, and to exert so dominating 
an influence over the commerce of the world that when once 
again this country has fixed its ratio and free coinage of silver has 
been entered upon, the same ratio will force itself into recognition 
in other nations. It is the common conviction of our people that 
with free coinage of silver there will be no inducement to export 
either metal other than arises from the necessary exchanges of 
commerce, and that ‘‘Gresham’s law” will cease to operate under 
a legal ratio of #6 to1. They hold that there will be greater sta- 
bility of value under a currency of the two metals than is possible 
under any single standard. 

But, above all the considerations which theorists have promul- 
gated, our people believe that the greater abundance of money 
which the coinage of the now idle silver in the Treasury would 
throw upon the country would result in an immediate rise in 
values of all kinds, and that prosperity would quickly take the 
place of depression and our country again enter ey upon 
that wonderful career of enterprise and wealth which was so 
rudely shocked and destroyed by the legislation of 1873. 

The country demands an American policy for American affairs, 
political, financial, and commercial. 

Mr. President, this Senate substitute emphasizes another fixed 
and settled purpose of the people—that there shall be no increase 
of the public debt by issuing bonds in time of . Such aug- 
mentation is repugnant in as sense to so financial policy. 
It is unnecessary so long as hundreds of millions of silver bullion 
and coin lie idle in the Treasury. If it is desirable to retire the 
greenbacks, redeem them in silver. No matter what may be the 
present price of silver bullion in the markets, it can not bring 
a less sum than the Government realized from the greenbacks 
when first issued, with gold at a premium of more that two and a 
half to one. The Government can not pay less for greenbacks 
than it got for them on their first appearance. 

When, in 1868 (Jan 6), the movement for the demonetiza- 
tion of silver was initiated by the honorable Senator from Ohio by 
the introduction of a bill entitled “A bill in relation to the coinage 
of gold and silver,” the one-hundred dollar —- was worth 
but $74.04 in gold or silver; that is to say, it $133.25 in green- 
backs to buy $100 in = or silver; or, in other words, $74.04 in gold 


or silver would buy $100 in greenbacks, and the United States, w 
owed $100 in greenhacks, could have its debt with $74.04 


in gold or silver; but in 1869 it required $77.07; im 1870 it required 
$88.33; in 1871 it required $90.29; in 1872 it required $91.32; and 
in 1878, when the demonetization was finally $89.28 
in gold or silver would have redeemed $100 in backs. In 1874 
the metals had risen to $90.70; in 1877 to $93.40, and then to $100 in 
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greenbacks. t 
gold or silver for its $100 in greenbacks, is now redeeming the 


And the United States, which in 1864 got but $49 in 


latter at $100 in gold. Im all those years silver and gold were 
money in theory, but neither was money in actual fact. Yet these 
values made the worth, in gold and silver, of the money actually 
paid for the United States bonds. 

It was in 1868, the same year the Senator from Ohio initiated 
the movement to demonetize silver, that he wrote the letter read 
by the Senator from Alabama, in which he said: 

I think the bondholder violates his promise when he refuses to take the 
same kind of money he paid for the bonds. 

And— 

If the bondholder can legally demand only the kind of money he paid, then 
be ~ os SENS and extortioner to demand money more valuable than 

The money that ‘‘extortioner” ‘‘ gave” for the bond was valued 
in gold or silver at $74.04 in 1868. In 1870, the year the refunding 
act passed, the greenback was worth but $83.33 in gold or silver; 
and if the bondholder was paid to-day ‘‘in silver dollars of the 
coinage of the United States containing 4124 grains each of stand- 
ard silver” he could have no just cause of complaint against either 
the Government or the Senator from Ohio. The United States 
bonds issued under the act of July 14, 1870, and its amendatory 
act of the Forty-first Congress (second session, Chapter CCLVI), 
amounting to $2,000,000,000, were not paid for incoin. They were 
cachtngelt for the higher rate of interest bonds issued during and 
immediately after the war. It was those higher rate of interest 
bonds for which the depreciated greenbacks, ranging in gold or 
silver value from $42.20 in 1864 to $83.33 in 1870, were paid, and 
the enormous profit reaped entirely from legislation were further 
enhanced by the fiction that ‘‘coin” meant only gold. Thus this 
shylock process went from greenbacks to ‘‘ coin” and from coin 
to gold, and each transaction was a fraud on the taxpayer. 

What part in that factitious enhancement of the value of the 
gold actually invested in United States bonds the demonetization 
of silver played it may be impossible at this time to estimate, but 
the restitution of silver to our currency and the payment of the 
bonds in silver equally with gold will restore the situation to the 
conditions in operation when the bonds were authorized, and when 
they were a by exchanging the old bonds bought with 
depreciated greenbacks. By es Congress has raised the 
greenbacks to the value of , and the country now demands 
that by legislation silver shall be restored to its exchangeable value 
in gold. it is said that Congress can not restore silver, the coun- 
try demands that we make the experiment, and so far as the re- 
demption of bonds is concerned, it demands that we place the 
Treasury in the exact position that it was when the bonds were 
authorized and purchased with the positive legislative provision 
that they were redeemable ‘‘at the pleasure of the United States 
after the 1st day of July, A. D. 1907, in coin of the standard value 
of the United States on said July 14, 1870”—three years previous 
to the demonetization of silver, and which ‘‘standard value” was 
specifically declared by Congress to be ‘‘silver dollars of the coin- 
age of the United States, containing 4124 grains each of standard 
silver.” 

The act authorizing the 4 per cent bonds refers to and reaffirms 
the conditions of the act anthorizing the 5 per cent bonds, which lat- 
ter act was conditioned by the resolution of Congress— 

That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued 
under the said act hereinbefore recited are payable, principal and interest, 
at the option of the Government of the United States in silver dollars of the 
coinage of the United States, containing 412} grains each of standard silver. 

Thus conditioned, the bonds were bought and taken cum onere, 
from which they can not legally or morally be changed. The act 
of 1875 provided for the redemption of greenbacks ‘‘ in coin” after 
the ist of January, 1879. The people have no responsibility for 
that “fiction” of the Treasury which held ‘‘coin” to mean only 
gold. It was without authority or warrant of law, and the most 
charitable view of it is that it was a great mistake; but it would 
be a crime, not only against the people but against every law of 
sound Senn. to invest a noninterest-bearing note in aa interest- 


Ametner fiction not born of law, but which, like Topsy, “‘ simply 

owed,” was the redemption fund in gold. The late letter to the 
Senate from the Secretary of the Treasury tells us that it was 
without form and void; that it had no lecal habitation in the 
Treasury; was never ‘‘segregated or set apart” from other 
moneys of the Treasury; but rested for its legal sanction on the 
inconsequential provision of the law of 1882, that— 


ertifl- 
ac eae coe anata mete hme wort i. 
redemption of United States no falls below $100,000,000. 
Only that and nothing more is there to be found in the laws fix- 
ing or defining the so-called redemption fund. Bc 
et that fund is the ‘‘danger signal,” to approach which is 


franght with such dire mens See Be pepe have berned 
to fear some terrible ca’ whenever the gold in the Treasury 


a the fiat minimum, And itis that same *‘ 
Sek br betel ley tan hemtern af qui bo Benena calnet bacio. 





1896. 





Furthermore, the corporations which issue long-time bonds | 
have accepted that ‘‘ danger signal” as an excuse to demand gold 
at maturity. As late as the 18th of the present month the press 
has published that the Norfolk (Va.) Street Railway Company | 
has effected a loan of $1,100,000 in 5 per cent forty-year bonds, pay- 
able in gold. But when it comes to making contracts like life- 
insurance policies, some of these corporations have made their 
policies payable in lawful money of the United States, whatever 
that may be at maturity. The gold rule does not work both ways, 
but makes receipts payable in gold while expenditures are confined 
to lawful money. This process is going on now all over the coun- 
try, and what will become of it when these bonds fall due God 
only knows. 

Hence it has been by fictions in the Treasury as to ‘‘ coin,” by a 
fiat minimum as to gold reserve, and the ‘‘ endless chain” of the 
gold bankers that the Treasury of the United States can have | 
neither will nor policy of its own, but has been manipulated from | 
the outside and driven to increase the public debt within the last | 

| 





two years by these bond issues to the amount of over $150,000,000, | 
and now, in response to the Oliver Twists ‘‘asking for more,” is 
awaiting a popular reply to another issue for $100,000,000. 
Since 1888, when there was in the Treasury in gold 

I a Pe ices 8 oe hn a als ogame nae done $330, 763, 985 
There has been added, in 1894, the February loan of. 58, 660, 917 
Ales tae Dovember loan of .......................<. 58, 444, 000 | 
DIO SONGS sc laawadoccccesccupsatecees 65, 116, 275 








ne @ pee C0008 OF 6 oo. cocks cee escnn- 512, 985, 177 
If from which is deducted the amount paid for United 
IN ab Bi cca nlite sh nigritana 262, 552, 930 | 
I ec a ES ee 250, 432, 247 | 


which has been sunk in that ‘‘ Serbonian bog” we call the reserve | 
fund, and afterwards transferred to the bankers’ safes. And for 
that piece of financiering we can show only an increase of the 
public debt amounting to over $150,000,000, with another $100,- 
000,000 of bonds to be handed over on the 6th of February. And | 
there appears to be no limitation to the power of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to increase the public debt at the demand or in con- | 
sequence of the manipulation of the reserve fund by the shippers 
of gold. Having started the resumption of specie payments by | 
the sale of bonds, the ball can be kept rolling only by the continued | 
sale of bonds. 

All this is in consequence of legislation administered under the 
auspices of the gold standard. Silver has had no connection with 
that financiering, but— 

Cabin'd, cribb’d, confin’d, bound in 

To saucy doubts and fears— 
it has laid in the Treasury powerless, functionless, and guiltless | 
of offense against the public debt. 

Hence, Mr. President, for these reasons I hail the Senate substi- 
tute with peculiar satisfaction. Its first section rehabilitates sil- 
ver with its proper currency function, and it does that in a 
straightforward, bold, and defiant manner. Its second section re- | 
moves all fictions as to “coin,” clears away all clouds of doubt | 
about the redemption of greenbacks by compelling their redemp- | 
tion according to the option only of the Treasury in gold and sil- | 
ver and taking away from the holder of a note the power and the | 
right to name the money of redemption, restores sovereignty to | 
the Government, and rests the selection of the kind of money with 
which its notes shall be redeemed in the sovereign which issued 
the note and stamped the image and oa ane ee on the coin. 

“The Man of Galilee,” the Master, holding a silver coin, com- 
manded that we ‘‘render unto Cesar the things that be Ceesar’s,” 
that we give to government its proper prerogatives in all that re- | 
lates to money, and honesty forbids any violation of the sanctity | 


of contracts, as well by the holder of the note as by the Govern- | 
ment which is to pay it. But as nominated in the bond so shall 
it be in the discharge, with the stern mandate that no blood be 
drawn in cutting the pound of flesh. 

“Coin” is the word used in the Constitution, and that instrn- | 
ment itself interprets the meaning of ‘‘coin” when it says no State | 
shall have a legal tender in payment of debts but gold and silver— | 
not one alone, but both—and makes no distinction between them. | 
Then I submit that it was and is the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, when the interest of the Government required it, a 
any kind of governmental indebtedness in silver as well as gold. 
In the exercise of his discretion he has not done so, but paid out 

old exclusively for greenbacks. This Senate substitute for the 
use bill, if passed into a law, will relieve this embarrassment, 
and when a raid is made on the Treasury for gold let the Secretary, 
if he will not soexercise his discretion, be directed to pay silver as | 
well as gold for greenbacks when presented for redemption. This | 
will break the ‘‘ endless chain” and at once put an end to the shy- 
lock raids upon the gold-reserve fund, and do away with any as- 
sumed necessity for the issuance of bonds to keep this gold-reserve 
fund up to the $100,000,000 maximum. This, in my opinion, will 
erd the trouble. 
Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, the bill before us originated in the 
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o 
House of Representatives in response to an appeal made by the 
President in his message of the 20th of December last for aid at the 
hands of the Congress to meet the evils of our present financial 
system. 


[t presents a question familiar to us all in its varied phases; a 
question that occupied much of our time and attention during the 
special session of 1893, when we were called together to take action 
with reference to the operation of the act passed during President 
Harrison’s Administration generally known as the Sherman law. 

There were many of us then on this side of the Chamber who 
thought that the time had come for a change in our financial and 
coinage system upon the lines laid down in the Democratic plat- 
form adopted at Chicago, upon which platform we had but a few 
months before won a splendid political victory; but there were 
others who insisted that the financial disasters from which the 
country was then suffering were caused by the issue of Treasury 


notes under the Sherman law for the purchase of silver bullion, 
and that the repeal of the section of the law requiring the monthly 
purchase of the bullion would cause the storm to abate, revive con- 
fidence, restore activity to business, and result in a high degree of 
prosperity. 

The moneyed interests of the country and the newspapers urder 
their control took it upon themselves to censure those who were 
not satisfied with this proposition to repeal a single section of the 
law when we were pledged to the country to overthrow the finan- 
cial system embodied in the legislation as a cowardly makeshift 
because there was not an immediate response to their wishes. 
But, after a prolonged debate, the unconditional repeal of the 
section of the law which had been singled out for attack was ef- 
fected and the system which had been so severely condemned was 
allowed to remain upon the statute book, where it has continued 
to produce trouble, confusion, and disaster in the monetary affairs 
of the country. , 

The repeal of the purchasing clause did not produce the hopeful 
results which were promised to the country, and again the aid of 
the Congress is invoked to afford relief from the effects of the un- 
fortunate and vicious legislation which has come down to us from 
our predecessors. The bills that have been passed by the House 
of Representatives to meet the difficulties referred to in the Presi 
dent's message only propose temporary relief without undertakin 


to remove the causes of the oft returning financial disturbances 
| which hinder and retard the prosperity of our people. The one 
before us deals with only one phase of our financial difficulties. as 
did the act which was passed during the special session of 1890. 


The amendment deals with the whole question, and proposes to 
enlarge the basis for our money system by returning to a bimetal- 
lic policy. 

This question is national in its character,and must be definitely 
settled before we can reasonably hope for the reestablishment of 


la- 


tion. 

The great political parties of the country have all declared 
themselves in favor of bimetallism and the use of both gold and 
silver as standard money, but in spite of these declarations, made 
often and earnestly, the country continues upon a monometallic 


basis, and silver continues to occupy the subsidiary place in our 
mintage to which it was reduced more than twenty years ago. 


The first step toward a settlement is a proper and fair statement 


| of the issue, and nothing is gained by attempting to represent 


those who think that all the business and credit and money promises 
and obligations of the world should rest upon two metals instead 
of one as advocating dishonesty; nor is it fair to charge that the 
advocate of a restoration of silver to the place as a money metal 


which it held under our Constitution and laws prior to 1873 is a 
silver monometallist who desires to reduce our people to an in- 


| ferior civilization. There are a few silver monometallists in the 


United States, but they are not an influential class, nor are they 
likely to become so. 
The great body of the American people are bimetallists, without 


respect to party affiliations, if we are to judge from utterances of 
leading public men of all shades of political thought, and from 
the platform declarations of the great national parties in the clect 
oral contests which have been fought since the question has come 
prominently before the American people. Let us examine these 


declarations and the manner in which they have been fulfilled by 


| the representatives of the different parties intrusted with the ad- 


ministration of the Government. after publishing to the country 
these statements of the views and policy by which they were to be 
guided. 

Though silver was demonetized while the Republican party was 
in full possession of all the departments of the Government and 
responsible for the legislation enacted by Congress, the change to 
the single standard was never advocated in a Republican national 
convention before its accomplishment, nor was it afterwards men- 
tioned with commendation as one of the great achievements of the 
party. The first national convention that met after the passage 
of the act was in 1876. The platform makes reference to the re- 
sumption of specie payments and promises the redemption of United 
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States notes in coin, but there is no hint or suggestion that the 
recent statute had left gold as the only coin of redemption. Gold 
is only incidentally mentioned in the platform of 1880, when it is 
claimed that the Republican party ‘* has raised the value of our 
ee currency from 38 per cent to the par value of gold.” 

t speaks also of a ‘‘ solid-basis payment in coin for all the na- 
dhenal cbitastieunt” but there is no laudation of the act of 1873. 
It was passed by in silence. In 1884 the party declaration is for 
the establishment of an international standard which shall fix for 
all the relative value of gold and silver coinage. In bolder tone 
it is declared in 1888, ‘‘ The Republican party is in favor of the 
use of both gold and silver as money,” and an accusation was laid 
at the door of the Democratic Administration for “its efforts to de- 
monetize silver,” although it had been an accomplished and com- 
pleted act nearly twelve years before Mr. Cleveland became Presi- 
dent. In 1892 it was announced that ‘‘ the American people, from 
tradition and interest, favor bimetallism, and the Republican party 
demands the use of both gold and silver as a standard money.” 
In a subsequent clause the efforts to secure an international con- 
ference upon the subject are commended. 

There is no great difference between these declarations and 
those found in the platforms of successive campaigns proclaiming 
Democratic views and framed by Democratic hands during the 
same period, except that those in the latter series are rather more 
definite and emphatic. The first direct reference to the money 
standard in recent years is in the platform of 1880; the pledge was 
to ‘‘ honest money—consisting of gold and silver and paper con- 
vertible into coin on demand.” In 1884 a belief was declared “in 
honest money, the gold and silver coinage of the Constitution,” 
and a circulating medium convertible into such money without 
loss. This language was expressly reaffirmed in 1888. In 1892 
the language was, ‘‘ We hold to the use of both gold and silver as 
the standard money of the country, and to the coinage of both 
gold and silver without discriminating against either metal or 
charge for mintage.” It expressly insists upon ‘the dollar unit 
of nee of both metals—of equal intrinsic and exchangeable 
value,” 

The new political organization which first nominated a Presi- 
dential ticket in 1892 and styled itself ‘‘the People’s Party of 
America,” but more commonly known as Populists, also made a 

jatform declaration upon this subject demanding ‘‘ free and un- 

imited coinage of silver and gold at the present legal ratio of 16 
te 1.” Thus the sentiment in favor of the money system that ex- 
isted prior to the passage uf the demonetization act, which for a 
few years after that event was dormant and silent, has gradually 
been awakened and aroused as the effects of this legislation have 
developed and become manifest, until the representatives of the 
different political parties have presented to the country positive 
declarations in favor of the use of both gold and silver as standard 
money and pledged their different organizations to a bimetallic 
policy. It is indeed a remarkable fact that, notwithstanding the 
demonetization of silver and a continued adherence to a monome- 
tallic policy for more than twenty-two years, no political party 
has ever yct had the courage, if it has had the disposition, to go 
woe - American people upon a platform advocating the single 
standard, 

Butalthough the national political parties were slow and cautious 
in their platform declarations in favor of bimetallism, the evil effects 
of this legislation which destroyed one-half of our standard money 
were soon felt, though the cause was imperfectly understood, and 
efforts were made as early as 1876 to reestablish the free coinage 
of silver and again give it the same privileges at the mints which 

old has en ores he first bill having this purpose in view was 
introduced by the late Judge Kelley, a Pennsylvania Republican, 
whose name is familiar to the country by reason of his earnest 
advocacy of the cause of protection during a long service in the 
House of Representatives. Thiseffort in the Forty-third Congress 
failed, but a similar bill, introduced by Mr. Bland of Missouri, 
was passed by the next House of Representatives. In the Senate, 
through the active efforts of Senator Allison and others, this bill 
was transformed into a bill for the purchase of silver by the 
United States and its coinage into actlans to a limited amount. 
It became a law in February, 1878. 

These dollars were made dependent for their value, in part, upon 
the assurances of the Government, as the smaller silver coins have 
been treated in our system since 1853, and as nickel and copper are, 
and always have been, treated. This system of monthly silver 
purchases and restricted coinage failed inits purpose. Though it 
added to the country’s stock of oe coin, which served as 
money of circulation, this circulating medium did not possess the 
most valuable function of perfect money—it could not be used to 
redeem the promises and obligations of the Government, or of pri- 
vate individuals, as gold is used. In fact, it continued to bea 
mere commodity, and its enlarged use did not even arrest the 
downward tendency of its market value. 

Although there was no further legislation for twelve years, the 
friends of the double standard did not abandon their cause. The 
party platforms indicate from time to time the changes in pub- 
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lic sentiment upon the great questions which come before the 
country and the progress and advancement of any particular 
views, and the expressions upon the coinage question from 1880 to 
1892 afford an illustration. The law of 1878 satisfied neither po- 
litical party, but the public mind was diverted for a time by propo- 
sitions for international conferences to consult and endeavor to 
reach an ee under which the principal commercial nations 
of the world might restore silver to its former place in their coin- 
age systems with all the functions of money upon a uniform 
ratio. Threeofsuch conferences were called and held, but no such 
international agreement resulted from their deliberations. 

During this period of inaction the political power of the coun- 
try was divided between the two leading parties, and delay and 

,0stponement were the natural fruits of a divided “S panecaemety y. 

ut in 1889 the Republicans once more came into full possession 
of all the departments of the Government, and they had won 
their victory upon a oa as I have already shown, favoring 
the use of both gold and silver as money and condemning the 
policy of demonetization. Some affirmative action was necessary, 
and the Sherman law of 1890 was the result. It was based upon 
the same plan as the Bland-Allison Act, of purchasing and coin- 
ing silver on Government account; the purchases were to be made 
with Treasury notes instead of money, and a larger amount of 
bullion was to be purchased each month than was authorized by 
the former law. 

The measure originated in the House; in the Senate the Demo- 
cratic Senators, with the assistance of a number of Western Re- 
publicans, amended and changed it to a free-coinage bill, but 
when it went back to the House in this shape the silver-purchasing 
features were restored through the action of a committee of con- 
ference, and it became a law by Republican votes. This new leg- 
islation did not prove satisfactory to any interest or party. The 
price of silver increased while the debate continued and as long 
as there appeared to be a prospect of free coinage, but as soon as 
the new law went into force and its provisions became known the 
market began to decline even in the face of the increased demand 
created by the compulsory purchase of 4,500,000 ounces a month 
to comply with the law. 

The presentation of the Treasury notes used in its purchase for 
redemption in gold depleted the Treasury, the Democratic party 
denounced it as a cowardly makeshift, and even those who aided 
in its passage readily joined hands with some of its original ene- 
mies, three years later, in repealing the section which had at- 
tracted the Republican friends of silver to the support of the bill, 
and the purchase of silver bullion to be coined into dollars was 
abandoned. Those whoresisted the repeal did so upon the ground 
that the law should remain until some better system was agreed 
upon to take its place, and not because they favored the Sherman 
law as a proper settlement of the money question. 

The passage of this repealing act left the country with a large 
supply of silver bullion and of silver dollars coined under the two 
silver-purchasing laws—the latter worth much less than their face 
value, according to the market value of the metal they contained— 
but still with the single gold standard. The people had to be con- 
tent with a mere declaration, incorporated in the body of the law, 
that the efforts of the Government should be steadily directed to 
the establishment of a safe system of bimetallism, and it was de- 
clared to be the —- of the United States to continue the use of 
both gold and silver as standard money and to coin both gold and 
silver into money of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value. This 

ledged the country to the double standard of gold and silver, but 
Toft the single siandend of gold upon the statute book and the bat- 
tle still to be fought. 

The victory up to the present time remains with the monometal- 
lists. They secured the passage of the demonetization act, and 
are satisfied as long as it continues in force. The time spent in 
fruitless efforts to secure a settlement of the question by interna- 
tional conference and agreement and in vain experiments in sys- 
tems of silver purchasing and its limited coinage have enabled 
them to enjoy the advantages and profits of the single standard 
for twenty-two years. It is now proclaimed in some influential 
quarters that further legislation as to the basis of our money sys- 
tem is unnecessary; that the present system, based upon gold 
alone, is the best and only solution of the money question; that a 
double standard conveys no idea and is impracticable, and that 
those who seek to restore silver to its former status as a money 
metal are attempting to establish a dishonest dollar in the cur- 
rency of our country. 

The class of avowed gold monometallists is small in numbers, but 
when we remember that they overturned the coinage system of 
the country twenty-two years ago without the open aid of any po- 
litical party, and that in spite of the platform declarations of the 
principal political parties of the country and the able efforts of 
influential public men of all parties to the contrary, they have main- 
tained their single standard ever since, we must admit that they 
form an influential class. This is, in part at least, because their 
efforts are strengthened by another class, who assist in making bi- 
metallic platforms, who make earnest declarations in favor of the 
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double standard of gold and silver, but who when pressed to action 
take refuge in the dilatory policy of waiting for international ac- 
tion among the leading commercial nations of the world. 

In the early part of my remarks I stated that the great body of 
the American people are bimetallists, and so far as words and 
declarations go, I think I have proved my assertion. 
are not always used in exactly the same meaning, and sometimes 
an adroit reasoner, who desires to guide public thought and action 


in the direction where his political and financial interests lie, rather | 


than to develop the truth, will endeavor to gain an advantage by 
using terms inamisleading sense. Thus the word ‘“ bimetallism” 
is often used asif it meant merely the use of coins composed of two 
different metals in a system of coinage. 


wroperly be designated as quadrimetallic rather than bimetallic. 
| use bimetallism as meaning a system which employs coins of 


two metals as standard money at a fixed ratio, the two constitut- | 


ing a medium to which all obligations, promises, and liabilities 


may be reduced, each being a measure of values as well as a me- | 


dium of circulation, and a bimetallist is one who favors such a 
system. 

Mr. President, I understand that a recess is to be taken at 4 
o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). Such 
the Chair understands to have been the unanimous agreement of 
the Senate. 

Mr. PASCO. 
reached an appropriate point in my remarks, I prefer to yield 
now and to go on this evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (at 3 o’clock and 57 minutes p. m.). 
If there be no objection, the Senate will take a recess under the 
unanimous agreement of the Senate. 
tion, and the Senate takes a recess until 7:30 o’clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The Senate reassembled at half past 7 o’clock p. m.; and Mr. 
HaRRIs resumed the chair as Presiding Officer. 


AMENDMENT TO PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 


But words | 


: As nickel and copper | 
are used in our mintage, as well as gold and silver, it is manifest | 
that if this were the correct use of the word our system would | 
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As that hour has nearly arrived, and as I have | 


The Chair hears no objec- | 
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The platform can only mean the true bimetallism which uses the 
two coins on equal terms at a just ratio. If this were doubtful 
the doubt would disappear when we find the further declaration 
in favor of both gold and silver as a standard money. 

The Democratic platform holds ‘to the use of both gold and 
silver as the standard money of the country,” not to the use of 
one as a standard and the other as inferior and subsidiary. It 
holds to the coinage of both without discriminating against either 
metal, therefore bullion holders are entitled to like privileges 
whether they carry the yellow or the white metal to the mint. 
The former must, under existing law, be coined for the owner, 
and this has been the owner's right ever since the establishment 
of the mint; the owner of silver had the same right prior to 1873, 
and the manifest meaning of the platform declaration is to revive 
and renew this right. The further pledge is to restore this privi 





| lege to the owner of silver of having it coined ‘* without charge 


Ouly one thing is left unsettled—the ratio; and like the Repub- 
lican platform, it points to legislation as one of the means by 
which a parity between the two metals is to be established, and 
mentions also the other avenue to the desired result, by an inter- 


for mintage,” which can mean nothing else than free coinage 


| national agreement, which has been thrice attempted in vain. 


The law repealing the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act 
and setting forth the policy of the United States with respect to 
its currency also declares in favor of gold and silver as standard 
money. This statutory declaration, which became a law by the 
President’s approval on the 1st day of November, 1893, is as fol- 
lows: 

And it is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States to continue 
the use of both gold and silver as standard money, and to coin both gold and 
silver into money of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value, such equality to 
be secured through international agreement, or by such safeguards of legis 
lation as will insure the maintenance of the parity in value of th 
two metals, and the equal power of every dollar at all times in the m 
and in the payment of debts. And it is hereby further declared that 


ns Oo 





forts of the Government should be steadily directed to the establishment of 
uch a safe system of bimetallism as will maintain at all times the equal 
power of every dollar coined or issued by the United States in the markets 


and in the payment of debts. 

This section of the statute received the support and vote of 
every Senator cn both sides of the Chamber who is opposing the 
pending amendment, and the law of which it forms a part was ap- 


| proved by the President. 


proposed by him to the pension appropriation bill; which was re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The consideration of the regular 
order will be proceeded with, upon which the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Pasco] is entitled to the floor. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- | 


eration of the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin 
redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of in- 
debtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, a fair analysis of the Democratic 


and Republican platforms of 1892 will, I think, demonstrate that | 


both parties have pledged themselves to such a use of gold and 
silver in the national coinage; and the true meaning of the statu- 
tory declaration embodied in the law of 1893 repealing the pur- 
chasing clause of the Sherman law is in harmony with the same 
view. 

The Republicans— 

Commend the wise and patriotic steps already taken by our Government 
to secure an international conference to adopt such measures as will insure a 


= of value between gold and silver for use as money throughout the 
world. 


No such conference would be necessary to settle the value of 
metal to be used in making subsidiary coins, for their value de- 
pends upon the statutory obligations of the country which issues 
them and not upon the size or weight or shape of the coins, or the 
value or fineness of the material of which they are composed. 

The establishment of a parity between gold and silver is to form 
a basis of coinage in which coins of the same denomination and of 
different metals are to be of equal intrinsic value, without refer- 
ence to any governmental pledge, so that they may be used inter- 
changeably in the business affairs of our own people and in their 
commercial transactions with other nations. The purpose, then, 
of these international conferences was to reendow silver with all 
the functions of perfect money. But another clause in the plat- 
form shows that the party did not propose to wait longer for for- 
eignactiontorestore bimetallism. Itisdeclared that the American 
people favor it ‘‘from tradition and interest,” and that the use of 
the two metals as standard money on a parity of values is to be 
accomplished by provisions to be determined by legislation. His- 
tory as well as tradition teaches us that bimetallism in America 

meant something more than the use of two metals in a system 
of coinage, one of full money functions, the other subsidiary. 





The policy to which the Government pledged itself in this act 
was manifestly not to maintain the present silver dollar at its face 
value by any new legislation. Though its value as a piece of 
metal changes from day to day, according to the fluctuations of 
the market, and though the metal it contains has never been worth 
a dollar since the act of 1878 was passed, and at times has been 
worth less than half that amount, there has never been any de- 
preciation in the value of the coined dollar. The fiat of the Gov- 
ernment and the pledge and promise contained in the law as it 
existed when this act of 1893 was passed have been suflicient to 
maintain the coin at its face value, notwithstanding its light 
weight and the inferior market price of the metal of which it is 
composed. There was no inconvenience of this sort to be reme- 
died by legislation, and there was another end in view when Con- 
gress made this declaration of the financial policy of the United 
States, which is plainly disclosed in the act. 

The policy of the Government is declared to be to coin money 
of both metals of equal intrinsic value. When this is done, the 
market value of the metal contained in a gold dollar and the 
market value of the metal contained in the silver dollar will be 
the same, and such a system will maintain the equal power of 
every dollar coined by the United States, whether in the markets 
of the country or in the discharge of public and private obliga- 
tions, and the paper obligations issued by the Government resting 
upon this broad and double basis will pass current as a part of 
the circulating medium as readily as the coins in which it is re- 
deemable. 

The statutory pledge of the Government to establish such a safe 
system of bimetallism as will give the people gold and silver dollars 
not equal merely in exchangeable value by the fiat and pledge of 
the Government, but equal and self-sustaining because of the 
equality in commercial value of the material of which they are 
composed, is, like the platform pledges of the two great parties, 
still unfulfilled. The same two avenues by which the country is 
to return to the bimetallic system are indicated in the law as in 
the platforms, legislation, and the thrice-tried international con- 
ference. The former only is entirely within our control, and it is 
nowhere suggested in platform or law that the legislative avenue 
is impassable. The Republican party came into power in 1888 
holding forth the promise of a change, but they gave the country 
only a modification and extension of the silver-purchasing policy, 
and for thisand other causes they lost the confidence of the people. 
The Democrats in 1892 denounced this Republican legislation asa 
cowardly makeshift, promised the people a dollar unit of both 
metals of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value. But this cow- 
ardly makeshift is still the law of the land, and the subsidiary 
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silver dollar whose intrinsic value is but half that of its gold name- 
sake is a lawful coin. retaining its exchangeable value because of 
the pledge of the Government, 

I think I have clearly snown that these platform and statutory 
declarations all point to the restoration of a bimetallic system of 
money, in which silver shall be restored to the place it occupied 
in our mintage —_—s to 1873 on equal terms with gold, which means 
the free and unlimited coinage of both metals as the remedy for 
the financial ills of the country. 

The demands of the people in tavor of the restoration of their 
constitutional money have reached the ears of their delegates in 
these national conventions, as they have assembled every four years 
and have found expression in these platforms, but without any 
practical results thus far. The effects of the demonetization con- 
tinue to bear disastrously upon the country. The prices of our 
staple products and the wages of our agricultural laborers have 
been tending downward, and no otber satisfactory explanation has 
been given for the decline than the destruction of a large part of 
the standard money and the resulting increase in value of the resi- 
due, which increase is manifest in its larger purchasing power. 

The monometailist sometimes points to a temporary improve- 
ment in prices to refute the opinion that this is an influential 
cause of shrinking values, but an examination of the causes of an 
improved market will show that other elements of value have 
acted favorably, and it has never been claimed that the reduction 
of our money system to a gold basis is the solecause of the shrink- 
age inprices. An enlarged demand or a diminished supply will 
easily account for a temporary improvement; and thus a partial 
failure in crops, drought, blight, mildew, or the bollworm may 
temporarily neutralize the palsying effect of an insufficient and 
shrinking basis upon which the currency of the country rests, and 
the fortunate ones who escape the full effects of the calamity reap 
a benefit from its results. 

The disastrous effects of the change to a monometallic basis are 
felt in another direction. As the remaining metal increases in 
purchasing power the value of all long-time obligations increases, 
and the debtor finds his burdens constantly growing larger. Pub- 
lic as well as private obligations are thus affected, and a heavier 
drain is made upon the resources of cities, counties, States, and 
the whole country to meet the interest and principal of bonds 
which have to be paid by taxation upon the labor and industry 
and resources of the citizen. : 

It would take three times as much cotton to pay a debt at the 
average price in New York of thecrop of 1894 to 1895 as at the 

rice of the crop of 1872 to 1873, the last crop marketed before the 

emonetization of silver, and the general tendency of the market 
has been downward since that year. The last crop has not been 
fully marketed, and the statistics will not be e up for a few 
months. They will show an improvement upon the price of last 
year, caused by a bad crop year and a short crop, and, as I have 
already said, the amount of the supply is an element in settling 
the price of a commodity. 

But this monometallic system is resulting in another serious 
burden upon the American people. As the insufficiency of the 
supply of gold to form a basis for the business of the commercial 
nations becomes more and more apparent, it is sought for with in- 
creased eagerness and industry, and it tends toward the creditor 
nations and themoney kingsofthe world. The facility with which 
our supply can be redu and exhausted under the regulations 
and practice of the Treasury Department has encour. the gold 
speculators to make frequent and continuous raids upon thestock 
kept by the Government, and a profit is made by exporting it. 
From 1889 to 1895 gold coin and bullion to the amount of $465,574,843 
was sent abroad. 

The resumption act of January 14, 1875, provided for the redemp- 
tion in coin of the legal-tender notes then outstanding when pre- 
sented for that purpose at the office of the assistant treasurer in 
New York in sums of $50. The Sherman law of 1890 provided for 
the redemption in gold or silver coin at the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury notes issued under it for the purchase of sil- 
ver bullion. But there was added to this provision a declaration 
that it was the established policy of the United States to maintain 
the two metals on a parity with each other u the existing ratio 
of 16 to 1 or such ratio as might be thereafter provided by law. 
This law was passed during the Administration of President Har- 
rison, and this declaration has been treated by the Secretary of 
the Treasury and his successor under the present Administration 
as a legislative mandate to redeem the Treasury notes as well as 
the legal-tender notes in gold whenever the holders of these obli- 
gations presented them and demanded gold coin from the Treas- 
ury: 





But this declaration was coupled with no provision for a con- 
stant supply of gold to carry it into effect, and a fund which has 
been kept in the Treasury ever since the passage of the resump- 
tion act of January 14, 1875, under a construction of that act has 
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been resorted to for the redemption of these obligations when 
presented. 

As a matter of fact, thisfund, which is constantly referred to and 
designated as a reserve fund and is suposed to contain $100,000,000, 
has never had a separate existence. anc its amount has constantly 
been changing. In 1877 and 1878 the Secretary of the Treasury 
sold United States bonds for resumption purposes to the amount 
of $75,500,000, and the proceeds were deposited with the general 
cash in the Treasury; this seems to have been the origin of the 
so-called fund, and ever since the Secretary has endeavored to 
keep a surplus of gold in the Treasury as nearly as possible to this 
amount. 

Under the discretion granted to the Secretary and already re- 
ferred to, he has the authority to coin the silver bullion purchased 
with the Treasury notes authorized by the Sherman law and to 
use this coin in redeeming them, but he has deemed it his duty to 
redeem the notes in the coin called for by the holders of the notes 
because the policy of the Government declared in the act to keep 
the two metals at a parity could, in his opinion, only be thus 
maintained. It would seem that the same reasoning upon which 
this opinion rests requires the silver certificates also to be re- 
deemed in gold, but up to the present time this has not been done. 

The present Secretary in a recent communication to the Senate, 
dated January 11, 1896, gives the following history of this fund: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 11, 1890. 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate resolution 
dated the 3d instant, as follows: 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of the sreauery be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate if the sum of $100,000,000, or any part thereof, has at 
any time since the establishment of the so-called gold reserve been actually 
segregated or set epart from the other currency or money in the Treasury 
Department, in gold coin, or gold coin and gold certificates, or either, for the 
redemption of the legal-tender notes and different forms of paper money of 
the Government; and when and by what act of Congress, giving the title of 
the act and the date of its approval, said so-called gold reserve was estab- 
lished, and if not established by act of Congress, state by what authority, if 
any, it was established.” 

In reply thereto the Senate is respectfully informed that at no time since 
the establishment of the so-called gold reserve has the sum of $100,000,000, or 
any sum, been segregated or set apart from the general cash in the Treasury 
for the ee of the legal-tender notes of the United States, or for the 
redemption of any other form of paper money for which the United States 
is liable. There is no provision of law requiring a separate fund or separate 
account to be kept, and all moneys received into the Treasury, from what- 
ever source, are deposited in the general cash. The fund for the eoceenpt ion 
of United States notes was accumulated under authority of the act of Janu- 
ary * 1875, which directed the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and 
provide for such redemption on the Ist aan January, 1879. No specific sum 
was prescribed, but the Secretary of the Treasury was authorized to use the 
surplus revenues, from time to time to sell certain descriptions of bonds to 
an extent nece to carry the act into full effect. 

In the exercise of the discretion thus conferred upon him the Secretary 
sold for resumption purposes in 1877 and 1878 United States 4 per cent and 4} 
= cent bonds to the amount of $95,500,000 and deposited the proceeds, $96,000, - 

in gold, in the general cash in the Treasury. This, with other gold which 

had been received as surplus revenue, constituted the fund prepared and 

xrovided by the Secretary of the Treasury for the redemption directed in 
he act of January 14, 1875. 

The existence of the reserve fund was pa recognized from the time 
of its establishment, as above stated, and one of the measures adopted by the 
Secretary of the aeons to prevent its unnecessary depletion was the dis 
continuance of the issue of the gold certificates authorized by the act of March 
3, 1863. This act authorized but did not direct such issue. 

Some inconvenience resulted from this discontinuance, and by section 12 
of the bank act of July 12, 1882, the Secretary was authorized and directed to 
receive deposits of gold coin and bullion and to issue certificates therefor; 
but it was provided “that the Secretary of the Treasury shall suspend the 
issue of such gold certificates whenever the amount of gold coin and gold 
bullion in the freasury reserved for the redemption of United States notes 
falls below $100,000,000," 

No other reference to the reserve fund is contained in the laws of the 
vane States. tan 

ery respectfully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

Under this view of his duty the Secretary redeems in gold, when- 
ever it is demanded, the legal-tender and Treasury notes that are 

resented to him, and whenever this so-called reserve fund is re- 

uced to what is regarded as the danger point United States 
bonds are sold for gold and the supply of the Government is 
replenished, to be again reduced, when the same or other notes 
are again presented with a demand for their redemption, and by 
this never-ending process, appropriately denominated an endless 
chain, the gold is kept constantly flowing into and out of the Treas- 
ury without accomplishing any permanent results. The Presi- 
dent is engaged in a task as hopeless as the labor of Sisyphus. 
The bond ebt of the country has been increased to the amount 
of about $162,000,000 in less than three years, to keep up this sys- 
tem of redemption, and a further increase of $100,000,000 is now 
being provided for. The interest — this new indebtedness will 
be an additional annual burden of more than $10,000,000 upon 
the taxpayers of the country, and the only method of escape from 
a constant increase of this burden that is ee by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is to retire the legal-tender notes and leave 
the circulation to the banks, thus shifting the troublesome and 
costly work of redemption upon these institutions, and largely 
increasing the in -bearing indebtedness of the Government. 





1896. 


The adoption of this policy would deprive the people of a sate 
and useful circulating medium, contract the currency to an ex- 
tent that would threaten universal bankruptcy, give the banking 
corporations the dangerous power of regulating and controlling 
the volume of money in circulation, and add $500,000,000 to our 
bonded indebtedness. 

The House has declined to adopt this policy and has offered a 

lan of relief comprised in two bills. 

The one before us continues the bond policy and authorizes the 
issue of 3 per cent bonds from time to time to an amount limited 
only by the discretion of the Secretary, payable in coin, the pro- 
ceeds to be used only for the redemption of the legal-tender notes. 
There is no provision that they are to be sold for gold, and the 
Secretary is left to exercise the implied authority thus to sellthem 
under which he has heretofore acted with reference to the recent 
issues of bonds. The proceeds of these bonds are to be segregated 
from the other funds in the Treasury and are to constitute a re- 
serve fund in fact and not merely in name. 

The legal-tender notes may be reissued when redeemed with the 
gold thus obtaifed, but the bill does not provide any way of get- 
ting them into circulation. As long as gold is regarded as more 

valuable than paper money and is sought after by the redemption 

rocess as a means of profit and gain there will be no large demand 
for their reissue in exchange for gold, and they must be withheld 
from circulation and be allowed to accumulate and increase in the 
Treasury and be as effectually retired and withdrawn from the 
active business of the country as if the law provided for and. di- 
rected their cancellation. Thus the law will enable the Secretary 
to accomplish his plan of retiring the legal-tender notes indirectly, 
while in terms it forbids their retirement. 

The second section provides certificates of indebtedness drawing 
8 per cent interest, to be issued by the Secretary to an amount not 
to exceed $50,000,000 to provide for any temporary deficiency, but 
as there is at present a surplus of about $120,000,000 besides the 
reserve fund and no deficiency is likely to arise within the next 


few years, the proposed legislation seems premature, and at the | 


present time altogether unnecessary. 

It has been often alleged that the restoration of silver toits coin- 
age privilege would have the effect to drive the gold out of the 
country, but the gold is leaving without waiting for such restora- 
tion, and at a time when legislation to bring about such action is 
known to be impossible. If this exodus of gold is adverse to our 
business interests, it must be remembered that it has come to us 
under the existing system of coinage. Gold, as a circulating me- 
dium, has already disappeared in ordinary business operations, 
both in the form of coin and of gold certificates. It is rarely now 
presented, even at the custom-houses, in payment of import du- 
ties. It is controlled mainly by bankers and financiers, individ- 
ually and combined in syndicates, and comparatively a few men, 


working together with a common purpose in view, can control its | 


movements. As long as they find it profitable to move American 
gold to Europe and to furnish our Treasury with a new supply 
for a valuable consideration, the present movements will con- 
tinue; and there ought to be some better remedy than a surrender 
of our legal-tender circulation or a continuous increase of our 
bonded indebtedness. 

Even if the legal-tender notes should be retired by direct legis- 
lation or indirectly by the operation of the bill as it came from 
the House, what assurance have we that the Secretary of the 
Treasury or some successor will not construe the parity declara- 
tion of the Sherman law as a mandate to redeem the silver certifi- 
cates in gold, and thus continue the movement of the endless 
chain till they, too, are retired and the bonded indebtedness is still 
further increased? Practically all the business of the people is 
now carried on in these certificates and the silver coin which they 
represent. The Government pays them out for salaries, pen- 
sions, and in discharge of its ordinary business obligations; the 
Feld is reserved for those who keep the endless chain in motion. 


the holders of the silver certificates were to follow the course | 


marked out by the holders of the legal-tender notes and demand 
that their parity with gold obligations be maintained in the same 
manner that the gold value of Treasury notes is demonstrated, 


the reserve would melt like snow in summer if the Secretary con- | 


tinned the present governmental policy, and consistency would 
require its continuance. 
The true remedy for the existing condition of our currency is a 


return to bimetallism. The coinage will then rest upon a founda- | 


tionof gold and silver dollars equal in intrinsic and exchangeable 
value, and with this broad basis of support the paper money of the 
Government, redeemable in either coin, will cease to be a cause of 


em ent. Ishall vote for the Senate amendment to the bill, 
in the hope that we can return to the former ratio of 16 to 1 with 
safety. I do not feel that that particular ratio is sacred, and if, 


after a careful investigation of the question of ratio and parity, 
it should seem to be manifest that the French ratio of 154 to 1, or 
some other ratio that placed the value of silver lower would secure 
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a safer system of bimetallism, I would prefer such ratio. I regret 
that those who profess a belief in bimetallism and who have fou 
the battles of Democracy upon the platforms to which I have al 
ready called attention, and who regard the committee amendment 
as unsafe, do not offer us a better pian, in harmony with Demo- 
cratic precedents and party promises. Whenit becomes manifest 
that the platform pledges made to the people upon 


this sul iect by 


all political parties are to be redeemed, the question of ratio will 
not be in the way of their fulfillment. Meanwhile I shall continue 
my efforts to reach bimetallism by acting with those w) elieve 


that the parity of the two metals can be maintained in the fut 
at 16 to 1 as it was in the past. 

This system of free coinage of gold and silver without limit or 
restriction as to amount prevailed from 1792 to 1873, a period of 
eighty-one years. The ratio fixed first at 15 to 1 continued till 
1834. During this period the European coinage ratio was 15} to 1, 
and it would have been best to have established the American 
coinage of the two precious metals upon this same ratio. While 
this ratio osntinasl from 1792 to 1834, the bullion value of the two 
metals varied from 15 in 1793 to 16.25 in 1813, as shown in the 
tables of A. Sootbeer, a statistician of recognized authority. The 
average ratio of the bullion values for the forty-two years was 
15.6. 

The ratio was changed in the United States in 1834 by reducing 
the amount of gold in the coins, and a ratio of 16 to 1 was estab- 
lished, going as far below the European ratio as the act of 1742 
was above that ratio. Under this system, until the demonetiza- 
tion of silver in 1873, a period of thirty-nine years, the two metals 
varied from 15.19 in 1859 to 15.93 in 1843. The average ratio was 
15.59. These figures indicate that whatever confusion and incon- 
venience prevailed in our coinage system was caused by our es- 
tablishing a ratio which did not agree with that in use by other 
commercial nations, and made silver more valuable abroad than 
in the United States. At the time of the demonetization of silver 
in 1873 there had been no decline below the face value of that 
metal. The valueof a silver dollar in gold in 1872 was $1.0225, as 
shown inatable prepared from the records of the mint. During 
1873 it fell to $1.0046. The decline since then has been steady and 
continuous, as indicated by the following figures, which give its 
bullion value in different years: 


ire 
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Silver was demonetized in England in 1816, but notwithstand- 
ing the commercial interests of that country and her vast foreign 
trade, her action seems to have produced but little effect upon our 
coinage, and for fifty-seven years after this action our mint was 
open to the coinage of silver without disturbance to the business 
interests of the country. This experience of eighty-one years, in 
war and in peace, with and without the cooperation of England, 
during periods of financial disaster and panic as well as during 
periods of prosperity, shows that some reasons existed for de- 
monetization that were not made known to the people when the 
act of demonetization was passed. 

Silver and gold had been coined at our mints on equal terms 
during all this period, and the widest variation of values was 1} 
cents, and with the omission of two years the variation had been 
but 1 cent. Even the discoveries of gold in California and Aus- 
tralia and the opening of the rich silver mines in the West did 
not cause any sudden change of ratio or materially affect our mone- 
tary system. But immediately after silver lost its money func- 
tion and its coinage was discontinued, except as subsidiary money, 
as nickel and copper are coined, its value began to diminish. 

The only apparent reason for the beginning of this decline was 
the loss of the money function. The restoration of this function 
will manifestly increase its value and those who maintain that it 
will at once regain its former value may be correct. Experience 
teaches that the effect will be to give a comparatively steady 
value to silver when it ceases to be a mere commodity, and the 
increment in its price caused by its recognition at the mints as a 
money metal will soon appear. If the result shows that some dif- 
ferent ratio from that now proposed is required to keep coins of 
both metals in circulation on equal terms, such ratio should be 
ultimately adopted. 

Among the many charges which are being constantly made by 
those who use their influence to continue the gold standard is 
that the movement in favor of the restoration of silver to its mint 
privileges is solely in the interest of owners of silver mines. The 
people in the State which I have the honor in part to represent 
and in the section of country where my home is own no silver 
mines and have no pecuniary interest in the results of silver min 
ing. Their interest in silver is the general benefit that will come 
to the people of the United States by its use as standard money so 
that the business of the whole country may rest upon a surer and 
broader basis. The profit that may come to mine owners is inci- 
dental; it might be urged that owners of gold mines will be bene- 
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fited by a continuance of the monometallic system. But this 
great question is not to be decided by paltry considerations of this 
character. If it were I might call attention to the vast amount 
of silver belonging to the people of the United States, warehoused 
in the Treasury under the operation of the silver-purchasing laws, 
which would get the benetit of an increment to its value by the 
restoration of its money function. 

The ultimate settlement of this great question must be upon 
the foundation of right and justice. The creditor class at home 
and abroad who, under the present system, see the long-time ob- 
ligations which belong to them grow more and more valuable as 
the years roll on without any new consideration passing from 
them to their unfortunate debtors, earnestly desire its continuance, 
and insolently assail those who insist upon a return to the double 
standard anda restoration of silver to its mint privileges on equal 
terms with gold without discrimination against either metal as 
impracticable if not dishonest. They affect to believe that the 
people have lost interest in the subject and have accepted the 
single gold standard as the best possible solution of the question. 
They attempt to belittle those who are standing faithfully by the 
platform obligations of their =o and their pledges to the people 
whom they represent, and falsely charge that they are acting 
against the wishes and interests of the people of their States. 
They threaten to use their power and wealth and influence in the 
States where such Senators reside to defeat their reelection if they 
do not ‘‘come out hearty and strong” for what they are pleased 
to denominate ‘‘ sound money.” 

The Democrats of Florida fought out the campaign of 1892, one 
of the results of which was my reelection as a member of this body, 
upon the national platform of the party which I have already re- 
cited and analyzed and upon a State platform one plank of which 
expressly reaffirmed the national platform of 1888 and another 
plank demanded ‘‘the unlimited coinage of silver.” During the 
———- of 1894 I went from county to county to address the 
people, as far as I had time and opportunity after the adjournment 
of Congress, and told them what I had done here during the con- 
test over the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman law, 
and my course was everywhere sustained and indorsed. The 
vast majority of the people of the State, without respect to party 
affiliations, are bimvtallists and favor the free coinage of silver on 
such a ratio as is just and fair. Newspaper writers in other States 
who allege to the contrary are attempting to deceive their readers 
or are not properly informed as to the views and sentiments of 
our people upon the subject. 

Mr. President, they who believe in a true system of bimetallism, 
in which gold and silver are admitted to free mintage on equal 
terms, are as honest as those claim to be who have fastened gold 
monometallism upon the country, and who are striving for its per- 
petuation. Itis with thisfeeling of respect for one another that the 
subject is generally discussed upon this floor, and it will be well 
for the interests of the whole country to realize that the dividin 
line between those who favor both gold and silver as the standar 
money of the country and those who favor gold alone as the stand- 
ard is not a line which separates honesty and dishonesty. The 
obligations of the Government should be carried out according to 
their true meaning and effect, and they will be, but a system which 
has been tried for twenty-two years and more and has resulted 
disastrously to our people, a to our large agricultural 
interests, ought to be abandoned and the gold and silver coinage 
which was authorized by the Constitution and the early legisla- 
tion of the country should be restored. History and experience 
have demonstrated the wisdom of the early fathers in establishing 
it, and we have abundant reason to believe that business activity 
and commercial ener will follow its restoration. 

Mr. CAFFERY. r. President—— 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Louisiana yield to mea 
moment, that I may offer an amendment? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr, PALMER. I send to the desk an amendment which I ask 
to have read and printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Amendment proposed by Mr. PALMER to the substitute reported by the 
Finance Committee to House bill No. . 

Amend the bill by adding after the words “ seventy-eight,"’ in line 11 of page 
5 of the bill, the following: 

“But itis the dectared | policy of the United States to maintain the parity 
between the = coi of of stan gold and the dollar of 412} grains 
of standard silver, authorized to be coined by the first section of this act, and 
to maintain the equal power of the said silver dollars of —— _preme of stand- 
ard silver and the gold dollar of 2544 grains of standard in the markets 
and in the payment of debts. And the Secretary of the Recnary is directed 
to exercise the discretion given to him by the fourth section of this act, so as, 
= A judgment, to best advance and promote the policy hereinbefore de- 
c _ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table for the present. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, with more money in the Treas- 


=y than is necessary to defray current expenses and meet the 
obligations of the Government, but with a financial situation that 
is a constant menace to the gold reserve, the President asks for leg- 
islation to relieve the country from this abnormal state of affairs. 
He points to the greenbacks and the Treasury notes as the source 
of danger, and recommends their retirement and their funding 
oe bonds to form the basis of a currency adequate, safe, and 
elastic. 

The House responds by a bill to increase revenue, and another to 
authorize emergency 8 per cent Treasury bonds, not exceeding 
$50,000,000. 

The Senate Finance Committee responds by a free silver coinage 
bill at 16 to 1. ; 

This is the situation. From the persistence with which the sil- 
ver advocates have pushed their free-coinage scheme, and the un- 
wavering fidelity and ability with which they have maintained it, 
in and out of Congress, no one can doubt their sincerity; but can 
we say the same of the Republicans who claim to stand for sound 
money? 

The act of 1875 provided for the resumption of specie payment 
and the redemption of the greenbacks. 

The act of 1878 prohibited the final redemption of the green- 
backs not then redeemed, and commanded the Secretary of the 
Treasury to reissue them. The language is mandatory. It is as 
follows: 

When any of said notes may be redeemed or be received into the Treasury, 
under any law, from any source whatever, and shall belong to the United 
States, they shall not be retired, canceled, or destroyed, but they shall be 
reissued and kept again in circulation. 

Yet the veteran Senator from Ohio, Mr. SHERMAN, tells us, in 
his speech delivered in the Senate on January 3, the language of 
the act is permissive; in other words, the Secretary may reissue 
them, but he need not. He may take them into the Treasury, 
and may keep them there for an indefinite period. Perhaps in- 
genuity can construe language against itself, but it is difficult to 
construe a Senator against himself. These difficult feats haye 
nearly been accomplished by the distinguished Senator from Ohio, 
who with graceful agility has not only jumped over the statute, 
but has practically jumped over his own construction of it. 

The amount of greenbacks redeemed and reissued since the act 
of 1878 shows conclusively that the Senator from Ohio is wrong 
by the statute and wrong by his own construction. Hear him: 

A note redeemed by coin is in the Treasury and subject to the same law as 
if received for taxes or a bank note redeemed by the corporation issuing it 


Authority to reissue does not depend on the mode in which it is returned to 
the Treasury.—Report of Secretary Sherman of 1877. 


Now, when notes are in the Treasury and the Secretary can re- 
issue them, notwithstanding their mode of entrance, the Senator 
knows that the dues of the Government to its creditors compel the 
reissue and that the notes can not, in the nature of things, remain 
piled up there. To do so would be, first, a violation of law, and, 
second, a violation of sound policy. It would illegally contract 
the currency and bring about surreptitiously and illegally a retire- 
ment of notes which the present law requires to be constantly 
kept in circulation. Besides, the constant and uninterrupted 
practice of each Secretary of the Treasury has been to reissue the 
greenbacks, which would of itself, were the language of the statute 
ambiguous, form a precedent for the action of the present Sec- 
retary. 

In the speech of the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
in the Senate on the 22d instant, he said: 


If the Senator will get up here and say that in his judgment the mainte- 
nance of the gold standard and the maintenance of $100,000,000 in the reserve is 
compenenaien for what we suffer in the issuing of from twoto three hundred 
million dollarsa year of bonds, that will be all right; we shall know when to 
meetit. What I complain of is that on this side of the Chamber the majority of 
the ene areabsolutely withouta policy. You have not gotany and you 
willnot have one now. You dare not redeem the greenbacks; that you know 
would afford yourelief. You dare not go before the public in 1896 with your 
candidate on that kind of a platform; you know where you wouldland. You 
would be landed where the Democrats were landed at the last election and 
where they expect to be landed now if we do not make some such blunder as 
that. You areafraid todo that. A majority of the gold men in this Chamber 
believe it ought tobe done. You are in sympathy with the President, in my 
judgment, on that point, and if you are going to maintain the gold standard 

repeat what I said before, that is the logical and only way out of it, unless 
you are willing to increase the public debt just as long as men will buy bonds 
at 3 per cent, or 5 per cent, or any other rate per cent. 


This is the deliberate attack of a Republican Senator, of great 
and acknowledged ability, on the cowardly attitude of the reputed 
sound-money Republicans on the money question of the day. _ 

Here is what a distinguished Democrat, the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEsT], says: 


We are now anenged in an irrepressible financial conflict, a conflict as irre- 
pressible as that which marched the armies of the North and South in the 
civil war. I trust that the arbitrament may not be by violence; I ee and 
believe that it will not be; but the conflict is just as irrepressible, and must 
be fought out to the last extremity between those of us who believe in re- 
taining silver as standard money of redemption and those who believe in the 
single gold standard and the use of silver only as fractional coin. All at- 
tempts to evade this issue are impossible. 


1896. 
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So it appears that from a leading silver Republican and a lead- 
ing silver Democrat we have the square issue presented of keeping 
up the reserve, retiring greenbacks, or going to a silver basis. 

The silver advocates conscientiously think that a silver basis is 
a financial heaven, where the streets of the New Jerusalem are 
paved with silver. The gold Democrats and gold Republicans 
think that such a heaven were worse than a financial hell. They 
want the streets of the New Jerusalem paved with gold, as the 
Scriptures have it. 

Mr. President, the Republican party quailed before what it 
thought to be popular opposition when they passed the act of 
1878, which partially destroyed the act of 1875. They quail now, 
when, after adopting another bad act, that of July, 1890, adding to 
the difficulties of maintaining the reserve and a gold standard, they 
refuse to do the only wise thing left to be done, namely, retire the 


greenbacks and provide an automatic bank issue based for redemp- | 


tion on the bonds into which the greenbacks must be funded. 

There is a majority of Republicans ostensibly for sound money; 
there is a minority of Democrats in this body in favor of sound 
money, according to our vocabulary. 


its paper war debt except the United States. It hangs over our 
finances like a dark cloud filled with elements of destruction, 
ready to burst at any moment and devastate the country. 


In | 


vain does the Republican party point to a deficiency of revenue | 


and say with trembling lips, pile on more taxes and the reserve 


us. 
standard with destruction; the silent force of economic law 
brooks no trifling expedients to arrest its course; the fiat of eco- 


forth from the same high authority that the fear of depreciation 
will have the same effect. 

The expedient of the senior Senator from Ohio to pile up taxa- 
tion, get the Treasury full of greenbacks, and hold them is simply 
to afford a refuge for the Republican party from the fierce attacks 
of the silver men and divert the issue to tariff. 

The President is between two fires. To keep up the gold reserve 


he is compeiled to issue bonds; to redeem greenbacks and Treas- | 


ury notes in silver is to go to a silver basis. It is infinitely better 


to keep our present standard than to incur the enormous ills of a | 
The | 


silver basis. Every security, every debt, would be halved. 
foundation of our vast financial and industrial fabric would be 
shaken. 

To sell bonds means entailing a burden on the future; it may 
mean a useless volume of paper in the Treasury temporarily. But 
as the apprehension of a silver basis is the cause of our troubles, 


the wise and courageous policy of the President to maintain the | 


reserve by the sale of bonds will inspire confidence, gold raiding 
will cease, and business resume its normal régime. 
That gold withdrawals from the Treasury is the effect of fear 


as to the soundness of the currency is shown from the periods of | 


largest exports of gold corresponding with periods of apprehen- 
sion and alarm. 

In 1892 the excess of exports of gold over imports was $495,873. 
The excess of exports of merchandise over imports for the same 
year was $202,875,686. In 1893 the excess of exports of gold over 
imports was $87,506,463. The excess of imports of merchandise 
over export swas $18,737,728. In 1894 the excess of the exports of 
gold over imports was $4,528,942. The excess of exports of mer- 
chandise over imports was $237,145,950. 

So it appears that with the balance of trade in our favor for 
three years to the extent of $411,283,908, there was an export of 
gold over import for the same period of $92,531,278. 

These figures are taken from the Statistical Abstract for 1894. 
This puts to flight the theory of the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
NELSON} that the cause of financial troubles is the balance of 
trade being against us for the last few years. 

Gold ought to have been imported to settle this balance, if our 
gold standard were not constantly threatened. 

There is no danger of contracting the currency by getting all the 
greenbacks and Treasury notes into the Treasury. They would 
not be there long enough to work much damage. 

If gold withdrawals go on, as the Senator from Georgia wes 
Bacon] says, and bonds are sold to keep up the reserve, and there 
be a scarcity of currency in consequence, the demand for it for 
exchanges will be too great to allow the endless-chain operation 
to goon. If the currency is all congested in the Treasury, the 
custom dues and internal-revenue taxes will have to be paid in 
gold or silver, and so, as the gold is paid in, the Treasury can 
afford to redeem the greenbacks with it without impairing the 
reserve. 

For preventing the basis of sixty-five billions of wealth to be 
seriously threatened and shrinking its value to the extent of all 
tiat portion of it represented by securities the people of this and 
future times will call President Cleveland a wise and patriotic 


The ceaseless working of an inexorable law assails the gold | 





man. He can only effect this by the sale of bonds, Congress re- 
fusing to pass laws to remove the source of danger. 

The device of piling up taxes by more tariff when the Treasury 
is threatened with a plethora of paper money is like pouring water 
in a vessel already full. 

Mr. President, is the fear well founded that the silver forces 
are strong enough to bring about a silver basis? 

No one can say that there i; not some remote danger of sucha 
result, for the organization, strength, and numbers of the silver 
movement are acknowledged of all men. 

While I think that the free coinage of silver is franght with 
more evils than imagination can picture, more than ever it could 
or did bring in any period or in any country, there is a legion of 
honest, intelligent men who think just the opposite. 

| fondly hoped that the discussion which has gone on in Con- 
gress, on the hustings, in the press, in lecture rooms, and in peri- 
odicals, would ere this have dispelled the delusions which have 
captured the judgment of a large portion of our people. 

1 set up no superior knowledge, I claim noinfallibility, but with 


g to C the best light that my intellect furnishes I firmly adhere to the pres- 
Every highly civilized nation on the face of the globe has funded 


ent standard of our country; the standard of the civilized com- 
mercial world; the gold standard, with silver as subsidiary money, 
with the full legal-tender quality it now has, and to the amount 
now existing. 

The free-coinage advocates hold that the gold standard adopted 


; ; 1 | by statute in 1873 cut off half of the metallic money of the United 
is safe; in vain do they say that the balance of trade is against | 


| 





States, and that its adoption by Europe cut off half of the metallic 
money of the world; they hold that silver at a fixed ratio had cir- 
culated pari passu with gold, until its ‘‘ taking off,” for over four 


| hundred years; that the mint rates always regulated and con- 
nomic law has long since gone forth, that depreciated paper and 
depreciated coin will drive out a superior coin; the fiat has gone | 


trolled the commercial rates, and will always do so. They hold 
that ‘‘ cutting off” silver left the money function on gold alone, 
which consequently appreciated, has appreciated ever since, and 
will always appreciate, as the supply is unequal to the demand. 

They aver stoutly that there was and isa conspiracy of the money 
power in behalf of gold and against silver, whereby the poor are 
made poorer and the rich richer; that prices have gone down to 
starvation figures, and that the people mourn for silver as Rachel 
mourned for her children. They draw such dreadful pictures of 
all gold countries, ground beneath the heel of a remorseless gold 
despotism, as to make many of them sigh for the silver solitudes 
of Mexico and the silver glories of Japan and Venezuela. 

A distinguished advocate of silver in this body, quoting the 
statusof Franceas ashining example of alleged bimetallism, says— 


| I quote from Senator JONEs of Arkansas in a late speech: 


In the June number of the North American Review the great English statis- 
tician, Mulhall, said: 

‘If we take a survey of mankind in ancient or modern times as regards the 
physical, mechanical, and intellectual force of nations we find nothing to com- 
pare with the United States in this present year of 1895. At the same time 


| we see that the wealth of the American people surpasses that of any other 


nation past or present. 

‘He states the energy or our working power to compare with that of France 
as 120,306 to 34,580, our producing capacity as 475 to 115, and he says that the 
‘merchandise transported in the United States is shown by official returns 
to be double the amount of the land carriage (at least by rail) of all the other 
nationsof the earth collectively.’ We are known to be the largest consum- 
ers of the necessaries as well as the luxuries of life on the earth, and of 
course our internal commerce as well as our external commerce must be 
enormously large. We have 41,000,000 of instructed citizens, and spend a 
hundred and fifty-six millions on schools, against thirty-one millions in France 
As France successfully maintained a ‘rated equivalence’ at 15} to 1 for 
seventy years, may we not reasonably anticipate that if we should declare 
in favor of bimetallism that we could easily accomplish our purpose; that we 
are powerful enough tokeep the ratio of 16 to 1 prevalent, a lower rate than 
that of France?” 


If the United States, a gold country, is nearly three and three- 
fourth times the working power of silver France (as alleged), and 
our producing capacity four times as much, has gold impaired our 
wealth or destroyed our greatness? In every walk of life, from 
the lowest to the highest, in comfort, in property, in advancement, 
in wages, and in education, we are far ahead of France. Why 
adopt her late silver policy? 

The example of France is adduced to show that if a weaker na- 
tion like France, single handed, kept up a double standard for 
seventy years, why not we in the full zenith of our power? 

France, single handed, kept up for seventy years a double 
standard at 154 to 1, therefore we single handed can keep up one 
at 16 tol. 

A simple question will put his interrogation to shame; why does 
not France keep on with her 15} to1 standard? If it was good 
for seventy years, why not good forever? 


France has closed her mints to silver. France is supposed to 


know her own policy better than any other nation can know it. 
‘*Perfide Albion” had the gold standard; and it is not likely that 
France became a victim to the policy of her rival, nor that the 
money power threw its coils over the wily Frenchmen. 

Mr. President, the whole difficulty lies in assuming that govern- 
ments can regulate the exchangeable value of commodities. 
Metallic money is a commodity like anything else that human 
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beings wish to have and enjoy, for use, for pleasure, for con- 
venience, or to gratify any desire—physical or intellectual. 

The value of any commodity lies in comparison with some other 
commodity; this is called exchangeable value. 

Money is a device resorted to from the difficulty of bartering 
what one person has for something that another has; barter springs 
from the diversity of pursuits among men; in a primitive condi- 
tion of society, when everybody makes what he wants, there is no 
exchange; a8 svon as a man is confined to producing one or a few 
articles, he can only satisfy his wants by procuring what others 
produce, by exchanging his surplus for theirs; money therefore 
comes into play. Governments never made money, nor can 


they. 

When a common denominator of values is introduced among men 
the common denominator must, by comparison, have an exchange- 
able value equal to everything that it exchanges for. The com- 
modity iteelt must be valuable; it must have what is called, for 
want of a better term, intrinsic value; it must possess those qual- 
ities which mankind attribute to it, of being equal to whatever it 
is given for. 

Now, as value springs from the estimate that each party to an 
exchange puts on his own and the commodity offered for it, it 
follows that the exchange isan individual act, springing from in- 
dividual estimate. This estimate is an intellectual process, and 
until governments possess the power of substituting tic will 
for the free and independent action of the brain of the citizen, 
governments can not fix upon any commodity, be it gold, silver, 
copper, wheat, corn, or cotton, any value whatever. 

tisrelated in history that the Emperor Charles V, in his retire- 
ment, after abdicating the throne, amused himself by regulating 
watches. He could never make two watches keep exactly the 
same time. 

“If ican not make two watches go alike,” said he, ‘‘surely I 
can not make two persons think alike.” 

I quote from memory, without the history of Charles V before 
me, and use my own ae to convey the idea of the historian. 
He might have said: ‘‘1f two persons will seldom place the same 
value upon any two commodities, how can kingly authority step 
in and prescribe to either what one or both of the commodities 
should be worth?” 

When once the idea is firmly grasped that metallic money is a 
commodity; that when it is offered in exchange it is subject to the 
same mental process as if it were another commodity; that if it 
is bad money, or depreciated, it will exchange for less of other 
commodities than good money will; then we are on the road toa 
clear perception of the economic laws to which it is subject. 

Metallic money has no other function than to effect exchange 
and to furnish a common measure of values, and it enjoys these 
functions from the voluntary and wholy a action of 
the parties to an exchange. In the genesis of money it is clear 
that money is used, ex necessitate, before govermental action comes 
in to fix its weight and fineness and attest its genuineness. 

Primitive people, with few exchanges, use as media of exchange 
various commodities. Cows, tobacco, wampum belts, bits of com- 
pressed tea, shells, and hides have been , as his tells us, by 
people in a rude state of society; then came the m , iron and 
copper first, then silver and gold. 

When Abraham bought the field of Machpelah for a burying 
ground for Sarah, his wife, he weighed out in the audience of the 
sons of Heth 400 shekels of silver, current money with the mer- 
chant, as the purchase price. This is about as ancient a transac- 
tion as history records. 

No governmental stamp, no 16 to 1, no superscription of any 
shepherd king, but simple silver weighed in the audience of the 
sons of Heth. 

Had there been a law compelling copper and silver to circulate 
at 16 to 1, the trade would either have not been made for metal 
money or, if so, Abraham would have delivered unto Ephron 
about four chariot loads of copper for the cave of Machpelah. 

It has always occurred to me, Mr. President, that if govern- 
ment can, in the face of a commercial ratio of 80 to 1, fix gold and 
silver at 16 to 1, they can circulate them evenly. Then why take 
such a costly material as silver and gold. Why not take paper? 
The Populists have the best end of the argument. If an artificial 
legal ratio can prevail against the commercial ratio, then govern- 
ment can make money outof the whole cloth. If they can impart 
value to silver, they can impart it to anything else. 

The Populists favor 16 to 1, because it is a long step in the direc- 
tion of fiat money. ‘‘Facilis descensus Averno.” we now go 
half-way, they hope in good time we will go the whole length of 
their doctrine. 

But again, a law of universal application intervenes. If two 
commodities are at hand for a person to pay a debt in, he will al- 
ways use the most inferior. Money is only useful when it is 


with; none but misers hoard it. it is currency, derived 
chance 


on the word ‘‘currens,” it runs; and when a man has a 
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commodities, he will always part with the least valuable of the 
commodities. Thus it is that bad money runs out good. It has 
done so in our country. Itmay be — or silver that is bad, meas- 
ured by the legal ratio as compar 


with the commercial ratio. 
I confidently say that history affords no case when a metal un- 


derrated by the legal ratio as compared with the commercial ratio 
has not run away and overrated bad money, remained in circu- 
lation. The facts of our own history are well known on this point. 


Again it is averred that it is true that metal money is a com- 


modity. Money follows the law of supply and demand like other 
commodities, but the gold countries do not admit silver to free 
coinage; this lessens the demand for silver, and consequently its 
price falls. This isa fallacy. Governments can not make a de- 
mand for anything. The demand is an action of the mind. It 
springs from a desire to have money as an instrument of exchange 
or as a standard of value. Government can no more make de- 
mand than it can make the bargain which springs from it. 


Now, when a commodity presents itself to human intelligence 


as a common denominator of all other values and asa medium of 
exchange, that intelligence immediately compares it with another 


commodity, presented for the same purpose. As attributes of 


commodities change from changing conditions and changing de- 


sires, this comparison is not inflexible and stationary, but is con- 
stantly fluctuating. 

When silver presents itself as a medium of exchange and a meas- 
ure of value, comparisons are immediately instituted among men 
as to how it stands with gold. It may stand at one period at 10) 
to 1, as it did generally during the Middle Ages, or 11 to 1 at an- 
other, or some other ratio at another. In fact, from 2 to 1 to 32 
to 1 represents the varying but always lower value that silver 
bears to gold as civilization advances. 

How did it start in 1792 at 15 to1? Was itarbitrary? Hamil- 
ton is shown to havesedulously endeavored to get as near the com- 
mercial ratio as he could. He said: 

Tn esta a rtion between the metals there seems to bean option 
of one or two things: Mo approach, as nearly as it can be ascertained, the 


mean or average proportion in what may be called the commercial world, or 
to retain that which now exists in the United States. 


When the gold standard was effectually, though indirectly, 
adopted in 1837 and sanctioned and ratified by the report of the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures in 1853, it was in 

ursuance of the wishes and interests of the people of the United 

tates. It was distinctly asserted that the gold standard was best 
suited to our conumaneia’ and business interests and refiected the 
wishes of the people. Indeed, I confidently say that no standard 
can be im by government on a free people that they do not 
want. Ido not believe that governments ever adopted a standard 
that was not in use long before government established it. It 
was so in England, according to Mr. Giffen, in 1816. It was so 
in the United States in 1834. The history of various commodities 
being used by the le as media of exchange before ever gov- 
ernment intervened to establish the volume, weight, and fineness, 
of the material shows this to be so. 

Government can despotically interfere in the voluntary action 
of individuals in selecting the best commodity theif business needs 
require as a medium of exchange, and incidentally as a measure of 
value, but whenever they do so counter to the commercial needs 
of the people they inflict immeasurable wrong. History is full of 
- examples of the wretchedness inflicted by kings in debasing 
the coin. 

To attempt to give more value to silver than it has and force it 
upon creditors is of a piece with medigwval tyranny in forcing de- 

coins on an unwilling —— In 1873 there was neither 
gold norsilverin circulation. convertible paper had driven them 
out of circulation. Brave silver hid, as well as cowardly gold. 

Gold had theretofore been the standard in point of fact, and the 
act of 1873 — put into law what had been recognized as fact, 
and what was honestly and intelligently wanted by the statesmen 
of the antebellum period. 

Mr. DANTEL. ill the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLKnERin the chair). Does 
the Senator from Louisiana yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I understood the Senator to say that silver was 
depreciating. Was it not at a premium at the time it was de- 
monetized in 1873? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It was. 

Mr. DANIEL. Had not civilization advanced? 

Mr. CAFFERY. It had. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then how can the Senator be correct in his 
statement that as civilization advances silver goes down, when it 
was at a premium at a time when civilization was advancing? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I referred to a general decline of silver. The 
gold discoveries of California and Australia and elsewhere had 
resulted in such an output of gold that temporarily the price of 
gold compared with silver helcaene down, and silver was at a 
premium; and I say silver being at a premium in 1873 was no 
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reason why gold should not have been adopted as the standard of 
value, because all experience up to that date, and all experience 
since that date, has shown that it possesses the quality of more 


to the needs of extensive commerce, has greater value in less 
pulk, circulates the world over according to its bullion value, and, 
therefore, international as well as domestic exchanges can be 
better founded upon it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisi- 
ana yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to ask the Senator from Louisiana if 
silver had not been stripped of its chief element by being pro- 
scribed as a money metal, although at a premium when it was so 
proscribed? Now, ae se cotton or wool had been prohibited to 
be manufactured into cloth, what would have been the effect upon 
the value of wool or cotton? Would you not have deprived each 
of those materials of its chief element of value, as you did de- 
prive silver of its chief element of value? What would have been 
the effect upon those two materials? 

Mr. CAFFERY. 
the Senator from Tennessee cotton or wool would have been 
totally destroyed. I do not doubt the power of government to 
destroy arbitrarily and despotically, but I do claim that in a free 
government where there is no despotism government can not 
regulate the mind, can not regulate the estimate of commodities. 





Mr. President, in the hypothesis supposed by | 
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The parallel, or the case put by the Senator from Tennessee, does | 


not exist in regard to silver. 
been destroyed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Was it not effectually destroyed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I shall yield in a moment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Was silver not effectually destroyed when you 
by law demonetized it? 


It is not true to say that silver has 


“The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana de- 


clines to yield. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
yielded. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana 
said he would yield in a moment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I apologize to the Senator. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It is not true to say that silver was destroyed 
at all. It is true to say that since 1873 to date there has been 
more than fivefold the amount of silver coined into dollarsin nine- 
teen years than there was in the period elapsing from 1792 to 1873. 
If, therefore, silver has been used, how can anybody say that it has 
been destroyed? It has been used as money, it has performed the 


I beg pardon. I thought the Senator had 


money function, and its value is by no jot or tittle impaired be- | 


cause it has been denied the power of money of ultimate redemp- 
tion. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisi- 
ana yield? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. 
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in less bulk. Itis recognized everywhere as money. It is demon- 
etized nowhere, and all along the line. from the inception of gold 


esses | coinage, which was in Florence, I think, shortly after the com- 
invariable value, that it is less fluctuating in value, better adapted | 


mencement of enlightenment in Europe, about the time of the last 
Crusades, it has steadily advanced; and as commerce advanced, as 
the necessity of exchanges demanded a superior metal, gold has 
claimed and asserted its superiority. 

So Hamilton adopted the commercial ratio. There was a dif- 
ference in value between the metals then as now, and asever will 
be, and the commercial ratio will always govern. 

The silver advocates say, notwithstanding silver has been coined 
to the extent of $538,444,467 in the United States since 1873, and 
notwithstanding it is on a par with gold at 16 to 1, and is a legal 
tender for all debts, yet the law of supply and demand does not 
apply, because silver is a secondary money, a subsidiary coin, and 
does not possess the faculty of primary money, and therefore it is 
depreciated and drops constantly in the market. 

The demand for metallic money is not regulated by its being 


| primary or secondary. just so as it performs all the functions of 


money. 
1873. 


The demand of the world was not cut off from silver in 
India had been for ages the great reservoir for all the sur- 
plus silver of the world; South America and Mexico were open to 
it, and yet we are told that, after using at home more in nineteen 
years by fivefold than we had for eighty years before, with the 
demand of the silver countries active, the demand for silver had 
been ruthlessly cut off. 

Suppose that silver were to become suddenly more useful for 
arts, and the world product should be in demand, would the de- 
mand for it as necessary to the arts be less potent to give value 
than the demand for it as money? 

In the language of Macaulay, it is not easy to perceive why a 
piece of metal fashioned as a disk should be more valuable than 
when fashioned as a spoon. Half the world was using silver as 
the primary money, the other half was using it as subsidiary 
money, and the United States was buying 50,000,000 ounces of it 
per annum. 

A nickel passes for 5 cents. Everybody knows that there is 
not 5 cents in value toit. Why does it pass for 5 cents? Simply 
because it is necessary for the smallest exchanges, and it is legal 
tender up to 25 cents. Silver is depreciated about one-half, yet 
because it is necessary for certain exchanges larger than nickel 
exchanges, and because it is legal tender for any amount and is 


| held to parity by the Government, it passes for 100 cents on the 


Mr.DANIEL. The Senator stated thatas civilization advanced | 


silver went down. Will the Senator please state how that is con- 
sistent with the fact that from 1847 to 1850, when more gold was 
produced, the same people who are now warring upon silver led 
the crusade against gold and actually demonetized it? How is 
that consistent with the idea of the natural law, as claimed by 
the Senator from Louisiana, that carried silyer down as civiliza- 
tion advanced? 

Mr. CAFFERY. 
correctly stated the facts. 
Europe. 

Mr. DANIEL. In one or two countries it has been. 

Mr. CAFFERY. There is no country that I know of in Eu- 
rope—of course the superior information and knowledge of other 


Gold has never been demonetized in 


I think the Senator from Virginia has not | 


Senators on that point will correct me if I am wrong—that ever | 


demonetized gold. At the period of the discovery of the gold 
mines of California, when there was a tremendous output of gold, 
gold being a commodity like everything else, a noted French 
writer of that period, Mr. Chevalier, in discussing the finances of 
France, thought perhaps it were best to demonetize gold, but it 
was never done. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
say to the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. And so did Holland in 1847. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Istand corrected, then, and the question of 
the Senator from Virginia now needs an answer. Notwithstand- 
ing a tem 
after the discovery of gold in California, silver went to a premium 
as compared with gold, but, notwithstanding that, gold then held 
the supremacy. It holds its supremacy because it is a metal bet- 
ter suited to the needs of a large commerce. It is more valuable 


Germany demonetized gold, I will 


rary rise in the value of silver about the period of and | 


dollar. 

Silver can be kept at par with gold by coining it in limited 
amounts. as the needs of trade require, and giving it legal-tender 
qualities to asmall amount. We canhold all we have at par with 
full legal-tender quality. 

The demand for silver as subsidiary coinage is sufficient to give 
it as much, if not more commercial value, thanifit were admitted 
to free coinage at 16 to 1, for production would so increase the 
quantity that the ratio would drop lower and lower. 

The modern improvements of deep and cheap mining would 
pour a constantly swelling stream of silver into the mints until 
inflation, with its spurious prosperity, would end in collapse and 
bankruptcy. 

But the quantitative theory of money is exploded; the mul- 
tiplication of transfers by private instrumentalities, checks, 
drafts, and notes has largely done away with the use of metallic 
money. 

Exchanges of an enormous commerce can be carried on almost 
without metallic money. Its main use is to séttle foreign 


bal- 


| ances by shipment of coin when rates of bills of exchange rule 


too high, and to form the reserves of banks, to redeem their paper 
issue and guarantee their deposits. 
Here is a statement taken from the New York Times of a recent 
date: 
THE CLEARING HOUSE. 

The formal opening of the new home of the New York Clearing House yes- 
terday was a notable event in the history of one of the most powerful, most 
remarkable, and most honorable institutions, not only in this city, but in the 
United States. Its original object, economy of time, labor, and the actual use 
of currency in effecting exchanges between the banks of the city, remains 


substantially the same as at the modest beginning. But not only have the 
operations connected with this object grown, with the passage of time and 
the development of the commerce of the country, to vast proportions, which 
a half century since would have been incredible if not inconceivable it the 
associated bankers have found themselves gradually and naturally dertak 


ing and successfully discharging functions of the utmost importance which 
were not dreamed of at the outset 

It is a mere commonplace of daily experience and observation that. the 
perfect honesty and scrupulous accuracy of its transactions are the neces- 
sary condition of success, yet it may impress some not familiar with the 
business world to remark that while these transactions in forty-three years 
have reached eleven hundred billions of dollars, not one cent has been lost by 
misconduet or mischance. And the spirit that has produced this marvelous 
result has animated the clearing house at all times and under all conditions 
It has always stood, as it stands now, for absolute honesty, for strict fairness, 


for sound banking, sound credit.and sound currency. At times of great 
distress and danger it has upheld honorable business men and saved them 
and the country from incalculable loss. And its vast and long serv has 
been rendered with no authority and no aid from any government, often 


protecting the country from the evils of bad legislation and the errors of in- 
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competent rulers. It isan example of what the freedom which is the essence | Annual average of output of gold and silver in kilos, the ratio of product 


1 














of our institutions enables men to do. and the commercial ratio. ’ 
This is an example of the potency of the modern vehicle of ex- (From Soetbeer's Materialen.] _ 
change. Money is a mere tool of exchange, says Bonamy Price, Produc-| Produe- | Propor-| ,, _ 
pages 7 and 8: Period. tion of tion of |tion gold Commer- 
i gold. silver. |to silver,| “i#! ratio. 
Coin is manufactured in order to effect a service; in other words, itisa | _. SEE ook. 
tool; it does its work not by staying in its owner’s hands, but by leaving = 
them. No other conception of coin is rational or intelligible. It may be pur- Kilos. Kilos. 
chased long before it is used, as Napoleon I stored many millions of pounds | 1492-1520 ..............-..-.-----.---- 5, 800 47,000 lto 8} lto { 
at the Tuileries, in readiness for possible war, or as bankers pile up reserves | 1521-1544 .............---.------------ 7,160 90), 200 1to 124) 1 to 11.5 
to guard against the uncertainty of the payments of their debts, being sud- | 1545-1560 .............---------------- 8,510 311,600 | 1t0 868) 1toll 
ape demanded of them. But this changes nothing in the nature of money; | 1561-1580. ..................-.-.------ 6, 840 209, 500 1lto#! ltoll.s9 
it only indicates that it is occasionally wise, with money, as with other tools, | 1581-1600 _.................----...---- 7,380 418, 900 1 to 56%) 1 to 12.95 
to provide a stock of it beforehand, Yost it may not be procurable at the mo- | 1601-1620 _...... 2.2... -2.22.-----0---- 8, 520 422,900 1 to 483) ltol4 
ment when it is required for use. The truth always remains the same, that | 1621-1640 .........................---- 8, 300 393,600 | 1to 474} 1to liso 
money is of no utility whatever, except when employed as a tool, that is, | 1641-1660 ...........-........-...----- 8,770 366,300 | 1to4l}) Ltols 
when it exercises its proper function by being got rid of in exchange for other | 1061-1080 ....... 2... ...cceccce-0-20-- 9, 260 337, 000 1 to 363) 1 to 15 
property. It is a machine—a means, not an end—an instrument of the same | 1681-1700 -...................-.---.--- 10, 765 341,900} 1todld 1tol5.29 
class as a ship or a cart, a means of conveyance. The common cart transfers | 1701-1720 ......-...........---.------- 12, 820 355, 600 1 to 28 ltol3 
weights, the money cart transfers ownership. Whoever bought a cart for | 1721-1760 ...................--.---.--- 21,850 482, 000 lto 2 1 to 14.60 
*the purpose of enjoyment in itself? What man not under a delusion ever | 1761-1780 .............-...--..-..-- ---| > 20,705 652,740 | 1to8li} 1to 15.50 
bought money,coin,except with the object of exchanging it for something | 1781-1820 .................--.--------- 15, 660 771,000 | 1to49} 1toi5.75 
which he needed? im 166 a ea ee lal ii, 250 528, 000 i to 304 1t B3 
ie PEED sss» consse sepenconcepispaness 54, 759 780, 415 to 14} 1 to 15.40 
Mill is to the same effect. He says: EE winkdlanengieauiietucnbedwieas 200,500 895,000 | 1 to ri 1 tols a 
It must be evident, however, that the mere introduction of a particular as re PP SME RUEnekammeneenhSneenees oo Pf 1 oe 2 in 1 to 15.97 
mode of exchanging things for one another by first exchanging a thing for 1876 1880 Sacer wecenccweccewcewnncncnns 1724 a 1, 969, 425 i tolld) 1 to 15.89 
money and then exchanging the money for something else makes no differ- | j.0) EER CueE Sonar s seneesotening renege 72,414 | 2, 450, 252 to 14} lt L 
ence in the essential character of transactions. It is not with money that “1886 - 2.2... --202 2 eesee see eeee eee 149, 137 | 2, 861, 700 1to19} 1 to 18.63 , 





things are really purchased. Nobody's income (except that of the gold or sil- | — ae . may 
# ver miner) is derived from the precious metals. The dollars or cents which Table of legal ratios in different countries of Europe 
df} &@ person receives weekly or yearly are not what constitutes his income; they cae - cs . 
Z are a sort of tickets or orders which he can present for payment at any shop [Statement from Shaw, pages 69 and 70.] 








he pleases, and which entitle him to receive a certain value of any commodity 














that he makes choice of. The farmer pays his laborers and his landlord in >, | Nether- Spai Ger-  |SW.Ger-| v,,..., 
these tickets as the most convenient plan for himself and them; but their real a ee eee, | eeees | Spain. many.’ | many.? Venice, 
income is their share of his corn, cattle, and hay, and it makes no essential | ——-—--———-;-| ————me —|— — 
difference whether he distributes it to them directly or sells it for them and 1474 9.824 
gives them the price. There can not, in short, be intrinsically a more insig- 1475. gress: | (pci ‘mel ~ nose 
nificant thing in the eonene: of society than money, except in the character 1480 peters ~ iL See [TInt eeesee|= neces ccee|- on. - 
of acontrivance for sparing time and labor. It is a machine for doing quickly a re i 675 seeeencses|nconcceee 
and commodiously what would be done, though less quickly and commodi- 1484. - _ = “00 en 
ously, without it; and, like many other kinds of machinery, it only exerts a eee te ea ame Conon eeers nets 12 Jotuasecee 
distinct and independent influence of its own when it gets out of order. er ee : 310 85 ogre eet e 

Now, if credit is substituted for the coined disc, the exchanges, a wn eeene|e-eeeeeees 10. 262 |. ....----- [onsscecene 
especially those operated through clearing houses, which represent | 5)77--""""|----77777" be Sneek Tt, ae 
all the exchanges done by associated banks, are simply enormous. | 1519__.....)------...- 1 HAW fe psueeck.. Jenbaruuce 2.04 

About 2 per cent of these clearings are settled with money in eng waneee|onenss won| ane Jnotetennee|sneeeennes 11.38 reece 
New York. At this ratio twenty-two billions in money in forty | j25)°°""""" ’ proneneiteoprereeters Preteen ais" 

. iat it th actos itelnaledhicnn an eek lenin pauses leee dmanentnaneticetan 11.07 = 
years were required to settle eleven hundred billion dollars of | 1587. --.-2-|-2-2 22... MWOE trogen cy 
transactions in that city. a ws nene|enne enone 6 OB |.--00000--].--005---- Joncas eene|-- 

Mill says that credit exchanges have as much to do with prices | )5(5°-----"|-------"~" en Tver ee eeeg ootn nee ‘eomnanen 
as metal money, namely: 1548... dea | RR ee |----2--20-|--as0eeo=- e 
In the case, however, of payment by checks, the purchases are, at any rate, = RCs ee ee NS a ee rae 
made not with the money in the buyers’ possession, yet with money to which | j55) 70) agg ato | 
he hasa right. But he may mialee Seveloanes with money which he only ex- | i550 ©" | 94.10 |- ee . fee 
sts to have, or even only pretends to expect. He may obtain goods in re- | j553 -- "77" oe Seer re 7 eae | 
torn for his acceptances payable at a future time, or on his note of hand, or | jy5g | FO Dias eR aL eke 








on asimple book credit, that is, on a mere promise to pay. All these pur- | 1550. 
chases have exactly the same effect on price as though they were made with | 59 ——"" 
ready money. The amountof purchasing power which a person can exercise 
is composed of all the money in his ssion or due to him and of all his 
credit. For exercising the whole of this power he finds a sufficient motive 
only under ‘uliar circumstances, but he always possesses it; and the por- 
tion of it which he at any time does exercise is the measure of the effect 
which he produces on price. 


If this be so, Mr. President, and there is no gainsaying it, where- 
fore these tears about driving down prices by demonetizing silver, 
when bits of paper do immensely more work than either gold or 
silver? 

The favored metal, that for which hideous conspiracies are 
hatched which ruin kings and money lords as well as everybody 
else, does not figure in these transactions any more than silver. 
Gold simply stands behind these credit transactions to redeem 
ultimately the balances found due. 

Interchange of commodities necessarily constitutes mutual debts 
and credits; these offset one another to 98 per cent in large com- 
mercial centers and about 95 per cent as a general average. 

These credits — upon confidence; confidence in personal 
integrity, and confidence in the final adjustment of balances in 
the best money. If this confidence is impaired in the currency 
dependent upon gold the whole fabric is threatened. 

This accounts for the disastrous effects of the panic of 1893. 
Confidence in the ability of the Government to keep up a reserve 
of one hundred millions, to hold up a volume of subsidiary and 
paper money of upward of one thousand million dollars, was se- 
riously impaired. 

There were abundant crops, and prices, though low, compared 
favorably with the flourishing d e antedating the war. 

It was not an industrial but a financial panic, acute, penetrat- 

, and destructive, though of short duration. 

ow, Mr. President, I propose to show that the free coinage of 
silver, at any ratio, has never kept the metals together, nor has the . 
legal ratio ever corresponded for any length of time with the com- | {®)9-------|----z,-z,- 




















mercial ratio. I annex tables from Soetbeer and Shaw, the latter ee a " - TBs haa 
showing the legal ratio in Europe for two hundred years and the Sieeastal seston 


former the commercial ratio. ® Wurtemburg, Strasburg, Colmar. 4 Imperial edict. 





1896. 





Table of legal ratios in different countries of Europe—Continued. 
[Statement from Shaw, pages 69 and 70.] 





| Nether- 
lands. 


ihc - —, 
Date. |England. ISW. Ger-| 


France. Spain. many.? 


Venice. 
































1 Imperial system. 2 Wurtemburg, Strasburg, Colmar. 

These tables show that for two hundred years the legal ratios of 
Europe were constantly altered, and yet an equivalence between 
them and the commercial ratios was never attained. 

They show that it is beyond the power of man or of government 
to establish an arbitrary equivalence between commodities. 
own Government ought to afford a convincing example. 
the legal ratio of 15 to 1 corresponded, for a time, to the com- 
mercial ratio. After a space silver became overrated by the ratio 
of 15 to 1; as a consequence, gold fled the country. In 1834 the 
ratio was changed to 16 to 1. This overrated gold by the ratio, 
and silver fled. In 1853 the fractional coinage was debased in 
order to keep it from running away, and a gold standard was de- 
liberately adopted by underrating silver in the coinage, with the 
avowed purpose of keeping the gold standard. France was prac- 
tically a silver country until the discovery and development of 
the California and Australian gold mines, when she became a gold 
country. 

I read in this connection from the speech of Mr. Cyrus L. Dun- 
ham in 1853. The bill to regulate fractional coins was up, and he 
said: 

Irepeat, in reply to the gentleman, we propose, so far as these coins are 
concerned, to make the silver subservient to the gold coin of the country. 
We intend to do what the best writers on political economy have approved; 
what experience, where the experiment has been tried, has demonstrated to 
be best, and what the committee believe to be necessary and proper—to make 
but one standard of currency, and to make all others subservient toit. We 
mean to make the gold the standard coin, and to make these new silver coins 


oppliensee and convenient not for large but for small transactions. I trust 
this sufficiently explains the reason of our pursuing this course. 


The theory of the bimetallist that a double standard is so ar- 
ranged that the demand will fall on the dearer metal when the 
cheaper gets scarce and high and keep the money plane even is 
wrong in principle and disastrous in practice. It ignores the 
essential factor of individual estimate and comparison. It flies in 
the face of every correct theory of political economy and every 
fact of history. The double standard implies a single standard. 
The metals will part; the dearer will leave and will not return 
until the ratio conforms to the commercial value. This involves 
a constant and never-ending recoinage, which is impracticable and 
inefficient. 

In this condition of affairs, wisdom points to accepting the free 
and unbiased action of other civilized nations of the world. It 
appears, further, from the table annexed, that prices now are not 
greatly different from those prevailing in the decade from 1850 to 
1860. True, they have been low, but there is no single article 
cheapened in price where the decline can be attributed to an ap- 
preciation of gold. Itis an accepted canon of political economy 
that nothing but a rise in money will effect a universal and uni- 
form fall in prices. This must be so, because trade, being an in- 
terchange of product through the instrumentality of money, one 
commodity falling another must rise. Where prices fall or rise 
irregularly other than money causes must be at work. While it 
is true that general advancement in production necessarily brings 
about lower prices, it is equally true that a fall must be hori- 
zontal in order that it may be attributed to appreciated money. 
Now, the table of prices from the London Economist, copied from 
Senate Report 1394, shows a decline, but it shows an irregular 
decline from the seventies to 1891. 

I here insert this table, —— 


the average price of various 
articles and of all articles from 1 


to 1891, 


XX VIII—73 
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Relative prices in gold (a), by groups of articles, 1840 


[From Senate Report No. 1304, second session Fifty-second Congress ] 


I 
| General average prices. 


























Lum | | 
Year. Cloths} Fuel |Motals per, | Drugs| House! 
an anc an and . = ll ar- 
Food. cloth- | light- imple- | — chem nish Cae Sn 
ing. ing. | ments. ‘ame. | icals. | a ROO 
| rials. | 
_ os — - — — '— | 
| | | | | sags 
1840....' 96.6] 110.7] 395.38 123.5} 110 | 145.8 116.4} 147.1 116.8 
1841 94.4 113.4 | 208.9) 123.7]; 111.8] 141.3] 116.4] 147.1 115.8 
1842 82.9} 100.9} 202 118.7} 108.8] 131.6] 116.4] 170.6] 107.8 
1843 79.3] 99.9] 187.5] 114.7] 105.4] 121.4] 1003] 1235] 1005 
1844 81.6 105 119.7 | 133.3 103 119.7} 102.3] 129.5 TD 
1845 87.3 97.1] 239.6} 110.8 106. 7 21 06] 12.3] 114.8 12.8 
1846 94.6 95.3] 143.8] 116.9} 106.2} 123.9) 1 | 1 LOG. 4 
1847...) 94.7] 97.6) 110.7) 120.6) 108.2) 112.5] 120.3! 121.7] 106.5 
1848 | 83.5 87.5] 106.1) 119.7] 105.3] 113° | 121.7! 125.6] 101.4 
1849 | 79 82.2} 100 124.9 97.6) 111 120.5} 100.8 8.7 
1850 85.5 91.3) 102.6) 114.8) 102.2 125.6} 125.6 107 “e.3 
1851 00.6 04.7 7.3} 119.2] 97.2) 125.8) 120 Lo 105.9 
1852 | 88.7 88.7 93.5 117.7} 100.4] 111.8 111.9 100.5 le. 7 
1853....| 101.2] 98.6} 101.6] 122.8] 108.2] 107 118.7 | 109 109.4 
184....| 105.9] 97.4] 106.8] 125.6] 1141] 110.7] 121.2} 1084 12.9 
1855 “ 111.8 04.7 | 121.1 117.8 | 103.4 129.2} 121.2 115.: 113.1 
1856....| 110.4] 100.6] 126.4] 115.3] 102.8] 185.5] 115.5) 1216 113.2 
1857 -| 117.5 106 113.3 | 110.4 105 126.8 116.8 110 112.5 
1858.... 4.6 98 111.4] 101.3 108.8 116 108.7 w7.1 101.8 
1859... 98.8 | 101.1 98.8 | 100.1 98.7) 104.2} 108.2] 100.8 100. : 
1860 100 100 1 =O |:soO100 100 | 100 100 100 lOO 
1861_...| 95.8 94.9) 103.5] 102.5] 108.9) 101.3 96.8 | 100 100.6 
1862....; 107.7 | 121.1 4.8 114.3 145.6 113.6 87.3 101.2 114.9 
1863...) 91.7 132 73.8 | 96.5 122.1 101 84.8 ay le. 4 
1864....| 106.6 167.7 | 115.9 | 115.6 142.3 100.5 | 105.9 90.3 12? 5 
1865....| 100.1 } 138.4 110 88.5) 84.2 125. 6 83.8 93.8 100.3 
1866....| 124.1 161.7 | 200.2]; 122.1 133.4) 164.3 12.3 122.1 136.3 
1867....} 121.8 138.7 145.8 | 119.8 2.8 156.9 118.2 119.9 127.9 
1868 118.6 106 157.§ 108.7 125.8 128.4 97.4 118.5 115.9 
1869_...| 120.1 108.8 152.5 104.2 122.3 118.7 &9 119.7 113.2 
1870_...| 126.8] 114.9] 182 105. 4 122.3} 123.3] 100.2 122.6 117.3 
1871... 152.9} 120.4] 130.2] 110.4] 136.8] 125.9] 116.1 134. 4 122.9 
1872....| 122.2} 131.1 136.8 117.3 153 122.8 112.9 121.6 127.2 
1873....| 115.2 121.5 119.4 115.2 182.5 125.6 96.8) 17.5 123 
1874....| 118 114.8 134.3 108. 7 139} «131.8 98.3 116.5 119.4 
1875....| 116 106.8 139.1 104.4 27.7 | 128.2 84.4 109 113.4 
1876_...| 109.1 95.3} 128.2] 96.1.) 121.7] 108 77.3) 101 104.8 
1877 | 113.3 95.9 101.7 94.2 118.5 115.2 74.4 111.3 li. 4 
1878_...) 105.5 91.9 91.7 90.8 | 115.2] 112.6 73.3) 110.2] 99.9 
1879 ---| 97.6 91.1 95.3 88.4 115.1 110.9 68.6 | 10.1 | 06.6 
1880 107.6 104.5 100.2 96.3 130.9 113.1 85.2 10.81 106.9 
188] 110.9} 99.9} 113.7] 91.1] 131-3| 110.4] 77.6) loss] 105.7 
1882 |} 118.8 98.7 110.1 91.2 137.5 | 107.6 78.1) 114.6 108.5 
1883_...} 118.8 94.8) 114.2 87.5} 134.3] 98.1 77.5 | 117.3 1 
1884....| 108.9 88.9 102.4 81 129.5} 95.7 76.3) 111.9 | 00.4 
1885....| 98.7 84.8 89.6 77.4] 126.6) 86.9 70.1) 97.5 93 
1886....| 90.5 8.1 86.2 75.8 | 128.5 83.9 68.4) 91.3) 91.9 
1887 | 104.2 84.7 88.6 74.9) 126.5] 83.6 66.4) 88.6) 02.6 
1888_...| 109.4] 84.7] 94.9] 74.9] 1248] 86 66.9] 89.3] 94.2 
1s89....| 111.9] 83.6] 95.3] 72.9] 124 | 88 70 88.8) 94.2 
1890__..| 104.6 82.4 92.5 72.2} 123.7 87.9 69.5 89.7 92.3 
1891 -- 103.9] 81.1] 91 74.9| 122.3] 863] 70.1] 95.1] 92.2 





alIn converting currency prices into gold we have used the value of $100 


gold in currency as oN for January of each yearin the American Almanac 
for 1878, as follows: 


862, $102.5; 1863, $145.1; 1864, $155.5; 1865, $216.2; 1866, $140.1; 
1867, $134.6; 1868, $138.5; 1869, $135.6; 1870, $121.3; 1871, $110.7; 1872. $109.1; 1873, 
$112.7; 1874, $111.4; 1875, $112.5; 1876, $112.8; 1877, $106.2, and 1878, $i01.4 

The table shows a decline, mostly in manufactured articles. 
For instance, fuel and lighting show a decline from the basic line 
of 100 in 1860 to 91 in 1891; house-furnishing goods show a decline 
from the same line to 70.1; the first, 9 per cent; the second, 30 per 
cent. 

Take clothing. The decline is to 81.1 from the basic line of -100 
in 1860. Then compare with lumber and building materials, where 
we find a rise to 122.3, which is an advance of 22 per cent. The 
fall in clothing is 21 points from 100; the rise in food is 3 per cent. 
The table shows a decline in manufactured articles where invent- 
ive methods have been mostly applied. and an actual rise in some 
where it is manifest no great inventive skill has been adopted. 

The average, 92.3, is only a fall of 7.7 from 1860 to 1891. 

There are also some instructive instances of the decline and rise 
of prices by taking the period from 1840 to 1860. Fuel and light- 
ing, in 1840, stood at 395.8; in 1859, at 98; drugs and chemicals, 
at 145.8 in 1840; in 1859, at 104.2; house-furnishing goods in 1840, 
at 116.4; in 1859, at 103. So there were as violent fluctuations, and 
more so,in the two decades from 1840 to 1860 as in the three 
decades from 1860 to 1891. The standard, practically, was gold 
then as now, but no outcry about the crime of demonetization 
was heard. 

Now, though prices have declined irregularly, hnman labor has 
advanced about 30 per cent. 

As the efficiency of human exertion increases, so the human 
toiler is paid more and more, but the product is diminished in 
cost, and the human toiler feeds his fellow-creatures more cheaply, 
houses and clothes them better at less cost than ever before in 
the history of the race. Is this not a blessing, Mr. President? 
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But it appears that at and about the time civilized nations dis- 
carded an inferior to a a@ superior tool of exchange, and a 
more stable standard of value, there was a surprising development 
of inventive skill and genius in adopting labor-saving machines 
to secure larger output with less cost. 

So says Mr. D. H, Wells in his work entitled Recent Economic 
Changes. 

As victory after victory is won and as production is constantly 
cheapened, so will the multitudes of the earth rejoice in the joint 
a bestowed by kind Providence and their own skill and in- 

ustry. 

Sir, I was charmed with the or prey, be mpared by the distinguished 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] in his very able speech in the 
Senate on the 10th instant of the prosperity of the woolen facto- 
ries in the United “‘ates. But I was startled when he diverted 
my gaze from the i oseate picture of prosperity and advancement 
ie in the woolen industry to have them turned by the same magic 
ig tongue of eloquence to the irrepressible conflict between two met- 

; als. He hoped, and the hope implied a fear, that the ‘‘ conflict” 
would not be settled by the sword. 

Sir, our country is advancing with more rapid strides than any 
country ever did before under God's kind heaven. Wealth, 
though abnormally large in some cases, is more evenly distrib- 
uted, life and liberty are better protected, comfort and happiness 
are more universal, than in any country or in any clime. And 


ie : we pause in the midst of our greatness and wealth and comfort 


and liberty to almost come to arms about whether one bit of 
metal should circulate as money with another bit of metal at 16 
to 1. 

You and I, Mr. President, are to have nothing to say about it, 
the trading world is to have nothing to say about, the parties to 
an exchange are to have nothing to say about it, but a kind, pa- 
ternal Government, by statutory law, by force, as it were, of 
ee wind, is to say these two bits of metal shall circu- 

te at the talismanic figure of 16 to 1. 

; Sir, | know it is a pleasing statement to make to the ordinary 
; man: ‘‘ My friend, you haven't money enough; these money kings 
; are keeping you out of half your money.” Says the man, *‘ How 
; am I to get it? Of course I haven't enough.” “ The easiest thing 
; in the world, Just make your representatives in Congress vote 
t 
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This pleasing delusion is seized on with avidity, and the followers 
of the silver standard are arrayed as a hostile camp against thos, 
who have the temerity to think that government can not put 
more value on a piece of metal than the estimate of mankind puts 
upon it. 

The report of the Director of the Mint for 1895 shows that in 
five years from and including 1881 to 1885 there were $99,116 0) 
produced in the world, and in the year 1894 there were $180,624 
100 of gold produced, nearly twice as much in one year as th: 
was in the five years mentioned, and the production of gold fr 
1887 shows a marked increase, and the production of silver sho 
no marked decline. 

This shows that there need be no alarm abouta scarcity of go)d 
It is produced faster than population increases, and meets | 
quantitive theory with a complete answer. Another delusion 
the per capita argument. It is held that because France has 
some $40 per capita, therefore we ought to have $40 per capita 

I annex tables prepared by the Treasury Department, show 
that we have now more per capita circulation than we ever h 
than we had in the halcyon days of prosperity between 1850 and I+ 

But, sir, no man can tell what the needs of a particular nation 
may be as to circulation. It is clear that, when the vast majo 
of business exchanges are conducted without any money, but a 
small per capita circulation is wanted. Money will inevitably {! 
where it is most wanted. It is most wanted in large comme! 
centers, and there it will always flow. Country people have 
need of money, have infinitely fewer exchanges, and the idea t 
everybody's pocket ought to be filled, for no purpose of exchane, 
isabsurd. Mill, page 327, lays down the proposition that credit is 
purchasing power and affects prices as much as money; con 
quently does away with money to the extent it is used. 

Says Mill: 

3. But a more intricate portion of the theory of credit is its influence on 
prices, the chief cause of most of the mercantile phenomena which per} 
observers. Ina state of commerce in which much credit is habitually yi 
general prices at any moment depend much more upon the state of ci 
than upon the quantity of money. For credit, though it is not produ 
power, is purchasing power; and a person who, having credit, avails hi 
of itin the purchase of goods, creates just as much demand for the g& 
and tends quite as much to raise their price, as if he made an equal amount 


of purchases with ready money. 
redit, in short, has exactly the same purchasing power with money, and 











a] for a law to admit silver to freé coinage at 16 to 1 and you will | as 7 = ape — not cout? "7 Ea to ita amount, but t 
oiay - ; ; : amount multiplhi y the number of times it changes hands, so also « 
i ; have = yea he we All the silver a come in and your ra, credit; and credit transferable from hand to hand is fn that proportion more 
Gti oats, wheat, and cotton will run up to double the present price.” ' potent than credit which only performs one purchase. 
ig d Production of gold and silver in the world since the discovery of America. 
y [From 1498 to 1885 is from a table of averages for certain periods compiled by Dr. Aa Soetbeer. For the years 1886 to 1894 the production is the annual 
i estimate of the Bureau of the Mint.) 
is 
; j Gold. Silver. Percentage of production 
i lai: Annual overage for pe- Total for period. Annual ao for pe- Total for period. | By weight. By value. 
Be 
i Fine ounces. Value. Fine ounces. Value. /Fine ounces. — Fine ounces.|Coining value. Gold. | Silver.) Gold. | Silver 
; i sail id | bi 
i ipa 1498-1520.......... 186,470 | $8, 855, 000 5, 221, 160 | $107,931, 000 1,511,050 954,000 | 42, 309, 400 $54, 703,000 ll 89 66.4 33 
| { 1621-1544........-- » 230,194 4, 759, 000 5, 524,656 | 114, 205, 000 2, 899, 980 3. 749, 000 69, 598, B20 89, 986, 000 7.4 92.6 55.9 44 1 
iit 145-1500.......--- 273, 596 5, 656, 000 4,377, 544 90, 492, 000 10, 017, 940 12, 952.000 | 160, 287,040 207 , 240, 000 2.7 9.3 29.4 tiv 
d 15¢j1-1580.......... 219,906 | 4,546,000 | 4,388,120) 90,917,000 | 9,628,925 | 12,450.00 | 192,578,500 | = 248,900,000] 2.2) 97.8) BT) i 
tas 1681-1000........ 237, 267 4, 905, 000 4,745,340 | _ 98,095,000 13, 467, 635 17,413,000 | 269, 352, 700 348, 254, OOO 1.7 98.3 2 i 
Ht 16171-1620........-.. 278, 918 5, 662,000 5, 478,360 | 113,248,000 12, 596, 235 17,579,000 | 271,924, 700 851, 579, 000 2 98 24.4 j 
' ; 162] ~1640.........- 260), 845 5, 516, 000 5, 336,900 | 110, 324, 000 12, 6&™4, 240 16, 361,000 | 2538, 084, 800 B27, 221, 000 2.1 97.9 26.2 i 
~ tek 1641-1600....... 281, 955 5, 828, 000 5,689,110 | 116,571,000 11, 776, 545 15,226,000 | 235, 530, 900 B04, 525, 000 2.3 97.7 27.7 i 
91 1661-1080.......... 297, 709 6, 14, 000 5,954,180 | 123,084, 000 10, 834, 550 14, 008, 000 | 216, 691, 000 280), 166, 000 2.7 97.3 B05) | 
rH 1681-1700......... 346, 095 7, 154, 000 6, 921,895 | 143, 088, 000 10, 992, O85 14,212,000 | 219,841, 700 284, 240, 000 8.1 96.9] 33.5 ( 
1g! 1701-1720. ....... 412, 168 8, 520, 000 8,243,260 | 170, 408, 000 11, 482. 40 14,781,000 | 228, 650, 800 295, 620, 000 3.5 96.5 36.6 t 
ig? 1721-1740.......... 613, 422 12, 681, 000 12, 268,440 | 258,611, 000 13, 863, USO 17,924,000 | 277,261, 600 B58, 480, 000 4.2 95.8 41.4 
oy FOES I0D. coves cect 791, 211 16, 356, 000 15, 824, 280 | 827, 116,000 17,140,612 | = 22, 162,000 | 342, 812, 235 443, 232, 000 4.4 95.6 2.5 ) 
7 665, 685 13, 761, 000 18,313,315 | 275, 211,000 20, 985, 591 27, 133,000 | 419,711, 820 542, 658, 000 8.1 96.9 33.7 t 
‘ 571,948 11, 823, 000 11, 438,970 | 236, 464, 000 28, 261, 779 36,540,000 | 565, 285, 580 730, 810, 000 2 98 24.4 
; 571, 563 11, 815, 000 5,715,627 | 118, 152,000 28, 744, 922 37,168,000 | 287, 460, 225 871, 677,000 1.9 98.1 24.1 
; 367, 957 7, 606, 000 8, 679, 568 76, 063, 000 17, 385, 755 22,479,000 | 173,857, 555 214, 786, 000 2.1 97.9 25.3 j 
457, 044 9, 448,000 4, 570, 444 94, 479, 000 14, 807, 004 19, 144, 000 148, 070, 040 191, 444, 000 t 97 33 67 
652. 201 13, 484, 000 6, 522,913 | 134, 841,000 19, 175. 867 24. 793.000 | 191, 758, 675 247,930, 000 3.3 96.7 35.2 64 
1, 760, 502 36, 393, 000 17, 605,018 | 363, 928, 000 25, (90, 342 82, 440,000 | 250, 908, 422 B24, 400, 000 6.6 93.4 52.9 1 
6, 410,824 | 182,513,000 82,051,621 | 662, 556.000 28, 488, 97 36, 824,000 | 142, 442, 986 18i, 169, 000 18.4 81.6 78.3 2 
ue . 6, 486,262 | 134,083, 000 82,431,312 | 670, 415.000 29.005, 428 37, 618.000 | 145, 477,1'2 188, 0 2,000 18.2 81.8 73.1 | 
ei 5,949,582 | 122. 98,000 20,747,913 | 614. 044, 000 35. 401. 972 45.772,00) | 177,009, 842 228, 861. 000 14.4 85.6 72.9 "i 
2a 6, 270,086 | 129,614, 000 81, 350,430 | 648,071,000 43. 051, 583 55, 663,000 | 215, 257,914 275. 315,000 2.7 87.3 70 
ee : 5, 501.014 | 115, 577,000 27,055,068 | 577, 883, 000 $3, 317,014 $1, 864,000 | 316, 585, 069 409, 322, 000 8.1 91.9 53.5 1 
Bd 1876-1880.......... 6,543,110 | 114,586,000 27,715,550 | 572,931, 000 78, 775,602 | 101,851,000 | 393,878, 009 609, 256, 000 6.6 93.4 53 47 
$ 1881-1885. . ied 4, 704, 755 98, 116, 000 23,973, 773 | 495, 582, 000 92,008,944 | 118,955,000 | 460,019, 722 594, 773, 000 5 | 45.5 > 
1886... 5, 135, 679 | 106, 163, 900 5, 135,679 | 106, 168, 900 93,207,290 | 120, 626, 800 93, 297, 200 120, 626, 800 6.2 94.8 46.8 5 
1887 5,116,861 | 105, 774, 900 5, 116,861 | 105. 774, 900 96, 123,586 | 124,281,000 96, 123, 586 124, 281, 000 5 | % 45.9 5 
1888 5, 330,775 | 110, 196, 900 5,330,775 | 110,196,900 | 108,827,606 | 140,706,400 | 108, 827, 606 140), 706, 400 4.6) 95.4 43.9 5b 
\ 1889 5, 973, 790 | = 123, 489, 200 6,973,790 | 123,489,200 | 120,215,611 | 155,427,700 | 120,218, 611 155, 427, 700 47| %.3 44.3 59 
1890 5, 749,306 | 118,848, 700 5,749,306 | 118,848,700 | 126,095,062 | 168,082,000 | 126,095, 062 143, 082, 000 4.3) %.7 2.1 5 
1891. 6, B20, 194 130, 650, 000 6, B20, 14 130,650,000 | 137,170,919 | 177,352,300 | 187,170,919 177, 352,300 4.4 95.6 2.4 oi 
i 1892. 7,102,180 | 146,815, 100 7, 102,180 | 146,815,100 | 153,151,762 | 198,014,400 | 153, 151, 762 198, O14, 400 4.4] 95.6 2.5 57.5 
i iwhtciumdnawse 7,608,787 | 157,287,600 7,608, 787 | 157,287,600 | 166,002,047 | 214,745,300 | 166, 002, 047 214, 745, 300 4.4 95.6 42.4 a0 
| eae 8, 737,788 | 180,626, 100 8, 737, 788 | 180,626,100 | 167,752,561 | 216,892,200 | 167, 782, 561 216, 882, 200 4.9) 95.1 45.6 54.4 
ia nsinecelsktehiedeannnsdingreenciiepens 415, 080, 077 |8,580, 467, 400 | ..............].........-..-- 7, 836, 325,100 | 10, 131,814, 100 5 95 45.6 54.1 
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Statement of the coin and paper circulation of the United States from 1360 to 1894, inclusive. 
- — : akhiasiganisilliaatsatilgiapeens ene ee immipeminets 
Coin in | Coin, bul Money 
|/United States,) Paper money | lion, and nUyr i < ’ 
Year. including | in United Total money. | paper | Circulation Population States | ti 
bullion States. | moneyin | per capita 
| in Treasury. | Treasury capita 
saiindininiimnanatatig anial a si a — 
18O0 . . 2222 n nnn - 2 ~~ enw en wo een eee oe + == 2 eee eee $235, 000, 000 $207,102,477 | $442, 102,477 $6, 695, 225 $435, 407, 252 31, 443, 221 $14.06 $13.85 
1861. ..---------------------- o cece ceeeseeeenes 250), 000, 000 | 202, 005, 767 | 452, 005, 767 | 3, 600, 000 | 448, 405, 767 , 1.000 14.00 13.98 
x 25, 000, 000 335, 482, 079 | 8. 452.079 | F354 BRS | 34. 607. 744 + OOK ) ' ry 
25, 000, 000 649, 867, 283 | 674, 867, 283 7, 473, 245 | 595, 304, 088 x3, 365, 000 ‘ 
25, 000, 000 680), 588, O67 | 705, 588, 067 35, 046, 580 669.641. 478 + (46.000 
25, 000, 000 745,129,755 | 7 ri 55,428,760 | 714, 702, 905 34° 748, 000 
, 000, 000: | 729, 327, 254 | i 8, 889,010 | 675, 488, 244 4 mm 
2, (00, OOO | 708, 200, 612 | 7 66, 208,543 | 661, 992, 069 | Mh ay) + 
25,000, 000 | 691, 553,578 3 36, 449,917 680, | H6l Re tooo l 
25, 000, 000 | 69), 351, 180 | 50, 808. 289 664, 452. 801 37. TAG. OK Is | 
, 000, 000 | 607, 868,461 | 47, 655, 667 675, 212, 74 BS, Is I 
», 000, 000 17 25 Td 005 000 Is | 
000, 000 wh mae 30 540 10.508. 000 | 1 1 
000, OOU 1.809 $1. 677.000 ] ] ‘ 
, 000, 000 7 us] 4? 706.00) Is 1s 
000, 000 Th. Ww. O47 3.951.000 1 17 
734 727.6 SS 5.1 ux) 1 ! 
i | 722,314, 8&3 { LL { 15. 5 
7,907 | 720, 1 O34 $7,508, 000 l j , 
8,178 | l, §] iu 45. 866.000 l 
, 884 l 973, 382, 228 AO. 155, 783 ‘ 1 
, OR2 1, 1,114, 238, 119 1. 316,000 1 | 
74, 839 l, 1, 174, 200,419 2, 4 CLL 
0, O48 1,¢ 1.2 v5, O96 53 3000 | | 
8, 939 17 12 iO 4 ian 
, 825 l l ’ 8.615 ‘ { 0 
, B04 ! 1, 262, TOO, 525 , LL 
sd daeeiaieliie 1, A, 1 17,539. 143 480) 000 
oumen l, w 1, 372, 170, 870 Ao 1 in) 
l, 2 1. 380.561. 419 61. 289.000 
becwuwel ae 2 1, 428, 251, 270 62, 622.250 i 
a oamlabinde : oo 1, } 2 1, 407, 440, 707 “ 0 
; Ba 1, 139, 745, 170 2 1. oO) 47. 1873 th Th 
} 1 1, 109,988,808 | 2 1, 596, 701, 245 66,9 TT 
. hy , 071, 667 1, 169, 390, 080 2 1, G61, SBS. 674 Os uuo ‘ 
cinta feet 
Nore 1.—Specie payments were suspended from January 1, 1862, to January 1, 1870. During the greater part of that i 1 , 
not in circulation except on the Pacific Coast, where, it is estimated, the specie circulation was generally about $25,000,000, Tl ated , 
only coin included in the above statement from 1862 to 1875, inclusive 
Norse 2.—In 1876 subsidiary silver again came into use, and is included in this nent, beginning with that year 
Nore 3.—The coinage of standard sliver dollars began in 1878 under the act February 28, 1875 
Nore 4.—Specie payments were resumed January |, 1879, and all gold and silver coins, as well as gold and silver bullion in the Trea y, ar 1 
in this statement from and after that date. 
Nore 5.—This table represents the circulation of the United States as shown by the revised statements of the Treasury Department for Ju a 
of the years specified. 
Statement of the specie and bank-note circulation of the United States in the years specified from 1 to 1859 
Number Estimated Estimated Total money] « 
Year. } oO banks bank notes a in United ae Money in Popula 
— outatanding we rset lreasury circulation capita 
a a conse deciebesn ase Saebnmeaebel tin singin ohebioee $10,500,000 | $17,500,000 | $28,000,000 | e $1,500,000 | $26,500,000 $4.99 
ie wcendamaces dea lilo Si tical Pr cst in Beech mae iain ts catia ied tiie thee ate 28, 000, OOO 30,000, 000 58, 000, 000 € 3.000. 00 100.000 , ” 
ita co. ain aieeh niente enmdanambndas eaanle eianiadiduce | 44, 800,000 | 24. 300,000 69. 100. 000 e 2. 0K ) ‘ ( ' é 
I ee eral sbi einleneinmaieeldaniols . } 61, 000, 000 22. 109, 000 98, 100,000 | 5. 755. TUS 4 ‘ 
EE ica cencecvencoccas sae caret a tad ae eee | 77,000,000 | 82,100,000 | 109, 100,000 | 6.014.540 G3. 085. 400 i 
i oe im ecaneonue i eee } 91,500,000 | 30,400,000 | 121,900,000 4.002.914 417 q | ) ‘ 
el knnd nendean cheese usonts o& i iecicshle maine tina senasaivi | } 30,650,000 | 122,150,000 | 2.4 s 120,15 | 
Sl “s era 506 | 41,000,000 | 135,839,570 | 11,702,905 | 124, 1%, 6e5 14 Q 
MR cabinyn cee a 2 cdbnidtelaicks ania oe 704 | 51,000,000 | 154,692,495 | 8.802.858 | 145,790,637 ! 
Sa saaielbhaicactiaiiainel leas | 713 65,000,000 | 205,301,088 | e5.000,000 ‘ 1, Us ! | 
TE ee coenen Sane te ee ee | 788 73,000,000 | 222,185,890 | e5,090,000 ) 15 
Ne nn. causan aenenedounet céawemens 829 87, 500, 000 208, 688, 910 e 5, 000, 000 | 1 
a 2A | 840 87,000,000 | 222. 170,995 | 2 456.962 | 219. 704.1 4) 
NTT anand Secu swncde weebines | 91 83,000,000 | 180,968,572 | 3, OS t ] | } 
a SS aa ir a a ee eon | Ts4 80, 000, 000 187, 200, 214 { j ye } i 
i | 1k ee baeebabecnouast 692 4 0 80,000,000 | 163, 734,01] ‘ | P ! 
mncene ecceve cancers 641 58, 563, 00 90,000,006 | 148,563, 608 1,44 2) 147,114, 138 7 
Pe Rt a ak 6065 75, 167,646 | 100,000,000 | 175, 167, 646 | 7,85 le l g 
stellen aceancnebiales earcninns TOT 89, ¢ 711 | 96,000,000 | 185,608,711 | 7, G58, 3h | ! - 
Di... | chngueunnhe nd cgehukaseese eeduwe 707 , », 427 97,000,000 | 202, 552, 427 9,1 9 - 
2 oe a ssc Reine eine ndlintnn otmnatenned 715 76 12), 000), 000 225, 519, 706 1,7 1 ) 
weenie we aaeiieieanae 751 ool 112, 4 0 240, 506, O91 8, 101, 353 
So eamleaien a mat . TR2 415 120, 000, 000 4, 745, 415 2. 1s4 { 1 ‘ 
Por 3 S24 2 154, 000, 000 285, 306, 526 6. 604, 544 ; » 
See 879 1} 1 OOO | 341,165,251 10, 911, 646 a. 6 
ae (ek) Ooo 375, 673, 000 14,62, 1 , MoO j 
ee “ anise ooo g 000, O00 $24.15] ") | ] ] 
ER ee 1, 208 7 ] OOO 445 POT ] { ] 
i a 1, au7 00.000 | 426.9 "3 j | { | 
es ee 1, 398 254), 000,000 | 445, 747,950 i { " 16 
Sateoseeses a < 1,416 R22 260,000,000) 474.77 ? 17.710. 114 { 4 1 1 
1,422 344 0,.0.0.000 | 415. 208 ( { ] 
ee noes 1, 476 ,818 | 250,000,000 | 443, 30 4, 3330 { 14. 3 
ond Lina 
e Specie in Treasury estimated. 
Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to | the coinage of silver. If the quantity of money in cit , , 
ask him a question? does not affect the valine of money and the v of « 
Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. I ask how is it that he argues tl the 1 p 
Mr. DANIEL. If the quantity of the metal in circulation does | dollars will depreciate the currency and i re trade 
not affect the value of money and of commodities, why is it that Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator from Vi » wil 
the Senator argues that if we coin so much silver and there is | I never said the multiplication of silver d t 
more silver to coin the price of it will go down? He argues in| the currency at all. I have contended 
one breath, permit me to say, against the quantitative theory of | the coinage of silver at 16 to 1 will contra 
money and then he urges the quantitative theory of money against | precisely by the amount of gold we possess, beca I ieve the 
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a of silver to coinage at 16 to 1 will inevitably run out 
the gold. 

Mr. DANIEL. Where will it run the gold to, if the Senator 
will allow me to ask him? 

a r. CAFFERY. It will run the gold to the four corners of the 
globe. 

Mr. DANIEL. Now, will the Senator allow me to ask him 
another question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. If gold is driven to Europe and other countries 
by the coinage of silver in this country, will not the gold that goes 
to those countries swell the volume of currency in gold there; and 
swelling the volume of currency in gold, will it not increase the 
prices of cotton, corn, wheat, meat, and other things that we send 
to the markets in which there is that increase in the volume of 
money? 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is a hypothetical question which hardly 
admits of an answer yea or nay. A large portion of the gold 
would be hoarded, <A very large portion of the silver used now 
in silver countries would be displaced by gold. To that extent I 
believe there would be no increase of the currency of Europe, be- 
cause the gold would simply supply the place now held by silver. 
However, | have not held that there is nothing in the quantitavive 
theory. I say there is not everything in the quantitative theory, 
as applied to metallic money. 

I have argued that credit in the shape that credit now purchases 
in the United States and England has just as much effect upon 
prices as purchases made in metallic money. That has been my 
argument. I say the amount of money that is necessary to circu- 
late the products of any particular country is of all matters the 
most difficult of exact arithmetical computation, for money is 
valuable as a vehicle of exchange in proportion to the rapidity of 
its circulation, in proportion to the number of exchanges it ef- 
fects. One dollar will sometimes do as much with a highly com- 
mercial people as a hundred dollars. Therefore, you can not say, 
in my opinion, that this nation, that nation, or the other nation 
has to have a circulating medium just exactly proportioned to its 
population. 

he fact is that more silver coin is used now in this country 
under a gold standard than was ever used under a bimetallic 
standard, Gold countries use silver as a necessary adjunct; but 
silver countries do not and can not use gold. It will not circulate 
where a cheap metal is the standard. But another fact of preg- 
nant es is that wherever gold has become the standard of 
value it has never been supplanted by silver in modern times; but 
silver has been dethroned from supremacy in every advanced 
nation and can not regain its sway. 

The charge that the rulers and bankers of the earth are com- 
bined to ruin the masses by maintaining a standard constantly 
appreciating, and thereby constantly depreciating all commodi- 
ties, is hardly worth considering. o banker will ruin himself. 
No ruler will despoil his subjects simply to despoil. The ruler, 
the banker, the toiler, and the beggar stand on the same plane as 
te sound money. 

Civilization, from diversity of pursuits, from difference in in- 
telligence and of industry, makes wide differences in human be- 
ings and in human possessions. It is the penalty for enlighten- 
ment andadvancement. Thesavage alone remains in an equality 
of ignorance and of property. As man advances toa higher plane 
the difference between human toilers becomes marked. All along 
the incline that leads to the summit of civilization the busy 
throngs struggling for the top are separated from each other by 
various gaps. They pass and repass and constantly change places. 
it is decreed thus in the economy of God. 

And who will chide at the divine arrangement which makes 
some hewers of wood and some drawers of water, so that in the 
school of adversity and poverty those powers and qualities are 
developed that make men rulers of men and princes of the earth; 
that make the foremost in the column give way to the superior 
energy and ability of those in the rear; that place a French lieu- 
tenant on the imperial throne of France, and a rail splitter in the 
Presidential chair of the greatest, freest Republic of the world? 

I have tried to prove— 

First. That value only originates from the estimation that par- 
ties to an exchange of commodities place upon the commodities 
offered in exchange. 

Second. That metallic money is a commodity and is subject in 
every exchange to this estimate. 

Third. That the estimate, being subjective and mental, can not 
be made by governmental statute. 

Fourth. That when two metals are attempted to be held by a 
legal tie, one or the other will become underrated by the commer- 
cial ratio, which is the estimate placed upon it by exchangers, 
and therefore will leave circulation. ] 

Fifth. That consequently bimetallism is really monometallism. 
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Sixth. That in case the United States adopted 16 to 1, when the 
commercial ratio is 32 to 1, gold would leave circulation, and wo 
would be on a silver basis. 

Seventh. That no man can contemplate this result without a 
shudder at the fearful loss, ruin, and disorder that would ensuc. 
Mr. President, I have here a speech delivered in Texas by Judy 
George N. Aldredge, and I propose, with the consent of the Senat: 

to insert it in my remarks without reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, leaye 
will be granted. The Chair hears none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


SPEECH OF JUDGE GEORGE N. ALDREDGE, OF DALLAS, TEX., ON THE FR} 
COINAGE OF SILVER. 


The proposition that this Government should coin silver for the world 
unlimited amount, at double its market value, is so repugnant to the common 
sense of mankind that it ought to be unnecessary to discuss it, and would 
but for the fact that a portion of our people have been misled by appeals t 
their prejudice and by the specious reasoning of sophists. If our Government 
were asked to declare that 2 quarts equaled a gallon, or to revise the mu 
tiplication table and enact that 10 times 10 equaled 200, all men would see t 
folly; but when asked to believe that $10 worth of silver, by being touched 
the Government stamp, instantly becomes worth $20, many people honest 
believe this miracle may be accomplished, and many others affect to believe 
it for practical purposes. In all ages of the world there have been delusions 
in reference to money, and in spite of uniform disastrous results many are 
ever ready to listen to the teachings of any charlatan who claims that he has 
discovered a shorter route to wealth. They refuse to apply to money t! 
hard common sense which they exercise in dealing with the everyday affa 
of life. Theignorant have always had superstitions about silver. Among th 
negroes of the South nothing would kill a witch but a silver bullet. 

That our ancestors a hundred years ago fixed a unit of value in gold or si! 
ver and fixed a ratio between them is immaterial tous. Their example in 
doing is not more binding on us than their methods of business, their means 
of transportation, or the implements with which they sowed and reaped. It 
would be a sad commentary upon our intelligence if we had learned nothing 
in ahundred years. We do know that in fixinga ratio they attributed no 
magic to the Government stamp, but sought diligently toascertain the market 
value of the two metals in the leading nations of the world, and conformed, 
as they thought, strictly to this market ratio. By pursuing the method 
otgpeen by them we would now fix the ratio at about 82 to 1. 

The consistent man is not the one who stands in one place always, regard- 
less of the changing conditions around him, but it is he who, with intelligence 
and circumspection, adapts himself to the changed condition of affairs. For 
nearly twenty years every enlightened nation in the world has been ona gold- 
standard basis. They are all representative governments and their laws are 
made by their people and for their people. The government which first es- 
tablished the gold standard is more obedient to the will of its people than 
ours is. When an important administration measure is defeated by the rep 
resentatives of the English people, the government is immediately placed in 
the hands of the opposition. The gold standard nations are those that have 
reclaimed the world from barbarism, and have given it all its learning and 
invention; where schools and churches abound; where the dignity of man is 
maintained and labor properly rewarded; and they control the commerce of 
the world. 

These nations, after poating gold and silver for hundreds of years, volun 
tarily adopted the gold standard. No nation to-day has the silver standard 
from choice. It is only because they are weak and helpless to remedy the evi! 
that any of them remain on a silver basis. But to-day the United States, the 
foremost nation in all the earth in solvency and resources, in intelligence and 
energy, is seriously invited to abandon the standard of civilization and com 
merce and to consort with half-civilized, half-clad people, who are weak and 
ignorant; who have little or no commerce; where bull fights abound and 
schools do not; where human labor is in sharp competition with the meek and 
lowly jackass; where a breech-clout is preferred to a full suit, and where th 
bulk of the people know no more about a standard of value than a mule does 
about the nebular hypothesis. Surely we would do well to take a look at tho 
company before we sit down to the feast. ; 

The invitation is that this country, after having adjusted its enormous bus 
ness for twenty years to a gold standard, shall suddenly readjust all business 
and all values to what is termed a double standard of gold and silver. The 
arguments advanced in behalf of such a change are: 

rst. A double standard resting upon gold and silver would give a more 
——_ _ of value and one less liable to fluctuation than a single gold 
standard. 

Second. Gold has appreciated in value and all property measured by it has 
declined in value. 

Third. The supply of gold is inadequate to make it a safe standard and tho 

of it will tend to the depression of prices. 
. The free, unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 toi will 
create unlimited demand for silver and restore it to par. 

Fifth. Free and unlimited coinage of silver at 16 to 1 will increase the prices 


of epee , , 

ith reference to the first = amen A standard of value is some exact 
measure which enters into and becomes a part of oe contract and to which 
all obligations are referable. If our Government could, by legal enactment, 
fix the value of gold and silver in the markets of the world and could keep 
them adjusted to a fixed ratio, a double standard would be practicable. But 
it can not fix or maintain value; the buyers of the world—the merchants—do 
that. When Abraham purchased his lot in Ephron’s cemetery he weighed 
out to Ephron silver “current money with the merchant.” And the mer- 
chants of the world have been saying what shall be “‘current money” from 
that day to this. 

Governments are as powerless to suspend the law of value as they are to 
suspend the law of gravitation. Such being the case, I can conceive of two 
standards, one of gold and the other of silver, and contracts might be ma‘! 
referable to either standard; but the indeterminate double standard, restit: 
on two metals, not linked ther by any binding obligation, but both act 
ing under go-as-you-please rules, is to me absolutely emer eneneoe We 
can not bind them together as we do two metals in the pendulum of a clock, 
or in the mainsp’ of a watch. 

No people ever did business under the imaginary double standard, and 
every a to enforce it has resulted in alternating from one standard to 
the other, gland tried it for four hundred and seventy years and it was 
an utter failure. France her ratio 118 times in twelve years trying 
to walk the double-standard tight rope. We tried it, and went first to a sil- 
ver then toa gold basis, then to a paper basis, and then back to a gold 
basis. e phrase, “double standard,” is a contradiction of terms. Standard 
means correct measure, and there can not be two different correct measures 
of value, any more than there can be two different correct weights to sell by, 
two different correct compasses to sail by, or two different correct thermome- 
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ters to measure temperature by. If one measure iscorrect, the other can not 
differ from it and be correct. It is an inexorable law of money that when 
two metals are coined at a fixed ratio and both made legal tender, if either is 
undervalued in the coinage law the undervalued metal goes out of circulation 

About the middle of the fourteenth century Nicholas Oresme, the father 
of finance in France, announced his great law to Charles V; one hundred and 
thirty years later Copernicus, the founder of modern astronomy, announced 
it to the Prussians, and thirty-two years still later Gresham announced it to 

ueen Elizabeth. Macaulay, in his History of England, shows how perfectly 
this law worked in England, and eloquently describes the direful conse 
quences. He was describing coins debased by clipping, but still legal tender. 

coin is just as bad when debased by overvaluation in coinage as when clipped 
or counterfeited. In the one case the creditor is deceived and in the other he 
isforced. Itis simply the difference between theftandrobbery. The law of 
money has never failed. We know what will be its a just as we know 
that the deadliest poison will kill because it always has killed. 

The gold-standard advocates believe in gold as a standard with the largest 
possible safe use of silver among the people. The 16 to 1 dreamers believe in 
the so-called double standard and we are driven by this law to the use of sil 
ver alone. All gold-standard countries use large amounts of silver and no 
silver-standard country uses any gold whatever. As the practical question 
is the use of the metals, it follows that we are the bimetallists and the 16 to 1 
people are the monometallists. Hen :e, the battle thatis to be fought toa finish 
next year is whether we will remain under a gold standard with actual bimet 
allism in use among the people—gold and silver circulating freely without dis 
crimination against either; or shall we have a so-called double standard at the 
mints and nowhere else, with silver monometallism in actual use? The battle 
is between substance and shadow, between those who want bimetallism in 
fact and those who want it in name only. 
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We are the friends of silver money, who would bring to its aid the power | 


of the Government to keep it good, and they are its enemies, who, by unlim- 
ited coinage, would take from it the guaranty of parity by the Government, 
and thereby degrade it to its market value. Our Government has been and 
is now coining silver at the ratio of 16to1. It is enabled to do this because 
under the law it can restrict the amount coined, and being vested with this 
control it undertakes to make every dollar good money. The moment the 
Government loses control of the coinage, confidence in its ability to protect 
the money issued is gone, and a silver dollar then rests on its merits and is 
worth 50 cents. ‘To illustrate: A merchant could very well guarantee the 
expenses of his clerk if he were allowed to control the expenses, but if the 
clerk demanded free and unlimited expenses, then the merchant would have 
to “stand from under’”’ and let the expenses take care of themselves. 

We hear a great deal of indignant declamation because the Government 
does not pay its “coin” obligationsin silver. Tomaintain the parity between 
gold and silver it is essential that the Government in receiving its dues and 
paying its debts must ignore the inferiority of silver, just asa mother pre 
tends not to see the limp of her lame child. This gives the option of metals 
to the person dealing with the Government, whether as debtor or creditor. 
If the Government should discriminate against silver by refusing to receive it 
for dues or by insisting on paying it instead of gold, that moment the parity 
would be gone and the silver in every man's pocket would beatadiscount. Its 
coinage being under the control of the Government, the Government makes it 
good at its counter, and this makes it good at every counter in the world. 

If there is anything in the double-standard-stability idea we ought to work 
for it for allit is worth. If two metals will fix value better than one, then 
three metals will beat two, and four beat three, and by having eight or ten 
metals in the standard we can anchor it so that it will not crawl an inch ina 
thousand years. 

The second proposition is that gold has appreciated, and thereby depressed 
prices. The same cause operating pos a number of articles will produce the 
same effect in all those not affected by a contravening cause. When we con- 
template prices we find that since the gold standard was adopted, February 
12, 1873, some articles have declined in value, some have remained stationary, 
while some have risen in value; and no contravening causes will account for 
the failure of gold to depress all alike. We find that no two articles have de 
clined at the same time or in the same degree, nor has any one article re- 
mained uniformly depressed. 
that have declined, no one controlling cause can be assigned as having pro- 
duced these results. 

The stock argument of the 16-to-1 people is that wheat and cotton have de- 
clined, and they seem to gloat over the Fact. { knew an old negro who, when 
asked how he was getting along, always replied, ‘* Poorly, thank God,’* and 
they are thankful when the country is poorly on wheat and cotton. Since 
1873 the vast fertile prairies of the Northwest have been turned into wheat 
fields, so that the production of wheat in the United States has been doubled 
since then. The same thing has been going on in Russia and South America. 
The wonderful improvements in machinery for harvesting wheat and the 
extension of railroads for transporting it to market gave an immense impe- 
tus to the production of it. A farmer can make more money raising it at 50 
cents per bushel to-day than he could at $1 per bushel twenty years ago. 

The result has been that the overproduction of wheat has reduced its 
price, and the gold standard had nothing to dowith the reduction. Its price 
is regulated by supply and demand. Last May a little bug settled down on 
the wheat fields of the Northwest and in one or two weeks ate up one-half of 
the 16 to largument on prices and sent the prices back into the neighbor- 
hood of those of 1873. The old hayseeds, who knew the habits of the chinch 
bug and the kind of a multiplication table he used in regulating the increase 
in his family, took the trains for Chicago, commenced buying wheat and 
broke all the smartaleks in the city. They may have talked gold-standard 
depression at home, but they put their money on the chinch bug in the city, 
and won. 

The caterpiller and bollworm can do the same thing for cotton. I only 
know the chinch bug |by reputation, but I am personally acquainted with 
these worms. They are composed of appetite and skin. They do not care a 
tinker’s blessing for anybody’s standard, and when they invade the cotton 
fields of the South they send the price of cotton upin every mart of the 
world, gold standard or no gold standard. They have been doing business 
with us thissummer and have moved the price of cotton up 60 per cent. This 
bag ang these worms have not many friends, but as sluggers inan argument 
with a 16 to 1 crank they are entitled to the belt. 

Cotton brought $1 a pound in New York during the war, and 30 or 40 cents 
a pound the first year after the war, on account of the four years’ cotton 
famine from 1861 to 1865, and it was several years getting down to its normal 
price. The price declined when we made too muchof it. The largest cotton 
crop made with slave labor was 4,669,770 bales, and I remember it was confi- 
dently predicted that no such crop would ever be made with free labor. The 

' of was less than 3,000,000 bales, and we gradually increased it toa 
little less than 10,000,000 bales in 1894. India, Egypt, and Brazil are also rais- 

r crops of cotton. The immense crop of 1894 was thrown upon a 
market illy prepared to receive it. For three years there had been less cot- 
ton goods consumed than usual, owing to the world-wide panic and depres- 
sion of business following the Baring failure, and these two conditions 
jeeating wd ee and underconsumption, brought cotton down toa 

ry low price. 
Some of the Populists tell us there can not be overproduction until every 
Man, woman, and child in the world has a rotund stomach and a full suit of 
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Government to take care of every loafer who is too lazy to work for a li 
and is too contemptible to waste an answer ot If the gold standard d 
pressed wheat and cotton, it was surely loaded at both ends, for it has sl 
some things up in price. The corn crop of the United Statesis more 
than both the wheat and cotton crops combined 
The crop of corn made just preceding the gold standard, in 1872, sold f 
cents at gold figures, and the crop of 1894 was worth 45 cents in gold. 
has generally been above the 1872 price. T i t 1 
wheat crop; oats were worth 2) cents 
steers were worth $40 in gold in 1872 
more now than they were in 1872 and 
were then. The farmers’ wives get as 
ens, and eggs as they did in greenbacks i 
than the wheat and cotton crops combi 
Tobacco, potatoes, bacon, hay, coffe 
things have not declined in pr 7 
other crops combined, and it has sté 
more valuable in gold now than in 
the panic of 1892 and 1893. The pri 
production of it since 1872 h loul 
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in the last fifty years tha 
se grand triumph f 1 
stead of showing depression froma standard of value, s] 
and dignity of the human intellect, and are an unmixed |! 
human family. Could anyone outside of alu 
diverse and inconsistent movements of | 
acting evenly and uniformly upon all things : 
Interest has declined since 18/2 in my part of the country from 3 t 
per month to 6 and 8 per cent perannum. There isnod 
the gold bugs did that. The South and West hav ived 
of interest than they have lost in the decline in wheat ar 
isalways low under an honest standard, among an honest peop! 
is plentiful. It islower in London than in any oth 
» her standard is stable and her « ul cial int ty | 
of her statesmen and her people for ages past. | 
meeting her obligations has made London th uri 1 t 
Tyre was the London of ancient times. Sea iont easter! 1 of the 
Mediterranean, she reigned queen of commerce for « [ 
of com ial greatness passed from her when her own child: ured 
Some three hi ; 
nd to-day the United 



























planted colonies in America ta iand 
formidable rival for the commerce of the world Che object le ul 
history is being repeated. If the insatiable mine owners, by u f 
lions, and the place-hunting demagogues, by unctuous appeals to pi 
succeed in driving this country from the st la civiliza 
merce, the standard that announces integrity at home and 
dence abroad, to a flat standard and silver ba I 
rival to grapple with her in the marts of the w« 
The third proposition is that the supply of go insu ft ‘nt to make it a 
‘orrect standard, and its scarcity will tend to depress pri The average 
ual output of gold of the world for the first half of this: ntury,in round 
numbers, was $15,000,000. From 1851 to 1865, covering the gold boom in Cali 
fornia and Australia, the yearly average was $13),000,000. The output for L803 
was $155,000,000, and for 1894 $181,000,000. The birth rate | 
countries is not increasing, while the production of gold is 
just stated. This answer ought to satisfy even the extrer 
the ** per capita’*’ Populist—especially in view of the f 
in power and machinery are being applied to the pr t le 
the genius of invention finds no inducement offered nor field for operat n 
the population business. 

My next answer is that the more highly enlightened the world becom nd 
the greater the improvements in business methods, the less nec« there is 
for the use of actual money of any kind. Steam and electri 
knitted civilized people together that they are practically one mut 
Business men speak to each other around the wor . “e 
bled in the same building. Their business is done on a syster 
without the use of money, except for ultimate settlement ) 
method confined to business men. It is broadening with the evolution 
man from a lower toa higher plane of intelligence 

A farmer may now live for a whole year on the fat of the land and: t 
handle a dollar in money during that time. He may receive ch 
crop, deposit them to his credit with a bank, and draw on the ba f 
he owes and spends. Neither he nor the men who bought his crop had 
lar in the bank. They only had credit there. The bank owns t] 
its vault, and its customers simply have the bank’s obligation. Bank credits 
perform precisely the same work that gold and silver do, and they perform 
it much quicker and more conveniently. TheScotsare the most conservative 
people in the world, and they have had the best banking system of pe 
ple fortwo hundred years. Ona gold reserve of $23,652,000 they supp i 
credits to the amount of $448,288,000. The best authorities estimate that only 
one bill of exchange in five hundred thousand is ever paid in money in E 
land. Gold, silver, and other money perform 1 per cent of the excha 
this country, and credits, in the shape of bills, notes, checks, etc., do th 
99 per cent. The business of the world could no more be done to-day wit 
gold and silver than its inland transportation could be done with ox wagons 

The 16 to 1 orators, in denouncing the act of 1473, assert that half the mons 
of the country was destroyed, and hold out the idea that our money has been 
contracted to that extent. In 1872 our population was 40,506,000, and ou 
——< money was $18.79. In 1894, after the country had been sufferir 
gold standard for twenty-one years, our population is 68,275,000 and ou 
capita of money is $35.44, and we have much better money now than we had 
then. The adoption of the gold standard as a measure of value did n in 
crease the demand for goid for use to any great extent. Alcohol isthe stand 
ard for measuring the strength of all spirituous liquors, yet that fact has 
never been found to be very straining on alcoho! 

Fourth proposition, that the free and unlimited coinage of silver at 16 to 1 
would create unlimited demand for silver and restore it toa par How 
mere coinage of silver can in any way increase its use among the people [ am 
unable to understand. If there was not enough of it for use as money and the 
Government was limiting the coinage of it, and thereby denying the people 
the use of it as money, then there would be force in the proposition toincrea 
the coinage of silver. But our condition is exactly the reverse of that. The 
amount of coined and uncoined silver in the Treasury is $512,000,000, while the 
amount in circulation is about $107,000,000. 

To encourage the use of silver by the people the Government exchanges 
coined silver at its mints for gold or legal-tender currency, and pays the 
express charges on the silver to any part of the country. This coined silver 
is all good money. The dollars are legal tender for all debts in any amount, 
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and the halves, quarters, and dimes are quehangeebis, in sums of $20, for 
ld or other legal tenders. Notwithstanding the inducement offered by 
he Government to promote the use of silver, it has hitherto been unable to 
force into circulation more than about one-fifth of its stock on hand. Then 
why all this clamor for more coinage? If a man had five times as much 
blood in his body as his arteries and veins would circulate and four-fifths «of 
it was lying idle around his heart, would anyone say that such a man needed 
a free and unlimited infusion of blood? 

A government can no more induce people to use money they do not want 
than it can induce them to eat what they do not like. The true place of 
silver is as a change money. It is indispensible for that perpose and un- 
suited to any other, and all the silver-tongued orators in the land can not 
change this fact. The $1, $2.50, and $8 gold pieces were too small and were 
unpopular as change moner, and the Government stopped the omens of 
them. On the other hand, silver is not a debt-paying money in any consider- 
able amount, nor the money of commerce, for the reason that it is too bulky 
and too heavy. When a man {~- over $5 or $10 of it, he unloads on the first 
bank he comes to, and the bank unloads on the Treasury. Thus the circula- 
tion of it is limited to just what the people will use. en the people get 
enough of a thing they know it, and you can not argue with them about it. 
They are gullible on theories, but intensely practical in business. 

We have heard a great deal about demonetization of silver. Let us see the 
extent of “ the great crime of 1873.” In 1853, in order to prevent the subsidiary 
coin from going abroad, the silver half dollar was reduced in weight from 
206} to 192 grains, and the quarters, dimes, and 5-cent pieces were reduced in 
the same proportion. These coins were then made a legal tender for only 
$5 in amount, and the coinage of them for private account was stopped; but 
the Government purchased the silver bullion and coined them as they were 
needed. So,no crime was committed in 1873 against the halves, quarters, 
dimes, and half dimes. That crime was committed under Millard Fillmore. 

In 1879 these coins were made legal tender for sums not exceediug $10. In 
1873 the standard silver dollar of 412} grains was left out of the coinage act 
and the trade dollar of 420 was substituted for it. was done at 
the request of the Pacific Slope, to enable our dollar to compete with the 
Mexican dollar of about that weight in China and Japan. The standard dol- 
lar was not a legal tender from February 12, 1873, to February 28, 1878, at 
which time its recoinage was provided for and it was reinstated as a legal 
tender for all debts, in whatever amount. But $3,000,000 of this “ daddy dol- 
lar’ was coined prior to 1873, out of a total coinage of $1,000,000,000. Jefferson 
stopped the coinage of it in 1805, and for thirty years not one of them was 
coined, and the daddies never complained. 

They did not have sense enough to see that Jefferson had sold out to Lom- 
bard street! These dollars were not in fact legal tenders prior to 1873, be- 
cause the people did not tender them in payment of debts nor in purchase of 

oods. They had not been in circulation since Andrew Jackson was Presi- 

ent, and hardly any pe man had ever seen onsof them. Thepeople 
had demonetized them by melting them down, or by sending them abroad for 
that purpose,and to this goose day they have never been demonetized in any 
other way. The act of 1 aimy recognized what the people had done, and 
for five years continued the policy that the eg had been pursuing for nearly 
half a century. The legal-tender faculty of this dollar was restored to it 
seventeen years ago. 

The Government has $350,000,000 of it on hand now, and has stood ready at 
all times to furnish it to anybody who wanted it. This is the biography of 
the demonetization mouse that has been evolved from a mountain of denun- 
ciation. The poor little thing never lived but five brief years, and has been 
as dead as a doornai) for seventeen years. While it lived it was so harmless 
the people paid no attention toit. Shakspeare says, “The evil that men do 
lives after them." But it is even worse in the case of this mouse. The evil 
that it did not do lives after it in the shape of grasping mine owners, two- 
Py cciore, and unscrupulous politicians. 

e are told that the standard dollar is not primary money. Itis nota 
promise to pay; it is a legal tender for all debts, and it does not have to be 
redeemed in anything on the face of the earth. If any man can give a better 
definition of primary money than this I would like to see it. 

This Government is the fast friend of silver money and of the people who 
use it rather than of the American and English corporations who mine silver 
and would coin it at a fictitious valuation. Prior to 1878 this Government 
coined $144,000,000 of silver; since then, $537,000,000. In twenty-one years, un- 
der a gold standard, nearly four times as much silver was coined as in eighty- 
one years under the so-called double standard. A certain kind lady er 
chloroformed her child when she whipped it. Miss Silver was assassinated 
1878, at a time when there wasalmost none of her in circulation, and since that 
fatal day she has thrived on assassination and has grown from a living skele- 
ton to be the fat woman in the circus. In contemplating her brilliant post- 
mortem career I am constrained, with the a; ©, to ex » “O death, 
where is ay, sting? O grave, where is thy victory?” 

After 1875 this country prospered as no other ever did for nineteen years, 
and we are asked to believe that it took this wide-awake nation nineteen years 
to find out that it was ruined by the legislation of 1873. The negroesin some 
sections believe in a hoodoo rm which is harmless for a year, and then 
a develops insanity, fits, etc. The crime of 1873 seems to have worked 

a 00 way. 

The 16 to 1 people tell us that the coinage of silver will create unlimited de- 
mand for it. They decline to give us the howness or the whereforeness of 
this newborn demand, but with childlike faith ay expect it to rise in all 
its beauty, as the fabled Venus rose from the froth of the sea. They say the 
demand will come; so the Seventh Day Adventists tell us the end will come 
and if their picnic comes off first, they will not need silver; the demand will 
be for free and unlimited water. They contend, if this Government takes all 
the silver that comes at 16 to 1 silver will be worth par all over the world, and 
a7 use an egg argument to prove it. 

They say if a merchant advertises that he will pay 2% cents per dozen for 
eggs, so long as he has the ability to take all that comes eggs will be worth 

cents in all that counter. But sup the merchant did not take them? 
Suppose when a farmer drove up to his store the merchant said unto him, 
“My friend, you have derstood me. Iam not buying egEs, Iam sim- 
ply Qpae ae them; certifying that they are , and handing them back to 
rou."" What would eggs then be worth? © same old 10 or 15 cents per 
ozen. Under unlimite a ie Government would not buy silver nor 
arantee the value of the coins. It would stamp it “without recourse.” 
ilver would come from every country in the world, and the Government 
would be a fool to undertake to the value of the coins b trying to 
preserve the parity between the metals. If a herder drove a lot of cow 
nies through the mint, and they were branded “$100 horse " and delivered 
the owner at the other end of the building, it would notimprove the breed 

of the ponies nor create a wild demand for themat the brand arson 

Our Government has lost $200,000,000 trying to create demand for silver, for 
the sole and separate use, behoof, and benefit of the silver mine owner, by buy- 
ing it when it did not want it and had no need of it; and the silver-minin, 
ve Spas “it ‘ Cacel pam ane this ever on eae ae It wou 

oad a two-horse wagon train es long, putting pounds on eac 
wagon, and letting them occupy 30 feet each in line; and Iam mean enough 
te ve to — = get even with the game before we start a new deal for 
anybody's efit. 

If the unlimited coinage of silver by our Government could bring it to par, 
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the immediate effect would be to start every mine and mill in the world run- 
ning at its utmost capacity, a large portion of the unemployed capital of tho 
world would seek this field, and the bowels of the mountains of the eart) 
would be torn asunder to get the benefit of the double price. In 1894 $71, . 
000,000 of silver was mined and sold at about 63 cents per ounce. If the pri 
was raised to 129 cents per ounce, the 16-to-1 price, what would the harvy: 
be? The old rule of three will solve the problem. If a railway engine w 
run 90 miles an hour on 63 pounds of steam pressure, how fast would it ru» 
on 129 pounds of pressure? The blasted thing would have to stop once in 4 
while and wait for its shadow to catch up. 

Senator STEWART and his crowd tell us there can be no flood of silver, | 
Noah’s time there was a man of sanguine temperament like that. He w:s 
standing on the tip end of a high mountain and the waters were licking | 
toes. e@ hailed Noah and begged to be taken in the ark, but Noah had 
ing orders from above, and refused totake him aboard. As Noah sailed ay 
he shook his fist at the old man and exclaimed, ‘‘ Go to the devil with y 
old dugout, it isn’t going to be much of a shower anyway.” ; 

The fifth proposition is that 16 to 1 coinage will increase the prices of pr 
erty. If thisGovernment should open its mints to coinage of the w: 
silver at 16 tol, we would goat once to silver monometallism. This is 
voice of all history emphasized by the present status of every free-coi: 
country on the earth. Wecan no more have bimetallism in actual use « 
unlimi silver coinage than we can have a square, round object, or dry, \ 
weather. Wherein would the people be benefited if they get double p 
in half-value money? If farmers’ products brought double-prices so w 
the manufacturers.’ The benefits and advantages would be equal, ex: 
that buyers would always deduct enough to safely cover the fluctuation 
silver, and this amount would be a dead loss to producers and a premiu: 
speculators. I knew a boy who sold acur dog for : but he took pay 
pups at $20 apiece, so he was not materially benefited by the inflated pric: 

he inflationists admit that their scheme is against the interest of all those 
who live upon fixed salaries. This includes everyone whose services are 
id for by the year, month, week or day, from president of a railway 

2m to hod carrier and those who draw pensions from the Governm«: 
History teaches that wages have never participated in boom prices crea 
by debauching the anne ee country. They have remained about the sa 
whether paid in good or bad money. The wage earner is a traitor to him 
and his family when he lets his prejudice lead him to the inflation camp, ai! 
agrees to take his fixed pay in adepreciated money. If this 16 to 1 movement 
should succeed he would find that he had lost all the vantage ground for 
which he and his brethern had struck and struggled for a hundred years 

The modicum of prosperity in manufacturing interests in Mexico is based 
on the degradation of their labor. We do not want prosperity at such 
price, and weare getting it rapidly without swindling our labor. When t 

aborer pr rs he becomes a consumer and his prosperity reacts upon « 
benefits all other interests. In Mexico they have many refined and wealt 
people, but taeir laborer isa peon. He gets from 10 to 30 cents per day 
money worth half its face value. He livesina miserable mud hut, eats thio 
poorest food that will keep his body alive, wears the meanest cloth that will 
ide it, and is even denied the privilege of a gentlemanly jag and has to 
get drunk on cactus juice. In every silver or double-standard country in the 
world the same degradation of labor is apparent. 

We are told that silver is the poor man’s money. 
dice, and is wholly untrue. Wages are not pai 
day, but they are paid b 
= enough silver to 


This appeals to his prejx 
in silver at the end of ea 
the year, month, or week in currency or gold, wit 
ethe correct change. The kind of money in transit 
immaterial so it , but when itis hoarded, laid by for a rainy day, th: 
its staying quality mes interesting. The rich man hoards by investing 
in property or by Gepositing in a bank, and the bank has the option of pa 
ing him in silver, while a large per cent of the poor men patronize the sock leg 
and the bosom of the earth, and they always hide gold for two reasons, the) 
have more confidence in its stability, and being less bulky itis easier to hid. 
So these poor men are on a gold basis and the rich men are on a silver basis, 
if the banks elect to put them there. 

Prejudice is the curse of thiscountry. It is the only reef in the path of our 
ship of state, the only menace to our experiment of self-government. Tho 
prejudice of the uninformed makes them the prey of peemiegenal agitators, 
calamity howlers, ine peenene who are an hungered for office. 

The argument is 6 that we owe so much foreign debt that the interest 
is confiscating us. The ablest financiers on this continent, who have ma 
the subject a study, place our foreign debt at $2,000,000,000, which, as they « 
timate at a4} rate of interest, amounts to an annual interest account « 


$90,000,000. 

Our globe-trotters are mding annually $47,000,000 abroad. Most of th: 
are ignorant of the beauty and grandeur of their own country, which far 
sw anything they see abroad. They ought to give up this foolish fad 
and spend their millions getting acquainted with this country for afew years 
It we are actually insolvent and can not pay we ought to make a general a 
signment for the benefit of allourcreditors. That is the way an honest man 
does when he fails in business. He does not hide out his property and offe: 
50 cents on the dollar. Instead of being insolvent we are better able to pay 
than any peo le on the face of the earth. Our national debt is in round num 
bers $915,962, It has been reduced toone-thirditsformeramount. In 1805 
it was $2,845,907,000. s 

The debt of Great Britain and Ireland (the creditor nation) is $8,350,719,00); 
the debt of France is $4,446,000,000; Russia, $3,491,000,000; Austria-Hungary, 
} ane: 000,000; Itaty, $2,824,000,000; Germany, $1,656,000,000; Spain (with o1 

ourth of our pulation), $1,251,000,000. The per capita debt of France is $11; 
of Great Britain and Lreland, $87; aay, $76; Spain, $73; Russia, $30, while our per 
capita debtis $14. Uncle Sam, bless his old soul, is the only ood housekeeper 


{ in the whole lot! Our bank deposits amount to $4,000,000,000, while those o! 


all Europe only amount to $6,500,000,000. By our last census our per capita of 
wealth, as shown by the assessment rolls, was $341, and the people have never 
been bad about assessing their property too high. ; 

The war veterans can not be for repudiation on account of our alleged ina 
bility to y, It isa fundamental principle of law and morals that a man 
must be fon before he is generous, and that gifts made by an insolvent aro 
void as to creditors. Our Government is giving them about $140,000,000 au 
nually. If we can afford to be liberal we ought to strain a point and be hon 
est, — If our Government can give it like a prince, it ought to pay like a 
gentleman. ; 

A large part of the Sapte Seared against us are in fact not interest-bearing 
debts. ey consist of road, real-estate, and other corporation debts 
where defaults were made, and mortgages on the property haye been fore 
closed, the property sold, and the debts practically extinguished. ee 

The only debts that the ple at large are interested in are the national 
debt and the State debts. State debts, by the last census, amounted to 
ee The county debts amounted to $145,048,045; school-district debts, 

701,948, while the debts of cities and towns amounted to $724,463,060, mak- 
ing a total of $1,1 0,442. You will observe that about three-fourths of this 
total debt is owed by citiesand towns. With this borrowed money they havo 
built gas, electric-light, and waterworks plants, paved their streets, etc. __ 

Now the 16 to 1 city man asks his country brother, who uses oil in his 
house and darkness outside, who draws his water from a well and bathes 
in the creek, who splits the mud in wet weather and kicks up the dust in 
dry, to help him repudiate the debt incurred by him in getting ahead of the 
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countryman as to these comforts and conveniences of life. As to all our pri- 
vate domestic debts, it is immaterial to the Government whether the red 
headed men owe the blackheaded ones or the blackheaded ones owe the 
redheaded ones. One holds the debt and the other holds the property it 
purchased, and they cancel each other. 

The suggestion is sometimes made that by the enhancement of gold debts 
have been increased when measured in property, and therefore they ought to 
be scaled. I have discussed the gold enhancement theory, but desire to add 
that practically all our debts were contracted since the gold standard was 
adopted, and that standard entered intoand became a part of every contra 
and if gold has advanced it would be just as dishonest to pay by any other 
standard as it would be if it had not advanced. If aman contract fora thou 
sand bushels of corn it is no answer to his contract to say that corn has risen 
since the contract was made. Besides, all our obligations have passed from 
hand to hand, most of them many times, and the present holders fad no more 
to do with the rise or fall of gold than they did with the rise or fall of the tides. 

The underlying fructifying element of this 16 to 1 movement is socialism 
It is the same old effort to get something for nothing. The Coxeyites wanted 
erub for nothing. The single-tax cranks want land for nothing. The Popu 
lists want Government monopoly of transportation and private monopoly of 
the wailing businessfor nothing. The 16 tol people want 50 per cent of debts 
for nothing. The Bellamyites want everything for nothing. And I might 
suggest that the new woman wants our bifurcated garments for nothing; but 
that is not pertinent to the subject under discussion, and I will not do so 

Themovement meansrepudiation. Allelseis theory, pretense, and dreams. 
It is aneffort to pass a left-handed bankrupt bill, not for the benefit of the 
unfortunate debtor who can not pay, but for the rich as well, who can pay 
but want to beat their creditors. The poor man is not in debt; he never had 
a chance to getin debt. The corporations, speculators, and plungers gener 
ally constitute the debtor class. Every wage earner belongs to the creditor 
class. No one would be benefited by 16 to 1 coinage except the debtor class. 
Even the mine owner would not, for the temporary stimulus given to silver 
would increase its production until the price would fall below whatit is now. 
On the other hand, all would suffer. 

If a bill for free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 were to pass either House of 
Congress, and it was ascertained that it would pass the other House, and 
that the President would sign it, the panic that would ensue would be to that 
of 18938 what a tornado is toa zephyr. Creditors, to avoid being paid in de 
based money, would crowd and crush for payment as the people do for exit 
in a theater on an alarm of fire. Credit and confidence, the twin divinities 
of prosperity, would depart from us. All business would be paralyzed, labor 
unem Towed, and despair would hang her black pall in millions of homes, only 
to be lifted when reason resumed her sway. It took France fifty years to 
entirely recover from the John Law fiasco. 

The demagogues, in order to undermine the moral sense of the people and 
make repudiation palatable, rail about England's wealth, and falsely assert 
that she is trying to dictate our monetary system and to crush us. England 
is rich, but if she is trying to ruin us she has a peculiar way of manifesting 
her hostility. For the year ended June 30, 1894, she took $423,000,000 of our 
exports, about seven times as much as all the free-silver countries in the 
world. We took $107,000,000 of her exports, and she paid us the difference in 
gold or its equivalent. 

Did you ever hear a butcher or a baker or a man with cotton to sell com 
ame ey | that his customers had too much money to spend? Instead of try 
ing to drive us to a gold standard it would be immensely to her interest to 
have her commercial rival abandon the standard of commerce and take a 
back seat with the half-civilized, noncommercial nations. 
story of Ernest Seyd was exploded years ago, and though the vase was shat- 
tered, the scent of that lie hangs’round the country still. Thesilver-tongued 
orators still tell the people there was a conspiracy to demonetize silver, 
although no man has ever been able to call the name of a single conspirator 

In 1878 the mctive for demonetizing silver was on the wrong side. ‘The sil 
ver dollar was then worth nearly 3 cents more than a gold dollar. Who at 
that time could foresee the fall of silver? Our statesmen and financiers are 
as shrewd as any on earth, and they got no glimpse of the coming event. 
Only to these unnamable conspirators was the revelation vouchsafed. It 
seems they had a little Patmos [ste all to themselves, and worked the world 
on the heavenly tip! 

Several Congressmen, in the presence of an irate constituency, have stated 
they did not know thestandard dollar was being demonetized when they voted 
for the act of 1873. It was read several times intheir presence. There is no 
way tomake people understand things. They might have been deaf. One 
all-sufficient reason why they did not so understand is that it was not being 
done. This dollar was not demonetized, but, on the contrary, has been money 
and good money every day since 1792. 

England has loaned us money at a lower rate of interest than anybody else 
would. This is the very head and front of all her offending, and the violent 
16 to 1 people want to punch her head for doing this. There is an old adage 
which runs this way: “If you want to lose a friend, lend him money.”’ 

To prove that it is repudiation of debt and not coinage the 16 to 1 man is 
after, propose to him free and unlimited coinage without the legal-tender 
attachment. If there is nothing the matter with silver except the fact that it 


isdebarred from the mints, then free and unlimited coinage, without the leugl- | 


tender provision, would set it allright and bring it topar. Gold would not suf- 
fer by such atest. Yourproposition would nauseatehim. Why? Becauseitis 
not coinage he is after, but repudiation, by means of legal-tender law. 

They pro two plans for forcing a debased silver standard on the country; 
first, not allow contracts for payment in gold; second, if this does not work, 
then reduce the gold in a gold dollar. With reference tothe first plan, main- 
taining the value of money by legal enactment and penalties has been tried 
in most countries and has proven an ignominious failure in every instance. 

England tried it off and on for nearly five hundred years. France tried it 
for centuries. The North tried it with greenbacks and the South tried it with 
Confederate money. While it wasa death penalty in France to refuse the 
assignats, they fell in value until it took $36,000 of them to buy one dollar in 
specie. Eggs must have been worth $50 apiece in assignats. Whata pity our 
inflation friends could not have lived thereand then. A government can rob 
one part of its people for the benefit of the other part as to existing debts, 
but there its power ends. It can not make its people trade with each other 
except upon terms satisfactory to both parties to the contract. 

If the money offered to the seller does not suit him he does not sell. If of- 
fered toa laborer he would need rest. 
would only have enough for home consumption, until he found a man with bet 
ter money, and so it would be allalong the line. The proposal to take away 
the right of contract shows that desperation has usurped the seat of reason. 
We hold all that we dohold by virtue of contract right. It isthe bulwark of 
our liberty. It was for this, above all things, that Magna Charta was written. 
When we surrender this supreme right we go back to barbarism and be- 
come miserable puppets to every mob that may seize the helm of state. 

The other method suggested to bring about parity of the metals is toreduce 
the gold in a gold dollar. Our Government has hitherto manifested blind, 
unreasoning prejudice against that kind of statesmanship. Indeed, it has 
had itsdeputy marshals busy for a hundred years hunting misguided patriots 
who were trying to take this near cut to wealth. If this sort of bill ever 


Feiters be 


suggest as a rider to the bill that all convicted counter- 
rated and given right of action against the Government for 
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vernments have honored their pioneers, and th 

















men were but the forerunn the John the Baptists of this new religion of 
debauchment of our money 
\ republic rests entirely upon the morals of its people. The stor 
Washington and his hatchet, told by vin ps tk canenend childhood, has 
made 1 ) f truthful men and w W hat would be the effect i + 
country upon unborn generations of a y like this: At the close of 
nit ut iry the people of the United States became so corrupt they 
. don lf of their debts by paying them in money worth only half 
m haswel h tt 1“ Old Glory 
I I th ior ‘ yanad bh Pass this 
Llation and upon it with sham bor ¢ L1using 
purposes We might as we and run up rag * 
But, Mr. President ar ow me in con > Sav that our 
country is in no danger of I sl6tol.« i cla t 
one of the ation ot h es ight la On 
lowlands, in hig a liv mi a 
bright sun climbs over the hil ps and shoots | r i 8 
bottom, the m1 1” 18 ¢ e 1 i } \ ’ 
w holesomeév,ane “nn gofor t a i i i 
spite of all the i tha AVG a ted us i 
t l in halls, this i ur 
? xed t r r : i : \ wae 
t sf ve e! ve v ‘ ive e- 
pr t I ar > ‘ ! 3. 
fore the | i and e- 
s ty will on Lasatr \ in 
peo ul t and 1th rock i i all 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, thisd l mn haselicited any 
of the arguments upon which the majority of the Committ n 
Finance have deemed controlling that [ do not regard it ¢ ntial 
to delay proceedings for the purpose of making any exter 
sertation. As far as the silver question is concerned, I ha n 
noreason to alter the opinions which I expressed in an address d 
livered in this Chamber on September 21, 1893. Thes m 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] recently called the attention « 16 coun 
try to the circumstance that gold monometallists, w ly 
represented by the minority of the 1m n have 
presented nothing; that they are here without a 1 id with- 
outa suggestion worthy of conside1 1on as ant ( i Lney 
declare that all national obligations must be paid in ld: that 
although our bonds, notes, etc., are clearly othe: worded that 
still, in deference to the sensibilities of the financial world. we 
must yield our convictions and forego our contractual rights. 
Perhaps some of us might be willing to give all that we now 
possess in testimony of our good faith, but even then we would be 
constrained to entertain gloomy forebodings as to the future. 
Everyone concedes that the present financial system is bad. 
| Everyone knows that the sale of bonds in times of peace indicates 
| governmental inefficiency. Were our country void of resources 
| were our people indolent and brainless, our present embarrass- 
ment might be accounted for. No one will claim that ver 
advocates have had their way. Not only has the legislative de- 
partment discredited silver, but the executive has practically an- 
|} nouned that while gold is constitutional money silver, though 
similarly mentioned in that instrument, is not to be so considered. 
And after thus contributing every effort to convince the world 
that silver can not be used in common with gold w m 
plaint that there is a difference in the actual value of the two 
metals, a difference that does not depend upon produ n and 
what has no apparent or actual relationship to the amount of 


If offered toa farmer for his produce he | 


metal in circulation or existence the world over. 


The President proposes to retire the greenbacks and to trust the 








financial affairs of the Government tothe national banks. If I read 
the history of my party correctly, its greatest men, its ablest teach 
ers, have always declared a public debt to be a curse, and have 
advised the payment of governmental obligations a ai 

| practicablemoment. Thehistorical reference made b) itor 
from Texas[Mr. MILLs|some dayssince [shall annex tom urks 
in demonstration of this proposition. Whenever the fina | af- 
fairs of thiscountry are placed absolutely in th Kk eping of national 
banks or of any private banking system free government will 
cease, and wealth resulting from our deliberate misfeasar vill 
rule imperiously and indisputably. Are w pared to disregard 
the advice of our revered and patriotic statesmen The distin 
guished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN}, if I understand him, 

| does not agree that greenbacks should be destr . s WV I 

| store them in the Treasury. I agree with the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER] that as between the two propositi: that of 
the Administration is the more logical, and I notice that the ad 
vocates of the gold standard throughout the United States quite 
generally accept Mr. Cleveland’s view. , 

In his address delivered at the annual mecting of the Board of 
Trade in the city of Chicago, Mr. William T. Baker, the president 
of the board, and who referred to the free-coinage advyoca i 

| persons afflicted with free-silver lunacy, said: 

In order to maintain the credit of the Government by keeping the parity 
between gold and silver as required by 7, the Treasury nu m n 
backs and Sherman notes in gold, and this redemption is ¢ db ) 
absurd requirement that such notes must be paid ont ag t in ei 
culation, to be again and again redeemed in gold. This imbecile I sitive 
contrivance has placed us at the mercy of foreign enemies or alien specula- 
tors in bullion, and recent events have shown us that such enemies and specu- 


| 
| 





lators know their advantage and are not slow to profit by our weakness. 
There is but one remedy for this deplorable condition of affairs. 
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must be made for the permanent retirement of the five hundred millions of 

eenbacks and Sherman notes. Long-time bonds, bearing a low rate of in- 
ferent and payable in gold, should be authorized for this purpose, and if such 
bonds were permitted to be used by national banks as security for circula- 
tion redeemable in gold, they would be quickly absorbed, and the transition 
would be easily and safely made. All the hoarded gold in the country would 
immediately come back into circulation, and this country would enter upon 
an era of unexampled prosperity. There is no politics in this proposition. 
There is only partisanship, ignorance, and gr opposed to it. 


The gentleman whose comments I have read uses this expression: 
“There is only partisanship, ignorance, and greed opposed to it”— 
the proposition which he advocates. So-called conservative ex- 
pressions of this kind with reference to those whoin good faith favor 
the free coinage of silver are heard wherever gold monometallists 
promulgate their dogmas. We daily peruse in the great news- 
papers of the gold center of the United States extravagant denun- 
ciation of this type. Indeed, Senators who faithfully advocate 
the principles which for years they have openly avowed and who 
honestly act in redemption of their promises are derided and ac- 
cused of misrepresenting the very constituents who elected them 
because of the opinions which they here reiterate. Because of 
certain reflections of this nature, I wish to make a few citations 
from platforms adopted by the Democracy of California. 


The money of the Constitution, gold and silver, the only legal tender.— 
Democratic State Platform, 1876. 


That this convention recommends the passage of an act of Congress pro- | 


viding for the free coinage of both gold and silver, by the terms of which act 


all gold and silver bullion offered at the several mints of the United States | 


shall be received in exchange for money, or gold or silver certificates at the 
rate now fixed by law for standard dollars of gold or silver, which certificates 
shall be receivable for all public purposes and interchangeable for gold or 
silver,as the case may be.—Democratic State Platform, 1886. 

That this convention recommends the passage of an act of Congress provid- 

ing for the free coinage of both gold and silver, by the terms of which act all 
sold and silver bullion offered at the several mints of the United States shall 
1% received inexchange for money, or gold or silver certificates at the rate 
now fixed by law for standard dollars of gold or silver, which certificates 
shall be receivable for public purposes and interchangeable for gold and sil- 
ver, as the case may be.—Democratic State Platform, 1888. 

A depleted Treasury, the imposition of unequal and oppressive taxes, the 
effort to enact coercive legislation, the arbitrary disregard by the Speaker 
of the House of —appecennen vente all parliamentary rules, and the shameless 
servility displayec 
ing ready obedience to his tyrannical mandates, their refusal to join the 
Democracy in its efforts to procure the passage of a measure permitting the 
free coinage of silver.—Democratic State Platform, 1890. 


Over one of these conventions I had the honor to preside, and 
in another instance I was the chairman of the committee on reso- 
lutions. In every instance I voted for the platforms from which 
these citations are made. 

I take it to be a fact that the only proposition offered for the 
rehabilitation of our financial system by those who are opposed 
to the views held by the majority of the Finance Committee is 
that which involves either the retiring or hoarding of green- 
backs, the withdrawal from circulation and the substitution of 
the national bank for the Government in the regulation and con- 
trol of our financial system. Iwill not elaborate upon the conse- 
quences of this condition. The obviously fatal tendency of such 
a scheme has been most fully presented here. In the first place 
we would suffer from a most ruinous contraction. Notwith- 
standing all the inducements that have been heretofore offered to 
the national banks, they have but a comparatively small amount 
of circulation, and many of them have manifested a disposition 
to retire much of this. ltis certain that they would never, if 
they procured the contemplated additional privilege, supply 
money equal in amount to that which our friends proposed to 
destroy or withdraw; and the utter futility of maintaining a gold 
basis in this country would give rise to disaster and bring about 
the further centralization of gold and all the direful consequences 
of a congested and inadequate ar 

Speaking from Democratic ground, I may be permitted to say 
that I do not understand how any follower of Jefferson or Jackson 
can stand the new departure which the Administration insists we 
shall adopt. Platform after platform of our party, year in and 
year out, has been so drawn as to call the attention of the world 
to the criminal subserviency of the Republican organization to 
the national banking system, and yet now we are to meekly fol- 
low not only the financial leaders of that organization, but are to 
submit ourselves absolutely to the dictation of those who have 
thus been selected to determine the volume of our currency and 
whether we shall have an adequate mone — . Iknow of no 
tyranny more odious than that which has thus been partially estab- 
lished and which it is proposed to deliberately fasten upon the 
— of the United States. 

T have before me a work called the Democratic Competes Book. 
It is a document which was issued by the Congressional Committee 
of the Democratic party in 1890 and contains the arguments upon 
which it was hoped the party might gain an important contest. 


REPUBLICAN FAVORITISM FOR NATIONAL BANKS—AN ACT TO CREATE AND 
DONATE $15,000,000 TO THESE PETS—INCREASING CIRCULATION TO PAR 
VALUE OF BONDS DEPOSITED. 

anne Doseer. Republican (Nebraska), introduced in this Congress the fol- 
wing 3 

“A substitute for bill No. 587 to provide for the issue of circulating notes to 

national tions. 
“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
af America in Congress assembled, That upon any deposit already or hereafter 


by the majority in the House of Representatives in yield- | 
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made of any United States bonds bearing interest in the manner required by 
law, any national banking association making the same shall be entitled to 
receive from the Comptrollerof the Currency circulating notes of different 
denominations in blank, registered and countersigned as provided by law 
not exceeding in the whole amount the par value of the bonds deposited: 
Provided, That at no time shall the total amount of such notes loomed to any 
such association exceed the amount at such time actually paid in of its capi- 
tal stock. And that all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the provi- 
sions of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed.” 

January 29 an attempt was made to push the bill through without discus 
sion. Mr. Bland objected to the consideration of the bill, and the ayes and 
noes were taken, which resulted in the bill being then taken up for one hour's 
discussion. The vote on the question of consideration stood thus: 

Yeas—Democrats 18; Republicans 125. 

Nays—Democrats 103; Republicans 9. 

Under the present law national banks are allowed to issue circulation u 
to 90 per cent of the par value of Government bonds held by them. This | 
~ to allow them to increase their circulation to the full par value of the 

mds. 

Under existing law these banks are the owners of $145,000,000 of bonds, an: 
their circulation, based on these bonds, is $128,000,000. Bonds are far aly 
par, due in a jarge measure to the demand upon the part of banks for th 
securities as a basis of circulation, and the immediate and intended effect 
this bill is to increase the value of the assets of the banks. 

Upon the passage of the bill the banks could, without the purchase of 
another bond, issue $15,000,000 more of notes. That is to say, the bill is a 
Republican proposition to make the banks a present of $15,000,000 to be loar 
out to borrowers at any rate of interest that necessity may compel the bo: 
rowers to =e 

The further and necessary effect is, of course, to increase to the extent 
the increase of circulation the power of the banks to expand and contra 





















| the currency. 


| 
| 


| 





This is another instance of Republican friendship toward the banks, and a 
corresponding act of unfriendliness toward silver. 

This bill has not been finally voted upon in the House, but it and seve 
others containing like propositions are still pending there, while in the s: 
ate JOHN SHERMAN has another on the Calendar awaiting the coming of the 
second session of this Congress. 

The following Republican expressions made during the hour's debate on 
this bill are sufficiently indicative of the yee ose of the Republican party 
enable the people to judge as to the probable result should that party be 
retained in power. 

Mr. Dorsey of Nebraska: Now, if the House passes this bill it will be a 
encouragement for the national banks to continue to hold the bonds that t] 
are holding to-day at a positive loss and it will give them cause to hope that 
this Congress will pass such a measure as will perpetuate the national bank 
ing system of the country. I know it was popular some years ago, especial!) 
= the aw to cry out against national banks, but lam happy tosay that day 

1as passed. 

Mr. Conger of Iowa, chairman of Coinage, Weights, and Measures: Why, 
gentlemen, I am in favor of any measure that will do any public good in this 
country, even if it should make a few men rich. 

Suppose the national banks do receive some benefit from this propositio 
The national banking system, in my judgment and in that of the civilized 
people of this world, is the best that history hasever known. This will tend in 
some measure to perpetuate that system; but, gentlemen, I know you do yot 
like the national banking system; you never did like it; I do not suppose you 
ever will. It wasa Republican measure; and it is the highest compliment 
that has ever been made to the history of the Republican government of this 
country. 

So fay the Democrats have, with the assistance of a very few Republican , 
been able to prevent the passage of any of these bills, but the Republican who 
was most in sympathy with them has not been renominated, sad should they 
be in the minority in the coming election the bill will certainly pass. 

A proposition of like nature was made in the Fiftieth Congress, but the 
Democratic majority ignored it entirely,and it was never even considered. 


Those upon whom Democratic orators thus instructed impressed 
these views are not disposed to abandon their convictions, no mat- 
ter from whom the solicitation or mandate may come. 

Mr. President, I desire to say at this point that in my judgment 
no compromise is possible. The Sherman and Bland-Allison acts 
were failures. These were compromises. A bill which I might 
almost call immaterial regarding the coinage of the seigniorage 
was vetoed, thus indicating that the Executive did not believe that 
any concession whatever should be made, and after all, with the 
views which that distinguished officer entertains, his veto of that 
bill should have been anticipated. His sentiments have been ex- 
pressed uniformly. Hehasnotchanged. He has been consistent. 
This is more than can be said of many who have followed in the 
pathway which he has, as far as the Democracy is concerned, 
pioneered. 

Now and then some one comes upon the scene who thinks he 
has a programme which will solve all difficulties. Anidea of this 
kind is embodied in a resolution offered by the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. a concerning the coinage of the American product. 

pon principle no free-coinage man can vote for such a proposi- 
tion, because the moment that a discrimination of any kind or 
character is made against silver, the moment its use is limited or 
a peculiar burden imposed upon it, whenever an avenue of useful- 
ness is opened to one metal not permitted to the other, that mo- 
ment bimetallism as we understand it ceases and the true theory 
is abandoned. 

But there is another reason independent of this which absolutely 
interdicts the success of the idea advanced in the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Baker]. This I will illustrate 
by the following quotation from the Coinage Laws of the United 
States, 1792-1894. The article has reference to the significant 
experience of Venezuela: 

PROHIBITION OF THE IMPORTATION OF SILVER COIN. 


ne Government issued the following decree on the Mth of 
u \ : ; 

1. From and after this date the importation of Venezuelan silver coin 
through the customs stations of the Republic is prohibited, except when the 
same is imported by the Government. The import of all foreign silver coin 
is also prohibited by law. 
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2. The collectors of customs in seaport towns shall consider all silver coins, | to ignore silver, can not be entertained in good faith by sensible 


inclusive of Venezuelan silver coins, which it is sought to import into the 
country as articles whose importation is prohibited, and persons found guilty 
of such attempted importation shall be punished by the confiscation of the 
coin and a fine equal to 50 per cent of its value. : 

The reasons for the issuance of this decree are explained by Mr. E. A. Plu 
macher, our consul at Maracaibo, in the following words: 

“At this moment, when the silver question is attracting universal atten- 
tion, it may interest the Department to know that for some time past there 
have been imported into this country large quantities of Venezuelan silver 
coins which have been discovered to be of unauthorized coinage. 

“Since 1886 the importation of foreign silver of all nationalities has been 

rohibited, but all classes of gold coins and Venezuelan silver have until now 
coe allowed free entry and are constantly being introduced through the 
eustom-houses. It now yy that parties abroad, taking advantage of the 
low price of silver bullion, have coined hundreds of thousands of Venezuelan 
silver dollars, exact facsimiles of the emission authorized by the Govern 
ment, and containing an equal, or, as it is said, even a greater amount of 
pure silver. ; ; 

“The Government has acted promptly in the matter and issued a decree 
prohibiting the importation from abroad, except by the Government, of Ven 
ezuelan silver coins, and declaring them contraband should efforts be made 
to introduce them. This ae a stop to the business through the custom 
houses, but large amounts will no doubt continue to be successfully smug- 

zled. 

a It is a striking commentary on the situation that such a speculation is 
possible, producing, it is said, nearly 40 per cent profit, although it is freely 
admitted that the surreptitious coins are in all respects equal to those author- 
ized by law. Toa 

* Advices from Curacao, which is and always has been adumping ground 
for money of all nationalities, show that Venezuelan silver, since the late de 
velopments, 1s received at only one-half its face value; moreover, it is inti 
mated that it will soon be rejected entirely.”—Consular Reports, November, 
1892, p. 321. 

In the last Congress we reduced the tariff upon opium 50 percent 
because of thecircumstance that opium was readily and most suc- 
cessfully smuggled—the profit of the illegal traffic being so great. 
Silver, of course, would be much more easily brought into this coun- 
trv.and the evils resulting would beintolerable. But the main 
objection is that first stated. It ought to be conclusive upon 
those who are really anxious for the restoration of silver. 

It has been said that the remedy for all our ills is an increased 
revenue, and that the passage of a bill to add $40,000,000 to the 
income of the Government will put us upon a satisfactory basis. 
The same individuals who favor the tariff bill favor the bond bill. 
They say that we must have the revenue and also the proceeds of the 
bonds, and still they tell us thatif we have the revenue we do not 
need the bonds. The records plainly show that the deficiency is 
something less for the last year than the amount proposed to be 
raised by the new emergency horizontal tariff bill, and still we 
must, it is declared (and this sentiment is echoed by all the gold 
monometallists), have both bonds and revenue. And now comes 
the Republican section of the gold monometallists anu informs us 
that the difficulty consists whollyinalackof revenue. Ithink that 
a majority on this floor are opposed to issuing bonds at all. 
Senators believe that such issuance is entirely unnecessary, and 
that there is enough of coin at the disposition of the Government, 
or which can be made available to meet current demands. If itis 
undesirable to raise money by issuing bonds because of the bur- 


men, 

Those who favor the committee’s amendment admit that it 
would be difficult under an Administration holding the financial 
views which dominate Mr. Cleveland’s Cabinet and which con 
trolled Mr. Harrison’s management of public affairs to fairly en 
force a free-coinage law. Such a law should be dealt with by its 
friends. Day by day, hour by hour, the return to what can be 
truly called sound money is made more and more embarrassing, 
though such return is certain and the continuance 


cisting 


conditions impossible. I have no doubt that free coinage, supple- 
mented by efforts made in good faith by officers honestly and ear- 
nestly seeking to establish bimetallism, would be rewarded by the 


| accomplishment of every promise made by the advocates of silver, 


and that the results of such exertions would be that coin would 
be paid on demand and gold and silver taken indiscriminately and 
without injury to the condition of the Treasury. It is not the 
aim of the silver advocates to force silver only upon a creditor, 
but we believe that the debtor has some rights, and that when 
there is a deliberate attempt by speculators, backed by tributary 
newspapers, to bankrupt the national Treasury through such in 


| Vasions as we have recently witnessed, the Government should 


Thess > | 


den to be thus put upon the people, is it not also undesirable to | 


tax the people to such an extent that the same amount of money 
will, in fact, be squeezed out of them? 
dollars is necessary it is a question how that money should be ob- 
tained. Are the people of the United States prepared to supply 
it by means of taxation? Is it not a fact that the general senti- 
ment is that gold obtained either as the result of taxation or the 
issuance of bonds is not needed? 
essential; that we must have gold, and that we will have plenty 
of itif the revenue laws are amended properly. After all, the 
money is to come from the people. The burden is to be imposed 
in one form or the other. If we do not run in debt it will be be- 
cause we contribute cash from our own individual resources in- 
stead of supplying it upon the strength of governmental promise. 
If we are to have a gold standard, and if we are to further debase 
silver, Mr. Cleveland is right. 
gold bonds; he should retire all greenbacks and Sherman notes, 
and the crisis will then have been reached. Where the gold is 
to come from to maintain us in such a contingency is to me a 
mystery. 


Our friends of the opposition assert and reiterate that those who | 


favor free coinage are really silver monometallists. This accusa- 
tion is unfounded, in view of the fact that we asknothing for silver 
that is not accorded to gold. We seek to impose no new money 
upon this country or upon the world. We ask that the gold and 
silver which constitutes the coin referred to, not only in the Con- 
stitution, but also in our obligations, shall be used honestly and 


carefully and patriotically by the Treasury in such a way as to | 


maintain the parity of both by ignoring the potency of neither. 
To assert that the Government is aiding the cause of silver when 
it announces that silver is not money save in a restricted sense, 
and by continually warning Congress against its recognition, isas 
unreasonable as it is contrary to instruction of the Constitution. 
The attempt to evade the explicit wording of our bonds and the 
force of the Matthews resolution, by the pretense that the act de- 
Cclaring that the parity must be maintained requires the Treasurer 


announce that it will exercise its option for its own interest, as 
right it may do. Itis true that money is timid and that fina 
ciers must often be treated in the most tender and caret 


ul mam 
to avoid harrowing their feelings. They are touchy. But whil 
recognizing this situation we must draw the line somewhe1 
Chere is a point beyond which self-respect and self-defense { 


bid us to go, and a time must come when the Government will 
control money matters and will refuse to subject itself to the ] 
sonal and private demands of those whose impudent dictations i 
now tolerates. 

In an address delivered in this Chamber on the 22d of last month 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] made several very in- 
teresting statements regarding the foreign trade of England, and 
showed from publications contained in the Statist and London 
Economist that the foreign trade of the United Kingdom was more 
profitable in 1895 than at any time in the history of that country. 
The Senator upon the same occasion called attention to the fact 
that our policy is building up in Asiatic countries a competition 
which can not be met. As bearing upon this proposition, I call the 
attention of the Senate to a report made by our consul-general at 
Shanghai, Mr. Jernigan, and contained on pages 93 and following 
of volume 50, No. 184, Consular Reports. The article 
‘Labor and wages in China.” I quote: 


is entitled 


LABOR AND WAGES IN CHINA. 





Nocountry in the world is more abundantly supplied with labor than China, 
and in no country in the world does the laborer receive less comyp« m 

| A Chinese laborer will save money on wages that would hardly be sufficient 
to omy cag! the absolute necessities of an American laborer. This is made pos- 

| sible by the cheapness of the vegetable diet on which the Chir ‘ laborer is 
content to live; the small cost of house accommodations, for several families 
will subdivide one room of a house and live in contentment in it, and the low 
price paid for clothing, which is made of the coarsest cottons. Butt! heap 


If a hundred millions of | ! 
| inferior in quality 


Our friends assert that gold is | 


! 





ra ava: yom icone | ism and advanced to the forefront as a nation of progressive ideas- 
He should have authority to issue | five years ago a system of government obtained in Japan which discour: 


| the productions of 


ness of labor in China does not mean that the products of that labor are 
The Japanese laborer, receiving higher wages, is more 

artistic in his work—his productions are more finished; in dyes and in tl 
blending of colors he is superior to his Chinese rival, but in substantial 
and lasting quality the latter is fully the equal and in some instances the 
superior. 

Phe silk that comes from the looms of Japan compares in gloss and finene 
with any in the world, and Japanese crapes have a reputation in alm 
market for softness of beauty and harmony of color; but for substa i 
for lasting quality, the silk goods of China are most favorably known to tl! 
merchants of all lands 


Among western nations the impression prevailed at one time that Asiat 
races were more imitative than original, and that in the industrial depart 
ments, where originality was the chief element of success, the Occident need 


not fear the Orientasarival. The test has been made, and the result has 
greatly modified if not entirely removed the impression. Within the last 
quarter of a century Japan has thrown off a most oppressive form of feudal- 
Twenty 





all liberal enterprise. ee ee slavery, intrenched in formida! 
prejudices, seemed to have crushed out the very soul of the Japanese people, 
aud the Empire was dominated by the tyranny of great feudal chiefs ’ 


| remains of whose castles, now scattered over Japan, attest to the traveler the 


strength and wealth of the former owners and the servitude and poverty of 
their retainers. 








All has given place to anenlarged liberty. With the adoption of a written 
| constitution, the Japanese mind began to develop more rapidly, and in defin 
ing, by a written law, the organic structure of his Empire, the Emperor of 


Japan not only did what no other Asiatic ruler has ever done, but caused a 
new era to dawn upon Japan. 

The gates of the Empire of Japan, so long closed to the Westerner, were 
o ened $0 his coming, and the Japanese soon learned to appreciate and utilize 
Yestern thought and skill. To-day, the navy-yards, ar- 
senals, factories, banks, and large commercial houses of Japan prove that there 
is in Japanese character a reserve force which is destined, if judiciously regu 
lated and directed, to assure still greater achievements in industrial field 
The attestations are too numerous to leave doubt that the Japan¢ ire not 
only original in conception, but possess the power of concentration and execu 
tion. 

* * - - * . 

And the problem of China's awakening should not be solved without the 
intelligent influence of the business men of the United States. The solution 
will involve more intimate and valuable trade relations with western nations, 
as well as define such relations in their future extent and value. Occupyin 
the mure favored geographical position, the United States can and noall 
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gend to China much of their overproductions in exchange, if not absolute 
sales, for those of China's products that may be needed. 

During the last fiscal year the value of the trade relations between Japan 
and the United States was estimated, in round numbers, at $28,000,000, but 
the figures show a balance sm the United States of $19,000 000. Japan is 
nearer to the United States than any other Western nation, and several thou- 
sand miles nearer than Great Britain, and yet the balance sheet, for compar- 
ison, between Japan and Great Britain shows a balance in favor of the latter 
about as large as the balance against the United States. 

During the same period, the value of the aggregate trade relations be- 
tween China and the United States was estimated at $24,000,000, with a balance 
against the United States of $16,000,000, while in China, as in Japan, Great 
Britain checks off large balances in her favor, although more remote from 
China by thousands of miles. 

The population of China is many times larger than the population of Japan, 
and with the varied productions of the United States there ought to be a 
much more valuable trade with China. This consideration should be re- 
garded as of special importance ata time when the symptoms of political 
and commercial changes in China appear so ey even on the surface. 
When the 400,000,000 Chinese feel the influence of Western civilization they 
will, as thats Copamese neighbors have done, acquire and assimilate in many 
respects the habits and desires of the Westerner, and the United States should 
be prepared to supply their share of the demands. 

European nations are sustaining the efforts of European merchants more 
substantially than the American merchant is sustained. The latter, in the 
competition for Asiatic trade, has to rely upon his own skill and energy, while 
the merchants of Europe are encouraged by the aid given to the great steam- 
ship lines which carry their flags and pour the productions of Europe into 
Asiatic ports. At the port of ane the great commercial and distribut- 
ing center of Asiatic trade, Great Britain, France, and Germany have direct 
mail and commercial communication—the steamers entering and leaving the 
port every week, carrying the flags of their respective nationalities, while no 
ship carrying the American mail and flying the Stars and Stripes touches at 
Shanghai at all. The American merchant must often unduly wait for his 
mail after its arrival at Yokohama, and send his purchases in foreign bottoms 
to the ports of his native land. The trade relations of the United States with 
China can not be satisfactorily enlarged until American merchants are se- 
cured a more advantageous position. They can not successfully compete for 
Asiatic trade, even with tho natural advantages of their geographical posi- 
tion, when such advantages are so greatly neutralized such resources and 
means at the command of their competitors as referred to. 

he cs cs * * a Ly 


These observations have been suggested by the following table showing the 
price of Chinese labor: 


Wages of Chinese at Shanghai September 30, 1895, reduced to American 











currency. 
Wages with food. 
Description. ee enenencome 
Per day. |Per month. 
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*Without food. 


Mr. President, it is too late at this time to enter into a discussion 
of the arguments made yesterday and at different times during 
this debate to the effect that gold has not aoe In this 
connection I beg leave to quote certain remarks made by me when 
speaking upon this same subject in the address delivered in the 
Senate in 1893. I then said: 


To begin with, these gentlemen all admit that acertain quantity of gold will 

now buy about 50 per cent more of the necessaries of life could have been 

urchased with the same amount of the same metal at the time of the demone- 

ization of silver in 1873. But they contend that this is due to improved ma- 
chinery, to new and more econ cal methods of production. I think that 
the address made by the able Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vrst] at the open- 
ing of this discussion disposes of this subject, and I will not spend much time 
discussing it. I have the pleasure of listening to arguments wherein it 
was sta that w are higher now than ever, and that hence it follows 
that gold had notfallen. It may well be doubted whether there is any foun- 
dation for this assertion, save in a very limited classification, but assumi 
it to be true that wages are higher with reference to certain industries, tha 
increase is obviously attributable to other causes. 

But if wages have increased is such increase due to the monometallic stand- 
ard, and must w depreciate because of the Sherman law? Are we to 
suppose that no other cause or causes influenced in this country than 
the action of our Government curvenay? Dastea the last cam 
gentiemen who now sit in this were Democracy to as- 
sembled multitudes, and they never gave as a reason appreciation of 


w the argument they rely upon here. Do they still hold to their older 
andl oft-asserted view? it true that wages have appreciated merely 2 
cause we demonetized silver? 

I well remember that we all contended, and I think with much force, that 
the well-organized exertions of trades unions had much to do with keepin, 
up labor prices. No general rule can be eguties to this matter from whic! 
any such deduction as that insisted upon by the Senator from Delaware j 
authorized. In the same States for the same class of labor and the same num 
ber of hours different ratesare charged. North, South, East, and West prices 
vary, depending often upon the mere ability of the laborer to obtain his rights. 
and in some instances of the employer to procure his work to be done at a 
reasonable rate. 

* * * * 


* * * 

One of the most distin; hed monometallists of Great Britainis Mr. Giffen. 
chief of the statisticaldepartment of the board of trade,and although he ha 
not seen fit in his later work to republish the views I am about to quote, | 
desire, nevertheless, to quote an abstract from his paper entitled, Re en 
changesin prices and incomes compared.”’ He there positively places hin 
self upon record in support of the proposition that gold has notably appr: 
ated, and, moreover, he argued that this appreciation was likely to continu 
and that therein was found the true explanation of the fall in the price o; 
commodities. 

—— he pointed out that this rise would soon become evident. Let m: 
quote: 

“If the test ot prephewy be the event, there was never surely a better for 
cast. The fall of prices in such a general way as toamount to what is kno. 
asa rise inthe purchasing power of gold is generally, I might almost 
universally, admitted. Measured by any commodity or group of commoc 
ties usually taken asthe measure for such a purpose, gold is undoubte: 
possessed of more purchasing power than was the case fifteen or twent 
years ago, and this high purchasing power has been continued over a lo: 
enough period to allow for all minor oscillations.” 

* * » a * * 4 

The Senator from Delaware argues, as do many of the authorities, that t! 
fall in the value of the various commodities is due to the great developme 
which has been made in the arts, and he calls attention to Bessemer stee] 1 
a notable instance. Soitisa notable instance, and so far as steel is concerne 
it is clearly established that improved methods have lessened the cost; and 
there are many similar cases. 

If the fall in prices was due toimprovements in machinery the prices would 
be maintained with reference to those articles regarding which there had 
been no improvements affecting production, and in cases where invention 
and new appliances had diminished the cost the depreciation would be noticed. 
But we know that there has been a uniform fall of prices all along the line, 
and the tables and charts prepared by eminent statisticians clearly prove 
that the drop has been general and is therefore due to some cause stteety dif 
ferent from that to which Sir John Lubbock and others attribute it. For in 
stance, let us take wool, at present very low. My Republican friends may 
say that this is because our people are afraid of tariff changes. Let us so 
assume, and take a date anterior to the triumph of the Democratic ticket, 
and it will be found that then wool was exceedingly dull throughout tho 
country,and on the Pacific Coast, where the staple is short, owing to the cir- 
cumstance that we are compelled to clip twice a year, wool was so low prior 
to Mr. Cleveland's election that it did not even reach the duty line. 

It is untrue that the expense of woolgrowing me less and less as 
years have rolled by. When a child I have seen thousands of sheep roaming 
over the public domain, the pasturage of which cost the man who owne:! 
them notacent. Gradually, as the progressive American moved over this 
territory and took it up under the homestead and preemption laws, the ranges 
were curtailed and the sh were driven back, so that now many of them 
subsist at certain seasons on the mountain sides, sometimes at an altitude of 
from 8,000 to 10,000 feet above the sea, there seeking with difficulty that sup- 
port before readily obtained. Hence the expense of maintenance has in- 
creased. Besides, lands have become useful for other purposes, and the sheep 
in the West is becoming more and more a burden. 

Thefefore there is depression not alone in those lines concerning which tho 
cost of production is lessened, but it is found all throughont the list, demon- 
stra\ to you as legislative physicians that some other prescription must 
be applied than that suggested by the Senators who are opposed to me. 

I believe that a careful analysis of the situation will show numerous exam- 

les which can not be —— — the basis eee in the ably con- 

ucted argument of the Senator from Delaware. Ihave not had time to 
carefully scan branch of our dispute, but have said enough to suggest a 
conclusion. In the matter of eggs there has not been any invention promot- 
ing production. The ancient methodsare still utilized. And yet I find there 
the same depreciation. 

It has been frequently stated, and truly, that the gold price of silver prior 
to 1873 was remarkably stable, and that since that time it has been utterly 
unstable. But the theory that silver has depreciated and ge remained 
stable does not account for admitted phenomena. I refer tothe phenomena 
which I have just recited. erypose t we adopt a gold standard, pure ani 
simple, manifestly when gold is very plentiful it wil aoe things, and 
this is called a rise in prices. When gold isscarce it will buy more of every- 
thing. This means a fall in prices. There is no mystery as to this. Tho 
Sere of every gold-standard country in the worid discloses a universal 
fall in the prices of commodities. 

And let it be remembered—and it is a most cogent circumstance—that this 
depreciation does not antedate 1873. If we are trying this case upon its 
merits, and are to enter a judgment upon it, let us look at the evidence. Tho 
rulesu by the other side does not apply, because the fall is universal! 
and the diminished cost of production is not universal. 

Then we have this other significant feature, that the fall in the price of 
commodities dates from 1873 or thereabouts—the date of the demonetization 
of silver. Why is this remarkable coincidence presented? There may be 
some means other than that hinted at to account for it. I am not here to 
withhold any information. I know that I am obliged to bring forth every 
fact that will tend to elucidate. The truth should be known that we may 
legislate wisely and in the interest of the people whom we ae I 
can not find and have not heard any explanation, in harmony with the gold 
appreciation theory, of the incidents which I have cited. E 

China, where gold is a mere commodity and is sold just as lead or tin 
would be in this country, prices have not varied in twenty years. This infor- 
mation I derive from an article quoted in the San Francisco Chronicle and 
written by W.S. Wetmore forthe Hongkong papers. Mr. Wetmore selected 
some twenty articles for his index numbers and discovered that the prices 
had been practically stationary since 1873, while gold had risen nearly 50 per 


cent. 

In a recent article by the same gentleman, printed in the North China 
News, he shows that notwithstanding the enormous depreciation in the gold 
gece of silver in Eu America, and India, there has been no variation of 

portance in either ina or Ja He gives an instance within bis own 
personal experience to illustrate meaning. Seventeen years ago he em- 
a a boy, at a salary of twenty-one Mexican dollars a month, and although 
at the present time silver is worth in gold less than a third of its former price, 
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Mr. Wetmore has discovered that his servant is able to live now just as well 
as he did in 1876, and has not deprived himself of any of the advantages which 
he then enjoyed, although, as I have said, commodities have not fallen. _ 

‘At the risk of being tautological, I will say that in all the great silver-using 
countries of the world an ounce of silver will buy just as much of the necessi 
ties of life at this day as could have been bought twenty years ago. If gold 
is declared to be the standard of the world, and if it is said that there is no 
other kind of money, gold will be more sought for, there will be greater 
need for it, its purchasing power will necessarily increase. ~ 2s 

If half the stock of gold were destr« 7, no one doubts that the remaining 
portion would be more valuable. Andso if the use to which gold isapplied be 
made more extended, if it becomes more essential to the public comfort, so 
will we be more anxious to get it, so will itspurchasing power develop. This 
subject was very ably and snorougely discussed by the distinguished Sena 
tor from Nevada in his argument before the Brusselsconference. Indeed, he 
left nothing to be said upon the subject. The man who insists that the less 
money we have in the world the better off we are is no more inconsistent 
than the party whoadmits, as he must, that the legislation of the world has 
heen in favor of gold, and that metal has been cornered and placed in afew 
hands, and still insists that its purchasing power has not increased. 


A very instructive and interesting article on this topic by the 
Mexican minister, Mr. Romero, can be found in the June (1895) 
number of the North American Review. 

It is sufficient to say in general of this measure that no doubt 
there are large interests in the United States which might be af- 
fected adversely by the free coinage of silver. Those whose busi- 
ness it has been to reduce the value of that metal and who have 
been growing wealthier day by day in consequence of that policy 


will realize reduced profits with corresponding gain to the public | 


at large. Those whose monetary and selfish programme has been 
thus far followed, and whose power has been, unfortunately and 
Itrust but temporarily, fastened upon the American people, can 
not be expected to willingly release the great advantages which 
have accrued to them. They necessarily struggle; they neces- 
sarily denounce. The newspapers which they own and to whose 
support they largely contribute also joinin the calumniating cry. 
But those of us who believe in free coinage, and who have uni- 
formly and fearlessly asserted our views in that direction, are not 
to be deterred from the discharge of our duties by either threats 
or prophecies of personal calamity. 


While the change proposed would bring about some disturbance, | 


we must recollect that business affairs are far from settled now. 
The great gulf that separates the poor and the rich is daily be- 
coming more and more pronounced. While not interfering with 
property rights, we must recognize prevailing conditions. I do 
not apprehend anarchy, revolution, or kindred horrors. Milder 
remedies are within reach. If the wrongs to which I refer really 
prevail, if my conclusions are well founded, the people have the 
power in their hands to redress their grievances. 

It is to be hoped that the true solution will be reached, that those 
arguments upon which we have relied and in which we have full 
faith will be controlling at the polls. The American people, Mr. 
President, have not lost their right to vote. If they are suffering 
it is their own fault, not deliberate, perhaps, not willful, it is true, 
but nevertheless the consequence of misconception because of in- 
attention or the result of neglect. 

The true American who has faith in the system under which he 
lives has the utmost confidence that all political issues, whether 
economic or other, will be solved justly and patriotically. Even 
those whom the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. V1LAs] informs us 
do not understand financial problems because of engrossing cares 
and arduous occupation, have, I think, more knowledge of the real 
nature of our troubles and certainly more disposition to redress 
them than many more favorably surrounded. The masses will 
soon unite, not for blood and lawlessness, but in the peaceful and 
determined effort to enforce at the ballot box those policies which, 
however odious to gold monopolists, are essential to the happiness 
and comfort of the people. 
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DEMOCRATIC AUTHORITY ON BONDS AND NATIONAL BANKS. 





National-bank notes shall be retired, their further issue prohibited, and | 


United States Treasury notes substituted therefor. 
money and coin as a legal tender is only vested in the National Government. 

Arkansas, 1878. 

COLORADO. 

In 1878 Colorado denounced “the retirement and destruction of legal- 
tender notes and the maintenance of the national banking system,” and said: 

“No further increase in the bonded debt and no further sale of bonds for 
the purchase of coin for resumption purposes; a gradual extinction of the 
public debt by the redemption of the interest-bearing portion thereof in such 
currency as the law will permit.” 

‘ILLINOIS. 

That the present system of national banks can and should be abolished at 
once, and the notes of such institutions redeemed and their place relieved by 
noninterest-bearing notes of the Government, thus saving to the people 
annually $20,000,000.—Iliinois State Democratic platform, 18638. 

That it is the exclusive prerogative of the United States to issue all bills to 
circulate as money, and a right which ought not to be exercised by any State 
or corporation. hat the national-bank notes should be redeemed, and in- 
stead thereof there should be issued by the Government an equal amount of 
Treasury notes.—Jllinois State Democratic platform, 1878. 


INDIANA. 

That the national-bank system organized in the interest of bondholders 
Ought to be abolished and Un ited States notes substituted in lieu of the 
national-bank currency, thus saving to the people in interest alone more than 
$18,000,000 a year; and, until such system of banks be abolished, we demand 


The power toissue paper | 





| those of strict 





that the shares of such banks in Indiana shall be subject to the sa 
tion, State and municipal, as other property of the State.—Ind 








cratic State platform, 1868. 

We are in favor of the repeal of the nat iul-bank law and the substit 
of eenbacks for the national-bank curr Indiana State D 
platform, 1874. 

1876: We declare in favor of the adoption of m ures looking to tl 
retirement of the circulation of the national banks and the sub t 
for of circulating notes issued by the authorities of Government 

1878: The right to issue paper money as well as coin is the exclusive ] 
ative of the Government. * * * We demand that the natior b 





































shall be retired, and in lieu thereof shall be i the ¢ i 
equal amount of Treasury notes with full legal-tender q 
IOWA 

That the national-bank system, organized in interes 
ought to be abolished and United States notes ted 
tional-bank currency, thus saving to the } ’ t ‘ 
$18,000,000 annually; and, until such systez ! 
demand that the shares of such banks in Iowa shall su 
taxes, State and municipal, as other property of the State.—/owa s 
cratic platform, 18 

1869: A national debt is a national curse 

1875: We favor a sufficient supply of national currency for business pur 
poses. Opposition tothe present national | h y 

1876: The resumption law should at once i 

1877: We favor the retention of a greenba i t 
any further contraction, and we favor substitut gz ‘ 
tional-bank bills 

We deprecate the funding of our noninterest-bearing debt \ 
oppose any further retirement of the United States notes n 
and favor the substitution of national Treasury notes for 
bills.—Jowa State Democratic platform, 1878 

1879: We are in favor of the substitution of United Sta Tr 
for national-bank notes, and of the abolition of nation 
issue. * * * Wefavorareduction of the bond ts 
and the application of the idle money inthe Tr ) at p 

KANSAS 

We demand the repeal of the national-bank law, and that the Gov ment 
shall issue a legal-tender currency direct from the Treasury 
Democratic platform, 1874. 

1876 Woe domme that the act of Congress creating the national | 
system be repealed; that the notes of the national bar be withdrawr L 
circulation, and in lieu thereof the paper of the Government of the | i 
States be substituted. That as Congress has the power toc y 

| and regulate the value thereof, it should also have the sole power to providea 
paper currency for the people 

1876: We are opposed to all banks of issue, whether char ( I 
or the State legislature, and we desire that banking on th I 
tions or private individuals shall be confined by law exclusively t i ; 
discounts, and deposit. 

That as Congress has sole power to coin money and regulate the value 
thereof under the Constitution, it should also exercise th ey] 
viding a paper currency to be used as money * That v ) 
retirement of national-bank notes and substitution of Treasury 1 \ 
monly called greenbacks, in their stead.—Kansas State Democratic platform, 
1878 


LOUISIANA. 
1878: The Louisiana Democracy d sands that the national banking system 
should be abolished and national-bank notes retired, and in lieu thereof that 
the Government of the United States should issue an equal amount of Treas- 


} 


| ury notes, commonly known as greenbacks. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 

1868: Every dollar received by taxation fromthe people not absolute nec- 
essary for the economical and legitimate expenses of the Government t 3 
applied to the payment of the public debt 

1877: Resolved, That the practice of borrowing mon 
yublic necessity has generated sche1 
penditure, until taxation has become well-nigh an intolerable burden. H 
esty, economy, and *“* pay as we go” should be the rule in all the appr 
tions of the people’s money. The power of the State, counties, cities, and 
towns to borrow money ought to be rigidly limited, so that an end may b 
put to the system which “anticipates the labor of coming ages , 
ates the fruits of it in advance; which coins the industry of fut renera- 
tions into cash and snatches the inheritance from children y >t unborn 

MICHIGAN, 

1879: We demand that all money, whether paper or metallic, shall be issued 
by the General Government only, and made a full legal tender for all d 
public and private, except as to such contracts heretofore made as wer 
inally payable in coin. We are opposed to all banks of e, and 
that greenbacks shall be substituted in place of national-bank bill 

MINNESOTA. 
: We are opposed to any increase of the bonded debt, and to the sale of 
for the purpose of obtaining coin for re tion purt We are in 


ey fi 


r other objects than 
nes of extravagant ex 
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dual substitution of al ury notes for 
naking such Treast t the sole paper curren¢ 
laced on such b ie same shall be equal in value 
a legal tender the s in. 
MISSOURI. 
We regard the national banking system as being oppr veand burden 


some, and demand the abolition and retirement from « i 
national-bank notes and the issue of legal-tender notes in licu t! 
quantities from time to time sufficient to supply the wholesome a 
sary business demands of the entire country, and that a ! sO 
issued shall be used in the purchase and retirement of tl ids of the 
United States, so that the interest-bearing debt of the ntry ' 
ened to the extent of the greenbacks thus put into ci ati 
State Democratic platform, 1878. 

MAINE. 


That so long as the currency consists in whole or in part of paper nm 





issued under the authority of the National Government, su \ 
be issued directly by the Government itsel?, and th reat a 
privilege of issuing three hundred millions of this money, yic 
equal to eighteen millions annually in goid, has been too lor 


vored individuals associated under the nationa!-bank law, and shou 
with assumed by the people represented by the political a 
United States.—Maine State Democratic platform, 1868 

1878: The payment of the bonded debt of the United Stat LS ra] as 
practicable. No further issue of Gorernment bonds whereby equal t 
with the other property of the country isavoided. * * * Weareo 




































to an irredeemable currency, but believe in a currency for the Government 
and people, the laborer and officeholder, the pensioner and soldier, the pro- 
ducer and the bondholder. We are opposed to the present national bankin 
system and in favor of the gradual substitution of greenbacks for national- 
bank bills. 

NEBRASKA. 


1878: We demand the gradual substitution of United States legal-tender 
paper for national-bank notes and its permanent establishment as the sole 
paper money of the country; the immediate repeal of the national banking 
act; no further issue of interest-bearing bonds; no further sale of bonds for 
the peemese of coin for resumption purposes, but a gradual extinction of the 
public debt. 

NEVADA. 


The substitution of the United States currency for the national-bank notes. 
No further sale of interest-bearing bonds for coin for a purposes, 
fo the gradual reduction of the public debt.—Nevada State Democratic plat- 

orm, 1878. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


1878: One currency for the Government and the people, the laborer and the 
ofliceholder, the pensioner and the soldier, the producer and the bondholder. 
That whatever currency is issued by the Government should be issued for 
the benefit of the whole people, and not for the benefit of capitalists at the 
expense of the people. 

OHIO, 


1869: We denounce the national banking system as one of the worst out- 
growths of the bonded debt, which unnecessarily increases the burden of the 
people $30,000,000 annually, and we demand its immediate repeal. 

1870: We are opps wed to the system of national banks, and demand the im- 
mediate repeal of the law creating them, and that in place of the notes of 
such banks Treasury notes of the United States should be substituted. 

1871: Honor and duty alike require the honest payment of the public debt. 

Believing that a better system cap be devised, and one that will be free from 
unjust privileges, we are in favor of abolishing the franchisvus of the national 
banks to issue a paper currency as soon as the same can safely and prudently 
be done, and that the notes so withdrawn by the banks be replaced by the 
eo with legal-tender currency.—Ohio State Democratic platform, 

87h. 

1875: That the pottey already initiated by the Republican party of abolish- 
ing the legal tender and giving national banks the power to furnish all the 
currency will increase the power of an already dangerous monopoly and the 
enormous burden now oppressing the people, without any correspondin 
advantage, and that we oppose the policy and demand that all the national- 
bank circulation be promptly and permanently retired, and legal tenders be 
issued in their place. * * No paper curreney except such as may be 
issued directly by and upon the faith of the General Government. 

1876: The gradual but early substitution of legal-tender for national-bank 
notes. * * * The issue by the General Government alone of all the circu- 
lating medium, whether paper or metallic. 

1877: We favor the retention of greenback currency asthe best paper money 
we have ever had, and declare against anyfurther contraction. * * * We 
favor the issue by the General Government alone of all circulating mediums, 
whether paper or metallic, to be always of equal tender and interconvertible. 

1878: The gradual substitution of United States legal-tender paper for na- 
tional-bank notes and its permanent establishment as the sole paper money 
of the country. * * * o further increase in the bonded debt and no fur- 
ther sale of bonds for the purchase of coin for resumption purposes, but the 
gradual extinction of the public debt. 

1879: The issue of money in any form and the regulation thereof belong to 
the General Government alone, and ought not tobe delegated or intrusted 
to individuals or corporations. We oppose the perpetuation of the present 
national banking system as a means of control over the currency of the coun- 
try, and demand the gradual substitution of Treasury notes for national-bank 
currency. 

OREGON, 


1875: The institution of the system of national banks was a fraud upon the 
country and an injustice —— the laboring classes, and we demand such pru- 
dent legislation as will gradually bring this vicious system toa close; that all 
Ganes which may be issued shall be convertible in 
be issued directly by the Government. 

That the gratuity of nearly $24,000,000 now paid to national banks by the 
Government is simply levying tribute upon the people for the benefit of the 
capitalists. We therefore favor the repeal of the law under which they were 
established and the direct issue by the Government of currency, receivable 
for all public dues, sufficient to supply the place of the present bank-note cir- 
culation.—Oregon State Democratic platform, 1878. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


1875: That the policy plrendy indicated by the Republican party of abolish- 
ing legal tenders and giving the national banks the power to furnish all the 
eurrency will increase the power of an already dangerous monopoly and the 
enormous burden now oppressing the people without compensating advan. 
e, and that all the national-bank circulation be promptly and permanently 

retired and full legal tenders be issued in their place. 

1875: The honest payment of our just debts and the sacred preservation of 
the public faith. 

1876: The honest payment of the public debt. 

1878: Gold, silver, and United States legal-tender notes at par therewith are 
a just basis for paper circulation. 


NEW YORK. 
1874: Honest payment of the public debt in coin. 
TENNESSEE. 


That we favor the abolition of the present odious national-bank system 
and the payment of the bonds of the Government by issuance of its non- 
interest-bearing notes, according to the contract expressed and implied at 
b> ae - the creation of such obligations.—Tennessee Democratic State plat- 

‘orm, 187%. 

The substitution of Treasury notes for national-bank currency at the ear- 
liest peqnent preeens.- Feapacee State Democratic eer 1876. 

1878: The odious national banking act be repealed and greenbacks be substi- 
tuted for the circulation of national banks. * * * That no more interest- 
bearing bonds be issued; that ali loans required by the Government be raised 
by the issuance of noninterest-bearing Treasury notes. 


TEXAS. 


1878: We favor one currency for the Government and the people, the laborer 
and the officeholder, the pensioner and the soldier, the producer and the 
bondholder. * * The substitution of United States legal tender for na- 
Comet Rene nates and its permanent reestablishment as the sole paper money 

e country. 

No further increase in the bonded debt; no further sale of bonds for the 

purchase of coin for redemption purposes, but a gradual reduction of the 


coin upon demand and 
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public debt by payment according to the original contract by which it was 
created. 
VERMONT. 


1878: The honest payment of the public debt in such currency as its terms 
imply, and the preservation of the public faith. c 
One currency for all. We oppose the present national banking system and 


4 


recommend the gradual substitution of greenbacks for national-bank bills 
WISCONSIN. 


1887: Declares its opposition to a longer continuance of the national-ban| 
currency and demands that the Government furnish its own notes in tho 
place thereof. 

UTTERANCES OF EMINENT STATESMEN. 


These are the words of Mr. Jefferson: 

“It is a wise rule and should be fundamental in a government disposed { 
cherish its credit, but at the same time to restrain the use of it within 1 
limits of its faculties, ‘ never to borrow a dollar without laying a tax on 
same instant for paying the interest annually, and the principal within a gi 
term; and to consider that tax as pledged to the creditors on the public fait 
On such a pledge as this, sacredly observed, a government may always « 
mand, on a reasonable interest, all the lendable money of their citizens, w} 
the necessity of equivalent tax is a salutary warning to them and their « 
stituents against oppression, bankruptcy, and its inevitable consequence, ; 
olution. Butthe term of redemption must be moderate and at any rate wit 
the limits of their rightful powers. But what limits, it will be asked 
this prescribe to their powers? What is to hinder them from creating a );) 
petual debt? The laws of nature,[ answer. The earth belongs to the liy 
not to the dead. The will and the power of man expire with his life, by 
ture’s law.”’ 

« * ” * * * 


“In seeking, then, for an ultimate term for the redemption of our debts 
us rally to this principle and provide for their payment within the ter: 
nineteen years at the furthest.” (Volume 6, pages 136, 137.) 

‘““We must raise, then, ourselves the money for this war, either by ta) 
within the year, or by loans; and if by loans, we must repay them oursely«s, 
proscribing forever the English practice of perpetual funding, the ruinous 
consequences of which, putting right out of the question, should be a sutli- 
cient as to a considerate nation to avoid the example.” (Volume 4, 
page 197.) 

‘‘At the time we were funding our national debt, we heard much about ‘a 
public debt being a public blessing’; that the stock representing it was a 
creation of active capital for the aliment of commerce, manufactures, and 
agriculture. This paradox was well adapted to the minds of believers 
groneen, and the gulls of that size entered bona fide intoit.” (Volume 6, page 
230.) 

“The misfortune isthat in the meantime we shall plunge ourselves in une) 
tinguishable debt, and entail on our posterity an inheritance of eternal taxes, 
which will bring our Government and people into the condition of those of 
England, a nation of pikes and gudgeons, the latter bred merely as food for 
the former.”’ (Volume 6, page 409.) 

“Funding I consider as limited, rightfully, toa redemption of the debt within 
the lives of a majority of the generation contracting it; every generation 
coming equally, by the laws of. the Creator of the world, to the free pos: 
sion of the earth He made for their subsistence, unencumbered by their pred- 
ecessors, who, like them, were but tenants for life.” 

o = + + * w s 

“And I sincerely believe, with you, that banking establishments are more 
dangerous than standing armies; and that the principle of spending money 
to be paid by posterity, under the name of funding, is but swindling futurity 
on a large eal.” a 6, pages 605-608. ) 

** No earthly consideration could induce my consent to contract sucha debt 
as England has by her wars for commerce, to reduce our citizens by taxes to 
such wretchedness as that, laboring sixteen of the twenty-four hours, they 
are still unable to afford themselves bread, or barely to earn as much oatmeal 
or potatoes as will keep soul and body together.’’ (Volume 7, page 7.) 

* o ° oe eo * . 


“Tam not among those who fear the people. They and not the rich are our 
dependence for continued freedom. And to preserve their independence we 
must not let our rulers load us with perpetual debt. We must make our elec 
tion between economy and liberty or profusion and servitude. Ifwe run into 
such debts as that we must be taxed in our meat and in our drink, in our 
necessaries and our comforts, in our labors and our amusements, for our 
callings and our creeds, as the people of England are; our people, like them, 
must come to labor sixteen hours in the poenty fone. eire the earnings of fit 
teen of these to the Government for their debts and daily expenses; and the 
sixteenth being insufficient to afford us bread, we must live, as they now do, 
on oatmeal and potatoes; have no time to think, no means of calling the mis 
managers to account, but be glad to obtain subsistence by hiring ourselves to 
rivet their chains on the necks of our fellow-sufferers. Our landholders, too, 
like theirs, retaining indeed the title and stewardship of estates called theirs, 
but held in trust for the Treasury, must wander, like theirs, in foreign coun 
tries, and be contented with penury, obscurity, exile, and the glory of the 
nation. This example reads to us the salutary lesson that private fortunes 
are destroyed a as well as by private extravagance. And this is the 
tendency of all known governments. A departure from principle in one in- 
stance becomes a precedent for a second, that second for a third, and so on till 
the bulk of the society is reduced to be mere automatons of misery, to have 
no sensibilities left but for sinning and suffering. Then begins, indeed, the 
bellum omnium in omnia, which some philosophers, observ ng to be so gen- 
eral in this world, have mistaken it for the natural instead of the abusive 
state of man. And the forehorse of this frightful team is public debt. Tax- 
ation follows that, and in its turn wretchedness and oppression.” (Volume /, 
page 14.) 

o ° ° as we a * P 

“T place economy among the first and most important of republican virtues, 
and public debt as the greatest of the dangers to be feared. We see in Eng- 
land the co uences of the want of it—their laborers reduced to live on a 
penny in the shilling of their earnings, to give up bread, and resort to oat- 
meal and potatoes for food; and their landholders exiling themselves to live 
in penury and obscurity abroad, use at home the Government must have 
all the clear ys me of their land. In fact, they see the fee simple of the island 
transferred to the public creditors, all its pre ts going to them for the inter- 
est of their debts. Our laborers and landholders must come to this also un- 
less they serenely adhere to the economy you recommend.” (Volume 7, 


page 19.) 


“The incorporation of a bank and the powers assumed by this bill have 
not, in my opinion, been delegated to the United States by the Constitution.” —- 
Opinion against the constitutionality of a national bank, February 15, 1791, 
volume 7, page 556. 


“The bank filled and overflowed in the moment it was opened. Instead of 
20,000 shares 24,000 were offered and a great many unpresented who had not 
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suspected that so much haste was necessary. Thus it is that we shall be pay- 
ing 13 per cent per annum for eight millions of paper money, instead of hav- 
ing that circulation of g id and silver for nothing. Experience has proved 
to us that a dollar of silver Cinnppeats for every dollar of paper emitted; and 
for the paper emitted from the bank 7 per cent profits will be received by 
the subscribers for it as bank paper (according to the last division of profits 
by the Philadelphia Bank), and 6 per cent on we paeee paper of which it is the 
representative.”’- Letter to Colonel Monroe, July 10, 1791, volume 3, page 268. 


“Our public credit is good, but the abundance of paper has produced a 
spirit of gambling in the funds, which has laid up our ships at the wharves 
as too slow instruments of proms, and has even disarmed the hand of the 
tailor of his needle and thimble. They say the evil willcure itself. I wish it 
may, but I have rarely seen a gamester cured, even by the disasters of his 
vocation.” —Letter to Gouverneur Morris, August 3, 1791, volume 3, page 200. 


“You will see further that we are completely saddled and bridled, and that 
the bank is so firmly mounted on us that we must_go where they will guid 
They openly publish a reso'ution that, the national property being increased 
in value, they must by an increase of circulating medium furnish an adequate 
representation of it, and by further additions of active capital promote the 
enterprises of our merchants.’’—Letter to Colonel Monroe, June 12, 1796, volume 
4, page 140. 


“T wish it were possible to obtain a single amendment to our Constitution. 
I would be willing to depend on that alone for the reduction of the adminis- 
tration of our Government to the genuine principles of its Constitution; | 
mean an additional article, taking from the Federal Government the power ot 
borrowing. Inow deny their power of making paper money oranythingelse 
a legal tender.”—Letter to John Taylor, November 26, 1798, volume 4, page 260. 


“The monopoly of a single bank is certainly an evil. 
them was intended to cure it; butit multiplied an influence of the same char 
acter with the first, and completed the supplanting the precious metals by a 
paper circulation.”—Letter to Mr, Gallatin, June 19, 1302, volume 4, page 440. 


“ From a passage in the letter of the president [of the United States Bank] 
I observe an idea of establishing a branch bank of the United States in New 
Orleans. This institution is one of the most deadly hostility existing against 
the principles and form of our Constitution. The nation is at this time so 
strong and united in its sentiments that it can not be shaken at this moment. 
But suppose a series of untoward events should occur, sufficient to bring into 
doubt the competency of a republican government to meet a crisis of great 
danger or to unhinge the confidence of the people in the public functionaries, 
an institution like aS ; he 
acting by command and in phalanx, may in a critical moment upset the Goy- 
ernment.”’—Letter to Mr. Gallatin, December 13, 1803, volume 4, page 519. 


“That we are overdone with banking institutions, which have banished the 
precious metals and substituted a more fluctuating and unsafe medium; 
that these have withdrawn capital from useful improvements and employ 
ments to nourish idleness; that the wars of the world have swollen our com 
merce beyond the wholesome limits of exchanging our own productions for 
our own wants, and that, for the emolument of a small proportion of our 
society, who prefer these demoralizing pursuits to labors useful to the 
whole, the peace of the whole is endangered, and all our present difficulties 
produced, more easily to be deplored than remedied.”—Letter to Abbe Sali 
mankis, March 14, 1810, volume 5, page 516. 


“One of the great advantages of specie asa medium is that, being of uni- 
versal value, it will keep itself at a general level, flowing out from where it 
is too high into parts where itis lower. Whereas, if the medium be of local 
value only, as paper money, if too little, indeed, gold and silver will flow in 
to supply the es ciency; but if too much, it accumulates, banishes the gold 
and aver not locked up in vaults and hoards, and depreciates itself—that is 
to say, its proportion to the annual produce of industry being raised, more 
of itis required to represent any particular article of produce than in the 
other countries. And to fill up the measure of blessing, instead of paying, 
they receive an interest on what they owe from those to whom they owe; for 
all the notes, or evidences of what they owe, which we see in circulation, 
have been lent to somebody onan interest which is levied again on us through 
the medium of commerce.’’—Letter to John W. Eppes, November 6, 1813, vol- 
ume 6, page 239. 


“Everything predicted by the enemies of banks in the beginning is now 
coming to pass. We are to be ruined now by the deluge of bank paper, as we 
were formerly by the old Continental paper. Itis cruel that such revolutions 
in private fortunes should be at the mercy of avaricious adventurers, who 
instead of employing their capital, if any they have, in manufactures, com- 
merce, or other aeofal pursuits, make it an instrument to burden all the 
interchanges of property with their swindling profits, profits which are the 
price of no useful industry of theirs. * * * Iam anenemy toall banks dis- 
counting bills or notes for anything but coin.”—Letter to Dr. Thomas Cooper, 
January 16, 1814, volume 6, page 295. 


“Until the gigantic banking propositions of this winter had made their ap- 
pearance in the different legislatures, I had open that the evil might still be 
checked; but I see now that it is desperate, and that we must fold our arms 
and go to the bottom with the ship.”’—Letter to Joseph C. Cabell, esq., January 
17, 1814, volume 6, page 300. 


“IT have ever been the enemy of banks, not of those discounting for cash, 
but of those foisting their own paper into circulation, and thus banishing our 
cash. My zeal against those institutions was so warm and open at the estab- 
lishment of the Bank of the United States that I was derided as a maniac by 
the tribe of bank mongers who were seeking to filch from the public their 
swindling and barren gains."’—Letter to President Adams, January 24, 1814, 
volume 6, page 305. 


“From the establishment of the United States Bank to this day I have 
Presched againsf this system, but have been sensible no cure could be hoped 
ut in the catastrophe now happening. The remedy was to let banks drop 
tion at the expiration of their charters, and for the State governments 
relinquish the power of establishing others. This would not, as it should 
not, have given the power of establishing them to Congress. But Congress 
could then have issued Treasury notes payable within a fixed period, and 


founded on a specific tax, the proceeds o which, as they came in, should be 
exchangeable for the notes of that particular emission only.”"—Letter to Thomas 
, esg., September 10, 1814, volume 6, page 381. 


yenetrating by its branches every part of the Union, | i 1 
| and moderate epochs, and be of proper denominations for circulation, no in- 
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| We are under the bank bubble, as England was under the South Sea bubb 
The multiplication of | 





| to, and so soon asa convenient quantity of them can get into circula 


| with her 
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“Let us be allured by no objects of banks, publie or private. or ephemeral 
expedients, which, enabling us to gasp and flounder a little longe1 ly in 
crease by protracting the agonies of death.’’— Letter to James Monroe, 


October 
16, 1814, volume 6, page 395. 





or 


“The fatal possession of the whole circulating medium by our banks, the 
excess of those institutions, and their present discredit cause all our difficul- 
ties. Treasury notes of small as well as high denomination, bottomed on a 
tax which would redeem them in ten years, would place at our disposal the 
whole circulating medium of the United States: ; i of credit sufticient to 
carry us thre maugh any probable length of war.” te » his excellency Mr. 
Crawford, Febrwtry 11, 1815, volume 6, page 419. 





“The Government is now issuing Treasury notes for circulation, bottomed 
on solid funds, and bearing interest. The banking confederacy (and the 
merchants bound to them by their debts) will endeavor to crush the credit 
of these notes, but the country is eager for them, as something they « 





the 


bank notes die.”—Letter to Jean Batiste Say, March 2, 1815, volume 6, page 434. 


“Their merchants (the English) established among us, the bonds by which 
our own are chained to their feet, and the banking combinations interwoven 
with the whole, have shown the extent of their control, even during a war 
They are the workers of all the embarrassments our finances have 
experienced during the war.’’—Letter to Cesar A. Rodney, March 16, 1815, vol- 
ume 6, page 449. 


‘Like a dropsical man calling out for water, water, our deluded citizens ara 
clamoring for more banks, more banks. The American mind is now in 
state of fever which the world has so often seen in the history of other nations 


the 





France under the Mississippi bubble, and as every nation is liable to be under 
whatever bubble, design, or delusion may puff up in moments when off their 
guard. Weare now taught to believe that legerdemain tricks upon pay 
can produce as solid wealth as hard laborinthe earth. Itis vain f ! 
sense to urge that nothing can produce nothing; that it is an idle dream to 
believe in a philosopher's stone which is to turn everything into gol d to 
redeem man from the original sentence of his Maker, ‘In the s 
brow shall he eat his bread.’ ’—Letter to Colonel Yancey, Januai 
ume 6, page 515. ’ 





or col 








we 


y 6,151 


“The metallic medium of which we should be possessed at the commence- 


ment of a war would be a sufficient fund for all the loans we should need 
through its continuance; and if the national bills issued be bottomed (as is 
indispensible) on pledges of specific taxes for their redemption within certain 


terest on them would be necessary or just, because 
everyone the pur 
them.’’—Letter to 


they would answer to 
ones of the metallic money withdrawn and replaced by 
Villiam H. Crawford, June 20, 1816, volume 7, page 8 


“The bank mania is one of the most threatening of these imitations. It is 
raising up a moneyed aristocracy in our country which has already set the 
Government at defiance, and although forced at length to yield a little on 
this first essay of their strength, their principles are unyielded and unyield- 
ing. These have taken deep root in the hearts of that class from which our 
legislators are drawn, and the sop to Cerberus from fable has become his- 
tory. Their principles lay hold of the good, their pelf of the bad, and thus 
those whom the Constitution had placed as guards to its portals are sophis- 
ticated or suborned from their duties. That paper money has some advan- 
tages is admitted. But that its abuses also are inevitable, and by breaking 
up the measure of value makes a lottery of all private property, can not be 
denied. Shall we ever be able to put a constitutional veto upon it?”—Letter 
to Dr. Josephus B. Stuart, May 10, 1817, volume 7, page 64. 


‘There is, indeed, one evil which awakens me at times, because it jostles 
me atevery turn. Itis that we have now no measure of value.’’—Letter to 
Nathaniel Macon, esq., January 12, 1819, volume 7, page 111. 


“ The evils of this deluge of paper money are not to be removed until our 


citizensare 
and silence 
lating, shaving, and banking institutions.” 
1819, volume 7, page 115. 


qnegeny and radically instructed in their cause and consequences, 
»y their authority the interested clamors and sophistry of specu- 
Letter to Mr. Adams, March 21, 


“The paper bubble is then burst. This is what you and I and every reason- 
able man, seduced by no obliquity of mind or interest, have long foreseen, yet 
its disastrous effects are not the less for having been foreseen. We are labor 
ing under a dropsical fullness of circulating medium. Nearly all of it is now 
called in by the Soube. who have the regulation of the safety valves of our for- 
tunes, and who condense and explode them at their will. Lands in this State 
can not now be sold for a year’s rent."’—Letter to J. Adams, esg., November 7, 
1819, volume 7, page 142. 


“Tf we suffer the moral of the present lesson to passaway without improve- 
ment by the eternal suppression of bank paper, then, indeed, is the condition 
of our country desperate, until the slow advance of public instruction shall 
give to our functionaries the wisdom of their station.’’—Letter to Mr. Rives, 
November 28, 1819, volume 7, page 145. 


“The plethory of circulating medium which raised the prices of everything 
to several times their ordinary and standard value, in which state of things 
many and heavy debts were contracted, and the sudden withdrawing too 
great a proportion of that medium, and reduction of prices far below that 
ranllen’. constitute the disease under which we are now laboring and which 
must end in a general revolution of property if some remedy is not ap- 
plied.”—Zetter to Mr. Rives, November 23, 1319, volume 7, page 146. 


“ Interdict forever, to both the State and National Governments, the power 
of establishing any paper bank, for without this interdiction we shall have 
the same ebbs and flows of medium and the same revolutions of property to 
go through every twenty or thirty years.” —Letter to Mr. Rives, November 28, 
1819, volume 7, page 147. 


“The State is in a condition of unparalleled distress. The sudden reduc- 
tion of the circulating medium from a plethory to all but annihilation 1s pro- 
ducing an entire revolution of fortune.” —Letiler to H. Nelson, esq., March 12, 
1820, volume 7, page 151. 
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“TIT should put down all banks, admit none but a metallic circulation, that 
will take its proper level with the like circulation in other countries, and 
then our manufacturers may work in fair competition with those of other 
countries, and the import duties which the Government mer, lay for the 

yurposes of revenne will so far place them above equal competition.” —Letter 
y Mr. Pinckney, September 30, 1820, volume 7, page 180. 


The expansion of the currency by the issue of paper in a period of prosper- 
ity will inevitably be succeeded by its contraction in periods of adversity.— 
W. H. Crawfore 

The great object now in view is to terminate forever the evil of the present 
system, and to place the currency on a foundation so stable that it can not 
again beshaken. If a broad and sure foundation of gold and silver is provided 
for our system of paper credits we need not hereafter apprehend those alter- 
nate seasons of abundance and scarcity of money suddenly succeeding each 
other, which have so far marked our history and irreparably injured so mzny 
of our citizens.—Report of R. B. Taney, Secretary of Treasury, April 15, 1834. 


Proneness to excessive issues hasever been the vice of the banking system, a 
vice as prominent in national asin State institutions. This propensity is as 
subservient to the advancement of private interests in the one as in the 
other; and those who direct them both, being principally guided by the same 
views and influenced by the same motives, will be equally ready to stimulate 
to extravagance of enterprise by improvidence of credit.—President Van 
Buren's message, September 4, 1887. 


The history of trade in the United States for the last three or four years 
affords the most convincing evidence that our present condition is chiefly to 
be attributed to overaction in all the departments of business, an overaction 
deriving, perhaps, its first impulse from antecedent causes, but stimulated 
to its destructive consequences by excessive issues of bank paper and by 
other facilities for the acquisition and enlargement of credit.—President Van 
Buren's message, September 4, 1837. 


The limited influence of a national bank in averting derangement in the ex- 
changes of the country, or in compelling the resumption of specie payments, 
is now not less apparent than its tendency to increase inordinate speculation 
by sudden expansions and contractions; its disposition to create panic and 
embarrassment for the promotion of its own designs; its interference with 

»litices, and its far greater power for evil than for good, either in regard to 

he local institutions or the operations of a government itself. What was in 
these respects but apprehension or opinion when a national bank was first 
established now ans confirmed by humiliating experience. The scenes 
through which we have passed conclusively prove how little our commerce, 
agriculture, manufactures, or finances require such an institution, and what 
dangers are attendant on its power—a power, I trust, never to be conferred 
by the American people upon their Government, and still less upon indi- 
viduals pot responsible to them for its unavoidable abuses.—President Van 
Buren's second annual message, December |, 1838. 


The experiment has been tried and local paper has failed as a national cur- 
rency. and out of that failure arose the second United States bank. It will 
fail in and again, and forever. There is no satety for the Federal reve- 
nues but in the total exclusion of local paees and that from every branch of 
the revenues—customs, lands, and post-office. There is no safety for the na- 
tiona! finances but in the constitutional medium of gold and silver. After 
forty years’ wandering in the wilderness of paper money we have approached 
the confines of the constitutional medium.—Benton, December 1), 1836. 


The evils of a redundant — circulation are now manifest to every eye, 
It alternately raises and sinks the valueof every man's property. It makesa 
beggar of the man to-morrow who is indulging in dreams of wealth to-day. 
It converts the business of society into a mere lottery, while those who dis- 
tribute the prizes are wholly irresponsible tothe people. When the collapse 
comes, as come it must, it casts laborers out of employment, crushes manu- 
facturers and merchants, and ruins thousands of honest and industrious citi- 
zens. Shall we then, by our policy, any longer contribute to such fatal re- 
sults? That is the question.—Buchanan, Sepiember 29, 1337. 


For myserf, I am opposed to investing in banks the power of manufactur- 
ing a paper curreucy, This power of creating a currency for a nation is 
one of the highest and most important attribu of a sovereign power, and 
more deeply affects all the diversified interests of society than the exercise 
of any other power whatever. It is more important than coining money, 
for that must be preceded by the purchase of the bullion; but here is a 
power to manufacture paper money at pleasure, to constitute the currency 
of a State or vation, a power intrus to the irresponsible directory of a 
bank, acting in secret, and whose chief interest is to abuse their power. In 
proportion as a bank increases in currency are its dividends and profits aug- 
mented, and hence the stimulus to overissues is irresistible, and especialiy is 
this the case where, as we have seen by the evidence before quoted, the very 
directors which manufacture the er loan out, as a neral rule, more 
than one-fourth of it to themselves. This power, then, of issuing their paper 
as money is truly fearful, and when united with the power of loaning at 
pleasure, in secret conclave, and to whom and for what purpose the bank di- 
rectory may think proper, and of recalling it at pleasure, and of contracting 
and expanding as suits their caprice, is a power which few European despots 
would dare to exercise, and is utterly incompatible with the fundamental 
principles of a free government.—/rom the speech of Robert J. Walker in the 
Senate January 21, 1540, 


Allow me, moreover, to hope that it will be a favorite policy with you not 
merely to secure a payment of the interest of the debt funded, but as far and 
as fast as the growing resources of the country will permit to exonerate it of 
the principal itself. e appropriations you have made of the Western lands 
explain your disposition on this subject, and I am persuaded that the sooner 
that valuable fund can be made to contribute, along with other means, to the 
actual reduction of the public debt, the more salutary will the measure be to 
every public interest, as well as the more satisfactory to our constituents.— 
Washington's second annual address to Congress, December 8, 1790. ( Williams's 
Presidents’ Messages, volame 1, page 38.) s 

No pecuniary consideration is more urgent than the regular redemption 
and discharge of the public debt. On none can delay be more injurious or au 
economy of time be more valuable.— Washington's fi/th annual address to Con- 
gress, December 8, 1293, (Williams's Presidents’ Messages, volume 1, page 49.) 

GENTLEMEN OF THE Hocsk OF REPRESENTATIVES: The time which has 
elapsed since the commencement of our fiscal measures has developed our 

“uniary resources so as to open the way for a definitive plan for the re- 
ption of the public debt. It is believed that the result is such as to en- 





courage Congress to consummate this work without delay. Nothing can more 
promote the permanent welfare of the nation and nothing would be mora 
grateful to our constituents. Indeed, whatever is unfinished of our syste;, 
of public credit can not be benefited by procrastination; and as far as ma 


JANUARY 31, 





be practicable we ought to place that credit on grounds which can not bo 
disturbed and to prevent that progressive accumulation of debt which mus: 
ultimately endanger all governments.— Washington's sixth annual addrr.s 
to wm November 19, 1794. (Williams's Presidents’ Messages, volume |. 
page 59. 
_ The consequences arising from the continual accumulation of public de}: 
in other countries ought toadmonish us to be careful to prevent their gro\ 
in ourown. The national defense must be provided for as well as the ») 
ort of Government, but both should be accomplished as much as possi})|) 
9y immediate taxes and as little as possible by loans.—President John Adams's 
message, 1797. 

When effects so salutary result from the plan you have already sanction, 
when merely by avoiding false objects of expense we are able, without a«- 
rect tax, without internal taxes, and without borrowing, to make large x 
effectual payments toward the discharge of our public debt and the ema 
pation of our posterity from that moral canker, it is an encouragement, fe!) 
citizens, of the highest order, to proceed as we have begun, in substitu 
economy for taxation, and in pursuing what is useful for a nation place 
we are, rather than what is practiced by others under different circ. 
stances. And whensoever we are destined to meet events which shal! | 
forth all the energies of our countrymen, we have the firmest reliance on t} 
energies, and the comfort of leaving for calls like these the extraordinary, 
sources of loans and internal taxes.—Jefferson's second annual message to + 
gress, December 15, 1802. (Williams's Presidents’ Messages, volume 1, page | 

I am uneasy at seeing that the sale of our western lands is not yet « 
menced. That valuable fund for the immediate extinction of our debt w I 
fear, be suffered to slip through our fingers. Every delay exposes it toe, 
which no human foresight can guard against.—Letter to James Madison, . 

20, 1787, volume 2, paye 153. 

The question whether one generation of men has a right to bind anot 
seems never to have been started either on this or our side of the water 
it is a question of such consequences as not only to merit decision, but » 
also among the fundamental principles of every government. The cour 
reflection in which we are immersed here, on the elementary princip!e: 
society, has presented this question to my mind; and that no such obliga 
can be transmitted I think very capable of proof. I set out on this grou 
which I suppose to be self-evident, that the earth belongs in usufruct to | 
living; that the dead have neither powers nor rights over it. The port 
occupied by any individual ceases to be his when himself ceases to o a 
reverts tothe society. If thesociety has formed no rules for the appropria‘ivu 
of its lands in severalty, it will be taken by the first occupants, and thicse 
will generally be the wife and children of the decedent. If they have form« 
rules of eee. those rules — give it to the wife and children, or to 
some one of them, or to the legatee of the deceased. So they may give it t« its 
creditor. But the child, the legatee, or creditor takes it not by natural riv/it, 
but by a law of the society of which he is a member and to which he is sub 
ject. Then,no man can, by natural right, oblige the lands he occupied, or 

rsons who succeed him in that occupation, to the payment of debts « 

racted by him. For if he could he might during his own life eat up | 
usufruct of the lands for several generations to come; and then the lands 
—— es to the dead and not to the living, which is the reverse of our 

rinciple. 
* What is true of every member of the society individually is true of them 
all collectively, since the rights of the whole can be no more than the sun of 
the rights of the individuais. To keep our ideas clear when applying th 
to a multitude, let us suppose a whole generation of men to be born on tho 
same day, to attain mature age on the same day, and to die on the same (::\) 
leaving a succeeding generation in the moment of attaining their mature a::°, 
all together. Let the ripe age be supposed of 2] years, and their period «! 
life thirty-four years more, that being the average term given by the 
of mortality to persons of pl poe of age. Each successive generation woud, 
in this way, come and go off the stage at a fixed moment, as individuals (i 
now. Then, I say, the earth belongs to each of these generations during 
course, fully and in its own right. The second generation receives it clear 
of the debts and incumbrances of the first, the third of the second. and so on 
For if the first could charge it with a debt, then the earth would belong t» 
the dead and not to the living ee. Then no generation can contract 
debts greater than may be paid during the course of its own existence. —/. 
ter written from Paris to James Madison, September 6, 1789, voluine 3, page | 

Not those who promote unnecessary accumulations of the debt of the | 1 
instead of the b-st means of discharging it as fast as possible, thereby 
creasing the causes of corruption in the Governmentand the pretext for now 
taxes under its authority, the former undermining the confidence, the later 
alienating the affections of the people. 

The real friends of the Union are those who are friends to the authority 
the people, the sole foundation on which the Union rests; 

o are friends to liberty, the great end for which the Union was formed; 

Who are friends to the limited and republican system of government, the 
means provided by that authority for the attainment of that end; 

Who, considering a public debt as injurious to the interests of the pe: 
and baneful to the virtue of the Government, are enemies to every con 
vance for unnecessarily increasing its amount, or protracting its duration 
extending its influence. 

In a word, those are the real friends of the Union who are friends to t! 
republican policy throughout which is the only cement for the union « 
republican people, in opposition to a spirit of usurpation and mona 
which is the menstruum most capable of dissolving it.—No. 15, Writiny 
Madison, March 31, 1742, page 480. 

If Providence permits me to meet you at another session, I shal! have t! 
high gratification of announcing to you that the national debt is extinguis! 
Ican not refrain from expressing the pleasure I feel at the near approac) 
that desirable event. The short period of time within which the public d 
will have been discharged is strong evidence of the abundant resources « 
the country and of the prudence and economy with which the Government! 
has heretofore been administered.—President Jackson's message, 1533. 

I can not too cordially congratulate Congress and my fellow-citizens on the 
near approach of that memorable and happy event, the extinction of (1¢ 
public debt of this great and free nation, Faithful to the wise and patriotic 
policy marked out by the legislation of the country for this object, the p:vs 
ent Administration has devoted toit all the means which its flouri<hing © 
merce has supplied and a prudent economy preserved for the Public Trea -ur) 
Within the four years for which the people have confided the executive 
power to my charge, $58,000,000 will have been applied to the payment ot the 
public debt. 

* * . * * * * 

The final removal of this great burden from our resources affords the 
means of further provision for all the objects of general welfare and pubic 
defense which the Constitution authorizes and prevents the occasion for such 
further reduction in the revenueas may not be required for them.—President 
Jackson's annual message, 1832. 





1896. 





+ y-money system and its natural associates, monopoly and exclu 
a sive privileges, re airesay struck their roots deep in the soil; and it will 

aire all your efforts to check its further growth and to eradicate the evil 
The men who profit by the abuses and desire to perpetuate them will con 
tinue to besiege the halls of legislation in the General Government as well as 
in the States, and will seek, by every artifice, to mislead and deceive the pub 
lic servants. It is to yourselves that you must look for safety and the means 
of guarding and perpetuating your free institutions. In your hands is right- 
fully placed the sovereignty oi the country, and to you everyone placed in 
authority is ultimately resp< msible. It is always in your power to see that 
the wishes of the people are carried into faithful execution, and their will, 





4 when once made known, must sooner or later be obeyed. And while the peo 
. 2 ple remain, as I trust they ever will, uncorrupted and incorruptible, and con 
: tinue watchful and — of their rights, the Government Is safe, and the 
ip cause of freedom will continue to triumph over its enemies. , 
eB But it will require steady and persevering exertions on your part to rid 
ae vourself of the iniquities and mischiefs of the paper system, and to check the 
ios spirit of monopoly and other abuses which have sprung up with it, and of 
te which it is the main support. So many interests are united to resist all 





reform on this subject that you must not hope the conflict will be ashort one 
nor success easy. My humble efforts have not beep spared, during my ad 
ministration of the Government, to restore the constitutional currency of 
gold and silver; and something, I trust, has been done toward the accom 
& plishment of this most desirable object But enough yet remains to require 
all your ehergy and perseverance. The power, however, is in your hands, 
and the remedy must and will be applied if you determine upon it.—Jackson's 
ES Farewell Address. , : 
ny The creation, in time of peace, of a debt likely to become permanent is an 
evil for which there is noequivalent. The rapidity with which many of the 
States are apparently approaching to this condition admonishes us of our 
own duties in a manner too impressive to be disregarded. One, not the least 
important, is to keep the Fedk ral Government always ina condition to dis 
charge with ease and vigor its highest functions, should their exercise be 
required by any sudden conjuncture of public affairs—a condition to which we 
are always exposed, and which may occur when least expected. To this end 
it is indispensable that its finances should be untrammeled and its resources, 
so far as practicable, unencumbered. No circumstance should present 
greater obstacles to the accomplishment of these vitally important objects 
than the creation of an onerous national debt. Our own experience, and also 
that of other nations, has demonstrated the unavoidable and fearful rapidity 
with which a public debt is increased when the Government has once sur- 
rendered itself to the ruinous practice of supplying its supposed necessities 
by new loans. The struggle, therefore, on our part, to be successful, must 
be made at the threshold. To make our efforts effective, severe economy is 
necessary. This is the surest provision for the national welfare, and it is at 
the same time the best preservative of the principles on which our institu 
tions rest. Simplicity and economy in the affairs of state have never failed 
to chasten and invigorate republican principles, while these have been as 
surely subverted by national prodigality under whatever pamens peveent it 
may have been introduced or fostered.—Van Buren’s third annual message. 
(Statesman’s Manual, volume 2, page 1121.) 

A few years ago our whole national debt growing out of the Revolution and 
the war of 1812 with Great Britain was extinguished, and we presented to 
the world the rare and noble spectacle of a great and growing ae who 
had fully discharged every obligation. Since that time the existing debt has 
been contracted; and. small as it is in comparison with the similar burdens 
of most other nations, it should be extinguished at the earliest practicable 
period. Should the state of the country permit,and especially if our foreign 
relations interpese no obstacle, it is contemplated to apply all the moneys in 
the Treasury,as they accrue beyond what is required for the appropriations 
by Congress, to its liquidation. I cherish the hope of soon being able to con 
gratulate the country on its recovering once more the lofty position which 
it so recently occupied. Our country, which exhibits to the world the bene 
fits of selfzovernment in developing all the sources of national prosperity, 
owes to mankind the permanent example of a nation free from the blighting 
influence of a public debt.—Polk’s first annual message, December 2, 1545. 
(Statesman’s Manual, volume 4, page 1462.) 

The amount of the public debt to be contracted should be limited to the 
lowest practicable sum, and should be extinguished as early after the conciu 
sion of the war as the means of the Treasury will permit. 

With this view it is recommended that as soon as the war shall be over all 
the surplus in the Treasury, not needed for other indispensable objects, shail 
constitute a sinking fund and be applied to the purchase of the funded debt, 
and that authority be conferred by iaw for that purpose.— Polk's third annual 
message, December 7, 1847. (Statesman's Manual, volume 4, page 1704.) 

Besides making the necessary legisiative provisions for the execution of the 
treaty, and the establishment of Territorial governments in the ceded coun 
try, we have, upon the restoration of peace, other important duties to per 
form. Among these I regard none as more important than the adoption of 
proper measures for the speedy extinguishment of the national debt. It is 
against sound policy and the genius of our institutions that a public debt 
should be Semuittted a day longer than the means of the Treasury will enabie 
the Government to pay it off. We should adhere to the wise policy laid 
down by President Wcdineten. of “avoiding the accumulation of debt, not 
only by shunning occasions of expense, but by vigorous exertions in time of 
peace, to discharge the debts which unavoidable wars have occasioned, not 
ungenerously throwing upon posterity the burden we ourselves ought to 
bear.”"—Polk's special message, July 6, 1348. (Statesman’s Manual, volume 4, 
page 1743.) 

In my message of the 6th of July last, transmitting to Congress the ratified 
treaty of peace with Mexico, | recommended the adoption of neasures for the 
Speedy payment of the public debt. In reiterating that recommendation, | 
refer you to the considerations presented in that message in its support. 

" * * * « * * * 





oe ane 


The public expenditures should be economical and be confined to such nec- 
essary objects as are clearly within the powers of Congress. All such as are 
not absoluteiy demanded should be postponed and the payment of the public 


debt at the earliest practicable period should be a cardinal principle of our | 


public policy.— Polk's fourth annual message, December 5. 
wal, vouume 4, page 1774.) 

The following are from Clay, Calhoun, Crawford, and Benton: 

Mr. Clay said, in 1516, he would 

“ Lay down ageneral rule, from which there ought never to be a departure 
without absolute necessity, that the expense of the year ought to be met by 
the revenue of the year. If in time of war it were impossibie to observe this 
rule we ought in time of peace to provide for as speedy a discharge of the 
debt contracted in the preceding war as possible.” 

And in 1824 he said: 


(Statesman’s Man- 
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“The payment of that debt and the consequent liberation of the public re- 


sources from the charge of it is extremely desirable. 

“The moral value 01 the payment of a nationa: debt consists in the demon 
stration which it affords of the ability of a country to meet and its integrity 
ia fulfilling all its engagements. * * * Whoever may be entitled to the 
credit of the payment of the public debt, 1 congratulate you, sir, and the 
country most cordially that it is so near at hand.’ 


| 


consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 


I shall oppose strenuously all attempts to originate a new debt; tocreate 
national bank; to reunite the political and money power—more dar 
than that of church and state—in any form or shape.—Calhoun on the! 
the issue of Treasury notes, United States Senate, S ptember 18, 1837 ( Abra 
ment Debates in Congress, volume 13, page 

An attentive examination of the rise and fall of public debts in other coun 
tries can not fail to impress the American Republic with the necessity of 
making suitable exertions in periods of peace to release the national revenue 
from so heavy an incumbrance.—W. H IN] 





Me.) 





Crawford, De 
What more unwise and more unjust than to « 


cember 16, ISTt 
utract debts on lon 
some of the States have done, thereby invading the right 














rig sand I 
the resources of posterity, and loading unborn generations with 
their own?’ What miore unwise than all this, which several of the St 
done, and which the effort now is to make all do? Besides the 1 mate bur- 
den, in the shape of final payment, which is intended to fal! uy; | erity, 
the present burden is incessant in the shape of annual interest, a fa x 
upon each generation, equals the principal in every periodical retur f ten 
or a dozen years. Few have calculated the devouring effect { 
est on public debts and considered how soon it exceeds the principal n 
ton's speech on assumption of State debts; Thirty Years’ View, volume 2, page 
173 
; The following are the declarations of the national Democracy in their plat 
orms: 

‘A rigorously, frugal administration of the Government and the application 
of all the possible savings of the public revenue to the liquidation of the pub 
lic debt, and resistance, therefore, to all measures looking to t} il t 
tion of officers and salaries merely to create indebtedness and aunement the 
public debt on the principle of its being a public blessing.”—J/ ’ 0 


article 4 





“ We declare unqualified hostility to bank notes and paper money asa cir 
culating medium, because gold and silver is the only safe and con ial 
currency.’ — Platform, 183¢ 

“Art. 6. That Congress has no power tocharter a United States bank: that 
we believe such an institution one of deadly hostility to the interest 18 
country, dangerous to our republican institutions and the verti ’ 
people, and calculated to place the business of the country within the « 
of a concentrated money power and above the laws and will of the peop 
Democratic platfor m, 1840 

Democratic platform of 184 affirms article 6 of the platform of 1840 

Democratic platform of 1848 declares 

‘For the gradual but certain extinction of the public debt.” 

The platform of 184 further declares that the triumph 844 had fu 1 

| the hopes of the Democracy of the Union in defeating the de« 4 
of their opponents to create a national bank In protecting the curl { 
labor of the country from ruinous fluctuations and guardi the mo f 
the country for the use of the people by the establishment of a constitutional 
Treasury 

Also 

‘**Resolved,That it is the duty of every branch of the Government to enf ’ 

} and practice the most rigid economy in conducting our public affa 


that no more revenue ought to be raised than is requ 
essary expenses of the Government and for the gradual 
tion of the public debt. ""— Democratic platform, I> 

Article 9 of the same: 

‘That Congress has no power to charter a national bank: that we 
such an institution one of deadly hostility to the best interests of th 
dangerous to our republican institutions and the liberties of the pe 
caiculated to place the business of the country within the 
centrated money power above the laws and will of the people.” 
platform, 1852, article 9. 


lired toa ray 
but certain exti 
ticle 3& 


ar 


belie 


control 


Den 





That Congress has no power to charter a national bank; that we believe 
such an institution one of deadly hostility to the best interests of the coun 
try, dangerous to our republican institutions and the liberties of the Ameri 
can people, and calculated to place the business of the country within the 
control of a concentrated money power and above the laws and will of the 


people.—-Democratic platform, 1856. article 7 

Payment of all the public debt of the United States as rapidly as practi 
cable.—Democratic platform, 1868, article 3. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate take a recess 
until 11 o'clock to-morrow morning, according to the unanimous 
agreement of the Senate this afternoon. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 10 o’clock and 4 minutes 
p. m., Friday, January 31) the Senate took a recess until to-mor- 
row, Saturday, February 1, 1896, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 31, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


| H. M. CoupDeEn. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
BRIDGE ACROSS ST. LAWRENCE RIVER. 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. I ask consent for the immediate 


The Clerk read as follows: 











A bill (EL R. 1464) to amend chapter 76, laws of 1893 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of the act of 1883. authorizing the St 
Lawrence Railway Company, of the State of New Yor t 
tain a bridge across the St. Lawrence River at some point t. Lawrence 
County, State of New York, be,and is hereby, amended by ext ling tl 
| time for the completion of said bridg 
There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera 


tion of the biil. 
The following amendments, reported from the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, were read and agr 
After the word “act.” in line 3, strike out the word “ of 
proved February ninth.” 


After the word “to,” in line 8, add the words “ F* 
hundred and ninety-eight.” 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was according|y read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. CURTiS of New York, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 
ACCOMMODATIONS FOR CHRISTIAN ENDEAVOR CONVENTION. 
Mr. MORSE. Lask unanimous consent to report favorably @ 
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"and ins« 


bruary ninth 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That A. J. Rosenthal was not elected a Representative from the 
Tenth Congressional district of the State of Texas to the Fifty-fourth Con. 
gress, and is not entitled to the seat. : 

Resolved, That Miles Crowley was duly elected a Representative from tho 
Tenth Congressional district of the State of Texas to the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress, and is entitled to the seat. 

The question being taken, the resolutions were agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the las: 
vote was laid on the table. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON COINAGE, WEIGHTS, AND MEASUREs, 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I ask unanimous consent to sub- 
mit the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures be an- 
thorized to have printed and bound such papers and documents for ste uso 
of said committee as it _— deem necessary in connection with subjects con- 
sidered or to be considered by said committee during the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of this 
resolution? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
— this courtesy has been accorded to that committee here- 
tofore 
a CHARLES W. STONE. In former Congresses it has 

n. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the resolution; and it was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


DUPLICATE ENGROSSED BILL. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, i ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate be requested to furnish a duplicate engrossed 
bill, 8. 708, in lieu of the original, which has been lost. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and 
agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution I send to the desk. 
e SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 105) for the relief of ex-Naval Cadets John P. J. 
yan, John R. Morris, and Chester Wells. 


Be it resolved, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is here- 
by, authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appoint John P. J. Ryan, John R. Morris, and Chester Wells to be as- 
sistant engineers in the Navy: Provided, That they shall passan examination 
in steam engineering that shall be satisfactory to the Secretary of the Navy: 
And provided further, That they shall take rank and receive pay only from the 
date of their appointment, and shall rank with each other in the order of 
merit as shown by the examination herein provided for. 


a TERRY. Mr. Speaker, we ought to have some explanation 
of this. 

Mr. HULL. I shall have to object to the consideration of that 
resolution. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I hope the gentleman will withhold his ob- 
jection and permit me to say that this meets the approval ot the 
Secretary of the Navy. In fact, I hold in my hand a letter sug- 
gesting that the resolution be adopted, for the reason_that the 
maximum number of assistant engineers now in the Navy is 23 
less than the law provides for. 

The three young men mentioned in the resolution have been 
educated at the expense of the Government. They failed to pass 
a technical examination in steam engineering last June, and there 
can be no objection to the ge of the resolution, inasmuch as 
it is to the advantage of the service and meets the approval of 
gentlemen having these matters in charge. 

Mr. TERRY. I think it ought to go to a committee. 

Mr. HULL. While I concede that what the gentleman from 
Missouri has said may be all true, I insist that this must go to a 
committee, and I object to its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


DISTILLATION OF BRANDY FROM PRUNES. 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of a bill reported from the Committee on 

aysand Means. Irefertothe bill (H. R. 886) relating to the dis- 
tillation of brandy from prunes, and amending section 3255 of the 
Revised Statutes, with amendments recommended by the com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask if there be objection to its present consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 8255 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“So. 8255. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, may exempt distillers of brandy made exclu- 
sively from apples, peaches, grapes, or prures from any provision of this 


joint resolution from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, for which I desire immediate consideration. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 79) granting use of White Lot 
and Monument Grounds to ‘‘ The Committee of 1896” was read, 
as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secretary 
of War is hereby authorized to nt to the committee known as “ The Com- 
mittee of 1896,” of which W. H. H. Smith is chairman, having charge in the 
city of Washington, D. C., of the arrangements for the Fifteenth International 
Christian Endeavor Convention, permits for the temporary occupation and 
use, during July, 1896, of the reservation or public space known as the White 
Lot for the purpose of erecting three or more great tents and the necessary 
platforms, s (ings, ete., capable of seating about 10,000 persons each, for the 
meeting places of the Fifteenth International Christian Endeavor Conven- 
tion, to be held July 8 to 13, inclusive, 1896, and such smaller tents as may 
be required for the distribution of literature, etc., together with such por- 
tions of the Monument Grounds as said committee may require, if in his 
opinion such use will inflict no serious or permanent injury upon such 

ounds, reservation, or public space: Provided, That said ‘Committee of 

806"’ guarantee, at their own cost and expense, to restore and make good 
any Somposary injury that may be inflicted said grounds by reason of their 
use thereof. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution. 

The following amendments reported by the committee were read, 
and agreed to: 

In line 11, after the word “ three,” strike out the words “ or more’’; so as to 
read “for the perpose of erecting three tents,"’ etc 


After the word “seatings,” in line 12, and after the word “literature,” in 
line 17, strike out the words “and so forth.” 


The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MORSE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

CESSION OF LAND TO OHIO. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Iask unanimous consent that a joint res- 
olution of the Ohio legislature be read and printed in the REcorRD. 
There was no objection. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
House joint resolution No. 12. 


Joint resolution requesting our Senators and Representatives in Congress 
to use their influence in securing the passage of an act ceding certain lands 
to the State of Ohio. 

Whereas the Ohio canal commission, in the prosecution of its work of in- 
vestigating the titles of State lands, finds that section 7, town 6, south range 
4 east, Auglaize County, Ohio, is the property of the United States; and 

Whereas said section 7 is wholly within the limits of the Mercer County 
reservoir and therefore a part of the public works of Ohio, and any disposition 
of it to private parties or corporations would work great injustice to the pub- 
lic works of the State; and 

Whereas the canal commission having made application to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office for a patent to the land in the said section 
7 under the swamp-land act of 1850, and said application having been rejected 
and the application is now pending on an appeal before the Secretary of the 
Interior; Therefore 

Be it resolved by the oe assembly of the State of Ohio, That our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress be uested to use their good offices in 
securing the passage of an act ceding the land in question to the State of 
Ohio, and that the grversce be requested to forward to our Senators and 
Representatives of Ohio a certified copy of this resolution. 

CHARLES H. BOSLER, 


aker tempore of the House of Representatives. 
- “ ASAE, Wy JONES, 
President of the Senate. 













































































Adopted January 29, 1896. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution just read 
will be referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
CONTESTED ELECTION—ROSENTHAL VS. CROWLEY. 


Mr. JENKINS. I desire to call up the report of the Committee 
on Elections No. 3, in the case of Rosenthal vs. Crowley, from the 
Tenth Congressional district of the State of Texas. Before the 
resolutions reported by the committee are taken up for considera- 
tion, I wish to say that I am requested by Mr. Rosenthal to state 
that he thanks the House very warmly for the courtesy extended 
yesterday in granting him permission to address the House on his 
own behalf for one hour to-day, but that upon reflection and on 
consultation with his friends he has decided not to avail himself 
of the opportunity so kindly granted, and is willing that the reso- 
lutions reported from our committee should pursue their regular 
course. 

While I am on the floor, Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a report 
from the same committee in the same case, upon the question of 

itting Mr. Rosenthal to amend his notice of contest. I ask 

or the reading of the resolutions as reported yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to file an additional 
repost in regard to the amendment of notice of contest? 

. JEN S. Yes, sir; a report on a resolution referred by 
the House to the committee, authorizing Mr. Rosenthal to amend 
his notice of contest. It is a matter entirely separate from the 
matter reported on yesterday. 

The SPRAKER. The Chair thinks this reportto which the _ 
tleman now refers should be handed in later; it should not bea 
— of the present ae The Clerk will report the reso- 

utions —— yesterday, and which the gentleman From Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. JENKINS] now calls up. 
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title relating to the manufacture of spiritu, except as to the tax thereon, 
when in his judgment it may seem expedient to do so.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of the bill? 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Isthere a report from the com- 


mittee accompanying this bill? 


Mr. EVANS. There is. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report of the commit- 


tee may be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred H. R. 886, re- 

ort the same back to the House with the following amendments: — 

In line 9, after the word “ grapes,” insert the words “ pears, pineapples, 
oranges, apricots, berries.” i” : : 

Amend the title so as to read ‘“‘To amend section 3255 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States concerning the distilling of brandy from fruits.” 

Section 8255 of the Revised Statutes gives the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue the right to exempt distillers of brandy made exclusively from 
apples, peaches, or grapes from certain provisions of the law related to the 
manufacture of spirits, except as to the tax thereon. This bill extends the 
provisions of section 8255 to brandy made from pears, pineapples, and ber- 
ries. {t does not affect the tax on such brandies. : 

The Committee on Ways and Means recommend the passage of the bill as 


amended. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Is this reported from the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means? 

Mr. EVANS. Itis, unanimously; and has the recommendation 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to hear the bill read as it is proposed 
to be amended, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be read as it 
will stand if amended. 

The bill as proposed to be amended was read at length. 

The SPEA . Isthere objection to the present consideration 


of the bill? oat 
There was no objection. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. : 
On motion of Mr. EVANS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 


was laid on the table. 
STEAMER MATTEAWAN. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk 
(H. R. 4698), to provide an American register for the steamer 
Matteawan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby author- 
ized and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Asturian Prince, owned 
by Charles W. Hogan, a citizen of the United States, to be registered as a 
vessel of the United States under the name of Matteawan. ’ . 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to cause the inspection of said vessel, steam boilers, steam pipes, and 
their appurtenances, and cause to be granted the usual certificate issued to 
steam vessels of the merchant marine without reference to the fact that said 
steam boilers, steam pipes, and appurtenances were not constructed pursuant 
to the laws of the United States, and were not constructed of iron stamped 
pursuant to said laws; and the tests in the inspection of said boilers, steam 
pipes, and appurtenances shall be the same in all respects as to strength and 
safety as are required in the inspection of boilers constructed in the United 
States for marine purposes. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the report. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will read the 
report. 
he report (by Mr. PAYNE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4698) providing an American roqmter for the steamer 
Matteawan, have conaidered the same and report as follows: § 

The evidence filed with the committee shows that the Matteawan is a steel 
steamship, was built in 1893, and was wrecked on the east point of Curacao, 
West Indies, on or about June 3, 1895, where she was abandoned by her crew 
and remained for four months, when she was, afte: six weeks’ work, floated 
by the Merritt wrecking organization, of New York, and brought to New 

ork, where she was sold as a wreck December 9, 1895, by the agent of the 
foreign underwriters to her present owner, Mr. Charles W. Hogan, of New 
York, a citizen of the United States, for the sum of $10,139.38. The Mattea- 
wan is now being repaired for Mr. Hogan by the John N. Robius Company, 
of Brooklyn, N “y. and the contract for said repairs shows that the cost of 
same to put the vessel in a first-class powers condition will be $50,801.50, 
and the re will be completed by Feetoees , 1896. 

In view of the fact that this vessel is eligible for registry under the gen- 
eral law (sec. 4136, Rev. Stat.) in all respects save that she was not wrecked 
within the waters of the United States, your committee believe that the 
= of the law will be observed by granting the register, and recommend 


@ passage of the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will withdraw 
this bill until these repairs are completed. This is something un- 
usual. I shall have to object until the repairs are completed, It 
is only a matter of a couple of weeks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California objects. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—ROSENTHAL VS, CROWLEY. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a report from 
the Committee on Elections No. 3. ; 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JEN- 
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KINS] desires to make the report which he offered before, with re- 
gard to the case of Rosenthal vs. Crowley. 

The report (by Mr. JENKINS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Elections No. 3, to whom was referred the following 
resolution: 

‘“Resolved, That the contestant, A. J. Rosenthal, be. and he is hereby. au- 
thorized to so amend his notice of contest in the case of A. J. Rosenthal vs 
Miles Crowley, Tenth Congressional district, State of Texas, by adding there- 
to the following, to wit: That there were unlawfully counted in making up 
the returns from said district, divers precincts in Galveston County, in w hich 
no returns had been made according to law, viz, all of the precincts in 
said county, except Nos. 2, 3, 7. 74, 8, 9, fo, 11, 12, 13, 134 

Respectfully oalenia the following report. 

Thatinasmuch as inthe unanimous report of the committee in the fore- 
going case this resolution has been considered as if filed, and inasmuch as 
no injustice can be done to the contestant by an adverse report, they re- 
spectfully recommend that the resolution do not pass ; 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to move tbat the 
resolution be laid on the table? 

Mr. JENKINS. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be laid 
on the table. 

There was no objection. 

APPOINTMENT OF ASSISTANT ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk's desk, 
I think there will be no objection now to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri {Mr. Crow- 
THER] offered a resolution this morning, to which there was objec- 
tion. The Chair understands the gentleman from Arkansas | Mr. 
TERRY] to now withdraw his objection? 

Mr. TERRY. 1 withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before consent is given, I should like to ask to 
hear a statement with reference to this. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection,'the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will be recognized to make an explanation. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Thisresolution refers to the appointment of 
three ex-naval cadets as assistant engineers in the United States 
Navy. They graduated from the Academy last June. They have 
diplomas stating that they have passed satisfactory examinations, 
and they would have been appointed to a line office, that of ensign, 
had there been sufficient vacancies. Each one of the cadets was 
several points short of passing the examination in steam engineer- 
ing, and as a result they failed to be appointed as assistant engi- 
neers. There are twenty-three vacancies in the positions of steam 
engineers, or twenty-three less than the law provides for. This 
question has been submitted to the Secretary of the Navy, whose 
letter I hold in my hand, in which he suggests a change in the 
resolution, which has been made, and he states with that amend- 
ment it meets with his approval, and he suggests that the resolu- 
tion do pass. I will send the letter to the Clerk’s desk to be read 
if any member desires it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to ask if this has been consid- 
ered by the House Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Ihave seen all the members of the Naval 
Committee who are present, and there has been no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I simply desire to say that I think it ought to 
be an extraordinary condition of things that would allow us to 
pass any bill here of this or any other character without first hav- 
ing it referred to a committee of this House for examination. We 
legislate largely through standing committees, and we ought not 
to violate the rule unless there is some special necessity for it. 
Ordinarily, every matter should have the consideration of a stand- 
ing committee before it is brought before the House; but withthe 
statement that the members of the committee have examined it 
and find no objection to it, I have nothing further to say. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask what committee re- 
ported this resolution? 

The SPEAKER. No committee has reported it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has it been before any committee? 

The SPEAKER. It has not; the gentleman from Missouri says 
that it has the approval of the Secretary and the individual mem- 
bers of the Committee on Naval Affairs. The question is on the 
passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. CROWTHER, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

UNITED STATES COURTS FOR NORTHERN DIVISION OF EASTERN 
DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report from 

the Committee on the Judiciary on House bill No. 1676, and ask 


for the present consideration of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (BH. R. 1676) to change and fix the time for the district and cir- 
cuit courts of the United States for the northern division of the eastern 
district of Tennessee. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the terms of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States for the northern division of the eastern district of Tennessee 
held at Knoxville, Tenn., commence on the first Mondays in March and 
erenee of each your, instead of the second Mondays in January and July, 

8 how ome y law; and each of said terms continue as long as 
the presiding judge may deem cenmey. 
That no action, suit, proceed ng, information, indictment, recog- 
1e 


SKC. 2. 
nizance, bail bond, or other process in either of said courts shall abate or be 
he holdin, 


rendered invalid by reason of the cha: of time in t of the terms 
of said courts, but the same shall be deemed to be returnable to, pending, 
and triable at the terms herein provided for. 

Suc. 38. That this act take effect from and after its passage, the public wel- 
fare requiring it; and that all laws and parts of laws conflicting with this 
act be, and are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, has unanimous consent 
been given for the consideration of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Has it been reported from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary favorably? , 

The SPEAKER. It has been reported from that committee. 
The Clerk will read the report if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I would, reserving the right to object. 

The report (by Mr. Brown) was read, as follows: 


Your committee have had under consideration House bill No. 1676, to change 
and fix the time for holding the district and circuit court for the northern 
division of the eastern district of Tennessee, and recommend that the bill do 


pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] e Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be ape for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BROWN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MEDICAL COLLEGES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill (H. R. 2656) to provide for the incorporation and regula- 
tion of medical colleges in the District of Columbia be recommitted 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia for the purpose of 
correcting the report. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker,I believe I will call for the regular 


er. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. 8 r, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the — of considering the District of Columbia appropri- 
ation bill. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I am directed 
by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to ask for 
the reprint of the bill (H. R. 3837) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to re. te commerce,” eo he February 4, 1887. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the reprint will be ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The motion to go into Committee of the Whole was then 

to. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in. Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill, the title of which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


. RB. provide for the expenses of 
as See eas Se of Coltnaibts fot the fiscal year enting June 
30, , and for other purposes. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman,I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill may be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. GROUT. 5 i in tion of this billI shall 
take but a very few minutes. it is pally a story of figures, 
and they are summarized in the ng paragraphs of the report. 
I will present them briefly. The total amount recommended to 
be appropriated for the general mses of the District for the 
fiscal year ending June 80, 1897, in bill submitted, exclusive of 
the water department, is $5,225,865.97. Of this sum the General 
Government is required to pay $2,612,682.98, and the District 
$2,265,991. The former amount is $2,655 less than the estimates 
2 oy t priated for the general of the Dis- 

e amount appro or expenses e 
a of enie a the Sy civil oo year, rat is, of ee 
cludi 15, n sun and urgent deficiency acts, 
$5,550,68.97. being $333,898 more than is recommended in the ac- 
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companying bill for 1897; and the wholeamountrecommended in the 
accompanying bill, including sums for the water department—on 
a basis that will be explained in a moment—is $343,422.86 less than 
was appropriated for the current fiscal year. Now, the amount 
recommended for the water department, the object of which is t, 
develop the water revenues, is $192,594.42; and the amount appro 
riated for the water department for thecurrent year is$202,119.2s. 
ing a reduction of nine thousand and some odd hundred dollars 

It is estimated that the water revenues for the fiscal year 1897 
will amount to $307,000, but it is provided in the accompanyin, 
bill, as it was provided in the acts for the four preceding fisca| 
years, that any surplus of these revenues over the appropriations 
specifically made therefrom shall be applied to the work of ex 
tending the high-service system of water distribution, for which 
there is an appropriation in the bill. Now, this improvement, it 
is estimated by the engineer officers of the District, wou!d cost, 
when completed, $600,000. 

The surplus water revenues devoted to this object, on account of 
expenditures made and obligations incurred since the said author- 
ity was granted, amount at this time to $355,615.72. 

The total general revenues of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year 1897, it is estimated by the Commissioners, will amount, 
exclusive of any estimated surplus of the revenues of prior years, 
to $3,225,081.56, or a surplus of $547,538.58 after meeting the ap- 
propriations proposed by the accompanying bill, together with tlic 
obligations (estimated at $64,860) imposed upon the District hy 
the act of March 2, 1889, establishing the National Zoologica! 
Park, and for one-half the expenses of the court of appeals and 
supreme court of the District. This surplus, to the extent of 
$300,000, will be applied, under the operation of section 3 of the 
District of Columbia appropriation act for the fiscal year 1893 and 
a provision of the accompanying bill, to the satisfaction of the in- 
debtedness of the District to the United States on account of the 
cost of the increased water supply of the city of Washington 
under acts approved July 15, 1882, and March 3, 1891, which of 
course relates to what is known as the Lydecker tunnel. 


These figures, Mr. Chairman, present in a summary way the 
—— of this bill, so far as the Treasury is concerned, and so far 
as thenecessities of the District are concerned, which, of course, are 
the two great matters to be considered in every appropriation bill. 

The amount appropriated by this bill is less, you will notice, 
than the estimates, and less than many of the friends of public 
improvements in the ne of Washington hoped it would be; but, 


after all, itis not so when compared with former bills, for, 
while it falls short of the estimates by some $300,000, it exceeds 
the bill making appropriations for the current year, as it went to 
the Senate in t t House, by some $26,000. 

With these general remarks I am disposed, if there be no desire 
for further general debate, to suggest that we proceed at once to 


consider the bill b hs. 

Mr. HENDERSON. is there any new legislation in the bill; 
and if so, what? 

Mr.GROUT. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman’s ques- 
tion whether there is any new > pte in the bill, I will say that 
it contains some provisions which are new in this respect, that they 
have not heretofore appeared, but we think that none of them are 
subject to a point of order. These provisions will come up for 
ex! tion in the course of the consideration of the bill by para- 
graphs; but perhaps I may as well explain some of them now. 

é first is a provision with reference to the markets. We have 
reduced the salaries of the two market masters $200 each, and 
have forbidden the collections which have been made heretofore 
from people coming in from the country for the — of mar- 
keting their ucts, collections made from them for cleaning 
the market and the streets of the dirt resulting from the 
presence of their horses and from other causes in connection with 
the business done there. 

These assessments have been made heretofore, or collected, with- 
out authority of law. I will not say just that, because there is an 
old law providing that persons so occupying the market place 
shall clean up after themselves, and as every man coming in to the 
market from the country does not bring a shovel with him and 
could not do it himself, the custom grew up of employing the 
a around the market to do the work and paying them 

‘or it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to disturb 
the plan which the gentleman in charge of this bill has mapped 
out for its consideration, but the printed bill has only come into 
our hands this morning, and if he will kindly indicate now at 
what points the new “gym is to be found, it will enable mem- 
bers to look it over and be prepared to consider it when it comes 
up in the order. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, all these points are set out in the 
report submitted with the bill, and if each member will provide 
himself with a copy of the re it seems to me that he will get 
therefrom the information he desires more easily than I can give it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Does the report show what was added 


last evening? 
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Mr. GROUT. Yes; everything is embraced in the report. 
However, Mr. Chairman, as I haveentered upon this market ques- 
tion I may as well complete it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I withdraw my request for an explana- 
oir. GROUT. Well, let me complete this point now, in order 
to save time, and because unless I do so what I have already said 
will appear to be fragmentary. I was saying, Mr. Chairman, that 
when a farmer came to market with his produce and did not want 
to stop to clean up after himself, when he got ready to leave the 
market place he would arrange with the laborers there to have 
the work done at slight cost. Now, it fell out that these collec- 
tions from farmers amounted to some one hundred or two hundred | thing of that kind is forbidden by law. 
dollars; in some instances, I believe, to between three hundred and} Mr.GROUT. Will the gentleman refer to the statute by which 
four hundred dollars in one market, and there was no accounting | it is forbidden? 
for this money. , Mr. HEPBURN. There is no question that it is against the law. 

It was an unauthorized collection, really, the result of a private Mr. GROUT. Very well; let us see the provision. 
arrangement. The market masters made complaint that they had Mr. HEPBURN. No man can trespass upon these streets—— 
not only to give the laborers this money, but that they had also to Mr. NORTHWAY. This is not a trespass. 


radical character, and whether a similar proviso beginning on line 
14, page 17, is not subject to the same criticism. 

Mr. BLUE. In reply to that inquiry, I will say that while this 
may be new legislation, I do not understand that it interferes with 
any existing law. According to my understanding, there is no law 
upon the subjects covered by these new provisions; so that, while 
they may be regarded as new legislation, they do not come within 
the prohibition of the rule, because they do not interfere with any 
existing law. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is existing law prohibiting any person 
from interfering with the surface of the streets of this city. No 
one can breakup the pavements or dig trenches or ditches. Any- 
















pay the laborers from one to two hundred dollarsa year out of their Mr. HEPBURN. Ibeg the gentleman's pardon, this is a trespass. 
own compensation; so the committee thought they would take the Mr. PITNEY. [rise to a question of order. I[ submit that the 


market masters at their word, would reduce their salaries by the | time for the discussion of points of order upon this bill has not 
amount which they said they had had to pay, would transfer the pay- | yet arrived. 
ment of the rents to the collector of the District, and at the same| Mr. HEPBURN. Iam simply stating my view. 
time would prohibit any further collections of this character from The CHAIRMAN. The point that questions of order can not 
people coming from the country to sell their products, and pro- | now be raised upon the bill is well taken, because the Committee 
vide for paying the laborers out of the public funds for keeping of the Whole is now proceeding with the general debate. 
the markets clean. | Mr. HEPBURN. I was simply asking this question, as I under- 
This is the first provision in the bill which may be said to be in tood, with the gentleman's permission; but if he is sensitive 
some sense new legislation, although it does not contravene in any | about the matter I will not press it. 
way existing law, while it does help, as we think, to a sensibleand| Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman from Kansas { Mr. Bur] 
sractical administration of the old Jaw and in a better way than | yield to me a moment? 
oo heretofore prevailed. | Mr.BLUE. Thetime belongs to the chairman of the committee. 
Mr. Chairman, if gentlemen will refer to the report they will} Mr.GROUT. I said a few moments ago that I was ready to 
see these matters explained in detail. Every new provision which | submit this matter without further debate, but I find it can not 
may be the subject of criticism will be found referred to in the | be done so quickly as I had hoped. 
report, and gentleman will, of course, have the opportunity toraise| Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest that 
points of order upon any provision when it is reached. it wou!d contribute very much tothe orderly consideration of this 
Mr. DINGLEY. These matters are referred to in the report | bill if these several propositions be debated when they are reached 
under the head of ‘‘ Limitations”? in their order? I presume the gentleman in charge of the bill will 
Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir. be disposed to give ample time for the consideration and discussion 
Mr.BLUE. Mr.Speaker,in answer to the question propounded | of each item. 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON}, I will call his at- Mr.GROUT. Certainly; [havesoexpressedmyself. In regard 
tention to the provisions on page 15 of the bill. The provisos | to this matter of electric lighting, which seems to have riveted spe- 
attached to the provisions in regard to gas lighting and electric | cial attention, and upon which this sharp debate has already broken 
lighting are the principal matters which may be considered to em- | out, L will say for myself that Iam not going to enter into the discus- 
brace new legislation, and upon which some question may be | sion at present, but will say one word further by way of gen- 
raised as to whether or not they are in contravention of the rule. | eral explanation of the bill. 
I refer to the system of competitive biddings for the supply of the That is, that while the Commissioners recommended the increase 
city with gas and electric lighting. of a large number of salaries, extending to a number of persons in 
The other provisions are, I think, in the main, simply additions | the District employ, including, if you please, the whole of the fire 
rendered necessary by changed conditions. For instance, there | department of the District, the bill does not contain a single inde 
have been a number of new schoolhouses added to the school | pendent increase of salary. Now, for those who are disappointed 
system; and under the head of ‘‘Schools ” there will be found pro- | in this matter, and their name is legion in the District, let me say 
visions fora number of additional teachers. There isalso provision | that the committee felt, at a time when the Treasury was empty, 
for an increase of the police force to the extent of 25 members. | when times were hard, when confessedly the cost of living is low, 
An increase of 125 was asked; but in the bill we give only 25 new | not high, thereby enabling salaries heretofore fixed to amply meet 
policemen. demands under the present order of things, and the fact that so 
The chairman has referred to the provision reducing the sala- | many are out of employment, without salaries of any kind, and 
ries of the two market masters. From the information which we | are seeking employment; the fact, also, that while the laborer in 
have been able to gain, including the statement made to us by the | many instances has had his wages reduced from the necessities of 
clerk of the committee, it would seem that when the offices of | times, and the salaries already being received by these people be- 
market masters were created they were required, in addition to | ing reasonable, that these, with many other considerations, would 
the policing of the markets, to look after the cleaning inand about | justify the committee in refusing all applications for increases of 
them. The testimony of one of these market mastersshowed that | salary, although, let me say, Mr. Chairman, some of them were 
he had been paying something over $200 out of his annual salary | meritorious. There are someunfair discriminations as to salaries 
to laborers for completing the cleaning. as they now stand, but we felt that we could not enter upon the re- 
The committee discovered on investigation that the persons who | adjustment of them at the present time, and therefore deferred it, 
sell on the sidewalks around the market do not receive or pay for | as the diplomats say, till a more auspicious occasion; in short, till 
licenses, but they have been required to clean off the sidewalks | such time as business shall revive, prosperity shall return, and, 
after the market hours were over. It appeared from the testi- | under more economic laws, money again flow into the Treasury. 
mony that the laborers and the market masters were in the habit | may say in this connection that there is one clerk added to the 
of collecting from these people sums which were paid to the la- | collector's office, in which there was overwhelming proof of an 
borers in addition to the compensation fixed by law. It was | insufficient supply of necessary help, at $1,000 per annum. There 
thought wise in this connection to reduce the salaries of those | were a couple of elevator operators and afireman made necessary 
market masters to $1,000 each and to increase the compensation because of the fact that the District Commissioners were occupy- 
of the laborers; and inasmuch as this system of collections from | ing a very much larger building than heretofore, which gives 
these people who sell upon the sidewalks is wholly without au- | ample accommodations for most of the various offices of the Dis- 
thority of law. and liable, as the committee thought, to be made | trict, and we made this increase at this cost as well as the increase 
a system of blackmailing, we have embraced in this bill a provi- | spoken of by the gentleman from Kansas in the number of police- 
sion prohibiting the collection of anything in that way, so that | men. This is the only increase of force provided for in the bill. 
there might not be levied upon and collected from these people by Now, Mr. Chairman, ! think, as suggested by the gentleman 
the market masters and laborers an indefinite sum without any | from Missouri {[Mr. Dockery], that if we go to the consideration 
tion of law. of the bill by paragraphs we shall get along really faster, more 
hese, I believe, are the radical changes in this bill. understandingly, and with satisfaction to everyone. Of course, 
Mr. HEPBURN. I should like to ask the gentleman from Kan- | if anyone chooses to address tie committee now in a general 
sas [Mr. BLur] whether the provision beginning with the word | way—in general debate—let him make it known, and I shall make 
“Provided,” in line 13, page 16, is not new legislation of a very | no objection. 
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- Mr.HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. HULICK. Was the demand general from these laborers 
to have their salaries increased, or was it only in special or par- 
ticular cases? 

Mr. GROUT. There was a very general estimate for an in- 
crease in salaries, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is human nature, too. 

Mr. HULICK. How many of these persons demanding an in- 
crease of wages pro d, in the event they did not get it, that they 
would retire from the service? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. None. 

Mr. GROUT. None said sotous. It came to us as a rumor 
that their services might not be retained—fears were expressed 
that some would seek other employment. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We could very well fill the places if they 


did go. 

Mr. GROUT. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dock- 
ERY] desire to occupy the floor? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Only fora moment. I wish to make a single 
statement in this connection, and will then be content to have 
— debate closed, and that we thereafter proceed under the 

ve-minute rule, 

In further answer to the inquiry of the gentleman from Ohio 

Mr. aeery let me say that the demand for increases of salaries 
roughout the District is somewhat epidemic, as has been the 
case heretofore. This bill carries $343,422.86 less than the cur- 
rent law. It should be stated in justice, however, to the House 
Committee on Appropriations of the last Congress that this in- 
crease of the District bill was made by the Senate. The bill as 
it passed the House at the third session of the last Congress car- 
ried $25,853.14 less than the bill now reported by the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. Grout]. It appears, therefore, that the bill 
now under consideration is substantially, in amount, the same as 
the bill passed by the House at the third session of the last Con- 
ss. Inthe main the pending bill thoroughly and effectively 
lustrates the policy of judicious economy, of which the Speaker 
of the House, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Savers], and myself are such conspicu- 
ous exponents, [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I will not further detain the committee. 

Mr. GROUT. I move that we proceed to the consideration of 
the bill by ps aphs. 

— PICKLER. I understand general debate has not yet been 
closed, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] 
has the floor. To whom does the gentleman from Vermont yield? 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. I 
want to know if a member has not a right to the floor in his own 
time under general debate? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Vermont has the floor 
at present. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not have to ask the gentleman from Ver- 
mont—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota knows 
he can not take the gentleman from Vermont from the floor with- 
out his permission. 

Mr. PICKLER. The point is, I have a right to the floor in my 
own right in coe debate without permission from anybody. 

The CHAIRMAN. After the gentleman from Vermont yields 
the floor, but not before that time. 

Mr. GROUT. Let mesay to the gentleman from South Dakota 
that if he or any other member desires to enter into the discussion 
of this bill generally, in what is called general debate, there will 
be no objection to it. Any member may have such time as he 
wants now. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not want to enter general debate, I want 
to ask a question or two. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well; but we are trying to make progress 
with the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the gentleman asking? 

Mr. GROUT. That we proceed to the reading of the bill under 
the five-minute rule. 

Mr. PICKLER. Before that, I have a matter that I could not 

t in in the five-minute debate, which I want to ree about. 

could not get it in when we are considering the bill by sections. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, youcan get in; I will see that you do. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not understand just what people are ask- 
ing for an increase of salary. I have a petition that I wanted to 
bring before the Committee on Appropriations. It has been be- 
fore them heretofore, and it is in regard to the many charwomen 
in this city. Undoubtedly a t many of them are employed in 
institutions that are covered by this appropriation bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That matter comes in on the legislative 
appropriation bill, 

. PICKLER. I desire, in my time, to havethis petition read. 


Mr. GROUT. As to charwomen, there are none provided for 
in this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. I should like to have this petition read in my 
time. Itisshort. ~° 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Vermont yield? 

Mr. GROUT. I want to get along in a good-natured way with 
this matter, if I can. ? P 

Mr. PICKLER. I had the floor, Mr. Chairman. We are |] 
good-natured. 

Mr. GROUT. I do not understand, Mr. Chairman, that tho 
gentleman from South Dakota has the floor, except as he usury) 
it. I understand the floor is mine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota has not 
yet been recognized. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I will wait until I can be recognized, if 
gentlemen do not want to concede anything. 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman will explain to me why he can 
not have this read under the five-minute rule, I will yield to him 
now. 

Mr. PICKLER. Simply because some gentleman will get up 
and say this is out of order under the section which has been 


read. 

Mr. GROUT. It will be no more out of order then than it is 
now. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes; indeed many things are in order in 
oops debate that would not be in order under the five-minute 
rule. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman have his memorial read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object to that. Ido not ask unanimous con- 
sent. I am much obliged tothe gentleman. I am standing here 
on my own right. 

Mr. GROUT. Let the gentleman’s paper be read. We will 
see if it will bring peace. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont can yield to 
the gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well; I yield to the gentleman to have his 


—— Tead. E : 
r. PICKLER. I will be recognized in my own right, Mr. 
Chairman. I thank the gentleman very kindly, but I will shortly 
be recognized in my own time. 

Mr. GROUT. ot now, Mr. Chairman; I will have no dic- 
tati 


tion. 
Mr. PICKLER. I will wait until my turn comes. I am much 
obliged to the gentleman for his kindness. Let the gentleman 
a his senames- 

r.GROUT. Itis not my temper that is ruffled. Now I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed with the reading of the bill by 
pe. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that the gentleman 
from Vermont has the floor. I see his colleague on the subcom- 
mittee—the gentleman from New Jersey—on the floor, and I sup- 
— he wants to be heard. It seems to me the gentleman from 

uth Dakota—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Irisetoapointof order. Iwantto know how 
the gentleman from Illinois obtains the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. By the sufferance of the gentleman from Ver- 


mont. 
Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from Vermont yielded the 


floor. 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, gentlemen, just go on; we will see how 
you proceed. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman’s colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from New Jersey—— 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, if any gentleman desires to ad- 
dress the committee in general debate, and will let it be known 
how much time he desires, I will yield to him. 

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry. I want to know if 
the gentleman in charge of the bill controls general debate. The 
rule certainly always has been that the committee has the first 
right in general debate, and then, until it is closed, every member 
has the right to be recognized. 

The C MAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
South Dakota that the gentleman from Vermont was recognized 
for general debate and has an hour, which has not yet expired. 
Until that time elapses he will have the floor; and in the mean- 
time if he desires to make any motion limiting debate he can 


do so. 

a I move that general debate be limited to thirty 
minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The CHAIRMAN, That motion is out of order. 
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Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee rise. 
The CHAIRMAN. That motion is in order. 
The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 


noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Division, Mr. Chairman. [Cries of ‘‘Oh!”} 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman desires more time, let him in- 
dicate what time he desires. 

Mr. CANNON. I object. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I object, and call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise informally to re- 
ceive a message from the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. GROSVENOR having 
assumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, anounced that the Senate 
had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 4115) to amend section 
1309 of the Revised Statutes; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 285) for the relief of the Independence National Bank 
of Philadelphia, Pa.; 

A bill (S. 1582) to pay to the widow of the late Samuel F. Miller, 
a justice of the Supreme Court, a sum equal to the balance of his 
salary for the year in which he died; an 

Joint resolution (S. R. 59) extending the provisions of section 
79 of “‘ An act providing for the public — and binding and 
the distribution of public documents,” approved January 12, 1895, 
so as to include monographs, bulletins, and reports of the Geolog- 
ical Survey published in 1894 and succeeding years. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with- 
out amendment, the following concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 


be printed 5,000 additional copies of the Postal Laws and Regulations of 1893 for 
the use of the Post-Office Department. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. PAYNE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending that, if I can be recognized inmy own 
time, I will withdraw the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is out of order, except by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. CANNON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order; let us have it. 

The question was taken, and there were—ayes 4; noes 45. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the motion 
of the gentleman from Vermont by increasing it from thirty min- 
utes to two hours. 

Mr. GROUT. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope that will be voted down. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to amend the amendment by making 
it four hours. 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the last amendment. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Let us have the regular order, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the proposition of the gentleman 
from South Dakota? 

Mr. PICKLER. I moved that general debate be limited to two 
hours, and the gentleman from Vermont accepted it; but the gen- 
tleman from Illinois objects. 

Mr. GROUT. Is it in order for me to withdraw my motion? 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChairthinksnot. Thegentleman from 
Vermont made a motion that all debate be closed in thirty min- 
utes. The gentleman from South Dakota moved as an amendment 
that all debate be closed in two hours. The gentleman from Ver- 
mont accepted that. Therefore, the Chair thinks the gentleman 
can not withdraw his motion. The question is on limiting debate 
to two hours. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a point of 
order, under the rule,and also in the interest of harmony. The 

int of order is submitted under clause 5 of Rule XXIII, and in 

e hope that some amicable adjustment may be reached on the 
other side. General debate can not be closed by the Committee 
of the Whole. Debate can be closed in Committee of the Whole 
after debate under the five-minute rule has been entered upon, but 
general debate must be closed by the House. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that general debate be closed in two hours on this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. The same point of order prevails against that 
that the gentleman from the other side made. 

Mr. KERY. We donot want two hours. 
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TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair was under theimpression that the 
rules of the Fifty-first Congress provided that general debate could 
be closed in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I will modify my 
pomeye so as to ask consent that general debate be closed in one 

our. 

Mr. PICKLER. The point of order has been made that the 
Committee of the Whole can not, under the rule, close general 
debate by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I never made any such point of order as that. 
Of course it can be done by unanimous consent, but not upon 
motion. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, is this question debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri makes the 
point of order that the Committee of the Whole can not close gen- 
eral debate except by unanimous consent. If the gentleman from 
Vermont desires to be heard upon the point of order, the Chair will 
hear him. 

Mr. GROUT. Ihave not examined the rule and will not under- 
take to speak on that point now, but I am willing to submit to the 
judgment of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question can be decided by reference 
to the rules. The Chair was under the impression, as he has al- 
ready stated, that under the rules of the Fifty-first Congress the 
Committee of the Whole could close general debate, but if no 
gentleman gives a reference to the rule, the Chair will hold—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwill refer the Chair to the rule. 

Mr. GROUT. Now, Mr. Chairman, will you let us have a vote 
on the amendment of the gentleman from South Dakota limiting 
the time of debate to two hours? 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order has been raised against that 
amendment. 

= GROUT. I understood the Chair to overrule the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not overruled the point of 
order. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockEry] wish 
to be heard on his point of order? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Sections 5 and 6 of Rule XXIII settle the 


question. 
a— The Clerk will read sections 5 and 6 of Rule 


The Clerk read as follows: 


5. When general debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall 
be allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may offer, after which 
the member who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five 
minutes in opposition to it, and there shall be no further debate thereon; 
but the same privilege of debate shall be allowed in favor of and against any 
amendment that may be offered to an amendment; and neither an amend- 
ment nor an amendment to an amendment shall be withdrawn by the mover 
thereof unless by the unanimous consent of the committee. 

6. The committee may, by the vote of a majority of the members present, 
at any time after the five minutes’ debate has begun upon proposed amend- 
ments to any section or paragraph of a bill, close all debate upon such section 
or peregres: 1, or, at its election, upon the pending amendments only ( which 
motion shall be decided without debate); but this shal! not preclude further 
amendment, to be decided without debate. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that general debate on this bill be closed in thirty min- 
utes, fifteen of which shall be controlled by the gentleman from 
South Dakota. 

Mr. PICKLER. That will suit me. 

Mr. CANNON. If fifteen minutes is as much time as my col- 
league on the committee desires, I have no objection. 

The question being taken on the request of Mr. WILLIAM A. 
Stone for unanimous consent, there was no objection, and it 
was so ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention 
of this committee, and especially the attention of the Committee 
on Appropriations, to the prayer of the petition here offered. It 
is one that has been before the Committee on Appropriations here- 
tofore, and is, in my judgment, one of the most deserving appli- 
cations that can be presented to that committee or to this House. 
I refer to the prayer of the charwomen employed in the Capitol 
and in the different governmental offices and buildings for an 
increase in their pay from $20 to $25a month. I think there are 
about 500 of them interested in it, and I ask to have the petition 
read in my time. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggest to the gentleman that that is a 
= which is provided for on the legislative bill and not on this 

ill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, I ask to have the petition read in my 
time. 

The petition was read, as follows: 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States; 


The undersigned most respectfully beg leave to present this petition for 
the relief of the charwomen employed in the various Departments in the city 
of eee We most earnestly pray that their present compensation of 
$20 a month be increased by the slight sum of $5, to $25 per month, for the rea- 


sons following, briefly stated: 
y women of family or have those dependent on them 
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fix the compensation for the services of the gas company or the 
electric light company in this regard? Is not that power re- 
served in the articles of incorporation, and have we not authority 
to say now, not only the character of the gas that shall be fur- 
nished, but the price at which it shall be supplied, and has not 
Congress exercised that power, with reference to these local cor- 
porations, time and again? 

Mr. PITNEY. Subject, of course, Mr. Chairman, to the su- 

erior information of the gentleman from Iowa, I will say that 
Pao not understand that Congress has placed in the organic law 
of either of the companies in operation here—the gas company or 
the electric light company—the reservation that Congress may 
limit the price, for the very good reason that Congress did not or- 
ganize or incorporate either of them. No; I will correct that 
statement. Congress did authorize the organization of the gas 
company, but not of the electric light company. That is a for- 
eign corporation, which comes here and exercises a franchise by 
permission of Congress, exercising it for the supply of private 
citizens and for the lighting of the public streets of the city, and 
both the citizen and the public have the right to offer such price for 
the service as they may deem reasonable. If the company wish 
to accept it, and furnish the electric light for the price offered, 
they can do so. Otherwise, they are privileged not to accept it. 

But since this point has been raised, let me say that it has oc- 
curred within the past year that the District Commissioners, act- 
ing under authority of the present appropriation act, which limits 
the maximum price paid for lighting the streets to 40 cents per 
light per night for each electric light, but which does not say that 
they shall pay that much, the Commissioners undertook in pur- 
suance of that law to lower the price, the maximum price author- 
ized to be paid, for the purpose of enabling them to use the sur- 
plus money to extend the service into other streets not then cov- 
ered by the service; and the company took the ground that the 
Commissioners had gone beyond their authority under the law, 
and that they had no power to reduce the maximum price author- 
ized, and so the company refused to enter into a contract to light 
the streets at 87,43; cents per light pernight, insisting upon the full 
maximum price of 40 cents authorized by Congress. They did 
enter into a temporary arrangement respecting the matter, an ar- 
rangement which is now in force, but only as a temporary ex- 

yedient. 

' Moreover, the electric light company now operating here claims 
that under existing law—and it deduces the claim from the 
appropriation bills of the last five years—that they havea monopoly 
of this business, and the point of order proposed to be made by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEepsurn], if it has any founda- 
tion, is based on the same ground, namely, that the company is 
now entitled to the monopoly. 

Now, I will discuss the point of order when it is raised, but as 
totheadvisability of thischange—the pending question—there can 
be, in my opinion, no doubt that it is advisable to allow competi- 
tion in this important public service if we can do it without too 
great a sacrifice of the good of the city with reference to the tear- 
ing up of the streets. Now, we have provided that that work shall 
be done under such reasonable restrictions as the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia shall think proper to prescribe, they 
having the power to extend this privilege only to the company 
which shall make a successful bid, provided they are not already 
supplied with a subway for their wires. 

i think I have replied to all the points involved in the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for an interruption? 

Mr. PITNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I notice that the committee 
closes each separate paragraph of this item by saying that ‘‘Con- 
gress may revoke this authority at will.” 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is embodied in all of the appropria- 
tion bills. 

Mr. PITNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is good as far as it goes. 
But the company or association, whichever it may be, that be- 
comes the successful bidder under this provision would certainly 
have certain property in the way of its wires and conduits in the 
District, and would acquire, by virtue of this legislation, certain 
rights in connection with that property. What I should be glad to 
have the gentleman explain is how he regards this right, whether 
as equivalent to an incorporation under the District of Columbia, 
or what its relations would be to the body politic of the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. PITNEY. I presume the relation existing between the 
electric light company and the body politic would be the rela- 
tion of contractors with each other—the one making a contract 
with the other. The District Commissioners would make a con- 
tract with the electric light company for the current year. So 

far as the power granted by Congress is concerned, the Commis- 
sioners, under the authority of Congress, would grant a license to 
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the electric company which became the successful bidder to lay 
down a subway at the risk of revocation at any time by Congress. 
Congress can revoke the power at any time under this provision 
of law. 

Now, the privilege exercised by the present company arose by 
virtue of a provision or authorization placed in the appropriation 
bill passed some years ago, practically the same in terms as that 
now before this committee for its consideration. 

In the appropriation act passed July 18, 1888, for the fiscal year 
then following, the Commissioners of the District were prohibited 
from permitting any more overhead wires to be strung, and were 
required, as this bill requires them, to light the city by means of 
a system of underground wires and lights, and it was provided 
that the Commissioners of the District might— 








Under such reasonable conditions as they may prescribe, authorize the 
wires of any existing telegraph, telephone, or electric light company now op 
erating in the District of Shtevahin to be laid under any street, alley, 1 igh- 
way, footway, or sidewalk in the District, whenever, in their judgment, the 
public interest may require the exercise of such authority—such privileges 
as may be granted hereunder to be revocable at the will of Congress without 


compensation, and no such authority to be exercised after the termination 
of the present Congress. 


That was the Fiftieth Congress, and that limit of time was after- 
wards extended. We did not put that limitation in this bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But there is one vast differ- 
ence between that and the legislation now offered. That was lim- 
ited to an existing company. 

Mr. PITNEY. Yes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Now you authorize any for- 
eign corporation tocomein here and acquire certain rights, it seems 
to me, by this legislation. That is, having expended, say, a mil- 
lion dollars, or a quarter of a million dollars, as the case may be, 
in these underground conduits, Congress will very naturally favor 
such a company or such an organization, and the query arises at 
the threshold, ought we thus in an indirect way to permit people 
to come into this city and acquire rights which will subsequently 
permit them to come before Congress with an additional claim for 
an act of incorporation? 

Mr. GROUT. What does the gentleman propose touching that 
matter? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would dropit out altogether. 

Mr. GROUT. And not have any competition? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It seems to me that, with the 


limitations you have put upon this bill as regards price, there is 
nothing left—— 

Mr. GROUT. Then you would not disturb those in po m 
of the conduits? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That isnot what I mean, but 





I would do this 
{Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. PICKLER. I desire to yield the balance of my t to the 
gentleman from New Jersey | Mr. Pitney], and |] to 
ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South D 3 
to the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. PITNEY. Let me say, first, the question of the gent 
from New Hampshire was whether the lice rt f 
1888 was not limited to the wires of the exist 


Mr. Chairman, and the iny hold ’ 
a monopoly and prevented the District Commi n uk 
ing a contract with any ot! 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire Unquest nably C 


r concern. 


can incorporate any other compan 3; thatit s 3 fit t ns 
to me that the legislation proposed in this bill seeks to lish 
without any incorporation that v h various « ( ve 
been seeking from the authorities in this District for yea 1 
years, and that they should not indirectly accomplish in an appro- 
priation bill that which Congress has heretofore refused in a 


special bill. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. If my colleague will permit, I will say to 
the gentleman that if a company without a charter 1 4 this 
bid, it must get a charter, and therefore the gentleman's position 
is not tenable. 

Mr. PITNEY. I can not remember ali the quest which 


have been asked me. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If the statement of the gen 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Livinaston] is correct, then this legis- 
lation will have no effect whatever. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to ask if the Committee on Appro- 
priations are doubtful as to whether under the present régime 
Congress has the power to liznit the price? 

Mr. PITNEY. We have no doubt that Congress has the right 
to limit the District Commissioners to a certain sum, and not to 
allow them to pay any more; but we do not find any law which 
authorizes Congress to compel the company to accept the price. 

Mr. PICKLER. And the proposition is to get competition in 
the lighting of the city? 
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Mr. PITNEY. Yes; and the benefits will come not only to the 
public Treasury, in getting the public lighting done for a less 
amount, but it will result in competition for the patronage of cit- 
izens along the lines of the electric lighting companies, and will 

ut the price down to a reasonable figure. The hearings before 
the committee showed that by the improved methods of manufac- 
turing electricity introdu since the institution of this plant 
the cost can be most materially reduced and the profits of the 
ee still be left at a reasonable figure. 

Mr. HILL. The question that I wish to ask is this: You claim 
that Congress has no control over the fixing of prices by the ex- 


isting com —y 

Mr. PITNE . Ican not answer that question any better than 
I have already done. Wecan fix the maximum, but we can not 
make the company take it. 

Mr. HILL. Have you any greater control over the new com- 
pany than you have over those that now exist? 

r. PITNEY. Wemaketwe companies compete, instead of one 
company which claims to have a monopoly. 

Mr. HILL. You will simply cause a consolidation unless you 
keep legislative control. 

Mr. PITNEY. We do retain legislative control, by a provision 
in this bill under which we are able to revoke the authority to 
maintain electrical conduits and wires at any moment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to ask, if Congress controls the price 
of gas and has the authority to fix the price, what difference does 
it make to ts: eee what companies it is taken from, provided 
that Congress does its duty? 

Mr. PITNEY. Congress may control the price, but can not im- 
prove the quality. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It has assumed authority to legislate as to the 
quality and as to price. 

Mr. PITNEY. Well, Ido not claim any special information 
on the question of gas. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The House passed a bill last session requiring 
a standard of 22 candlepower. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Do you think it has ever reached that? 

Mr. PITNEY. Ido not claim to have any special information 
upon the gas question. The question of electric lighting was 
gone into very thoroughly, and is the one more particularly aimed 
at by the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. While the object is undoubtedly good, Ithink 
the proper way to reach this subject is by giving a charter to 
these other companies, to afford competition. This throws the 
door wide open to anybody who wants to come in and make a 
contract for gas and electric lighting. 

Mr. PITNEY. I believe my interrogator is chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and I should be very glad 
if he would report a bill to improve the law. 

Mr. BABCOCK. We will have a gas bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from New Jersey would not the result of this legislation if carried 
into law be simply this: You will enable people to come into the 
District of Columbia and exercise functions here without incor- 
poration that they can not now exercise? 

Mr. PITNEY. Just this once, for the sake of getting competi- 
tion in this line. 

Mr. BAKER of New eee. And after they may have 
thus spent a million dollars under that authority, do you not think 
they would bave wertain claims, morally, at least, which they 
would not have in the incorporation? 

Mr. GROUT. There is full power under existing law, the gen- 
eral incorporation act, to incorporate manufacturing companies; 
and what is a gas company but a manufacturing company. They 
can organize any time they choose under the general law. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then the matter goes still 
further than I had srnggesthd. We incorporate under the general 
law these companies and give them authority to tear up the streets 
of this city at their own sweet will. 

Mr. PITNEY. Not at all. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And if this can be done in 
one appropriation act it can be done in every other. 

Mr. PI TNEY. I will not yield to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire unless I may have the privilege of answering his 
questions. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Go on. 

Mr. PITNEY. I say it doesnot give them ths zight at any time. 
It provides that they may exercise the privilege only once; that 
they may tear up the streets, but under such reasonable restric- 
tions as the District Commissioners may prescribe. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And under the two provisions 
for gas and electric lighting, would it not amount to having the 
streets torn up this year and every year? 

Mr. PITNEY. Oh, no; only once. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that there might be a tearing 


up of the streets every year, and a multiplicity of companies come 


in, for — on purposes, and after having torn up the 
streets and laid conduits they might fail to give the necessary 
service. 

Mr. PITNEY. The idea of putting in that provision was simply 
as asafeguard. The practical difficulty which gave rise to this 
provision is this: The present electric light company claims a 
monopoly of the whole District, and that no other company may 
be authorized to put in a single underground conduit or overhead 
wire for the purpose of electric lights. They have instituted three 
suits enjoining the Commissioners from granting the privilege to 
another company at any time. A temporary injunction has been 
granted. The United States Electric Lighting Company, the 
complainants in these three suits, claim that they have a monopoly 
by reason of the provisions of appropriation bills, passed by pre- 
vious Congresses, granting to them the privilege and limiting the 
time within which any such privilege could be granted to another 
company, so that the United States Electric Lightiag Company 
now has, as it claims, the only privilege which can be granted by 
the Commissioners. r 

Now, we thought, upon careful investigation, that the time had 
come when at least one opportunity should be given toa bona fide 
company to come in and compete in this field. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

Mr. PITNEY. I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr, 
Cee. 

Mr.GARDNER. Your bill provides that Congress may revoke 
the right to maintain these conduits? 

Mr. PITNEY. It does. 

Mr. GARDNER. What do you contemplate is to become of 
them? They are there. You get clear of them by revoking the 
right to maintain them. That means, perhaps, that they are to be 
torn out. Now, who is to put the streets in proper order again? 

Mr. PITNEY. The revocation of the right to maintain the con- 
duits would not give to the company the right to tear up the soil 
for the purpose of taking them out. It would be simply a forfei- 
ture of all the company’s privileges. — 

Mr.GARDNER. Itisa forfeiture. Then the provision in the 
bill is that Congress, by this legislation, invites bidders to lay 
conduits at an expense that I can not estimate, but half a million 
dollars, more or less, Congress reserving the right to make a revyo- 
cation which will work a forfeiture. Is that the idea? 

Mr. PITNEY. That is the idea to this extent: These people 
put their money into the ground in the same way that every 
water company, every gas company, every telephone company, 
every other company of this kind does. The money goes into the 
plant. It goes into the ground, and when the earth closes over it 
the plant is valueless if dug up again, and the only valuable right 
that remains is the right to use it for the public service. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, And they make their bids with full knowl- 
edge of that. 

he time for general debate having expired, the Chairman di- 
rected the Clerk to read the bill by paragraphs for consideration 
under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the half of the following sums named, respectively, 
is hereby ee out of any money in the ‘hreasury not otherwise ap- 

riated, and the other half out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, 


or the pu following, being for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, namely. 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out lines 3, 4, 5, 6,7,8, and 9, page 1 of the bill, and insert- 
ing the tollowing in lieu thereof: “ That the following sums named, panpect- 
ively. are hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District of Colum- 

oO 


bia for the pu following, being for the expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, namely.” 


Mr.GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point of order 
against that amendment. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Pending the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 
I desire to be heard for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the point of order? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Iask the gentleman to reserve the point of 
order while I say a few words on the amendment. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well; if the gentleman desires to be heard 
I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposed 
by me would make the ag erage carried by this bill payable 
out of the revenues of the District of Columbia. The bill as it 
stands requires that one-half of the sums thereby appropriated be 
paid out of the public Treasury and the other half out of the treas- 
ury of this District. Most of the items of these appropriations, as 
any es can see by referring to the bill, are local and spe- 
cial, having reference solely to this District, and can not be said to 
be in any sense matters which concern the people of this nation. 
The amount carried by the bill is something over $5,000,000. 














1896. 


Among the items of annual a are streets, country 
roads, etc., $458,800; public schools, $1,780,156; police, $576,730; 
over $1,200,000 for interest upon the old District of Columbia debt 
and on account of the sinking fund for its extinguishment, and 
on. 
The amendment which I offer is to conform to the real reading 
of this bill—the appropriations carried by it. The proposition of 
the bill is to make appropriations ‘‘ for the expenses of the District 
of Columbia.” Those expenses ought to be such as relate to the 
District government. I concede there are expenses which ought 
to be incurred here by the General Government and paid by the 
sople at large. But only a small portion of such expenses are 
involved in this bill, and they can easily be provided for elsewhere. 
Among other things in the bill is an appropriation of $85,000 or 
$36,000 for private and sectarian charities. We find in the bill an 
appropriation for this or that foundling institution, or asylum, or 
hospital; for institutions for the dispensing of this or that charity 
under the auspices of this church organization or that church or- 
ganization. WhileI have nothing to say about the usefulness and 
the merit of these various institutions, I do wish tosay that I think 
it is not just to the people whom we represent in our several dis- 
tricts to compel them to pay half of the expendituresin the District 
of Columbia for these purposes, purely local and specially confined 
to the District. 

Take schools. I am not here to say a word against the public 
schools. On the contrary, I am their friend, and on proper lines 
and within proper bounds would go as far as any gentleman to 
encourage and foster them. The people of my district and the 
people of all the several districts represented on this floor are, I 
take it, supporting their own public schools, educating their own 
children out of their substance by tax money, providing them- 
selves for these necessary and most noble public institutions. 
Why should they, after doing that, be forced to provide also half 
of the money necessary or half of the money expended in building 
houses, paying teachers, and generally conducting the schools of 
this District? 

Taxationin this District upon the average islower than through- 
out the States; would be lower, if the people here should meet all 
these local expenditures themselves, than taxation in three-fourths 
of the districts represented on this floor. I had occasion some time 
since to look into this matter; and I found that, generally speak- 
ing, with the exception of some municipalities in New England— 
some of those small towns where expenses are exceedingly light, 





and where, as a consequence, I take it, the government is exceed- | 


ingly good—with the exception of the municipal expenses in some 
of the New England States, especially in some of the smaller towns 
and boroughs in those States, taxation all over this country, East 
and West, North and South, is higher than taxation would be here 
if the people of this District bore all the expenses incident to carry- 
ing on their own government and taking care of their own local 
concerns. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I wish to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: The General Government owns in this District an immense 
amount of property—property belonging to the people of the 
United States—— 

Mr. MEREDITH. More than one-half of the property within 
the city. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Fully one-half, and I have seen it stated 
frequently more than one-half of all the property within the city. 

Now, does not the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De ARMonpD] 
think that the Government ought to bear its proportionate amount 
- taxation on the immense quantity of property which it owns 

ere? 

Mr.DE ARMOND. Thegentlemanfrom Tennessee [ Mr. W AsuH- 
INGTON] suggests that the Government owns half or more than 
half of all the roperty of this District, and he asks me whether I 
do not think that in view of this fact the Governmenc ought to 
pay a portion of the taxes of the District. First, I do not believe 
that the claim that the Government owns half the property in 
this District is well founded. But,for the purpose of the argu- 
ment, let that be conceded; Icarenotastothat. I answer the ques- 
tion, andI say ‘“‘no.” Such a thing as che Government paying 
tax upon its own property is an anomaly, an unheard-of thing. 
I say further, however—1 am not trying to escape upon any quib- 
ble—I say the Government ought to take care of the expenses in- 
cident to and required by such property as the Government has 
in this District and elsewhere. Whether those expenses be great 
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Mr. DE ARMOND. I should like to occupy a few moments 
more, if the House will indulge me. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How much more time does the gentleman 
desire? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Five minutes will suffice. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent that my colleague 
[Mr. DE ARMOND] be allowed five minutes more. ; 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Iam obliged to the House for this exten- 
sion of time and I will not abuse the courtesy. The question under 
discussion is one which it seems to me is well worthy of discussion 
in this House. 

Now, I am not urging any proposition here in a spirit hostile to 
the District, or to the beautiful city of Washington, or to any of 
the interests of this city, or this District, or to any of the people 
in the city or District. To my mind—of course I may look at the 
subject wrongly—it is a question of simple fairness and justice. 
Shall the people of your districts and mine, after contributing of 
their substance to carry on local government in their several 
townships, towns, cities, and States, be compelled to pay also half 
of what is laid out for the benefit of people living in this favored 
city? Such, I think, is the proposition. Take the matter of the 
public schools, for instance. Can any member on this floor sug 
gest a good reason, an honest reason, why the people of his district 
or my district should be taxed in order to pay a dollar for every 
dollar that is contributed by the people of the District of Columbia 
for the education of their own children? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I wish to ask if the gentleman does not 
know it to be a fact that there are thousandsof children here from 
the States who, by reason of the fact that this is the head of the 
National Government, are brought here from the different States 
by people who are temporarily here, and are being educated in 
the schools of the District? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Including the children of members of 
Congress and all the officials of the Government. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, of course I can not, and 
do not, undertake to say how many children, or whose children, 
are brought here from the different States of the Union to be 
educated in the schools of the District. But I do say that the 
people of the United States are not justly chargeable with any re- 
sponsibility for their education. 

It has been suggested by my friend from Tennessee [Mr. WaAsH- 
INGTON] that included in the schools of the District are children 
of the members of Congress. Shall we be told, sir, that the peo- 
ple of his district and mine are to contribute their one-half of 
the million of dollars of this appropriation in order that his chil- 
dren and mine, and the children of other Members and Senators, 
may be educated here? For me,I ask not the people of my dis- 
trict to pay for the education of my children in these schools; I 
ask not that they be kept open for that purpose; I ask not that my 
children be admitted to them at all, if that admission is to carry 
with it a suggestion that as a inember of this body I shall sanc- 
tion, either indirectly by my silence or directly by my vote, the 
compelling of the people of my district to contribute toward rais- 
ing the million of dollars for school purposes in the District of 
Columbia. 

gut take account of the Government property located here. 





| The Government owns this Capitol building; but, Mr. Chairman, 


| in this city. 


or small, I say they ought to be borne by the people of the United | 
States. If there is an appropriation in this bill for any purpose | 
that has reference to property of the Government of the United | 


States, I say that the Government ought to pay not only one-half 
of such expense, but that it ought to pay all of it, and that the peo- 
ple of the District onght to be relieved of any burden of that kind, 


except that which they bear in meeting their proportional part as 
citizens of the United States, 
[Here the hammer fell.} 


we ought not to forget the fact that but for this building and the 
other buildings of the Government in this city, now stretching 


| and spreading far and wide the magnificent capital of the Ameri- 


can nation, there would be but the swamps in which sportive gen- 
tlemen could go duck shooting, and no doubt find abundance of 
game without going very far,either. Washington is just what 
the people of the United States have made it. The public build- 
ings, the Government improvements erected here, were erected at 
the expense of the people of the United States, and they are what 
has given value and permanence to everything worth thinking of 
As well talk of taxing the court-house in the poorest 
county in the Union; as well talk of taxing the jail that shelters 
criminals and protects and guards society from their dangerous 
attacks, as to talk of taxing this building, the White House, or the 
Treasury, or the Pension building, or the War and Navy building, 
or any other of the great structures in the city of Washington 
belonging to the people of the UnitedStates. Nowhere except here 
is such public property regarded as the just subject or object of 
taxation. 

Now, let the Government pay all it should pay for improving, 
protecting, beautifying, taking care of its own property, but let 
not the people who sent us here be compelled by Congress to pay 
what ought to be levied on the private property of the people of 
this District. 

I have said all I desire to say on the subject. 





> 

: 
ibe 
ee 
3 
a) 


weil 





1178 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 31, 





Mr.GROUT. Isuppose now that the point of order will be dis- 
posed of. e 

Mr. DE ARMOND. What is the pointof order? I didnot un- 
derstand it. 

Mr. GROUT. - That it changes existing law, and it is all stated 
in anutshellin Rule XXI, paragraph 2, the last clause, which says: 


Nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order in a general ap- 
propriation bill or any amendment thereto. 


And the organic act, section 16, says: 


To the extent to which Congress shall approve such estimates, Congress 
shall appropriate to the amount of 50 per cent thereof. 


This amendment of the gentleman changes, therefore, the exist- 
ing law, and the provision under the former rule that it reduced 
expenditures does not apply under the present rule. 

r. WASHINGTON, Will the gentleman from Vermont yield 
to me for a few moments, reserving the point of order? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask my friend from 
Vermont for sufficient time to make a statement in support of the 
suggestion embodied in the question I submitted to my friend 
from Missouri {Mr. De ARmMOoND] in regard to the value of Goy- 
ernment property in the District of Columbia. 

[hold in my hand a report from the office of the assessors for the 
District of Columbia, dated April 28, 1894, and in it is given the 
taxable values of all the property in the District. It shows that 
the valuation of private property subject to taxation is $191,417,- 
804. Of course, the same board of assessment which assessed the 
private property assessed the Government property of every kind 
and character in the District, and this report gives the exempt 
property in the District of Columbia, as follows: 


United States property: 
Value of land, not including streets and alleys -................ $98, 705, 639 
Vaine Of ImpPOVORRGONS.....cccucsvecennncoscosnassecedbeaesoseunse 99, 352, 500 
Total United States property .....<ccontsscesonnessadbcassnipece 198, 058, 139 


or over seven millions more than all the private property, valued ona 
very fair and reasonable assessment, in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HENRY. Does thatinclude parks? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Ithink not. I say this was a very fair 
assessment. In the Fifty-second Congress I the honor to serve 
on a committee to investigate the tax assessments in the District 
of Columbia, and we very thoroughly overhauled the work of the 
board of assessors at that time. e started in with the idea that 
the assessment was inrdequate, that it was too low; but we became 
thoroughly convinced before we finished that it was exceedingly 
fair, and equaled the average in any other similar community in 
the United States. Under these circumstances, I think the people 
of the United States, the people of my district, and the peopie of 
the district of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De ArmMonpD}] 
would be very willing to pay their proportionate expense of the 
Government, even if the law was not as it is. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee a question, if he will yield to me. 

Mr. WASHIN( #TON. My time has expired, but if I may have 
additional time I will be glad to answer any question which the 
gentleman desires to ask. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield sufficient time for the gentleman’s reply. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennes- 
see whether the rate of taxation in his State, including State, 
county, road, school, and various items of taxation that go to make 
up the total, does not amount to more than $1.50 on the hundred, 

he highest rate of taxation known in this District? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. In answer to the gentleman I will state 
that in the county in which I live we have no city tax, but the 
State and county tax for all purposes is about 1 per cent on a much 
lower valuation of aaa than that which prevails here. I think 
in the city of Nashville it is higher than it is here, because we 
have to pay taxes for three distinct forms of government—for the 
State, for the county, and for the municipality. There are three 
distinct forms of government that must be maintained by local 
taxation. Here you have but one form of government, because of 
the peculiar conditions that surround the District. Mr. Chairman, 
for the information of the committee, I will publish as part of my 
remarks the report from which I have quoted. 


Orrice or THE AssEssoR, DistTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washi: 


ington, April 28, 189k. 
GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to transmit the following statement, showing 
in detail all taxable property, by sections, and all nontaxable property in the 


District of Columbia, with table showing the percentage of valuation. 
a Slant wu the valuation of the general assessment of 


asscosor District of Columbia 
E. W. W. @ 
Assistant Assessor. 


Taxable property in the District of Columbia. 


South- North- South- 
Northwest. west. 









































east. east. 

ee $72,014,010 | $5,245,899 | $7,510,084 | $5,989, 812 

Value of improvements ....... 52,158,666 | 5,238,250 | 6,842,934] 5,275,271 

Total valuation .........- 124, 167, 676 | 10, 484, 149 | 14,352,968 | 11, 265, 083 

Percentage of valuation in city 97.47 | 6.54 : 8.96 | z. 03 
Percentage of valuation in 

District of Columbia. ........ 64. 87 5.48 7.50 5.89 

Georgetown. | County. Totals. 
VeRO OF IE 5. dco sects cescce coesinss $4, 341,970 | $17,728,658 | $112, 830, 383 
Value of improvements..............- 3, 281, 100 5, 796, 200 78, 587, 421 





Total valuation............------ 7,623, 070 | 23, 524, 858 | 191, 417, 804 








Percentage of valuation in District 
es Airatiininstirinndcencidntbnvie 3.98 12. 28 


Exempt property in the District of Columbia. 

















United States property: 





Value of land (not including streets and alleys) - - -'$98, 705, 639 
Value of improvements ...........................- 99, 352, 500 


—_—_———| $198, 058, 139 

ee PN ick nccicthitiiideniicnctnbiicumeiencce' 198, 058, 139 

District of Columbia property (including public 
schools and other municipal institutions): 
























































TNC Atha hs ices Sicisacestskindecore iccscires 0 ta iilin inecd 1, 527,320 
Value of improvements -....... nthe igiilianiedish went tieieg 2, 126, 500 
——_—_—__—_— 8, 653, 820 
NE TRIN is decent dita nntddtenacdanvashasouns 8, 653, 820 
City. |S °rse-| County.| Totals. 
Church property: 
Number of churches. . 137 14 32 183 
Value of land.......... $1, 443,678 | $50,027 | $60,087 | $1,553, 792 
Value of improve- 
Se itstascccrseccs $2, 789, 000 $157, 200 | $113, 200 
Total valuation..| $4,232,678 | $207,227 | $173, 287 
Charitableinstitu-| = | 
oe mu- 
nici : 
SS pee 18 15 17 40 
Value of land-.-_......-- $1, 052,951 | $105,721 | $383,453 | $1,542, 125 
Value of improve- 
I iricicailennsccsne $654,700 | $10,000 | $164,300 $829, 000 
Total valuation..| $1,707,651 | $115,721 $547,753 | $2,371,125 
Educational insti- oe cee: 4 . 
tutions (private): 
tae cena 18 5 6 29 
Value of land_..--._..- $314,463 | $44,882 | $378,224 | $737,569 
Value of improve- 
SR bewedeanndioneses 553,300 | 342,000 | 439,300 | 1,334,600 
Total valuation --. 867, 71 386,882 | 817,524 | 2,072,169 
Foreign legations: Bek ee Litas okt 
no CE, 1 igennen el nage chuan te oxepeie Sou 
Value of improve- 
GEE cnicrcctinsicss< 
Total valuation --. 
Chesapeake and| _ 
Ohio Canal Com- 
Value of land -.......... 30, 883 87,375 2,614 120, 872 
Value of improve- 
CB isc cive sntdiiti cain 2,600 8,300 200 6, 100 
Total valuation -. 38, 483 90, 675 2,814 126, 972 
se 9, 446, 029 
Total exempt Tai 
property 
the trict of 
SEE bat rauicdeneedubbeliind dosccdledcswecditioccoiwhsases 211, 157, 988 
Total taxable secpenty in the District of Columbia ............... $191, 417, 804 
Total United States — rty in the District of Columbia*....... 198, 058, 139 
Total District of Columbia property ---.................-.....---... 3, 653, 820 
Total all other exempt property in the District of Columbia--.... 9, 446, 029 
eS I  aiintianoitintinliiotehcenncienosnsonke inact 402, 575, 792 
Percentage: ‘ 
Sd ersbbncidndiglitnineh sake ciunweewbuibihone 47.55 
United property a atk asin acinar speek bcioche tp 49. 20 
District of Colum peaperty MEERA Si cs knocinn a anrtu domckenwet 91 
All other exempt property .......... ..-..........2..2......cc000 2.34 


* Not including streets and alleys. 
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Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman to yield 
tome CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has no more time. _ 

Mr. GROUT. I will yield to the gentleman from Virginia such 
time as he desires, leaving the point of order pending. 

Mr. MEREDITH. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DE ArmonD] as I understand it, is in the line 
of the theory of my friend, which has been pressed upon this 
House time and again. The object which the gentleman from 
Missouri has in view, if we may judge by what has arisen here 
before, is to put upon the District of Columbia the entire expense 
of running the District government. My friend ignores the fact 
that this is the capital of a nation of seventy millions of people. 
But if that is to be ignored, Mr. Chairman, I desire briefly to call 
his attention to the fact which has been shown by my friend from 
Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON], when he read from the report of 
the assessor that there is very much more property owned by the 
General Government in this city than is owned by private indi- 
viduals. 

; Mr. DEARMOND. Will the gentleman kindly permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Yes. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I should like to ask what property that is? 
Will you specify some of the items? 

Mr. MEREDITH. I have not the statement of the assessor be- 
fore me. 

Mr. DEARMOND. This Capitol is the first item, is it not? 

Mr.MEREDITH. The Capitol where we areassembled is a part 
of the property. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The gentleman means this Capitol and 
similar property? 

Mr. MEREDITH. The public streets and public parks of this 
city are owned by the General Government. When the first 
owners of the soil granted to the Government these lots, which 
have been reserved from that day to the present, they gave this 
property freely, and they gave an amount of property, as I under- 
stand, to the Government equal to that which is now occupied by 
the citizens of this District. Yetmy friend seems to be astonished 
that the Government should be called upon, and that his district 
should be required to pay a part of the school expenses for the 
education of children in this District. I desire to call his atten- 
tion to the fact that there are thousands of officeholders here, 
many of them from his district, some of whom he has brought 
here. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Not many, let me tell you. They havea 
different kind of fellows in the offices. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man whether he takes the position that the people back at home 
ought to pay for educating the children of officeholders who are 
here, and who get much better salaries than the people at home 
make by ten times as much labor? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Itake the position that if the people who are 
here temporarily residing, and who pay taxes at home in your dis- 
trict and my district, to their State governments, who pay the 
taxes that are assessed against them, when they are brought here 
to fill official positions to which they have been appointed, they 
are entitled to have their children educated here, andit isnomore 
than rightand just that the Government should pay its proportion. 

For years and years the Government of the United States has | 
borne dollar for dollar with that borne by the city, and gentle- 
men who live in distant States have been unable to realize the 
fact of its propriety and justice. It is the duty of the Govern- 
ment, in my judgment, and it has been the duty in the judgment 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia, which is composed 
of gentlemen from all over this country; and it is but fair and just 
that those obligations should be borne equally by the Government 
and by the District of Columbia. Myfriend behind me has properly 
suggested that this District occupies the condition of a Territory; 
but above and beyond all that, this is the national city, the na- 
tional city of a nation composed of 70,000,000 people; and I say 
that each member of Congress. I do not care whether he comes 
from the State of Missouri or what State he comes from, ought to 
take a just pride in this national city, and ought to be willing to 
contribute from the revenues of the Government its just propor- 
tion, especially when the Government owns more than one-half of 
all the real estate of this District, when we come to the assessor's 
statement, which has been shown by my friend from Tennessee. 

Now, I have been on the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and these matters have come before us time and time again, 
and we have found that some gentlemen were very hard to be con- 
verted to the fact that it is absolutely just that the Government 
should bear its just proportion of the obligations which rest upon 
this District; and we have found that my friend from Missouri 
timeand time has endeavored by amendment and otherwise to put 
the entire expenses of this District upon the District, and to re- 





lieve the Government from any expense whatever. 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 
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Mr. HENDERSON. I move to strike out the last three words. 

Mr. GROUT. -I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to diseuss the 
point of order, but for one reason. Of course I assume that the 
point of order will be decided fatally to the amendment; but the 
discussion had is calculated to prejudice the mind of the commit- 
tee against this city. The argument offered in support of it is 
calculated to mislead the minds of a number of members: so I will 
state that in previous Congresses this has been gone over again 
and again. 

[ simply want to say a few words for the purpose of correcting 
any erroneous impression that may have been created by that ar- 
gument. This is not the city of Washington alone; it is the capital 
city of the United States of America. it belongs to us asa nation, 
and since the Blackburn Act of 1878, that gave us the present 
form of government—what is known as the half-and-half rule— 
this city has been picked up out of the mud and dirt and a con- 
dition of disgrace to the Republic, and made the first city in the 
world; something that an American can be proud of. The people 
of the District have literally no control over this property. 

The United States is the great owner. This is the capital city, 
to be visited by us, by our constituents, and by all our people. It 
is under our absolute control; and, as I have often said, this body 
is the city council for the District. Wemakeits laws and control 
it; and it will be a mistake to ever go back to the period antedat- 
ing 1878, when we adopted the present system. We now educate 
our children here. We havean army of over 20,000 citizens from 
other States doing the business of the Government here; and I 
hope no feeling in this House against this city will enter into the 
minds of this committee because of this amendment and the dis- 
cussion had thereon. I believe inthe present system, and I hope 
that the members of Congress will feel a responsibility resting 
upon them to study this District and its necessities, and treat it 
with the same reason and fair play that they would the city or 
town of their own home. 

Mr. GROUT. Ifthe Chair is ready to rule, I do not desire to 
say anything. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Ibegtoask the gentleman from Vermont if 
he has the law before him, the law of 1878; and I will ask him 
whether the provision is not with reference to the ‘“* government ” 
of the District of Columbia? The bill itself covers items that are 
totally distinct from governmental expenses. 

Mr. GROUT. To what items does the gentleman allude? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. [Iallude to such things as schools, for in- 
stance, charitable institutions, streets, sidewalks, etc., expenses 
incurred in other localities and borne in other localities by indi- 
viduals owning the abutting property. The point I submit is that 
as to all these things they are not properly included within items 
of governmental expense or for the government of the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. GROUT. Now, Mr. Chairman, in reply to that I will say 
that the law requires that estimates be submitted covering every 
expense of the city. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state to the gentleman from 
Vermont that the Chair is ready to rule. The Chair s 
point of order. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman asked mea question and I was 
simply answering it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





ustains the 


IMPROVEMENTS AND REPAIRS. 


For work on streets and avenues named in Appendix X, Book of Estimates, 
1897, $100,000, to be expended in the discretion of the Commissioners up: 
streets and avenues specified in the schedules na n said appendix and iz 
the aggregate for each schedule as stated herein, namely: 

Georgetown schedule, $9,000. 

Northwest section schedule, $30,000. 

Southwest section schedule, $15,000. 

Southeast section schedule, $23.000 

Northeast section schedule, $23,000. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman in charge of this bill whether these items have not been 
materially reduced below the ordinary appropriations for these 
purposes? 

Mr. GROUT. They have been reduced in the aggregate $44,500 
below the appropriation for the current year, and the reduced 
amount is distributed pro rata among the different sections of the 
city as specified in the bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But the amounts for these 
several sections are not equal to the amounts appropriated under 
the same heads in the last bill? 

Mr. GROUT. No; the aggregate is $44,500 less than the appro- 
priation for like purposes in the current law. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
the amount of this appropriation be increased by adding $44,000, 
to be distributed pro rata among the several sections named in 
the bill, 








LL8O 


The amendment of Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire was read, as 
follows: 


Page 11, line 7, insert before the word “thousand” the words “and forty- 
four”; so as to make the appropriation read: ‘ $144,000." 


The amendment was rejected. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Repairs to pavements: For renewal, resurfacing, and repairs to concrete 
pavements with the same or other not inferior material, 000. 


Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 
. Sr 00D 16, page 11, strike out the words “and fifty,”’ making the clause read: 


Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, I have offered this amendment 
principally for the pur of calling the attention of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia and the attention of members 
of the House generally to the outrageous tearing up, cutting up, 
and obstructing of the fine streets of this city for the = of 
so-calied “ repairing ”; for I assert that more than one- of the 
money that has been expended, nominally for the repair of the 
pavements of this city, since I have been here during the past 
twelve years, has resulted in actual detriment to the streets. 
There can not be any question that more than 5¢ per cent of the 
money so expended has been expended to the actual injury of 
the streets of Washington. 

Three years ago one of the streets here on Capitol Hill that had 
not a break in it was invaded by these ‘‘ repairers”; they came 
and made their chalk marks and drew their lines around little de- 

ressions in the pavement, many of them not half an inch below 

he ordinary surface of the street, the pavement being perfectly 
sound; they set their men at work to cut out 2 inches deep of 
solid asphalt, and then put in some new material, leaving it, in 
almost every case, as far above the common surface of the pave- 
ment as the spot had previously been below it. I suggest to gen- 
tlemen present that when they see gangs of these repairers at 
work upon the streets of this city, they go and observe how they 
do the work. If you can catch them when they are marking it 
out, just notice the number of places, of from 10 or 12 inches to a 
yard in diameter; proposing to cut out perfectly sound pavement 
merely where the surface is a little depressed. Any gentleman 
can verify my statements if he will only take the trouble to ob- 
serve these people at work. 

I want to make one other statement. I ask members of the 
House to observe the next crowd that they see repairing the 
streets and see the manner in which they work. If I can not take 
ten ordinary laboring men and do more work in a day than a 
hundred of these fellows can do, then I will acknowledge that I 
do not know anything about the subject. [Laughter.] You will 
find them in sections standing idly by, looking on to see what the 
others are doing. Somebody is paying them for doing that. 
Now, I wish it understood that I do not object to any proper ex- 

nditure for the improvement of the streets of this city. What 
Pao object to is the tearing up of these fine streets all the time. 
In the city where I live we have bituminous paved streets the 
same as these in Washington, there being, perhaps, a little differ- 
ence in the quality of the bitumen and the asphaltum used here. 

Those streets in my city have to bear heavy traffic; some of 
them are in the neighborhood of steamship wharves, where five 
and six tons are put upon a truck and hauled over the streets, and 
yet those pavements have not been repaired and have not needed 
repairs in the last five years; and I assert that in nine cases out of 
ten where the streets of Washington are cut into for the alleged 
purpose of ‘‘repairing” the result has been actual damage to the 
streets. If heretofore we have ——- money enough to re- 
pair the streets of this city, then I assert that one-half of this ap- 
—— is all that is required for doing the necessary work for 

he next year. If these men must be employed, employ them; if 
they must be paid, pay them; but do not let them destroy the 
beautiful streets of this city. There has hardly been a fair day 
during the time when I have been here when the streets of this 
city have not been barricaded at some point in order that some- 
body might get paid for doing so-called repairing where in reality 
it was not needed. 

This amendment, Mr. Chairman, ought to be adopted, but, as I 
said at the beginning, I have offered it rather for the purpose of 
calling the attention of the Committee on Appropriations end of 
the members of the House to this matter. Again, I say to mem- 
bers the next time you see ‘‘repairs” going on in our streets, inves- 
tigate the matter personally and see how they are made and how 
the men work. 

Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill one question. I have seen it reported 
in the papers and in other publications that Washington is the 
cheapest governed city in the country, and its government is run 
at less expense in proportion to the population than that of any 
other city. Is that true? 


Mr. GROUT. I have not investigated that question, but I 
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think it will be found that the cost of goeatie this city is not 
exorbitant as compared with the cost of governing other cities— 
possibly the os here would be found below that in other cities, 

Mr. SPERRY. The reports say that this is the most cheaply 
governed at, 

Mr. GROUT. I presume that is true. 

Mr. BOWERS. That does not affect this question at all. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Bowers, it 
was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Repairs, county roads: For current work of repairs of county roads and 
suburban streets, $40,000: Provided, That this appropriation shall be available 
for the repair of all county roads, except such as are rendered useless by the 
opening ~_ improving of new highways established under the act approved 


Mr. HULICK. In reference to the provision just read, I wish 
to ask the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] whether the 
committee has taken into consideration the judgment of the court 
—— unconstitutional the act establishing a system of high- 
ways 

Mr. GROUT. Acting upon that decision, the committee re. 
fused to make an appropriation for further carrying out that act, 
as will be found when we reach that paragraph in the bill relating 
to that matter. But the present provision refers to what has been 
already done. It is made necessary by work already inaugurated 
and partly accomplished under the act referred to. 

<a LICK. Then this is not affected by the decision of the 
cour 

Mr. GROUT. Not at all. 

Mr. HULICK. I didnot know whether the appropriation would 
be affected by that decision or not. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Construction of county roads: For construction of county roads and sub- 
urban streets, as follows: 

For grading and regulating Sherman avenue, Roanoke and Irving streets, 
— improvement, $10,000: Provided, That this pte hee oy shall be 
available for removing buildings, terracing banks, and replacing fences of 
Garfield Hospital grounds and other premises abutting on Sherman avenue 
between Grant and Princeton streets: Provided, That the owners thereof 
dedicate to the District of Columbia the ground for widening Sherman ave 
nue in conformity with the adopted and recorded plans of highway extensions. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I should like to have the gen- 
tleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] explain this provision in re- 
gard to the Garfield Hospital grounds. I should like to hear 
something in reference to the relation of those grounds to the 
streets here referred to, and how the grounds will be left when 
Sree improvement has been made. 

r.GROUT. Ido not know that I can give any further ex- 
planation than is afforded by the language of the bill itself. It 
says: 

This appropriation shall be available for removing buildings, terracing 
banks, an _e fences of Garfield Hospital grounds and other premises 
— on Sherman avenue, between Grant and Princeton streets: Pro- 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I have been informed that 
this grading and regulating of Sherman avenue, Roanoke and 
Irving streets, makes a deep cut into the grounds of the Garfield 
Hospital property, leaving those grounds in some cases 10, 15, or 
20 feet above grade. The question in my mind is whether that is 
an appropriate thing to be done at all. I should like to know 
whether the committee has looked into that part of this appro- 
priation and ascertained its probable effect. 

Mr. GROUT. The attention of the committee was not called 
to that icular view of the case. This provision has been rec- 
ommended by the Commissioners, and very likely, as there is 
mention made here of ‘terracing banks” and the like, it may 
carry the streets below the grade, making these terraces necessary; 
but when the improvement is completed it is supposed (although 
there was no investigation before the committee on that point) 
that it will leave the situation in ane aon shape, or that some 
other counterbalancing advantage will be obtained. We did not 
investigate this question particularly. 

Mr. PITNEY. If the gentleman will allow me, I will say in 
response to the inquiry of the gentleman from New Hampshire 
p r. BAKER] that this subject was referred to, as I think the gen- 

eman from Vermont will recall, in the hearings before the sub- 
committee, and the Commissioners recommended this particular 
improvement as most important. They said there was a large 
bank which they desired to remove. 

Mr. GROUT. That is just what I stated—that the Commis- 
sioners recommended this provision. They testified before us. 
There was no issue raised as to the propriety of the provision. 
That is what I meant by saying that it was not specially investi- 


ga’ 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I should like to ask the gentleman 4 
question. Does he think that under existing law the District 
pre nos pay for terracing the grounds around the hospital and 
replacing the fences? .When it may be necessary to cut away those 
grounds, in order to bring the street to the eo grade, ought 
not that charge to be borne by the property itse 
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Mr. GROUT. 
paragraph: 

Provided, That the owners thereof dedicate to the District of Columbia the 
ground for widening Sherman avenue in conformity with the adopted and 
recorded plans of highway extension. 

Now, it is supposed to be a most desirable thing for the public 
that this avenue should be widened; and as it was submitted to 
us without objection from anyone, and asit met the approval of the 
Commissioners, I will say it was probably thought that if the own- 
ers would contribute the ground for widening the street the Gov- 
ernment could afford to do the balance, and that the result when 
the work was accomplished would be all the better for everybody 
concerned. ; : : 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will not the resulting benefits to the 
abutting property from the widening of this street be sufficient 
compensation to the owners for giving up their land? 

Mr. GROUT. ThatIcan not say; that matter was not inquired 
into, because no issue was made. We took the provision upon 
therecommendation of the Commissioners; and as nobody objected, 
we supposed it to be correct. It certainly looked reasonable. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I raised my inquiry because 
I have been informed (though I have not investigated the matter 
myself and therefore do not speak from my own knowledge) that 
this improvement is a material detriment to the hospital grounds, 
although a great improvement to the other property adjoining the 
widened streets. Ido not make any motion because I have no 
personal knowledge of the matter. I have stated my information 
on the subject. [Cries of ‘‘ Read!” ‘Read! ”] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Lighting: For illuminating material, lighting, extinguishing, repairing, and 
cleaning public lamps on avenues, streets, roads, and alleys; purchasing and 
expense of erecting new lamp-posts, street designations, lanterns, and fix- 
tures; moving lamp-posts, painting lamip-posts and lanterns; replacing and 
repairing lamp-posts and lanterns damaged or unfit for service; for storage 
and cartage of material, $122,000: Provided, That no more than $16 per annum 
for each street lamp shall be paid for gas or oil, lighting, ree, re- 
pairing, painting, and cleaning, under any expenditure provided for in this 
act: Provided, That all of said lamps shall burn every night, on the average, 
from forty-five minutes after sunset to forty-five minutes before sunrise: 
Provided further, That before any expenditures are made from the appro- 
priations herein provided for the contracting gas companies shall equip each 
street lamp with a self-regulating burner and tip, so combined and adjusted 
as to secure, under all ordinary variations of pressure and density, a con- 
sumption of six cubic feet of gas per hour: Provided further, That the entire 
service of gas lighting authorized under this ae shall be let, after 
due advertisement, to the lowest responsible bidder therefor: Provided fur- 
ther, That in case such lowest responsible bidder be not provided with a sys- 
tem of underground pipes for the purpose of conducting gas in the streets, 
roads, and alleys to be lighted hereunder, the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia may, under such reasonable conditions as they may prescribe, 
authorize such bidder to lay down an approved system of underground pipes 
for said purpose in and along such streets, roads, and alleys as may be nec- 
essary for said service; such privilege as may be granted hereunder to be rey- 
ocable at the will of Congress without compensation. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I make a 
— of order against all this paragraph after the word ‘‘there- 
ore,” in line 18, down to the close of the paragraph, and refer the 
Chair, in support of the point of order, to the final clause of para- 
graph 2, Rule XXI: 
Nor shall Se aperee changing existing law be in order in any general 
appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 
I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read section 268 of the Revised 
Statutes of the District of Columbia, bearing upon this question. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


If any person shall alter or in any manner obstruct or encroach on a public 
road, or cut, destroy, deface, or remove any milestones set up on such road, 
or place an rubbish. dirt, logs, or make any pit or hole therein, such person 
may be indicted, and upon conviction thereof before the proper court, shall 
be fined and imprisoned in the discretion of the court, according to the nature 
of the offense. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, there is no 
authority for this provision in the pending bill. It authorizes the 
successful bidders to make holes in the roads of the District of 
Columbia and to place obstructions thereon, contrary to existing 
law. It isan extension of legislation, on general principles, giving 
the Commissioners authority not warranted by law, and should 
a out. I leave the question to the Chair, reserving my 

e. 

Mr.GROUT. Mr. Chairman, if that is the law my friend from 
lowa [Mr. HersurNn] had in mind when he said that this was 
without authority of law,and that we would be shown the law 
‘which prohibited the opening up of streets for the purpose of lay- 
ing conduits as contemplated in the pending bill, I can only say 
that for myself I fail to see that it has the slightest application to 
the question in hand. The provision read refers to an unauthor- 
ized act, unauthorized by the executive power of the District of 
Columbia—that is to say, the Commissioners—in the way of ob- 
structing or tearing up or interfering with the public streets, and 
concerning this there can be no question whatever. This pro- 
Vision, however, in the pending bill provides that it may be done 
under the authority of the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, who have charge of the streets and alleys of the District 
under the law. 





The gentleman will observe the proviso to the 
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Now, unless there be some good authority produced, prohibiting 
the Commissioners of the District from authorizing the streets to 
be opened for this necessary purpose, for lighting them either by 


| gas or electricity, and for the purpose of opening the streets to 


supply the people with water, then there can be no possible ground 
on which the point of order can rest. 

The organic act confers on the executive power of the District 
of Columbia authority to grant permits for such necessary pur- 
poses as are contemplated in the law, and when that authority is 
granted, it is inentire accordance with the law. Waterand light 
are essential to the good order and proper government of any 
city. The opening of the streets that a supply of both may be 
furnished are absolutely necessary; and this provision of the bill 
only seeks to put a limitation upon it, instead of operating as an 
enlargement of the power. It says that it may be done, but not 
without the consent of the Commissioners. No man may do it of 
his own will. He shall do it only in obedience to, and under the 
direction of, the executive power of the District of Columbia. 

It seems to me that there is no possible ground on which the 
point of order can for a moment be entertained. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, I only wish to say a word in ref- 
erence to the point of order. 

The section cited by the gentleman from New Hampshire as em- 
bodying the existing law, which he contends operates as a bar to 
the provision contained in this appropriation bill, is a statute to 
prevent malicious mischief on the public highways and prohibit- 
ing a public nuisance to be maintained upon them. It has no 
reference to the lawful care and control of the streets or to the 
power whicifexists by law in the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to control the streets, roads, and avenues of the District. 

The statute to which the gentleman refers is in these terms: 

If any person shall alter or in any manner obstruct or encroach on a pub- 
lic road, or cut, destroy, deface, or remove any milestones set up on such 
roads, or place any rubbish, dirt, logs, or make any pit or hole therein, such 
person may be indicted, and upon conviction thereof before the proper court, 
shall be fined or imprisoned in the discretion of the court according to the 
nature of the offense. 

The intention is to make it a criminal offense to commit such 
malicious mischief upon the roads, and in order to show that such 
was the intent of the lawmaking power a marginal note is ap- 
pended which gives an index or contains a description of the stat- 
ute in the following words: 

Penalty for willful injury to public roads. 


This proviso, Mr. Chairman, in the bill now before us is an 
incident to the main object of the section, which is to make an 
appropriation of money. Suppose, sir, there were no system of 
gaslighting here in this District. Suppose there were not a pipe 
laid under the ground for that purpose—and we all know that 
that is the only way in which gas can be distributed to light the 
streets—suppose that not a pipe was underneath the surface of 
the streets, undoubtedly Congress has the power to grant money 
to light the streets, for the law contemplates that they shall be 
lighted. Then we say in an appropriation bill that so much 
money shall be spent to light them with gas. In the case sup- 
posed, there being no gas pipes under the streets, we must as a 
necessary incident to the appropriation for the purpose of lighting 
the streets grant to somebody the privilege of laying a system of 
gas pipes under the streets. Inasmuch as it must be done by a 
pipe, the District Commissioners are allowed to authorize the 
company which furnishes the light to lay mains under the streets. 
That is all. 

Now, whatever would be permissible under this bill—supposing 
that there were no system of gas mains in the streets—is permis- 
sible in case anew company comes into the District to operate 
here under this law. This simply gives to the successful com- 
pany—the company that makes the successful bid, under the 
terms of this appropriation bill—the right to lay its mains or 
pipes in the streets. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No one will dispute that. 

Mr. PITNEY. Therefore it is simply the grant of an inciden- 
tal power, necessary for the carrying out of the purpose of a law- 
ful appropriation. 

Mr. GROUT. Call it a privilege instead of a power. 

Mr. PITNEY. Yes; it is a grant to the Commissioners. of the 
lawful power to grant a privilege to a citizen of this or some 
other State, for the purpose of enabling such citizen or company 
to carry on a useful public purpose, which Congress is under the 
duty of appropriating money to sustain. 

Mr. BARER of NewHampshire. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
himself has admitted my entire contention. It is a grant con- 
trary tolaw; consequently it changes existing law. It undertakes 
to legislate in an appropriation bill concerning something which 
is not an appropriation. The statutes of the District of Columbia 


have made it an offense, punishable by fine, to dig into the streets 
of the city, to make pitfalls there, or to obstruct them; and a per- 
son doing so may be imprisoned. The proposed legislation says 
that a person doing it and 


er certain conditions shall not be impris- 
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oned or fined. Evidently it is a change of existing law, and if it 
were not achange of existing law there would be no necessity for 
it here at all. Therefore, it comes plainly within the provisions 
of the clause to which I have referred in Rule XXI. Without the 
proposed grant of power the Commissioners could not do it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, as the law stands to-day there 
is no requirement upon the part of the District Commissioners to 
let the contract for the furnishing of gas to the '»west bidder. 
This provision requires that they should doso, That is a change 
in existing law. 

Again, let me illustrate the other proposition. Under existing 
law the gentleman who has charge of this bill has no authority to 
in any way deface the streets of the city of Washington. He can 
not dig up the surface. He is prohibited from that. Now he 
seeks by changing the law to secure the power to do it. How? 
First, by becoming a bidder for the furnis ae of gas to the city 
of Washington. To-day he can not, by bidding upon any con- 
tract of that character, be authorized to tear upthe streets. The 
law forbids him doing it. He is seeking now to secure such a 
change in the statute as will authorize him todothat. Isnot that 
the kindof a change of existing law which is prohibited in this class 
of legislation? 

Again, there is but one organization in the city of Washington 
that is authorized by law to furnish gas for consumption. This 
bill proposes to change that statute and to authorize a certain one 
this year, another next year, and another the third year, to fur- 
nish gas to the city of Washington. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do 
not want to be understood as opposing any legislation that re- 
duces the price of gas to the consumer, but I insist that this leg- 
islation is not only obnoxious to our rules, but is entirely un- 
necessary. The committee are trying to effect a reduction in 
cost—-— 

Mr. PITNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? I un- 
derstand the eienen. eee to be that the present gas com- 
ner now operating in Washington have an exclusive franchise 

or that purpose, and that we can not authorize any other com- 
pany to light the streets without changing existing law. Has the 
gentleman’s attention been directed to the seventh section and the 
ninth section of the “—— act incorporating the Washington 
Gas Light Company? e seventh section gives that company 


the right to lay pipes for the p e of conduct , in any of 
the streets, avenues, and alleys of the said city, ak fhe ninth sec- 


tion provides that nothing in this act shall be construed to pre- 

vent any person or persons, or any incorporated company here- 

after to be created by Congress for that purpose, from engaging 

Se UNS the business specified in the seventh section of 
act. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is all right, sir. Now the gentleman 
roposes to authorize these other persons to destroy this monopoly 
y engaging in this business. 

Mr. HILL. Without peng enernenaiot 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). h they can not do until 
there is a change in existing law. That establishes my proposi- 
tion, I think, very satisfactorily. 

Mr. oe eet oo law itself provides —_ they — not have 
a monopoly, and that n shall prevent Congress from giving 
the right to others to ‘hie buatnens. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly can do it, just as it can 
do anything else; but what I am ob to is the attempt to do 
it in act, which is forbidden by the rules of this House. No 
one doubts but that Congress has the power to authorize any other 

tion to serve the people of this city in this way. re is 
no question about that. That is not the subject of ute. The 
question at issue is whether or not that power can be exercised 
under our rules in this way and at this time and w this bill. 

Mr. GROUT. May lI the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. GROUT. Which section are you talking about—the one 
ey to or electricity? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam talking about this one to which objec- 
tion has been made. 

Mr.CANNON. Mr. Chairman, whether the proposition is meri- 
torious or not as contained in the bill, I will not at this time dis- 
cuss. That it is not subject to the point of order seems to me 
in. Now, what does the section do? It appropriates money 

or lighting the city—for lighting by lamps on avenues, streets, 
roads, and alleys, etc., of the city. Now, ne the city of 
Washington is evidently a public object for which we can appro- 
priate money. If that is true, it necessarily follows that we can 
a uquting through appropriations, as we may provide or 
imit in a clause making the appropriation. In other words, this 
i Now, we can, if we 
oose, contract that this money shall be used for hanging old-fash- 
ioned tin lanterns m posts to be erected on every street corner. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. There isno law against that. 
That is a different thing. 

Mr. CANNON, Ob, no; that involves the planting of the post 


oa is made for a public object. 
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and hanging the lantern. In other words, lighting the city of 
Washington is the performance of a municipal duty, and when we 
appropriate the money we may provide how it shall be expended, 

Now, what does this clause do? Very properly it seems to me 
within the rule, it provides as follows: : 

Provided, That all lamps shall burn every night on an average from sunset 
to sunrise, substantially: Provided, That there shall be certain equipments 
as to the lamps. 

Provided further, That the entire service of gaslighting authorized by thig 
eprrepeiation shall be let, after due advertisement, to the lowest responsible 
bidder therefor— 

The gentleman from Iowa says no, and says that is legislation. 
Oh, no; that provides how the money shall be expended in lighting 
the city, and is in order, as it seems to me, beyond a question. It 
necessarily follows from authority to appropriate. What next?— 

That in case such lowest responsible bidder be not provided with a system 
of underground pipes for the purpose of conducting the gas in the streets, 
roads, and alleys to be lighted hereunder— 

That is, under this appropriation for the public lighting— 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may, under such reasonable 
conditions as they may prescribe, authorize such bidder to lay down an ap- 
proved system of underground — for said purpose in and along such 
streets, roads, and alleys as may be necessary for said service— 

What service? Why the service of lighting the city— 
such privilege as may be granted hereunder to be revocable at the will of 
Congress without compensation. 

Now, having that power, we may place the limitation upon the 
use of the money. We have a gas company now in the city. 

It is in the city under a charter, and has laid the mains. Now, 
this gentleman's contention is that we can not regulate on an ap- 
propriaticn bill in any way or shape the lighting by gas, except to 
utilize the company that now exists, because, he says, it changes 
existing law. 

Well, there have been a good many rulings along this line, not 
tpon this exact kind of an amendment, but substantially the same 
as this amendment. The rule itself is as follows: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill or he 
in order as an amendment thereto for any expenditure not previously au- 
thorized by law— 

Is not this expenditure for lighting authorized by law, and is 
it not competent for us to say whether it shall be by candle, gas, 
electricity, or any other agent— 
unless in continuation of appropriation for such public works or objects as 
are already in progress. 

Now, this rule has been liberally construed toen 'e us to pro- 
vide in appropriation bills and appropriation laws tor the public 
service where the letter of the law is silent. Given the right un- 
der the law to light the city of Washington, all means necessary 
to light it are necessarily implied, and are matters of detail, direc- 
tion, or limitation. Gentlemen may ask, are there any prece- 
dents? Yes; I now read from the Digest: 

A provision in the Navy appropriation bill for additional ships was held to 
be in order, as being in continuation of a public object already in progress, 
namely, maintenance of the Navy. 

There is no battle ship or cruiser that has been constructed in 
the last ten years but what has been authorized and its construc- 
tion ng upon an appropriation bill under the rule and under 
the rulings Gentleman understand that ordinarily a public 
building can not be built until first an act authorizing the con- 
struction of the public building has been enacted. Then for the 
first time it is in order to appropriate. Yet I find the following 
decision. The Chair well knows that under general provisions of 
law we have a military academy in the State of New York. 

In the Mili Academy appropriation bill a provision for a fire-proof 
building on the site of the pattie, rounds at West Point is within the purview 
of the rule. The construction of a building is an incident to the maintenance 
of the academy itself, the object being already in progress, the main object 
on  aemanaaa not only by the bill but by the very institution of the academy 

That was the decision of Mr. Cox, late a Representative from 
the State of New York. Here is the character of the decision: 
That you can not appropriate under the rule for a public building 
in the city of New York or in the city of Utica until a law shal! 
first be enacted authorizingit. Itistruean appropriation for such 
a building without authorization would not be in order upon an 
appropriation bill; but in the case given, the law establishing the 
academy at West Point, the buildings followed as a necessary in- 
cident. So here the law places the District of Columbia under 
the direction of Congress; the lighting of the public streets and 

rks is under the law, and it is idle to say that a provision as to 
oe they shall be lighted is subject to a point of order, because 
such provision is absolutely essential as a necessary incident to 
the lighting itself. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. , 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Under the existing law there is a 
company, is there not, which has the right to light the streets of 

~ — 


W. 
Mr. CANNON. No. 








1896. 


Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Is there not a company that is now 

doing that lighting under existing law? ey 
Mr. CANNON. Yes; under the existing appropriation there is 

a company which lights the streets and parks for the current fiscal 





yi 


eM. MILLER of Kansas. Now, is it not proposed by this 
amendment that other companies than that one may come in and 
lay down their conduits in the streets, and if they do so, will they 
not do it under this proposed law and not under any other law? 


Mr. CANNON. er i . . cory 
ration, is a lower bidder than the existing company for lighting 


If somebody, either an individual or a corpo- | 
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| 


the streets and the parks of this city, under the appropriation pro- | 


pe se 


din this bill, and that individual or corporation is without | 


means or appliances to deliver the gas along the line of the streets | 
and in the public parks, it is proposed by this bill that the District | 


Commissioners may permit that individual or corporation to lay 
down mains for the purpose, and only for the purpose, of lighting 
the public streets and parks, MY 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is there any existing law that would author- 
ize the Commissioners to give authority to any other company to 
lay mains for the purpose of lighting the streets and parks? 

Mr. CANNON. Lunderstand not. But it appears to me from 
his question that the gentleman fails to understand my position. 


| other than that found in the annual appropriation bills. 


It is this: In pursuance of existing law, for a municipal purpose, | 


; ‘ . ‘ nt — : 

it is competent for Congress to appropriate money to light the |.) py. oe aT eee ones 
That being the case, by limitation, by license, we | New Hampshire is a correct one, 
. i 1oney shall be expended to effect the object in | “: ; 
can direct how the m y I Ject 1M | efers, relates to this proviso, then not only the proviso, but the 


| entire paragraph is obnoxious to the rule. 


public streets. 


view, namely, the lighting of the streets, and we can, within Rule 
XXII, if necessary for the purpose of lighting the streets, au- 
thorize the planting of posts and the hanging of lanterns upon 
them, or the erection of posts for lamps, or the stringing of wires 
and the laying of conduits and of gas mains, or whatever else is 
necessary as incident to the public lighting for which we appro- 
priate this money. Whatever is necessary for carrying out the 
work for which the appropriation is made may be authorized in 
connection with the appropriation giving authority for the ex- 
penditure of the money. Otherwise we could not light at all. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman, [ understand the purpose 
of this provision in the bill to be to open to public ae the 
lighting of the District by either electricity or gas, and that inas- 
much as there is to-day a practical monopoly of gas lighting and 
electric lighting here, the Commissioners are authorized, in case 
a lower bid is presented, to permit the bidders to establish an un- 
derground system for their gas lighting or their electric lighting. 

ow, it is obvious that, so far as gas is concerned, the time for 
that form of lighting in municipalities is about expiring. Gas in 
future will be used mainly for heating and for power, and not 
for lighting. The light of the future is the electric light; and I 
wish to make a suggestion to the Committee on Appropriations 
with reference to that subject, for doubtless it will be further 
considered in conference when this bill shall have been reported 
from the Senate. 

The question is this: We have within reach of Washington, only 
14 miles distant, the Great Falls of the Potomac, now partially 
owned by the Government. The Potomac at that point is the 
source of our present water supply. I am told that the District 
Commissioners wish to secure control of the entire Great Falls, 
and that that power is one of the most efficient in all this East- 
ern country, standing second = to Niagara. Now, it seems 
to methat this is the time, while electric lighting is in its infancy 
and while no corporation of that kind has yet any very large 
vested right in this community, to determine the question whether 
the municipality itself shall not own an electric-lighting plant and 
whether it can not operate such a plant in connection with its 
water system to the great advantage of the District and with great 
economy to the taxpayers. 

I am quite sure that the District Commissioners, if they are 
given authority, will inaugurate a system of electric lighting 
vastly superior to any that would be provided by a private cor- 
poration under the provisions of this bill, for I take it that no 
private corporation will invest any large amount of money in an 
efficient system of lighting with the threat hanging over its head, 
as provided in this bill, that Congress may, whenever it sees fit, 
forfeit the right; in other words, that the privilege of using the 
streets may taken away while the property invested in the 
improvement still remains there. It seems to me that the wise, 
the rational, the prudent solution of this question is to take the 
District Commissioners into the confidence of Congress with ref- 
erence to this matter and devise a system of municipal lighting 
by electricity, and not to provide for the destruction of the streets 
of Washington by giving the Commissioners power to grant to 
some new corporation, or to some individual, the right to lay 
down new mains and electric-light conduits. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard for a mo- 
ment on the point of order, unless the Chair is ready to rule. 

The C MAN. The Chair will hear the annie. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, the language of clause 2 of 
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Rule XXI has been so frequently referred to on the floor that it is 
hardly necessary to repeat it; yet I desire to call the attention of 
the Chair to the exact language of that provision: 

2. No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or 
be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously 
authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress; nor shall any provision chang 


ing existing law be in order in any general appropriation bill or in any 
amendment thereto. : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if this provision in the bill under consider- 
ation changes existing law, it 1s clearly obnoxious to the rule, un- 
less it comes within the exception— 

Unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works Sas 
are already in progress. 

What is the existing law in respect to gas and electric lighting? 


I undertake to say, Mr. Chairman, that there is no existing law 
In other 
words, there is no statute on the question. The statute invoked 
by the gentleman from New Hampshire, if strictly construed, 
would absolutely forbid the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia from repairing the streets, because in order to do so 
they must to a certain extent make excavations in the street 

I repeat, there is no existing statute in respect to this matter 
aside from that found in the current appropriation bills. That 
being the case, if the point of order raised by the gentleman from 
then it must le against every 
line of this paragraph. If section 286, to which the gentleman 
i think the gentleman 
from New Jersey clearly demonstrated the fallacy of the position 
taken by the gentleman from New Hampshire in respect to the 
construction of the section referred to. 

The case has also been so clearly stated by the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CANNON] that it seems hardly 
necessary to add another word. This is a public object. and this 
House has repeatedly sustained decisions of Chairmen of Commit- 
tees of the Whole to thiseffect. Old members will recall the orig- 
inal decision, taade February 26, 1887, by Mr. McCreary of Ken- 
tucky, then and now a member of the House. In that case it was 
proposed to provide for the construction of some new ships for the 
Navy. The point of order was made that the provision for the 
new ships was in violation of the rule because not authorized by 
legislation. P 

The Chairman of the Committee of the Whole properly held 
that the construction of ships was in ‘continuation of a public 
object” already in progress—the maintenance of the Navy. Of 
course, if that had not been the ruling, no addition could be made 
to the Navy except by an independent, original statute. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky in rendering that decision said: 

If the object is a public object, and is already in progress, then there need 
not be any previous legisi!ation authorizing it. 

So that we are brought to this conclusion at last: If the conten- 
tion of the gentleman from New Hampshire and the gentleman 
from Iowa is correct, then this law in respect to gas and electric 
lighting is like ‘‘ the laws of the Medes and Persians”; it muststand 
as originally placed in the appropriation bill. But,sir, the matter 
of gas and electric lighting are incidental to the operations of a 
great city. It is a necessaryincident of the government of a city; 
and a provision such as that contained in this bill is not, in my 
judgment, in any manner obnoxious to clause 2 of Rule XXL. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I do not care on this question 
to go into a discussion of the rules and the precedents as to whether 
this is new legislation. But I can state to the Committee of the 
Whole a few tacts from which they can draw their own conclu- 
sions. 

There is now in preparation in this city a bill which proposes 
that the Government shall acquire the balance of the property at 
Great Falls, of which it now owns nearly all. By so doing it will 
control that enormous water power, of sufficient capacity to light 
the city of Washington with electricity. That measure will be 
brought before this House. We have pending before the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia a bill to reduce the price of gas 
to $1 per thousand and to increase the illuminating power to 22 
candles.: We have also before us two bills asking for new charters 
to be granted in the regular way, each for a lighting and heating 
company. 

Now, the gentlemen asking these charters are men of means, of 
capital and ability. If this bill passes, it will practically nullify 
all of such legislation, and it will be useless to report it from the 
committee to this House. Why? Because in the provision now 
pending here we propose to give anybody authority to bid for gas 
lighting or electric lighting in this city. Congress, by this pro- 
vision, proposes to delegate the authority it has jealously guarded 
for many years to control this subject in the District of Colum- 
bia. All this authority it proposes to turn over to the Commis- 


sioners in this District and to permit anybody to come in here, 
whether responsible or not, and make bids for gas or electric light- 
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ing; and to the lowest bidder, whoever the party may be, the Com- 
missioners can give authority to tear up the streets and put in new 

as mains or wire conduits. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
Bowzns | has very aptly spoken about the condition of our streets; 
but think what the streets of this city would be if weshouldenact 
into law any such provision as that now pooans. I maintain, 
Mr. Chairman, that this provision practically nullifies the legisla- 
tion now pending before the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia, and such being the case, it must necessarily be new legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Dockrery] have each referred to paragraph 2 of Rule 
XXI. But the gentleman from Illinois in no part of his remarks 
has referred to that portion of the clause under which this point 
is made. 

He talked very eloquently about appropriations for public 
works, and objects ‘‘ already in progress.” I did not make any 
point of order at all under that clause, The decision he cited has 
no reference whatever to the point I made; and the same is true 
with regard to the decision cited by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Dockery]. Iam not talking concerning public works in 
progress; but after all the clauses in the rule they cited, there 
comes the grand overshadowing one of all, under which I made 
the objection, and that is this: 

Nor shall any peovieien changing existing law be in order in any general 
appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

Now, I need say no more, except to inquire if this is not a 
change of existing law, in that it authorizes the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to do something that they would not for 
an instant entertain if not authorized by the proposed act. The 
section of the law I cited applies to every street and every alley in 
the District of Columbia, and while subsequent power has been 
given to the Commissioners by law, for appropriate objects, to 
grant permits to dig up the streets, they will not do it at the dic- 
tation of any irresponsible bidder who may come into the District 
with not a dollar's worth of ground or property here, nor having 
a dollar of interest in taxation. They have no authority so to do. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman—— [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”] 

Well, Mr. Chairman, if they want to have a vote now, if the 
are satisfied with the question as itis, Iam perfectly content. If 
not, I desire to say a few words on this sabes. Cries of ‘‘Go 
on!” 

It is perfectly — to my mind—and I do not profess to be a 
lawyer, either—I do not think a man need to be one to understand 
the question; for it is not necessary either to be able to repeat 
the rule in Shelley’s case, nor to quote the Pandects in order to see 
that the argument on this floor with reference to the pending sub- 
ject is this—on one side it is contended, by the report brought in 

ere by the rf tin gg Committee, that this is not a change 
in the existing law, but that it is the institution of a rule or regu- 
lation to carry out existing law; and it seems to me that the state- 
ment is very clear, indeed, and I shall vote according to my under- 
standing of the case. On the other hand, there is a demand made, 
not by a straight discussion of a legal point, but by the bringing 
in of extraneous arguments of a very comprehensive character, to 
carry the point of order —- the — of the committee. We 
have been invited, and itly invited, to the contemplation of a 
rose-colored scheme about a water plant to be established up the 
Potomac, which is to furnish electricity and light to the city in 
coming time; and that we had better not pass any such section as 
that contemplated here, which might operate nst that scheme, 
but wait until the good time shall come. 

Now, the speeches that have been made here clearly show that 
we are not infracting any law, but simply making rules to carry 
it out, and I shall vote, Mr. Chairman, accordingly, believing this 
project to be for the best interest of all concerned. 

r. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have 
the first ground of objection in Chairman DINGLEY’s ruling the 
other day read from the desk as a part of my remarks, as the rea- 
son for the rule I have invoked very briefly and concisely stated. 
It is only one of several, but it makes a strong suggestion in con- 
nection with the 9 ge or matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is agood ruling, but has no connection with 
this subject. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I ask the Clerk to read what 
I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as foliows: 

First. That inasmuch as general appropriation bills carry the appropria- 
tions necessary to maintain the Government, and only appropriations a 
authorized by existing law, it is of the highest importance that they shoul 
not be impeded or jeo ized by differences in the House, or differences be- 
tween the House and Senate, or erences between the two Houses and the 


Executive over any legislative pro; tions that may be proposed as amend- 
ments to such bills, each of w ah ehoutd be tried at on ite own merits in 


separate 
Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I presume, after the v 
m Delaware [Mr. 


ble remarks which the gentleman 


sensi- 
ILLIs]} 
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has made, that no further suggestions are necessary with refer- 
ence to the point of order. But of course it is important that we 
do not go wrong in this matter. I feel that [am almost willine 
to trust the Chair without further debate. But just a word re. 
specting the matter and I will submit to the decision of the Chair 

They say this provision changes existing law. If it does, of 
course it ought to go out of the bill. But, let me ask, what law 
doesitchange? The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Baker ] 
read a statute which relates to the subject no more than the sermon 
on the mount. It is not even a sixteenth cousin toit. It refers 
wholly to malicious trespasses and misdemeanors and obstructions 
— - public highways of the District, without authority or color 
of it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is it not new legislation? 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman mistakes the language of the 
rule. The rule says that it ‘‘shall not change existing law.” Let 
us hold to that language. It does not say ‘‘new legislation.” It 
is new to this bill. Yes; this precise proposition, with all of its 
belongings, has not been proposed before, but that does not make 
it subject to the rule quoted by the gentleman. 

But what other law is suggested as being contravened by this 
proposition? They cite the charter of the Washington Gas Licht 
Company. Now, my friend from New Jersey [Mr. Pitney] read 
from section 8 of the act incorporating that company, which is an 
old one, how it authorized the company to lay down pipes and to 
dig up the streets. Very well. Then he calls attention toa clause 
in section 9 which expressly provides that it shall not be construed 
to give this exclusive right to this corporation. If it had given 
exclusive right to do this to that corporation, then I grant, Mr. 
Chairman, that would be law which this provision would contra- 
vene; but that act of incorporation, in section 9, expressly with- 
held exclusive privilege. ow, what other law do they claim it 
changes? There has not been a word of suggestion as to any other 
law. That solves the whole problem. I feel that I need not fur- 
ther occupy the time of the committee. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman inform 
us by what authority the Washington Gas Light Company is per- 
mitted to put its pipes under ground? 

Mr. GROUT. By virtue of its charter. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then if some other corpora- 
tion or individual were permitted, under an act of Congress, to lay 
its en under ground, would it not be a change of existing law? 

r.GROUT. It would, if the exclusive right was given to the 
Washington Gas Light Company; butit was expressly reserved to 
the people by the enacting power, and may now be exercised, and 
in no way run against any provision in the Washington Gas Light 
Company’s charter. It is a provision rightfully derived, as I sug- 
gested when upon the floor before, from the organic act conferring 
the right to appropriate the money necessary to correct, full, and 
complete municipal administration. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Can the Commissioners grant 
this permission to pares ipes without this enactment? 

Mr. GROUT. I think they could; I said so in the committee. 
I think if we were to provide that they should give us an under- 
ground service—-this refers to the gas proposition, however—if we 
gave toa competing gas company the right to furnish lights, it 
would carry with it the implied right to put these gas pipes under 
ground, because it is the universal rule to do so. It would follow 
by implication. I think it was unnecessary to insert the specific 
reci : authority to the Commissioners to grant the privilege. 
I think it is fairly incidental to the power to appropriate, and any 
court would have so held. I suggested it to the gentleman who 
formulated the proposition, but I agreed with him that it could 
do no harm, because the right still exists. 

Mr. FISCHER. If this provision was stricken from the Dill, 
what method would be pursued in order to lay gas pipes? 

Mr. GROUT. Ifa competing gas company should make a bid, 
and if they guaranteed by sufficient bond to the Commissioners 
that they would light the city, the Commissioners could give leave 
to that new company when organized—and it is said to be already 
in embryo—to open up the streets without a word from Congress, 
in my opinion, as an incident to their executive authority in ad- 
ministering the affairs of the District, because here is the appro- 
priation of the a and it can not be made effective without 
that incidental privilege—it is a mere incidental privilege. 

Mr. FISC . That is the law as it is to-day? 

Mr. GROUT. I think so. 

Mr. FISCHER. Does not this change it? x 

Mr. GROUT. No; it only reasserts it. It only makes it more 
plain. dua of “Rule!” “ Rule!”} 

The AIRMAN (Mr. Payne). The Chair is ready to rule. 
The provision in the bill against which the point of order is raised 
allows the private individual or corporation that may happen to 
be the lowest bidder for lighting the streets of the city to enter 
upon the streets and dig trenches and lay pipes, etc., for the pur- 
pose of supplying gas. Now, the Chair must assume that the 
streets of the city of Washington, like the streets of all other 
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cities, are dedicated to the public for the public use in the ordi- 
nary way, for the passing and repassing of teams, vehicles, and 
the public, and not for the private use of entering upon the streets 


for the purpose of digging them up and laying gas pipes or any- 
thing of. the kind by private individuals or corporations. In fur- 
therance of that view of the Chair, we are cited to two sections of 
the statute which provide a penalty against the digging up or ob- 
struction of the streets in any manner. This provision would al- 
low a private corporation to obstruct the public traffic by digging 
up the streets and laying pipes. Therefore, in the opinion of the 
Chair, it is a change of existing law. 

Now, it has been argued that this is an incident or a limitation 
on the appropriation that is made for the lighting of the streets. 
Of course these other provisions, against which the point of order 
is not raised, are not provisions of that kind. They limit the price 
per lamp or the price to be paid for a lamp which shall burn all 
night, and which shall not burn during moonlight, and other limi- 
tations of that character, and those. provisions would not be sub- 
ject to the point of order. 

In the Fifty-first Congress, under this rule, a clause was inserted 
in the District of Columbia appropriation bill providing that after 
a certain time no electric light company should have wires 
stretched upon poles in the streets, a provision intended to compel 
electric light companies to use underground wire. This same 
point of order was raised against that provision, and the same con- 
tention was made that that was only a limitation upon the method 
of lighting the streets, and that therefore it was in order. But 
the Chair sustained the point of order in that case, although the 
amendment was offered in a different form; and therefore the 
Chair feels compelled in this case to sustain the point of order 
against this provision. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to the 
section as it now stands. 

Mr. CANNON. What goes out? 

The CHAIRMAN. The last proviso, commencing at line 13. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, a point of order was made 
against the proviso before that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point was not made against that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I remember very distinctly that I made it 


myself. ; y i 

The CHAIRMAN. The understanding of the Chair is that no 
point of order was made against that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move tostrike out the remainder of the pro- 
viso and insert the following, commencing at line 10, striking out 
all that and inserting: 

Provided further, That the District Commissioners are hereby invested 
with authority and are pogaiven to fix the price at which gas shall be fur- 
nished to consumers, including the District and the United States, at a price 
not to exceed $1 per thousand feet: And provided further, That said Com- 


missioners are authorized to determine the candlepower of all gas to be con- 
sumed in the District of Columbia. 


Mr. PITNEY. Iraise the point of order against that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Iowa on the point of order. 

Mr. PITNEY. Iwantto state the ground of my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PITNEY. The point of order was intended to be confined 
to this ground, Mr. Chairman: A former part of the bill, which 
has been passed by the committee, provides the rates for these gas 
lamps, which will be about 69 cents per thousand feet, and this pro- 
pay proviso would now authorize a rate of $1 per thousand feet. 

t is therefore obnoxious to the criticism that it renders the two 
parts of the section contradictory one of the other, and it ought 
not to be submitted in that form. i hope the gentleman will amend 
his motion. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If that is the point of order, I will not make 
the argument I proposed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will .please. send up his 
amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Supposing the point made against this amend- 
ment was similar to the one made by the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, I was only going to call attention to the argument that 
was made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and the 

ntleman from iosart [Mr. DocKERY] a little while ago; and 

y the way, Mr. Chairman, I want to caution those gentlemen 
against too freely editing their speeches between now and to-mor- 
row morning. Teun all of those arguments to appear in the 
ReEcorD. [ sapiens. I want that speech of my friend from Illi- 
nois to be a veritable Banquo’s ghost, to haunt him on a thousand 
occasions. [Lau m= 

Mr. DOCKERY. ill the gentleman allow me to suggest that 
the amendment has not yet been stated from the desk, and we 
really do not know what it is. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Itis tostrike out all after and including “‘Pro- 
vided further,” in line 10, page 16, and insert. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 16, line 10, strike out the words “Provided further,” and insert— 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Strike out how far? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Strike out all in the paragraph. 

= WILLIAM A. STONE. Whatare the words to be stricken 
out? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That the entire service of gas lighting authorized under 
this appropriation shall be let, after due advertisement, tothe lowest respon- 
sible bidder therefor. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is proposed to be stricken out? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And insert the following: 

“Provided, That the District Commissioners are hereby invested with an- 
thority and are required tc fix the price at which gas shall be furnished to 
consumers, including the District and the United States, at a price not to 
exceed $1 per thousand feet: And provided further, That said Commissioners 
are authorized to determine the candlepower of all gas to be consumed in 
the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. PITNEY. I withdraw my point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I raise the point of order that 
it changes existing law and therefore can not be inserted in a 
general appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Iowa on the point of order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would be glad to know, if the gentleman 
will tell us, what law is changed by this amendment? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, the very words 
in which it is offered show it is a change of existing law. When 
an amendment provides that certain officers ‘* are hereby vested,” 
the language presupposes that until that moment the power at- 
tempted to be conferred upon the officials was not vested in them. 

Again, the amendment says that the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are “‘ hereby authorized,” clearly implying that 
until that moment the Commissioners were not authorized to ex- 
ercise any such power or function as that which is attempted to 
be conferred upon them by the amendment. It seems to me, Mr. 
Chairman, that the proposition is so clear that so good a lawyer 
as the gentleman from lowa ought not to need any argument to 
convince him. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. May I ask the gentleman from Iowa a 
question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Is not your amendment the law now? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Bart- 
LETT] has just asserted that it is not. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will you not please answer my question: 
Is not your amendment the law now? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I have no hesitationin saying 
that this amendment is obnoxious toa pointoforder. [{Laughter.] 
I would not have had any doubt about it an hour ago, but I have 
listened to the gentleman from Missouri {[Mr. DockERY] and the 
gentleman from Vermont oe GROUT] and the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon], and I confess that if the propositions laid 
down by those gentleman are correct the ideas that [had previously 
entertained have undergone a considerable change. [ Laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 10, page 16, strike out the words “ Provided further, That the entire 
service of gaslighting authorized under this os shall be let, after 
due advertisement, to the lowest responsible bidder therefor.” 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania please explain the object of his amendment? 

Mr. MAHON. The proviso which I propose to strike out 
amounts to nothing, after the ruling of the Chair, because there 
is only one gas company here, and there is no one to compete. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Thatis, the amendment reported by 
the committee having gone out on the point of order, there is con- 
fessedly only one gas company here that has power to enter upon 
the streets of the city, and therefore, to undertake to advertise for 
bids would be a mere farce. That is the gentleman’s idea, as I 
understand him? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. 

Mr.GROUT. The gentleman [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] says that 
** confessedly ” there is no other company except the one in exist- 
ence that has the right to lay down pipes. I would like to know 
who has confessed it. 

A MEMBER. He has. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; that may be so. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania may confess it, but certainly the ruling of the Chair 
does not make it so. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Do you claim—— 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. [have the floor, I believe. 

. Mr. GROUT. If you have, all right, but I believe I have the 
oor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont has the floor. 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman had remembered the ground 
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which I took on the point of order a moment ago, he would hardly 
have said it was “confessed” that there was no power left to take 
up the streets and -— down new mains. I expressly stated that 
in my opinion as a lawyer—I have not practiced lately, but I 
thought I did know something about law before I got into the 
midst of these demoralizing scenes [laughter]—I stated that in my 
opinion the power was in the Commissioners without this pro- 
vision in the pending bill to grant that permit, and I think so still. 
Now, the proposition, after the ruling out of the provision that 
has just gone out on the point of order, is to strike from the bill 
this proviso which would leave the service open to competition. 

It is stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] 
offering this amendment that there is no other company to com- 
pete, and the other gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM 
A. STonE] echoes that statement; while, on the other hand, the 
chairman of the Committee on the Districtof Columbia says there 
is a new gas company about to be chartered, perhaps by a bill 
which will be presented here to-morrow. Very well; whether a 
new company be formed or not, this proviso in the bill does no 
harm. It really does good. I can understand very well why gen- 
tlemen are so restive when this gas problem is struck—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. What is the reason? 

Mr. GROUT. If gentlemen will make a comparison of the fig- 
ures presented in this bill with the figures in the existing law, 
they will see that we have made here a very great reduction in 
the price of the gas which is to be furnished to the public—a very 
great reduction—and that accounts for all this bustle when a prop- 
osition like this is made. The gas company is hurt. I can not 
myself believe that it is out of pure devotion to the spirit of the 
law or from a wonderful admiration and deference for the rules 
of the House in their spirit as well as letter that gentlemen are 
prompted to raise points of order on the provision which has now 
= out, and then to discourse le y with reference to the 

mpossibility of executing this provision. If they will look at the 

figures reported in this bill, they will see it is provided that a lamp 
which before cost $20.50 shall now be furnished for $16, and that 
it shall be burned eight hundred and some odd hours per yearmore 
than under existing law. That is what this provision amounts to 
when you figure it out; and who will say that this does not account 
for the great care here displayed lest the rules of the House or the 
law in some way be violated? Now, unless you want to save, and 
I do not believe that this House or this Committee of the Whole 
does want to save—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
whether any question has been raised in this discussion as to the 
— of gas? Ido not understand that that question has been 
rai 


Mr. GROUT. We have not heard much about that. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I understood from the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Grout] that that question had been before the House. 
I do not understand that it has. 

Mr. GROUT. It is before the House in this paragraph now 
under consideration. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The prices, as reported by the Committee on 
Sees, have met, I think, the approval of every member 
of the House, but when the committee went further and at- 
tempted to enact new legislation, that was a ground of objection. 

Mr. GROUT. Ican not yield for aspeech. I yielded merely 
for a question. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Wasit not stated by the chairman of the 
committee that the District Commissioners had already attempted 
to reduce the price of gas furnished by the present company, but 
that the company had refused to comply with the demand of the 
Commissioners? 

Mr. GROUT. I have not heard any such statement. If it has 
been made, gentlemen will remember it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. It was made some time ago. 

Mr. GROUT. To go back to the proposition I was —_ we 
rovide a new schedule, which is no longer the ‘‘ moon ” schedule, 
ut from forty-five minutes after dark to forty-five minutes before 

daylight, and at the same time make this reduction from $20.50 
per lamp to $16 perlamp. I find that those gentlemen who make 
objection here are now ready to concede the provision as to price, 
but they evidently want to avoid the feature of competition. Sir, 
this bill has not yet been acted on by the Senate and returned from 
that body. In what shape it may come back here as to the price 
of gas no one knows. 

But supposing this competition clause be removed, there are 
suits now pending in which it is contended that where a limit is 
fixed the meaning is that the whole amount fixed by the limit, 
and nothing less, shall be paid. Some la has been so wise as 
to plant a suit upon that basis. Now, I believe that as the result 
of the competition here pro , instead of getting these lamps 
for $16 apiece we are likely to get them for $10 apiece. They can 
be furnished at $10 apiece and money made upon them. Gen- 
tlemen say there is no company to compete. But surely if the 
company which my friend, the chairman of the District it- 
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tee, promises will soon be brought into being we shall then have 
competition. 

It been suggested that the municipality should own the gas 
we and the electric plant, and that might be a wise thing to do. 

t me state what has been the experience in the city of Philadel- 
phia. There the city owns the gas works; and the streets and 

ublic buildings are lighted, and gas furnished to the citizens at 
gi a thousand. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iam not eres to the retention 
of this provision in the bill. I simply asked my colleague [ Mr. 
Manon his urpose in offering it. 

M ROUT. I supposed the gentleman was urging reasons 
= the provision should be stricken out. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. Nothing of the kind. 

Mr.GROUT. _< nobody objects, let us take a vote on the propo- 
sition. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I offered this amendment because 
there is only one gas company in the city of Washington. When 
the committee drew this section of the bill, they very properly put 
in the words which I now ask to have stricken out; but sinc: 
under the point of order, all the remainder of the clause has gone 
out, why allow these few words to remain, which will compel the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to advertise in the 
daily papers, at an expense of $600 or $700, inviting competition, 
when there can be no competition? If the committee want these 
words to remain in the bill, I do not care. 

In reference to the residue of the bill, I did not intend to say any- 
thing. However, I have had some experience Mr. Chairman, in 
legislative bodies in my own State, where we would call a clause of 
this character in the pending billa ‘‘snake.” I have no reflection, 
of course, to make upon the gentlemen composing the committee, 
because I know that these gentlemen have brought this proposi- 
tion in believing it to be the best for the people of the District 
and for the District itself. But if any gentleman will examine it 
for even a very few minutes, as we have another section imme- 
diately following this oneof the same kind—if parties wish to obtain 
a large and valuable franchise in this city, let them come to Con- 
gress to ask for the franchise. The section just ruled out on the 
point of order, and another coming on immediately afterwards, 
gives to the three Commissioners of the District the right, within 
the next year, to give to any person—one man, two men, three 
men, or any number of individuals or any corporation in the 
United States—the right to come into the streets of this beautiful 
city to dig them all up and put in gas mains or electric wires and 
absolutely control the lighting of the city. 

ae LI eee . ae is in the interest of the taxpayers of 
the city to dig up, why no 

Mr. MAHON . When such a valuable franchise is asked for, 
let them come to Congress and ask it. Donot allow the Commis 
sioners to give away this valuable franchise. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Could any better use be made of the 
—— than to make them available for the interests of the peo- 
ple? 

Mr. MAHON (continuing). In Philadelphia they have been 
held by the throats by lighting corporations under somewhat 
similar circumstances. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why not let the streets be dug up, if the 
citizens are to be benefited by the digging? 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman misapprehends my point. I am 
willing to give the right to anybody under proper circumstances 
and through the proper channels, but I am unwilling that it shall 
be at the option of these three Commissioners. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a word more. I do not believe that the 
House should give any company the right to come and tear up the 
streets of this city. Your parks are in darkness. The magnifi- 
cent park around this building is in darkness. Let the District 
authorities—let the Congress authorize the authorities of the 
District or some autherity to erect a great electric plant; let tho 
city or the District own it and furnish commercial light as other 
cities are doing, and put the revenues into the treasury of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. | Applause. 

But I repeat, that my objection is to putting in the hands of the 
Commissioners this valuable franchise. Do you not know that 
there are men in this country who would willingly pay $500,000 
or $1,000,000 for a privilege that Congress proposes to give away 
absolutely without a dollar of compensation? You give me the 
authority to authorize four individuals or any number of indi- 
viduals to come and get ission from the District Commis- 
sioners to put and electric mains through the streets and 
furnish light and heat to this city, and I will guarantee to get for 
you or for the District treasury a million dollars for the right. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. You had better do it then and apply the 
fund oe off the District debt. We need the money badly. 

Mr. ON. But they claim in extenuation that there is 4 
proviso appended that this is only for one year, and that Congress 
at the end of the year may revoke the privilege and confiscate the 
property. But do you suppose, Mr. Cbairmea n, that after a com- 
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pany had obtained this privilege and gone on and made its prepa- 
rations, established its plant, torn up the streets, and put in its 
mains, that you are going to take possession of that property with- 
out compensation? 

Now, I merely call the attention of the House to these matters. 
I have no reflection, I repeat, to make upon this committee and its 
members. I only call attention to this and the following section to 
show that you are passing a valuable franchise, worth a million, 
or rather you are putting it in the hands of three men togrant it, 
to do just as they please with it, without any return to the District. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
question? . 

Mr. MAHON. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. How much did the present electric light 
company and the gas company pay for the franchises they own, 
and which they exercise to the absolute exclusion of everybody 
else? 

Mr. MAHON. I do not know. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. They did not pay a dollar. 

Mr. MAHON. Youmean the gas company inthis District—this 
city? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Yes. 

Mr. MAHON. No; I do not know what they paid. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Well, they got that franchise for nothing. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Well, wecan not complain of what 
was done in good old Democratic days. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MAHON. Well, if Congress has done foolish things in the 
past, it is time for it to stop now. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad to have the 
attention of the committee for two or three minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman from Missouri will yield to 
me for a moment, I wish to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Vermont to a danger that might be involved in the existence 
of the proviso precisely as it reads, after the second proviso has 
gone out on the point of order. 

Provided further, That the entire service of gaslighting authorized under 
this appropriation shall be let, after due advertisement, to the lowest respon- 
sible bidder therefor. 

Supposing—and it is entirely possible—that but one company, 
the existing company, should bid, and that they should put in a 
bid of a dollar and a half a thousand, or more, do you propose to 
compel the Commissioners to accept that bid? 

Mr. GROUT. No, and if the gentleman will yield 

Mr. DINGLEY. I merely called the attention of the gentleman 
to the matter. 

Mr. GROUT. I think I can answer. If the gentleman will 
turn to the part of the bill above, where it reads that no more than 
$16 per annum for each street lamp shall be paid for gas, and so 
forth, he will find the necessary limitation on this clause, because 
the whole must be read together; but if the gentleman thinks that 
is insufficient, we have not the slightest objection to making it 
perfectly plain. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think it would be well to do that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] is timely, and it is well for the chairman of 
the committee to accept the amendment out of abundant caution. 
Now, then, the House is in this attitude in considering the propo- 
sition under discussion: A point of order has been invoked which 
has stricken down the provision authorizing a competing com- 
pany to lay its pipes and mains. That proviso has gone out ona 
point of order. 

Following this disaster comes the assault on the proposition for 
competition with the plausible plea that because there is an ab- 
sence of authority (the point of order having been sustained) to 
lay gas mains, therefore the proviso authorizing competitive bids 
should be stricken from the bill. I congratulate gentlemen upon 
the adroitness and ability with which they have relentlessly pur- 
sued this paragraph of the pending bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire both sides of the House to under- 
stand clearly the issue here, not only in respect to this paragraph, 
but also the one which follows, relating to electric lighting. A 
point of order will also be employed to prevent the grant of au- 
thority to a competing electric company to lay down its wires. 
Following that point of order there will doubtless be a motion to 
strike from that paragraph any authorization of competition. So 
that, gentlemen, we are face to face with this situation: These 
companies to-day, under seeming authority of law, exercise the 
sinister privileges of monopoly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. May L ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. In justa moment; and because a company has 
recently had the temerity, under a charter from the State of West 
Virginia, to enter this District to compete with the existing electric 
light company, it is plied with injunctions now “‘ three deep” in 
the courts, the United States Electric Light Company claiming 
that it has the sole privilege of lighting the city with electricity. 
Now, let us understand the contention. I concede there is some 
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force in the suggestion of gentlemen who oppose granting new 


charters. I admit their sincerity when they insist that it is sound 
public policy to control these corporations by regulating rates of 
compensation rather than by the authorization of competition. 

Our position, Mr. Chairman, is this: We would regulate both 
as to rates by express provision of law, and also by inviting that 
wholesome competition which exists or should exist everywhere, 
Now, unless gentlemen on both sides of the Chamber—for this is 
a question not clouded with partisan considerations—are willing 
that the gas and electric light companies shall continue to exercise 
an unchallenged monopoly, they ought to leave these provisos in 
the bill, amended as suggested by the distinguished gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy], and then let us go to the Senate and 
fight out this battle with the Senate for cheaper gas and cheaper 
electric lights in the national capital. This is the issue. [Loud 
applause. | 

If you strike out the proviso on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania there will not remain a ‘‘ peg” upon which to 
hang a proposition for a fair and just compromise with the body 
at the other end of the Capitol. Gentlemen talk about tearing up 
the streets. Mr. Chairman, if it is necessary to dig up the streets 
in order to dig up monopolies, then I say dig up the streets of 
the city of Washington. |Applause.} Mr. Chairman, we are in- 
debted to the advent in this city of a new electric light company 
for the fact that this bill carries a reduction of the cost of elec- 
tric lighting from 40 cents to 28 cents per night. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MILES. I ask that the time of the gentieman be extended 
five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I was saying that the 
reason why we have secured this large reduction in the cost of 
electric lighting is due to the existence of the new competitor for 
electric-light service which has recently entered the District of 
Columbia and is clamoring to-day at the doors of Congress for 
recognition. Not for a monopoly, Mr. Chairman, but the single 
privilege of entering the field of open, honorable competition for 
the service for which you appropriate the money of the people of 
the District and of the people of the United States. 

Gentlemen say we can not secure competition. I violate no 
confidence when I say that within the last sixty minutes I have 
had a conversation with a distinguished citizen of my own State, 
formerly a member of this House, in which he recited the history 
of the contest of the people of Kansas City in their efforts to re- 
duce the cost of gas in that city. A little more than thirty years 
ago, as I remember from the memorandum I made, there was 
granted by the city council of Kansas City to M. J. Payne and 
others the exclusive franchise for the privilege of gaslighting in 
KansasCity. Thecharter did not terminate at the end of the thirty 
years, but within that time the gas company had an exclusive mo- 
nopoly of gaslighting in that city. 

At the end of thirty years the common council of Kansas City 
passed an ordinance reducing the cost of gas from $1.60, as it was 
then—the price had varied, sometimes higher—to $1 a thousand. 
The company which had for thirty years enjoyed the monopoly of 
gas lighting, invoked the aid of the courts and insisted that the 
city council had no warrant of law for the reduction from $1.60 to 
$l1athousand. Thecontention of the company was not sustained 
by the courts. A new company was chartered, and after the ap 
pearance of that company upon the field of business operations in 


Kansas City there was a gradual reduction in price until this 
time. Under the original company gas had never cost thecitizens 
less than $1.60 per thousand. Now the rate has been reduced to 
50 cents per thousand. 

Now, 1 know, Mr. Chairman, that excessive competition some- 


times operates unfavorably; but I appealto members of this House 
to recall theirownexperiences. In private business the law never 
shields individuals with the armor of a monopoly. They never 
have or enjoy exclusive privileges. If engaged in farming there 
is no monopoly. If engaged in the practice of law there is compe- 
tition. If pursuing the practice of medicine there is an open field 
and honorable competition. Mr. Chairman, in the vast scope of 
private enterprise the law never intervenes to grant exclusive 
privileges. Shall the power of this House be invoked in the splen- 
did capital of our country in behaif of either a gas or an electric 
light monopoly? I do not believe this House will permit it. 
| Loud applause. | 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, Iam just as much 
in favor of active competition in lighting the streets of Washing- 
ton as my friends upon the other side. If this amendment offered 
by my colleague from Pennsylvania will in any shape or form add 
an obstacle to competition, 1 am sincerely opposed to it. I do not 
think, Mr. Chairman, it will do any harm to allow the bill to 
stand with the proviso in it directing the Commissioners to ad- 
vertise for bids. 

Mr. Chairman, we are assured by a gentleman who represents 
the Committee of the District of Columbia that that committees 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


already has under consideration the poten of companies to 
compete for the contract of — gas tothis city. I had the 
honor to introduce a bill that is pending before that committee, 
and, in speaking in behalf of the people for whom I introduced 
that bill, I will say that they are —7 responsible and abun- 
dantly able to perform all their undertakings, and they may insert 
in that charter a proviso to furnish gas to the citizens of Wash- 
ington at the sum of 50 cents a thousand, and they will accept 
that; and of the $122,000 appropriated by this bill, two-thirds of 
it may be saved if we can get this competition. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I simply arose to say that when the gen- 
tleman from Missouri addresses his remarks to this side of the 
House, assuming that we ars in favor of the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I think he is wrong in his 
assumption. I do not think the gentleman himself cares to insist 
upon his amendment, If the proposition in the bill as it now 
stands, as it now appears, will in any way, shape, or form author- 
ize the Commissioners to invite competition, let us let it alone. I 
do not see for myself, if the point of order was sustained, how any 
company not having legal rights to enter upon the streets can 

ossibly be given that right by replying or bidding in response to 
he advertisement; but let it remain if anybody thinks it can. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I, with the balance of the 
members of the House, was delighted to hear the speech of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockEry]. I welcome him into 
the ranks of the antimonopolists. Year after year, Mr. Chair- 
man, for the last fifteen years there have been contests in this 
House over this question of the reduction of the price of gas, and 
up to this time, that is, when these propositions were pending, 
when something might possibly be done, the gentleman waits 
until everything has gone out of the bill looking like control, and 
then floods the House with his oratory upon this question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman will allow me to say that 1 
addressed an argument to the Chairman on the point of order. 
It seems, however, to have been ineffective. 

Mr.HEPBURN. Mr.Chairman, year after year we have had this 
contest, and I have never on any previous occasion seen the lance 
of the gentleman from Missouri ¢ in rest against monopolies of 
this kind, I remember, sir, that at the last session some of us 
succeeded in having a bill passed by this House limiting the price 
of gas, exercising the power that the Congress clearly has with 
regard to this local gas company; but the gentleman from Missouri 
was not a participant in that contest. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt 
him, I will say that the Committee on my ny a ee I having 
charge of the bill, reported the existing law, which made a pro- 
nounced reduction in the rate theretofore paid for gas and electric 


lights. 

‘Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, yes; a pronounced reduction in behalf 
of the Government, leaving the gas company free range to prey 
upon the people and make reprisals upon their private patrons. 
Is that hostility to monopoly? 

Mr. Chairman, we have the power to control this company. 
Yontrol of that kind is, to my mind, infinitely better than the 
uestionable benefits that may come from competition. Compe- 

tition does not always accomplish the results desired. In fact, 
sir, competition often precludes that which is sought to be accom- 
plished and which might be accomplished in another way. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let me get through with this idea, and then 
I shall be glad to listen to the gentleman. Mr. Chairman, what 
is it that we desire to do by competition? It is to lower the price 
of gas. Will we accomplish that by dividing the business and 
doubling the capital invested in carrying it on? Surely not. 
Clearly the better plan is to let one party have all the business, 
but to compel that corporation to do the business at a fair price. 
That is the sensible course for us to pursue. 

I repeat, we have absolute control over this subject. This Con- 
gress can fix the rate. The corporation is bound to accept the 
rate that Congress fixes not oy as to the gas used by the Gov- 
ernment, but that used by consumers. Is it not infinitely 
better that we should fix a fair rate than that we should invite 
another party to come in to tear up our streets, keep them in dis- 
order for months, divide the business of supplying Bas to this city 
between the new corporation and the old one, and, by that very 
means, make it necessary to double the capital inv , while the 
business is cut in two? Is it not unwise to expect, or to seek to 
obtain by such means, the low rates which otherwise we can com- 
mand and compel? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, the idea of control 
and the right to control being taken for — how low does 
the gentleman from Iowa propose to put the price of gas to the 
citizens of Washington? here is his amendment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It was proposed in the act that we passed last 
year to put it at not more than $1 per 1,000 feet to all consumers, 
public and pares. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, But this competition proposes to put it at 
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60 cents a thousand feet to the citizens. Are you willing to go ag 
low as that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. In the amendment here it is proposed to fix 
it at a sum not to exceed $1 per thousand, and that is the rate 
that is fixed in this bill. The exact limit of the rate I would put 
within the control of the Commissioners, or of some power that 
knows what it ought to be, for I confess that I do not. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Are you willing to put it at 50 cents per 
thousand feet to the citizens? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would be willing to do so. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, offer that amendment, and then 
we will believe that you are willing to practice what you preach, 
Cente: 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word on this 
subject, but I will waive it for the present and move that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed thechair, Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee of the Whole 
reported that they had had under consideration the bill H. R. 52 10, 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, in compliance with its request, a duplicate engrossed copy of the 
bill (8. 708) to amend section 4 of an act to provide for the adjustment of land 
grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads, and for the 
torfeiture of unearned lands, and for other purposes. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. FENTON, for one week, on account of important business, 
To Mr. MozLey, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. FiscHER, for three days, on accountof important business, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a 
recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 4 
o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) took a recess until 8 p. m., the 
Speaker announcing that Mr. PAYNE would preside as Speaker 
pro tempore at the evening session. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired,the House reassembled at 8 o'clock 
p. m., Mr. PAYNE in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The House will be in order. 
Clerk will read clause 2 of Rule XXVI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2. The House shall on each Friday at 5 o’clock P: m. take a recess until 8 
o'clock, at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal 
of political disabilities, and bills removing charges of desertion only shall be 
SSaeen said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o’clock and 30 min- 
utes, 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of business 
on the Private Calendar under the special order. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PickKLEr, the 
Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 57. 

Mr. TALBERT. There is no quorum present, Mr. Speaker. I 
do not propose to make the point of no quorum, however, but 
merely to draw the attention of the House—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The negative vote has not yet 
been taken. Those who are opposed will rise and stand until 
counted. 

There were no votes in the negative. 

Mr. TALBERT. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that I do not do 
this with the intention of making the point of no quorum, but 
merely to call attention to the fact that it would be very much 
better to legislate with a quorum present. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the ayes are 57, 
and the noes none. The motion is agreed to, and the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] will please take the chair. 

The C The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of business under the special order. The 
Clerk will report the first bill on the Private Calendar. 


SUSAN D. WRIGHT. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
952) granting a pension to Susan D. Wright. 
The bill was read, as follows; 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secret&ry of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisiows 
and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Susan D. Wright, former 
widow of James W. Wells, late a private in Company I, Tenth New York V 
unteer Cavalry. 


The 
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An amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
Lines 4 and 5, strike out ‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the 


pension laws ’ and insert “at the rate of $12 per month.” 


Mr. McGLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report be 


read. 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill was pending at the adjournment 
a week ago, and the report was then read, but it can be read again 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a question for 
information. Is not this the bill that we left off with at last Fri- 
day evening’s session? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands it to be the same 
bill. If there be no objection, the report will be again read. 

The report (by Mr. PooLE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
952) granting a pension to Susan D. Wright, have duly considered the same, 
aa report as follows: 

It appears from the evidence submitted to the committee, that Susan D. 
Wright, prior to her marriage to one Artemus Wright, was the widow of 
James W. Wells, of Company I, of the Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer 

Javalry, who died April 27, 1864. As such widow she was placed upon the 
pension roll of the United States and was in receipt of a pension, under cer- 
tificate zoe Saree, from the date of her first husband's death to the 4th day of 
“ae 9th day of March, 1872, said Susan D. Wright (then Wells) was re- 
married to Artemus Wright and has since drawn no pension, and her name 
has been dropped from the pension roll of the United States. 

On the 25th day of May, 1894, said Artemus Wright died at Middlebury, in 
the State of Connecticut, and said Susan D. Wright again became and now 
is a widow. 

Said Susan D. Wright isin indigent circumstances and in poor health, hav- 
ing no means of support except her daily labor. She is now 61 years of age, 
and by reason of age and feeble health is unable to do hard work. 

Having carefully considered the bill, and in view of the foregoing facts, 

our committee recommend that the words “subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,” in lines 4 and 5, be stricken out, and the 
words ‘‘at the rate of $12 per month” be inserted in lieu thereof, and that, 
as so amended, the bill do pass. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I introduced the 
bill which is now before the House. Last Friday evening I was 
absent, but in looking at the REcorp I see that this bill was very 
generally discussed, and I suppose the facts were brought to the 
attention of the House. Possibly, however, there are some gentle- 
men here who were not present that evening, and I desire very 
briefly to direct attention to the main points in the case, and then 
to ask the favorable action of the House upon it. 

Mrs. Wright married the soldier Wells and was his wife during 
the war. e died leaving her a young woman, under 30 years of 
age. Some six years later, being in indigent circumstances and 
a woman perhaps 35 years old, she had an offer to contract an eli- 

ible alliance. She married Mr. Wright and lived with him as 

is wife until his death. During the period of her married life 
the Government of the United States was saved from the payment 
of the pension which would otherwise have been given her. Hay- 
ing no means left her by her late husband, as she had none left her 
by the former one, she is in indigent circumstances. That she 
was a true and faithful wife to the soldier is unquestioned. 

Now the question comes up for the consideration of this House— 
and I have had no intention to disguise the real issue—whether or 
not the Government of the United States shall continue its super- 
vision and care over those who were at any time wives of her sol- 
diers—those who were faithful in the marital relations—whether 
after that relation has ended they are to be placed on the pension 
roll. I say that such a policy is in accordance with what was 
adopted many years ago in the cases of those who were engaged 
in the war out of which grew this nation. There were given pen- 
sions to those who married the survivors of that war; and we have 
to-day on the pension rolls women who, marrying in their teens 
venerable soldiers of the Revolution, protected and nursed them 
during their lives. The Government, in placing such women upon 
the pension rolls, set the example of a beneficent policy to be ob- 
served in subsequent years. 

This woman, if her application receives the approval of Con- 
gress, will receive only the same treatment which has been ac- 
corded in similar cases in the war of the Revolution. Im passing 
this bill we simply follow what has been the practice in previous 
Congresses during which I have had the honor of a seat on this 
floor. I have voted for such bills. The two Congresses preceding 
this have passed such bills. There are now upon the pension rolls 
cases similar in character to that now presented. 

This is a plain question. It should be brought to a vote without 
unreasonable delay. Inview of the statements which have been 
made, I doubt whether there is any desire for further argument 
either for or against the bill. The question having been fully dis- 
cussed, I hope members will be willing to come to a direct vote on 
this measure without delay. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt that every 
word which has been spoken by the distinguished gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Curtis] is true. I have great respect for any- 

g he may say on this floor. But, sir, on last Friday night 
was a pension granted here to a lady who was only the sister 
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of a dead soldier. The pension was grantedin violation of all law 
and all principle. And now here we have an application to pen- 
sion a lady who, having once drawn a pension as the widow of a 
soldier, chose after his death to remarry, thereby voluntarily re- 
linquishing her claim upon the Government for a pension. — 

Mr. Chairman, there is a principle involved in this bill. There 
is, I hope, no prejudice or partisanship in the heart of any person 
on this floor, and I trust no such feeling will enter into the dis- 
cussion of these pension claims. They should be decided without 
reference to any such influences. We should treat these pension 
claims as business men, looking upon them as business proposi- 
tions. And we should pass these claims only when they are based 
upon law and principle, upon right and justice. I dare say, sir, 
that every old soldier, every old soldier’s widow, all old soldiers’ 
children, if justly entitled to a pension, will receive it under the 
pension laws of the United States, which are liberal and just and 
right. 

Now, knowing the liberality of the gentleman from New York, 
and in view of the fact that this bill has already caused some fric- 
tion, and may possibly continue to excite objection, Lask the gen- 
tleman from New York whether he will not allow it to lie over 
with an unfavorable report or let it take its place at the bot- 
tom of the Calendar? LIask the gentleman to pursue this course 
in order that other claims, more meritorious, based upon prin- 
ciple, upon justice, upon law, may come up and receive favorable 
action. I ask that this bone of contention be taken out of the way 
at the beginning of these Friday night sessions. Let us go on and 
do justice to all those to whom justice is due. LIask the gentle 
man from New York whether, in view of all the circumstances, 
he will not allow this claim to be laid aside with an unfavorable 
recommendation, as it ought to be? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Inreply to my friend from South 
Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], who has made frequent references to 
the law on the subject of pensions, I wish to say that there is no 
general law under which this woman can get a pension. If we 
succeed in the passage of this bill we establish a special law in her 
case. 

Mr. TALBYRT. Does the gentleman want her to get a pension 
outside of all law—illegally, unrighteously, unjustly—without re- 
gard to principle? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Allow me to answer. These Fri- 
day night sessions are held for the purpose of passing bills in such 
cases as are not covered by the general law. ‘This is one of those 
cases. 

Mr. MILES. The point made by my friend from South Caro- 
lina, as I understand, is that the pension proposed to be granted 
by this bill isin contravention of the general law now on the statute 
be ir ks. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I know that; I am sostating. I 
recognize that fact; and I want my friend from South Carolina to 
recognize it. But for the fact that these cases are outside of the 
general law, we should have no Friday night sessions. 

If the general law covered all these cases, of course this special 
legislation would not be necessary. The only trouble is that there 
isno such general law, and therefore special exceptionsin meritori 
ous cases must be made. There is nota bill that passes the Hous: 
of this character that is not in ‘‘ contravention,” to use my friend's 
language, of the generallaw. It is only because the general law 
does not cover these specific cases that Congressional action must 
be invoked. 

Mr. MILES. But the contention of the gentleman from South 
Carolina is that the general law expressly provides against such 
a pension as this. 

Mr. LITTLE. 
an interruption? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLE. I would like to ask the gentleman if it is not a 
fact that there is a very large number of widows in the same con- 
dition as the one which this bill is framed to relieve? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Well,I can only answer my friend 
by saying that my acquaintance with widows is not very exten- 
sive. [Laughter. | 

Mr. MEREDITH. I presume the gentleman is taking old 
Weller’s advice to beware of the widows. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Oh, no. 

Mr. LITTLE. I regret that the gentleman finds it necessary 
to defend himself before any charge is made. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. No; it is not that; it is only my 
regret that I am not able to answer the gentleman's question. 

Mr. LITTLE. But seriously, I wish to ask the gentleman if he 
does not think that in the course of pension affairs there must be 
many just such cases? Now, if Congresstakes the step which the 
gentleman proposes to take in this case, does he not think that it 
would be only an act of justice, if it is proposed to take this action 
at all, to make provision by a euabal law for all cases of this 
character? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I think it would be very well to 


Will the gentleman from New York allow me 
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a general law; but pending the of a general law i be- 
ieve it is desirable to consider these meritorious cases. 

Mr. LITTLE. The truthis, that there must be very many cases 
of this character, people who are in the same condition as this 
woman; and it would seem, if the House is determined to pass 
@ bill of this character, that it would be simply an act of justice, 
and avoid the supeneanes of discrimination, to make provision 
under a general law for the whole of them. I have no doubt that 
the other side of the House has ample ey about this ques- 
tion, whether they have a quorum or not; and I would suggest to 
the gentleman that it would be better some general legi 
should be had upon the subject if any is to be had. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Well, we are only es to 
do justice, in individual cases, in the absence of a general law. 
If Congress passes a general bill, of course it will do away with 
the necessity for this special legislation. I believe it just and 

roper to do so myself; and I hope my friend, if he believes it to 
be just, will vote in favor of the bill. But I do not think it desir- 
able to withdraw it, as suggested by the gentleman from South 
Carolina. It is better now, at the very threshold of this business, 
to settle the pre that is to be adopted. 

Mr. TALBERT. I only wanted to suggest to my friend that he 
might probably put a block or obstacle in the way of the passage 
of other meritorious claims. I do not think the gentleman from 
New York wants to do that. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I think the House fully under- 
stands the bill, and we are ready now to vote upon it. It has 
been well discussed, and I hope I will not be considered as unkind 
to my friends if I ask consent now to close the debate. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, in the Fifty-third Congress I 
had occasion frequently to submit minority reports upon a similar 
class of cases, and I send up one that I have resurrected from the 
Recorp of the last session, in order that the Clerk may read it in 
my own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The minority have expressed their views in this class of cases in report 601 
on the bill 2008, to pension Martha E. Miller. That statement is equally ap- 
plicable to this case, and is as follows: , 

The purpose of this bill is to restore her to the pension roll the same as if 
she were still the widow of the soldier whos name she voluntarily surren- 


dered years ago 

To this bill is to nullify for the benefit of this one individual the sub- 
stan limitation of the general laws that the pension of soldiers’ widows 
who have remarried shall cease. 

The objections to be urged t such bills as this are numerous. In the 
first place, it makes an excep of acase Ww in no wise exceptional. 
There may be vary degrees of destitution in different cases, but it may 
be fairly stated that cases of widows who have remarried and again be- 
come husbandless, by reason of d 
tial conditions. 

If any widow so situated should be restored to pension, all widows so situ- 
ated should be restored, and this by general enactment and not by individual 

rivate bills, whereby those who may happen to have a f to espouse 

eir cause secure a benefit which the modest and the unknown never think 
of seeking. Spec — acts are justifiable only in cases which are essen- 
tially exceptional and should not be used to grant to one that which ’s denied 
to the many whose situation is precisely the same. But aside from this con- 
sideration, however, the soldier's widow who remarries voluntarily relin- 
quishes her pension because she prefers to do so. 

The Government can not become an insurer against an unfortunate termi- 
nation of this second matrimonial venture either by divorce or death. To 
restore pension in case of divorce is to encourage re idows to seek 
ve them an ostensible claim upon the 
ey have long since renounced by pref- 


tion 


or divorce, present the same substan- 


divorces, and, in any event, it is to 
soldier’s death and memory which 
erenve, 

Furthermore, it is not to be assumed that legislation of this character is in 
the line of justice or of honor to the soldiers themselves, or that it is neces- 


rs 
ony desired or favored by the soldier classes. A contribution from the 
c 


public Treasury to the support of the widow of the soldier, so long as she re- 
mains his widow, every soldier, perhaps, desires, and the common consent of 
the nation for thirty years has his; but that each soldier looks 
forward to and desires that his services and his memory shall be 

a pension to his wife at some remote day, beyond an intervening pa of 
matrimonial alliance with some other husband, is by no means self-evident 
or fairly to be presumed. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think that report con- 
tains in condensed form the argument against this bill. Ihave not 
seen or heard anything since to change my views as expressed at 
that time. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. ERDMAN. There is a great deal of maudlin sentiment ex- 
pressed, but no sound argument that I have listened to. Wehave 
recently established another kind of widow. We have the remar- 
ried widow, the divorced widow, and by a bill passed a day or two 
ago we have a widow with a presumed living husband. I am op- 
posed to any further legislation of this kind, unless it be by a 
general law, as stated in that report. 

I — to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Curtis] to let 
this bill be laid aside, because what was done in the session 
in to bills of this character will, while I am here, be done 
in session. I propose to have a quorum to say that this bill 
shall become a law before it can become a law. ere Was one 
bill of this character enacted into lawin the Fifty-third Co , 
and only one, and that was anaccident. While I am here I shall 


similar 
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want a quorum to pass upon any such bills, and I beg the gentleman 
to withdraw it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, one week ago 
to-night I felt it to be my duty to oppose this bill. I gave such 
arguments in opposition to it as at the moment I was able to sug- 
gest. Ihave thought of the matter very much during the last 
week, and I have interviewed very many old soldiers upon this 

uestion, both officers and privates. I have interviewed many of 
those who are as earnest and faithful members of the Grand Army 
of the Republic as there are in this city. I have not found one 
man who gave this bill his hearty support, and only one man who 
gave it even a partial sup . They wereall opposed to this class 
of legislation. I do not know that there can be any stronger or 
more earnest argumentagainst the bill than sucha statement and 
such testimony as that. 

Mr. GARDNER. Did you interview the wives of these soldiers, 
and get their opinions? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. In matters of legislation I 
am not accustomed to go beyond what is known as the head of the 


amily. 
Mr.GARDNER. The ee whose opinions I think we should 
take are those who are affected. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Curtis] said this is not new legislation, if I understood 
his words correctly, and he gave us a general statement about the 
pensioning of the widows of the Revolutionary war and the war 
of 1812; but he can not point us to a single instance where a re- 
married woman of such a soldier has ever been granted a pension. 

“eg CURTIS of New York. Do you mean in respect to the last 
war 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I am speaking now of the 
Revolutionary war and of the war of 1812. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I did not speak of the war of 1812, 
but every widow of a soldier of the Revolution was granted a pen- 
sion, and I have been informed by those who have made a careful 
examination of the rolls that the pensions have been continued 
where the widows married and again became widows. Certainly, 
in respect to the war of 1861-1865, I have known of bills of this 
character to pass in former Congresses. 

Mr. B of New Hampshire. The gentleman has in no 
wise contradicted the statement which I made. Now, to come 
down to the war of 1861-1865. I have made something of a study 
of these ions, and I know of only two cases where pensions 
that asked for in the pending bill have ever been 
allowed. Both of those were in the closing days of the last session 
of the last Congress. 

It would not matter even if there were more. The principle, to 
my mind, isentirely wrong. Itisaprinciple which I do not think 
the people of this country will sustain. I do not believe that gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House can afford to place themselves 
upon record as sustaining such a principle. I do not believe that 
it is good policy politically or as a nation, upon grounds of patriot- 
ism or of honor. 

The gentleman upon the other side said that this bill, if passed, 
would be in contravention of law. That statement is accurate. 
The existing law absolutely and unconditionally prohibits such 
pensions, and in that respect this bill differs from the legislation 
which we are usually ed upon toenact on Friday evenings, for 
that is not in contravention of law, but in aid of law, and there is 
a vast difference between the two. 

We must for a moment at least consider what we are doing if 
we pass such eo as this. Already word of it has gone out 
throughout the land, and this bill is only the forerunner of a hun- 
dred thousand others. I have in my pocket a letter from a lady 
in some obscure town in Indiana that I never heard of until I got 
her letter. 

Mr. HARDY. Wehave noobscuretownsin Indiana. [Laugh- 


ter. 

tr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It was from a town that in 
my ignorance I never heard of until I received her letter, and she, 
strange to say, had heard of the discussion here a week ago to- 
night, and said that she believed she ought to have a pension, 
siihemah she was a remarried widow, and cited me two cases 
where it had been already granted, and said she wanted her bill 
passed just as soon as we got through the other one. 

Now, ne exactly that same proposition from Maine to 
California, and from the lakes to the Gulf, you can easily see 
what this bill will lead to. It will adda million to the pension 
roll. It has neither justice nor equity. It is not law. It has 
something of maudlin sympathy attached to it—nothing more; 
and I hope the gentlemen of this House will not put themselves 
on record in any such way as this bill provides. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Will my friend give way for a 
moment? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Certainly. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. And permit me to read the law on 
the subject, for your information, which I was not able to give a 
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few moments ago. I read section 4743 of the Revised Statutes, 
approved July 1, 1848: 

In all cases where a pension has been granted to any officer or soldier of 
the Revolution in his lifetime, the evidence upon which such pension was 
granted shall be conclusive of the service of such officer or soldier in the ap- 


plication of any widow or any woman who may have been the widow of such 


officer or soldier toa pension; and upon proof by her that she was married 
to any such officer or soldier, and that she is a widow, that she shall there- 
upon be placed upon the pension roll at the same rate that such officer or 
soldier received during his lifetime. 

I am now ready for the apology of my friend from New Hamp- 

ire. 

: Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. What are you reading from? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Iam reading from the statutes of 
the United States, in support of what I stated upon the floor upon 
information derived from a gentleman whom I know to be well 
informed upon this question. I was not able to give the language 
at the time I made the statement that in case the widow of a sol- 
dier of the Revolution should remarry and again become a widow 
she should be placed upon the pension rolis. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. What is the date of that 
statute? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It is section 4743 of the Revised 
Statutes, and the act was approved July 1, 1848. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. However that may be 

Mr. PICKLER. Doesthe gentleman desire to address the com- 
mittee again? I doubt whether he is in order, but I shall not 
object. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will inform the chairman 
of the committee that I never have resumed my seat or given up 
the floor, but yielded to the gentleman from New York, and if the 
gentleman will possess his soul in patience a little while we will 
get to this question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam not impatient. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Very well. It may be true 
that late in years, nearly a century after the war of the Revolu- 
tion, by some ill-considered legislation, that has been granted. I 
take it that near a hundred years after the war, when the num- 
ber of those widows may have been reduced to fifty, no one would 
object to such kindly consideration for them. But certainly to 
take the number and the proportion of those who were engaged 
in the late war, instead of it being fifty there will be ten thousand. 
Now I yield to the gentleman from Iowa for a question. 

Mr. LACEY. Would you not make a difference in a case like 
this, where the widow was the wife of the soldier during the war, 
where she remained at home and farmed and took care of the 
family while he was at the front, and was killed in battle? Would 
you not consider that the service of her husband under those cir- 
cumstances entitled her to the pension, even though eight years 
after the deathof her first husband she married again and lost her 
second husband? Do notsuch circumstances make a peculiar case 
and take it out of the ordinary rule? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, it does take it 
out of the usual category, and does add to the merit of the case, 
but it does not change its legal aspect. There are undoubtedly 
strong features in favor of the pending bill that will not come to 
the support of most of the bills that will be offered in pursuance 
of precedent of this bill. I will go to the extent which the gentle 
man’s question implies; that is, of giving special consideration to 
all widows who married prior to the war and during the war, and 
even within five years after the war; but, as I said here last Friday 
night, I do not believe that a widow who marries an old soldier 
now has any right or justification for receiving a pension at all. 

Mr, PICKLER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does not the gentleman know that even under 
the law of 1890 the woman must have been married to the soldier 
= to June 27 





ats 

e are not seeking here to pension women who marry soldiers at 
this late day, and none of the laws apply to such cases. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Iam perfectly well aware of 
the limitation in the act of 1890, but there is no limitation under 
the yreneral statutes. Therefore, in relation to a very large num- 
ber of all the claimants there is not any limitation, and a woman 
who married an old soldier thirty years after the war is just as 
much entitled to a pension under the law upon his decease as 
though she had been his widow during the war or during the whole 
intervening time. I do not think that is right. I think a limita- 
tion should be put on the general law as well as upon the other, 
and that it should even antedate 1890. 

Now, as to the pending bill, it is necessary that we should con- 
sider the case not alone with reference to this lady, but as deter- 
mining the general principle, and upon that general principle I 
am opposed to this bill, and believe that it should not receive the 
wee of even a minority of this body. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” 

‘ ote! ” 

Mr. PICKLER. I will detain the committee but a moment. 

Each of these cases brought up at these Friday evening sessions 
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stands upon its own merits, and it is not the fact, as the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire says, that each of these bills cozsti- 
tutes a precedent for all other bills. The whole matter resolves 
itself into this, gentlemen 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, I will ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions whether there are any other 
bills of this character reported from the committee? : 

Mr. PICKLER. I think thereisone more. I was about tosay, 
Mr. Chairman, that the matter resolves itself into Whether 
these widows. even widows like this one, nowin their old age. none 
of them under 60—this one, I believe, is 61, and most of them are 
60, 70, or even 75, as their cases appear before our committee, and 
nearly all in indigent circumstances—whether we shall place them, 
as former Congresses placed the widows of the soldiers of the Rev- 
olutionary war,upon the pension roll, or whether we will send 
them to the poorhouse. That is the only question. Shall we 
treat them as the widows of the soldiersof other wars were treated 
by other Congresses when this nation was not one tithe as able as 
it ‘is now to pay pensions, or shall we let them go to the poor- 
house? Shall we show our appreciation of their merits, of their 
services to their soldier husbands, when they stayed at home and 
took care of the children, and cultivated the land, and helped to 
sustain the soldier fighting for his country, or shall we turn our 
backs upon them and let them become paupers? That, I repeat, is 
the only question. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, the remark which the chairman 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. PickLER]} has just 
made causes me to rise at this time to ask him a question. The 
gentleman said just a moment ago that this bill, if passed, would 
not be considered as a precedent. Now, sir, if that be true, it fur- 
nishes the best reason in the world why this bill should not pass, 
I take it that there is not a member of this House who has not a 
number of cases like this, and if the passage of this bill is not to 
be a precedent, then we are notified by the chairman of the In- 
valid Pensions Committee that we need not bring in our bills in 
cases like this and expect to have them passed upon favorably. 

Mr.PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, Ithinkthe gentleman from Ohio 
can not fairly construe my languagein that way. I said that each 
of these cases considered at Friday evening sessions stood upon its 
own merits, but I did not say that no other case than this would 
be reported favorably by the committee. I am in favor of a gen- 
eral bill, applicable to all these cases, and the committee, even in 
the last Congress with its Democratic complexion, brought in a 
general bill to provide for all these widows, yet it appears that 
now we are not willing to treat these poor women as fairly and 
liberally as our fathers treated the widows of the Revolutionary 
war. 

Mr. HULICK. In answer to that,I wish to say that I think we 
ought to act upon this subject considerately. Now, I have writ- 
ten to widows of this class in my district that their cases would 
not be considered on special bills; that the law was against them, 
but that a general act would doubtless be passed by this Congress 
providing for all such cases. Iam in favor of such a general law, 
and the discussion this evening would apply very well to a general 
bill proposing to place upon the pension roll every widow of a 
soldier who had remarried and then become a widow. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is there peculiar in this case? There 
is certainly no peculiar hardship in it. This lady was a widow 
for eight years. During that time she drewa pension. She then 
married and remained a married woman for thirty years 

Mr.MAHON. And during that time she saved the Government 
$1,820. 

Mr. HULICK. Certainly, and I think that is a l argument 
why a general law should be passed. Thislady has been a widow 
now for not quite two years. I shall vote for this bill, but at the 
same time it raises this general question which we have to face: 


this 


Are we to have all the widows who have remarried and then 
again become widows, in my district, and in every district in 
the country, pensioned by special act? If that is to be the policy 
of this Congress, then we must bring all those cases in her: If 
this were the only widow in like circumstances, this bill would 
have been passed last Friday evening. If the case were one of fifty 
there would be no trouble in passing it. If it were even one of a 
thousand, probably there would be no trouble in passing this 


special act, and by a series of such acts all widows in like circum- 
stances would be pensioned. But there are not only hundreds, 
but thousands of cases just as meritorious as this, and the very 
moment this bill is passed they will be sending in their applica- 
tions to be pensioned by special acts. 

Now, let the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
be as zealous in this matter as he usually is in all matters con 
nected with pensions, and we shall succeed in passing during this 
Congress a general law providing for all cases of this class. Let 
him introduce to-morrow, or at some early day, a general bill, and 
let us have a general act passed in favor of every soldier's widow 
in the land who, after having remarried, has again become a 
widow. I will vote for such an act; but when the chairman of 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


this committee says that this case is not to be made a precedent, I 
want to know whether we are to consider ourselves as thereby 
notified that we need not bring other bills of this character before 
his committee and ——e a favorable report. 

Mr. PICKLER. y remark was that this case would not be 4 
precedent for all other cases; that if we passed this bill, it does 
not follow that we shall pass every other bill of this kind. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I observe that the report of the 
committee in this case states that after carefully considering the 
bill, and in view of the facts recited, they recommend that the 
words ‘‘ subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws” be stricken out and the words ‘‘ at therate of $12 a month” 
be substituted. Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cur- 
TIS], who fathers this bill, asked, I believe, in his extreme modesty, 
a pension of only $8 a monthin this case. If this woman were 
entitled to a pension under the general law, she would get but $8 
a month; but it appears that in this and many other cases which 
have been reported, the fact appearing that the applicant is not 
entitled to a pension under the general law, it is proposed in these 
special bills to grant pensions in excess of the amount which 
would be received under the general law—to the extent of $12, $15, 
and in some cases $20 a month. In all cases the committee does 
not pursue this course. 

On last Friday night, although the committee passed one bill 
pensioning a dependent daughter at the rate of $12 a month, there 
were two cases where there was presumptive evidence of the death 
of the soldier—where he had been absent for twenty-five or thirty 
years without being heard from, so that the common-law require- 
ment as to proof of death was complied with. This generous com- 
mittee gave the widows in those cases, who were clearly entitled 
to pensions under the intent of law, only the amount of pension 
they would receive under the law. But it appears that if there is 
no law reaching the case, then the generosity of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions is exercised, and they propose to put their hands 
into the public Treasury and to say, ‘‘ We, the guardians of the 
Treasury, propose to dispense the public money to the people who 
are making their applications here such sums as we see fit.” 

Now, I put the question in all seriousness, is this a proper and 
just course of ar to pursue? I put the question to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, is it proper and just that when you 
put on the — roll a woman who clearly is not entitled toa 
pension under the law, you should say that she shall receive a 
greater pension than a person clearly entitled to a pension within 
the full meaning and intent of the law? 

Mr. LAYTON. I wish to say on behalf of the minority of the 
committee that we have opposed that course in every instance. 

Mr. LOUD. I trust that the gentleman from New York who 
introduced this bill, and who in doing so was modest enough to 
ask only a pension of $8 a month, will now ask that this amend- 
ment be not adopted. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I am perfectly willing to accept 
the gentleman's suggestion. I am quite willing to have this bill 
passed without the amendment, so that this lady shall be pensioned 
**subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 
When the vote comes upon the amendment, I shall be very glad 
to ask that it be not agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment proposed by the 
committee, it was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
aside to be reported to the 
tion. Is there objection? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I object. 

The question being taken, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The ayes seem to have it. 

A division being called for, the question was again taken, and 
there were—ayes 70, noes 8. 

Mr. MILES. No quorum. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. This is a matter which so far as 
general legislation is concerned is in charge of the Pensions Com- 
mittee, and while I am personally willing to withdraw the bill, I 
prefer to have the decision of the chairman of the committee on 
that matter. 

Mr. PICKLER. The bill will not be withdrawn with the con- 
sent of the committee. I am surprised that members of the com- 
mittee make the point of no quorum, 

Mr. MILES. You will be surprised a great many times at the 
exercise of what I consider to be proper courage. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask that the vote be announced, so that it may 
be determined whether there is a quorum, 

The CHAIRMAN, On this question the ayes were 70, the noes 8; 
no quorum voting. 

r, PICKLER. I think that if the Chairman will make a count 
under the rules a quorum will be found present. A number of 
members did not vote. 

Call the roll, 


Several MEMBERS. 
I want to say in reply to the remark which fell 


uestion is now upon laying the bill 
ouse with a favorable recommenda- 


Mr. MILES. 
from the distinguished gentleman from South Dakota—— 


JANUARY 31, 


Mr. PICKLER. 
in order. 

Mr. MILES. Then the gentleman himself was not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland is not in or- 
der and will take his seat. 

After a pause, 

The CHAIRMAN (having made a count of the Committee of 
= Whole) said: No quorum is present. The Clerk will call the 
roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and the following members 
failed to answer to their names: : 


I call the gentleman to order. Debate is not 


Abbott, 
Adams, 
Aitken, 
Aldrich 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, R. L 


Bartlett, N. Y. 


Beach, 
Belknap, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Bennett, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Black, Ga. 
Black, N. Y. 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, 
Bromwell, 


Burton, Mo. 
Burton, Ohi 
Cannon, 
Catchings, 
Chickering, 
Clark, lowa 
Clark, Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 


Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cowen, 
Crain, 
Crisp, 
Crowther, 
Crump, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, lowa 


Dalzell, 
Dayton, 

De Armond, 
Denny, 

De Witt, 
Dingley, 
Dinsmore, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Dovener, 
Downing, 
Draper, 
Ellett, Va. 
Elliott, 8. C. 
Ellis, 
Fairchild, 
Fenton, 
Fitzgerald, 
Foote, 

Foss, 
Fowler, 
Gamble, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Griswold, 
Grosvenor. 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hadley, 
Hall, Mo. 
Halterman, 
Hanly, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Harrison, 
Hart, 
Hartman, 
Heatwole, 
Heiner, Pa. 
Henderson, 
Hendrick, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Howe, 
Howell, 
Hubbard, 
Huff, 

Hull 
Hunter, 
Hurley, 
Hutcheson, 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, Cal. 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones, 


Latimer, 


Lawson, 
Lefever, 
Leisenring, 
Lester, 
Lewis, 
Linney, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Lockhart, 
Long, 
Lorimer, 
Maguire, 
Mahany, 
Marsh, 
McCall, Mass. 


McCleary, Minn. 


McClure, 
McCormick, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McDearmon, 
McEwan, 
McKenney, 
McLachlan, 
McLaurin, 


Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
amet 
Miller, Kans. 
Milliken, 
Miner, N. Y. 
Minor, Wis. 
Mondell, 
Money, 
Moody, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Mozley, 
Murphy 
New ands, 
Noonan, 
Odell, 
Ogden, 
Overstreet, 
Owens, 
Parker, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pitney, 
Powers, 
Price, 

uigg, 

ay, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Sauerhering, 


Sayers, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shafroth, 
Shannon, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Shuford, 
Simpkins, 
Skinner, 
Smith, Mich. 
Snover, 
Sorg, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Spencer, 
Stahle, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Stewart, Wis, 
Stone, W. A. 
Strait, 
Strong, 
Strowd, N.C. 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Taft, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, 
Terry, 
Towne, 
Tracewell, 
Treloar, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Tyler, 
Underwood, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Va. 
Walsh, 
Wan¢ger, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Watson, Ind. 
Watson, Ohio 
Wellington, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Wilber, 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Woodard, 
Woodman, 
Woomer, 
Wright, 
Yoakum. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa question of order. 


heard gentlemen asking to have their names recorded after the roll 
call, and while I would not undertake to suggest anything to the 
Chair, knowing his ability and experience, i thought probably it 
may not have been noticed by him. Ithink therule does not allow 
members to have their names entered after the roll has been called. 
I simply make the suggestion, however. 

Mr. KERY. r. Chairman, in the interest of pension bills, 
a number of which are on the Calendar and will probably be un- 
objected to, I ask unanimous consent that the order for the call 
be vacated and the bill under consideration be withdrawn for the 
present, 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. MILES. The request was made and objected to by the 
gentleman who expressed such woolly surprise at my conduct. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is that the -ommittee 
now rise and report to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. PayNeE having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HEPBURN reported that the 
Committee of the ole had found itself without a quorum, 
whereupon he had directed the Clerk to call the roll, upon which 
100 members had answered to their names, and he now reported 
the list of absentees to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The names of the absentees will 
be entered onthe Journal. Itappearing that a quorum is present, 
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under clause 2 of Rule XXIII, the committee will resume its sit- 
ting, and the gentleman from Iowa will again take the chair. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its sitting. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a pariiamentary in- 

uiry. 
: The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Has the name of Mr. FirzGERALpD been re- 
corded as present? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the gentleman 
has been recorded as present. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Well, thatis a mistake. 
is ill and in Nashville. 

Mr. HARDY. 
to inquire. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I think I have. 

Mr. MILES. It is pertinent to know who did answer to his 
name. I desire to know, as a matter of privilege, who answered 
for him. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not think that is a question 
of privilege. 

Mr. MEREDITH. It certainly is a question of privilege, Mr. 
Chairman, or at least it ought to be. 

Mr. MILES. Thisgentleman sits here right by my seat; he has 
been an invalid for three weeks; and to my personal knowledge has 
not been here for that length of time. When the name was called 
some one answered, and it is certainly a question of privilege to 
know who answered to his name. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think it appearing beyond any question that 
the name of Mr. F1irzGERALD had been recorded as present, when 
it is known to the members of the House and to myself personally 
that he has been here but once during the whole session of the 
House, and is now absent on account of sickness, that a quorum 
did not appear to be present, and we can not go on and do busi- 
ness without the presence of a quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. But members have come in since that. 

Mr. MEREDITH. But does not the question at issue go further 
than that? 


I understand that he 


Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New | 


York has suggested to the House that there was no quorum pres- 
ent. Let me make this statement. Mr. FISCHER, who sits next to 
me, answered immediately after his name was called, and just as 
the Clerk was calling the name of Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no 
doubt that in that manner the inaccuracy resulted. Mr. FIiscHER 
should be recorded as present and Mr. FITZGERALD absent. 

Mr. PICKLER. He did not answerto Mr. FITZGERALD'S name, 
but to hisown. We have a quorum present. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope that motion will not prevail. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
PAYNE) there were—ayes 17, noes 64. 

Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum. 

Mr. PAYNE. I made this motion that the committee rise for 
the purpose of determining whether a quorum is present. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Before my friend takes his seat, I wish to 
say that I think the question which arose just now goes further 
than the mere question of no quorum. 


setts [Mr. FITZGERALD}. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That has been explained. Thegentleman 
from New York [Mr. FIscHER] answered to his name when the 
name of Mr. FITZGERALD had been reached, and the Clerk recorded 
it as Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. THOMAS. And Mr. FIscHER’s name was not checked off 
on the roll. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. FISCHER’s name was not checked off, 
but Mr. FIrzGERALD’S was. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I did not understand that that explanation 
had been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is only ableto count 99 members 
present. The committee finding itself without a quorum, the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 


Abbott, Beach, Burrell, Cooper, Tex. 
Adams, Belknap, Burton, Mo. Cooper, Wis. 
Aitken, Bell, Colo. Burton, Ohio Corliss, 
Aldrich, Bell, Tex. Cannon, Cousins, 
Allen, Miss. Bennett, Catchings, Cowen, 
Anderson, Berry, Chickering, Crain, 
Apsley, Dinghoen, Clark, Iowa Crisp, 
Arnold, R. L Black, Ga. Clark, Mo. Crowley, 
Babcock, Black, N. Y. Cobb, Ala. Crump, 
Bailey, Boatner, Cobb, Mo. Culberson, 
Baker, Md. Boutelle, Cockrell, Cummings, 
Bankhead, Bowers, Coffin, Curtis, Iowa 
Barham, Bromwell, Colson, Dalzell, 
Barney, Brosius, Connolly, Dayton, 
Barrett, Brumm, Cook, Wis. De Armond, 
Bartlett, Ga. Buck, Cooke, Il. Denny, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Bull, Cooper, Fla. De Witt, 





If you are not Mr. FITZGERALD you have no right | 


Somebody—inadvertently, | 


I hope—answered to the name of the gentleman from Massachu- | ™e™bers present. 





Dingley, 
Dinsmore, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Dovener, 
Downing, 
Draper, 
Ellett, Va. 
Elliott, 8. C. 
Ellis, 
Fairchild, 
Fenton, 
Fitzgerald, 
Foote, 
Foss. 
Fowler, 
Gamble, 


Gillet, N. Y. 


Gillett, Mass. 


Griswold. 


| Grosvenor, 


Grow, 
Hadley, 


| Hall, Mo. 


Halterman, 
Hanly, 


| Harmer, 


Harris, 
Harrison, 
Hart, 
Hartman, 
Heatwole, 
Heiner, Pa. 
Henderson, 
Hendrick, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 
Hitt 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
rlowe, 
Howell, 
Hubbard, 
Huff, 

Hull, 
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Hunter, 
Hurley, 
Hutcheson, 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, Cal. 
Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Jones, 
Joy, 
Kendall, 
Kiefer, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Lefever, ! 
Leisenring, 
Lester, 

Lewis, 
Linney, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Lockhart, 
Long, 
Lorimer, 
Maguire, 
Mahany, 
Marsh, 
McCall, Mass. 
McCleary, Minn. 
McClure, 
McCormick, 
McCreary, Ky. 
Mc Dearmon, 
McEwan, 
McKenney, 
McLachlan, 
McLaurin, 

Me Millin, 
McRae, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, 

Miller, Kans. 
Milliken, 
Miner, N. Y. 
Minor, Wis. 
Mondell, 


Money, 
Mo dy, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Mozley, 
Murphy, 
Newlands, 
Noonan, 
Ogden, 
Overstreet, 
Owens, 
Patterson, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pitney, 
Powers, 
Price, 
Quigg, 
Ray, 

Rey burn, 
Richardson, 





Robertson, La. 


Robinson, Pa 
Rusk, 
Russell, Conn, 
Russell, Ga 
Sauerhering, 
Sayers, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shafroth, 
Shannon, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Shuford, 
Simpkins, 
Skinner, 
Smith, Mich. 
Sorg, 
Sparkman, 
Spencer, 
Stahle, 
Stephenson, 


Stewart, N. J. 


Mr. FISCHER (when his name was called). 
understand my presence here has been questioned. 
vious roll call, when I answered, the name of 
had been reached by the Clerk, but to make it certain now, I 
make the statement, in order that the matter may be understood. 
I was present then, and am present now, and I answered for my- 


self, and not for Mr. FirzGERALD. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE) having resumed the 
| chair, Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that the committee finding itself without a quorum, he 
had directed the Clerk to call the roll, and he asked that the Clerk 


report the names of the absentees. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


of the absentees. 


The Clerk will report the names 
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Stewart, Wis 
Stone, W. A. 
Strait, 
Strong, 
Strowd, N.C, 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Taft, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, 





Terry 
Towra: 
Tracewell 
Treloar, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga, 
Turner, Va, 
Tyler 
Underwood, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Va. 
Walsh, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Watson, Ind. 
Watson, Ohio 
Wellington, 
Wheeler 
White, 
Wilber, 
Williams 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Woodard, 
Woodman, 
W oomer, 
Wright, 
Yoakum. 


Mr. Chairman, I 
On the pre- 
Mr. FITZGERALD 


The Clerk reported the names of those members who failed to 
respond. 

Mr. NEILL. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Terry, went 
home this afternoon, sick. He said nothing about being excused 


| to-night, but I know that he is sick, and I ask that he be excused 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. It appears that there are 107 
Mr. PICKLER. That is a quorum in Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule the committee 

will resume its session, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hep 

BURN] will take the chair. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, with Mr. 


| HEPBURN in the chair. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
pending bill be laid over for this evening. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] 


| asks unanimous consent that the pending bill be laid aside for 
this evening. 


Mr. CROWTHER and others objected. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. LACEY. Then I move that the bill be laid aside until next 
Friday evening. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr, PICKLER. I demand that the question be taken on the 
pending bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
to be reported favorably to the House? 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ERDMAN and others demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 83, noes 2. 

Mr. ERDMAN and Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN (after counting the committee). One hun- 
dred and one gentlemen are now in the Hall; a quorum is present. 

Mr. TALBERT. I move that the committee rise. [Cries of 
‘‘Announce the vote! ”] 
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The CHAIRMAN. On the question of aging ene the bill 
with a favorable recommendation the ayes are 83, the noes2. The 
ayes have it, and the bill is laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

The Clerk will report the next bill. 


MARTHA BROOKS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2800) granting a pension to Martha Brooks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Martha 
Brooks, dependent mother of John M. Brooks, late of Company L, Second 
Regiment Nebraska Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 
The report (by Mr. Baker of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
23800) granting a ponsion to Brooks, submit the Sepowing repeet: 

Martha Brooks, the claimant, is the mother of John M. Broo 8, deceased, 
who was a peerene soldier in Company L, Second Regiment of Nebraska Cay- 
alry Volunteers. Said Martha Brooks was a widow when her son John M. 
Brooks enlisted, and remained and still is a widow. John M., the soldier, 
was her only child and her sole support. He remitted a portion of his pay to 
his mother during the period of his service. The mother was poor, having 
no property or income from any source, and since the death of the soldier 
has earned her living by manual labor, except as n assisted by 


friends. 
The soldier enlisted in March, 1863, at the age of 16 years, and was discharged 
He was in poor health at the time of his discharge. He 


in January, . 
made his home with his mother from the time of his rge until his death, 
The mother is now 83 years of age, 


which occurred in Brown County, Kans. 
is unable to work, and depending entirely upon others for wapport. 

Your committee, therefore, recommenc that the bill be amended by striking 
out the word “ twenty,” in the seventh line, and inserting the word “ twelve 
in lieu thereof, and that the bill as amended do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. LOUD. I move toamend the amendment by inserting 
“eight” instead of ‘ twelve.” 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I hope that this motion 
will not prevail. This son, as appears from the evidence filed in 
the Pension Office, and also by evidence filed in the commit- 
teo, was the sole support of this lady. She was a widow at the 


time he enlisted, has remained a widow ever since, and is now 
~ arene of age. 
Yr, 


CKLER. Dependent mothers are never granted any less 
than $12 a month. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions informs me that dependent mothers are never granted 
less than $12 per month. I have not examined the law as to that, 
but she applied for a pension in the Pension Bureau in 1891. She 
filed all the evidence she could procure, and had the pension been 
allowed then she would have received more at $8 per month than 
she could possibly receive now if this bill were to pass and she 
were allowed $12 now, from the fact that she can not live many 
years. She failed to obtaina pension simply from the fact that she 
could not furnish the technical evidence required by the Depart- 
ment that the soldier’s death was due to his service, which is 
required in these cases, while she did file the affidavits of two or 
three responsible witnesses that at the time the soldier was dis- 
charged and ever after he was in delicate health, and the presump- 
tion arises that his death was due to his army service; yet the 
Pension Bureau was not satisfied as to that fact. Now, I hope this 
amendment will not prevail. Most certainly this House will not 
stand upon a question of $4 per month to this mother who is now 
past 83 years of age. 

Mr. ERDMAN. MayI interrupt the gentleman before he takes 
nis seat? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Has the gentleman read the evidence? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I have carefully read the evidence filed in 
the Pension Office, and also the evidence filed with the committee. 
I know personally some of the circumstances in the case, although 
this applicant does not reside in my county. This lady is poor, 
and a number of her neighbors whom I know personall ve 
written me that she has no property whatever; that she none 
at the time her son enlisted, and that he remitted a portion of his 
pay during the time he was in the service. He made his home 
with her after he was discharged, and helped to support her up to 
the time of his last illness. 

Mr. ERDMAN. That is not the point of my question. The 
question is as to the evidence showing where the disability was 
acquired. Do you say that from your reading of the evidence you 
- - the opinion that probably the disability was acquired dur- 

ng the war? 

r. BRODERICK. Yes, sir. I say that the evidence tends to 
show that fact. There are two affidavits filed stating that the 
soldier was in delicate health at the time he was and 
never recovered his health afterwards. [Cries of “‘ Vote!”] 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered 
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by the gentleman from California to the amendment of the com- 
mittee, to strike out ‘‘ twelve” and insert ‘‘ eight.” 

The See was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amend- 
ment suggested by the committee, to strike out ‘‘ twenty” and in- 
sert ‘‘ twelve.” 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


KATE A, PITMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
$95) granting a pension to Kate A. Pitman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Kate A. Pit: 
man, widow of George Pitman, late a private in Company ©, One hundred 
and second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her $12 per month, 
the same to be subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

Sno. 2. That this act shall take effect and be in force on and after its passavo, 


The report (by Mr. KERR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
WS) granting a pension to Kate A. Pitman, respectfully report: 


e husband of this widow, George Pitman, served as private in Company (, 


One hundred and second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, from August, 
1862, to June, 1865, and from January 25, 1867, to January 25, 1870, in Company 
B, Forty-fifth United States ulars. Mrs, Pitman married this soldier in 
1872 and lived with him in Mans eld, Ohio, until his death, in 1879. They have 
two children, both daughters. Her claim for pension was rejected by the 
Pension Office on September 28, 1873, on the ground “that after a special . 
amination the evidence fails to show lawful marriage to soldier. Death «! 
former wife not shown.” 

There is no question but that this woman was legally married to this sol- 
dier, if he had no other wife living when the marriage was solemnized. 

The ee of aformer marriage was the fact that a license to marry 
had been issued to the soldier and a woman from the probate judge of Mont- 
gomery County, Ohio. 

There was no record found anywhere that the marriage had been consum 
mated. The laws of Ohio require every officer or minister to make a return, 
and that return to be recorded. This license seems to have been taken oui! 
— the soldier was on his way from the service to his home in Mansfield, 


0. 

A comrade who testifies that he was with the soldier on his way home, 
makes affidavit that there was no e of Pitman to this woman. It 
seems that the soldier picked up this woman and lived with her a short time 
After Pitman and this woman lived together a short time, the evidence shows 
a man came from the South, claimed her as his wife, and she went away with 
him and has never been heard of since. 

In no court would the evidence u which the Pension Office rejected this 
widow’s claim be received as sufficient to establish a prior marriage and ren 
der illegal the ma: tween Pitman and his widow. 

The passage of the bill giving her $12 a month is therefore recommended. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out ‘‘ twelve” be- 
fore the word ‘‘dollars” and insert ‘‘eight.” Now, sir, I do not 
believe there is anyone on the floor of this House who has tho 
courage to claim that this soldier died in consequence of his sery- 
ices during the war. If there is any such here, I would like to 
see the color of his hair. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in reply to the gen- 
tleman from California that the evidence in the Pension Bureau 
shows that this soldier did die from disabilities originally incurre: 
in the service, and there was no question made in the Bureau on 
that point. The claim was rejected because a special examiner, 
or one of those detectives that they send out through the country, 
found that a license had been issued for the marriage of this man 
and woman in Ohio, but that there was no evidence that they had 
ever been legally married. There was no question in the Bureau 
that the man had died from disabilities incurred in the service. 
Now, if that will satisfy the gentleman from California he ought 
to withdraw his amendment, because in such a case asthis under 
the general law the applicant would be entitled to $12 a month. 
Well, Mr. Chairman, I would like to say that as a 
general rule some evidence of the character just stated by the 

entleman ought to be submitted to the House when a case of this 

ind is presented for consideration. I wish to call attention to 
the fact, however, that this soldier was well enough some years 
after the war to pass a most critical physical examination for ad- 
mission to service in the Regular Army, and, on the whole, I think 
it is very evident from the report that he could not have suffered 
seriously from any service that he rendered to the country during 
the war. It is just possible, of course, that he may have died 
from arduous services rendered after the war around New York 
or at some of the other United States barracks. [Laughter. ] 

However, the point I wish to impress upon the member advyo- 
cating this bill, and upon the Committee on Invalid Pensions, is, 
that if there is anything in this case tending to show that this 
man really died from disabilities incurred in the service, in ju 
tice to the House that evidence ought to be laid before us; ani | 
would like to hear now what evidence the gentleman has to of»! 
tending to show that this soldier’s death did result from disabili- 
ties incurred in the service. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Loup, the 
Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr, ERDMAN. I ask for a division. 
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The committee divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 66. 


Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. On this question the ayes are 14 and the 
noes are 66. The gentleman from Pennsylvania raises the point 


of no quorum. [After acount.] Ninety-three gentlemen are in 


the Hall, not a quorum, and the Clerk will call the roll. 


Mr. PICKLER. 


ry. Who made the point of no quorum? 


ui 
Mr. ERDMAN. I made the point. 
question whether we will give greater pensions to widows by spe- 


cial bills than we give by the general law. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is not in 


order. The Clerk will proceed with the call. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the following-named members 
failed to respond: 
Abbott, Curtis, Iowa Kiefer, Russell, Conn. 
Adams, Curtis, New York Kyle, Russell, Ga. 
Aitken, Dailzell, Latimer, Sauerhering, 
Aldrich, Dayton, Lawson, Sayers, 
Allen, Miss. De Armond, Lefever, Scranton, 
Anderson, Denny, Leisenring, Settle, 
Apsley, De Witt, Lester, Shafroth, 
Arnold, R. I. Dingley, Lewis, Shannon, 
Babcock, Dinsmore, Linney, Shaw, 
Bailey, Dolliver, Linton, Sherman, 
Baker, Md. Doolittle, Livingston, Shuford, 
Bankhead, Dovener, Lockhart, Simpkins, 
Barham, Downing, Long, Skinner, 
Barney, Draper, Lorimer, Smith, Mich. 
Barrett, Ellett, Va. Maguire, Sorg, 
Bartlett, Ga. Elliott, 8. C. Mahany, Sparkman, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Ellis, Marsh, Spencer, 
Beach, Fairchild, McCall, Mass. Stahle, 
Belknap, Fentoz, McCleary, Minn. Stephenson, 
Bell, Colo. Fitzgerald, McClure, Stewart, N. J. 
Bell, Tex. Foote, McCormick, Stewart, Wis. 
Bennett, Foss, McCreary, Ky. Stone, C. W. 
Berry, Fowler, McDearmon, Stone, W. A. 
Bingham, Gamble, McEwan, Strait, 
Black, Ga. Gillet, N. Y. McKenney, Strong, 
Black, N. ¥. Gillett, Mass. MeLachlan, Strowd, N. OC. 
Boatner, Griswold, McLaurin, Sulzer, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, McMillin, Swanson, 
Bowers, Grow, McRae, Taft, 
Bromwell, Hadley, Meiklejohn, Tarsney, 
Brosius, Hall, Mercer, Tawney, 
Brumm, Halterman, Meyer, Tayler, 
Buck, Hanly, Miller, Kans. Terry, 
Bull, Harmer, Milliken Towne, 
Burrell, Harris, Miner, N. Y. Tracewell, 
Burton, Mo. Harrison, Minor, Wis. Treloar, 
Burton, Ohio Hart, Mondell, Tucker, 
Cannon, Hartman, Money, Turner, Ga. 
Catchings, Heatwole, Moody, Turner, Va. 
Chickering, Heiner, Pa. Morse, Tyler, 
Clark, lowa Henderson, Moses, Underwood, 
Clark, Mo. Hendrick, Mozley, Van Voorhis, 
Clarke, Ala. Hicks, Murphy, Wadsworth, 
Cobb, Ala. Hilborn, N a Walker, Va. 
Cobb, Mo. Hitt, Noonan, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Hooker, Ogden, Wanger, 
Coffin, Hopkins, Overstreet, Warner, 
Colson, Howard, Owens, Washington, 
Connolly, Howe, Patterson, Watson, Ind. 
Cook, Wis. Howell, Pearson, Watson, Ohio 
Cooke, Til. Hubbard, Pendleton, Wellington, 
Cooper, Fla. Huff, Perkins, Wheeler, 
Cooper, Tex. Hull, Phillips, White, 
Cooper, Wis. Hunter, Pitney, Wilber, 
Corliss, Hurley, Powers, Williams, 
Cousins, Hutcheson, uigg, Wilson, Idaho 
Cowen, Jenkins, ay, Wilson, N.Y. 
Crain, Johnson, Cal. Reyburn, Wilson, S. C. 
Crisp, Johnson, Ind. Richardson, Woodard, 
Crowley, Johnson, N. Dak. Robbins, Woodman, 
Crump, Jones, Robertson, La. Woomer, 
Culberson, Joy, Robinson, Pa. Wright, 
Cummings, Kendall, Rusk, Yoakum. 


The committee rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
sumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN, as Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole, reported that the committee having found itself with- 
out a quorum, he had directed the roll to be called, and that the 


Clerk would report the names of absentees. 
The Clerk then read the names as above. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


ence of 104 members. 


Mr. PICKLER. DoI understand that there is a quorum pres- 


enti? 


_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
“ommittee of the 


The roll call discloses the pres- 


There is. 


Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- 


I desire to have settled the 


Under the rule the 
The gentleman 











\ hole will resume its sitting. 
from lowa [Mr. Hrrsurn] will take the chair. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. Herzurn in the chair) and resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 995) granting a pension to Kate A. Pitman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California {Mr. Loup], to strike out 
“twelve” and insert ‘‘eight.” 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the amendment on which we voted. 
The roll having been called, and the presence of a quorum dis- 
closed, that motion is now carried. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the adoption of the 
motion of the gentleman from California. [The question was 
put.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. I call for a division. 

Several MemsBers. This is the question we voted on before. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I rise to a question of order—that this 
question has already been settled by a vote of the Committee of 
the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is mistaken; it has not been 
settled. When the question was taken before, the ayes were 14 
and the noes 66. The point of no quorum was raised, and it ap- 
peared on a count that no quorum was present. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the roll call just taken has disclosed that 
a& quorum was present. 

The CHAIRMAN. It disclosed that a quorum is present row, 
but it did not disclose that a quorum was present at that time. 

Mr. PICKLER. The roll calldisclosed that there was a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair was unable to count a quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. It seems to me the motion is already carried. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. [rise to a question of order. 
We have once voted on this question, and the vote was announced. 
Then we proceeded to find out whether there was a quorum, and 
it appeared that there was a quorum present when that vote was 
taken. 

Mr. GROUT. Not when that vote was taken. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I think Iam stating this point 
of order. 

Mr. GROUT. You are not stating the facts. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I have the floor at any rate, 
whether I am stating facts or things which are not facts. If after 
we have ascertained the presence of a quorum we are to take the 
vote again, and then have that vote doubted and a division called 
for, and the point of no quorum again raised, we may go on with 
the proceeding all night. The Chair has once counted the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and announced that there was no quorum 
present. But we have ascertained by the roll call that there is a 
quorum present. If that fact is not ascertained there was no use 
in calling the roll. The next question, therefore, I submit, is 
whether this bill shall be laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PAYNE. There can not be any doubt that the decision of 
the Chair is correct. When the vote was taken on this question 
before the committee divided, and it was ascertained that a quorum 
had not voted. 

Mr. PICKLER. But there was a quorum present. 

Mr. PAYNE. Somegentleman raised the question of a quorum. 
The Chairman, under tke rule, counted the members present and 
found there was no quorum present. Then, not for the purpose 
of ascertaining the presence of a quorum, but for the purpose of 
making report to the House, the Chair directed the roll to be called, 
and on that call it appeared there were 104 members present 
There is no question that we go back now to take the vote on the 
original proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the question, 
and overrules the point of order of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I demand a division on 
this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from California. 

The question being taken, there were 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. 
this proceeding all night. 

Mr. PICKLER. We are now within ten minutes of the time 
at which we must necessarily adjourn. While I regret very much 
that we are unable to proceed—and this is not the first evening 
that filibustering has defeated pension legislation—I move that 
the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. PAYNE having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HEPBURN reported 
that the Committee of the W hole. having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 2800) to pension Martha Brooks, had directed that 
it be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation; 
and that the committee, having also had under consideration the 
bill (H. R.952) granting a pension to Susan B. Wright, had di- 
rected that it be reported to the House with an amendment and 
with the recommendation that as amended the bill be passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the first 
bill in order. 

The Clerk read by title the bill (H. R 
Susan B. Wright. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I move that the House adjourn. 
The question being taken, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore said: The noes seem to have it. 


ayes 10. noes 64. 


Now, we may keep on with 


. 952) granting a pension to 


Mr. TALBERT. I call for a division. 

Mr. PICKLER. I wish to ask whether it is now competent to 
take up bills reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
favorable recommendation. So far asthe record appears, we now 
have a quorum, have we not? 

The SPEAKER ‘a tempore. So far as the report of the com- 
mittee is concerned. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I call for the regular order, so that the 
bills which have been favorably reported from the Committee of 
the Whole may be put on their passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the motion to adjourn is in 
order, and the House was dividing on that question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman on the other side insist 
on his call for a division? 

Mr. ERDMAN. LIinsist that there must be a quorum of the 
House in order to pass that bill granting a pension to a remarried 
widow of a soldier. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman insists on his call for a divi- 
sion, we will have a vote on the motion. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I insist. 

The question being again taken on the motion to adjourn, there 
were—ayes 13, noes 69. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. PICKLER. I now demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the title of 
the first bill reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 952) granting a pension to Susan D. Wright. 


The question being taken on engrossment and third reading of 
the bill, on a division, demanded by Mr. ERpDMAN, there were—ayes 
67, noes 12. 

Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 26 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Morocco D. Smith against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the ae filed by the court in the case of 
John A. Raine against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 


COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8742) to repeal section 553 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, requiring the district judge for the southern district of 
Florida to reside at Key West, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a _— (No. 200); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 522) to reim- 
burse the State of Minnesota, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 205); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 4444) providing 
for commissioners to treat with certain Indians for the surrender 
or modification of any rights claimed by them to hunt on the un- 
occupied public domain of the United States, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. ); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill of the House G. R. 1691) to au- 
thorize the St. Louis and Oklahoma City ae 
construct and operate a railway through the Indian and Okla- 
homa Territories, and for other purposes, re the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 207); which said bill 
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and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. BOWERS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1984) to provide 
for the use and occupation of reservoir sites reserved by the Geo- 
logical Survey, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
a by a — (Ne. 211); which said bill and report were ro- 
fae to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of tho 

nion. 

Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 23) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Navy to use a portion of the appropria- 
tion for new iron roof for foundry at navy-yard, Washington, 
D. C., in the act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for tho 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for 
other purposes,” for repairs to the walls of said foundry, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 212); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S.708) to amend section 4 of 
an act to provide for the adjustment of land grants made jy 
Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and for the for- 
feiture of unearned lands, and for other purposes, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 21:); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BROSIUS, from the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, to which was referred the resolution of the House, No. 10), 
reported in lieu thereof a resolution (House Res. No. 148) calling 
upon the several Executive Departments for information as to tho 
number of employees, and salaries of each, who are below a fair 
standard of efficiency, together with cause of such inefficiency, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 214); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
ga a % 577) granting a pension to Lydia A. Taft. (Report 

o. 191. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 136) granting an increase of pension to Horace Town- 
send. (Report No. 192.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
- = to increase the pension of Albert Ellis. (Report 

o. 193. 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill — R. 1104) granting a pension to Isaac N. Williams, 
(Report No. 194.) 

ad Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 2215) for the relief of James Hooper. 
No. 201.) 

The bill (H. R. 1908) for the relief of the National New Haven 
Bank of the State of Connecticut. (Report No. 202.) 

The bill (H. R. 1014) for the relief of Ames & Detrick, of San 
Francisco, in the State of California. (Report No. 198.) 

By Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H.R. 
98) for the relief of the estate of Arthur P. Selby, deceased. (Re- 
port No. 199.) 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Claims: The bill (H. R. 521) for the relief of Chyistopher Schmidt, 
(Report No. 203.) 

By Mr. BRUMM, from the Committee on Claims: The bill(H. R. 
1815) for the relief of the legal representative of George McDougall, 
deceased. (Report No 204.) 

By Mr. DOWNING, from the Committee on Claims: The Dill 
R. 1430) directing the issue of a check in lieu of a lost check 

rawn by the Chief of Ordnance Department of the United States 
Army in favor of the Independence National Bank of Philadelphia. 
(Report No. 7 

By Mr. SNOVER, from the Committee on Claims: The Dill 
(H. R. 1180) for the relief of George F. Roberts, administrator of 
the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving partner of 
Thayer Bros., and others. (Report No. 210.) 


(Report 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, adversel 
reported the bill (H. R. 294) to amend section 3255 of the Revise 
Statutes of the United States; and the same was laid on the table. 
(Report No. 209.) 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 5211) providing for the survey 
of certain rivers in the State of Delaware—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 5212) for the purpose of encourag- 
ing the enlistment in United States Navy of young men of Ameri- 
can birth—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILBER: A bill (H. R. 5213) defining cheese and 
oe filled cheese,” and imposing a tax upon and regulating the manu- 
facture, sale, importation, and exportation of ‘filled cheese””—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 5214) for the relief of the Miami 
Indians of Indiana—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R. 5215) toim- 
prove the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy and Marine 
Corps of the United States—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 5216) to amend the fourth sec- 
tion of an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriation for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1895,” approved August 18, 1894—to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 5217) mak- 
ing one year’s residence ina Territory a prerequisite to obtaining 
a divorce there—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R. 5218) to enlarge the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

‘By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 5219) to make Carrabelle, 
Fla., a subport of entry and delivery—to thé Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 5220) to amend the charter of 
the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LAWSON: A bill (H. R. 5221) to create the eastern 
division of the northern Federal judicial district of Georgia, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OGDEN: A bill (H. R. 5270) to provide for the redemp- 
tion of United States notes and Treasury notes of 1890, and to pre- 
scribe the manner of such redemption—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5271) to prohibit the further issue of bonds 
unless hereafter authorized by act of Congress, and for the relief 
of the Treasury—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEPBURN (by request): A bill (H. R. 5272) to incor- 
porate the Columbia Telephone Company—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 5273) making an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the road to the national cemetery 
near Pensacola, Fla.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 5274) to make free to the 
people of the United States the right to publish a series of school 
text-books—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 5275) to increase pensions in 
certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 5276) to establish a military 

ost of the United States Army in or near the city of Bangor, in 

enobscot County, in the State of Maine—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE (by request): A bill (H. R.5277) for the crea- 
tion of a United States commissioner to treat with a commissioner 
from each Christian nation of the world, for the correction of the 
intolerable evil,so persistently and still continuing, in the shape 
of the Ottoman Empire, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A memorial of the general assembly of 
the State of Ohio, requesting the passage of an act ceding certain 
lands within the limits of the Mercer County reservoir to the 
State of Ohio—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A memorial of the general assembly of 
the State of Ohio, requesting the passage of an act ceding certain 
lands within the limits of the Mercer County reservoir to the 
State of Ohio—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 








CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 5011) granting an increase of pension to Alvin 
F. Kimball—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 5020) for relief of Col. Nat. Witt, of Rhea County, 
Tenn.—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 

ittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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The bill (H. R. 4747) granting a pension to Marian J. Kline— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4823) for the relief of Margaret O'Donnell, nurse, 
United States Volunteers—Committee on Pensions discharged, 
and eeferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4603) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Pri- 
vate Land Claims to try and determine a title—Committee on the 
Judiciary discharged, and referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 4722) to correct an act entitled ‘“‘An act to pen- 
sion George Hunter ”—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 3674) referring to the Court of Claims the claim 
of William E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the 
United States of his invention relating to projectiles, for which 
letters-patent were issued to him March 25, 1852—Committee on 
the Judiciary discharged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 4262) referring to the Court of Claims the claim 
of William E. Woodbridge for compensation for the use by the 
United States of his invention relating to projectiles, for which 
letters-patent were ordered to issue to him March 25, 1852—Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Letter from Mr. Ed. Sauer, of Dubuque, Iowa, favoring the es- 
tablishment of a steamboatman’s home by the Federal Giovern- 
ment—Committee on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R.5222) granting a pension to Oren 
E. Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: A bill (H.R.5223) increasing 
the pension of William Shelley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 5224) for relief of William C. 
Randolph, of Calhoun, Tenn.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5225) for relief Mrs. Elizabeth M. Williams, 
of Monroe County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. CLARK of Iowa: A bill (H.R. 5226) to give increased 
pension to Gen. James C. Parrott—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5227) granting a pen- 
sion to John Brown, of Topeka, Kans.—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R.5228) granting relief to James 
R. Shrodes for services rendered during the late civil war—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H.R. 5229) for the relief of George H. 
Lott—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 5230) for the allowance of certain 
claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, and com- 
monly known as the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 5231) for the relief of Frank E. 
Williams, of Hills Fork, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 5232) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Walter M. Macarty—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 5233) for the relief of William 
C. Chandler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 5234) to grant in*rease pension to 
Russian Blair, Company B, Fifty-fourth Illinois Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 5235) increasing the pension of 
Jasper N. Brown, of Winamac, Ind.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 5236) for the relief of J. F. 
Duvall—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 5237) to increase the pension of Azariah Rice— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5238) to increase the pension of O. M. Jenk- 
ins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5239) for the relief of Whitfield E. Graddy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 5240) for the relief of George 
W. Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5241) for the relief of H. Clay McKee—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5242) for the relief of David R. Hill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 5243) for the relief of Francis 
Mooney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Jorgensen, master of the bark Alexander McNeil—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5245) to increase the pension of Caroline B. 
Andrews—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5246) for the re- 
lief of Cullen C, Argo—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5247) for relief of B. F. Walpole—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5248) for the relief of James O. Hill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. 
5249) granting a pension to Mrs. Bevilda Jacobs—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H. R. 5250) granting a pension to 
Charles Klopping, of Hoboken, N. J., a veteran of the civil war— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 5251) granting a pension to 
Hiram H. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 5252) for the relief of Ogden H. 
Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ODELL: A bill (H. R. 5253) to reimburse John Waller, 
former postmaster at Monticello, N. Y.,for moneys expended in 
carrying the mails—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 5254) granting an increase of 
pension to Ebenezer G. Howell, late a private Company F, One 
nundred and sixtieth New York Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5255) grant- 
ing a pension to Capt. John C. Heazlitt—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSE: A bill (H. R. 5256) for the relief of John Bar- 
ron, etc.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 5257) for the relief of 
Carlton Neal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 5238) granting an honorable 
discharge to John B. Besler—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H.R. 5259) for the relief of George 
T. Simpson and Louis Shaw—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 5260) to carry out the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of P. E. Hogue, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 5261) granting a pension to 
Helen M. Titsworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. 8.5262) granting a pension to Maria C. Hill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5268) granting a pension to Henry Willis—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5264) for the relief 


of Commodore Oscar C. Badger—to the Committee on Naval. 


Affairs. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H. R. 5265) for the relief of An- 
son W. Gillett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R. 5266) grant- 
ing arrears of pension to William Cummings—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 5267) for the relief of Hattie 
J. Rogers, née Edmonds—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5268) for the relief of Isaac S. Simpson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5269) for the relief of F. Varin—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 5278) for the relief of Jacob S. 
Fritts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 5279) granting a pension to Je- 
rusha H. Brown—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H. R. 5280) for the relief of George 
W. Freeman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5281) for the relief of Myron Powers—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 5282) for the relief of William 
H. Crook—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following —— and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of 296 citizens of Point Marion, 
Fayette County, Pa., and vicinity, favoring the of the 
Stone bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BAKER of Maryland: Petition of citizens of Maryland 
in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 
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By Mr. BURTON: Papers to accompany the claim of G. W, 
Edwards for. a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Three petitions of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Lewis and Jefferson counties, N. Y, 
against the sale of beer at Ellis and Bedloes islands, N. Y.—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of citizens of Adams Center, N. Y., against Sun- 
day-observance bill (H. R. 167)—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of 140 citizens of Sturgis, Union 
County, Ky., praying for the passage of the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition and proposed bill of Le Grand 
a of Iowa City, Iowa—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Kansas, ask- 
ing Congress to institute an investigation of the cause of the im- 
prisonment of Hon. J. L. Waller—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: Eight petitions, viz, of 
B. L. Beaty and other citizens of Horry County; T. P. Ravene! 
and others, of Berkeley County; W. D. Morgan and others, of 
Georgetown County; R. I. Blackwell, A. B. Nicholls, and others, 
of Marion County; D. R. Smith and others, of Williamsburg 
County; J. F. Islar and others, of Orangeburg County; all of the 
State of South Carolina, in behalf of placing the Winyah Bay bar 
improvements under the continuous contract system—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Three petitions of W.P. Faught, John F. Clark, 
Charles Hartness, and others, of Portland, Oreg., and vicinity, 
asking for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. : 

By Mr. ERDMAN: Three petitions of citizens of Allentown, 
Pa., praying for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Petition of Territorial and county officers in 
Oklahoma, asking for relief for the book agents of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOOTE: Eleven petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Clinton and Washington counties, N. Y., 
urging the passage of a bill prohibiting the sale of beer at Bed- 
loes Island, Fort Wadsworth, and Ellis Island—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Petition of E. Harman, C. 8. Clark, and 

2 other citizens of Erie, Pa., for amendment of the laws relating 
to immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Petition of William A. Streeter 
Post, No. 145, Grand Army of the Republic, of the Department of 
Massachusetts, in favor of House bill No. 306, giving pay and pen- 
sion to soldiers and sailors who were confined in Confederate pris 
ons during the civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GER: Resolution of William Layton Post, No. 35s, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Oakland, Iowa, favoring a serv- 
ice-pension bill of $8 per month for all honorably discharged sol- 
diers and the Hainer bill for an extra pension to ex-prisoners of 
war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Arm- 
strong County, Pa., praying for the passage of the Stone immigra- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Westmoreland County, Pa., praying 
for the free navigation of the Monongahela River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, favoring the passage of House bill No. 179, to remove 
discrimination against American sailing vessels—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Philacelphia Maritime Exchange, favoring 
liberal appropriations for coast aefenses—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, against 
the passage of House bills Nos. 1227 to 1233, inclusive, to amend 
the navigation laws—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favoring 
the passage of Senate bill No. 180, granting licenses to chiefs and 
masters of sail vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of John J. Godfrey, Michael St. John,and 25 
other citizens of Ormsby, Pa., for allowance of additional com- 
pensation for room rent, etc., for fourth-class postmasters—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of John J. Smith and other citizens 
of West Genesee, Allegany County, N. Y., against Sunday-ob- 
servance bill (H. R. 167)—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, three petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperanco 
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Union of Forestville and Cuba, Allegany County, N. Y., for the 
rohibition of the sale of beer to immigrants on Staten Island 
and Ellis Island, N. ¥Y.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
affic. 
or Mr. JENKINS: Resolution of the Superior Commercial 
Club, of Superior, Wis., opposing the building or construction of 
any piers or other obstructions in the waters of Detroit River, at 
or near the city of Detroit, as a hindrance to the free navigation 
of the Great Lakes, to the growth and prosperity of the North- 
west, and inimical to the commercial interests of the nation—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LACEY: Seven petitions of various citizens and settlers 
of Oklahoma Territory, asking for free homes—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LEONARD: Two petitions of D. R. Ball, S. P. Rey- 
nolds, and other citizens of Hebron, Pa., against Sunday-observ- 
ance bill (H.R.167)—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of 203 citizens of Culpeper 
County, Va., praying for the restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the Franklin Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Brockton, Mass., praying Congress to take some de- 
cided action in regard to the Armenian outrages—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. NEILL: Petition of citizens of Cushman, Ark., for the 
relief of the Methodist Episcopal Church South Publishing Com- 

ny, Nashville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OGDEN: Papers relating to theclaim of Landry Baillie— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper relating to the claim of John M. Tessier—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OTEY: Petition of citizens of South Boston, Va., favor- 
ing the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Ebenezer G. Howell for an increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROYSE: Petitions of sundry persons, citizens of various 
States, praying for the speedy recognition as belligerents of the 
Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

3y Mr. SAUERHERING: Petition of R. Sauerhering and 20 
harmacists of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of House bill 

Yo. 2758, to fix the standard of weights and measures by the adop- 
tion of the metric system of weights and measures—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolutions of the State board of agricul- 
ture of Pennsylvania, relating to the distribution of seeds, etc., by 
the Secretary of Agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Cynthia Adams and others of 
Westmoreland, N. Y., against the sale of beer on Bedloes Island— 
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, two petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
in relation to the sale of intoxicating liquors toimmigrants—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of 146 citizens of Gettysburg, Pa., 
in favor of the passage of the Stone bill to restrict immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition and affidavits of 3 persons, praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4758, for the correction of the military record 
of William R. Cox—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEW ART of Wisconsin: Resolution of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., relative to the improvement of the 
harbor at Ludington, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, memorial of Charles Leader and 88 others of Ironwood, 
Mich., requesting the further improvement of the harbor at Mani- 
towoc, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Resolutions of citizens of Bowling Green, 
Ohio, extending sympathy so Cuban insurgents; also advocating 
the recognition of the belligerent rights of the insurgents of the 
Island of Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of the Commercial Club of 
Muscatine, Iowa, for the improvement of the Upper Mississippi 
and the early completion of the Hennepin Canal—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of 8. G. Burton, of Salem, [ll., for aiding pris- 
oners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_By Mr. WADSWORTH: Five petitions of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Genesee and Wyoming counties, N. Y., 
in regard to the sale of beer to immigrants at Bedloes and Ellis 
islands, New York—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WILBER: Seven petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Ruth, Cableskill, Charleston-four-corners, 
and Fort Plain, N. Y., in regard to the sale of beer to immigrants 


at Ellis Island, etc.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
c, . 
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SENATE, 
SATURDAY, February 1, 1898. 


[Continuation of legislative proceedings of Thursday, January 80, 
1896. | 

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m., at the expiration of the 
recess. 

EX#CUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy of the 29th ultimo, requesting an 
immediate appropriation of $50,000 toward the equipment outfit 
of new vessels of the Navy, and submitting an estimate therefor; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Attorney- 
General of the 30th ultimo, requesting that an appropriation of 
$10,000 be provided in the urgent deficiency appropriation bill for 
the payment of services and expenses of special assistants to the 
Attorney-General in private land cases in the Supreme Court; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, for an appropriation in the 
urgent deficiency appropriation bill, a judgment by the Court of 
Claims, case No. 18041, decreed June 13, 1895, in favor of E. T. 
Gillian, of Rome, Ga., for extra pay as letter carrier, for $786.94; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., praying that an appropria- 
tion be made for improving the harbor at Ludington, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Galves- 
ton, Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation to commission 
pilots in the Revenue-Cutter Service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1861) to reduce the public ex- 
penditures, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. : 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to introduce three bills in order that they 
may be printed and be ready on Monday for the consideration of 
the Judiciary Committee. I ask unanimous consent to introduce 
them now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
none. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1862) to amend the act creating 
the circuit court of appeals in regard to fees and costs, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1863) to amend the act creating the 
circuit court of appeals and for further relieving the Supreme 
Court of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1864) to amend the act creating the 
circuit court of appeals in regard to cases arising under the rev- 
enue laws, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I should like, for the same reason 
indicated by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], to in 
troduce a bill so that the committee can get at it promptly early 
next week. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think anything in the form of morning busi- 
ness at this time is in violation of the unanimous-consent 
ment of yesterday. Of course I would notinterpose an objection 
to the wish of any Senator if I could avoid it. 

Mr.HALE. lunderstand itis not in accordance with the agree- 
ment, but I stated that the reason I desired to introduc: 
that I wanted the committee to get atit the first part of next week. 
If, however, the Senator objects, I shall not introduce the bill at 
this time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not want to object, but I want to remind 
the Senate of the unanimous-consent agreement of yesterday. 

Mr. HALE. I know itis in violation of the agreement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be received. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1865) to authorize the Secretary 
of War and the Secretary of the Navy to make certain disposition 
of condemned ordnance, guns, and cannon balls in their respective 
Departments; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1866) for the incorporation 
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of associations for the improvement of the breed of horses, and to 
regulate the same, and to establish a racing commission; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be peepee 
by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (H. R. 886) to amend section 8255 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, concerning the distiiling of brandy and fruits; 

A bill (H. R. 1464) to amend chapter 76, laws of 1893; 

A bill (H. R. 1676) to change and fix the time for holding the 
district and circuit courts of the United States for the northern 
division of the eastern district of Tennessee; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 79) granting use of White Lot and 
Monument Grounds to ‘‘ the Committee of 1896.” 


SILVER COINAGE AND COIN REDEMPTION, 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, it is proper for me to say that 
I did not agree with the majority of the Committee on Finance in 
the report of the substitute for the bill of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, now under consideration, but I hope to be pardoned for 
corms the time of the Senate, even briefly, on a topic to which 
it no longer delights to listen. I know that, as chairman of the 
committee referred to, it was never expected that my views could 
any more be twisted into harmony with those of the majority of 
the committee than that the views of the majority could be straight- 
ened out so as to be in tune with mine, 

The President asked Congress to amend the terms of the law 
under which he is authorized to sell bonds and to procure gold, 
to preserve the equal value of the various kinds of money now in 
the hands of our people, so that the bonds would bear a lower 
rate of interest, and mature at an earlier date. Was that nota 
fair request? The House of Representatives promptly responded 
to the President's demand, and supplemented it with an emer- 
gency tariff revenue bill, as a more permanent remedy against 
the export of gold. But the Senate Committee on Finance have 
proposed, as a substitute for the bond bill, a bill for the free 
coinage of silver, something too much of which is our present 
embarrassment. This may not be the first time when bread has 
been asked for that a stone has been presented, but it is the first 
time that a committee of the Senate seems to have perpetrated 
a practical joke almost good enough for the clown of Sermen’s 
menagerie, 

When any circumstances, or any political administration, as 
for two years past, compels our people to practice extreme care 
lest their daily expenditures exceed their income, it will be 
expected that Congress will show some sympathy with the 
economical virtues, and at once cut down any excess of revenue 
or of expenditure, but a deficient national income should be not 
less swiftly remedied than an excess. The present Administra- 
tion, however, exhibits a bashful diffidence about acknowledging 
any deficiency of revenue derived from a tariff bereaved of its 
parents in early infancy, but with their hands behind them they 
may quietly take whatever money Congress may place in their 
hands for the Treasury, where the outflow of gold has been so 
swift as to make even the heads of the keepers dizzy. Certainly 
there is no mathematical equation between the monthly receipts 
and monthly expenditures, and the public debt visibly expands 
more rapidly than the public credit. 

Changes of revenue laws, or of duties on imports of foreign 
merchandise, are always troublesome to administer, as well both 
to home as to foreign trade, and are only advisable when demanded 
by potential reasons or when substantial improvements will jus- 
tify the changes made. The reasons now for change are abun- 
dant, but it may be unnecessary to mention more than one, and 
that is a deficit of revenue. 

If this is disputed, it will only be necessary to remember that 
in 1893 there was a surplus of only $2,416,000, and that there has 
been a deficit each year since, 

In December, 1893, the pane the Treasury estimated a 
deficit of revenue for 1894 at $28,000,000, and a surplus for 1895 
of $6,120,958. 

The report of the Secretary, December 38, 1894, however, showed 
a deficit Ser and instead of a surplus in 1895 there was 
an estimated deficit of $20,000,000, and an estimated surplus for 
1896 of $28,814,920. 

The report of the Secre December 10, 1895, showed a deficit 
of $42,805,223, and estimated a deficit for 1896 of $17,000,000 and 
@ surplus in 1897 of $6,908,926.83, 


If further evidence of a lack of revenue should be asked. it may 
be found in the increase of our public debt. From 1889 to isy3 
there was a roaee SapeNRe of the public debt paid. The present 
Administration already obtained $162,000,000 of gold for which 
bonds have been issued, and proposals for one hundred millions 
more are outstanding. This has not been for ordinary expendi- 
tures, although more than half of the amount has been so used, but 
for a p not less necessary—the en of the public 
faith and the maintenance of a sound currency. The deficit of 
revenue should be remedied, and as early as possible. 

The financial condition and policy of France is more frequently 
commended by silver orators as an example worthy of imitation 
than the condition and policy of any other people; and yet France 
abandoned the free coinage of silver more than twenty years ago, 
and never coined silver without exacting a sufficient seigniorage 
to pay for the risk as well as for the expense of coinage. France 
has not recently furnished any market for silver, and has only 
kept her old and usual stock in circulation. Nor is paper money 
there redeemed in anything better than silver, saveat the pleasure 
of the Bank of France, which often chooses to pay only a small 
percentage of gold and the remainder in silver. 

But silver in France is maintained at par with gold because the 
Government long ago suspended its coinage, and because there ig 
no blustering silver party, and no silver-plated Democratic party 
there daily striving to pull down their money standard to that of 
depreciated silver; but they keep silver to the amount of $386 ,U)00,- 
000, with $772,000,000 of gold, on the ratio of 154 to 1. 

The United States has been the friend and patron of silver to 
its own hurt, and made a large market for the white metal while 
many other markets were closed. It has coined silver by the mil- 
lion, and kept it with all of our currency at an equal value with 
the best money of the world. 

Heretofore the Government has been required to buy only 4 
fixed quantity of silver, that it did not want, and to pay no more 
for it than the existing commercial value. But under the free- 
coinage substitute, proposed for the bond bill of the House of 
Representatives, the Government will be required to run in debt, 
for what it does not want, and to give its notes for an indefinite 
amount of silver, limited only by the annual product of the whole 
world, and at a fixed cost of twice its commercial value, or at the 
rate of $1.29 per ounce, instead of its present value of 67 cents per 
ounce. 

If our late investments of nearly five hundred millions in silver 
have been notoriously a and unprofitable, the disastrous 
results will appear as a drop in the bucket when compared with 
what must flow from the enormity of the present proposal, which 
is to open all of our mints to the free coinage not only of all our own 
silver product, but that also of all the world, excluding nobody 
from Dan to Beersheba, and to tempt a great increase of the an- 
nual product both at home and abroad by offering United States 
obligations for it at double the sum it now commands in any other 
market. 

The vast product, whether in silver bullion or silver dollars, 
once in the possession of the Government must stay there for- 
ever, defunct as an Egyptian mummy, as the public long ago 
refused to aid in its larger practical circulation. 

If an individual spendthrift were to make a like exhibition of 
incapacity to manage his financial affairs, there is not a court of 
any State having jurisdiction of the subject that would refuse, if 
asked, the appointment of a guardian. 

Whenever the issuance of depreciated money is tolerated, so as 
to permit an increase of the amount outstanding, as is proposed 


by the silver free-coinage substitute for the bond bill, now under 
consideration, a further inexorable depreciation of such money 
must follow, as our own recent unhappy experience sufficiently 


demonstrates. When we began to coin silver dollars in 187%, sil- 
ver was worth $1.20 per ounce, and the silver in our dollar was 
worth 93 cents, and has been growing less month by month ever 
since. Silver is now worth 67 cents per ounce, and the amount 
in the silver dollar is worth 52 cents only. It fell under the act of 
1878 and continued to fall to a lower depth under the act of 1510. 
That was the result of an honest effort of the United States 
Government alone to prop up the value of the world’s silver 
money, and the dollar had a further drop from 93 cents to 52 cents. 
The United States since 1878 has bought 459,946,701 ounces of 
silver, for which $464,210,262.96 has been paid, but its present 
value is only $309,536,118.17, which shows a loss on the part of the 
Government of $154,674,143.79. P 
This is the outcome of our years of bitter experience in the vain 
attempt to increase and maintain the ancient value of silver. No 
other nation yet appears willing to follow our example in this 
line of national policy. 
We have more than once during this debate been warned of the 
danger to which we may soon be ommenes by a flood of cheap Asi- 
atic products imported from India, China, and Japan, where chea 


wages are paid to laboring men in cheap silver, and strange 4s } 
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may appear to sane men we are now seriously urged to adopt the whether their surviving and bruised soldiers or those of the Union 


free coinage of silver in order to equalize financial exchange, so 
as to compete with these oriental artisans, who are blessed with 
hardly a tithe, certainly with not one-fourth, of the Americancom- 
yensation, and appear to be contented with silver money at about 
half of its face value. To me this looks only as the first step in 
equalizing the wages of labor instead of exchanges. 

First, it is proposed to establish the silver standard of money, 
and unless this is to be followed by the Asiatic standard of wages 
also, it is difficult to see how these coming rivals are to be check- 
mated simply by our free coinage of silver. 

In Mexico any of our money, being equivalent to gold, can there 
be exchanged for about double the amount in Mexican silver, 
with which cattle can there be bought at less cost than in the 
United States. But the contention here that a gold standard of 
money fixes low prices for all products and that a silver standard 


fixes high prices can not be true. Wheatis bought for silver rupees | 


in India and sold profitably in England for gold. 


The largest share of our imports come from Kurope and Great | 
Britain, and if we get such imports at low prices in consequence | 
| or to his bank a thousand dollars thinks of lugging along 60 
| pounds of silver to pay it. 
products and provisions abroad arises from countries usingasilver | 


of their gold standard, so much the better for us. But we all 
know the sharpest competition we meet in selling agricultural 


currency only, where they are destitute of skilled labor, and where 
cheap wages prevail. A market abroad for any surplus of wheat 
or corn, beef or pork, only occurs when the United States can un- 
dersell the rest of the world. Therefore the home market should 
be preserved. The price of cotton will not be fixed here until we 
are able to manufacture the major part of the crop at home. 





1 


| interests into a state of decrepitude. 


Asiatic competition can only be met by an American tariff, and | 
| produced than was produced fifty years ago, and at no cheaper 


can not be overcome by providing a low standard of money to pay 
for whatever we have to sell. 

The absurdity of free coinage as a protection against oriental 
industrial rivals can not well be concealed. We might with al- 
most equal propriety be invited to introduce an Asiatic plague, 
and have it just as logically urged, on the ground that it has long 
prevailed in Asia and yet they have not all died there. 
of a remedy, free coinage of silver would be an aggravation of a 
sorry condition, offering, as it would, to American wage earners 
a standard silver dollar, though known to be depreciated to half 
of its former value, and forcing the American people to accept 
that depreciated standard of money for all of their immense an- 
nual productions. 

The feeble pretense that the free coinage of silver dollars on the 
present ratio of 16 of silver to 1 of gold would not deprive silver 
money of its parity with gold never became respectable by its 
repetition, and is no longer serviceable even in the support of a 
wild and ponderous experiment. Seven hundred grains of pure 
silver may be had in any market for $1, and when we are fanat- 
ically urged to coin silver legal-tender dollars containing only 
3714 grains of pure silver, obviously it must be expected that 
some people are to find pleasure in being cheated, as well as those 
who cheat. The proposition is to set up a standard of silver money 
worth but half its nominal value, and then look in the face of our 
creditors and claim to be honest. ‘*‘ You may have a good rea- 
son,” said Dr. Johnson, ‘‘ why two and two make five, but they 
will still make but four.” 

The bimetallism of free-coinage advocates, claiming here to be for 
both gold and silver on the existing ratio, will not fail to be regarded 
asan organizedhypocrisy. Knowing thatthe present Administra- 
tion must buy gold to preserve our currency from depreciation, 
they refuse to amend existing laws and thus force its purchase at 


| cost, there would be no urgency for free coinage. 


Instead | 


| of the entire annual silver product of the United States. 


Army should be rewarded for their heroic services. The Northern 
people were subjected to an enormous expense, national and State, 
to support the Union, and now by far the greater part of the pen- 
sion money is paid by the mere populous North as the largest con- 
sumers of merchandise upon which revenue has been collected. 

Where silver mines abound, the raising of silver bullion is far 
more profitable than the cultivation of wheat, corn, or potatoes. 

The amount of silver employed in the arts by the United States 
in 1894 was $9,661,871, or nearly three times as much as by Great 
Britain. 

The Secretary of the Treasury annually fixes the value at which 
foreign coins shall be reckoned in computing the valuation of 
imported foreign merchandise. This year South American dol- 


| lars were fixed at only a fraction above 49 cents, and Mexican 


dollars at 53 cents. Would this be ‘*‘ four square to the world,” 
while the value of our dollars containing about the same amount 
of silver is fixed at one hundred cents? 

Silver is mainly utilized as pocket change, and for anything more 
it is cumbrous and rarely used. No man owing to his merchant 


The annual industrial products of the 
United States amount to twelve thousand million dollars, or more, 
perhaps, than those of half of Europe, and our foreign trade is 
largely increasing. A silver currency would throw all these vast 
Five of our young and thrifty 
States, soably represented in the Senate, now having considerably 
less than a million of present population, yet produce nine-tenths 
If silver 
were now rehabilitated, so that no more silver bullion should be 


The urgency 1s 
to induce the Government to do what no other Government on the 
globe is doing or will do alone. 

The world’s product of silver for the latest year of which we 
have any report was very large in spite of its low price. Its free 
coinage on the old ratio would amount to precisely the same 
thing as a standing offer by our Government for the purchase of 
all or any part of the world’s product at $1.29 per ounce, as the 
Government would have the silver and issue its obligations there 
for, which our people would have to redeem by accepting them 
as legal tender for any property or for debts. The Government 
would cease all quasi redemption of silver dollars, and all the loss 
from their overvaluation would fall upon their holders or the 
holders of silver certificates. 

The increased product of silver throughout the world, from the 
rich mines and the poor, as well as that obtained from lead and 
copper ores as a secondary product, would be very large. Some of 
the mines in Nevada are too lean now to pay any profit, while 
others in Colorado produce silver bullion at a cost of less than 25 
cents per ounce, and these give birth, not to gold bugs, but to 


| silver millionaires. 


the highest rates of interest and for the longest term of years. | 
| Southern States has ceased to support with Jacksonian fidelity and 


Really, this kind of bimetallism is not on speaking terms with 


gold, which seems to be fleeing away, and yet they refuse to invite | 
| their semirepudiating antagonists by accepting their subterranean 


its return or to open any doors through which it might come back 
to its former home. 


silver men, now fraternizing here and at home with the Repub- 
lican party, would band themselves together on one dominant idea, 
forsaking all others, and, with auxiliary Democratic aid, hitch on 
to the tail of a great Republican measure, at the first opportunity, 
some tinkling silver amendment, hoping thereby to secure a silver 
triumph of a hybrid combination, although the grand old Repub- 
lican party might perish. But there is little fear of these eruptive 
threats; for, if carried out, the riot act might be read at home to 
the offenders, upon whom public opinion would not fail to place 


The tired-out accusation that a diminished product of gold had 
greatly augmented its value has been refuted by the high author 
ity of Mulhall, according to whom the world’s total stock of gold 
in 1850 was $2,535,000,000, and in 1890 it had increased to $5,175,- 
000,000, and has been increasing annually ever since. 

Gold is wholly democratic in its character, a good neighbor, and 
never pushes silver from its company. So long asa just ratio is 
maintained, gold willingly does the heaviest part of the work. 
Depreciated legal-tender money, whether silver or paper, tolerates 
no ge ld. 

I am aware that the largest half of the Democratic party in our 


courage the sound-money doctrine of their fathers, but has met 


3 | silver platform, and they are now glued together by an equal hos- 
Some whispered threats have floated in the air that the extreme | 


tility to banks, railroads, and home-built ships, having only some 


| trifling unadjusted controversies about a proper distribution of 


its brand, and, whatever party might survive, not all of the gar- | : 
| of China attract anything of population, or capital, or confidence 


roters of the Republican party would be found among its mem- 
rs. 
The Southern people can hardly be expected to see with much 


| future spoils and proper protection on wool, which they feel sure 


can be sweetly adjusted on the Kentucky plan, by a judicious sepa- 
ration of their platform from their candidates. 

Will the free coinage of silver be a godsend to any part of our 
country, or confer a goodly prestige upon any party? There are 
many States in our great Republic, rich in varied natural resources, 
and now wanting nothing so much as an earlyincrease of popula- 
tion and capital to place them in the front rank of a prosperous 
people. Will the white-money metal alone of South America or 


to any of our States? I confess to some apprehension that free 


| coinage would be more likely to cause a withdrawal of some part 


complacency over $100,000,000 annually expended for pensions to | 


the survivors of our great Union Army, but they should bear in 


mind that these survivors are now diminishing by thousands year | 


by year, and that the Confederates must be held responsible for 


| 


of what has long been supposed to have there been firmly 
planted. 
Surely the South would make nothing by giving the world a 


| chance to buy the cotton crop with cheap silver, nor can it be 


the first gun in a deplorable war where they then took the chances | hoped to cheapen the cost of labor by paying its wages in cheap 
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silver, as that labor must have subsistence. Does it now get or 
ask for anything more? 

There are some gentlemen who confidently predict the overthrow 
of the gold standard party, as though that would insure the en- 
thronement of the single silver standard party. I am not aware 
of asingle gold standard party in America; but there is a large 
party—the national Republican party—now in excellent health, 
which ee to maintain both gold and silver in circulation, 
and to keep both metals in good health. The recent elections ap- 
— to show that the people have great confidence in the Repub- 
ican party, and the nation’s financial affairs will be intrusted to 
that party and to no other. The election of Republican governors 
in such States as New Jersey, Maryland, and Seated indicates 
that the old Whig States of the South are wheeling into line with 
their former brethren on questions which concern their industrial 

rosperity. The solid Republican Representative delegations in 

Jongress can not be much of an encouraging sign to the new and 
nameless silver party; but there they stand, look at them: Michi- 
gan with its 12 members, Wisconsin with 10, Indiana with 13, 
fowa with 11, Minnesota with 7, and many other smaller States, 
to which may be added such States as Pennsylvania with all Re- 
— members but 2 out of a total of 28; Ohio all but 2 of 21; 
issouri all but 5 of 15; Illinois all but 3 of 25; California all but 
1 of 7; New Jersey all but 1 of 8; New York all but 6 of 34, and 
Massachusetts all but 1 of 18. These are the bulwarks which will 
prevent the further invasion of the silver epidemic. 

Mr. President, the Republican party will at its earliest oppor- 
tunity seek the cooperation of leading nations in the coinage of 
silver, and will meantime aim to maintain the integrity of business 
affairs and the honor of the country by the maintenance of every 
dollar of money in the hands of the people, without depreciation, 
at its full face value. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont has 
alluded to the cheapness of the mining of silver. I did not care to 
interrupt the Senator in his speech, but I want to say to him that, 
while it is entirely true that we have mined silver in Colorado at 
25 cents an ounce, it is equally true that we are now mining large 
— of gold at 25 cents an ounce, which is worth $20.67 at 
the mint. 

As to the very remarkable mines which have been opened in 
what is called the Cripple Creek region, Iam informed by the 
president of one of the largest companies that they have mined 
many thousands of dollars of gold that had cost them less than 25 
cents an ounce. I was informed by an experienced engineer, a 
graduate of the Columbia College School of Mines, that he had ex- 
amined the books of a mining company at Cripple Creek and he 
knew that very large amounts of gold were being mined in that 
mine at less than 25 centsan ounce. I called upon a gentleman 
who, from being a common laborer a few years ago, has become 
a man of vast wealth by mining gold, and he informed me that 
he was mining gold in his mine at 10 cents an ounce, and his fore- 
man assured me that in three hours’ work, with three men, he had 
taken out $4,000 in gold. I will venture to say there are more 
than twenty mines in Colorada to-day mining gold at less than a 
dollar an ounce. If that was silver, theSenator from Vermont, I 
suppose, would think it was a misfortune, but he will not so think 
when applied to gold. 

We have heard a great deal about the silver barons, but we shall 
hear nothing about the gold barons, I suppose. I can select in 
the State of Colorado at least five men who were day laborers at 
three or four dollars a day, the poorest of whom has in five years 
from mining gold become worth a million dollars in hard money; 
one of them is worth at least, I should say now, five or six million 
dollars, and the others are proportionately wealthy. 

Mr. MORRILL. But the usual complaint of the silver men is 
that there is a scarcity of gold, and that gold mines are no longer 
SS so that a sufficient quantity of gold can not be pro- 

uced, 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not discussing thetquestion. It has been 
repeated again and again on this floor that silver should be coined 
at what it costs. Now, will the advocates of gold take the other 
horn, and say that gold shall be coined at what it costs? Ido not 
contend for that. I always supposed it was the most foolish state- 
ment that could be made, and one not supported by logic or com- 
mon sense, that the mint value of the precious metals depended 
upon what it cost to coin them. It is only in this Chamber that 
that heresy, fallacy, and absurdity has found a lodgment in the 
mind of any man. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to debate the subject at this 
time. Some day I may present it if anybody desires that I shall, 
and I shall then present the evidence that thousands of dollars of 

old have been mined in the last year in Colorado all the way 
rom 10 cents to $10 an ounce, and any mine in Colorado that is 
supposed to be a rich and productive mine ought to yield gold at 
the rate of not above $15 an ounce. 
Ido not desire to mislead anybody when I speak of the vast 
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profits from mining gold and sometimes from mining silver, | 
want to say that, while gold has been mined very cheaply in tho 
mines to which I have referred, there are a thousand cases jn 
this country where our people have expended fortunes in yo): 
mining and have not made any money. While it is true that | 
have known a mine which produced silver at 25 cents an ow 
and even less than that, $400,000 was expended on that mine bet 
any silver at all was taken out, and I believe from that mine 
owners never took out enough silver to return the capital invest 

So it is not certain,even when a mine produces silver or ; 
very cheaply, that in the end the owner may not sink very m 
more money in it than he takes out. I believe it is a recogni 
fact in mining sections that more money is expended in mi) 
than is received. Hundreds of miners work a lifetime wit! 
making any profit. 

The man to whom I referred as having madea great fort 
has mined in Colorado, I think I was told, for nearly thirty \ 
without having made any profit. He has given his whole li! 
an effort to find a paying mine, and now when he has got to 
man of mature age, just about ready to depart from the sta 
life, he has struck a very rich mine. It is the hope of being ; 
to strike a rich mine which keeps up the mining industry in 
country. It is a lottery, in which one man wins and hund 
lose, but you hear a great deal more about the one man who y 
than the hundred who lose. 

It is utterly impossible to fix the coinage rate of the precious 
metals by the cost of production. No man can say what it : 
to produce the precious metals when taken in the aggregat: 
is only when you have a mine which is rich, or a very poor m 
that you can say what mining costs. I have known silver mini 
very cheaply, as I have said, and I have known gold mined 
cheaply. I have known a mine topay $5 an ounce for every o 
of eee mined, and I have known a great many ounces of si! 
to cost the owner $100 an ounce or more. I have known thre: 
four hundred thousand dollars to be put into aholein the grou 
and nothing to be taken out. These are the uncertainties of min- 
ing. WhatI wish to call the attention of the Senator from \ 
mont to is that the fact that some particular mine, the best mine 
perhaps in the world, was producing silver at 10, 15, or 25 c 
an ounce has nothing to do with the question of minting, and 
neither he nor anybody else would propose to mint gold at j 
than the mint price of $20.67 to the ounce, because some fortun:te 
man had produced it at 25 cents an ounce. 

I have said in the Senate before, and I repeat it, that in the im- 
mediate neighborhood in which [ live, in the early days, I have 
seen gold mined in great quantities for 5 cents an ounce. That 
was done in California and it has been done elsewhere, but when 
you sum up the total and give all the men who are laboring creiit 
for their dara wages, and put against it all the gold and silver 
that are taken out, I believe it is pretty generally admitted t! 
the labor account will exceed the gold account and the silver 
account. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I understand the pending ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] to the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask that the amendment of the Senator from 
North Carolina may be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment re- 

rted by the committee by striking out section 4 and inserting in 
ieu thereof the following: 

Sxc. 4. That the issuance of interest-bearing bonds of the United States fo 
any purpose whatever, without further authority of Congress, is hereby | 
hibited; and that the Secretary of the Treasury,when redeeming United st» 
notes, commonly called greenbacks, and Treasury notes issued under the | 
visions of the act of July 14, 1890, and when liquidating either the interes 
principal of any of the Government’s coin obligations, is hereby directed 
make such payment in gold coin whenever the market value of 25.8 grains of 
standard gold is lessthan the market value of 412} grains of standard silver, 
and to.continue to pay in such gold coin until the maket value of 25.5 grains 
of standard gold shall be equal to the market value of 412} grains of standar 
silver; but when the market value of 25.8 grains of standard gold sha!! ! 
greater than the market value of 412} grains of standard silver, he shal! | 
the interest and the principal of said coin obligations as they become du 
silver coin, and continue to pay the same in silver coin until the market valu 
of 412} grains of standard silver shall be equal to the market value of 
grains of standard gold; and said notes, commonly called greenbacks, wicu 
so redeemed, shall be reissued, as provided by the act of May 31, 1878. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, as I understand the amendment 
which has just been read, it provides that whenever the two mct- 
als part in parity gold shall be paid out instead of silver or instea:! 
of both indifferently. Several objections occur tomy mind to ths 
amendment. First, the very existence of such a provision in tho 
law would create a factitious ground for efforts to make the two 
metals part in parity. A great motive would be engendered, ® 
— force would be organized, an immense stimulus would 

given to artificial efforts to create the very condition which we 
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are seeking to prevent. Thus, if it were known that any departure 
in the parity of the two metals would lead to the payment of gold 
instead of silver, or instead of gold and silver indifferently, the 
very existence of that provision in the law would inspire those 
who might have their own interests to subserve to make a raid 
upon one metal or the other, and thus bring about what they de- 


sired, when they might not be able to bring it about if the law | 


itself did not have that provision in it. 
In the second place, it never has been within the power of law, 


it never can be within the power of law, to preserve an exact math- | 


ematical, continuous, and undeviating parity between the coins of 
both metals. This is trueindependent of what may be the metal- 
lic value of the commodity which composes them, for there are 
transient, spasmodic, and unanticipated causes which, at different 
places and at different times, just like the shock of an earthquake 
to the sphere that we live upon, will create aberrations in the value 
of the two metals, and that, as I say, independent of what may be 

the market value of the metal in its commodity form. For in 


stance, at the very time when the Sherman law was repealed in | 


the autumn of 1803 the metallic silver dollars were selling in the 
marts of New York and in the marts of Richmond for a premium 
ranging from 3 to 5 percent. Although the metallic substance in 
the silver dollar was much below the par of the metallic substance 
in the gold dollar, the silver coin was selling at a premium over 
the gold coin, for the reason that at that time there was a peculiar 


and transient and a spasmodic demand for those denominations to | 
be found in the silver coin and not to be found in the gold coin. | 


This was a case in which, it will be observed, the lower metal was 
bringing the premium over the higher because coins in those low 
denominations which were in demand— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ator from Virginia that his five minutes have expired. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well, Mr. President. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I should have asked the Senator 
from Virginia to allow me an interruption if I had not known 
that he was speaking under the five-minute rule, in order to cor- 
rect what seems to me to be a mistake on his part as to the pur 
port of this amendment as [read it. AsI read the amendment of 
the honorable Senator from North Carolina, it is not that silver 
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The Chair would suggest to the Sen- | 


shall be paid for the obligations of the Government whenever | 


there is a difference in the parity of the two metals, but it is that 
whenever the parity has disappeared, and there is a difference in 


the commercial value of the two metals, that coin shall be paid | 


in the discharge of public obligations which is theless valuable in 
the markets of the world, whether it be gold or whether it be sil- 
ver. 


trend of the amendment in that respect. So the amendment is 


obnoxious, it seems to me, tothe criticism which the Senator from | 


Virginia did not make, of course, with his apprehension of the 
scope of the amendment, that here is an advertisement in advance 
by the Government, if this amendment should become law, that, 
however the state of the market may be with reference to the bul- 
lion which composes the coins of gold or silver, all that the pub- 
liccreditor can expect is to be paid in the cheapest, whichever it may 


I do not think the Senator from Virginia apprehended the | 


be, and, while it was not intended, the practical effect would be | 


that in any event ‘‘ we are bound to cheat you if we can.” 

Mr. President, what is the necessity for such an amendment as 
that? Why should those who are asked to loan money to the 
Government be told in advance, no matter how low the rate of 


interest they are willing to take or are asked to take, that in the | 


future, if -there shall be, from any of the great economic causes 
which control the price of commodities which are made into the 
metal moneys of the world, differences between the prices of these 
metals, they shall be paid in that which has suffered the most 
from whatever financial cataclysm shall take place? I do 1 
believe that on any ground such an amendment can commend 
itself to the common sense, the honesty, or the sense of fairness 
of the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
see I did misapprehend the amendment? 
to be heard. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Virginia? 
tor will proceed. 

Mr. DANIEL. I thought from my hearing of the reading of 
the amendment that it is one which requires the preference to be 
given to the higher metal. I perceive upon explanation that it re- 
quires the preference to be made by the Government in paying 
out the lower metal; and while this misapprehension of facts as 
to the meaning of the amendment guided my remarks, the same 
philosophy applies to this that would apply to the other. 


rot 
LOt 


May I be indulged to make a few remarks, as I 
I ask unanimous consent 


Is there objection to the request of 
The Chair hears none, and the Sena- 


It would not be right to provide that in any and all events the | 


lower metal should be paid out, for that would create in a differ- 
ent line the same exterior interest and force to make the metals 
goapart. The true idea, as I conceive, is that in the administra- 
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leave the matter entirely unknown to the person seeking payment 


as to which metal he would get. If the party going to a counter 
to receive payment knows that by indicating one metal he may 
demand that and thus deprive the Government of its option to pay 


in either, the preference of the outsider will always be directed 
to demand payment in the higher metal, and consequently by that 








artificial demand will increase the premium on t very metal 
which it ld be the policy of the law to balance with the other. 
But if, on the other hand, before he goes to t! hter to receive 
either metal, he is in doubt as to which he w vill have 
no motive to run down either, but a disposition 1 n that 
both are good, because he may get either. Tl like 
philosophy which would actuate me to oppos ; 
it read as I understood it, I am obliged to op it as | now see it 
reads, 

Mr. BUTLER. May Iask the Senator m Virg i question 
before he takes his seat; 

Mr. DANIEL. With pleasure 

Mr. BUTLER. What does the Senat und 1 to be the 
purpose and meaning of the law whic! Secretary 
of the Treasury with the option of paying our coin ns in 
either metal? What is the purpose of that 

Mr. DANIEL. To allow the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
out either metal. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no such law. 

Mr. DANIEL. TI uch a law,Ib vi As to the Sher- 
man notes there is suchalaw. There is such a] 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. The object of that option as I we uld ( ive 
if [am put in the position of an interpreter, woul at thes 
retary of the Treasury might exercise the discretion to s that 
metal in paying out which would best preserve ty of both 
metals. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the object is to preserve th: ty? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. How can he preserve the parity W1 is the 

| practical operation now that he must go through w n order to 
preserve the parity? 

Mr. DANIEL. He can best preserve the parity ting it 
be known and by having no fixed rule made by which he would 
select the one or the other metal, so as to leave t I ve 
payment in doubt as to which metal th will ge ! } ‘ore 
without a motive to run down the other metal. 

Mr. BUTLER. TheSenatorfrom Vit a will He 
does not meet my question squarely. in which 1 he 
pay? I am not asking about the discretion In ! inintain 
the parity, which metal, in the Senator's judgme1 ild the 
Secretary of the Treasury pay out when he iy out 
on coin obligations? Should he } out tl iM viv ata 
premium, above par, or should he pay the on ould be 
brought up to a parity with the other: 

Mr. DANIEL. I think he should treat them so in ntly as 
always toleave the outsider in doubt as to which metal he would 

| get, paying one to-day and the other to-morrow 

Mr. BUTLER. That is not the question. 

Mr. DANIEL. I can not permit the Senator to ask L ques- 
tion and also to give the answer. [am giving my an 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will pardon me when I say that 
I do not think he understands the question. 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; I do. 

Ir. BUTLER. Or the Senator would not | ne the 
answer which he has given me. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ido not think the Senator un in- 

wer, if he will permit me. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think 1 do understand tl wer, 
but I think it is such an answer that it leaves 1 the 
Treasury with a cloak to violate th: pas | v; and 
certainly the Senator from Virginia does not want that 

Mr. DANIEL. lam not undertaking, in s 
ment, to go into all the details or to criticiss 
Secretary of the Treasury. [am merely trying 

tract philosophy and the truth which sh 
general principles of administration. I wou unsWwer SO 
plain that everyone could comprehend it; and that ! ecting 
a metal to pay out the Secretary of the Treast tided 
by a discretion governed by the conditions a rn at 
the timeexisting, and should pay ont that m n judg- 
ment, would best preserve the parity of the m ls. 

if he thought it would b preser | he two met 
als to pay out the cheaper he should \ 2 
thought at the moment that to be indi ninate id indif 
about it and so to select the metals that h yuld | » it perp 
ually unknown which the person seeking payment ret 
would select the other. But you can no m iy down a fixed 
statutory principle which would control that retion than you 


tion of the law the power intrusted with the discretion should | can tell a military commander under the batt 
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enemy what command he should give to his troops at this moment | we get that we shall not needthem. If wedo not get free coinage 


or that. It belongs to the elasticity of mental operation applied 
to a miscellaneous, shifting, and ever-changeable condition of facts. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator say whether he thinks the 
Secretary of the Treasury in using that elastic discretion for the 
varying conditions—for they have been varying—has succeeded 
in maintaining a parity, or has approached it by the way he has 
been paying our coin obligations? 

Mr. DANIEL. All the records will answer that question with- 
out my being put upon the witness stand. It is evident that the 
parity between the two metals has not been maintained. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator think that the action of the 
Secretary of the Treasury has tended to cause a disparity? 

Mr. DANIEL. When I desire to express my opinion upon that 
subject I prefer to do so upon an occasion when I am unrestrained 
by time and when it is apropos of the matter in debate. As to 
that question, which has no application to this amendment, I beg 
leave to say that I decline to answer. 

Mr. BUTLER. Thisamendment never would have been offered 
if the spirit and the letter of the law had been used to maintain a 
parity. We have seen day after day that gold has been preferred 
and paid out on the coin obligations of the Government, and the 
disparity has grown greater under it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The five-minute rule is in operation, 
the Chair will state to the Senate. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Kentucky will allow me, I 
will state that, while I should be glad to oblige every Senator on 
this floor, I shall feel from this time henceforward compelled to 
object to any variation or modification of the consent agreement 
made on yesterday. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, of course as long as silver coin- 
age is limited and as the ratio between gold and silver coin differs 
in bullion value, a condition like that we now have will continue 
to exist, and if it does continue to exist there might be some perti- 
néncy in the proposed amendment. But I understand the logic 
of those who favor the unlimited coinage of silver at 16 to 1 is 
that the moment we come to that kind of coinage the difference 
in the bullion value of gold and silver will cease; that silver will 
op in value or gold depreciate in value until a mean value 
will be found, and that the action of the Government of the United 
States in going to the free coinage of silver at the present ratio 
will so enhance the demand for silver as to bring the value of the 
two metals together. 

If that be true there will be no necessity for any such amend- 
ment asthe one now offered. There will be no time when the 
Secretary of the Treasury can pay out silver because silver bullion 
is below the value of gold bullion, and no time when gold bullion 
will be paid out because it is below the value of silver bullion. 
Therefore I suggest to my friendfrom Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] that 
if the logic of his position is a logic that can be relied upon, the 
amendment ought to be defeated, because it is inconsistent with 
the very theory of those who insist upon the free coinage of silver. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposes by the Senator from North Carolina {Mr. 
—— the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to have an opportunity to close the de- 
bate. If there are any others who wish to speak, I will yield, as I 
desire to close the discussion on the amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, there are a great 
many questions, of course, connected with the main proposition 
intended to be covered by the pending bill which are meritorious 
in themselves. When the committee were formulating their 
substitute they discussed many collateral questions about which 
we should have been glad to express an opinion or to have pro- 
posed legislation, but the main, the leading purpose of this bill 
is to provide for the unlimited coinage of silver. While there 
are many other things that it would be well to provide for, the 
committee were of opinion, or at least those members who sym- 
pathize with my views were of opinion, that it would be best not 
to complicate this question with any of the others. 

The suggestions which have just been discussed on the floor of 
the Senate seem to me to be really irrelevant to the matter in 
hand, and I hope that the Senate will be willing to pass the 
amendment as it came from the committee, without adding any 
additional amendments. Without entering into a discussion of 
the merits of the amendment proposed by the Senator from North 
Carolina, I hope the Senate will not adopt any amendments to 
the amendment reported to the bill, but that it will pass the bill 
as it came from the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it seems to me from my stand- 
point that if we can adopt the committee’s amendment it will 
cover the whole ground; and I appeal to our friends who believe 
in supporting that amendment to let us come to a vote on it and 
not on this amendment. Several of these amendments would be 
very appropriate and proper if we did not have free coinage. If 


we can put the amendments on some other bill or somewhere else. 
I think free coinage covers the whole ground, solves the wh 
question, and settles all these amendments and the propositio: 
contained in them. 

I believe it would be better for us if we should not put suc! 
amendments upon a free-coinage bill. Some of them would n. 
be harmonious with it. I do not like to vote against any amend 
ment which looks like it would do something for the country, but 
at the same time I believe that the whole is greater than a part, 
and free coinage is greater than any of the amendments. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I regret very much to see the 
friends of free coinage weakening at this time. The ameni- 
ment which has been offered by the Senator from North Carolina 
{Mr. BUTLER] is clearly in the line of restoring the parity between 
the two coins. The present so-called Sherman law of 1890 ve 
in the Secretary of the Treasury a discretion to redeem the not 
under that act in either gold or silver coin. He has studiou 
and sedulously refused to carry out the discretion placed in h 
by that act, and by that means has caused the disparity which n 
exists between gold and silver. 

The amendment of the Senator from North Carolina is to the 
effect that whenever there is disparity between the two metals 
that disparity shall be restored by the action of the Treasury De- 
partment in paying out that metal or that coin whose bullion 
value is of the lower character or the less valuable in the market. 

I do not now propose to discuss the question which we have dis- 
cussed here for two or three years as to what is parity and how 
is to be restored. I think the advocates of silver all along on botl: 
sides have agreed that there can be no natural parity between gold 
and silver as bullion, as articles of commodity, especially when one 
is unrestricted in its coinage and the other limited in its coinage. 
It is all idle, it is the worst kind of logical rot toclaim that a parity 
can exist or be restored between the two metals under those cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to ask 
him a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Does the Senator think that if we secured the 
unlimited coinage of silver we would then have a parity between 
the two metals? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. Why not? 

Mr. DUBOIS. That is the proposition. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Then what is the use of adding an amendment 
to secure that parity when you have a chance to vote for the un- 
limited coinage of silver? 

Mr. ALLEN. Not at all, because I am well satisfied in my own 
mind that the amendment of the committee as reported will be 
absolutely ignored and violated in its execution unless the prin- 
ciple be couched in words which can not be avoided, 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. We have had too much experience 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
make a suggestion at this point? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], 
who, I believe, does not favor free coinage, made the same obse! 
vation about this matter as that made by the Senator from Colo 
rado [ Mr. a oaee , who favorsit. I wish tosay here—the Senator 
is coming to it, if he will pardon me—that it is perfectly clear, it 
seems to me, that free coinage will not maintain the parity unles 
the Secretary of the Treasury carries out the spirit and intent 
the law in paying out the metals so as to maintain it. Besides, 
you must remember that there are to-day millions of gold mort- 
gages in this country which were authorized under the Bland 
Allison Act, and so long as they exist there will be an artificial 
strain on gold, and free coinage can not maintain the parity unless 
the provisions of the proposed act are carried out by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam well persuaded that is true,and therefore 
I favor the amendment. 

Now, just one more observation, and I hope my time may be 
extended sufficiently to make it. The Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] expresses the hope that no amendments will be of- 
fered to the bill as it is now proposed to be amended by the com- 
mittee. What earthly use is there in adopting the amendment 
of the committee and sending this law to the Treasury Depart- 
ment to execute without some restrictions upon the Treasury 
Department in the issuance of Government bonds? I ask the 
honorable Senator from Colorado if we have not had experience 
enough with this Administration to know that by every contor- 
tion of language, and by the absolute violation of the letter and 
spirit of the law, this matter will not be carried out if there 1s & 
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ssibility of avoiding it, and the money will be supplied just as 
it is supplied to-day by the issuance of Government bonds? 
Now, why not put ra this bill an amendment that will pro- 


hibit the Secretary of the Treasury from issuing another interest- 
bearing obligation of the Government unless the necessity is de- 
clared by Congress. 

Mr. TELLER. If I may answer the Senator, I will say, taking 
the amendment offered by the Senator from North Carolina, 
where it provides that there shall be no further issuing of interest- 
bearing bonds, I am prepared to vote for that amendment, I do 
not know that every friend of free coinage is; and I would rather 
get a vote on free coinage simply and alone, and then if we want 
to add to the provision any of these things—and some of them, I 
think, might then be properly added-—let us add them to the bill. 
What I desire is that we may have a fair and square vote on the 
question of free coinage unencumbered by anything else. Of 
course I do not mean to say that many of these amendments 
would not meet my approval on the bill after we had voted for 
free coinage. I am in favor—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam in favor of restricting the issue of bonds 
by positive law. 

r. WALTHALL rose. 

Mr. HARRIS. The substitute provides for free coinage, pure 
and simple, and while there has been notice given of a number of 
amendments dealing with the various refinements, and sometimes 
with other questions, more or less pertinent and germane, I wish 
to reach a vote upon the amendment reported by the committee 
just as it is, and I shall oppose all amendments, regardless of their 
refinements or such merit as they may possess. I move to lay the 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Ten- 
nessee will withdraw that motion, for I want five minutes on the 
amendment before the vote is taken. 


Mr. HARRIS. For the purpose of allowing the Senator from | 


North Carolina to be heard under the consent rule, I will with- 
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draw the motion, but I shall renew it as soon as the Senator has | 


been heard, if I can get the floor. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair wasaddressed by the Sena- 


tor from Mississippi |Mr. WALTHALL] before the Senator from | 


North Carolina rose. 
Mr. WALTHALL. I simply rose to make the same motion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina is 
recognized. 
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less than 5 cents for the amount of gold that the Government 
stamps and calls a dollar. It costs more than that to mine the 
amount of silver that is in a silver dollar. Every man of common 
sense knows that the cost of digging these metals from the earth 
has practically nothing to do with the money value of the metals. 
That depends upon and is regulated by law and the stamp of the 
Government. I am not directly interested in the price of silver 
or the price of gold as metals, but I am interested and every 
wealth producer is directly interested in the amount of these that 
are coined into full legal-tender dollars. But it is necessary to 
bring about a parity between the two metals soas to overcome the 
difference in exchange between the Orient and the Occident. This 
can be done only by having the same law to apply to both metals. 
There must be free coinage for both and an equal strain on or de- 
mand for both. 

Mr. President, as heartily as I favor free coinage, I say to-day, 
and I will repeat it every time such a bill is up, that I never want 
to see a free-coinage bill become a law until this amendment or 
some provision similar to it becomes a law with it. The Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay], who is a gold man, shrewdly sees 
the point. He knows that if a free-coinage bill were to become a 
law to-day that the Secretary of the Treasury could cause a dis- 
parity between the metals by paying out gold alone on our coin 
obligations as he has been doing andis now doing. Besides, there 
was a clause put into the Bland-Allison Act of 1878 which allowed 
mortgages and notes to be taken payablein gold. There are thou- 
sands and millions of dollars to-day due in every section of this 
country on such gold mortgages and notes. This was done to ap- 
preciate gold and to depreciate silver. Now, the Government, to 
maintain the parity between the two metals, must pay out silver on 
our coin obligations until the strain on silver is equal to the strain 
on gold. 

Then and then only will there be a parity. This is what the Sec- 
retary ought todonow. It is his option and duty under the law to 
do it, but he is not doing it. He is causing a greater disparity by 
putting a still greater strain on gold. Hence the necessity of this 
amendment, which directs him in express terms how to maintain 
the parity. If we pass a free-coinage bill with this provision, then 
silver and gold will always practically be of the same bullion 
value. If you do not, then the Secretary of the Treasury will con- 
tinue to discriminate against silver to cause a disparity. Then 
every gold organ in this country would howl from ocean to ocean 


| that free coinage had not produced a parity, and that the Senator 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I trust that the disposition of | 


some to try to table this amendment will not prevail. It should 
be discussed, and besides every Senator ought to be willing to go 
squarely on record upon a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. PRITCHARD and others. We will. 

Mr. BUTLER. Allright. The first section of this amendment 
is germane to the bill that came from the other House. It pro- 
vides that no more bonds shall be issued by the President for any 
purpose without the consent and advice of Congress. We have 
not done our duty by simply killing the bond bill passed by the 
House, for every Senator on this floor knows that the President 
will continue to issue the bonds under the old Republican law of 
1875. Therefore, if you are opposed to bonds, you must not only 
refuse to pass this new bond bill, but you must also repeal the law 
under which the President has already issued $262,000,000 of in- 
terest-bearing bonds. I claim that the law of 1875 does not give 
him this power, but since he is assuming that power right under 
the nose and in the teeth of Congress, we should pass this amend- 


ment at once, which positively prohibits the further issuance of | 


bonds without authority of Congress. The man who does not vote 
for this amendment says by his vote that he is willing for the 
President to continue the bonds deals, which have not only been 
disgraceful, but which have piled up a large interest-bearing debt 
upon our taxpayers, with nothing to show for it. It has all been 
done for the sole benefit of gold gamblers and speculators. Will 
we sit here and permit such robbery to continue? Let us vote 
for this amendment and stop it. 

The second half of my amendment is germane to the free-silver 
amendment reported by the committee. I want to speak frankly 
as aman who favors free coinage as a great and fundamental 
principle of sound finance. I am not from a silver-producing 
State. I care nothing about the gold barons or the silver barons. 
I am from an agricultural State and an agricultural section of the 
country. Our prosperity and the prosperity of all wealth pro- 
ducersdepends upon the amount of full legal-tender money in cir- 
culation. We do not care if all the money is gold coin, provided 
there is enough gold, but we all know that there is not enough of 
both gold and silver :f every ounce was coined into money. It 
does not make any difference with us whether gold is dug from 
the mines at a cost of 10 cents an ounce or 5 cents anounce. We 
all know that gold is now being mined at many places at a cost of 


from Colorado and others who favor free coinage had not told the 
truth. They would show that what we had promised had not 
come. They would start a fresh campaign to fool the people and 
get them to submit to a gold standard by taking advantage of their 
own wrong and our indiscretion. No true friend of silver can 
want to see a free-coinage bill passed unless there goes with it a 
provision that will force the execution of the law in good faith. 
If you leave the Secretary of the Treasury with the discretion 
which he now has, he can and will discriminate against silver and 
in favor of gold. There is no way to maintain the parity but to 
stop and prevent this discrimination. Certainly we do not want 
to give the gold men an opportunity to rob us of some of the bene- 
fits of free coinage, and at the same time furnish them with fresh 
demagogy with which to fool the people. 

The great agyicultural section wants free coinage of gold and 
silver and also a parity between these metals, because it wants a bi- 
metallic standard and more full legal-tender dollars. We want 
enough money to maintain stability of prices, and we want to cor- 
rect the difference of exchange between silver and gold using 
countries, so that our farmers and manufacturers can successfully 
compete with the balance of the world. We have a wily foe to 
fight; and I tell you if you vote down my amendment and do not 
place such a provision upon the bill, every free-coinage man here 
will be put on the defensive before the gold advocates. That 
the gospel truth about it. 

The gold men try to chide us by saying that we favor paying 
our coin obligations in the cheaper metal. How, under heaven, 
can you ever pay out the coins so as to maintain a parity if you 
always pay in the dearermetal? Itisabsurd. Every man knows 
that you can not maintain the parity without putting an equal 
strain on both metals. When too great a strain has been put on 
gold, it goes toa premium. If you continue the strain, the pre- 
mium goes higher. But take the strain off of gold and put it on 
silver and they at once come toa parity. Therefore we should pay 
in silver when gold is at a premium. It is absolutely necessary 
to do it. TheSenator from Delaware says that this is robbing the 


18 


| bondholder. 


Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Delaware said nothing of the 
kind. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood him to say so. My amendment 
provides for paying the bondholder exactly in accordance with the 
contract. Topay him in gold only is to rob the farmer and all the 
people who pay the taxes. 
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Mr. GRAY. It will rob the farmer more than it will rob the 
bondholder. 

Mr. HARRIS. Irenew my motion. 

Mr. BACON. I ask the Senator to withdraw it for one mo- 
ment. I shall not occupy any time. 

Mr. HARRIS. I can not resist the appeal of the Senator from 
Georgia. I regret that he makes it, however. 

heey VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia is recog- 
nized, 

Mr. BACON. I only make it that my vote on this amendment 
may not be misconstrued. The first clause in the amendment I 
favor, and | favor it so strongly that I do not feel that I can cast 
a vote against it without giving my reason therefor. I shall vote 
against the amendment offered by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina only because of that part which relates to the payment of gold 
obligations by the Treasury. Ido favor the first clause, which 
prohibits the issuance of bonds by any executive officer without 
authority of Congress. 

I desire to say before taking my seat, in order that I may not be 
further misunderstood, that I do not agree with the Senator from 
North Carolina that the restoration of free coinage will not pro- 
duce parity. I believe it will produce parity. Otherwise I should 
not favor it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Ten- 
nessee will not insist upon his motion to lay the amendment upon 
the table. Let us vote it down. There has been no greater obsta- 
cle to the restoration of the free silver dollar to the place it occu- 

ied before the crime of 1873 than the effort to get more than could 

obtained when legislation was before Congress. Now, we can 
secure here, beyond peradventure, the free and unlimited coinage 
of the silver dollar, its restoration to the place it occupied in our 
laws before it was demonetized in 1873. et us take that. The 
propositions of the Senator from North Carolina I favor, and when 
the appropriate time comes for voting for them I shall vote for 
them; but this is neither the time nor the place, in my humble 
judgment. I hope that the Senator from Tennessee will let us 
take a yea-and-nay vote and vote down the amendments. Wecan 
do it as ay in that way as we can in the other. 

Mr. STEWART. The amendment is still open for discussion? 
No motion has yet been made to lay it on the table, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Nevada upon the amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. I think the amendment is proper on the bill 
now under consideration. This is simply a bill upon which the 
Senate are going to vote theirsentiments. There is no expectation 
that it will become a law. There is no expectation that we shall 

et free coinage. It is very doubtful if it will ever be considered 

y anybody after it leaves the Senate. It is simply an opportunity 
for men to vote their sentiments. We are now just maneuvering 
for position. It is giving those who want to parade before the 
country as friends of silver an opportunity to vote for it. They 
can do it now without hurting the Rothschilds or anybody else, 
because - know the bill will not become alaw. It is the most 
harmless bill in the world. 

If there is any sentiment that I have which is stronger than any 
other it is opposition to loading this Government with interest- 
bearing bonds in time of peace. That is the issue between the 

yeople and the two parties. Both the Democratic and the Repub- 
ican parties are thoroughly committed tothe principle of loading 
this country with interest-bearing bonds in time of peace. 

This bill came here from a Republican House, and it was thought 
80 important that this indorsement of the issuing of bonds should 
be made that we were not allowed to take the usual holiday recess. 
The Republican party and the Democratic party are both in favor 
of interest-bearing bonds in time of peace. The Populist party 
is opposed to it. There is no necessity for it. It is wicked to do 
it. There is no demand for isSuing bonds whatever, as we have 
discussed and shown repeatedly. 

I hope no Senator will move to lay the amendment on the table, 
but that there will be a direct vote on this proposition. I think 
we ought to have a direct vote on this matter—on the policy of 
issuing bonds—and hope no motion will be made to lay the amend- 
ment on the table. 

Mr, DUBOIS. I am opposed to the issuance of bonds, but I 
should like to ask the Senator from Nevada if, when we substi- 
tute an unlimited coinage bill for a bond issue, we are not voting 
directly against the authorization of bonds of any kind? That is 
the proposition here. We are substituting a free-coinage amend- 
ment for a proposition to issue bonds. 

Mr.STEWART. Willyouallowmetoanswer? Wearesimpl 
on dress parade as voting our sentiments. We know very well 
that the beeauinnas bill is not to become a law. I think it im- 
portant for the Senate to be recorded in opposition to bonds. If 
that be the sentiment of Congress it = have some effect in 
checking these very wicked processes. is ie merely voting a 

sentiment. 


Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to 
ask a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir, 

Mr. BUTLER. By voting for this free-coinage bill you do not 
repeal the law that President Cleveland is now issuing bonds un- 
der. He is now issuing bonds. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator is talking about another proposi 
tion, not the one under consideration. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wantto repeal the law, for if we do not repea] 
it he will continue to issue bonds. 

Mr.STEWART. Of coursethis measure will not interfere wit) 
the President’s doing anything. It is not to becomea law. |t 
is simply voting the sentiments of Congress, and if there is any 
sentiment against the issue of bonds let it be manifested here, 
Every time there is an opportunity we ought to protest against 
the issuing of bonds in anyform. That ought to bé done if a ma- 
jority is opposed to the issuance of bonds. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, I desire to explain my vote on the 
pending amendment. I shall vote for the substitute reported })y 
the committee. I am in favor of prohibiting the issuing of bonis 
without the action of Congress. I am also in favor of requiring 
the payment of gold and silver coin by the Treasury as may ho 
required to meet the obligations of the Government without pretf- 
erence of either, except as temporary exigencies May require one 
or the other. But ae are matters in this amendment which 
will create difference of opinion, and they had better come up 
separately. For myself, I believe that when the law says two 
things shall be equal for the payment of private and public ob- 
ligations there is no power in the world that can make them un- 
equal. For that purpose that is all the parity that is possible 
to exist. The other may come from other causes, and it is not in 
any wise material to free coinage of silver that the market valuv 
of the metals shall be equal to the ratio established by Congress. 
Now, we have a difference of opinion. Iam with the Senator 
from North Carolina upon these chief propositions. Lam in favor 
of the equal payment of gold and silver by positive requirement 
and prohibition of law. But I prefer not to vote for the pending 
amendment. 

Mr, PEFFER. Mr. President, just one word. Our experience 
ever since 1873 has been that the executive officers of the Govern 
ment absolutely refuse to execute the law. They are doing it 
now and have been doing it continuously, and — propose to do 
it until there is a mandatory provision requiring them to execute 
the law. That isthe principal reason why I favor the adoption 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina 
It makes it obligatory upon the Secretary of the Treasury to obe) 
the written law, and until we have some such statute we shal! 
have no execution of it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I ask permission to state to tli 
Senate what it seems to me the Senator from North Carolina his 
lost sight of. I tried to make him understand me, but of course 
that could not be done in a moment, and he was on the filo 
The Senator from North Carolina moves to amend the second se 
tion of the original bill. Suppose that is put in, and there is no 
other amendment. The next movement is the recommendation 
of the committee to strike off the whole bill, and the proposition 
will be to strike out the whole bill as amended. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President- 

Mr. TELLER. Wait a moment, until I get through. Then, if 
we carry the free coinage we have stricken out the whole thing 
as amended, we have undone what we had just done. It seems 
to me logically that the Senator must wait until we dispose of tl: 
committee amendment, and then let it come in as a separate s 
tion with an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator has been misrepresented by the 
printed slip on the table. 1 saw the force of that, and when 
offered the amendment proper, as shown in the Recorp of Janu- 
ary 14, I offered it in the place of section 4 of the report of the 
committee. Therefore it is an amendment to the amendment re- 
ported by the committee. It is a substitute for section 4. 

Mr. HALE. It is an amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is just an amendment to the substitute, 
where itis peculiarly appropriate. If we are going to vote on free 
coinage let us vote on a measure that is sound and will give relief 
if we ever get free coinage. We know it is not going to become 
a law; but when we say what will give relief let us say what is 
honest. 

Mr. TELLER. That changes the attitude of the amendment 
very much. I had supposed it was as I have it in the printed 
form. 

Mr. BUTLER. I corrected that. 

Mr. TELLER. That is certainly an attempt on the Senator’s 
part to amend and correct the report of the committee as to sec- 
tion 4. I have not seen any print of that kind. 

Mr. BUTLER. It has not been printed. 
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Mr. TELLER. 
by the Senator’s substitute? 

“Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, we can not hear at all on this 
side of the Chamber. 

Mr. TELLER. What I said was that, as I now understand 
from the explanation of the Senator from North Carolina, instead 
of the amendment being to the text of the bill, it is an amend- 
ment to the committee’s amendment, which is section 4. That, 
of course, changes the parliamentary status entirely. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from North Carolina to the amendment 


reported by the comruittee. 

Mr. BUTLER and Mr. STEW ART called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHILTON. Let the amendment be again read. 

Mr. FRYE. Was there not an amendment pending offered by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] to that part of the 
bill proposed to be stricken out by the committee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is not so advised. The 
Senator from Texas calls for the reading of the amendment to the 
amendment, which will be done. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. BUTLER to 
section 4 of the substitute reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to have section 4 of the substitute, 
which is proposed to be stricken out, read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The section referred to will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Src. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem the United States 
notes, commonly called “ greenbacks,”’ 
under the provisions of the act of July 14, 1890, when presented for redemp 
tion in standard silver dollars or in gold coin, using for redemption of said 
notes either gold or silver coins, 
exclusively at the option of the Treasury Department, and said notes, com 
monly called ‘* greenbacks,’’ when so redeemed, shall be reissued as provided 
by the act of May 31, 1878 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will call the roll on the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. CULLOM’s name was called). 


and also the Treasury notes issued | 


or both, not at the option of the holder, but | 








The Senator from Illinois |Mr. CuLLOM] has a general pair with | 
the Senator from Delaware |Mr. GRay], but on all questions re- | 
lating to this bill a transfer has been made whereby the Senator 


Mr. 


ich- 


from Illinois stands paired with the Senator from Kentucky f 
BLACKBURN }, who has a general pair with the Senator from } 
igan |Mr. McMILLAN}. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmiTH!, who is called 
home to attend a funeral in his family. If the Senator from New 
Jersey were present, he would at any rate vote against the com- 
mitteesubstitute—the unlimited-coinage provision—and I think he 
would vote against all amendments to the bill; but I do not fee! 
at liberty to vote now unless some Senator on the other side of 
the Chamber can assure me that the Senator from New Jerse) 
would vote against the pending amendment. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from New Jersey before he left called 
my attention to the fact of his pair with the Senator from Idaho; 
and, without disclosing exactly what he said, I will say that | 
think the Senator from New Jersey did not expect the Senator 
from Idaho to vote on anything pertaining to the bill in the ab- 
sence of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator thinks I should not vote? 

Mr. HILL. I think so. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I thought perhaps we might agree on this ques- 
tion and vote the same way. 

Mr. HILL. ‘The precise effect of thisamendment upon the state 
of the bill might be uncertain, and therefore I suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Idaho that he should not vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Very well. Of course I expect to observe my 
pair strictly. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). 
with the senior Senator from Georgia |Mr. GorDoN]. 


I have a general pair 
i do not 
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Then the proposition now is to amend section 4 | Mr. CAMERON. I think my colleague, if present, 


see him in his seat, and I ask his colleague how he would vote on | 


this question? 

Mr. BACON. 
my colleague did not give me any information on the subject be- 
fore he left. 

Mr. GEAR. Then I withhold my vote; but if I were not paired 
I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], who 
is absent on important business; but as he and I agree on this 
question, I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay}. 
inform me how he would vote on this question? 
might vote the same way, 


I am paired with 
Can his colleazue 
Perhaps we 


I am not prepared to answer the question, as | 
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would vote 


‘*nay.” 


Mr. MORGAN. Then I vote hay 

The roll call was concluded 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will transfer my ‘with the senior Senator 
from New Jersey | Mr. Smiti| to 1 wr Senator from Nevada 

Mr. JONES], and vote * nay. 

Mr. TELLER. Mycolleague |Mr. Wotcorr], who is unavoid- 
ably detained from the Chamber, is paired on all these questions 
with the junior Senator from O Mr. Bric 

Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana | Mr. CAFFERY I voted 
on this question under an impression—and that impression has 
been confirmed—that if present uld vote the same way that 


L have done. If there be no obj on to that, 1 will 


stand. 


et ny vote 


The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 60; as follows: 
YEAS— 13. 
Allen, Cannon, Kyle Roacl 
B vn, Ge Peffer, Stewart, 
Butler Hill Pritchard, Tillman. 
Cameron, 
NAYS —60 
Al ° Faulkner McBride, Proctor, 
Bac Frye, Me Millan, Pugh 
Bake Gallinger, Mant! Shoup, 
Bat Gibson Millis Squire 
Berry Gorman, Mitchell, Oreg Pelle 
Blanchard, Gray Mitchell, Wis Thurston, 
Burrows, Hale Morgan, Tur 
Call Hansbrough, Morrill Ves 
Cat Harris Murphy, Vila 
Chandler Hawley, Nelson, Voorhees, 
( t Hoar Palmer, Waltha lL, 
Clark Irby Pasco Wa n, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark Perkir Ww 10re, 
Da Lindsay Pettigrew, W 
Dubois, Lod Platt Wil 
NOT VOTING-—-16. 
Ald I Cu m, Gordon Sewe 
Bla urn D | Jones, Nev ‘ rman 
Brie Elk Mar ? ~ } 
Caffery Ge Quay VW 
So the amendment to the amendment was rej ‘ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. ALLEN. I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk, 
to be added to section 4 of the committee amendme 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will | ited 
{ SECRETARY it IS prop ed at the clo ol ct the 
Inmittee amendment to add the following 
I ta pa t i I > 
p f ywer t t 
‘ rnwu tu ( vy s 
Y { r 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on th tmendinent 
submitted by the Senator from Nebraska to the amendm f 
the committee. 
Mr. ALLEN. On that I ask for the yeas and nay 
Phe sand nays were ordered. 
Mr. ‘TELLER. I am in favor of restricting tl ry ry | 
p ment from issuing any bonds. I desire to do that, however, 
in a separate section aiter we have disposed of the ot ! nn l 
ments { am prepared to vote for such an amendment, but | 
not like to vote for it at this time in this particular sha | ap 
to the Senator from Nebraska to wait and see if ot 
{ vards put such a provision on the bill with proper ra 
n. 1 believe if we can do it, it will be an exp: mn he 
Penate. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me to 
interrupt him, I can not see anything to be gained by withdraw 
ing the amendment at this time. If the Senator can explain to 


my satisfaction—and [ am very easily satisfied—why this amend 
ment should not be attached to this section, and why it should be 
made a separate section, I will willingly comply with his request. 


Mr. TELLER. Ido not know that it is necessary that it should 
be made a separate section. J thought I rather liked the form of 
the proposition, as it came from the Senator from North Carolina, 


a little better than the language of the substitute, and I thought 
we might have an opportunity to put it in better shape. 

I want it distinctly understood that however I may vote upon 
this question, I am determinedly opposed to the issue of bonds by 
the Government of the United States in time of peace or at any 
other time, except as authorized so to do specifically by Con tress. 
I am in favor of taking away that power if it exists. I am ex 
ceedingly anxious that we may have a fair vote on that question, 
unencumbered by the free-coinage question. It seems to me that 
we might have that, and that we might determine this other ques- 
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tion in the Senate, as we know we all havea right todo, when the 
bill is reported to the Senate. Should the Senator introduce his 
amendment in the Senate after we have disposed of the commit- 
tee amendment, I should have no hesitation in voting for it as I 
am now advised. If it is not presented in any better form, I shall 
certainly vote for it as it stands, and cheerfully and gladly vote 
for it. merely thought we had better take one thing at a time, 
and not complicate the main issue and the main question by any 
of these other questions until that shall have been disposed of. 

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to say that I am decidedly 
in favor of the proposition contained in the amendment of the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] or the same proposi- 
tion contained in the amendment offered by the Senator oom 
Nebraska {[Mr. ALLEN]; but I am opposed to voting for that 
amendment to the amendment of the Committee on Finance. I 
am willing to vote for either one of the amendments to the bill 
when I can do so as a separate proposition. After we shall have 
passed upon the question as to whether or not the committee 
amendment shall be voted up or voted down, then, if this proposi- 
tion shall be renewed as an amendment to the bill as amended, I 
stand ready and willing and anxious to vote for it, because I do not 
believe the Secretary of the Treasury should have a standing power 
to issue bonds at his own discretion. I think he should only have 
the power when an emergency arises and the power is given by 
Congress. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Colorado a 
question, the answer to which will control my vote on this propo- 
sition. Does the Senator from Colorado think that the adoption at 
this particular time of the amendment to the amendment would 
in any way impair or injure the chances of the passage by the 
Senate of a measure for the free coinage of silver? 

Mr. TELLER. If I may be allowed to answer, I will state that 
I do not say that it will have that effect. I have been afraid that 
it might make some difference with some members of the Senate, 
and I felt that we had better settle the main question first, the 
importance of which we all recognize. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I believe it will lose votes for the 
substitute. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has the Senator from Colorado a serious appre- 
hension that such will be the result? 

Mr. TELLER. If I had not, being very much in favor of the 
— I certainly should not have subjected myself to the 
danger of being misunderstood by voting against it. If I believed 
it would help the free-coinage provision I should have voted for it 
very cheerfully. I shall certainly vote for it after we have dis- 
posed of the main question. 

Mr, GEORGE, hen, Mr. President, upon the judgment of so 
able a Senator as the Senator from Colorado, being, however, in 
favor of the amendment and being determined to vote for a similar 
proposition somewhere in this bill, in order not to cripple in any 
way or to impair the passage of a free-coinage bill, 1 will vote 
against the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I wish to say a word or two on 
this subject, because it is one that concerns the interests of the 
whole country. In the first place, [am in favor of the free coinage 
of silver as a principle. I propose to vote in accordance with that 
conviction. I do not think it necessary that we should spend so 
much time in discussing the silver question here, except to show 
to the American people what the views of the American Senate 
are on that subject. Certainly nothing can be accomplished at 
this session in the way of legislation in favor of silver. That is 
already well understood. However, it is needful and proper that 
we should put ourselves on record as to where we ent on the 
question. The position I er is in favor of silver. 

Now, when it comes to the other matter, the question of the is- 
suance of bonds by this Administration or by any other, I take a 
different position from that of some of my friends who are in 
favor of the restoration of silver. I want to say that I am not 
afraid to have bonds issued if it is needful to borrow money to 
carry on the legitimate operations of the Government or provide 
for an emergency. I believe in sustaining the Government, first 
by the methods familiar to us all, taxation first, and customs taxa- 
tion principally, re it with internal-revenue taxation, 
but depending mainly upon customs duties, to be so levied as in- 
cidentally to protect American interests. _I believe that it is wrong 
for us to deny tothe people of the United States the revenue that 
ought to be secured from properly imposed taxation upon imports. 
I believe that this Government should have its coffers well supplied 
with the necessary funds with which to carry on the Government 
obtained from this source mainly. 

But, Mr. President, I am also in favor of ing on the Gov- 


ernment and of sustaining its credit. I am in favor of carryin 
on all the great public works which have already been star 
and others that should be started as speedily as possible. I am 
in favor, for example, of the construction of the Ni Canal. 
I am in favor of coast defenses for our country. I we are 
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indulging in criminal negligence, if I may properly use such an 
expression in this presence, by our failure to provide an adequate 
system of coast defenses for this country. The greatest military 
authorities of this country and the greatest naval authorities 
agree that we are in a perilous condition, and that it will take time 
to put ourselves in a proper state to resist an attack and to main- 
tain the dignity of this country, if need be, in connection with our 
foreign affairs. 

Therefore I wish to state at this time that I shall vote against 
such an amendment as is here proposed, because I am willing to 
support the hands of the present Administration in its effort to 
maintain the credit of the Government on the one hand, and I am 
in favor of the issuance of bonds whenever necessary to obtain 
funds that can not properly be obtained in sufficient quantity by 
taxation to carry on the great and necessary work for the develop- 
ment and protection of our country. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] I think should be withdrawn, 
with all due deference to him. e do not know the views of 
every Senator upon this floor on all branches of this question, and 
there may be Senators who are in favor of the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee who would not support the proposition 
advanced by the Senator from Nebraska; and yet his amendment 
may be adopted. Senators who take the view of the Senator from 
New York, for instance, as evidenced by this last vote, may think 
it desirable to load the substitute of the committee with what 
might be called Grecian amendments. Gifts of this character 
may result in defeating the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee. 

It is obviously the duty of those who agree upon the free-coin- 
age proposition to dissever the subject from all others, and, pre- 
senting that unembarrassed, vote upon it, and not run the risk of 
losing the support of those who, while desiring free coinage, 
would be loath to adopt the extreme proposition advocated by the 
Senator from Nebraska. I do not speak of this because personally 
Iam opposed to the amendment; on the contrary, I am in favor 
of restricting the issuance of bonds; but I do not wish to go into 
that subject or to trench upon the views of other Senators who, as I 
said awhile ago, favoring the amendment of the committee, might 
a | object to that proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I desire to state very briefly that 
the bill as it comes from the House of Representatives does not 
meet with my approval. Neither does the amendment reported 
by the Committee on Finance. I shall vote for the amendment of 
the Committee on Finance as asubstitute for the bill of the House. 
in order to defeat the bill of the House. I believe that if the bill 
as it came from the other House should pass this body it would 
become a law. Iam perfectly satisfied that if the Senate substi- 
tute passes this body neither will become a law. Therefore I 
shall vote for the amendment, as I suppose my friend from New 
York did, as he is at least charged with having done; in order to 
defeat one part of it I shall vote for any amendment that will 
defeat-the other. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I wish to state that I favor both 
the amendment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] 
and that of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. I think, 
however, that it may endanger the bill to encumber and embar- 
rass it bysuch amendments. While I feel that I want the time to 
come when I can vote for the principles enunciated in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from North Carolina, as well as that of the 
Senator from Nebraska, I shall vote against the proposition at 
this time, but hoping that I shall yet have an opportunity to vote 
for it, for I favor it. 

I am opposed to the issuance of bonds in time of peace, or that 
the Secretary of the Treasury should have authority to issue bonds. 
I am as absolutely of that conviction as is the Senator who pro- 
poses the amendment. Yet at the same time I think it is best for 
us not to encumber the bill. It is good as it is, and I wish to see 
it gothrough. Then after that we can put on these amendments 
if it is necessary. I favor the bill as it is proposed to be amended 
by the committee, as I have before aah, and therefore I shall 
vote in the way I have indicated. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, it is extremely curious to me 
to find gentlemen who claim to be in favor of the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver unwilling to follow tke policy to its 
logical consequence. It is a strange thing to me that a proposition 
coming from the representatives of the only great party in this 
country which in 1892 declared in favor of the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver at 16 to 1 should be regarded by the friends of 
free silver as Greek gifts, coming ostensibly friendly but really 
hostile to the object to be accomplished. 

Senators say that they are ready to vote for an amendment 
similar to this. At what time? If the amendment be right, why 
not vote for it now? ee 

Mr. BATE. . May I ask the Senator from Kentucky a question? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 
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Mr. BATE. Will the Senator from Kentucky vote for this | 
amendment when the time comes? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I shall vote for the amendment in order to 
make a logical bill. 

Mr. BATE. Ah! 

Mr. LINDSAY. And then, believing the amendment to be 
wrong, I shall vote against the amendment as amended. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Kentucky will vote for it 
when it can not pass. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes; and I will state that in all the history of 
the agitation for the free coinage of silver it has always been 
pressed when such a bill could not pass and never when there was 
an opportunity to pass it. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is true. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Never when there was an opportunity to pass 
such a measure has there been any serious attempt to pass it. 

Now, the claim of the friends of free silver is that it will restore 
prosperity; that it will operate to-revive business; that the Treas- 
ury will be full to overflowing with legal-tender money, and we 
will need no bonds. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me 
to ask him a question? At what time since 1873 has there been an 
opportunity to pass a free-coinage bill? 

fr. LINDSAY. There was an opportunity in 1890, when the 
representatives of the silver-producing States of the Union com- 
bined with the protection people to defeat it. That is when there 
was a time to pass it. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me tell the Senator how it was. The 
House had twice beaten a free-coinage bill by 30 majority, and 
everybody knew that the President would veto it. We were 
situated then just as we are now. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Who said the President would have vetoed it? 
Who had authority to speak for the President? 

Mr. STEWART. He said so. 

Mr. GRAY. Did the President say so to the Senator from Ne- 
vada? 

Mr. LINDSAY. There was at least a time when both Houses 
of Congress might have passed a bill and put the responsibility 
upon the Executive. 

Mr. STEWART. Let us doso now. There is an opportunity. 

Mr. LINDSAY. An opportunity presented itself to sell silver 
rather than coin it, and the friends of silver embraced the oppor- 
tunity. 

If the friends of free silver are right, that prosperity will come 
with the adoption of free coinage, then we need no bonds; then 
we ought to sellno bonds. If we want to build the Nicaragua 
Canal we shall have to have aspecial act of authority to sell bonds 
anyway. Further than that, the time has come when Congress 
ought to take charge of the credit of this Government, and not to 
rely upon the President exercising his authority under the act of 
1875—the act for redemption. The President has gone as far as 
he ought to be required to go, and I hope he will not take another 
step in keeping up the credit of the Government by selling bonds, 
but that he will put the responsibility where it belongs, upon the 
Congress of the United States. If a calamity comes, then let the 
responsibility rest where it belongs. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. 
ask him a question? My understanding is that Mr. Harrison was 
President of the United States in 1890. Do I understand the Sena- 
tor to say that the President at that time declared that he would 
veto a free-coinage bill? 

Mr. STEWART. Sowe were informed. I was not in commu- 
nication with him personally. [Laughter.] Butseveral Senators 
told me that he had so declared. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator indicate who it was who 
told him or who was in communication with the President on this 
subject, and what his authority is for saying that President Har- 
rison declared himself against the free coinage of silver? 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Nevada will allow me, I 
will state that I know of my own personal knowledge that Presi- 
dent Harrison declared again and again that he would veto a free- | 
coinage bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is quite sufficient. 

Mr. CHILTON. I wish to say that I shall vote for the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Finance, though it contains 
some minor propositions which do not meet my approbation. One 
of these is found in that part of section 4 which compels the reissue 
of greenbacks whenever redemption takes place. 

or myself, I do not believe we shall ever achieve a restoration 
of orderly finance until the present system of reissuing the de- | 
mand notes of the Government is abandoned, and whenever a fair | 
and conciliatory plan looking to that end is presented to the Sen- 
ate I expect to vote for it. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not want a false impres- 
sion to go out to the country that there has ever been an oppor- | 
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tunity to get free coinage or that there ever will be an opportunity 


| to get free coinage while a gold man is in the White House, and 


gold men have been there for the last twenty years. It would 
therefore require a two-thirds vote to get it, and the President, 
with 300,000 offices, using them to defeat it, makes that an impos- 
sibility. .We have seen that over and over again. In 1890 there 
were several test votes in the other House. On what they re- 
garded as a special test vote there was, if I remember correctly, 
31 majority against free coinage in that body. ; 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] who is not present has 
stated that he consented to that bill in order to defeat free coin- 
age. There was no more chance then for free coinage than there 
isnow. That is the way they expect to defeat free coinage for- 
ever—if they can get the President. The views of Mr. President 
Harrisen-on this subject are no different from those of Mr. Presi- 
dent Cleveland. 

Mr. LINDSAY. 
that bill? 

Mr. STEWART. Because I was informed that it would be exe- 
cuted; and no part of it was ever executed fairly and honestly by 
anybody. It is too long a story to tell. That would have been a 
good act if the Administration had coined the silver and paid it 
out on the Government obligations, paid it out in the redemption 
of those notes. There would have been no raid on the Treasury 
at all. We would have had plenty of money and prosperity. [t 
was the conduct of both Administrations in refusing to obey the 
law, although it was mandatory, that caused the trouble. 

This distress has been brought upon the country by Adminis- 
trations in refusing to pay coin and by refusing to exercise the 
option. There would have been no raids on the Treasury, and we 
would have a supply of money from this source if it had not been 
for the surrender of the option of the Government. The act was 
a good one, and the Senator from Ohio himself, who voted for it 
and then voted to repeal it, stated here in his place that it had 
saved the country from a panic in 1890, and had done a great deal 
of good up to that date. But he was ready then to killit. Why? 

3ecause he was in sympathy with the payment in gold. He was 
in sympathy with the process by which the Treasury was drained. 
He was in sympathy with those who gave away for nothing that 
valuable option which, if it had been exercised by this Govern- 
ment, would have given us prosperity. Doing the same thing we 
ask to have done did not injure the Governments of France and 
Germany. We ask for the exercise of the option in favor of the 
Government, because discrimination against Government money 
and the refusal to execute that law have brought calamity. If 
you would execute what is left of the law you would stop the 
raids on the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I was induced to offer this amend- 
ment because Senators had declared upon this floor from time to 
time that they believed the time had come when it was necessary 
and proper to withdraw from the Secretary of the Treasury any 
power he might have under the act of 1875 to issue the bonds of 
this Government. I took occasion in some remarks I made in this 
Chamber two years ago the present month to show, I think con- 
clusively, that every bond issued by the present Administration 
was issued in direct violation of law. I have not the slightest 


May I ask the Senator why he consented to 


| doubt but that I could impanel a jury of twelve honest men in 
Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to 


this country and prove to them and receive a verdict from them 
to the effect that the bonds are issued absolutely without any au- 
thority of law whatever. 

Senators from time to time have been in favor of withdrawing 
this power, if any powerexisted. Acting upon the supposition that 
some power does exist or may exist under the law of 1875, I have 
offered this amendment for the purpose of testing those who claim 
they are in favor of monetary reform, and I can not be induced 
by appeals to withdraw the amendment. If there is any Senator 
in this Chamber whose loyalty to silver is of such a precarious na- 
ture that it is liable to snap upon an amendment of this kind, I 
want to see him go upon record and let his loyalty be determined. 

We have had altogether too much of holding up hands and pro- 
fessing loyalty to silver when there was no opportunity to enact 
it into a law, and we have had ascuttling to the moss and the 
deep places in the pool when it came to voting upon measures of 
this kind. I shall insist upon the amendment being voted upon 
at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Nebraska {|Mr. ALLEN] to 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. On that 1 ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]. I donot 
know how he would vote upon this proposition, and therefore with- 


| hold my vote. 


Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. CuLLom’s name was called), 
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The announcement that I made concerning the pairs of the Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] and the Senator from Kentucky 
{Mr. BLAckBURN] will stand on this vote as on the preceding vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I will announce 
the pair of the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smita] with 
the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] for the day. I vote 
** nay.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If the Senator from Geor- 
gia were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], but 
as we are of one mind on this question, I will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. Will his colleague 
inform me how he would vote if present? 

Mr. CAMERON, I think my colleague would vote ‘‘nay” on 
this question. 

Mr. MORGAN. ThenI will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr, TURPIE (when his name was called). I inquire whether 
the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis} has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. TURPIE. I withhold my vote. Ifthe senior Senator from 
Minnesota were present, I should vote ‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] is 
absent and unpaired. I will transfer my pair with the Senator 
from Georgia |Mr. GorDON] to the Senator from New Jersey and 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I wish to announce that my colleague [ Mr. 
Carrery| is detained from the Chamber. A pair has been an- 
nounced between him and the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Bur- 
rows]. I feel justifiedin stating that if my colleague were present, 
he would vote ‘nay ” upon this amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. I withheld my vote,not knowing how the 
senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] would vote, but 
upon the announcement of his colleague that he would vote ‘‘ nay” 
I desire to vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

oe eanen. Has the Senator from Washington {[Mr. WiLson] 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has voted. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 54; as follows: 


YEAS—21, 
Allen, Butler, Irby, Roach, 
Bacon, Call, Kyle, Stewart, 
Baker, Cameron, Lindsay, Thur-ton. 
Berry, Cannon, Mills, 
Blanchard, Hill, Peffer, 
Brown, Hoar, Pritchard, 

NAYS—54. 
Allison, Gear, Martin, Shoup, 
Bate, George, Mitchell, Oreg. Squire, 
Burrows, Gibson, Mitctiell, Wis. Teller, 
Carter, Gorman, Mors:an, Tillman, 
Chandler, Gray, Morrill, Vest, 
Chilton, Hale, Murphy, Vilas, 
Clark, Hansbrough, Nelson, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Harris, Palmer, Walthall, 
Daniel, Hawley, Pasco, Warren, 
Dubois, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Wetmore, 
Elkins, Lodge, Platt, White, 
Fauikner, McBride, Proctor, Wilson. 
Frye, Mec Millan, " 
Gallinger, Mantle, Sherman, 

NOT VOTING—14 

Aldrich, Cullom, Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Davis, Quay, Wolcott. 
Brice, Gordon, Sewell, 
Caffery, Jones, Nev. Smith, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. I offer an amendment to come in as a proviso 
after the first section of the substitute proposed by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. Add at the end of the first section of the com- 
mittee amendment the following proviso: 


Provided, That theseigniorage upon all coinage of silver under this act shall 
be retained by the United States = in amount to the difference between 
poe) colsing value and the comme value of silver bullion when presented 
at the mint. 


Mr. MORRILL. That seems to me so fair a proposition that 
it can hardly be objected to by TNO Certainly the United 
States ought not to be compelled to work for nothing and to add 
about 2 cents to the cost and to the value of the silver dollar. 
When the French Government had their mints open to free coin- 
age they often asked more than the cost for seigniorage, because 
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there was a little more difference between the coining value and 
the actual value of silver and gold coin. This ought to be taken 
for the benefit of the Government. I think those who live in si]- 
ver States, who are so anxious to bestow the beneficence of free 
coinage upon the whole country, will be glad to take away the 
selfish part of the bill,so that it will not be said that the silve; 
mines are to — by all the difference there is between the coin- 
ing value and the commercial value of silver bullion. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not know why we should 
object to having silver certificates out for this silver. What o}- 
jection is there? They are the best money we have, and about al! 
the money we have. Ifyou go toa bank and get anything besides 
silver certificates I shall be disappointed. Ido not believe that 
outside of the banks, the hoards, and the Treasury Department, 
there is $30,000,000 of Treasury notes in circulation. The $330,- 
000,000 of silver certificates, redeemable in silver coin, do three- 
fourths—I think four-fifths—of all the business that is done in the 
United States. That is practically all the money wehave. If we 
could have more of that kind of money I think we would be better 


off. 

Mr. PEFFER. The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Vermont would, I have no doubt, be acceptable to every gold 
monometallist on this side and on the other side of the Atlantic 
Ocean. It is an utter giving away, an utter sale, an utter barter 
by the silver men—the alleged silver men—of all that there is in 
the silver proposition. If there is anything in the principle in- 
volved in the free and unlimited coinage of silver, it is that as 
among metals gold and silver are exactly alike, one of equal value 
with the other so far as their money function is concerned. 

The Senator from Vermont knows, as we all do, that the law 
protects the value of gold. The law fixes the value of gold. It 
has done so for nearly a thousand years, certainly for five hundred 
years, while we have thrown silver open upon the market to find its 
price level with corn, and wheat, and cotton, and tobacco, and 
horses, and cattle, and all other items of property. 

Now, if we are toallow the Government to take the difference be- 
tween the coinage value and the bullion value of silver, we give the 
entire question away. So far as the Populists are concerned, we 
shall undoubtedly vote solidly against this amendment. I know 
that the silver men upon the — of both sides of the Chamber, 
Democrats and Republicans alike, when we had a vote upon this 
question in 1893, voted in favor of a substantially similar projo- 
sition. It was presented by the Senator from California [Mr. Prr- 
Kins}. Last year,in January, just a little more than a year froin 
this time, the Senator from Arkansas proposed a bill, and it was 
advertised to the country as a free-coinage bill. The newspaper 
people were waiting anxiously day after day until a vote would 
be taken, in order that the silver strength of the Senate might be 
exhibited. Instead of being a free-coinage bill, the first seven or 
eight sections provided for the issuing of $500,000,000 of bonds in 
order to redeem the greenbacks. It did not reach the silver ques- 
tion until it came to the ninth section, and that embraced a propo- 
sition exactly similar to the one embodied in the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont. I call the attention of the Senate and 
of the people of the country through the Senate to the vote that 
is about to be taken upon this amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I feel compelled to vote against the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont, although I recognize 
his great experience and general soundness upon these questions. 
I do not believe it is wise, whatever may be our system of coinage 
or the attitude of this Government toward the two metals, to a 
tempt what has been so often discussed, to go into a matter of 
buying either one metal or the other. If we are to have free coin- 
age we will have it; and I do not know that the consequencrs 
which I apprehend from such a state of things will be much 
worse than would result from buying silver or buying gold and 
paying the seigniorage into the Treasury of the United States. 

can understand the philosophy of bimetallism, but I do not 
understand the philosophy of the abnormal situation in which the 
United States has been for so many years since 1878, or that in 
which it would be put by this amendment, which is not recog 
nized, I believe, by any sound-money men, so called, as consistent 
with their theories. 

But, Mr. President, I was very much struck just now with some- 
thing that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. we pee said in re- 
gard to the curious situation in which we found ourselves on July 
10, 1890, when the compromise measure known as the Sherman 
bill passed this body. 

The Senator from Colorado said that he knew—I did not under- 
stand him to say that he had been told, but that he knew—that 
there was no danger of the President of the United States not veto- 
ing a free-silver measure at that time. 

r. TELLER. I did not understand the Senator’s remark. 

Mr. GRAY. I say ! understood the Senator from Colorado to 
say that he knew—not that he had been told personally by the 
President—that the President would veto such a measure. 
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Mr. TELLER. I did not say how I knew it, but I said I knew 


it. a : . . 

Mr. GRAY. That is just what I said, that the Senator said he 
knew it. To show the condition of apprehension at that time, 
which brought about the so-called compromise measure of 1890, 
[ want to read from the interesting history recently published by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in which he describes the 
situation. He says: 

The situation at that time was critical. A large majority of the Senate 
favored free silver, and it was feared that the small majority against it in the 
other House might yield and agree toit. Thesilenceof the President on the 
matter gave rise to an apprehension that if a free-coinage bill should pass 
both Houses he would not feel at liberty to veto it. 


I thought that ought to be read as a contribution to the history 
of that interesting period. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Who is that from? 

Mr. GRAY. From the book of the honorable Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], Forty Years in the House, Senate, and 
Cabinet. So that it is well for the truth of history that we should 


remember that the Senator from Kentucky was correct when he | 


said there was a time recently in the history of the Congress of 
the United States when it was entirely probable that a free-coinage 
measure might have been passed. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I shall vote for this amendment. 
I thought I would not vote for any amendment to the bill except 
the one proposed by the committee; but on seeing it at the desk 
and on considering it, particularly with reference to the source 
from which it proceeds, the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, who is a very conservative member of that committee, 
and in view of his relations to all those who are considered as ex- 
ceedingly conservative on that question, I think we may be able 


adopt the amendment of the committee. That is the reason why 
Tam willing to vote for the amendment. I think a half loaf is 
better than no bread; and I believe it is better for the people of 
the United States to have what help they can get in this way than 
not to get any. The condition we are in at present is that we 
are getting no coinage of silver whatever. 

I believe the expansion to be derived from the adoption of the 
amendment of the honorable Senator from Vermont would give 
to the people additional money, and additional silver money. [It 
will simply preserve in the Treasury an amount of silver that shall 
be equal to the difference between the coin value and the bullion 
value, while the silver coin representing the entire gold value of 
the full amount of silver bullion received would be issued asmoney, 
thus increasing the primary money of the country. In other 
words, it would be conforming somewhat to the amendments pro- 


| 





| class continues to suffer. 
| ing both extremes together in the middle path, which I consider 


a 


ence between the mint value and the bullion value would dis- 
appear. 

Mr. SQUIRE. There is a wide difference between the views of 
extremists on this subject. The only safe thing for us to adopt 
at present is the middle path. We know that the friends of silver 
not only in this country, but in Germany, France, and England, 
believe that it is wise and proper for the money metals of the 
world to suffer no appreciable diminution; that there should be 
rather an increase than a decrease in the money of primary pay- 
ment; and we know that there are men here willing to work in 
that direction, who have been doing it for years, and there does 
not appear to be any coming together between the two extremes. 
On the other hand, the gold men insist upon the gold standard, 


Lal 


| and apply that touchstone exclusively to the currency of the whole 
| world. 


The chasm between these extremists is as wide as that 


between Divesand Lazarus. Thus nothing is done and the debtor 
I would have relief afforded by bring 


to be the path of safety. I take my stand with the silver men, but 
{ am willing to accept a part if I can not secure all. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President,I am in favor of this amendment, 
but | donot riseforthe purposeof discussingitatthismoment. As 


all debate is to end at 2 o'clock, I desire to explain at this time an 


|} amendment which I propose to offer to this bill when it comes out 


of Committee of the Whole and into the Senate, an amet 
| which has already been laid before the Senate. and on whi 
| has been some slight discussion. 





posed some years ago by the honorable Senator from Missouri | 


{Mr. Vest] and others, increasing the ratio from 16 to 20 or 24, 
or some other practicable ratio, without changing the size and 
weight of the coin, as he proposed to do. That is what it would 
amount to; and I believe we ought, if possible, to get such legis- 
lation as will afford some measure of relief to the people of the 
United States, and I do not think there will be any injustice in it 
to the mine owners. I think they would getan additional market 
for their product, and the people of the United States, who create 
this additional value, under present existing circumstances, would 
have the benefit of the difference and not the mine owners. 

Lam not trying to discriminate against the mine owners. | 
should be willing to have the whole business on the line of the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver, and that the people of the 
United States and of the world should enjoy ail the benefits of 
such a law; but inasmuch as we know distinctly that we can not 
secure such legislation, I say it may be wise for us to listen to the 
counsel of the honorable Senator from Vermont, and to get this 
amendment incorporated in the bill. Perhaps, by this means, we 
may be able to secure the passage of a bill to which the President 
will affix his signature, and thus get a favorable result. It seems 
to me, as I said before, that it is better to take this half loaf than 
not to have any bread at all. 

Mr. DUBOIS. 
ask him a question before he sits down? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Certainly. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask if he thinks there would be any difference 
between the bullion value and the mint value of silver if we had 
free and unlimited coinage? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I will answer the Senator from Idaho. I be- 
lieve that in time there would not be any difference, but I believe 
it would require time to adjust the present difference. There has 
been a disparity as to the value of the money metals when silver 
has enjoyed high privileges in that respect. I believe time will 
be required to close up the gap between the two metals. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I was going to say, if the Senator would allow 
me, that the advocates of the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
believe that immediately on the enactment of such a law the differ- 





lame 

h there 
The biil that came from the 
House of Representatives, as I said before, it is quite obvious can 
not pass the Senate. The silver substitute reported by the ma 


jority of the Finance Committee, to which Iam utterly opposed 


| as a measure utterly disastrous to business and leading directl 
to get some legislation if we shall adopt this amendment in good | 
faith, while I do not think we shall be able to get any if we simply 


silver monometallism, can not pass the House of Representatives. 
We know that it is merely to go into conference and end there 
The amendment I intend to offer does not bear on the question of 
gold or silver or the redemption of greenbacks; and as this fre 


| silver substitute is an amendment to a bond bill, it is attempted 


to make provision for a popular loan, to be paid for in lawful 


| money as needed for the purpose of coast defenses. 


The Secretary of War has informed the country that it would 
take twenty years, at the present rate of progress,to supply the 
guns necessary for coast defenses; that it will take seventy years 
atthe present rate of progress, to supply the positions to put thi 
The highest military authorities say that with a lump 


funs on. 


| appropriation for a comprehensive plan we can have our.coasts 
| defended adequately and as they ought to be inside 


of three years 
and it should be done in asimple, economical, intelligent method 
The amendment which I propose bears simply on the 
creation of a popular loan in order to put that money into the 
Treasury. No one would undertake to raise hty million or one 
hundred million dollars, which is needed for « defenses, from 
revenue at once. It can not be don The only way a loan. 

i desire to offer the amendment at this tim if t \ 
substitute is to perish in conference, as we know, and the bond 
bill is to perish in conference, there seems to be no good reason 
why out of the wreck we should not at least save a m« 


+ ‘Fr . 
to obey 


| which will provide for coast defenses to be establis! 
hereafter under such acts as Congress may see fit to pa 
L merely desire to give this explanation of the amendment wl 
I propose to offer, because I can » that the debate will be cut 
| before the bill reaches the Senate. 
Mr. SQUIRE. Ido not wish to make a speech. I merel 
to ask the Senator from Massachusetts if he is well advised w 
| he states that these coast defenses can be provided in the term ol 
three years? As I understand it, after some diligent application 
on my part to this subject in committee, it will be impossil to 


Will the Senator from Washington allow me to | 





| the statements of the great experts, the Chief of Engin 
| Chief of Ordnance, made before the Committee on ‘ 


provide proper coast defenses, even with unlimited supp! 
money, Within three years, or anywhere near that. 


Ina few days 
ers and the 
ast Defenses, 
will be printed, so that the Senator from Massachusetts can read 
and ascertain that the time required will be much greater 

Mr.LODGE. Inmaking that statement Lassume that there will 
be money in the Treasury to meet it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Even without regard to money. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well. Supposing the money to be appro- 
priated, I understand on the highest military authority, the head 
of the Army, that it can be done in three years. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I think that the Senator from Massachusetts is 
incorrect about the time required. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, Congress has been called upon 
to give immediate relief to the Treasury. So urgently was that 
relief needed that we were requested to remain here during thy 
Christmas holidays to see if it were not possible to perfect some 
measure which would relieve the drain upon the Treasury. In 
answer to that request from the Executive we have before us the 
pending bill from the House of Representatives as one of the series 
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of measures proposed—a bill t> authorize the issuance of 3 per 
cent bonds and short-term certificates to meet any deficiency with 
regardtothecurrentrevenues. TheSenate Committee on Finance, 
being hostile politically to the Administration, has responded by 
proposing the unlimited coinage of silver. 

Mr. President, it was as well known on the day the pending sub- 
stitute was reported as it is now that the present conditions upon 
the silver question are precisely what they were in 1890. It will 
be impossible to have this provision become a law at this time, or 
at any time a to March, 1897. 

Mr. MORGAN. Why? 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘The Senator from Alabama asks me why. 
The public declarations of the President of the United States must 
convince every man in the country that a bill containing such a 
provision can not meet with his approval. I stated a moment 
ago, if I mistake not, that such a provision could not receive the 
assent of a coordinate branch of this Government. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Democratic platform calls for it. 

Mr.GORMAN. Under the conditions which exist in this Cham- 
ber the advocates of the free coinage of silver can not themselves 
agree upon any proposition, as has been evidenced by this debate. 
Those who desire that silver shall be a metal of final redemption 
have not, as appears by the votes which have been taken to-day, 
been able to agree _ any proposition. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to call 
his attention to the fact, which I know he will admit as fully as 
anybody on this floor, that it is no part of the duty of the Con- 

ess of the United States to legislate under the directions of the 

esident of the United States. Their legislation must be in- 
dependent. 
r. GORMAN. I fully agree to that proposition, and only re- 
et that there has not been more independence in the past. The 
aster from Alabama will not go further than will I to resent 
the encroachments of any Executive, and to resent any sugges- 
tions or recommendations, except those he is bound to make by 
the Constitution of the United States, to which due weight should 
be given, without intimidation or the fear of political power or 
patronage from the President. 

Mr. President, with a view to bring this question to a direct 
vote, I move that the amendment of the Committee on Finance 
be laid upon the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There is a motion pending. 

Mr. GORMAN. The amendment pending goes with it. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the motion of the Senator from Maryland 
carry the bill with it? 

Mr. GORMAN. No; the bill itself will stand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland to lay the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Finance on the table. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas and Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have 
the yeas and nays on that. 

The eas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not think anybody understands what the 
motion is. I do not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the pending 

uestion. The Senator from Maryland moves tolay upon the table 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. TELLER. The substitute of the committee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute of the committee, 
which carries with it the pending amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLIN¢ ER (when Mr. CULLOM’s name was called). The 
senior Senator from Ilinois [Mr. CULLOM] has astanding pair with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], and the senior Senator 
from yng BLACKBURN] has a standing pair with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN]. A transfer of those 

irs has been made, so that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] 
is paired on this vote with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLack- 
BURN]. The other two Senators are released, so that they may 


vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH]. If he were pres- 
ent, he would vote “‘ yea.” He is detained, as I before announced, 
by a death in his —r- I should vote ‘‘ nay,” were he present. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. Were 
he present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

r. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
transfer my pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] 
to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GorDoN] and vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. WoLcorTtT] is unavoidably 
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detained from the Senate, and is paired with the junior Senator 
from Ohio [ r. BRICE]. If my colleague were present, he would 
— “nay.” I suppose the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Bricr] would 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GORMAN. The junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice] 
would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. In connection with the pairs, I will state 
that if the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] were 
present, he would vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask that the pairs be announced. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Reporter will read the pairs, 

The Reporter read the pairs as appearing above. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 43; as follows: 


YEAS— 34. 

Allison, Gallinger, Lindsay, Palmer, 
Baker, Gear, Lodge,” Platt, 
Burrows, Gibson, McBride, Proctor, 
Caffery, Gorman, Me Millan, Sherman, 
Chandler, Gray, Martin, Thurston, 

ris, 2. Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Elkins, Hawley, Morrill, Wetmore. 
Faulkner, Hill, Murphy, 
Frye, Hoar, Nelson, 

NAYS—43. 
Allen, Chilton, Mills, Stewart, 
Bacon, Clark, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Bate, Cockrell, Pasco, Tillman, 
Berry, Daniel, Peffer, Turpie, 
Blanchard, George, Perkins, Vest, 
Brown, Harris, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Butler, Irby, Pritchard, Walthall, 
Call, Jones, Ark Pugh, Warren, 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. Roach, White, 
Cannon, Kyle, Shoup, Wilson. 
Carter, Mantle, Squire, 
NOT VOTING—12. 

Aldrich, Cullom, Hansbrough, Sewell, 
Blackburn, Dubois, Morgan, Smith, 
Brice, Gordon, Quay, Wolcott. 


So the Senate refused to lay the amendment on the table. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the amendment pro by the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
MorRRILL] to the amendment, which will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Add at the end of section 1 of the commit- 
tee’s amendment the following proviso: 
Provided, t a seignior: upon all coi of silver un is act shal 
be retained by the United States ec ual in cmeent te the —S et ; 


the coining value and the commercial value of silver bullion when presented 
at the mint. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Vermont to the 
amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. On that I ask for the yeas ‘nd nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmituH]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsyivania [Mr. Quay]. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 33, nays 44; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Allison, Gallinger, McMillan, Proctor, 
Baker, Gear, Martin, Sherman, 
Burrows, Gibson, Mills, uire, 
Caffery, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Thurston, 
Chandler, le Morrill, Vilas, 
Davis, Hawiey, Murphy, Wetmore. 
Elkins, Hill, Nelson, 
Faulkner, Hoar, Palmer, 
Frye, Lodge, Platt, 

NAYS—44 
Allen, Chilton, Lindsay, Shoup, 
Bacon, Clark, McBride, Stewart, 
Bate, Cockrell, Mantle, Teller, 
Berry, Daniel, Mitchell, Oreg. Tillman, 
Blanchard, George, Pasco, oop 
Brown, Gray, Peffer, Vest, 
Butler, Harris, Perkins, Voorhees, 
Call, Irby, janes’ Walthall, 
Cameron, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, Warren, 
Cannon, Jones, Nev. Pugh, White, 
Carter, Kyle, Roach, Wilson. 

NOT VOTING—12. 

Aldrich, Cullom, Hansbrough, Sewell, 
Blackburn, Dubois, Morgan, Smith, 
Brice, Gordon, Quay, Wolcott. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BAKER. Are amendments still in order? 





1896. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have read the agree- | Mr. PALMER]. The agreement entered into, as appears from the 


ment in regard toa vote. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Kansas to the agreement. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. Harris. * * * Ishould be glad to havean agreement that after the 
recess which is to begin at 4 o'clock this afternoon, when we break up to-night, 


it be to take a recess until 11 o'clock to-morrow, and after the Senator from | 


Vermont shall have concluded his remarks, that the Senate proceed upon 


amendments under the five-minute rule until we reach a final vote upon the | 


passage of the bill at the earliest hour to-morrow that the Senate may be 

ready to come tosuch vote, not later than2o'clock. Iask unanimous consent 

tor that agreement. 
* * * * % * * 

The Senator from New York, as does every Senator other than he, under 
stands the main and primary object I have in view. 
by 2 o’elock to-morrow, in order that the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. Jones 
in charge of the pending bill may be at liberty to leave the city for a shori 
period, as it is important to him to leave at that time. Now, Ishall have no 


RECORD, which has been read, is not a rule of the Senate and can 
not be enforced by the Chair. The observance of an agreement 
is in the hands of the Senate. The Chair will recognize amend- 
ments that are offered under the rales of the Senate. The Senator 
from Kansas first addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BAKER. I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to 
make a statement? The Senator from Massachusetts {Mr. Hoar] 
refers to a statement I made. I was not present when the agree- 
ment was made and I did not myself know that we had either the 


| five-minutes rule or the 2-o’clock rule. 


It is toreacha final vote | 


objection to the motion suggested by the Senator from New York except the | 


consumption of time. But if I can get the agreement that we shall come toa 
vote at or before 2 o'clock to-morrow upon the final passage of the bill, [ care 
not how the time may be consumed until we reach that hour. 

Mr. Hitt. Then, with the understanding that the motion to substitute. if 
any, shall be made prior to 2 o’clock—is that satistactory? Without debate? 

Mr. Harris. If it be without debate, and the yeas and nays upon it, if the 
yeas and nays be ordered, shall not go beyond 2 o'clock, I am quite content 
to accept the suggestion 

Mr. Hiutu. Mr. President, Iam quite content, too. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I certainly understood that, while debate 


that hour, but that we were to proceed to vote upon amendments 
and the bill without debate and finish the bill. I did not suppose 
any Senator understood it differently. I do not know now that 
any Senator understood it differently. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has had read the agree- 
ment as the Chair understood it to be made by the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. My object was distinctly, or, at least, as dis- 
tinctly as I was able to explain myself, that the Senate should 
come to a vote upon the final passage of the bill at 2 o’clock to-day. 
That was agreed to by the unanimous consent of the Senate. I 
submit that any amendment offered now or asked to be voted upon 
now is in violation of the agreement that we reached yesterday. 

Mr. LODGE. On the point of order that has been made, I will 
state that day before yesterday when there was a discussion in the 


Senate as to coming to an agreement, I then asked if amendments | 


were to be cut off. I was told that of course they were not to be 
cut off. I for one never should have agreed to any such proposi- 
tion. I have an amendment which I desire to offer when the bill 
has reached another stage, and it is certainly something entirely 
new to attempt to cut off votes on amendments. I do not think 


Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me; it was not simply 
the view he took, but it was made in full Senate, so that the whole 
Senate understood it. 

Mr. TELLER. That might have been upon the theory that we 
would get the bill into the Senate before 2 o'clock. I should feel 
very much embarrassed if I had misled the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], but as he did not accept my proposition, 
of course I have nothing to say. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I beg Senators to observe in regard to this 
unanimous-consent agreement that it will be a dangerous prece- 
dent in the Senate for the remainder of this session. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Such an agreement has never been 


| violated before. 
was to cease at 2 o'clock, amendments were not to be cut off at | 





| state any language of mine that amounts to a threat. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I do not recall that such an agreement has 
ever been violated in the whole history of the Senate. This will 
be the first time that it has been violated, and its consequences 
may not be pleasant in the future. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before the Senator from Kansas offers his 
amendment, I should like to have the question settled whether 
there is a violation of the unanimous-consent agreement. Will 
the Senator from Kansas allow me? 

Mr. BAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. We are threatened by the Senator from 
Tennessee and the Senator from Missouri with woeful things if 
we violate a consent agreement, as they understand it. I do not 
think that Senators upon this side of the Chamber who wish to 
offer amendments are going to offer them under the implied pre- 
sumption that they are offering them in violation of the unani- 
mous-consent agreement. I will read—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will 
I sly uld be 


| glad if he would state it, if he finds a threat in anything I have 
| said, 


any such understanding was had with the Senate, certainly not | 


when I was present. 

Mr. HOAR. If my colleague will allow me, I will suggest that 
when the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] offered his 
amendment he was earnestly appealed to by the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to delay offering it until the bill came 
into the Senate and not to press it at that time. 
Senator did not withdraw his amendment, that argument passed 
unchallenged by the whole Senate that he would be at liberty to 
offer it at a later stage. 

Mr. PALMER. I desire merely to make an inquiry for infor- 
mation with reference to a single amendment. 
notice that at some time I would offer an amendment, which is 
printed on page 1148. I desire to ask whether, in the opinion of 
the Chair, I may still offer the amendment and ask for a vote on it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will answer the Senator 
from Illinois when—— 

Mr. HARRIS. The Chair has never held, so far as my obser- 
vation has gone, that as a question of order the Chair could en- 
force a unanimous-consent agreement. It rests upon the observ- 
ance of the body to the agreement it has made. I have raised no 
question of order; I shall raise no question of order; but I repeat 
that any amendment offered now at this hour is in violation of 
the express agreement of yesterday. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If Senators will recur to the RECORD where 
it shows the proceeding at the time the agreement was made, they 
will clearly see that the question of amendment and the question 
of consent as to time of debate on amendments embraced one 
proposition, and that if amendments are now permitted, neces- 
sarily the other rule will have to follow, which would be the 
agreement as to five minutes’ discussion. I do not think I exag- 
gerate when I say I have seen a dozen agreements of this charac- 
ter, and no amendments were ever offered after the time was 
reached when it was agreed to vote upon the final passage of the 
bill, except such amendments as were pending at the time when 
the hour arrived. Therefore I feel compelled under the unani- 
mous-consent agreement to refrain from offering any amendment 
after 2 o’clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires at this stage to 
answer the parliamentary inquiry of the Senator from Llinois 


And although the | 


Yesterday I gave | 


| Senator from New York propose 





Mr. CHANDLER. I except the Senator, then. 
was somewhat threatening. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is, perhaps, always so. 

Mr.CHANDLER. TheSenatorfrom Missouricertainly warned 
us that woeful consequences would follow if further amendments 
were offered to this bill. Mr. President, the facts are very simple. 
W hen the unanimous-consent agreement was entered into I under- 
stood, and every Senator upon this side of the Chamber under- 
stood, that, although debate was to cease at 2 o'clock, there was to 
be no limitation upon the offering of amendments, or the. voting 
upon amendments, either those of which notice had been given or 
those which might be offered. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will theSenator from New Hampshire per- 
mit me just there? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wantfirst toanswer what the Senator from 
West Virginia has already stated. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to correct the Senator from New 
Hampshire just at this point. The Recorpshows that in reply to 
the question of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hii], the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [ Mr. Ha a stated that the motion the 

to make would be before 2 


~ 


o'clock, and if the yeas and nays would not be taken by 2 o'clock 


His manner 


| the motion would have to fall under the consent agreement. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not so remember. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The REcorp shows it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The REcorp does not showit. TheSenator 
from New York and the Senator from Tennessee had a discussion 
as to whether a motion to proceed after 2 o'clock to take up for 
consideration some other bill would be in order, and the Senator 
from Tennessee insisted that it would not bein order. The Sena- 
tor from New York, I think—he can speak for himself—conceded 
that that might not be in order, but it was conceded with equal 


| distinctness that any motion whatever applicable to the pending 


bill would be in order after 2 o’clock. Now, I will read-- 
Mr. FAULKNER. I wish the Senator from New Hampshire, 


| as he questions the correctness of my statement, would permit me 


to read from the REcoRD. 
what I rely upon? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwill ina moment, if the Senator will wait. 
I read from the remarks of the Senator from Tennessee. In 


Will the Senator permit me to read 
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the course of his discussion with the Senator from New York, he 
said: 
Mr. Harnis. A motionin the shape of an amendment in the nature of a 


substitute would certainly fall within the unanimous-consent agreement that 
I have asked for. 


That is to say, it would be admissible. 


A motion to lay upon the table would be perfectly legitimate in my opinion 
under such @ unanimous-consent rule. But a motion, if such rule shall be 
carried, to take up for consideration some other bill would be wholly incon- 
sistent with the very object and purpose that I have in view, and I hope the 
Senator from New York will exclude that proposition from his suggestion. 
Each of his other suggestions I concede as being perfectly consistent with the 
unanimous-consent agreement I ask for. 


A little later the following colloquy took place: 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the Senator from Tennessee does not pre- 
clude any motion whatever applicable to the pending bill? 

r. PLATT. Not to preclude any parliamentary motion. 

Mr. Harris. Any motion that can legitimately be made under the rules of 
the Senate | would hold to be in order under the unanimous-consent rule—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. As to the pending bill. 

Mr. Harnis, With the single exception that debate is to be limited to five 
mrt 1 ANDLER. Upon amendments? 

Mr. HARKIs. Upon amendments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the way I understand the request. 

And I say to the Senator from Missouri, who I do not think 
was here at the time the unanimous consent was agreed upon, 
and who had better ascertain what a unanimous agreement is 
before he threatens Senators upon this side of the Chamber with 
any great extremity in the near future, that he should find out 
— the unanimous agreement was before he threatens us; 

ecause- 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 

ield? 

i Mr. CHANDLER. Because, in my judgment, although debate 
was to cease at 2 o'clock and we were to proceed to the final pas- 
sage of the bill, it was distinctly understood that all amendments 
were to be in order. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to have the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire read what was said just before the unanimous consent of 
the Senate was given. That is the true criterion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. TheSenator from West Virginia can read it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from New Soaachice will 

rinit me, I desire to bring it down tof » exact proposition that 

stated when I rose to address the Senate and was interrupted, 
and to read the conclusion of the discussion in regard to the unani- 
mous-consent agreement. The matters to which the Senator was 
referring were in reference to a motion to lay on the table ora 
motion to indefinitely postpone, which motions of course would 
be in order at any time. But in the latter of the colloquy 
which resulted in the consent agreement the following appears: 

Mr. Hii. Then, with the understanding that the motion to substitute, if 
ony. shall be made prior to 2 o’clock—is that satisfactory? Without debate? 

r. HArRts. If it be without debate, and the yeas and nays upon it, if the 
= and nays be ord , Shall not go beyond 2 o’clock. I am quite content 

accept the suggestion. i 

Now, that excludes everything but a motion to indefinitely post- 
pone or a motion to lay on the table upon proceeding to the third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. GRAY. Thereupon the consent of the Senate was given. 

Mr. FAULKNER. ereupon, immediately after that collo- 
quy, the consent of the Senate was given. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from West 
Virginia aquestion. Is not the reservation distinctly made of any 
motion whatever applicable to the ding bill? 

Mr. GRAY. Provided it was before 2 o'clock. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Piatt] stated, ‘‘Not to preclude any parliamen motion,” I 
ask a motion to amend is not a motion applicable to the 

i 
“i AULKNER. Any motion applicable to the pending bill 
not involving amendments, the motions involving amendments 
being accompanied with the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of what use would it be for us to discuss 
amendments here under the five-minute rule until 2 o’clock and 
then not be able to have them voted on? 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit 
me one word? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield the floor, Mr. President. 

Mr. GORMAN. There has never been, I think, in the history 
of the Senate, any violation of an understanding of this sort. 
There have been sometimes, however, as there appears to be: in 
this case, a disagreement as to the precise terms of an agreement, 
and whenever that occurs a liberal interpretation has always 
been given. Now, I trust we will proceed with the consideration 
of this measure, and, in view of the misunderstanding, permit 
amendments to be offered and to be voted upon without debate. 
The main idea ee by the Senator from Tennessee yester- 
day, as we all un tand, was that we should not only in the in- 
terests of the country dispose of this matter promptly, but it was 





FEBRUARY 1, 


a@ personal matter with the Senator in charge of the bill, as lo 
must leave the city before 40’clock to-day. Iask that we may now 
go on, permitting any Senator to offer an amendment and yo, 
upon it without debate, so that we may terminate the matter | 
fore half past 3 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
for unanimous consent? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. HARRIS. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas | Mr. 
——_ is recognized. 

Mr. BAKER, On the 20th day of January, 1896, an amend 
intended to be proposed by me to the pending bill was offered ji] 
printed. I desire now to have a vote upon that amendmen; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted bh 
Senator from Kansas will be stated from the desk. 

The Secretary. At theend of section 1 of the amendmen 
ported by the committee add the following proviso: 


Provided, however, That this section shall apply to the coinage of the 
mined in the United States of America only. 


Mr. BAKER. Onthat I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I hope that I may have 
unanimous consent of the Senate to speak for a minute or | 
Anagreement made in the Senate for the disposition of a bill 
never, in my experience, been violated, and I trust it will no: 
done in this case. Although I was not present during any ; 
of the debate, having been detained at home, I must say that ] 
can not read the statements of the Senator from Tennessee | \r. 
HARRIs] and the Senator from New York [Mr. H1iLi|—the | 
one made—without feeling myself bound, as a meinber of | 
Senate, to proceed to take a vote upon the passage of the bil! as 
it now stands. It seems to me that we ought to be very cai 
to avoid even the appearance of a violation of an understaud 
of this kind, notwithstanding that I hope my honorable friend 
from Tennessee will allow (as there has been a misunderstan( 
here among Senators) half an hour, by unanimous consent, so ‘! 
the vote can be taken upon amendments. I wish to be guide: 
tirely by the agreement made in my absence. I feel bound by it, 
and would not offer an amendment under the circumstances. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Isimpl 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has recognized the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr, PALMER. I desire to say that, after areview of this whole 
matter, I concluded that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Haris} 
was the best interpreter of his own purposes. On page 114) of 
the REcoRD it will be seen that the Senator from Tennessee sii: 

The Senator from New York, as does every Senator other than he, un 
stands the main and primary object Ihave in view. Itistoreacha final 
by 2 o'clock to-morrow, in order that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jos: 
in charge of the pending bill may be at liberty to leave the city for a «| 
period, as it is important to him to leave at that time. Now, Ishall hay. no 


objection to the motion suggested by the Senator from New York exce}t 
consumption of time. 


That, in my judgment, is conclusive as showing that the rel 
P was that there should be a final vote at 2 o’clock; andl 
withhold the amendment I suggested. 

Mr. GRAY. That is right. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let us have a vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. BAKER On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senate will agree to the proposition of 
the Senator from Ohio. I have been here a long time. I see 10 
reason why we should violate the consent rule; and it can eas 
be avoided by agreeing by unanimous consent to an extension | 
the time. I hope that the proposition of the Senator from Ohio 
will be natalie the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I had but one object in asking for a cons:)' 
agreement. If anybody was deceived as to what it meant it w: 
his own fault, or the fault of my inability to state exactly whit ! 
meant; but I think the Recorp shows exactly what I meant. | 
this unanimous-consent agreement is to be disregarded—the Sen 
ator from New Hampshire charged me with uttering a threa 
a while ago; I will not utter a threat now, but no more conset 
agreements will ever be made while I hold a seat on this floor. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President——. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas will sus- 

ndamoment. The Chair desires the attention of the Senator 
rom Ohio. Will the Senator from Ohio state his request in the 
form he desires to have it submitted to the Senate? . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that half an hour, say, will be given 
for the consideration, without debate, of such amendments as 
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may be offered. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that 
that may be agreed upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits the request of 
the Senator from Ohio. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLEN. I object. 

Mr. BAKER. I think I can solve this question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The Senator 
from Kansas is recognized. The amendment has been stated and 
the yeas and nays demanded. 

Mr. BAKER. 
reference to the agreement. I supposed when the agreement was 
made that all amendments which had been noted before, and were 
of record for two or three days, and some of them longer, would 
pe disposed of. 

Mr. HARRIS. If bef< re 2 o'clock. 

Mr. BAKER. But it seems we arenow practicing in a justice's 
court and relying upon technicalities. In order to avoid any ques- 
tion, I will forego my amendment at this time, and therefore re- 
store the dignity of the Senate. 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Kansas is withdrawn. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg leave to give notice that, if there be time 
after action upon the pending bill shall have been concluded, I 
shall move for an executive session. The business is in arrears. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire, on the point which has been made by 
the Senator from Kansas, to say one word. I gave 
amendment before any agreement was reached. I gave notice of 
it because I desired to have a vote upon it. I consider that it is a 
violation of the unanimous-consent agreement to cut off those 
amendments which were proposed and printed and had been dis- 
cussed. 
which, at a given hour, was going to cut off amendments. I 
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There seems to be some misunderstanding with | 


I withdraw the proposed amend- | 


notice of an | 


I never should have assented to a unanimous agreement | 


understood that the amendments of which notice had been given | 


were to have a vote without debate, and everyone else who had | 


offered an amendment understood it that way. I consider ita 
violation of the unanimous-consent agreement to try and cut off 
debate at 2 o'clock. 
offer my amendment at the proper time. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I was present in the Senate yester- 
day when this unanimous consent was given, and therefore I feel 
bound by it. On the 20th of December I offered an amendment 
to this bill, as section 5, which provides that— 

It shall be the duty of the Secretary to coin all of the silver bullion now in 
the Treasury at the rate of not less than $3,000,000 per month: and such coin 
shall constitute a reserve fund forthe redemption of the notes herein pro- 
vided for. 

And it then provides for the issuance of notes. It was my sin- 
cere desire to offer this amendment; but in the light of the unan- 
imous-consent agreement yesterday I do not feel as though I should 
be warranted in violating it by offering the amendment at this or 
at any other time without unanimous consent. Therefore, I am 
constrained to withhold it in observation of that agreement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Finance. 

r. MILLS and Mr. GORMAN called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. CULLOM’s name was called). The 
announcement I made on the motion to lay the bill on the table 
relative to the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. CuLLom] being paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLackBURN] I desire to 
stand on this vote as before announced. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was calied).. I announce that I 
am paired with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH}. 
If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay” and I should vote * yea.’’ 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALpRICcH}. If he were present, I should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am generally paired with the Senator from New Jersey [{Mr. 
SEWELL], but r have transferred that pair to the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Gorpon], and I vote ‘‘nay.” The Senator from 
New Jersey, if present, would also vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. TELLER (when Mr. Wotcort’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. Wo.LcotTT] is unavoidably detained from the Sen- 
ate and is paired with the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRIcE]. 
If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylva- 


nia [Mr. Quay]. If he were present, I should vote “‘ yea.” 
Mr. DUBOIS. I ask that the pairs be read by the Reporter as 
they were stated. 


© VICE-PRESIDENT. The Reporter will read as requested. 

The Reporter read the statement of pairs appearing above. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I announce the pair of the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] with the Senator from Georgia {Mr. 


By the consent rule, as I understand it, I shall | 
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GORDON]. I will also state concerning the pair of the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALprRicH] that if he were present, he 
would vote ** nay ” upon the pending question. 











The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 34; as follows: 
YEAS—48 
Chilton, M Stewart, 
Clark, M ( , r > 
Cockrell Py rillman 
Daniel Pet . 
Georg Perk \ 
Harr Pet ew \ 2 
Ir} Pr ird W 
Jon Ark Pr W 
Jones, Ne R 1 W : 
Kyl Ss} Wi m 
Ma sc 
NAYS—34 
Allison G Lindsay, P er, 
Bak Gea l Plat 
Burrows, Gil M " Pri 
Cafferv Gor I M in St l, 
Ct iler, Gra } I n, 
Davis, Ha \ l, Wis. \ 
Elkins Hawley, M Wetmore. 
Fau r, Hill, vl \ 
Fry Hoar, Nel 
NOT VOTING~— 1 
Aldrich, Cullom Ha rh, Sew 
Blackburn, Dubois Morgan Ss 
Brice, Go : Qu Ww. ‘ 
So the amendment was agreed t 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to offer an amendment of four lines, which I shall read 
with the permission of the Senate. 1 propose to add on 5 
the following: 
From and after the passage of this act the Secretary of t! r ury « ll 
|; not issue any bonds or other interest-bearing t 
unless Congress shall hereafter f ruthor the sa \ 
now in force to the contrary notwithstandir 
Mr. HILL. in the unanimous-consent 








[If we are going to mainta 
agreement, let us maintain it. 1 object. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Cominittee of the Whole and still open to ainendment 
Mr. BAKER. Dol understand that I may offer my amendment 


now? [**No!” ‘“No!”] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair heretofore recogni th 
Senator to offer his amendment, and it was withdrawn. If th 
Senator desires to offer the amendment now, the Chair wil! recog 
nize him. 

Mr. BAKER. If it is in order so to do, I desire to have it voted 


upon. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has stated his pos 
regard to it. The amendment will be stated. 
Mr. FRYE. Itis as much against the unanimou 


sition in 


consent agre 
ment as it was before. 
Mr. HARRIS. If the rule is to be observed, it is not consistent 
with the consent agreement. If it is to be violated, the Chair has 


no power over it, I grant, and I raise no question of order; but it 
is in violation of the consent agreement of yesterday. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I simply desire to again state 





that I conceive the violation of the unanimous-consent agreement 
came with the attempt to cut off amendments of which notice 
had been given, which everyone who had them, including the 
Senator from Kansas and myself, understood were not to be cut 
off, and that a vote-~wwas to be had on the bill and amendments. 
[ regard the violation of the agreement as coming from those who 
attempted to cut off the vote on such amendments and have kept 
us here an hour talking about it. 

Mr. HALE. Ionly wish to contribute to the discussion the un- 
derstanding that [had of the agreement. Theard th 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] with reference to the de- 
sire of the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. JONES] to leave town and 
to have a time fixed for the vote; but I supposed that with that 
agreement, as customarily made in such ¢ vhen the hour was 
fixed, whatever it was, that thie Senate would proceed to vot 
upon the bill and amendments then pending, and that no 
amendments could afterwards be offered. That was inj 
standing. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, if the offering of my amendm 
is to bring up at this time the same old question again, over which 
there seems to be so much feeling, of course, I again withdraw it, 
but I supposed the unanimous-consent agreement was off. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognized the Senator for 
the purpose of offering his amendment. It is for the Senator to 
decide whether or not he will again offer it. 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to make an appeal to my honorabl 
from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. of whose desire to be perfectly! 
and just nobody who has ever served with him in th 
anywhere else will express adoubt. Thisis not a question of vio- 
lating a unanimous-consent agreement, and the Senator certainly 
would not want to fasten upon any one of his colleagues the charge 
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of a willingness to violate such anagreement. It isa question of a 
misunderstanding whether the Senator be right or somebody else. 

There are some Senators here who had given notice long ago of 
a purpose to offer certain amendments. They have had them 
printed, and have declared they should move them when the bill 
came up. They did not understand that they were cut off by the 
agreement yesterday. They say soontheirhonoras gentlemen. I 
think they were cut off. I think the Senator from Tennessee is 
right. I think the last sentence he uttered, which was: ‘‘ With 
the understanding that the substitute is to be offered before 2 
o'clock, I consent.” A substitute is only an amendment, and the 
Senator implied when he uttered that, that he supposed the sub- 
stitute had to be offered before 2 o’clock; it was an amendment to 
be offered. So I concede he is right. 

But I appeal to the Senator from Tennessee now to consent 
that those Senators who had given notice of amendments, who 
had them printed, and who say that they understood when the 
consent was reached that they were to be at liberty to offer them, 
be permitted to offer them now. It does not make much differ- 
ence to-day; but it isa very serious thing indeed to have the Sen- 
ate adjourn with any Senator thinking that any other has vio- 
lated a consent, or with any Senator thinking that he has been com- 
pelled by an inadvertence to forego what he deemed his duty to 
the country or his constituents in offering amendments. I pro- 
pose that the agreement be so construed that Senators who had 
given notice of amendments which they expected to offer, and say 
that they did not understand they were to be cut off when they 
consented to this agreement, may be permitted to move those 
amendments now, and have them voted on without debate. I 
think that will settle the whole matter satisfactorily to hg ea 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, neither the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts nor any other Senator would go further to oblige his 
associates here than I. I had an object in asking for the consent 
rule yesterday. That object will be fatally defeated if we do not 
come to a vote on this bill in the next ten minutes. 

Mr. HOAR. It can be done in the next ten minutes by adopt- 
ing my suggestion. 

ir. HARRIS. There are numerous amendments of which no- 
tice has been given. I started out with an object; I adhere to it. 
With the most ardent desire to oblige everybody, the agreement I 
asked was put in language as plain as it was possible for me to put 
it. It can have but one meaning. I adhere to it, and if Senators 
choose to violate it they have a right todo so. That is all there 
is of it. {* Regular order!” ‘* Regular order!’ 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Mr. LODGE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of the bill it is proposed to insert 
the following: 

The eter of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to issue 
bonds to a total amount of $100,000,000 at such times and in such amounts as 
may be uired to carry out the purposes of this section, as hereinafter de- 
sortbed. id bonds shall be payable in coin twenty ——- from the date of 
their issue. They shall be offered at par to the peop e of the United States 
in denominations ranging from fifty to one thousand dollars, and shall bear 
interest at the rate of 3 percent perannum. The subscriptions to the loan, 
or to such portion of it as may then be required, shall be opened on July 1, 
1896, and at such subsequent dates as the Secretary of the Treasury may de- 
termine, at all subtreasuries of the United States and at all national banks, 
and the subscribers shall have the right to pay for the bonds in lawful money 
of the United States. 

The sum of $3,000,000 shall be annually set aside from the revenue of the 
Government for a ra to pay the bonds issued under tkis act at ma- 
turity, and the $3,000,000 thus annually appropriated shall take precedence of 
all other a propriations, except those for the sinking fund, now established 
by law, and for the payment of the principal and interest of the public debt. 

he bonds authorized by this act shall constitute a loan, to be known as the 
*coast-defense loan,” and the proceeds of said bonds shall be kept in the 
Treasury as a fund apartand shall be used only for rove for the defense 
of the seacoasts and lakes of the United States and for the manufacture of 
guns, the purchase of sites,and the erection of forts and _ batteries for that 
urpose, in accordance with plans prepared by the War Department, as au- 
orized by existing law or by laws hereafter passed by Congress to provide 
for coast defenses, 


Mr. TELLER. I move to lay on the table the amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Colorado to lay on the table the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. LODGE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Colorado to lay on the table the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 


The motion to lay on the Sa to. : 

The bill was ordered to be e ed for a third reading; and 
it was read the third time. s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. LINDSAY and Mr. MILLS called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The aaah roceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. G ER (when Mr, CULLOM’s name was called). I 


desire to announce that the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Crr- 
LOM] is paired on this vote with the senior Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLackBurN]. If present, the senior Senator fror 
Illinois would vote ‘‘ nay” and the senior Senator from Kentucky 
would vote ‘‘ yea.” . 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey ‘pe SMiru}, 
If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay” and I should vote * yea.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). In again 
announcing my pair with the senior Senator from Rhode Island 
{Mr. ALpricH], I wish to state that I have been advised that |). 
would vote ‘‘ nay” on this question were he present. I should 
vote ‘‘ yea” if I were not paired. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Quay]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. Wo.Lcott] is paired on this 
vote with the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice]. If my ¢o)- 
league were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” He is unavoidably de- 
tained from the Senate. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. If the Senator from New Jer- 
“], {[Mr. SEWELL] were present, he would vote “ nay.” 

he result was announced—yeas 42, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—42. 


Allen, Chilton, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Bacon, Clark, Pasco, Tillman, 
Bate, Cockrell, Peffer, Turpie, 
Berry, Daniel, Perkins, Vest, 
Blanchard, George, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Brown, Harris, Pritchard, Walthall, 
Butler, Irby, Pugh, Warren, 
Call, Jones, Ark. Roach, White, 
Cameron, Jones, Nev. Shoup, Wilson. 
Cannon, Kyle, Squire, 
Carter, Mantle, Stewart, 
NAYS—35. 

Allison, Gallinger, Lindsay, Nelson, 
Baker, Gear, Lodge, Palmer, 
Burrows, Gibson, McBride, Platt, 
Caffery, Gorman, McMillan, Proctor, 
Chandler, Gray, Martin, Sherman, 
Davis, Hale Mills, Thurston, 
Elkins, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Faulkner, Hill, Morrill, Wetmore. 
Frye, Hoar, Murphy, 

NOT VOTING—12. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Hansbrough, Sewell, 
Blackburn, Dubois, Morgan, Smith, 
Brice, Gordon, Quay, Wolcott. 


So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, the title was amended so as to 
read ‘‘A bill to restore the coinage of silver dollars, and for other 
purposes.” 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

The bill (S. 285) for the relief of the Independence National Bank 
of Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

The bill (S. 1046) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to authorize 
the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad Company to con- 
struct and operate a salivenll, telegraph, and telephone Res through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved February 
27, 1893. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 1450) to reconvene the delegates of the 
United States to the International Marine Conference of 1889; and 
it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


WAR IN CUBA, 


Mr. CALL. I desire to give notice that I shall ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate on Monday morning to proceed to the 
Calendar, if the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] does not 
object, in order that the resolutions in regard to Cuban independ- 
ence may be considered by the Senate. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 886) to amend section 3255 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, concerning the distilling of brandy and 
fruits, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 1464) to amend chapter 76, laws of 1893, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 1676) to change and fix the time for holding the 
district and circuit courts of the United States for the northern 
division of the eastern district of Tennessee was read twice by its 
title, and referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 79) granting use of White Lot and 
Monument Grounds to “ the Committee of 1896” was read twice 
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by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 

ADJOURNMENT TO TUESDAY, 
On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Tuesday 


next. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the Houseof Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 105) for the relief of ex-Naval Cadets John P. 
J. Ryan, John R. Morris, and Chester Wells, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 105) for the relief of ex-Naval Ca- 
dets John P. J. Ryan, John R. Morris, and Chester Wells was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

ffairs. 

“a motion of Mr. VILAS (at 5 o’clock and 14 minutes p. m., 
Saturday, February 1), the Senate adjourned, the adjournment 
being until Tuesday, February 4, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 1, 1896. 
UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

William H. Cannon, of Wisconsin, to be marshal of the United 
States for the western district of Wisconsin, vice F. W. Oakley, 
whose term expires February 8, 1896. 

James 8. McCabe, of Rhode Island, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Rhode Island, vice John E. Kendrick, 
whose term expires February 9, 1896. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

William H. Anderson, of Maine, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Portland, in the State of Maine, to succeed Mark F. 
Wentworth, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS, 

William Galloway, of McMinnville, Oreg., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Oregon City, Oreg., vice Peter Raguet, whose 
term of office will expire February 11, 1896, 

POSTMASTERS, 

Arthur A. Maynard, to be postmaster at Crown Point, in the 
county of Lake and State of Indiana, in the place of John J. 
Wheeler, whose commission expired Jauuary 6, 1896. 

Edmund W. Nutter, to-be postmaster at East Bridgewater, in 
the county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, the appoint- 
ment of a tmaster for the said office having, by law, become 
vested in the President on and after January 1, 1896. 

William B. Dayton, to be postmaster at Port Jefferson, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York, in the place of George 
P. Schryver, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Elmer Winner, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county of 
Sullivan and State of New York, in the place of Harvey J. Sarles, 
whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Elizabeth Wolf, to be postmaster at Peshtigo, in the county of 
Marinette and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1896, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 1, 1896. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Col. John Joseph Coppinger, Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
brigadier-general. 








Infantry arm. 
Lieut. Col. Jacob Ford Kent, Eighteenth Infantry, to be colonel. 
Lieut. Col. Samuel Ovenshine, Fifteenth Infantry, to be colonel. 
Lieut. Col. John Henry Page, Twenty-second Infantry, to be 
colonel, 
Lieut, Col. John Newman Andrews, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to 
be colonel. 
Maj. Clarence Mitchell Bailey, Fifteenth Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel. 
_ Maj. James William Powell, jr., Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
lieutenant-colonel. 
med Loyd Wheaton, Twentieth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, 
Maj. John. William French, Fourteenth Infantry, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel. 
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Daggett, Thirteenth Infantry, to be lieuten- 





Maj. Aaron Simon 
ant-colonel. 

Capt. Charles Hobart, Third Infantry, to be major. 

Capt. John Nichols Coe, Twentieth Infantry, to be major. 

Capt. James Madison Johnson Sanno, Seventh Infantry, to be 
major. 

Capt. William Spencer McCaskey, Twentieth Infantry, te be 
major. 

Capt. Charles Franklin Robe, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be 
major. 

Capt. Philip Howard Ellis, Thirteenth Infantry, to be major. 

First Lieut. Charles Grenville Starr, First Infantry, to be 
captain. 

First Lieut. John James Brereton, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to 
be captain. 

First Lieut. William Cathcart Buttler, regimental quartermas- 
ter, Third Infantry, to be captain. 

First Lieut. James Seymour Rogers, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
captain. 

First Lieut. George Shaeffer Young, regimental quartermaster, 
Seventh Infantry, to be captain. 

First Lieut. Charles Lee Steele, Eighteenth Infantry, to be 
captain. 

First Lieut. Henry Buckman Moon, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
captain. 

First Lieut. John Henry Hobart Peshine, Thirteenth Infantry, 
to be captain. 

First Lieut. Edwin Forbes Glenn, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be 
captain. 

First Lieut. George Russell Cecil, Thirteenth Infantry, to be 
captain. 

Second Lieut. George Augustine Detchmendy, Sixth Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Earl Clark Carnahan, Twelfth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Archibald Atkinson Cabaniss, Twenticth Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Thomas Myron Moody, Twenty-second Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Charles Edgar Tayman, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Thomas Hugh McGuire [since resigned], Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, to be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. James William McAndrew, Twenty-first Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. John Simon Grisard, Thirteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Charles Perren Russ, Eleventh Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Edward Robert Chrisman, Second Infantry, t 
first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Peter Charles Harris, Thirteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Munroe McFarland, Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. William Toliver Wilder, Nineteenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. William Herman Wilhelm, Tenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. William Roderick Sample, Fourteenth Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant. 

1. Corpl. Lawrence Burton Simonds, Company E, Twenty-first 
Infantry, to be second lieutenant. 

2. Corpl. Robert Henry Allen, Troop D, Eighth Cavalry, to be 
second lieutenant. 

3. Q. M. Sergt. Dwight Warren Ryther, Sixth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant. 


o be 


Corps of Engineers. 

To be additional second lieutenants: 
1. Cadet Edward Hugh Schulz, 
2. Cadet Harry Burgess. 

Artillery arm, 
To be second lieutenants: 
6. Cadet Harry Ernest Smith. 
9. Cadet Joseph Lippincott Knowlton. 
11. Cadet Thales Lucius Ames. 
To be additional second lieutenants: 
12. Cadet Conway Hillyer Arnold, jr. 
15. Cadet Joseph Wheeler, jr. 
16. Cadet Adrian Sebastian Fleming. 
17. Cadet Brooke Payne. 

Cavalry arm, 
To be second lieutenants: 
5. Cadet Casper Hauzer Conrad, jr. 

. 7. Cadet Harry- Howard Stout. 

8. Cadet Herbert Arthur White. 
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13. Cadet Nathan King Averill. 
14. Cadet Harry La Tourrette Cavenaugh, 
To be additional second lieutenants: 


18. 
19. 
20. 


Cadet Mortimer Osborne Bigelow. 
Cadet William Gray Sills. 

Cadet August Carl Nissen. 

25. Cadet Clyde Emile Hawkins. 

27. Cadet James Southard Parker. 

84, Cadet Joseph Sutherland Herron. 

85. Cadet Henry Benjamin Dixon. 

87, Cadet George Barnard Pritchard, jr. 


Infantry arm, 
To be second lieutenants: 
8. Cadet Jobn Asa Gurney. 
4, Cadet Jens Bugge. 
10. Cadet Charles Paine, 
21. Cadet Thomas Walter Darrah, 
22. Cadet Americus Mitchell. 
23. Cadet Perry Lester Miles. 
24. Cadet Milton Loomis McGrew. 
26. Cadet Lorrain Thompson Richardson, 
28. Cadet Charles Roscoe Howland. 
29. Cadet Francis Pierpont Siviter. 
80. Cadet Morton Fitz th. 
81. Cadet Louis Meredith Nuttman, 
82. Cadet Glenn Hedges Davis. 
88. Cadet Franklin Swart Hutton, 
86. Cadet Albert Sidney Brookes. 
88. Cadet Thomas Francis Dwyer. 
89. Cadet Fine Wilson Smith. 
40. Cadet Walter Scott McBroom, 
41. Cadet Louis Hoffman Lewis. 
42. Cadet David Sheridan Stanley. 
43. Cadet Benjamin Taylor Simmons. 
44, Cadet Joseph Numa Augustin, jr. 
45. Cadet Samuel George Creden. 
46. Cadet Girard Sturtevant. 
To be additional second lieutenants; 
47. Cadet Louis Hermann Bash. 
48. Cadet Anton Springer, jr. 
49. Cadet Frank Bingley Watson. 
50. Cadet Oscar Jerome Charles. 
51. Cadet Thomas Absalom Pearce, 
52. Cadet Daniel Duncan. 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 

John A. Mason, of New York, to be collector of internal reve- 

nue for the Second district of New York. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

George H. Cleaves, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for 

the port of Greenport, in the State of New York. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Joseph P. Briare, to be postmaster at Martinez, in the county 
of Contra Costa and State of California. 

J. F. Banning, to be postmaster at Monrovia, in the county of 
Los Angeles and State of California. 

Harlan M. Raymond, to be aster at Cumberland Mills, in 
the county of Cumberland and State of Maine. 

Chandler C. Harvey, to be postmaster at Fort Fairfield, in the 
county of Aroostook and State of Maine. 

John E. Carr, to be tmaster at Nevada City, in the county 
of Nevada and State of California. 

James M. Brookshire, to be r at Biltmore, in the 
county of Buncombe and State of North Carolina. 

Joseph J. Barrow, to be postmaster at Louisburg, in the county 
of Franklin and State of North Carolina. 

Albert L. Stephenson, to be postmaster at Togus, in the county 
of Kennebec and State of Maine. 

Richard H. Smith, jr., to be postmaster at Scotland, in the 
county of Halifax and State of North Carolina. 

George B. King, to be A? wom we at Greenville, in the county 
of Pitt and State of North Carolina. 

Joseph S. Hunt, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of 
Granville and State of North Carolina. 

J. H. Hertz, to be postmaster at Macon, in the county of Bibb 
and State of Georgia. 

George L. Swett, to be postmaster at Portland, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Maine. 

O. T, Wicker, to be postmaster at Farmville, in the county of 
Prince Edward and State of Virginia. 


REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate February 1, 1896, 
POSTMASTER. 
William B. Wickes, to be postmaster at Sharon, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, February 1, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
NRY M. CouDEN. 
- Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
ESTATE OF THE LATE JUSTICE MILLER. 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
up for present consideration the bill (S. 1582) to pay to the widow 
of the late Samuel F. Miller, a justice of the Supreme Court, the 
-— equal to the balance of his salary for the year in which he 


ed. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to pay to the widow of the late Samuel F. Miller, a justice of 
the Supreme Court, the sum of $7,419, being equal to the balance of his salary 
for the year in which he died, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 


Mr. POWERS. I desire, Mr. Speaker, the ear of the House for 
a moment in explanation of this bill. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Well, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 


ject—— 

The SPEAKER. The bill can not be brought before the House 
except by the express consent of every member of the House. 
The gentleman desires to make a brief explanation, which can be 
done without objection. 

Mr. POWERS. I will say that the widow of the late Justice 
Miller is the owner of a small house on Massachusetts avenue in 
this city, on which is resting a mortgage of $10,000, and the taxes 
upon which amount to $300 per annum. It is the only property 
the late Justice Miller left to his widow. 

It seems to me, sir, that in view of the long and distinguished 
services of this justice and the precedents made in similar cases 
there is eminent propriety in Con passing this bill appro- 
priating the balance of the salary for the year in which he died, 

be applied to the estate left to his widow. It has been done 
heretofore in other cases, and it seems to me to be a very worthy 
and deserving object. It —_ the Senate unanimously, and was 
sent here on yesterday. For that reason I ask its immediate con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to inquire of the gentleman whether 
the bill has been considered by a committee of the House? 

Mr. POWERS. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri that 
it has not been, and the only facts that could be made to appear 
before a committee are already in possession of the House; those 
I have stated. This woman is in poor circumstances. She has a 
home, but there is a large mortgage upon it and no means to pay 
it off. No committee could report any additional facts. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question: Does he claim that there is only a precedent as 
the basis of the action sought here, or is there any law to justify it’ 

Mr. POWERS. There is no law except what we may make for 
ourselves in this case. But I will state to the gentleman that it 
has been made in other like cases, and Iam sure the gentleman 
from South Carolina must see the fo igs | of the action proposed. 

Mr. TALBERT, I will ask if Judge Miller’s successor has not 
also drawn the salary proposed to be paid here? 


Mr. POWERS. I — 80. 

Mr. TALBERT. And will it not amount to paying the same 
salary to two persons? 

Mr. POWE I was going on to say that I was unable to 


state certainly whether the successor of Judge Miller received the 
salary or not, although I presume of course that he did. 

Mr. TALBERT. Ithink it a matter of very great importance. 
We are spending the people’s money right along, and we ought to 
be well aware of what we are doing. It seems to me that it would 
be better to let the matter go to a committee, although Lonly make 


the tion. 

Mr. POWERS. I will t that no committee could report 
any additional facts or give further information respecting it 

has been already given. 

Mr. TALBERT. Possibly that may be so; and while I do not 
insist the objection myself, I merely make the suggestion 
that it should go to a committee. 

The SP. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I think it would be the establish- 
ment of a ohn cae and that it had better go to a committee. 
The SPE . Objection is made, and the bill will be appro- 
priately referred. 








1896. 


ne 


INDEPENDENCE NATIONAL BANK OF PHILADELPHIA, PA, 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S.285) for the relief of the 
Independence National Bank of Philadelphia, Pa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas it sppeare that V. McNally, captain and ordnance storekeeper, 
Ordnance Department, United States Army, did, on the l7th day of May, 
1895, issue a check, No. 124138, upon the Treasurer of the United States at 
Washington, D. C., in favor of the Midvale Steel Company, Philadelphia, Pa., 
for the sum of $36,195.23, being in part payment for material furnished the 
Ordnance Department, United States Army, and said check was by the said 
Midvale Steel Company indorsed for deposit in the Independence National 
Bank of Philadelphia, Pa., and so deposited and drawn against; which check 
was subsequently mailed by the Independence National Bank to the Treas- 
urer of the United States to be exchanged for notes and was lost in trans- 
mission through the United States mails; and 

Whereas the provisions of the act of February 16, 1885, amending section 
9646, Revised Statutes of the United States, authorizing United States dis- 
bursing officers and agents to issue duplicates of lost checks, apply only to 
checks drawn for $2,500 or less: Therefore, 

Beit enacted, etc., That said V. McNally, ordnance officer, United States 
Army, be, and is hereby, instructed to issue a duplicate of said original check 
to the Independence National Bank of Philadelphia, Pa., under such regula- 
tions in regard to its issue and payment as have been prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for the issue of duplicate checks under the provisions 
of section 3646, Revised Statutes of the United States. 


Mr. BINGHAM, If desired, I will ask that the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report may be read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, this simply 
authorizes the issue of a duplicate check? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is all. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The general law limiting the issuance of 
duplicate checks to amounts of less than $2,500? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It can not be done under the general statute, 
because of the limitation of $2,500. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? ; 

There was no objection. 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 


read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. BINGHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


AMERICAN REGISTRY FOR BARKS MINDE AND JOHAN LUDWIG. 


Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 173) to provide regis- 
ters for the barks Minde and Johan Ludwig. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to cause the foreign-built barks Minde and Johan Lud- 
wig, of the State of Florida, to be registered as vessels of the United States, 
the Minde to be registered under the name of ** Three Brothers,’ the vessels 
being owned, respectively, by Albert F. Dewey, of Punta Gorda, Fla., a citi- 
zen of the United States, and the Gulf Transit Company, of Florida, incor- 
porated under the laws of that State. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SPARKMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the tablv. 


8ST. LOUIS AND OKLAHOMA CITY RAILROAD COMPANY, 
TERRITORY, 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 1691) to authorize the St. 
uis and Oklahoma City Railroad Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, 
and for other purposes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the St. Louis and Oklahoma City Railroad Company 
a corporation created under and by virtue of the laws of Oklahoma Territory, 
be, and the same is hereby, invested and empowered with the right of locat- 
ing, constructing, owning, equipping, operating, using, and maintaining a 
railway and telegraph and — line through the Indian Territory, be- 

inning at a point to be selected by said railway company at or near Sapulpa, 

the Indian Territory, and ranning through the said Territory and the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma by way of Chandler and Oklahoma City toa point on Red 
River at or near the west line of the Kiowa and Comanche Reservation, with 
the right to construct, use, and maintain such tracks, turn-outs, and sidings 
as said company may deem it to their interest to construct. 

Sec. 2. That said corporation is authorized to take and use for all purposes 
of a railway, and for no other purpose, a right of way 100 feet in width 
through said Indian Territory a Territory of Oklahoma, and to take and 
use a stripof land 200 feet in width, with a length of 3,000 feet in addition, to 

ht_of way, for stations, for every 10 miles of road, with the right to use 
such additional ground where there are heavy cuts or fills as may be neces- 
sary for the construction and maintenance of the roadbed, not exceeding 100 
feet in width on each side of said right of way, or as much thereof as may be 
included in said cut or fill: Provided. That nomore than said addition of land 
shall be taken for any one station: Provided further, That no part of the lands 
herein authorized to be taken shall be sold by the company, and they shall 
not be used except in such manner and for such purposes only as shall be nec- 
for the construction and convenient operation of said railway, tele- 
ih, and telephone lines; and when any portion thereof shall cease to be 
, Such portion shall revert to the nation or tribe of Indians from which 
the same shall have been taken. 


INDIAN 
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Sec. 3. That before said railway shall be constructed through any li nds 
held by individual occupants according to the laws, customs, and usage: of 
any of the Indian nations or tribes through which it may be constructed, or 
by allotments under any law of the United States or agreement with the In- 
dians, full compensation shall be made to such occupants for all property to 
be taken or damage done by reason of the construction of such railway. In 
case of failure to make amicable settlement with any occupant, such compen- 
sation shall be determined by the appraisement of three disinterested ref- 
erees, to be appointed, one (who shall act as chairman) by the President, one 
by the chief of the nation to which said occupant belongs, or, in case of an 
allottee, by said allottee or by his duly authorized guardian or representa- 
tive, and one by said railway company, who, before entering upon the du- 
ties of their appointment, shall cake and subscribe, before a district judge 
clerk of adistrict court, or United States commissioner, an oath that they wil 


faithfully and impartially discharge the duties of their appointment, which 
oath, duly certified, shall be returned with their award to and filed with the 


Secretary of the Interior within sixty days fromthe completion thereof; and 
a majority of said referees shall be competent to act in case of the absence of 
a member, after due notice. And upon the failure of either party to make 
such appointment within thirty days after the appointment made by the 
President, the vacancy shall be filled by the district judge of any United 
States court in the Indian Territory, or the Territory of Oklahoma, upon the 
application of the other party. The chairman of said board shall appoint the 
time and place for all hearings within the nation to which such occupant be- 
longs. Each of said referees shall receive for his services the sum of $4 per 
day for each day they are engaged in the trial of any case submitted to them 
under this act, with mileage at 5 cents per mile. Witnesses shall receive the 
usual fees allowed by the courts of said nations and the courts of Oklahoma 
Territory. Costs,including compensation of the referees, shall be made a 
part of the award, and be paid by such railway company. In case the ref- 
erees Can not agree, then any two of them are authorized to make the award. 
Either party being dissatistied with the finding of the referees shall have the 
right, within ninety days after making the award and notice of the same, to 
appeal by original petition to any district court in the Indian Territory, or 
Oklahoma Territory, which court shall have jurisdiction to hear and deter- 
mine the subject-matter of said petition. If, upon the hearing of said appeal, 
the judgment of the court shall be fora larger sum than the award of the 
referees, the cost of said appeal shall be adjudged against the railway com 
pany. If the judgment of the court shall be for the same sum as the award 
of the referees, then the cost shall be adjudged against the appellant. If the 
judgment of the court shall be for a smaller sum than the award of the ref- 
erees, then the costs shall be adjudged against the party claiming damages. 
When proceedings have been commenced in court, the railway company shall 
pay double the amount of the award into court to abide the judgment thereof, 
and then have the right to enter upon the property sought to be condemned 
and proceed with the construction of the railway. 

Sec. 4. That said railway company shall not charge the inhabitants of said 


| Territories a greater rate of freight than the rate authorized by the laws of 





| 


the State of Kansas for services or transportation of the same kind: P 
vided, That passenger rates on said railway shall not exceed 3 cents per mile. 
Congress hereby reserves the right to regulate the charges for freight and 
assengers on said railway and messages on said telegraph and telephone 
ines, until a State government or governments shall existin said Territories 
within the limits of which said railway, or a part thereof,shall be located; 
and then such State government or governments shall be authorized to fix 
and regulate the cost of transportation of persons and freights within their 
respective limits by said railway; but Congress expressly reserves the right 
to ix and regulate, at all times, the cost of such transportation by said rail- 
way or said company whenever such transportation shall extend from one 
State into another, or shall extend into more than one State: Provided, how- 
ever, That the rate of such transportation of passengers, local or interstate 
shall not exceed the rate above expressed: And provided further, That said 
railway company shall carry the mail at such prices as Congress may by law 
provide; aa until such rate is fixed by law the Postmaster-General may fix 
the rate of compensation. 

Sec. 5. That said railway company shall pay to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, for the benefit of the particular nations or tribes or individuals through 
whose lands said line may be located, the sum of $50, in addition to compensa- 
tion provided for in this act, for property taken and damages done to indi- 
vidual occupants by the construction of the railway for each mile of railway 
that it may construct in said Territories, said payments to be made in install 
ments of $500 as each 10 miles of road is graded: Provided, Thet if the gen 
eral council of either of the nations or tribes through whose land said railway 
may be located shall, within four months after the filing of maps of definite 
location as set forth in section 6 of this act, dissent from the allowance pro- 
vided for in this section, and shall certify the same to the Secretary of the 
Interior, then all compensation to be paid to such dissenting nation or tribe 
under the provisions of this act shall te determined as provided in section 3 
for the determination of the compensation to be paid to the individual occu- 
pant of lands, with the right of appeal to the courts upon the same terms, 
conditions, and requirements as therein a Provided further, That the 
amount awarded or adjudged to be paid by the said railway company for dis 
senting nation or tribe shall be in lieu of the compensation that said nation 
or tribe would be entitled to receive under the foregoing provision. Said 
company shall also pay, so long as said Territories are owned and occupied 
by the Indians, to the Secretary of the Interior, the sum of $15 per annum for 
each mile of railway it shall construct in the said Territories. The money 
paid to the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of this act shall be 
apportioned by him in accordance with the laws and treaties now in force 
among the different nations and tribes accordi o the number of mi 
railway that may be constructed by said railway company through their 
lands: Provided, That Congress shall have the right. so long as said lands are 
occupied and possessed by said nations and tribes, to impose such additional 
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taxes upon said railway as it may deem just and proper for their benefit; 
and any Territory or State hereafter formed through which said railway 
shall have been established may exercise the like power as to such part of 


said railway as may lie within its limits. Said railway company shall have 
the right to survey and locate its railway immediately after the passage of 
this act. 

Seo. 6. That said company shall cause maps showing the route of its lo- 
cated lines through said Territories to be filed in the office of the Secretar 
of the Interior, and also to be filed in the office of the principal chiefs of each 
of the nations or tribes through whose lands said railway may be located; 
and after the filing of said maps no claim for a subsequent settlement and 
improvement upon the right of way shown by said maps shall be valid as 


against said company: Provided, That when a map showing any portion of 
said railway company’s located line is filed as herein provided for, said com- 
pany shall commence grading said located line within six months thereafter, 
or such location shall be void; and said location shall be approved by the 


Secretary of the Interior in sections of 25 miles before construction of any 
such section shall be begun. 

Sec. 7. That the officers, servants, and employees of said company neces 
a to the construction and management of said railway shall be allowed to 
reside, while so engaged, upon such right of way, but subject to the provi- 
sions of the Indian intercourse laws, ond such rulesand regulations as may be 
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qneieed by the Secretary of the Interior in accordance with said inter- 
course laws. 
Seco. 8. That said railway company shall build at least 50 miles of its railway 
in said Porritory within three years after the passage of this act, and com- 
n 


lete the remainder thereof within three years thereafter, or the rights 
rein granted shall be forfeited as to that portion not built; that said rail- 
way construct and maintain continually all fences, road and highway cross- 
ings, and necessary bridges over said railway wherever said roads and high- 
ways do now or may hereafter cross said railway's right of way, or sany bo 
by the egpee authorities laid out across the same. 

Sec. 9. t the said Oklahoma Central Railroad shall accept this right of 
way upon the express condition, binding upon itself, its successors and as- 
signs, that they will neither aid, advise, nor assist in any effort looking to- 
ward the changing or extinguishing the present tenure of the Indians in their 
lands, and will not attempt to secure from the Indian nation any further 
grant of land, or its occupancy, than is hereinbefore provided: Provided, That 
any violation of the condition mentioned in this section shall operate as a 
forfeiture of all the rights and privileges of said railway company under this 


Sxc. 10. That all mortgages executed by said railway company, conveying 
any portion of its railway, with its franchises, that may be constructed in 
said Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, shall be recorded in the De- 
partment of the Interior, and the record thereof shall be evidence and notice 
of their execution and shall convey all rights and property of said company 
as therein expressed. 

Sec. ll. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, or alter this act; 
and the right of way herein and hereby granted shall not be assigned or 
transferred in any form whatever prior to the construction and completion 
of the railway, except as to mortgages or other liens that may be given or se- 
cured thereon to aid in the construction thereof. 


The Committee on Indian Affairs recommended the adoption of 
the following amendments: 


On page 2, line 5, strike out the word “two” and insert the word “ one”; 
on the same page, in line 6, strike out the word “ three’ and insert the word 
“two; on same e, in line 10, strike out the words “one hundred ” and 
insert the word “ fty.” 

Rs page 4, line 34, after the word “mile,” add the words ‘actually tray- 
eled.’ 

In section 6, page 8, line 8, strike out all after the word “ provided " and add 
the following: **Thata —_ showing the entire line of the road in the Indian 
Territory shall be filed and approved before the work of construction shall 
commence."’ 

On page 9, section 9, strike out all of line 1 after the word “said ” and in- 
sert “Saint Louis and Oklahoma City Railroad Company.” 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. onan, I could not hear the reading of 
the bill. Is it a Senate bill or a House bill? 

The SPEAKER. A House bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. Has it been before the committee? 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes, and it has been favorably reported. It 

d both Houses in the last Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill just read to the House? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the reading of the 
bill, and I should be glad to have some explanation of it. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, this bill, for a right of way through 
the Indian Territory and part of the Oklahoma Territory, passed 
both the House and the Senate in the Fifty-third Congress. Gen- 
tlemen who were members of that House will doubtless remember 
that on the Sunday before our adjournment we undertook to pass 
the bill over the President's veto. Although the House was largely 
ins one with the Executive, the two-thirds necessary to pass 
the il over the veto lacked but very few votes. The Committee 
on Indian Affairs at this session have recommended that the bill 
be so amended as to rneet the objections urged by the President in 
his veto, with one exception. That was that the promoters of the 
enterprise should first secure the approval of the Indians. The 
Committee on Indian Affairs, in reporting on that proposition, say 
in their report: 


A bill similar to this was passed by the Fifty-third Congress, but was ve- 
toed by the President. The grounds for his refusal to approve the bill were: 
“(1) The bill did not provide for the procurement of the consent of the In- 
dians; (2) the grant was too liberal as to side tracks, turn-outs, and branches, 
si and extensions, and as to station privileges in general; and (3) the 
bill should have provided for the filing and approval of a map of definite lo- 
cation of the entire line of the road before any part thereof was constructed.” 
Your committee is of the opinion that the second and third reasons given 
by the President in his veto were sound, but do not with the first one. 
our committee is satisfied that the exercise of eminent domain over the 
country occupied by the five tribes of Indians does not violate the legal rights 
of the Indians, provided ae are given a reasonable price for the land en, 
and no more land than is actually necessary is taken. 
In this view your committee is but following the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the case of the ee Nation vs. The South- 
ern Kansas (135 U. 8.). 


We ask the passage of the bill for the reasons stated. 
The SPEAKER. The en is on the engrossment and third 


ing of the amended 
The bill as amended was ordered to be e and read a third 
time; and it was acco’ ly read the third time, and p: ; 


On motion of Mr. PIC 
vote was laid on the table, 


,»@ motion to reconsi the last 


KANSAS CITY, PITTSBURG AND GULF RAILROAD, 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of Senate bill No. 1046. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (8S. 1046) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act toauthorize the Kansas City 
Pittsburg, and Gulf Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad: 
telegraph, and telephone line Shrough the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes," approved February 27, 1893. 

Beit enacted, etc., That the first section of an act entitled “An act toauthor- 
ize the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad Company to construct and 
operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line through the Indian Terrj- 
tory, and for other purposes,” eer February 27, 1 be, and the same 
is hereby, amended by insertin ee the word “ Texas,” in said 
section, the following words, to wit: ‘‘With the right to locate, construct, 
operate, and maintain a branch railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from 
some point on the main line of said railroad in the Indian Territory, south of 
the Arkansas River and north of the town of Poteau, by the most feasil|« 
and practicable route, to the city of Fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas, and 
with the right to build in the line of said branch railroad a bridge across the 
Poteau River, whose plan of construction shall be first aque by the Sec- 
retary of War,”’ and with the right to locate, construct, maintain, and op 
erate a spur of its railroad from a point on said branch about 4 miles 
northeast of Scullyville, by the most practicable route to a point on the west 
ern line of the State of Arkansas, about 10 miles south of Fort Smith; and 
with the right to build in the line of said spur a ed over the Poteau River, 
whose plan of construction shall first be sapeores xy the Secretary of War, 
so that the said first section when so amended shall read as follows: 

“That the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad Company, a corporation 
created under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Missouri, be, and the 
same is hereby, invested and empowered with the right of locating, construct- 
ing, operating, —. and main ing a raiJroad, telegraph, and telephone 
line through the Indian Territor , beginning at a point on the south line of 
Cherokee County near the town of Galena, in the State of Kansas, and running 
thence in a southerly direction through the Indian Territory, or through the 
State of Arkansas and the Indian Territory, by the most feasible and practi- 
cable route, to a point on the Red River near the town of Clarksville, in the 
State of Texas, with the right to locate, construct, operate, and maintain a 
branch railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from some point on the main 
line of said railroad in the Indian Territory, south of the Arkansas River and 
north of the town of Poteau, by the most feasible and practicable route, to 
the city of Fort Smith, in the State of Arkansas, and with the right to build 
in the line of said branch railroad a bridge across the Poteau River, whose 
plan of construction shall be first approved by the Secretary of War, and 
with the right to locate, construct, maintain, and operate a spur of its rail- 
road from a point on said branch about 4 miles northeast ef Scullyville, by tho 
most practicable route to a point on the western line of the State of Arkansas 
about 10 miles south of Fort Smith; and with the right to build in the line of 
said spur a bridge over the Poteau River, whose ef construction shall 
first be approved by the Secretary of War, and with the right to construct, 
use, and maintain such tracks, turn-outs, sidings, and extensionsas said «om- 
pany may deem its interest toconstruct along and upon the right of way and 
depot grounds herein provided for.” 


TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LITTLE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


PER DIEM SERVICE PENSION BILL. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the resolutions of the Hazlett Post, No. 81, Department of 
Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, urging the passage of a per 
diem service pension bill, be read and printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I object to printing memorials in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


PAYMENT OF LEGAL SERVICES RENDERED CERTAIN INDIANS. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2917) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to pay from their own funds for certain 
legal services rendered the ‘‘Old Settlers” or Western Cherokee 
Indians. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of that part of the fund of the “ Old Set- 
tlers" or Western Cherokee indians set apart by said Indians for expenses 
incidental to their claim against the United States, the sum of $8,300.86 to 
Reese H. Voorhees and John Paul Jones, for professional services rendered 
said Indians in defending said fund, upon _—— of the full performance of 
the said services called for by their contract. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 10 and 11 strike out the words ‘upon proof of the full performance 
of the said services called for by their contract.” 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask for an ex- 
planation of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from Wash- 
i m will be _—— to make an explanation. __ 

. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, the report, I think, fully ex- 
plains this bill. Iask that it be read. This claim is for services 
rendered under contract. The contract was fully complied with 
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py these attorneys in securing the preservation of this fund, and | as to include monographs, bulletins, and reports of the Geological 


was satisfactory to everybody interested. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be read. 
The report (by Mr. DOOLITTLE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 2917, 
ctfully submit the following report: ; 
is bill authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Interior to pay, out of 
a fund in his hands owned by certain Indians, for legal services rendered said 
Indians in preserving said fund to them. ; , 
It is a matter of extreme simplicity and unassailable merit. The facts are 
natter about twenty years of pendency, aclaim made by the “ Old Settlers ” 
or Western Cherokee Indians against the United States was adjudged in their 
favor by the courts, and on August 23, 1894, $800,386.31 was egpecermtes by 
Congress in payment of the judgment. Of the amount which should be 
finally recovered the Indians had set apart, in many annual councils, 35 per 


sons had been employed by the Old Settlers to aid in its prosecution. Of 
these some had died, having performed their contracts in small part only; 
some had abandoned their employment after small service, and some had 
rendered no service whatever. It was anxiously feared by the Indians that 
many unjust demands would be made on them for compensation where 
service had not been rendered, or for greater compensation than the service 
actually rendered merited. To protect their fund from this anticipated raid 
upon it, the Indians, in council at Tahlequah, Ind. T., on June 29, 1891, passed 
the following resolution: 

“Moved that the sum of 1 per cent out of the 35 per cent be allowed Jones 
& Voorhees, attorneys, of Washington, D. C., to defend to a final termination 
the interests of the Old Settlers against all spurious, unfinished, or unreason- 
able claims by attorneys or other persons claiming to have rendered services 
in securing or aiding in the collection of the Old Settler claim. Carried.” 

Based upon the resolution, a contract was made with Mr. Jones and Mr. 
Voorhees Rovember 20, 1891, on behalf of the Indians, by which they under- 
took the defense of the Indians and the fund, when recovered, against all 
improper and unjust demands. ‘ : 

the rare of the Indians of unrighteous exactions did not exceed the reality 
of the attempts made upon them. Claims for fees were filed against their 
fund in the Interior Department in great number, aggregating in amount 
over $500,000. : : , 

Every claim made which was not admitted to be just by the Indians was 
contested by Mr. Voorhees and vigorously fought, the work actually done 
being the searching for evidence and the building up of records, briefing, and 
oral arguments. This work covered months, and was very onerous in char- 

cter. 
: As the result of the fight so made the cost of the prosecution of the claim 
was reduced from the $500,000 demanded to about $180,000. The amount 
which, under the law, the Secretary had the power to pay out for the prose- 
cution was the 35 per cent set apart by the Indians, or about $280,000. The 
amount actually saved, therefore, to the Indians by this defense was about 

100,000. 
: Your committee finds that the services called for by the contract have been 
very efficiently and fully performed; the Indians have received the services; 
the services have borne generous fruit. On every consideration these gentle- 
men are entitled to the stipulated compensation, and peculiarly so since it is 
to he paid out of the money preserved to the Indians by the services for which 
payment is asked. ; 

m application to the Interior Department for its payment, it was held 

by the Secretary that he was without authority, under the existing law, to 

y for this particular service; that his authority was limited to the payment 

or services rendered in ——— the judgment and appropriation of the 
money, and that it did not extend to payment for services rendered in pre- 
serving the money to the Indians and securing its actual payment to them. 

Your committee recommend, therefore, that the bill do pass as amended by 

our eugnaatstee, namely, with line 10, beginning at the word ‘** upon,” and line 
1 struck out. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DOOLITTLE, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. TALBERT. I demand the regular order. 


UNITED STATES INSURANCE COMPANIES IN GERMANY. 


Mr. TAFT. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio presents a privi- 
— report, which the Clerk will read. 

e Clerk read as follows; 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the resolution 
calling for copies of all correspondence between this Government and the 
Government of Germany relating to the exclusion of life insurance compa- 
nies of the United States from transacting business in Germany, begs leave 
to report the same and recommend its passage. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not incom- 
patible with the public interests, to transmit to the House copiesof all corre- 
spondence between this Government and the Government of Germany relat- 
ing to the exclusion of life insurance companies of the United States from 
transacting business in Germany. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
SENATE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill and 
resolution were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
y the Speaker as follows: ; 

A bill (S. 1582) to pay to the widow of the late Samuel F. Miller, 
& justice of the Supreme Court, a sum equal to the balance of his 
alery for the year in which he died—to the Committee on Claims. 
Joint resolution (S. R. ~ extending the provisions of section 79 
of ‘‘An act providing for the public printing and binding and the 
distribution of public documents,” approved January 12, 1895, so 


l | the consideration of general appropriation bills. 
cent to meet the expenses incident to the prosecution and final settlement | 
of the claim. During the long pendency of the claim a large number of per- | 








Survey published in 1894 and succeeding years--to the Committee 
on Printing. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (S. 1450) 
to reconvene the delegates of the United States tothe International 
Marine Conference of 1889; when the Speaker signed the same. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GR¢ JUT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 


The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. PAYNE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the pending amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by striking out in page 16, line 10, after the words ‘Provided further,” 


the words “That the entire service of gas lighting authorized under this 
spprepriation shall be let, after due advertisement, to the lowest responsible 
bidder therefor.” 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I expect all are ready to vote on 
this amendment, but I want just a word before that vote istaken. 
On yesterday the mover of the amendment to strike out this pro- 
viso, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon], while he 
disclaimed all intention of aspersing the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, spoke of this provision as what would be termed up in the 
Pennsylvania legislature as a ‘‘snake. ” 

I tried yesterday afternoon, Mr. Chairman, to get the floor for 
the purpose of paying my respects to this ‘‘ snake,” but the debate 
waxed so hot and furious that I could not do so without displacing 
other gentlemen who wished to be heard, and debate was carried 
on to the very time of adjournment. I then thought it was per- 
haps better I did not obtain the floor, because it occurred to me 
that during the night the gentleman from Pennsylvania might 
think better of this uncanny allusion to the committee and strike 
it from the public REcorpD; in short, I hoped that in the darkness 
and stillness of the night this serpent might crawl away out of 
sight and hearing and leave no trail behind him; but this morning 
I find the reptile in the REcoRD, and not only that, but he is in the 
morning papers also. 

Now, for just a moment, I want to see what kind of a “snake” 
this is, because it seems that not every quality about the ser- 
pent is harmful to man. We are told that those who looked 
upon the serpent of brass in the wilderness lived and did not die. 
This ‘‘serpent” that the committee have brought in here—for 
that is what the gentleman calls it—when you take into account 
the increased service and the reduced price, presents a proposition 
to light the city of Washington for the coming year for just about 
one-half what we are paying now. That is the committee's * 
pent,” and as Moses lifted up the serpent in the wilderness, so our 
committee are willing to stand in the attitude of lifting up this 
serpent (so called by the gentleman) before this House and the 
American people; and I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
| Mr. Manon] to look upon it and be cured of just one-half the cost 
of lighting this city of Washington for the ensuing year, so far as 
the proportionate share of his constituents is concerned, and the 
people of the District also may look upon it as curing them of 
one-half of their expense of lighting the city. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is the kind of serpent that our committee 
has brought in here. If the statement of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had not gone into the RECORD this morning I should 
not have alluded to it; but it is there, and I hope this Committee 
of the Whole will not lose sight of the fact which I have stated, 
but about which gentlemen who have opposed this measure have 
said nothing. Another quality may be attributed to this serpent: 
It seems to have charmed all dine gentlemen into silence, so far 
as opposition to the price is concerned. Here they are as gentle as 
sucking doves, and to what can it be attributed, unless it be to the 
mysterious influence of this reptile brought in here by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations? [Laughter.] 

Let me say further, Mr. Chairman, that while I believe members 
are now prepared to vote on this proposition, I want them to do 
it understandingly, knowing just what issue is at stake, because 
this bill is to go to another body and then to come back here, and 
in what form it may be returned no one can tell. The history of 
the District bill in the last session may throw some light on the 
possible fate of thisone. The last District bill as originally passed 
by the House appropriated $145,000 for the gaslighting of the 
streets, at $20 per annum for each street lamp. 

The Senate, by amendment, reduced the appropriation to $142,- 
400 (the sum actually appropriated for the fiscal year 1895) and 
restored the price to $20.50 per lamp. The bill so amended came 
back here, and the House in conference agreed to it. The appro- 
priation for electric lighting in the bill of last year-as it passed 
the House was $54,000, and the price per lamp was reduced from 


ser- 
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40 cents to 38 cents. The Senate reduced the appropriation to 
$47,000 and restored the price to 40 cents per lamp per night. 

Now, note that in the House bill in both instances enlarged serv- 
ice was provided for, just as it is in this bill, but the Senate cut 
out the quienes service, and, in each instance, gave these close 
corporations the business of lighting the city at the old rates, and 
the House in conference agreed to that change. Mr. Chairman, 
it remains to be seen whether the House will be controlled by the 
Senate in the final ——— of this question. 

coon the hammer — 

r. NORTHWAY. r. Chairman, I want to call attention to 
@ provision of existing law which hascomete ny notice this morn- 
ing, and to say that if my view of it be correct, this advertisement 
for bids is unnecessary, because the Commissioners have full power 
in their hands to fix the price and to compel the gas company to 
furnish —_ at the price so fixed. In Statutes at Large of 
the Forty-fifth Congress, page 208, we find this: 

And the said Commissioners are hereby authorized to fix the salaries to be 
paid to the officers and privates of the Metropolitan_police until otherwise 
proveees by law; and to require the Washington Gas Light Company to light 

city lamps at such price as shall to the said Commissioners appear to be 
just and reasonable. 

I can not find that that provision of law has been repealed. It 
is carried into the Revised Statutes and is found on page 200 of 
the Supplement, where the same language is used: 


























































of order. Iam to have the question raised whether under the 
statute wecan take this action. I should be glad to know whether 
we have this power or not. I do not object to the point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, Ban. 
COCK] will state his point of order. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The point of order I make is that this is not 
only new legislation, butthatit changes existing law. The present 
law fixes the price per lamp at $20.50. Thisamendment proposes 
to make the sum $12. 

Mr. GROUT. This is only for the current year. 

‘Mr. CANNON. I hope that this point of order will not be sus- 
tained, if the Chair is inclined to sustain it, until there has been 
eg hearing of the question. Still I do not desire to burden tho 

hair with discussion unless it be necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be glad to have the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock] refer to the law which the 
pro amendment contravenes. 

. DOCKERY. I should think some reference to the law 
would be oe order to sustain the point of order. 

The CHAIR . TheChairhasrequested thegentleman from 
Wisconsin to refer to the law which fixes the price at $20.50. 

Mr. BABCOCK, _I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is, then, on the amendment. 

Mr. TERRY. I suggest that the language of the amendment 
should be ‘‘ not ex ~ ee 

Mr. NORTHWAY. mld be glad to ascertain if there is 
oe in force which prevents our adopting such a requirement 
as thi 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been withdrawn. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Otherwise I should not feel at liberty to 
offer an amendment which would seem to contradict what the 
committee has undertaken to do in fixing a limit. I only wanted 
to raise the question whether we have the power to make this re- 
quirement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. PITNEY. I think I amin sympathy with the object which 
the gentleman from Ohio has in view, yet I do not believe this 
amendment is calculated to fulfill that object. I hope, therefore, 
he will modify the amendment or that it will be voted down. 

Mr. DOC Y. Did I understand the gentleman in charge of 
this bill [Mr. Grout] to express himself as willing to accept the 
amendment? 

Mr. GROUT. No; I did not say I would not acceptit. I said 
I believed gas could be furnished at the price named in the 
amendment. Still I think we had perhaps best keep ourselves on 
conservative ground and adhere to the present limit, $16. Wo 
really have no definite knowledge, and can get no definite know1- 
edge, as to what this gas costs. If we should go into an investiga- 
tion we probably should not know much more about it when wo 
got through than we do now. It is all a matter of ulation. 

In may saqemnens, it would be well tostand by the bill as the com- 
mittee brought it in, as the measure is the result of the delib- 
erations of the full committee,in which all the members were 
finally agreed. I believe, therefore, it is wiser to stand where we 
are. If we should be able to retain, when this bill becomes a law, 
even a large fragment of the reforms which the bill proposes, we 
shail have accomplished a good work. My greatobject is to have 
the House understand the matter now, because when the bill comes 
back to us from the Senate we may be in more of a hurry than we 
are at present and there may not be so much time for explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I will at present withdraw 
the amendment, upon the suggestion of the gentleman in charge 
of the bill, as I do not wish unnecessarily to antagonize the com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. GROUT. To make this clause satisfactory to all gentle- 
men, and in order to keep faith with the assurance that an effort 
would be made to accomplish that result, I now send to the desk 





And to require the Washington Gas Light Company to t the city lamps 
at such price as shall to the said Commissioners appear to be just and reason- 


Now, Mr. Chairman, while I do not care about getting up a 
diversion here, , for the sake of obtaining a upon the 
int, if it shall be in order when this other matter is of, 
will offer an amendment fixing the price at less than $16, in the 
of a requirement that the gaslight company shall furnish 
the lights. I shall offer that amendment in to test the ques- 
tion whether or not we havethe power. Of course, if we have the 
power under the statute, as I think we have, then my amendment 
“- be strictly in line with existing law. 
he CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment striking 
out the proviso beginning on line 10, page 16, of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr, Chairman, in order to vote intelligent! 
— the question which is now coming before the House, I woul 

e to know if the committee has agreed to amend this clause 
which it is proposed to strike out, so as to meet the objections 
raised by the ao from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

Mr. GROUT. We are perfectly willing that the amendment 
shall be admitted as oan Several members of the commit- 
tee are present, and if any of them dissent, let them speak; but for 
my , [am willing, and I understand that the committee are 
perfectly willing, to accept amendment which will, perchance, 
make the provision more cit. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, in further response to the in- 

uiry of the gentlezaan from en I desire to give notice 
that if this comraittee will vote down the proposition to strike out 


the proviso which the Committee on A ae pro , to 
the effect that ‘‘the entire service of oul eiediathenter 
this appropria*‘on shall bs let, after due advertisement, to the 


lowest responsible bidder therefor,” I will offer a further amend- 
ment in t ese wots: ‘At a price not exceeding the price above 


limited. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I asked the question because I wanted to de- 
termine how I would vote myself. With an amendment like that 
coming from the committee I would vote against the motion to 
strike out, but without it I would vote for the motion. In this 
connection I would like to make a suggestion. If the committee 
will add the words, ‘‘ Provided, That nothing herein shall be held 
to compel the Commissioners to accept any bid offered,” the mat- 
ter will be guarded pe a little better than in the other way. 
However, with the amendment suggested, I will vote with the 
committee. 

The question being taken on the motion to strike out the pro- 
viso, it was rejected. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If it be in order, I offer the amendment 
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which I send to the desk. to be read an amendment which I think will be satisfactory to 
The Clerk read as follows: ou, and in which the committee, so far as it has been consulted, 
bottom of 15, the follo 2 agreed. 
aiprovided, t no ome 2 than $16 per annum for each stree lamp shallbe | The Clerk read as follows: 


paid for gas or oil, lighting, ex repairing, painting, and cleaning, 
under any ex nditure provided for in act.” 

provided, That the Washington Gas Light Company shal light each street 
lamp in the city of Washington for the sum of $12 per t per year.” 

Mr. GROUT. It is my belief that this service can be rendered 
for the sum named in the amendment; and speaking for myself in- 
dividually, I shall not offer any objection to the ion. 

Mr. PITNEY. 1 hope the gentleman from who offers that 
amendment—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. I raise a point of order on the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The t of order comes rather late. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not object to the point 


' _— adding, after the word “ therefor,” in line 13 of page 16, the fol- 
owing words: 

“Provided, That no contract shall be made for gaslight ata price exceeding 
the rate hereinbefore specified.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I offer on my own behalf the 
amendment I send to the desk, to come in after the amendment 
just —— 

The k read as follows: 

Il othe: ht ies 
ali ee ER ee ee 
tor by the Goveramant of the United States and other consumers in the Dis 
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trict of Columbia, at the rate of not exceeding 75 cents per thousand cubic 
feet, except that consumed in public lamps for lighting streets, highways, 
and public grounds in the District of Columbia shall be paid for at such rates 
as Congress may from time to time prescribe: Provided, That if consumers, 
other than the Government, shall not pay monthly any gas bill within ten 
days after the same shall have been presented, said company may charge and 
collect from said consumer so failing to pay said bill as aforesaid $1 per thou- 
sand cubic feet for the gas furnished to said consumer during said month. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, in connection 
with the amendment, that it is the exact language of a bill, so far 
as it appears in that amendment, which passed the House during 
the last Congress, except that I have fixed the price for gas to 
individual consumers at a maximum of 75 cents instead of $1 

r thousand cubic feet, as was fixed in the bill to which I refer. 
The amendment also reserves to the Government the right to fix 
its own price for the service rendered for lighting the streets, 
highways, and public grounds. It also authorizes a charge of $1 

r thousand in certain cases to delinquent customers. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, is that not subject to the point of 
order? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The point of order comes too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is now too late to inter- 
pose the point of order. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to make the point of orderif permissible. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri was recog- 
nized and proceeded to debate the amendment, after which it was 
too late to interpose an objection. 

Mr. PITNEY. Iask that the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For electric are lighting, including necessary inspection, in those streets 
now lighted with electric arc lights in the city of Washington, and for neces- 
sary extensions of such service, $43,600: Provided, That not more than 28 cents 
per night shall be paid for any electric arc light burning from forty-five 
minutes after sunset to forty-five minutes before sunrise an sqeruane wholly 
by means of underground wires; and each are light shall be of not less 
than 1,000 actual candlepower, and no part of this appropriation shall be 
used for electric lighting by means of wires that may exist on or over any of 
the streets or avenues of the city of Washington: Provided further, That the 
entire service of electric lighting authorized under this apere oriation shall 
be let, after due advertisement, to the lowest responsible bidder therefor: 
Provided further, That in case such lowest responsible bidder be not pro- 
vided with an underground system of wires and conduits in the streets and 
other places covered by such service the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia may, under such reasonable conditions as they may prescribe, 
authorize such bidder to lay down an approved system of underground con- 
duits and wires for electric lighting in and along such streets and other pub- 
lic places as may be necessary for said service; such privilege as may be 
granted hereunder to be revocable at the will of Congress, without compen- 
sation. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
point of order, under the last clause of paragraph 2 of Rule XXI, 
upon all after the word ‘‘ therefor ” in line 14 of that paragraph, 
for the same reason stated in the point made yesterday in refer- 
ence to the portion of the bill on the opposite page. 

The CH MAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey de- 
sire to be heard upon the point of order? 

Mr. PITNEY. I do, Mr. Chairman. 

The extreme importance of this proviso, and, as the Committee 
on Appropriations think, the unfortunate result which will follow 
in case the proviso is held to be inadmissible under the rules of 
the House as attached to a bill of this character, make it proper 
to say two or three words about it. 

I think, and I respectfully submit to the consideration of the 


Chair, that the case presented by this point of order is essentially | 


different from that upon which the present occupant of the chair 
ruled yesterday. It1is different with regard to the law; for the 
law regulating the matter of electric lighting differs from that 
which governs the gaslight company in this city. We think fur- 
ther, and I beg to submit to your consideration, that while the 
Chair was correct in his recollection that there was a ruling upon 
a point of order raised on the appropriation bill for the District 
of Columbia in the Fifty-first Congress, the Chair was incorrect 


in regard to the particular point raised at that time, and incor- | 


rect also in regard to the reasons which governed that decision. 

And thisis an illustration of the danger of deciding a case with- 
out argument on the point in question, for the precedent from 
the Fifty-first Congress was not mentioned in the debate on this 
floor yesterday upon the point of order then submitted by the 
gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Baker]. I have taken 
pains to look it up this morning before the meeting of the House, 
and I find that the proviso ruled out in the Fifty-first Congress 
on the point of order was a very different proviso—that it had a 
very different scope and purpose—from the proviso now the sub- 
ject of discussion. The proviso then in question was attached to 
that part of the bill which granted an appropriation for the main- 
tenance of the public electric lighting in this city, and the pro- 
viso was in these words: 

And no overhead wires for public or private electric lighting shall be per- 


mitted on or over any of the streets or avenues of the cities of Washington 
or town after September 30, 1890, 
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Mr. Chairman, at the time that appropriation bill was under 
consideration before the Committee of the Whole in the Fifty- 
first Congress, the streets of Washington were filled with over- 
head wires strung through the streets for the purpose of serving tele- 
yhone and electric light companies and telegraph companies. 
"hey were in the streets under some sort of right or privilege, 
vested or temporary. The effect of this provision, which was the 
subject of the point of order then, was not limited to the wires 
which furnished the electric lights. The proviso went to the ex- 
tent of abolishing all electric-light wires then in the streets, 
whether they served the public electric lights or not: whether 
they had any relation to the party contracting to furnish the elee- 
tric lights under the appropriation bill or not. Therefore it was 
legislation taking away rights which had accrued to the owners 
of the several companies under previous legislation, or under pre- 
vious license from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
and, a Mr. Burrows of Michigan being in the chair, the point of 
order was raised by Mr. Atkinson in these words: 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against so much of this se 
begins in line 24 with the following words: 


“And no overhead wires for public or private electric lighting shall be per- 
mitted on or overany of the streets or avenues of the cities of Washington or 


tion as 


Georgetown after September 30, 1890." 

_ The point I make is, first, that the Committee on Appropriations has no 
jurisdiction over the subject-matter, and, second, that this changes 
ing law. 


the exist- 


Then, after considerable debate, the Chair sustained the point of 
order and excluded the provision from the bill, but gave no reason 
for the ruling. The reason, I think, however, is manifest from 
the somewhat protracted argument that was had on the floor of 
this House in Committee of the Whole on that occasion. It was 
based upon the state of facts to which I have alluded, that there 
were electric lights already existing, and wires already existing, 
strung over the streets, some of which wires served the electric 
lights, and others of which served private parties, and the prop- 
osition was to abolish all those wires. I think it was properly 
held in that case that that was a change of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman before him the ruling 
that was subsequently made, on page 468? 

Mr. PITNEY. That is the very ruling to which I have called: 
the attention of the Chair. The ruling was made on page 468 of 
volume 103 of the CONGRESSIONAL REcORD of that session. 

Mr. GROUT. With no reasons given? 

Mr. PITNEY. No reasons were given, but the grounds of the 
ruling, as I said before, are manifest from the debate which took 
place before the ruling was made. For instance, Mr. McComas, 
the chairman of the subcommittee which had prepared the Dis- 
trict of Columbia bill, and which had charge of the measure in 

| the Committee of the Whole on that occasion, said, on page 468, 
| just before the ruling: 

This proposition ought to have the sympathy of the committee. We are 
striking here at these telegraph and electric-light companies, who usurp the 
air and fretit with wire. We want these wires placed underground. We 
have been trying to do it for four years, but it has not yet been fullydone. I 

give notice that I am going to try again and again to have these clectric-light 
and telegraph companies required to place their wires underground; andI 
do not think this question should be disposed of on this point of order 
| That was before the adoption of the rules of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, and they were proceeding under the rules of the Fiftieth 
Congress. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the proposition here is different, and I 
recur again to the language of the second paragraph of Rule XXI 
| of the rules of the Fifty-fourth Congress—the present Congress 
| which paragraph is invoked by the gentleman from New Hamp- 

shire [Mr. BAKER] in raising the point of order. Not only the 
last two lines of that paragraph, but the whole paragraph, ought 
to be read for a correct understanding of the rule as it applies to 
the proviso now under consideration: 

2. No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or 
be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously 
authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress; nor shall any prov n chan 


j , 
y meal 


ing existing law be in orderin any general appropria 
to new 


ment thereto. 
Mr. Chairman, the last branch of that section relates 

substantive legislation, and the previous branch of the section re- 
| lates to the limitations which are admissible in appropriation bills 
of this character. Therefore, if we can find that this appropria- 
tion before the House is for a purpose already authorized by law, 
and is in pursuance of the policy of the existing law relating to 
the District of Columbia, the provision is not subject to the point 
of order, because it is an appropriation for the continuance of an 
object already made lawful. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is too plain for argument that the light- 
ing of the streets of this city is a purpose not only permissible by 
law, but required by law. It is a necessary police regulation. It 
1s & necessary measure for the good and welfare of the people of the 
District. And in the performance of this duty which is imposed 
upon the District Commissioners they must adopt, not the old- 
fashioned lighting, but the best method which can be obtained in 
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the progress of invention; and so they have pay gone into the 


electric-lighting system for the lighting of some o 
streets of Washington. 

Mr. Chairman, there never has been a substantive act of legis- 
lation passed by Congress since Congress took control of the mat- 
ter which has created an electric light company or has given a 
franchise to an electric light company, or which has prohibited an 
electric light company from putting subways beneath the pave- 
ment. And there is not a line in the organic act of the District, 
or in any act now applicable to the District, which prohibits Con- 
gress at any time, by substantive acts, or by incidental provision 
on appropriation bills, from providing that the wires to serve the 
lights for which they spend the money shall be placed beneath the 
pavement instead of being strung overhea‘:. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is an immense difference between 
this section and the clause decided yesterday. That decision was 
based on a special charter granted under the old régime, in ‘‘ the 
good old times before the war,” to this gas company; and I will 
say, in passing, that there seems to be a general belief that we 
are getting the same kind of gas that was furnished before the 
war; whereas in regard to the electric light the question does 
not depend upon a charter, but upon the right of the present 
company, arising from the same sort of incidental grant on pre- 
vious appropriation bills, that we now ask to have incorporated 
in this appropriation bill. 

The first of these acts was that which I mentioned yesterday, 
passed in the year 1888. The act provided ‘‘ that the Commis- 
sioners might, under such reasonable conditions as they might 

sribe, authorize wires of any company then operating to be 
aid under the streets.” That power was limited in point of time 
to the termination of the then existing Congress, and the limita- 
tion was subsequently extended. The limitation has now expired 
by lapse of time; but at that time there grew up a practice of ap- 
ane money from year to year for electric lighting, and the 
nguage of the annual appropriation bills was this: 
For maintaining existing service and necessary extensions— 


and the only law by which the electric light company has ex- 
tended its wires is under that grant incidental to appropriations 
namely, the right tc make extensions necessary to the then exist- 
ing service. 

e have in the now current law, the er bill now in 
force, and under which the streets are lighted, or ought to be 
lighted, these very words, namely: 

Maintaining existing service aad necessary extensions. 


It will appear, therefore, to be the settled policy of Congress in 
regard to this matter to adopt this system of lighting upon the 
principal streets, and to make extensions of that system in other 
streets, so fast as the needs of the District may require. We have 
the object already embodied in the law of the District by the an- 
nual appropriation bills. It is therefore now a lawful object; and 
I undertake to say, sir, that if we do not put in this proviso grant- 
ing an express right to lay down conduits, yet the rest of the pro- 
viso would authorize the Commissioners to grant that privilege; 
and this limitation upon the power of the Commissioners is pro- 
vided in order that the power they now have to allow wires put 
down shall be exercised in a reasonable manner and under reason- 
able restrictions, and that such privileges as may be granted by 
them under that power shall be revocable at the will of Congress 
without compensation. 

Again, if these acts and this course of practice, and the eral 
duty of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to take care 
of the streets and control them, do not create this power of light- 
ing the streets with electricity as one of the incidental means nec- 
essary to accomplish that purpose, then there is no law upon the 
subject. We have an absence of statute or other law, and so there 
is no ‘‘existing law” to be changed, and it is only provisions 
ounees existing law which are out of order in an appropriation 


the principal 


Now, I do not want to weary the Chair or the committee with 
further argument upon this question, except to say that the ques- 
tion is a very important one, and that it is only by means of com- 
petition that we can have a moses service at a reasonable price. 

The present law under which the streets are now lighted b 
electricity provides that ‘‘not more than 40 cents per night shall 
be paid for any electric arc light burning every night from sun- 
set to sunrise and operated by means of underground wires.” 
Last year, when the District of Columbia appro riation bill was 
first framed, it proposed a rate of 38 cents per light. I believe that 
is the proposition that was first laid before the Honse, but after- 
wards, in the conference committee, the rate was raised to 40 
cents. Previous to that time, in the Fifty-second Congress or in 
the first session of the ee the company had made a fight 
against having the price reduced below 50 cents per —_ per light, 


and yet, in the hearings before the subcommittee which prepared 
the bill now under consideration, the mere intimation of compe- 
tition caused the company to reduce their price down to 28 cents 
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r _— per night. I ought not to say, perhaps, that that was 
iterally their own offer, but they cummennetl themselves as willing 
to come down to $100 per year, which is just a shade less than 28 
cents per night per light. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in discussing this matter, I have not used 
any intemperate language, I have not raised any antimonopoly cry 
merely for effect; I havenot been talking to the galleries nor using 
my hat as a speaking trumpet. I have addressed myself to this 
matter as a pure business proposition. I recognize the moral 
claims of a company like this which has entered upon a new field 
as a pioneer and blazed out the way for others to follow. This 
company was the first to introduce this underground system in 
Washington. But, Mr. Chairman, they have a valuable franchise; 
they have a franchise that did not cost them anything except the 
putting down of the plant. They serve the people at a profit to 
themselves, and it is no more than right that they should be re- 
duced to areasonable profit. Now, the new company come in and 
say, ‘‘If you will give us this franchise we will enter the field as 
competitors;” and competition, while it may be sometimes used as 
a means of oppression, would in this case be only reasonable com 
petition, because the old company have the advantage of previous 
possession of the field, they have their private customers, and even 
if they should lose the public contract the new company could 
not oppress them. Therefore we think it is a reasonable proposi 
tion that this new company shall be permitted to come in and 
make a bid for this important public service. 

With these remarks I submit that the ruling of the Chair on 
yesterday does not apply to this case; that so far as the ruling de- 
pended on the precedent cited from the Fifty-first Congress, it 
was founded upon a precedent not applicable to this particular 
case, and that there is no provision of existing law ubdek this pro- 
viso interferes with; but that, on the contrary, this is an appro- 
priation in continuation of a public object already declared to be 
a 9 and lawful and already in progress. 

r. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, the argument 
of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PitNEy] thoroughly ap- 
a and proves my contention in relation to the point of order. 

e admits that this is new legislation, and legislation for a pur- 
pose—a purpose which might be appropriate in a separate bill, but 
not in an appropriation act. 

In relation to the general argument which he has made here as 
to the granting of permits, I wish to say that the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, I have been informed, ie already 
handed down a decision entirely op to all the gentleman's 
arguments, which decision has been delivered since the Chair yes- 
terday, with justice, ruled out the amendment on the point of 
order. I submit the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proviso is: 

That in case such lowest responsible bidder be not provided with an under- 

und system of wires and conduits in the streets and other places covered 

y such service the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may, under 
such reasonable conditions as they may prescribe, authorize such bidder to 
lay downan approved system of underground conduits and wires for electric 
lighting in and along such streets and other public places as may be neces- 
sary for said service, such privilege as may be granted hereunder to be re 
vocable at the will of Congress without compensation. 

This proviso does not materially differ from the provision that 
was ruled out on the point of order yesterday. In order to carry 
it out the same disturbance of the streets would be required, the 
same digging and interference with public travel, and in that re- 
spect it does not differ substantially from the paragraph that was 
ruled out. The Chair does not understand that any provision of 
law has been cited which makes it lawful for any electric lighting 
company to dig up the streets of the city of Washington, especially 
any company which may happen to be the lowest bidder—a new 
company organized for that purpose. Any such interference with 
the streets and any authorization of such an interference with the 
streets of the city would be, in the opinion of the Chair, a change 
of existing law. 

The Chair quoted yesterday a decision made in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress which has been criticised this morning. On returning tothat 

uestion the Chair's recollection is confirmed. In the first place, 
the bill upon which the question rose was considered under tle 
rules of the Fiftieth Congress, and the rule of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress upon that subject is in these words: 

Nor shall m ro changing existing law be in order in any ge.icral 
appropriation or in any amendment thereto. 

The particular clause in that bill to which the point of order 
was directed was this: 

And no overhead wires for public or private electric lighting shall be per- 
mitted on or over any of the streets or avenues of the cities of Washington 
and Georgetown after September 30, 1890. 

That was confined exclusively to wires for public or private 
electric lighting, and did not apply to telegraph or telephone wires 
or to any other wires than those belonging to this special class. 
The point of order was made against that provision that it was 
a change of existing law. The Chair yesterday cited that case, 
not upon that particular ground, but because it was contended 
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here that the provision then under consideration was in order be- 
cause it was simply a limitation upon the expenditure of public 
money, @ limitation of the appropriation made in the bill to a 


particular object. It was upon that point that the Chair quoted | 


the decision made in the Fifty-first Congress. 

In the Fifty-first Congress the point was made by those who 
contended in favor of the provision in the bill that it was simply 
a limitation upon the expenditures of the Government. But at 
that time, notwithstanding the objection, it was directly held by 
the occupant of the chair that it was not merely a limitation upon 
the expenditure of the public money and was therefore out of or- 
der as being in contravention of the existing law and as changing 
existing law. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For electric arc lighting, including necessary inspection, in those streets 
now lighted with electricarc lights in the city of Washington, and for neces- 
sary extensions of such service, $45,600: Provided, That not more than 28 cents 
per night shall be paid for any electric arc light burning from forty-five min 
utes after sunset to forty-five minutes before sunrise, and operated wholly by 
means of underground wires, and each arc light shall be of not less than 1,000 
actual candlepower, and no part of this appropriation shall be used for electric 
lighting by means of wires that may exist on or over any of the streets or ave 
nues of the city of Washington: Provided further, That the entire service of 
electric lighting authorized under this pouccsemtinn shall be let, after due ad- 
vertisement, to the lowest responsible bidder therefor: Provided further, 
That in case such lowest responsible bidder be not provided with an under 

round system of wires and conduits in the streets and other places covered 
by such service, the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may, under 
such reasonable conditions as they may prescribe, authorize such bidder to 
lay downan copreres system of underground conduits and wires for electric 
lighting in and along such streets and other public places as may be necessary 
for said service; such privilege as may be granted hereunder to be revocable 
at the will of Congress without compensation. 


Mr. GROUT. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “therefor,” in line 14 of page 17, insert- 


** Provided further, That no contract shall be made for electric arc lighting | 


at a price exceeding the rate hereinbefore specified.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROUT. [also offer the further amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the amendment last adopted the following: 

“That hereafter the United States Electric Lane Company, or any other 
electriclighting company doing business in the District of Columbia, shall not 
charge or collect from the United States or any other consumer of electric 
arc or incandescent light, or electricity for power, prices exceeding 75 per 
cent of the price charged for such light and power on the Ist day of January, 
1896, in the said District of Columbia.” 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, this puts the provision in regard 
to electric lighting on a level with that relating to gas. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And a very wise provision it 1s, let me sug- 
gest. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the plans and specifications for each of said buildings, and for all 
other buildings wovidies for in this act, shall be prepared by the inspector 
of buildings of the District of Columbia, and shall be approved by the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol and the Commissioners of the District, and said buildings 
shall be constructed by the Commissioners in conformity therewith. 


Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 7, page 25, insert: ‘ 

“For the purpose of purchasing a sufficient number of United States flags 
to place one on every schoolhouse in the District of Columbia on school days 
and during school hours, the sum of $1,000, to be sn by the school trus- 
tees of the District, and to be immediately available.” 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that this amend- 
ment is subject to a point of order; at any rate, I have no desire 
to make such a point. I may suggest, however, that I am under 
the impression that most of the schoolhouses of this District are 
now furnished with flags. The United States flag is a very proper 
flag to be publicly displayed; and if there is any place on earth 
where it ought to be displayed, it is perhaps especially the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Whether it is wise to make this provision for 
furnishing flags to the schools when most of these schools are 
already supplied, the flags having been furnished by small sub- 
scriptions made by the children and the parents, I am not sure. 
My observation has been that those good things that cost some- 
thing of personal effort are generally most highly prized. 

There been much of legislation throughout the country 
touching the placing of flags over every schoolhouse. It has been 
claimed that a requirement to have the flag exhibited under all 
circumstances over all schoolhouses tends to weaken respect for 
it from mere familiarity. Some enterprising citizens in some por- 
tions of the United States have, as others believe, run wild upon 
the subject of United States flags, and at their own expense have 

ut a representation of that flag on every article they have manu- 
lectured. They have used it in connection with their business 


for advertising purposes so as to have it ever present in connection 

with the promotion of such business. Now, some people have ob- 

fiir to that, and I think there has been some legislation to pro- 
it. 





I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. | 











We have the flag displayed over this wing of the Capitol when 
the House is in session and over the Senate wing when the other 
body is in session; and I believe it is always displayed over the 
central part of the Capitol building. 

Whether it would really promote patriotic sentiment to begin 
now with an appropriation of $1,000 for the coming fiscal year to 
be paid from the Treasury and the revenues of the District so as 
to provide, in addition to the flags floating over the public build- 
ings, that the flag shall float over all the schoolhouses, I am quite 
sure I do not know. 

If I thought that this provision would beget patriotic sentiment 
or aspiration which would not otherwise exist in the heart of any 


| child, I would say, in my country’s name, let the provision be 


adopted, whether it costs $1,000 or $10,000; for later on, no doubt, 
the cost will be $10,000. But in the promotion of a sound senti- 
ment that otherwise would not exist the cost is of not much con- 
sequence. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been claimed that some of the makers and 
dealers in flags have insisted on their universal use at the public 
expense. But how far we are justified in using the public money 
for this purpose when in the main heretofore patriotic sentiment 
has caused the flag to float quite generally throughout the country 
and has prompted nearly 3,000,000 people within this generation 
to peril their lives in its defense, I do not know. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I only want to inquire which side the 
gentleman ison. [Laughter. | 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I am just trying to find out. [Renewed 
laughter.| I want to find what the object of this appropriation 


| is, and its necessity, and then I can understand it a little better. 


I will say again, though, Mr. Chairman, if it is believed by a 
majority of the House that, to promote sentiments of patriotism 
in the breast of the growing generation, or in the adult genera- 


| tion, that otherwise would not exist there, then I should say make 


the appropriation. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I have no rhetoric 
to ventilate on this subject. I simply desire to state briefly the 
reasons that suggested the amendment. 

I understand that by private contribution on the part of the pu- 
pils of some of our public schools in the District of Columbia 
United States flags have been purchased and float over some of 
the buildings, and that there are other schools where the pupils 
are not able to purchase them. This is a proposition simply to 
place the United States flag over these public buildings owned by 
the United States in this District, over which it does not now float. 
They are the buildings occupied by the young people in the Dis- 
trict, and there, if anywhere, should be cultivated the patriotic 
sentiment to which the gentleman from Illinois refers. In this 
we are only doing what a great many of the States have done for 
their public schools by State authority; and if I mistake not, one 
of these States is the great and glorious State of the gentleman 
from Illinois. At least from eight to a dozen States have made 
already some provision for placing the United States flag over the 
public schoolhouses in their limits. The State of Pennsylvania 
is one; Illinois, l understand, is another, and from eight to a dozen 
have already taken steps in this direction. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You can count Ohio in that category. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Iam informed also that Ohio has 
done so, as has Vermont, Connecticut, Montana, Iowa, Michigan, 
South Dakota, and several other States; and the proposition here 
is simply that the United States, within the limited space of the 
District of Columbia, shall at the expense of $1,000 float the flag 
of the country over every schoolhouse in the District where it does 
not now float, and in doing this we will do simply what a dozen or 
more of the States have done in their respective localities. 

Mr. CANNON. Let meask the gentleman if he can tell us how 
many schoolhouses there are in the District of Columbia where 
the flag does not now float? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Well, I do not know exactly. 
There are perhaps somewhere between 100 and 150 in all, but how 
many have the flag I do not know. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman, I think, is mistaken in the 
number. 

Mr. CANNON. What will the flags cost? 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Iam unable to state exactly, but 
somewhere between $10 and $15, Ishould imagine. I only make 
that as a guess, however. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, no; they will not cost that much. Not 


exceeding $4, perhaps. 

Mr. CHARLES . STONE. I am informed that I made my 
estimate too high, and that the flags will not cost more than from 
four to six dollars each. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If I remember correctly, when Mr. Har- 
rison was President of the United States he ordered that the 
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United States flag should be placed on all of the public buildings 
in the District of Columbia. Did not that order also include the 
public schools? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I understand that it did not, and 
the amendment I have offered simply p: to enforce that reg- 
ulation of the President by providing that these shall float 
over all of the public schoolhouses of the District which are the 
property of the United States. 

r. RICHARDSON. I am not opposing the resolution at all; 
but I know that under that order the flag was on a great 
many of the public buildings in the District of Columbia; and I 
would like to ask the gentleman out of what fund the money came 
that paid for the 8 which were placed under that order. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Iam unableto answer the gentle- 
man’s inquiry. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I t possibly that there might be a 
contingent fund in each of the Departments that could be utilized 
for that aT. 

Mr. C LES W. STONE. I have no knowledge of the fact, 
and am unable to say. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, Ido not know that I under- 
stood correctly the answer of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
to the question propounded by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] as to the number of schoolhouses not floating the United 
States in this District. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Ire to say that I am not able 
ele pares, and can only give an approximate guess at 
abou ). 

Mr. DOCKERY. Lunderstand there are only about 109 build- 
ings in all, used for school purposes in the District of Columbia. 


’ This does not include, however, a few that are rented for that 


. Mr, CHARLES W.STONE. I understand that there are about 
180 of them in all. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There are 109 ing to the District, which 
cost the Government about two and a half million dollars; and 
there are a number of rented buildings used for this same purpose. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Ido not think, as far as my in- 
formation goes, that there are more than ten or fifteen that have 
the flag floating over ‘*:em, but of this I have no definite knowl- 


. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, it seemsto me incredible that 
anyone should oppose this very proper amendment. The United 
States differs from all other countries on earth in its source of 
strength and power, from the fact that it has not been 
armies, but a spirit of devotion and patriotism to the country and 
the country’s that has made it the greatest, the most power- 
ful, the most progressive, and the most nation on the 
. We have no stan armies like the powerful nations of 

urope, costing as they do i i 
millions of d a year. These t standing armies are their 
elements of strength; but a spirit of love for country is the ele- 
ment of strength in ourland. ing that can be done, whether 
Sood ting tude, and whether the mamuberef fags Seating over the 

todo, and w r 0 over 
of chil this District be 10, 15, or 500, it 
makes no difference. It is a matter of to me that thelaw 
has not long rovided for suchaj ousexpenditure. Had 
I known that the law did not provide for the purchase of flags for 
schoolhouses I should have offered the amendment myself. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will say to the gentleman, as I under- 
stand it, there are eo! on all of the public buildings. 

Mr. WHEELER. e gentleman who has charge of the amend- 
ment says that there are not; that they are only on the school 
buildings where the scholars have clubbed together and furnished 
the money to hg 

Mr. LIVINGS ON. What has the flag of the country to do 
with the institution of schoolhouses, anyway? 

Mr. WHEELER. It has a great deal to do with it, because the 
young scholars who are growing up to take our places and be the 

enders of this country are inside those schools, and when they 
out and look above the schoolhouse, let them look the 
of their country, which it may be their glorious privilege to 
— under in battle in defense of their country some day. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, Mr. foeasen, 5oe0 that it is a 
superfluous to attempt to amplify w been so well said by 
my friend trom Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]; but I am astonished 
to think that any one d object to ha ign, 
to having ‘‘ Old Glory” float above e schoolhouse not only in 
the District of ee ae ine of the Union. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. There is an inspiration of patriotism in 
the flag that nothing else can give. 

Its graceful folds curling in the gentle breeze, its bright stars 
shining in its field of blue, its eV eerie sort el gee 
in the sunshine appeal to the and imaginations of the boys 
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and as they come to their morning recitations in a way which 
will be felt not only for that day, but all through life. The mod- 
ern way of teaching is by object lessons. What grander object 
lesson in history than the flag which stands for our nationalit y 
and for our power. It recalls every hard-fought field for free- 
dom’s rights from Lexington to Yorktown; from Lundys Lane to 
New Orleans; from Vera Cruz to Mexico; from Bull Run to 
Appomattox. 

t is our flag to love and cherish; to look upon with pride. It 
should float from sunrise to sunset over every schoolhouse and 
over every public building not only in the District of Columbia, 
but in every State and Territory in the Union. Nay, more, it 
should float over every dwelling where the patriot rears his 
family. There is no stain upon its folds, there is no sacrilege in 
its adoration. ; 

The suggestion of cost ought not to weigh against the proposed 
amendment. The expenditure for the purchase of all the flags 
contemplated will not be great and can not be seriously felt. A 
flag of sufficient dimensions and suitable quality can be bought 
for five or six dollars. If a hundred flags should be required the 
whole cost need not exceed $500 or $600. The good to result there- 
from can not be estimated by any calculation based upon dollars 
andcents. Itis patriotism, devotion to country, the advancement 
of the general welfare by which alone we can measure the benefit 
to the a by the adoption of this amendment. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, just one word. I can not object 
to this appropriation. It has occurred to me that it perhaps might 
be somewhat less, for many of these schools have flags already, 
and the flags do not cost more than four or five dollars apiece, as 
Iam informed. Probably not more than half the buildings are 
unprovided, and it might be done, perhaps, for half the money. 
We do not want to ee anything unnecessarily. 

I can not object to this because in my own State, to which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has alluded, many of the towns 
supply the schools with , and they have set apart the day pre- 
ceding Memorial Day as — for the scholars in the public 
schools, and have recognized the idea that the public schools, which 
are the nurseries of freedom, should have over them the national 
flag. The public school is not a private institution, nor does it be- 
long alone to a town, county, or State, but it really belongs to the 
United States. 

There is, perhaps, a good argument in favor of letting the chil- 
dren of the schools provide themselves with flags, as is now done 
here, on the ground that it cultivates the spirit of patriotism to 
contribute the small sum nec to purchase a flag and put 
it on the schoolhouse, and that in doing this the children would 
take a greater interest in it than if furnished at public expense. 
The children have been patriotic in many instances in this Dis- 
trict in this way, and I am told that all the schoolhouses con- 
structed within the last few years have flag poles ready to receive 
the flags. In many instances the children have set themselves 
nee gg to work to furnish the flags; but inasmuch as they 

urnish, themselves, many other things, such as libraries and pi- 
anos, it does not seem amiss that there should be a small appro- 
eee for this purpose. It seems to me that this should be 

istinguished from the use of the flag for private advertising pur- 
poses, which many consider a desecration of it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do you believe these flags over the school- 
houses and educational institutions of our country are conducive 
to a patriotic spirit? 

Mr. GROUT. I do, most emphatically. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why wasit, then, that the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], who was educated under the flag at 
West Point, went into the rebellion in 1861? 

Mr. WHEELER. Because his patriotic devotion to his own 

le sent him there. 
r.GROUT. Ah, but he has come back to the flag, and sees 
Old Glory to-day as never before. 

Mr. W A. STONE. The question asked by the gentle- 
man from [Mr. Livinaston] is one of the questions this 
— never been able toanswer. [Laughter. 

Mr. MORSE. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I trust that this amendment will prevail. In 
my own State the custom is well-nigh universal to fly the flag 
over the schoolhouses. Persons who visit Eu n countries 
from our own country, especially in England, find a Government 
building in almost every town, village, and hamlet, and over it 
flies the English flag that stands for Old England, for the Queen 
of Ireland, Scotland, and Wales, and Empress of India. 
It is tional. It oo patriotism; and I think that this 


public schools of this District to 
love the old flag, the for which our fathers fought the long 
and bloody war of the Revolution, the flag which Jackson de- 
bales on the plains of Chalmette, the 
General Scott defended at Lundys Lane, the flag that 
aylor carried into Mexico, the flag baptized anew on 4 


; 
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hundred fields fresh within the memory of us all, the flag above 
your head, Mr. Chairman, the old flag, whose azure blue, set with 
stars, symbolizes the starry firmament of God. School children 
should be taught lessons of patriotism; should be taught to love 
their country and their flag. Under other forms of government 
than our own the affections of the people cluster around the king, 

meen, czar, or emperor, the throne, and he or she who sits 
thereon. Having no such center of attraction in our own free 
Government, the affections of our people naturally cluster around 
the flag. Other poore cry out ‘‘ Long live the king,” ‘‘ Long live 
the queen,” “‘Long live the czar.” Let us teach our children to 
look at Old Glory on the schoolhouse, and cry out “Long live 
the Republic.” 

I trust, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment will prevail. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I trust that all those who have 
any doubt of their patriotic sympathy may have leave to print 
their remarks. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. In order that there may be no 
question of appropriating too much money, I modify my amend- 
ment by making it read ‘‘ $1,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary.” I do not desire that any more money shall be appro- 
priated than is necessary. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FOR METROPOLITAN POLICE. 


For or and superintendent, $3,300; captain, $1,800; 3 lientenants, inspect- 
ors, at $1,500 each; chief clerk, who shall also be property clerk, $2,000; clerk, 

500; clerk, $900; 4 surgeons of the police and fire departments, at $540 each; 
& additional compensation for 12 privates detailed for special service in the 
detection and prevention of crime, $2,880, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary; 9 lieutenants, $1,320 each; 31 sergeants, at $1,140 each; 261 privates, class 
1, at $900 each; 194 privates, class 2, at $1,080 each; 20 station keepers, at $750; 
each; 8 laborers, at $480 each; laborer in charge of the morgue, ; messen- 
ger, $700; messenger, $500; major and superintendent, mounted, $240; captain, 
mounted, $240; 43 lieutenants, sergeants, and privates, mounted, at $240 each; 
21 drivers, at $480 each; and 3 police matrons, at $600 each; in all, $553,480. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would like the gentleman in 
charge of the bill to make some explanation of this provision and 
give the committee some idea of the cost of the force. It looks to 
me as if there was a very large sum of money appropriated for this 
purpose. 3 : 
. Mr.GROUT. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman from 
Iowa, I will say that the present police force is 475 men, including 
the officers and privates, to which we have made an addition of 
just 25 privates, and the estimate was for 125 new men. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Willthe gentleman explain why this increase 


is nec ? 

Mr. GROUT. Well, sir, Major Moore testified before us that a 
large number of the force were now on detached service, or de- 
tailed service, I think he called it, at various points in the Dis- 
trict, and that there was a real necessity for that increase of the 
force. Some were about the Capitol, some at the White House, 
and some elsewhere. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Twelve of them about the Capitol. 

Mr. GROUT. They are about the grounds outside; not, of 
course, in the Capitol itself, but the grounds fall under the charge 
of the Metropolitan police. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman explain to us, further, 
as to what number of men are here for the protection of the pub- 
lic grounds—about the Capitol, for instance? 

Mr. GROUT. My memory is that there are four on the Capi- 
tol grounds. 

tr. HEPBURN. And where are these other details? 

Mr. GROUT. One of the details is at the White House, where 
there are 26 policemen, working in three reliefs. This is only 
about 1 to every 600 in population, and in other cities the average 
is 1 to every 500. 

In further reply to the gentleman from Iowa, I will state that 
the detail at the White House is larger than heretofore, about 
twice as large asit has been in former years, as the Major stated. 
He said that details have to be made for receptions, and a large 
number of the committee thought we would provide at least 25; 
but I can not say that we were entirely clear that that would fully 
meet the necessities of the service, nor were we clear that more 
were needed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Miscellaneous: For rent of stable, $120. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I would ask consent that we 
go back to that portion of the bill that relates to the telegraph 
and telephone service. I would like to make an inquiry of the 
gentleman in charge of the bill whether the city of Washington 
or the District of Columbia owns a telegraph and telephone plant 
here? I find nearly $27,000 of appropriation for this telegraph and 
telephone service. Does the District own this plant? 

- GROUT. Mr. Chairman, certainly; I have forgotten the 
number of miles, but the gentleman, if he will reflect for a mo- 
ment, will see that the police department and fire department could 

operate effectually without this service; and it is for the 
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renewal of a portion of that line that a portion of this sum is given. 
The committee inquired into the matter very particularly, and 
they raised—I remember it was the case with myself, and I am 
sure it was the case with the other members of the committee— 
the question thoroughly as to whether this could not be delayed; 
but the understanding was that these poles were old. They were 
ut up sixteen or seventeen years ago, and many of them were 
iable to fall over at any moment. It was therefore thought by 
the committee that this particular work of renewing should be 
entered upon, and could not safely be delayed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But, Mr. Chairman, if the & 
but think for a moment of the prices charged 
here is a sum that is equal to the cost of 270 instruments. Is not 
that enormous for the use of the city? 

Mr. GROUT. What line in the bill does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I refer tothe aggregate of this appropriation, 
$10,800, $11,000, and $5,000. They aggregate nearly $27,000. 

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman call attention to the line? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Line 16, page 28, line 23 on the same page, 
and line 4 on the next page. 

Mr. GROUT. That in line 16, the twenty-eighth page, is for 
the service of the superintendent and the operators, and that which 
you see atthe bottom of the page is for supplies, for new batteries, 
and battery supplies, telephone renewals, purchase of poles, and so 
on. These instruments are not owned by the District, but they 
have to be rented. 7 

The next item, for renewing city lines, is the cost of putting up 
the poles I spoke of a minute ago as being ready to fall down. 
Possibly too high a sum is allowed here for these instruments 
that the gentleman speaks of. I can not say. The committee 
did not take testimony or make any specific inquiry as to that, 
but accepted the judgment of those who were before them, the 
persons in charge of this branch of the service, who, it was sup- 
posed, would suitably guard the interests of the public and give 
the committee correct information. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman know how many instru- 
ments are used by the city in its offices? 

Mr. GROUT. There are 200 telephone instruments in nse, at $5 
a year, and this gives authority to purchase, if that can be done 
on terms more advantageous to the District. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What about these telephone poles? 
the Government a telephone system in this city? 

Mr.GROUT. Yes,sir: and a system of telegraph also. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. A system belonging to the Government? 

Mr.GROUT. Certainly, to the District and the General Gov- 
ernment. The people at large own half of it and the District 
owns the other half. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is it exclusively for Government use? 

Mr. GROUT. It is exclusively for public use, the police, the 
fire department, and the different District offices. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Under what patent is it operating? 
Bell telephone patents? 

Mr. GROUT. Ican not answer that. Not a word was said on 
that subject before the committee, and it was not inquired into 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Did the committee look into the question 
of whether it would not be cheaper to rent? 

Mr. GROUT. We already rent 200 instruments, and pay but $5 
a year. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then, if we rent the instruments, why 
should we be burdened with the expense of putting up the pol 

Mr. GROUT. The poles are for renewing the telegraph | 
and the instruments are only an incident to the poles and wires 
when erected. If any gentleman can give us information by 
which any fair reduction can be made in the bill, the committee 
will be very glad to receive it, and will enter at once upon any 
reasonable course that may be necessary to carry it into effect 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, if I under- 
stand the matter correctly, these lines are lines for the fire-alarm 
and such other service, but the District authorities rent telephones 
for their use the same as individuals do. 

Mr. GROUT. They rent the instruments—— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. They rent them the same as 
individuals do, and pay the telephone company as individuals do. 
And now, Mr. Chairman, as we have recurred to this subject, I 
desire to offer an amendment, to come in after the word ‘‘ dollars” 
in line 5, page 29 of the bill. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful for any per 
son or for any telephone company doing businessin the District of Columbia 
to charge or receive more than $50 per annum for the use of a telephone on a 
separate wire; $40 for each telephone, there being not more than two ona 


wire; $30 for each telephone, there being not more than three on a wire, and 
$25 for each telephone, there being four or more on the same wire 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I must confess that possibly I do 
not comprehend the full scope of the proposition. However, I shall 
not make any point of order upon it, but will place the responsibility 
for its correctness upon the gentleman who offers it. 

The amendment was adopted. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

For interest and sinking fund on the funded debt, exclusive of water bonds, 
$1,213,947.97. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding the following, at the end of line 25, page 81: ‘*to be paid 
out of the revenues of the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. GROUT. I make a point of order upon that amendment. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
gentleman state what his point of order is. 

Mr. GROUT. The point of order is perfectly manifest. The 
amendment changes existing law. The law provides that this 
shall be paid as is er in this bill, and if it is provided that 
it shall be paid differently the organic act is changed. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Chairman, while not assuming to know 
a great deal about the laws of the District, Iam yet of the opinion, 
from the hasty and somewhat casual investigation which I have 
made, that the gentleman from Vermont, whose ability and in- 
formation upon these subjects I fully concede, is in error in this 
case as to his point of order. I do not believe there is any law 
which requires that the United States shall pay half of this par- 
ticular item of expenditure. What particular parts of the law the 

entleman relies upon to sustain him in his point of order I do not 

ow, and, not knowing, I shall call the attention of the Chair 
briefly to the law bearing upon this subject so far as I have been 
able to find it. 

I do this in all sincerity, Mr. Chairman, not merely to invite the 
Chair to reconsider his ruling of the other a, but because, even 
conceding that ruling to have been correct, I think that my amend- 
ment as to this particular item is not obnoxious to the existing law 
or the rules of the House, and I invite the attention of the Chair 
and of the members of the House to this question. Of course I take 
it that if there be no law which requires the Government of the 
United States to bear half of this item of expenditure of more than 

1,200,000 for a single year, then the question submitted to the 

ouse is an origi uestion, and the amendment which I have 
offered ought to be adopted or rejected accordingly as gentlemen 
may believe that. Independently of existing law (for I think 
there is none on the subject), the United States ought to pay half 
or the District ought to pay all of this expenditure. Now, in good 
faith I address myself to that proposition and invite the attention 
of the Chairman and the House to it. 

On page 23 of the Supplement to the Revised Statutes of the 
United States is the provision in regard to the 3.65 bonds of the 
District. In section 7 it is provided— 

That the sinking-fund commissioners of said District are hereby continued; 
and it shall be the duty of said sinking-fund commissioners to cause bonds o 
the District of Columbia to be <r in sums of fifty and five hundred 
dollars, bearing date A it 1, 1874, payable fifty years after date, bearing 
interest at the rate of 3.65 per cent per annum, payable semiannually, to be 
signed by the maser and the treasurer of said sinking-fund commissioners 
and countersigned by the comptroller of said District and sealed as the board 
may direct. 

Further on in the same section it is provided— 


And the faith of the United States is hereby pled that the United States 
will, by proper proportional a riations as contemplated in this act, and 
by causin a be levied upon the property within said District such taxes as 
will provide the revenues necessary to Pay the interest on said bonds as the 
same may become due and payable,and create a sinking fund for the pay- 
ment of the principal thereof at maturity. 

This provision, upon examination, will be seen to lack a word or 
two, no doubt left out through the carelessness of the draftsman 
or in the ea The same provision is repeated on page 64 of 
this Supplement with these words supplied. It will be found in 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act for the government of 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved June 
20, 1874. In this latter act the clause is in this form—I will not 
detain the Chair by reading the whole enactment, but merely 
those parts which I think pertinent— 

And the faith of the United States is hereby pl that the United States 
will, by proper proportional appropriations as contemplated in this act, and 
by causing to be levied upon the property within said trict such taxes as 
will do so, provide the revenues necessary to pay. the interest on said bonds 
as the same may become due and payable, and create a sinking fund for the 
payment of the principal thereof a maturity. 

On pages 175, 176, and so on of this same Supplement will be 
found the general act upon which I ——— gentlemen rely in 
their contention that the United States have undertaken to pa 
half of such expenditures as this, as well as half of other i - 
itures relating to the District of Columbia. The act is very long, 
and of course I will not detain the Chair by itall. ButI 
do not believe there can be found in any part of that act author- 
ity for this contention. There is a reference to this bonded in- 
debtedness in these words: 

Hereafter the Rocneteny of the Ress Gat pay the interest on the 3.65 
bonds of the District of Columbia, issued reuance of the act of Congress 
a a when the same shall Cocome due a and all 
amounts 80 be credited as a part of the a for the year 
by the U: States toward the expenses of the of Columbia, as 
hereinbefore provided. 
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On page 258 is another reference to the same subject. The pro- 
vision reads: 

And there is hereby sqprepeietes. out of the proportional sum which tho 
United States may contribute toward the expenses of the District of Coluy 
bia, in pursuance of the act of Congress approved June 11, 1878, for the fises| 
year ending June 30, 1879, and annually thereafter, such sums as will, wit) 
the interest thereon at the rate of 3.65 per cent per annum, be sufficient ¢,, 

y the principal of the 3.65 bonds of the District of Columbia issued under 

he act of Congress approved June 20, 1874, at maturity. 

On pages 947 and 948 will be found what I believe to be the latest 
legislation bearing directly on this subject. I call the attention 
of the Chair to these several provisions of law without especial ref- 
erence to their bearing and without insisting that they all direct|y 
and necessarily bear on this question. My object is to lay before 
the Chairman as best I can the provisions of law which, so far 
as I know, are all the provisions necessary to be considered in (o- 
termining whether the point of order raised against the amend- 
ment I have offered is or is not good. 

I will now read, beginning at the bottom of page 947, from “An 
act approved March 31, 1891,” which I repeat is, so far as I know, 
the latest legislation on this subject, although there may be later: 

And the faith of the United States is hereby pledged that the United States 
will, by proportional appropriations and by causing to be levied upon the 
property within said District such taxes as will do so, provide the revenucs 
necessary to pay the interest on said bonds as the same may become due and 
payable, and create a sinking fund for the payment of the same at maturity. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my contention in this matter is that the 
United States did not by the act of 1878, providing for the pay- 
ment of one-half of the expenses of this District, provide for the 
assumption of any part of the debt of the District or bind itself to 
pay any Oe age of that debt whatsoever, except out of the 
revenues of the District. The legislation (and I have quoted from 
the various acts) was for the purpose of refunding these bonds 
and guaranteeing their payment by the United States, to the end, 
I have no doubt, that behind the District and the credit of the Dis- 
trict would be thrown the credit of the United States, so that the 
bonds might be floated at the lowest practicable rate of interest, 
for the benefit of the people of the District; that the United States 
would provide, as it became necessary, from year to year, for the 

yment of the current interest and for the creation of a sinking 

und to ultimately extinguish the bonds themselves; and also (I 
think there is no straining of the language in this, but only a fair 
construction) sect rages 4 or the levying of such taxes within the 
District of Columbia as would be sufficient to raise the revenue 
necessary to pay the amount which the Government itself would 
pay. In this act of 1878, where mention is made of the payment 
of this interest by the Government, I do not think it is said, I do 
not think it is implied, that the Government would pay half of 
that outright, but that the Government would pay all of it and 
that all that it did pay should be a credit to the Government upon 
the amount which it was bound to pay by this half-and-half 
arrangement upon other items. 

In other words, I think the act when fairly construed shows that 
the Government to pay half of certain expenditures of the 
District of Columbia, not including the payment of the debt of 
the District already accrued or the interest on that debt as it came 
due—excluding that; and that the Government further agreed, in 
order to enhance the value and increase the salability of these 
bonds, as a matter of benefit and accommodation to the District, 
that it would pay not the half, but all of this interest as it ac- 
crued semiannually, and what was necessary in order to create 
the sinking fund, and that it would credit itself with that sum, 
whatever it might be, as so much paid upon the other sums which 
it had to pay—the 50 per cent undertaking of the act. 

Now, let me read this language again: 

Hereafter the Secretary of the Treasury shall pay the interest on the 3.65 
bonds of the District of Columbia, issued in pursuance of the act of Congress 
approved June 20, 1874, when the same ome due and payable; and 

amounts so paid s be ted as a part of the appropriations for the 
year by the United States toward the expenses of the District of Columbia 
as hereinbefore provided. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in order to sustain that construction let 
us refer again to what I believe to be the latest enactment on this 
subject, found on pages 947 and 948 of this volume of the statutes, 
and at the close of that particular act we find this language: 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized aud 
directed to provide for the payment of all expenses connected with the en- 
grav issuing, and redem: tion of the above bonds upon vouchers to be ap- 
prov y the r of the United States. 

I do not say, of course, that this is conclusive of the matter; but 
if the United States were bound by a prior arrangement, namely, 
in the 1878 act, to ei tp Psa of the expense accruing in preparing 
these bonds, and of the interest on these bonds, and the one- 
half necessary for their extinguishment, why should there have 
been a provision that in getting into motion the necessary ma- 
chinery for that purpose the District of Columbia should pay all 
of the incidental mses, as herein provided? 

The act provides her— 


That the Treasurer of the United States, ex officio commissioner of the 
sinking fund of the District of Columbia, is hereby directed to cause to be 
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repared in sums of $100, $500, and $1,000, to be designated as ten-year funding 
fonds of the District of Columbia, bonds bearing interest— 

And 80 on. 7 k : 

Now, not to unnecessarily detain the Chair, I submit that the 
act of 1878 did not bind the United States to pay one-half of this 
item of appropriation, either as to the interest or the principal of 
those bonds. There is no act, I claim, prior or subsequent thereto, 
which makes this a debt of the United States or binds the United 
States to pay it, except for the District of Columbia; and that the 
language itself, providing for this payment, thoroughly shows this. 
Take the pertinent paragraph of three acts—two prior to 1878 and 
one the act of 1891, passed on the 3d of March: 

And the faith of the United States is hereby pledged that the United States 
will, by proportions appropriations, and by causing to be levied on the prop- 
erty within said District such taxes as will do so, provide the revenues nec- 
essary to pay the interest on said bonds as the same may become due and pay- 
able, aud create a sinking fund for the payment of the same at maturity. 

Now, I submit if it were meant that the United States should 

say one-half and that the District of Columbia should pay the other 

alf, this language is most unhappily chosen and must be dis- 
torted and perverted to give it that meaning. Butif the meaning 
is that the United States shail pay, as I understand, and shall 
-ause to be levied on the property of the District the taxes neces- 
sary to provide the sum to pay—‘‘such taxes as will do so”—as 
the act says, then we have clearness and reason out of what would 
otherwise be confusion and uncertainty. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, why should the United States assume that 
debt? Why should this act, unless it is clearly so in terms—this 
act of 1878—be held to be retroactive in its effect? We all know, 
as a matter of current history, that prior to that period the Dis- 
trict of Columbia had its own government, legislated for itself, 
regulated its own expenditures, had its ownofficers, made its own 
laws, subject, of course, to the supervision and jurisdiction of the 
Congress of the United States. The Districtof Columbia created 
the indebtedness at that time. Why should the United States, 
then, assume that indebtedness, and why do we assume that the 
United States have assumed such indebtedness, unless it be clearly 
so expressed in the act itself? It would seem that when there was 
a change in the system, or in the policy adopted toward the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, it may be reasonably assumed that the law- 
makers would contemplate only that in the future a division of 
expenditure should be made, without any reference to the exist- 
ing burdens of the District, accumulated in the past. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit that the burden is on him who 
clairas that the Government of the United States assumed this 
indebtedness to clearly show a law or agreement which binds the 
United States in that respect. It is not so set forth in clearly ex- 
pressed language in any of the acts to which I have referred—not 
even by fair implication; and I submit that the several provisions of 
the law which I have read are not to be reconciled upon common 
reason and according to the force of language with such a con- 
struction. It is clear enough upon the face of the acts themselves 
that the Government of the United States simply set itself up as 
a guarantor of the bonds, gave its promises that the bonds should 
be liquidated out of the revenues of the District. 

The United States gave to the District a guaranty that they 
would float the bonds and gave the purchasers of the bonds as- 
surance that the Government would see that they were paid; and 
the United States have nothing more to do with them than to 
comply with that agreement, raising the necessary funds by Dis- 
trict taxation. The act itself specifies how the bonds are to be 
paid; not one-half out of the revenues of the Government and 
one-half by the District of Columbia, but by revenues to be de- 
rived by taxes upon property in the District of Coiumbia. In the 
language of the act itself, the Government, in order to pay, will 
“levy upon the property in such District such taxes as will do so.” 
That is, will pay the interest and indebtedness, not one-half, but 
all of it, out of District revenues. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the date of the act to which the 
gentleman is now referring? 


Mr. DE ARMOND. The date of this act that I aia now quoting | 


from is March 3, 1891; and I submit, Mr. Chairman, that it is, as 
far as I can find, the same provision in substance and essence as 
that which was contained in the act of 1874. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the significance of the words ‘‘ by 
proportional appropriation ” ? 

r.DEARMOND. The meaning that I give to that, Mr. Chair- 

man, is this: By such appropriations, from time to time, as shall 
be necessary to meet these accruing obligations. One year it 
would be so much and another year it would be less, or more. 
There is also a provision in these laws for taking in bonds. It 
would depend, too, upon the amount set aside at any time for the 
sinking fund. That is the meaning thatI give to that phrase. I 
submit that it is a reasonable construction of it, or meaning for 
it, and that it is more in harmony with the language of the statute, 
and I think the purposes of these statutes, than any other. — 

Now, Mr. Chairman, not to detain the House or the Chairman 
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longer, I wish this matter could be passed over without prejudice, 
especially if the bill is not to be concluded to-day. Then you, 
Mr. Chairman, could examine these various provisions, and other 
gentlemen interested in the matter might look into it, so that the 
question might be decided upon investigation, which, it seems to 
me, would be a good thing. I am not captious about it; but I 
assume that, like members in general, the Chairman has not suf- 
ficiently looked into this matter so as to be fully informed upon it. 
I do not know that he has not. If he has specially examined the 
law, then of course there is no reason for postponement so far 
as he is concerned. Delay and a careful investigation, however, 
will, I believe, lead to the conclusion that the amendment is not 
out of order on account of the United States being bound by 
existing law to pay half of this item of expenditure, whatever it 
may be, for I believe there is no such law. No harmcan come by 
investigation, it seems tome. I merely suggest this. Of course 
I have no right to ask it and do not ask it. 

Mr. GROUT. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. 
DE ARMOND] that it is the hope of the committee to pass this bill 
to-day. Now, itseems to me the Chairman caught the vulnerable 
point in the gentleman’s argument when he asked him what he 
understood by the expression that the faith of Congress was 
pledged to make proportional appropriations for payment of the 
debt. I do not know but the gentleman answered to the satisfac- 
tion of the Chair, but he did not answer to my satisfaction, 
although I will admit that my attention for the moment was 
somewhat diverted. 

Why is Congress by these continued acts plightingits faith and 
agreeing, by proportional appropriations, to see these bonds or 
this debt paid, if itis only a guarantor. It seems to me that is 
strange language for a simple guarantor. What little knowledge 
I have of law would enable me to place it in the other category, 
and that is, when they talk about a proportional appropriation, | 
should understand it as the language itself plainly implies, that 
Congress thereby agrees to appropriate its share, its proportion, 
whatever it may be. 

it is true the acts the gentleman read from do not define it, but 
the acts of 1874 and 1878 very clearly define that proportion as being 
one-half. There is that also in appropriation acts ever since those 
acts that make it plainer still, and that is the fact that the interest 
and sinking fund have been appropriated for annually and in the 
very language employed in this bill. But, as settling this matter 
beyond all question, there is a permanent appropriation on this 
subject in the sundry civil act of 1880, and it is in this langu 


And there is hereby soqeapenens, out of the proportional sum which the 


age: 
United States may contribute toward the expenses of the District of Colum 
bia in pursuance of the act of Congress approved June 11, 1878, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1879, and annually thereafter, such sums as will, with 
the interest thereon at the rate of 3.65 per cent per annum, be sufficient to 
pay the principal of the 3.65 bonds of the District of Columbia issued under 


the act of Congress approved June 20, 1874, at maturity; which said sums the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall annually invest in said bonds at not exceed 
ing the par value thereof; and all bonds so redeemed shall cease to bear inter 


est and shall be cancelled and destroyed in the same manner that United 
States bonds are canceled and destroyed. 

It seems to me that this permanent appropriation must be ac- 
cepted as a definite settlement of this question by express declara- 
tion of Congress; and in compliance with this permanent appro- 
priation the District bill has annually carried this appropriation, 
in order to have the current appropriations show the current lia- 
bilities of the Government. Just about one-half of $1,213,000 is for 
the interest on the public debt, and the other half goes to the 
sinking fund. 

Let me ask the gentleman from Missouri {[Mr. Dre Armonp] if 
it does not seem strange to him, providing his view be correct, 
that this has not been discovered till now? I commend to the 
gentleman’s careful consideration the act of 1880, which is a per- 
manent appropriation. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman from 
Vermont if he will consent to let this pass over until the other 
provisions of the bill have been disposed of to-day, so as to give 
the Chair and members an opportunity to look into it. I do not 
mean to pass it over to-day, but until a later part of the day. 

Mr. GROUT. This proposition has been sprung upon us with- 
out a moment’s notice, but we do not ask any delay. I wish to 
say to. the gentleman that he has presented in a very able and 
complete manner his argument, and as a special pleader I think it 
does him great credit. I can hardly see how he, who has evi- 
dently taken much time to carefully investigate this question, 
should ask for further time now. We are willing to submit it to 
the decision of the Chair now. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire for myself 
that it be laid over. I am not going to waste time in insisting 
upon it. I merely suggested it, and the only reason for the sug- 
gestion is that the Chairman, if he chooses to do so, could look 
further into. it, and that other members of the House should have 
opportunity: to look into it if they see proper. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, at the suggestion of several 
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gentlemen about me, it seems to me that it is a very important 


uestion to determine whether the Government of the United 

tates assumed all the District of Columbia debt and are obli- 
gated to appropriate $1,200,000 a year to meet a provision of the 
obligation assumed by the District for 3.65 bonds. 

I am told bya gentleman near me that he has examined the Re- 
vised Statutes this morning, and that he is entirely satisfied that 
at least it is very doubtful whether the Government of the United 
States ever assumed any part of that old debt—that the mischief 
that they did assume looked to the future; and it being a question 
of such im nce as it is, the gentleman having the bill in 
charge might let this matter go over until Monday, so thatit could 
be examined. 

Mr. GROUT. Weare going to pass this bill this afternoon if 


* we have good luck. 


Mr. POWERS. The gentleman may not have such good luck 
as he predicts if he starts out on that policy. 

Mr. GROUT. How is that? 

Mr. POWERS. The gentleman may not have such good luck 
if he starts out on that line. 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, I understand; the gentleman can filibuster 
and prevent the passage of the bill, but I hope he will not. 

Mr. POWERS. Well, Mr. Chairman, if we can save the United 
States Government $1,200,000 a year we had better filibuster. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, it is not $1,200,000. That is the 
amount provided in this bill for next year. The debt of the Dis- 
trict amounts to over $20,000,000. 

Mr. POWERS. I read the language of the gentleman’s bill: 

For interest and sinking fund on the funded debt, exclusive of water bonds, 
$1,213, 947.97. 

Mr. GROUT. That is just for this year. 

Mr. POWERS. Thatis a we are talking about. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; but the liability of the United States is for 
the debt the District owed at the time it went aN enananD 
with the District, and the debt at the time we f the copart- 
nership with the District amounted to $20,000,000. That is the 
question that is involved; and if it were vam om question, if any- 
body could fairly be in doubt about it, I d not hesitate—— 

. SAYERS. I suggest to the »entleman from Vermont that 
this provision be over until the rest of the bill shall have 
been completed. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, I will not object, but it seems to me that 
the party who made the assault ought not to ask quarter so soon. 

Mr. POWERS. Iam not making any assault upon it. 

Mr. GROUT. Iam not referring to my colleague; I am refer- 
ring to the gentleman from Missouri. 

r. POWERS. This is a very important matter, and my col- 
league has made it altogether more important than I had thought, 
for he says it involves an obligation to pay $20,000,000, which 
doubtless further involves the present obligation to pay $1,200,000. 
Now, that is an important matter that should not be rushed 
through the committee without giving the members of the com- 
mittee and the Chair ample opportunity to look the question up— 
if we are bound to pay this money, and if there is any doubt, then 
the good sense of the committee would dictate that we take time 
to examine the question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would suggest to my friend in charge of the 
bill that this item be passed over until we shall have completed 
the remainder of the bill, and during that time doubtless some 
arrangement can be made in respect to this item. 

Mr. GROUT. I am willing to give these gentlemen further 
opportunity to study this problem, which seems to them a very 
complex one, and I ask unanimous consent that the item be passed 
over until we complete the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending amendment, with the point of 
order pending, be over until the close of the bill. ithout 
objection, that order will be made. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For Tem Home for ex-Union Soldiers and Sai Grand Army of the 
Beiblie 500. _— e 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out this paragraph, and in that connection I ask the attention of 
the committee for a few minutes. The proposition which I make 
here brings us face to face with a vital question which is involved 
in this matter of charitable app riations. I have made a motion 
to strike out the paragraph which has just been read not because 
I believe the purpose of that appropriation is not meritorious. I 
represent a district, sir oon every quarter section of which there 
resides an ex-Union soldier. I certainly am not wanting in loy- 
alty to that band of t men, some of whom may be so unfor- 
tunate as to stra thin the confines of this District. But, Mr. 
Chairman, there is another question involved here. Weseek 
to appropriate under this subhead $219,925. Of this amount there 
is a priated for exclusively private purposes $81,700 and $138,- 
225 for public purposes. The items of private appropriation whi 
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are included in this general subject, and which make a total o/ 
$81,700, are the following: 
For Tempo: Home for ex-Union Soldiers -...-.....-.-...--.22--2 2... @ 5) 
For Wonlan's Christian Association . (nx 
For Central Dispensary and Emergency Hospital....................... 15, 000 
ag ae at i a a ea a 10.000 
For National Homeopathic Hospital Association ...................2.... 8) FM) 
For Wi Tecupeens Dow POUMEUMSS. ... ..... 22. cece nec cce cece. 6.1100 
For Church Orp 

a en cence au asunusoninpentncs sos. 1. 80 
For National Association for Destitute Colored Women and Children. 9 \)\) 
I oo vin won cawhencsccsewecessesesaneccccscccscce 6. 4{K) 
Por Association for Works of Mercy ...........000 22-222 ---c0e-0-- 2-20. 1. iy) 
i iccccdrescisewagectsonecssenacawecsessecccen. 2, 71) 
eo occ nwensnmbeececoneccecccce 4, uN) 
For 8t. J ih cit ntindeieninbhasiendebndkesnaenneese 1, 8x) 
For Young Women's Christian Home................--..---------...-..- 1, 000 
For Home and Help Mission 000 
For Newsboy and I init ninnaeietihieiiinndawescns 1, 000 
ie echshiiatintestdininndabhstiagenenecen co. 1,000 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order t}).:; 
several of the paragraphs appropriating for the institutions whic); 
the gentleman has enumerated have not yet been read. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I read these paragraphs as a part 
of my remarks. If the gentleman from kuheie will contain 
ae he will probabiy obtain some information which he has 
not now. 

Mr. WHEELER. I shall be very glad of that. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. These private appropriations make 
an te of $81,700. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I make no question but that each of these 
institutions for which an nen is here sought to be made 
is doing a meritorious work. Some of them are sectarian and 
others are unsectarian, but each one of those to which I have called 
attention is a purely private institution. Their work, while phil- 
anthropic, is in the real sense private; they represent no public 
work, Let this committee understand it, these are institutions 
over which the Government has absolutely no control. These in- 
stitutions, it is true, make reports to the superintendent of chavri- 
ties, but those reports are not made under oath. The Goyern- 
ment of the United States, which makes these appropriations, liis 
no right to say what persons shall enter any of these institutions 
or what persons shall go out of them. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Neither can the Government examine 
their records. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No; the Government can not ex- 
amine their records. It can not and does not specify the purpose 
for which a single dollar of the money that is here appropriat«d 
shall be expended. It can not and does not require an itemized 
report of their expenditures. It is true, as I have said, that re- 
ports are made by these institutions to the superintendent of 
charities, but those reports are not made under oath, nor are they 
verified in any particular. No officer of the Government has a 
right to go into these institutions and verify or check up their ex- 
penditures. No officer of the Governmentcan call upon them for 
a statement of all theirreceipts. The Government can not cull 
upon them for a clear, concise statement of all the moneys which 
come into their hands. It exercises no control over them. Tho 
— whose money is appropriated has but the merest general 

owledge derived from perfunctory reports of the work they 
really do. Neither the Government nor the public has access to 
make investigation, correct abuses, if any exist, or institute needed 
reforms. The Government has but one function respecting any 
of them and that is to pay the bill. The credit is monopolized by 
the church or institute. The blame is buried with the unfortu- 
nates. Many of theseinstitutionsare self-sustaining. Let me call 
attention to some of them. Take, for instance, the Church Or- 
phanage Association of St. John’s Parish. The report of that in- 
stitution appears on pages 207-210 of the report for the year 1505, 
made by the superintendent of charities. On the pages I have 
indicated it appears that this institution receives a large amount 
of money. It is an institution founded—— 

The C RMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I trust that the gentleman 
from Nebraska will be allowed additional time. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations, and I ask unanimous consent 
that he be allowed to proceed without limit. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. : 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I thank the committee for its in- 
dulgence and I will endeavor not to abuse it. 

On page 207 of the report to which I have referred will be found 
a statement of certain receipts by this institution. Its receipts 
from ager 11, 1894, to March 5, 1895, it appears, were sufficient 
to enable it to pay on notes to one Bettes $1,027, and to Riggs & 
Co. on orphanage debt $5,000, making a total of $6,027 applied on 
indebtedness after ing all current indebtedness. On page °!0 
of the same report I find it stated this institution has property 12 
this city and “at its country home in Virginia valued at about 
$50,000, which was secured from private sources, with the excep- 
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tion of $10,000 public money invested in improvements.” It ap- 
rs to be investing in, or at least holding, property as an in- 
yestment, and continues to ask Government aid. 

On the face of that statement it would appear that the total re- 
ceipts of this institution were something over $10,000 for the time 
mentioned, but by referring to the succeeding page we discover 
that certain donations have been received which are not included 
in that statement, and you find on examination that not one dol- 
lar received from ‘‘ donations” has been carried into this account. 
The real amount of money received by this institution, splendid 
though its work may be, does not appear. This is an institution 
attached to one of the wealthiest churches in this city. Among 
its patrons are numbered ladies who are recognized as million- 
aires. Among them are Mrs, Leland Stanford and Mrs. George T. 
Hearst. ain I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that I make no question 
as to the value of the work of this institution, but I am pointing 
out the private character of this and all the institutions I have 
spoken of, and I ask this question: If you are to make appropria- 
tion here for this private institution, located in the city of Wash- 
ington, and having for its patrons the millionaires of California 
and of other parts of the country, why,in the name of common 
sense, should you not with equal propriety make appropriations 
for worthy private institutions in the district in which I live, 
located in my town or in my State? 

Go further through the list of these institutions and you find 
that some, in addition to being private, aresectarian. Basing my 
objection as I do on higher and more comprehensive ground, I 
make no question now upon that point. There are, it is true, a 
large number of people in this country who do make a question on 
that. There are many who recognize the fact that one of the 
foundation principles on which this Government is based is that 
there shall be an absolute divorce of church and state. You can 
not have this absolute divorce and at the same time appropriate 
money to sectarian institutions for purely sectarian purposes. 

As I said, however, I do not now make point on that. It may 
not be seemly for me toobject to any of these institutions because 
of their sectarian character. Certainly I would not assail one of 
them for the sole reason it belongs tothe Catholic Church. Imake 
no secret, gentlemen, of the fact I was born on a foreign shore 
and born of parents who belonged to the Catholic Church. In that 
church I was baptized. I am not a member, however, of that 
church or any other. But I revere the grand good work which 
thatchurch has done. I recognize the fact that the splendid chari- 
table institutions all over the world, founded and conducted by 
the Catholic Church and under its sheltering folds, have been do- 
ing and are doing to-day most noble work. But I want to say to 
the members of this House and the country that the good work 
they do does not depend upon appropriations coming from any 
Government. The appropriations — which they depend come 
from people whose hearts go out to the poor, the sick, and the un- 
fortunate in all this world. So it is with these other institutions. 
Take the Temporary Soldiers’ Home. If the unfortunate soldiers 
must rely simply upon this pittance of $2,500, then they would 
better go to the potter’s field at once. No; they will be cared for 
just as well without this appropriation as with it—aye, better. 
The patriotism of this nation will provide for them homes and 
shelters, sustenance and asylums, but it will do it directly and not 
secondhand. 

Let it be known that we are contending here for a principle—a 
principle which must abide. Wesay that the Government should 





appropriate money only for public purposes; there should be ab- | 


solutely no appropriation for private purposes of any character or 
description. Il care not how meritorious they be, not one dollar 
should be appropriated for them. How many of you gentlemen 
here would willingly vote for the support of a Methodist college, 
a Catholic college, a Presbyterian college? Yet education is nec- 
essary to the maintenance of popular government; there is no 
uestion about that. But not one of us would so vote. And yet 
that question is a much closer one than that we are considering, for 
we all admit that it is the province of the Government to educate 
its children; we know that such is its duty, and we appropriate 
liberally for it. But we appropriate for governmental institu- 
tions. We make the public schools of our country one of the 
charges of our government—municipal, State,andnational. And 
so it should be with these charitable institutions in this District. 
There is need for them, God knows. We need to appropriate 
more money for these laudable purposes. We should take care 
of all the sick and unfortunate of whom the public may properly 
take care. But we should fairly and squarely meet this question. 
We should establish public institutions, public asylums, public 
homes, public reformatories for the purpose of taking care of 
these unfortunates. 
No gentleman can give one good, valid reason for appropriating 
blic money for private purposes. Certainly no Democrat can 
vor such an appropriation. embers of that party have made 
their contention from time out of mind that the tariff policy of 
the Republican party iswrong,and why? Because, as they say, it 
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lays burdens upon the people at large for the benefit of the few. 
If their contention were right, I should vote against any protec- 





tivetariff. Ift}eircontentionisright, then oursystem of tariff can 
not be defended. But we do defend that system by denying their 
premises. And so both Republicans and Democrats join in the 


principle that there should be no taxation for private purposes. 
Every dollar of this money comes from some form of taxation or 
tribute which the Government levies. The money expended is 
public funds. I base my opposition upon the broad principle, the 
broad ground, that no matter what church asks it, no matter what 
private institution asks it, I care not how meritorious may be its 
work, you have no right to vote one dollar for that purpose. And 
I shall make a motion to strike ont, not only this paragraph which 
has been read, but every other of similar purport. Then I shall 
move that all the children that may properly be transferred tothe 
board of children’s guardians shall be remitted to their care. By 
doing this we plant ourselves upon a solid foundation. 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion allow me to say that I make these 
motions not without great reluctance. LIrealize that there is much 
of loyalty due from me to the committee which [ have been hon- 
ored with membership upon. I know that by reporting them they 
seem to favor these items I am assailing. I know, too, that the 
good work which is done by these several institutions makes an 
appeal to us very hard to resist. Nor would I, Mr. Chairman, 
make this motion if I believed that any truly worthy destitute 
unfortunate person, young or old, would fail of proper care in the 
absence of these appropriations. But proper care will be fur- 
nished to all these people in distress. 

Thesession is yet young. Only yesterday, when an attempt was 
made in this committee to relieve the people from the monopolistic 
outrages which the community have been suffering so many 
years—when that attempt was made we were routed by a sortie 
under the gallant leadership of the gentleman from lowa | Mr. 
HEPBURN], whom I much admire, and we were prevented from 
effecting any such purpose by the interpositionof a point of order. 
We were then given assurances that at an early i the proper 
committee would bring in general legislation bearing upon the 
subject. And we were treated to the dazzling prospect of a utili- 
zation of certain rapids 20 miles up the river, which would do 
away with all monopoly. If that argument was good, if it could 
obtain here at that time, I ask you now, why may not the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, whose able chairman is eager 
and ready, whose feet are swift in all good works—I ask you why 
may they not bring in a general bill which will take care of all 
these charities that we can not take care of under this appropria- 
tion bill by the institution of a rational public system of charities 
founded on right principle and violation of no principle of our 
Government? So, then, I say, from whatever standpoint we look 
at this matter, if we adopt the principle for which I contend, we 
are safe because we are right. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Nebraska 
Per HAINER] who has just taken his seat speaks with a great 
| deal of eloquence of the importance of these charities and their 
| great needs, and, as he admits, their commendable merits. The 
| charitable institution which he particularly attacks appeared to 
| have been the orphan asylum connected with St. John’s Church, 
| and his charge is that two ladies, Mrs. Leland Stanford and Mrs. 
| George Hearst, have contributed largely to its support, or, to use 
| his language, have become its patronesses. Now, because two 
| very excellent and charitable Christian ladies aid this worthy in- 
| stitution from their private means is the gentleman’s ground of 
| attack. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 


Pardon me; I made no attack upon 
any institution. : 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman did not attack the institution, 
| but his attack was upon the small appropriation of $1,800 which 
| has been recommended by the Committee on Appropriations, and 
| he opposes this meager ke aepene giving as a reason that the 
| two ladies we have mentioned are patronesses of this asylum for 

orphans. 

Now, the appropriation of $1,800 is only 3 cents per capita per 
day for each inmate of that asylum. 

If the gentleman had studied the origin of the charitable insti- 
tutions in this city I am confident that he would never have made 
that speech. 

As far back as thirty-five years ago most of these institutions 
were inaugurated. They were built up and supported almost en- 
tirely by the charitable and Christian people of the District of 
Columbia by their own means. 

St. Paul tells us: 

And now abideth faith, hope, charity, these three; but the greatest of these 
is charity. 

There is probably no city in the world of the population of 
Washington where there has been so great an amount of money 

dispensed in charity as has been done in this city. The very 
nature of the government of this city seemed to make it necessary 
years ago for Christian people to take up this subject and estab- 
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lish institutions to care for the sick and needy. Years before the 
war, the great philanthropist, Mr. Corcoran, commenced devot- 
ing a large portion of his means to charity, and his gifts before 
his death were, by his dying bequest, perpetuated for all time. 
The late Mr. Riggs was also munificent in his donations, and the 
same spirit of liberality has been maintained by his family since 
the day of his death. 

In the last twenty-five years the roll of the citizens of Washing- 
ton who have devoted their time and means to relieving distress 
among the poor and providing for orphans has largely increased. 
I could mention many of these names, but they are well known 
among the people. ? 

One institution that the gentleman referred to, the House of the 
Good Shepherd, was established by the efforts and means of the 
daughter of an eminent naval officer, Miss Annie E. Smith, who 
died recently, and who devoted all of her fortune and much of her 
life to the establishment of that charitable association. Here 
ladies, who receive no compensation, devote their lives to protect- 
ing the innocent and lifting up the fallen. The House of the Good 
Shepherd is without revenue, under debt for a balance still due on 
its building, and is trying to become self-supporting by taking in 
plain sewing. 

Now, the gentleman also spoke of St. Joseph’s Asylum. The re- 
port of the superintendent of charities shows that many of the 
children between 6 and 14 years of age in that institution are the 
children of disabled United States soldiers. They have been cared 
for without any recompense during the time when they were so 
small and helpless. The only source of their support is the be- 
quests of the generous. 

During the war the charitable institutions of this city gladly 
gave homes to a great number of wounded and disabled soldiers 
and the children of soldiers wounded or killed in battle. This 
patriotic and commendable action on their part of course impressed 
Congress, and with great propriety they contributed a small sum 
to these institutions to help defray expenses which by no means 
properly devolved upon local charitable associations. 

An effort was e in the last Congress to deprive the institu- 
tions of these meager appropriations, and the Committee on Ap- 

sropriations was induced by ex parte statements to remit all these 

institutions to the board of children’s guardians, giving to that 
body a sum in bulk equal to that which had been distributed 
among the various charitable associations; but after the bill was 
reported, the impolicy and injustice of the measure was made so 
apparent that the entire committee glacly acquiesced in an amend- 
ment which was offered upon the floor of the House which re- 
stored the greater part, distributing it as had been done in pre- 
vious years and in about the same proportion as is provided for in 
this bill, and that amendment passed the House and Senate, as I 
remember, by an absolutely unanimous vote. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If the gentleman will permit me, I want 
the committee to understand that the Appropriations Committee 
did not strike any of these in the last bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. No; two years ago was the bill to which I 
referred, and the bill as now framed gives to these associations 60 
per cent of their former appropriations—the same amount that 
the House and Senate deemed it their duty to give in that bill, 
which, passed the House and Senate, as I remember, without a 
dissenting vote. The gentleman spoke of the different religious 
associations which were connec with these institutions, and 
referred to their religious features as a reason for opposing the 
appropriation. 

Mr. Chairman, it makes no difference to me whether aman who 
worships the God of Heaven kneels in one church or another. It 
makes no difference to me whether the good people of this land 
who religiously devote their time and means to charitable pur- 

ses worship in one church or another; and most of them, God 

less them, are the good women; and it is from them that comes 
nearly all the good there is in this world. They are all obeying 
the mandate of the sermon on the mount. All denominations are 
doing good, charitable workin the District of Columbia, and it is 
our duty to give them aid to the small extent that the bill proposes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. To support them. 

Mr. WHEELER. No, sir; not to support them; the Govern- 
ment does not aoa them; it gives but a very small percentage 
for tze support of these institutions. Many of these institutions 
have been inaugurated at the cost of from ten to thirty-five 
thousand dollars, all contributed by the charitable people of the 
District, and these same people contribute annually from 
$3,000 to $10,000 to each of these associations; and the gentleman 
objects to the small pittance which this bill proposes to add to 
the fund, and which enables them to care for and support the 
waifs and orphans who are brought here from all other parts of 
the country, and who would be a charge upon the different States 
were it not that these people here are active in their charity and 
come to the aid of these unfortunates. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. J want my friend from Alabama to answer 
this question, if he will. 
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Mr. WHEELER. Certainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Are you in favor of the United States 
Government supporting or aiding any one sectarian or religious 
denomination in any of its enterprises? 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam very sorry that the gentleman has, upon 
the floor of the House, asked such a question. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I mean, to furnish them aid to carry on 
sectarian institutions. . 

Mr. WHEELER. I repeat that I am sorry to hear a gentleman 
stand in this Hall and bring in a question of difference of religious 
opinion when we are considering a cause of charity. [Applause. | 

e bill is not to aid any one sect or religious denomination. [¢ 
pro toaid thepoor, needy, andinfirm, and the helpless orphans, 
wit. oy 7 uestion as to their sectarian or religious denomination, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask for permission to continue for just 
three minutes longer. ; 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ifthe gentleman will answer my question, 
I will make the request that his time be extended. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Chairman, I would like to get on 
with the bill, and will speak to the motion of the gentleman from 
Nebraska for a few moments. 

Mr. WHEELER. I trust, then, if I can not have my time ex- 
tended, that the House will vote against the amendment. For the 
sake of Christian charity, I say, in God’s name, do not trample 
down the charitable efforts of the good people of the city, but aid 
them in this most commendabie work, which they are so success- 
fully ek 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent that the time 
of the gentleman from Alabama be extended five minutes. The 
House has just extended that courtesy to the gentleman who 
made the motion [Mr. Harner of Nebraska]. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Alabama can come in 
subsequently. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request. Is 
there objection to the request of the gentleman from Tennessee? 


Mr. CANNON. Well, I will not object, although we ought to 
proceed with the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is recognized 


for five minutes longer. 
Mr. WHEELER. I thank the gentlemen from Tennessee and 


the House. I think I answered Mr. LivinasTon’s question, and I 
fully concur with him that Congress should not make any distinc- 
tion between any sects or religious denominations, and this bill is 
most notably exempt from any such feature. Congress bears the 
same relation to the District of Columbia that a legislature does 
to a State, and it is an imperative duty of Congress to make pro- 
vision for the indigent, the sick, the infirm, the disabled, and the 


orphans which come under its care; and if the gentleman will ex- 
amine this bill he will see that all institutions have been so justly 
provided for that a claim has never been made that any sect or 
denomination has been discriminated against. I see here institu- 
tions provided for which are under the control of Lutherans, !pis- 
copalians, Catholics, and united denominations, which, I believe, 
include all religious persuasions. 

It was admitted in this House two years ago that this board of 
children’s guardians have rules' and regulations which are so at 
variance with the rules and regulations of these institutions that 
it is impossible for their beneficiaries to be cared for by the board, 
and I understand the purpose of the gentleman is to remit all of 
the ene for these various associations to the board of 
guardians, While it will not reduce the expenditure a particle, it 
will a change the direction of the appropriation and turn it 
into another channel, which the superintendent of charities says 
is not properly organized toadministerit. The superintendent in 
his report begs — not to place these matters under his con- 
trol, for if under the board of children’s guardians it would be 
virtually under his supervision; but he asks that they be left to the 
institutions, because his experience during three years shows that 
the greatest good can not come from the fund if it is turned over 
to the board of guardians, and that the best good can only be at- 
a by leaving it under the organizations which now have it in 
charge. 

In a former report of Colonel Tracey, superintendent of charities 
of the District of Columbia, he shows how fully he appreciates the 
great work done by the people of the city, and his investigations 
show howthe charitable institutions have depended almost entirely 
on the generosity of the people and not upon appropriations from 
Congress. He says: 

It is deemed proper, in conoteding this report, to refer to an erroneous in- 
pression the charitable institutions of the District which prevails 
sane widely among those not familiar with them, as I know from experience 

‘ore and since my official connection with the charities of Washington. 
This marae is that these institutions are unduly dependent upon Gov- 
ernment aid, and that in fact some of them have been founded and are main- 
tained rather with a view to securing to them participation in the United 

tions than for the sake of the good they can accom 


States 
plish. This utterly baseless. 








1896. 








Colonel Tracey also tells us that besides these institutions which 
receiveasmall moiety of their incomes from the Government there 
are other charitable institutions which accomplish great good, and 
which are supported entirely by the benevolence of men and wo- 
men of this city. These institutions, as stated by him, are con- 
spicuous monuments to the goodness, benevolence, and charity of 
Christian people who devote their time, efforts, and means to these 
institutions of mercy. He says: 


Not only are the unofficial charitable institutions of the District of Colum- 
bia maintained, as they were founded, by private benefaction in far greater 
degree than by public appropriation, but there are in Washington and its 
vicinity a number of admirable institutions which have never been, to any 
extent whatever, a public charge and do not now receive Government aid. 
As examples of such establishments founded and conducted by widely vary- 
ing philanthropic influences, I mention three, the Home for ncurables, the 
Society of the Little Sisters of the Poor, and the Washington City Protes- 
tant Orphan Asylum. They support helpless persons who would otherwise 
necessarily be public charges, and, to the extent of their benefactions, 
thereby relieve the public funds. The Home for Incurables is the most per- 
fect institution of its class of which Ihave knowledge. It is a conspicuous 
monument to the benevolence of page men and women of Wash- 
ington and a striking illustration of the fact that for practical munificence 
and volunteer charitable effort the city which is the seat of our Federal Gov- 
ernment is second to none in proportion to its population and resources. 


Colonel Tracey’s report, which has just been published, shows the 
commendable economy with which the money appropriated by the 
Government has been used. The following table shows the amount 
proposed to be appropriated and the average number of inmates 
during the past year: 





Average 





Proposed 

Institutions. appro- |}, oa 
: er of in- 

priation. mates 
Woman's Christian Association _.---.........------------ , 000 91 
Washington Hospital for Foundlings- ---.......-.--...--- 6,000 34 
Church Orphanage Association of St. John’s Parish... 1,800 95 
in otnin onecaincessenasesacssaenen 1,800 39 
gn sag Gnickasaveenisdussnne eeanee 5, 400 130 
Association for Works of Mercy. .......-............-.-- 1,800 26 
House of the Good Shepherd. ...... ..........0-22-. -0000 2,700 91 
Be, Tees ey eT EE DONOOL . ... . 2 ncn ccccccccccccaccens 4,500 65 
St. Joseph’s Asylum....--. ala a qaadibad Gand eaten eames 1,800 100 
Young Women’s Christian Home. -..................-.-. 1,000 328 
30, 800 999 


Annual cost to the Government per capita, $31.08. 
Daily cost to the Government per capita, 8 cents. 


Let us contrast this small expenditure per capita with the ex- 


pense to the Government of maintaining, without private assist- | re ; 
| served by appropriating this money. 


ance, the Reform School, the Girls’ Reform School, and the Wash- 
ington Asylum: 











} _ | Average 
Institutions. Prin” | ber of ie 
| mates. 
cad acct iskaswunnswe pecteucacs | $41, 902 201 
Nn nc ocnbacunsaamdesescnnecens | 9, 425 
The Washington Asylum ...............................- | 62, 415 522 | 
a acts cnctlnicestneniin | 113,742 | 783 





Annual cost to the Government per capita, $145.26. 
Daily cost to the Government per capita, 26 cents. 


Should this amount of appropriation per capita be given to the 
inmates of institutions cared for in great part by private benevo- 


lence the 

Cost to the Government would be_............------ $145, 114. 74 
eo . pabaedanwaadscunes 80, 800. 00 
en en icawesmssuckbeedeceen 114, 314. 74 
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more than is necessary under the present system. Or, if the | 
inmates of these institutions were placed under the board of | 


guardians, as suggested by the gentleman, the 





Cost to the Government would be............------- $157, 112.73 
Esc iecliscnecoccecsesscccnsecces++~ 30, 000. 00 | 
Se eeenne OF 2... .......--..-2--52--5---- 127, 112. 7 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to detain the House, and I 
will therefore again beg the House with unanimous voice to 
vote the amendment down. 

sage the hammer fell. } 

. CANNON. I desire to address myself to this clause in the 
bill, and to this motion: 

For Temporary Home for ex-Union Soldiers and Sailors, Grand Army of the 
Republic, $2.500. 


Appropriations similar to this have been made annually since 


1889, e Grand Army of the Republic at Washington and the 
Woman's Relief Corps have been incorporated under the title ex- 
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pressed in the item. Now, let us seewhy. Iholdinmy hand the 
report from this corporation, from which I will read afew words: 

Those of you who are familiar with the relief work of this department 
know that the question of relief has been and is now one of great anxiety and 
responsibility, and asthe years roll around the work increases in magnitude. 
The object of our temporary home is to care for our comrades who come here 
temporarily, and who have no place to stop and nothing financially to keep 
them during the few days they may desire to remain. Some come here to 
see about their pension claims, bounty, or back pay. Many come to try to 
gain admittance to the different national or State homes. Washington is 
their Mecca. From the year 188 to July, 1889, the following statement was 
made 

And so forth. Now, last fiscal year the admissions were 1,036. 
The meals served were 18,000 and the lodgings furnished were 
8,364. The expenditures were $2,516.76. The report then goes on 
to show all the donations that were made by comrades here in the 
District to this corporation and the gratuitous service of the good 
women who belong to the Relief Corps who help carry on this 
work as well as the brethren in the Grand Army of the Republic. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON rose. 

Mr. CANNON. I can not yield for a moment. I have only 
hinted at the necessity for this home. The report further goes on 
to show that as the years roll by the necessity for this work will 


| disappear, as these men are fast passing from earth. 


Now, this isa private corporation, organized to do public work, 
to relieve suffermg humanity. It is carried on economically, in 


| part by private contribution, eked out by this small appropriation, 


and although it is a private corporation, the work, which is of a 
public nature, is done for a mere tithe of what it could be done for 
if the United States were to build a home for this temporary pur- 
pose, own it, officer it, and pay all its expenses from the public 
Treasury; and instead of doing this work for a fraction over $2,400, 
it would be multiplied ten, twenty, thirty, forty fold in expense, 
and probably would be be no better done. 

As practical people, mindful of our surroundings, we should 


| avail ourselves of the voluntary help of these comrades and of the 
| good women who extend this relief, and we should make this small 


appropriation. 
I will grant, in reply to the gentleman from Nebraska, that much 


| can be said about ‘‘ the sovereign,” ‘‘ the Government,” expending 


| public appropriations only through public institutions. That 
proposition might be well if you had the system todo it. But 


| human suffering does not wait; to build your hospitals it does not 


wait; to build your homes it does not wait. It comes all the time, 
and we have human suffering here, and through the years this work 


| has grown up and is being well done, and, in my judgment, from 


a practical, a patriotic, and an economic standpoint, can be best 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
just one moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROUT. I ask that the gentleman have time. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I have said all I want to. I am opposed 
to striking out this provision; and as we want to get this bill 
through to-night, I hope that we will take up one motion after 
another and dispose of each motion upon its merits. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not doubt the anxiety of the distin- 
guished chairman of the committee to get this bill through—— 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave no desire to cut off my friend. 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). And for that reason during 
these two or three days’ debate I have not occupied one moment 
of the time of the House, but the speech of the gentleman from 
Nebraska has impressed me materially, and I may say almost pro- 
duced a sueionaal impression upon me, and in looking into these 
items of the appropriation bill I am frank to say that I do not like 
the looks of them, and that, however much regard for the system 
that has grown up, it is, if not in direct terms a violation of the 
Constitution, an evasion, and a direct evasion, of the spirit of 
the Constitution. It does not, I take it, make any difference 
whether the appropriation is made directly for the support of re- 
ligion or a sectarian institution or whether it is made in sucha 
way that the practical benefit of it shall be to build up a sectarian 
institution. 

Now, I am the last member of this House, in my judgment, who 
would hesitate to vote money for a charitable purpose. I have 
managed through all my life to keep myself poor by practical 


Will the gentleman pardon me, 


| demonstration of my spirit in that direction, and I expect to die 


| in the same condition; but I know there is a feeling growing up 


in the country that is entitled to great respect, and a feeling we 
can not deny to be inall respects American. I care nothing about 
any man’s religion so he has a little religion in practice. I have 
not enough of my own to justify me in making war upon anyone 
else. I draw no line upon creeds, nor upon declarations of theol- 
ogy; but I can not understand, and I can not consent to the pro- 
priety of an appropriation of money to an institution that must 
necessarily be, in my judgment, indirectly, at least, a religious 
organization, and which is to be used for sectarian ends and pur- 
poses. 

Ido not go to the whole extent of the gentleman from Nebraska, 
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but weall understand we have passed beyond the time when, either 
without any consistency or without proper consistency, we can 
say that we will not use public money through the instrumen- 
tality of private hands for these charitable ne, We give a 
large amount of money every year to the State Soldiers’ Homes. 
They are, so far as we are concerned, private corporations, and 
yet we confer large donations of money upon them; for what pur- 
pose? So that we may aid in the care and support of indigent 
soldiers by indirect means, because in our judgment, legislative 
judgment, it is more economical and wiser to convey that charity 
through an organized channel than it would be to administer it 
upon any other system. So we can not say that we may not em- 
oe private corporations, if you please, or private associations or 
organizations, to take care of ciaries which otherwise we 
would feel called upon to make direct appropriations for the sup- 
of, but what I do not like, and what I wish we had alittle further 
information from the committeeon, is as to the necessity for these 
appropriations to which attention will be called, and which look 
so much to the a not to the committee, possibly 
not to this committee, but at events to the public—as they 
see itas a use of public money for religious uses, and, more, in 
the system that has been so sharply criticised, and which you will 
hear a great deal more about in the consideration of the Indian 
appropriation bill—by which, practically, church organization 
has been benefited by the appropriation of money dis for 
the real purposes of government, and which speciale has been 
diverted into other channels. 
I will not support the pending motion, but I call attention to 
the principle I have referred to. 
r. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I, too, have been profoundly im- 
by the remarks of the gentleman from Nebraska. I do 
not rise at the present time for the purpose of discussing these 


iations. 

t x Seer, think that this committee is entitled to some 
explanation in detail of this long list of charities for which it is 
roposed to appropriate so much public money. I desire to vote 

te: tly upon the subject, and before I ean do so {think tha, 
as a member 0: ae = ean ee eee 
ing time and the urgency of the chairman of the Appropriati 
Committee, to an explanation in detail of each one of these chari- 
ties. If they are, as has been alleged by the tleman from Ne- 
braska, purely private institutions, entirely drawn from pub- 
lic and control, I for one am unable conscientiously 
to vute for these riations, no matter what the purposes may 
be that they are in toserve. I renew to the commit- 
tee which has charge of this bill the request that this Committee 
of the Whole receive a full explanation in detail of each one of 
these —— appropriations for charities. 

Mr. CANNON, ents read from the report made to 





the proper authorities before the House. 
The — is to —— paragraph, ms the J eee 
paragrap. et, , if any further motion is made 

out any other items 


SS ae oe 
time comes. Action now is to be upon the paragraph that 
been read. I have explained it; the reports have been referred to, 


and I suppose we are to vote. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. ill the gentleman please tell us what is 
: “For Home for 


? 
‘ ON. I will read it 
ex-Union Soldiers and Sailors, Grand Army the Republic, 


$2 ” 
ir cnicitieecmaiinati tenia th tad diaetit ai so far as I 
am I am ready to vote. 

Mr. GROS OR. Ido not think anyone desires to strike that 
paragraph out or to have any discussion about it. 

Mr. MOODY. I will ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations if the government of the District of Columbia has 
ong pee or control over this esr ary Home”? 

. CANNON. None beyond the fact that the institution tak- 
ing this appropriation is required to report to the superintendent 
of charities, who reports to the District, and I hold in my hand 
the report of the District Commissioners, which is to be found in 
the document room. This is a private corporation, composed of 
humane and patriotic people who desire to relieve persons who 
need relief, as I explained a while ago, and for one I am ready to 
vote on the motion to strike out. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is notthecharity which receives this con- 
tribution from the Tr of the United States confined to mem- 
bers of the Grand Army of the Republic? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 


. ; bill. 
Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will read the paragraph 


for the third time. [Mr. CANNon here read the hagain. | 
Now, I will inform the tleman that ‘‘ Tem ome - 
Unior Soldiers and Sailors, Grand Army of Republic,” is the 


name of the corporation to which this appropriation is made. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON, No, sir; “Teraporary Home for Union 
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Soldiers” is the name of the institution. Now, I want to ask tho 
gentleman one more question. 

Mr. CANNON. r. Chairman, I will answer the gentleman 
again by saying that ‘‘Temporary Home for ex-Union Soldiers 
and Sailors, Grand Army of Republic,” is the name of the co) 
—— which receives this appropriation of $2,500, and here is 

he re showing how the money is expended. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Are any but ex-Union soldiers taken into 
that institution and cared for over night? 

Mr. CANNON. AsI understand it,no. The institution is for 
that specific He . We appropriate elsewhere—— 

Mr. LIVING IN. For what? 

Mr. CANNON. For other charities. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then this is not only a private corpora 
tion, but it is an exclusive corporation. 

Mr. CANNON. It is exclusive to the extent that I have state, 
If the gentleman does not approve of it, let him vote to strike ont 
this appropriation. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I understood the gentleman to s iy 
in his former remarks that there was a large amount of donativ1:s 
given to this institution, by which it profited. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; work is donated, provisions are do- 
nated, and other things are donated. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Does not the gentleman’s own state 
ment show that only the amount appropriated was used by the 
institution? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, the point has been made that only 
ex-Union soldiers who are members of the Grand Army of the 
Republic are admitted to this institution. 

tr. CANNON. Well, that is a mistake. 

Mr. MILES. That is what I wanted the House to know. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. That is not true. 

Mr. MILES. I know it is not true. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Conceding that this Temporary 
Home does excellent work, as I have every reason to believe it 
does, can the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] distinguish 
in principle between this appropriation and an Sp nem for 
any of these other private institutions—for St. Ann’s Asylum, for 
instance? 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend that this appropriation, 
if made, will go to this i en for the purpose indi- 
cated in the bill and will be so used. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I concede that. 

Mr. CANNON. I will answer the gentleman further by saying 
that I believe this is a very or ow appropriation to make; and 
until the United States, legislating for the District of Columbia, 
provides a place of its own and officers it and pays for it through- 
out to relieve the old soldiers who happen to drift in here temyo- 
rarily from time to time, I will take the best means at hand to 
= them relief and will utilize this private corporation. | Ap- 

use. 

Mr. hamn ER of Nebraska. The gentleman did not answer my 
question. 

Mr. CANNON. I thought I did answer my friend’s question as 
well as I am able to answer it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thetime of the gentleman from Illinois has 


ired. 
ms BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, asa member 
of the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations which 
has had charge of this bill, I desire to say a few words on the 
P ition now before the Committee of the Whole. 

e gentleman from Nebraska oe yo moves - strike 
out a specific appropriation on page or Tem ome for 
ex-Union Soldiers and Sailors, Grand Army of the oo blic. $2,500. 
It gives me pleasure, gentlemen, to testify that I am in favor of 
this ap tion, not only in this appropriation bill, but in every 
succesting appropriation bill. I am glad that this opportunity 
has arisen that it may be demonstrated who are the true friends 
of the Union soldier. ughter on the Republican side.|_ Three 
of the gentlemen who have assailed this salutary provision, this 
very proper item in an arene bill, are gen en who at 
Sonnet to pose quite recently in this House as special friends of 
an enlargement of the pension rolls. The very gentleman who 
makes the motion assumes generally to be a special advocate of 
the interests of the veterans. Yet he comes into the committee 
this afternoon and asks you to strike out this specific sppronei- 
tion. Why is it? It is because he and his friends would rather 
sacrifice the Union soldier than to give up an opportunity to strike 
a blow at certain charities which they denominate ‘‘ sectarian. 
Sir, I believe in every branch, in every sect of the Christian relig- 
ion. Iam broad enough to take them allin. I am broad enough 
and liberal to advocate an appropriation for each and 
every charity, be it Catholic, or Lutheran, or Calvanist, or what- 
ever may be the sect to which it belongs. 

What a now before the committee? It is that 
the Congress of the United States shall declare itself against the 
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rescue of the unfortunate, against the care of the sick, and against 
every charitable or reformatory institution. While all our States, 
while all our great cities are constantly ready and eager to con- 
tribute to the support of charitable or reformatory institutions, 
you are asked to take the position that the Congress of the United 
States, for the first time since the year 1889, is to refuse any con- 
tribution for the maintenance and support of institutions which 
are conceded to be in every respect meritorious and worthy of 
public confidence and support. Ido not believe that this Com- 
mittee of the Whole will sustain any such proposition. : 

The gentleman from Massachusetts says he wants an explanation 
in detail of the work of each and every one of these charities. 
Why has he not taken the time to read the report of the charitable | 
and reformatory institutions in the District of Columbia? Is he | 
to come in this afternoon and stop the business of the nation until 
he can glean some information which has been ready at his hands 
for months past? I say, gentlemen, you would incur a grave re- 
sponsibility—I do not believe that one of you could rest peacefully 
to-night, I do not believe that sleep could come to you—if you 
should commit an act so cruel, so ungenerous, so unworthy as to | 
refuse your support to these charitable institutions. 

Now, what do they ask? Some of these institutions are sup- | 
ported entirely through the aid given them by Congress. Others | 
are supported in part—to a greater or less degree—by such aid. | 
But it must be manifest to every student of this subject that these 
institutions—— 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask a few moments more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from New York proceed? 

Objection was made. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, it so happens that I know a 
little about the work of this home, and I desire to give the com- 
mittee the benefit of what I happen to know. There are a great 
many old soldiers and sailors who like to visit Washington, but 
who are barely able to pay their traveling expenses, much less 
their board bills here. 1 know of more than one who in the last 
few years have walked hundreds of miles to get a chance to visit 
the city of Washington. This city is, as it were, the earthly 
heaven of many an old soldier and sailor who for years and years 
risked his health and his life in defense of the union of our coun- 
try, its Constitution, and its laws. ; 

Such a man glories in an opportunity to visit the city of Wash- 
ington—to look down from these galleries upon ‘‘ the assembled 
wisdom and patriotism of the nation.” He wants a chance to go, 
also, to the other end of the Capitol and look down upon the sages 
there who represent the States of the United States of America. 
And he wants to go to the other end of the Avenue and look upon 
the White House and upon Grover I. He wants to see this mag- 
nificent city with its broad avenues, its well-paved streets, its beau- 
tiful private residences, and its magnificent public edifices. 

It is the height of his ambition to have a chance once more to 
look upon the capital city of this great nation. But he has not 
the money to pay hotel bills or boarding-house charges. If he 
can get here, as he can, by walking (because many of these men 
are still able to march), or if he can secure money to pay railroad 
fare, all he wants is an opportunity to spend five, six, seven, eight, 
nine, or ten days in this city. I understand that ten days is the 
maximum stay allowed at this institution. He wants some place 
where he can get asoldier’s accommodations—a chance to sleep 
at night and to obtain rations during the day. 

I say that this Congress will be derelict in its duty to these old 
Union soldiers if it denies them the little pittance of ten days’ 
board at this charitable institution, which during the last year 
had under its roof no less than 975 of these old soldiers and 
sailors, gave them no less than 18,000 meals, and furnished 10,385 
lodgings. Yet this House that represents the 70,000,000 people of | 
this country is here spending an hour deliberating on the question | 
whether it will vote $2,500 to provide accommodations for such of | 
the three, four, five, or six hundred thousand Union soldiers still 
living in this land as may desire an opportunity to visit the city 
once more before they die. [Applause. } 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska obtained the floor. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
this amendment subject to division? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. 
strike out a single paragraph. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Does it not include several different in- 
stitutions? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; it includes only one. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, in closing the dis- | 
cussion on this paragraph I feel that I can extend to the House 
and the committee the congratulations which are certainly due. | 
We have been treated to the remarkable spectacle of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] actually declaring himself | 
as the friend of the soldier. The “horse laugh” with which he | 
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was greeted testified to the confidence the committee had in the 
sincerity of his protestation. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, so far as I am concerned, I have but a poor opin- 
ion of a man who undertakes to measure his love for the old sol- 
dier by voting for an appropriation of $2,500 to any particular 
institution for the purpose of taking care of such unfortunates as 
may come temporarily into the District of Columbia. My pur- 
pose would not be to prevent any person from receiving charitable 
aid, as I have already stated. My objection to the pending prop- 
osition is that we are making an appropriation to specific institu- 
tions, trusting to them in turn to dispense charity. I say it is the 
wise and beneficent purpose of the Government to directly take 
care of all of the soldiers. My vote, and every vote I have cast, has 
been along the line that no soldier should ever enter a poorhouse. 
The gentleman from New York, however, by his vote and advice, 
as well as by his actions, which speak louder than words, would 
send to the poorhouse every old soldier in the land that he possi- 
bly could, unless outvoted by the patriotic majority in this House. 

But let us put this issue plainly and bluntly. The only ques- 
tion involved is, shall the House of Representatives vote the money 
of the people to a private institution, for that institution in turn 
to dispense the charity? I say that you have no right to do it; 
and this paragraph, as well as the various expenditures proposed 
in other parts of the bill along this line,mean exactly that and 
nothing else. No expression of patriotic sentiment, no appeal to 
loyalty, generosity, nor any other noble attribute, no refinement 
of language or criticism, can make it otherwise. This paragraph 
itself, while the expenditure made directly by the Government or 
by an individual is entirely proper and appropriate, I think is 
simply the camel's nose inserted into the tent. I ask my friend 
from Dlinois, who I know to be a friend to the old soldier, and 
charitably inclined, certainly, if he votes for this paragraph, how 
can he account to the people for a vote against every other para- 
graph of a similar character, in this charity section of the bill? 
He can not do it and be consistent. 

I wish the House would plant itself squarely upon principle 
and take care of the old soldier by a sufficient direct appropriation. 
We have, Mr. Chairman, a Soldiers’ Home already here in the 
District of Columbia; and there is not a State or Territory that 
has not one or more. We can and will take care of them. If it 
be suggested that the Soldiers’ Home will not temporarily take 
care of them, or will not care for all soldiers, then it may be time 
enough for us to take the action proposed here. 

Mr. MORSE. The gentleman is entirely mistaken in supposing 
that the Union soldiers are taken care of in the home here. This 
home is for the soldiers of the Regular Army. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Very well; if there is no home 
here for the volunteer soldiers, erect one or open this one to them. 

Mr. MORSE. How are you going to manage in the meantime? 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Why, you have a committee here 
which can bring in general legislation to provide for them, if it is 
necessary. A bill can be drafted in an hour which will doit. You 
can pass it without delay by unanimous consent, or, if not, it is easy 
to bring ina rule. Who would oppose it? But let every dollar, 
whether it be for the support of soldiers and sailors or for any 
other charitable object, be dispensed directly by officers of the 
Government who are responsible to the Government for what they 
do. LIinsist, Mr. Chairman, there shall be no appropriation except 
for public purposes; that there shall be no money placed in the 
hands of anyone for any purpose, charitable or otherwise, who is 
not directly accountable to the Government for the expenditure. 
Our system of government is opposed to the principle of allowing 
money to be expended in any other manner. It is based on the 
correct principle of accountability to the people and to the Goy- 
ernment. You are wandering away from that principle in every 
appropriation of this character for private purposes. 

Now, having said this much, having chatinand the attention of 
the House to what is involved in this subject of charity and in 
this appropriation, I yield most reluctantly to the appeals made 
to me to avoid even the semblance of withholding from the soldiers 
of the nation, who have already been too sorely set upon, and with- 
draw the motion I made, but will make a similar motion when we 
reach line 8, on page 38, and move to strike out the item ‘‘ For the 
Church Orphanage Association of St. John’s Parish, maintenance, 
$1,800,” and will urge it against each of the items of a sectarian 
character following. In this way a record may be easily made 
and the will of this House find expression. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will proceed with the reading of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the Church Orphanage Association of St. Johns Parish, maintenance, 


$1,800. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
out the item just read. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, it has become manifest that we 
can not complete the consideration of this bill to-night; and I 
move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
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The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 5210, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 





LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Pending the motion to adjourn, by unanimous consent, leave of 
absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BULL, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Raney, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. MEIKLEJONN, for ten days, onaccount of important busi- 
ness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (at 4 o’clock 
and 25 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
ee were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as | 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting certain 
information as to the proceedings of his Department in carrying 
out the provisions of sections 20, 21, and 22 of an act making ap- 
propriations for expenses of the Indian Department, approved 
August 15, 1894; and also relating to certain lands in the Uncom- 
pahgre Indian Reservation in Utah—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, relating to 
the report of officers es, as shown > the accounts of the 
Auditor of the Post-Office artment—to the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Kalamazoo River, Michigan, from Lake Michigan to Saugatuck— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND RESO- 
LUTIONS. 








Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4339) to establish a 
national military park to commemorate the campaign, siege, and 
defense of Vicksburg, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
— by a report (No. 216); which said bill and report were re- 
a to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. TERRY, from the Committee on the Judicizry, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1547) to extead the juris- 
diction of the United States circuit court of appeals, eighth circuit, 
over certain suits now pending therein on appeal and writ of 
error from the United States court in the Indian Territory, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 

_ ae which said bill and report were referred to the House 
alendar. 

Mr. LITTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3812) to authorize the 
Arkansas and Choctaw Railway Company to construct and oper- 
ate a railway through the Choctaw Nation, in the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by areport (No, 218); which said bill and report were 
— to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Revision of the Laws, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2782) to codif 
and arrange the laws relating to pensions, reported the same wit 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 219); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 

Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 

. R. 3637 e es orprides Come oe act = oe the 
regon an i n Bri mpany to construct and main- 
tain a bri across the Columbia River, between the State of 
Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a 
t-road,” — the same without amendment, accompanied 

y a report (No. 220); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
re to the Committee of the Whole Ho as follows: 

By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on tary Affairs: The 
= for the relief of Samuel Burrell. (Report No. 
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By Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims: The i!) 
(H. R. 573) for the relief of Frances R. Jack, Elizabeth J. Jack. 
and Matilda W. Jack. (Report No. 222.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred a: 
ollows: 


By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H.R.5283) to abolish grade cross. 
ings in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R.5284) to 
regulate the course of study at the United States Naval Academy, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. — 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 5285) to refund certain in- 
port duties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5286) providing for disposal 
of lands lying within the Fort Klamath Hay Reservation, not iy)- 
cluded in the Klamath Indian Reservation, in Oregon—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 5287) for the relief of widows 
who were wives of soldiers and sailors while in the service of t\, 
United States—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 5288) to prohibit advances and regu- 
late allotments of wages to seamen—to the Committee on the Mcr- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 5289) making appropriations for 
the payment of the French spoliation claims which have been ;(1- 4 
judicated by the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Ciaiis. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 5290) to re- rf 
establish a subtreasury at Charleston, 5S. C.—to the Committee E 
on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 5291) for the erection of an 
armor-plate and gun factory in the county of Hennepin, State of 
Minnesota—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5292) to permit the loca- 
tion of mining claims in the Cascade Forest Reserve in Oregon— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: A bill (H. R. 5293) for a 
light vessel off Fire Island, New York—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 5294) for the relief of per- 
sons who have filed declarations of intention to enter desert 
lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5295) to provide for extending the Govern- 
ment telegraph line from Neah Bay to Grays Harbor—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STALLINGS: A bill (H. R. 5356) to authorize the Mont- 
gomery Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Alabama River near the city of Montgomery, Ala.—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 5357) granting relief to set- 
tlers on certain lots in the town site of Port Angeles, in the State 
of Washington—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R.5358) to provide for pay 
and certificates of honorable service to the officers and men of 
Foster’s Cavalry Battalion Missouri Volunteers—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWN: A resolution (House Res. No. 149) to authorize 
the Clerk of the House to appoint Fred. S. Bishop assistant clerk 
in the office which directs the special binding of public documents 
for the personal use of members of Congress—to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A memorial of the house of representa- 
tives of the State of Washihgton, in favor of the improvement of 
the Okanogan River—to the Committee on Riversand Harbors 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Washington, 

——— to the Alaskan boundary—to the Committee on Foreign 


airs. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Washington, 
favoring an appropriation for the construction of a fresh-water 
harbor at Olympia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Washington, 
relative to placing Government work on the ship railway at The 
Dalles under contract—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Washington, 
praying Congress to prohibit immigration for a period of ten 
years—to the Committee on Immigration. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Washing- 
ton, petitioning Congress to pass a national bankrupt law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of the State of Washing- 


ton, favoring a bill to reorganize the Navy and to promote its effi- 
ciency—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. LAYTON: A memorial of the Ohio legislature, asking 


Congress to cede certain land within the limits of the Mercer 
County Reservoir, a partof the public works of Ohio, to said State— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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By Mr. BULL: A memorial of the general assembly of the State 
of Rhode Island, concerning the construction of a channel into 
Great Pond Harbor, Block Island, R. I.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 5296) to amend the military 
record of certain enlisted men of the war of the rebellion named 
therein, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5297) for the relief of R. R. Robinson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5298) granting a pension to certain East Ten- 
nesseeans engaged in the secret service of the United States during 
the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5299) forthe relief of Mary E. Semerley—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5300) for the relief of Lewis F. Self—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5301) for the relief of Isaac Esterley, of Cocke 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.5302) for the relief of G. T. Larkin—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5303) for the relief of Mack Fulton, of Morris- 
town, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5304) for the relief of Solomon 8S. Crosswhite— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R.5305) for the relief of Henry 
Langdon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5306) for the relief of William C. Allen—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 5307) granting a pension to Anna 
M. Sweet, of Newport, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 5308) for the relief of Anna 
V. Ingerton, widow of William H. Ingerton, late lieutenant-colonel 
Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 5309) releasing Samuel K. White 
from payment of pension under ratings fixed by the Pension Bu- 
reau—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 5310) for the relief of Miles 
Goforth, of McMinn County, Tenn.—to the Commitee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 5311) granting a pension 
to Sarah Ann Wible—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5312) for the relief of 
James R. Wyrick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 5313) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Alexander Arthur—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 5314) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of Elisha 
Johnson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H.R.5315) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Amanda Stucker, of Gallatin, Mo.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 5316) to pay Carlos W. Shone 
for services rendered in the winter of 1847-48 in the first Cayuse 
war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H.R. 5317) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of John Peterson—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

B . EVANS: A bill (H.R. 5318) providing for the payment 
of the claim of the Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company 
for transporting certain negro colonists from New Orleans to 
Birmingham—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H.R. 5319) appropriating meney for the 
payment of the claim of the Warren-Scharf Asphalt Paving Com- 
pany of New York, for the grading and paving of North Seventh 
street, — the United States post-office, in the city of Terre 
Haute, Ind.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5320) for the relief of Edwards & Co.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

_ By M- FLETCHER: A bill (H.R. —_ for the relief of Ben- 
jamin F.. ham—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 5322) to grant a pension to Rob- 
ert A. Mee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

__ Also, a bill (H. R. 5323) to grant a pension to Dicey Jones—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5324) to grant a pension to Hugh Kline—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5325) to grant a pension to Rebecca L. Cham- 
bers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5326) to grant a pension to Sarah A. Blazer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5327) to grant a pension to James J. Gibbs, of 
Knox County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5328) to grant a pension to Narcissa Coving- 
ton—to the Committee on Persions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5329) for the relief of Dr. Thomas J. Coward— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HANLY: A bill (H. R. 5330) to pay Frank Green the 
amount found due him for property taken from him during the 
war of the rebellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5831) to pay Frank Green the amount found 
due him for property destroyed during the war of the rebellion— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 5332) to increase the pension of 
Anthony Benussia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5333) for the relief of Frances V. Davis, an 
army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 5334) for the relief of the heirs at 
law of John Gregg, a second lieutenant in the Army of the Revo- 
lution—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5335) to refer to the Court of Claims theclaim 
of Charles Berry Jones, for the destruction of his dwelling located 
at Xenia, Ohio, on the 2ist of March, 1864—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5336) to remove the sentence of court-mar- 
tial from the military record of Joseph D. Hattield, late: colonel 
of the Eighty-ninth Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5337) to refer to the Court of Claims the claim 
of Mary E. Gray, for the destruction ot property located in Dover, 
Stewart County, Tenn., in the years 1862-63, by United States 
troops—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5338) for the relief of Ann Eliza White—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5339) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of William Thomas, late a private of Company 


I, One hundred and seventeenth Regiment U nited States Colored 
Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5340) for the relief of Warner R. Hancock— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 5341) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to J. B. Lightcaf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5342) granting a pension to Richard M. John- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5343) granting a pension to Sarah Gregory— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 5344) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of Sterling M. Tur- 
ner, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 5345) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Moore English—to the Committee on Pensions, 
By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5346) to pension 
Francis M. Kirby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: A bill (H. R. 5347) for the relief of 
Jennie M. Hunt—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: A bill (H. R. 5348) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of Alexander Davis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H.R. 5349) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of John Lavigne—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5350) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of John Hanlin—tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R.5351) for the relief of 
Richard Thieke—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 5352) for the relief of 
Samuel Gibbons—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 5353) for the relief of James 
Brest—to the Committee on Military Affzirs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 5354) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of Lemuel 
Corum, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 5355) granting a pension to 
Harry Epright, late private United States Navy—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Three petitions, viz, of George Weisen- 
burger, William Rinne, and Col. Nelson Cole, asking for the passage 
of the bill for the relief of Capt. Henry Troll--to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for appropriations for the protection of 
seacoast towns—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, protest of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, against the 
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passage of House bills Nos. 1227 to 1238, inclusive—to theCom-} Also, resolution of the New Jersey State Improvement Associa- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. tion, asking for the passage of House bill No. 3339, to create a spe- 
Also, memorial of the ae Maritime Exchange, favor- | cial commission of highways and to make appropriations therefor— 
ing the abolition of compulsory Ri ilotage on coastwise vessels—to | to the Committee on Agriculture. 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries Also, resolution of the members of the Kentucky Equal Rights 
Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- | Association, asking Congress’ to secure to women, by appropriate 
ing the licensing of masters and chief mates of sail vessels over aa full rights of citizenship—to the Committee on the 
700 tons—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
aaan resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- brite Mr. LACEY: Three petitions, of W. H. Hall and others, 
Ray and others, and C. O. Bethel and others, asking for free 


— for coast defenses—to the Committee on Mili- 
— homes in Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on the Public 


Also, petition of Anna V. Reet, widow of William H. Inger- 
ton, late lieutenant-colonel Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry, pray- By Mr. LEFEVER: Three petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Clinton Corners and W allkill, N. Y., against 


in ‘for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
the sale of beer at Ellis Island, Bedloes Island, and Fort Wads- 


y Mr. CLARK of Iowa: Petition of Matthies Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Burlington, favoring the service- |} worth—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
By Mr. LOCKHART: Petition of citizens of Morven,N. C., for 


‘pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 
By Mr. CODDING: Petition of 76 citizens of Canton, Pa., pray- | allowance of claim of the Methodist Publishing House at Nash- 
ville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


ing for the recognition of the Cuban patriots as belligerents— to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Petitions of numerous citi- 




















Also, petition of George E. and 30 others, citizens of | zens of South Carolina, with regard to contested-election cases— 
Granvil 6, Pa., praying fori compensation to fourth-class | to the Committee on Elections No. 3. 
postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ae Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of James Little, 






Also, six tions, as follows, viz, of 234 citizens of Canton, 106 
citizens of Forest City and vicinity, 102 citizens of Burnwood, 
and vicinity, 38 citizens of Lemon and vicinity, and 37 citizens of | 
Susquehanna County, Pa., favoring the passage of the restricted 
im: ation bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 


By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of citizens of Nodaway County, 
Mo., memorializing Co: to pension Sarah Ann Wible, a de- 
pendent mother—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

B DANFORTH: Two petitions of 8. H. Giffin and others, 

of Harrisville, and J. G. Miller and others, of Pleasant Grove, 
Shion in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
gration and Naturalization. 
SDOLLIVER: Petition of W. L. Van Horn and 24 others, 
oy a Junction, Iowa, against the Sunday-observance bill—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of citizens and commercial 
bodies interested in the commerce and navigation of oe 
and the Pacific Ocean, in favor of telegraph lines from Bay 
to Grays Harbor—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of citizens and companies representing the ma- 
rine interests of San Francisco, in favor of a telegraph line from 
Neah Bay to Grays Harbor—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the common council of the city of Hoquiam, 
Wash., favoring Fan ng on aid to the Nicaragua Canal—to the 
Committee on reign Affairs. 

Also, el of the Pastors’ Union of Snohomish, Wash. , de- 
ee atrocities in Armenia, and favo the recogni- 
tion of the Cubans as belligerents in their struggle for 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

uk Mr. FLETCHER: Petitionof A. Bainbridge and 80 others, 

ennepin County, Minn., for the restriction of immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of J. Hague Stiers and 34 other 
Grand Army men, of Beverly, Ohio, and vicinity, favoring aservice- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid on 

By Mr. HANLY: Papers to oeeaee = use bill to pay the 
claim of Frank Green, of Boone County, Ind.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Lamont, Buchanan Coun oe oe the 

mday-rest law—to the Committee on the Columbia. 

By Mr. HICKS: oe ee ee Snyder, Russell 
Ewing, A. P. —— over 100 other citizens of Somerset 
County; J. A. Brant, C. A, Ross, Edward Price, and 47 others, of 
Shanksville; Mi phy, William H. Pickerill, bse mane 


, and other citizens of Mapleton, Minn., favoring the passage of 
Het resolution No. 1i—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. McLAURIN: Petition of Robert B. Scarborough and 
others, for the relief of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Two petitions, viz, of D. F. Streeter and 
| 42 others, of Shalersville, and W. H. Secor and 185 others, of 
Geneva, Ohio, for the parsage of the Stone bill restricting 
eae J ittee 0. Lmmigration and Naturaliza- 


on. 

By Mr. STRONG: Fin of A. H. Kollefrath and 13 other 
members of the bar of Marysville, Ohio, praying for the passage 
of a law to pension Thomas Reed, to accompany House bill No. 
8720—to the Committee on Invalic| Pensions. 

Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of 4. H. Babcock and 39 others, of 
Center, Minn., against the Sunday-observance bill—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
wet Ferman nn Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
administrator of Thomas H. Millsaps—to the 
Saneastinon en ¢ on Claims. 


By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Petition of Hazlett Post, No. 81, De- 
t of the Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, urging the 
pesssge of Senate bill No. 1305—to the Committee on Inv alid Pen- 


By Mr. WADSWORTH: Four petitions of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Oakfield and Castile, N. Y., in regard 
to the sale of beer to immigrants at Ellis Island, Bedloes Isl: and, 
and Fort “Wadsworth, N. ¥.—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WOOD: Memorial of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Rose Hill, Ill, for a Sunday-rest law for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MonDay, February 3, 1896. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry M. CoupDEN. 

The Journal of Saturday, February 1, was read and approved. 

RECOMMITMENT OF A BILL. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. | 
desires the recommitment to the Committee on Military Affairs 0 
a bill reported from that comunittee, the title of which the Clerk 






































J. EB. Murp " 
and 35 others, of Cambria County, Pa., ernie the enactment be my ee’ read as follows: 
of laws restricting arn and y the William A. | 4 pit (. R. 2047) for the relief of Charles Fletcher, alias James H. Mitchell. 
Stone bill—to the Comm: Immigration and Naturaliza-| ‘yr. HULL. A parliamentary inquiry. That carries with it 


tion. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of the board of supervisors of 
Amador County, Cal., asking for relief for the mining industry— 
to the Committee on Mines ene 

By Mr. JENKINS: Resolution of Green Post, No. 243, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Shell Lake, Wis., praying that 
the United Staten recognize the Cubans as a belligerent power, 
sage, that they may he a free end. indapendent nation—to th bill (H. R. 5359) making for the support cides 
usages may be a e . appropriations r oO 

Affairs. for year ending June 30, 1897; which was read a first an 


fiscal 
B Mr LAYTON. Objections of the Eclectic Medical of second time, and, with the accompanying r ordered to be 
the a ee ee 0. ane | Hea she Unione of House on the 


2652, to regulate the Be ano yoni 
and ee . DINGLEY. I desire to reserve all points of order on that 
SPEAKER. All points of order are reserved. 


It carries with it the rt. Without objec- 
tion, the bill will be recommitted to the Committee on Military 
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STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
jmous consent for the present consideration of the resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency be, and is hereby, 
authorized to employ a stenographer and typewriter so long as may be nec- 
essary, for a period not exceeding three months from the adoption of this 
resolution, the same to be appointed by the chairman of the committee, sub- 
ject to the approval of the committee, and to be paid out of the contingent 
tund of the House, atthe rate of $6 per day. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the committee 
find it impossible to do their work without a stenographer, and the 
other stenographersare employed. We have no stenographer, and 
Lhave not been able to answer one letter in ten of those which 
have been received. This is only for ninety days. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask if the committee stenog- 
raphers are employed? 

r. WALKER of Massachusetts. They are otherwise employed, 
so that we can not secure them as we need them, and we need a 
stenographer every day. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if this were the only resolution of 
the kind that had come before us, or was to come before us, I should 
not object; but it seems to me that in the orderly way of transact- 
ing business it should first be considered by the Committee on Ac- 
counts. That is a committee privileged to report at any time. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I ask the gentleman not to 
object. This employment is only asked for ninety days, and busi- 
ness accumulates in the committee which it is impossible for us to 
do without this assistance. We can not secure one of the official 
stenographers to committees, because they are otherwise engaged. 

Mr. CANNON. And still, notwithstanding what I believe to 
be its great merit, I am not willing it should be considered, 
because it would constitute a precedent. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Let me say one thing fur- 
ther. The committee ask further that they may have leave to sit 
during the sessions of the House, and it is necessary to have a 


stenographer to take the evidence that will be submitted right | 


along from day to day for some time. 
Mr. CANNON. 


| 


shall appoint the time and place for all hearings: 


| 
| 





I have no objection to the permission to sit | 


during the sessions of the House; and I will say to my friend that | 


as to the other matter, it is only because it would constitute a 
precedent that I object. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on Accounts. 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] asks unanimous consent that the 
Committee on Banking and Currency be allowed to sit during the 
session. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ARKANSAS AND CHOCTAW RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- | 


charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union from the consideration of the bill (H.R. 3812) to authorize 
the Arkansas and Choctaw Railway Company to construct and 


operate a railway through the Choctaw Nation, in the Indian | 


Territory, and for other purposes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Arkansas and Choctaw Railway Company, a 
corporation created under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Arkan- 
sas, be, and the same is hereby, invested and empowered with the right of 
locating, constructing, oWning, equipping, operating, using, and maintaining 
a railway and telegraph and telephone line through the Choctaw Nation, in 
the Indian Territory, beginning at the point on the boundary line between 
the said Choctaw Nation and the county of Little River, in the State of Arkan- 
sas, W the said railway may run, when constructed in the State of 
Arkansas, thence running by the most feasible and practicable route in a 
northwesterly direction through the said Choctaw Nation, to such point at 
or near the town of Atoka, in said nation, as said corporation may select, with 
the t to construct, use, and maintain such tracks, turn-outs, and sidings 
as company may deem it to their interest to construct along and upon 
the right of way and depot grounds herein provided for. 

Sxc. 2. That said corporation is authorized to take and use for all purposes 
of a railway and tel ph_and telephone line, and for no other pare 
right of way 100 feet in width through the said Choctaw Nation, for the said 
Arkansas and Choctaw Railway Company, the same to be 50 feet on either 
side of the track of said railway from the center thereof, and, in addition to 
the above right of way, to take and use a strip of land 200 feet in width, with 
a len of 3,000 feet, for stations at such points as the said railway Same 

to their interest to erect, with the right to use such additional 
grounds, where there are heavy cuts or fills, as may be necessary for the 
con and maintenance of the roadbed and track, not exceeding 100 
feet in width on each side of the said right of way, or as much thereof as may 
be included in said cut or fill: Provided, That no more than said addition of 
land shall be taken forany one station: Provided further, That no part of the 
lands herein authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold the company, 
and shall not be used except in such manner and for such purposes only 
as shall be necessary for the construction and convenient operation of said 
rail telegraph, and telephone lines; and when any portion thereof shall 
cease to be so such ion shall revert to the Choctaw Nation. 

Sxc. 3. That before said railway and toleqragts and telephone line shall be 
constructed through any lands held by individual occupants, according to 
the laws, usages, and of the Choctaw Nation, full compensation shall 
be to such occupants for all property to be taken or damage done by 

of the construction of such railway and telegraph and telephone line. 
In case of failure to make amicable settlement with any occupant, such com 


i 





| to connect or cross with its tracks the tracks and railroad of any other 
| 7 or person owning or operating a railway in the said Choctaw Nation. 
The gentleman from | 
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pensation shall be determined by the appraisement of disinterested referees, 
to be appointed, one (who shall act as here ) by the President, one by the 
yess chief of the Choctaw Nation, and one by said railway company, who, 
vefore entering upon the duties of their appointment, shall take and sub- 
seribe, before a judge or clerk of a United States court or United States 
commissioner, an oath that they will faithfully and impartially discharge the 
duties of their appointment, which oath, duly certified, shall be returned 
with their award toand filed with the Secretary of the Interior within sixty 
days from the completion thereof; and upon the failure of either party to make 
such appointment within thirty days after the appointment made by the 
President, the vacancy shall be filled by the judge of the United States court 
for the central district of the Indian Territory upon the application of the 
other party. A majority of said referees shall be competent to act in case 
of the absence of a member, after due notice. The chairman of such board 
Provided, That the h ings 
shall be within the county where the property is situated for which compen- 





sation is being assessed for the taking thereof or damage thereto, and at a 
place as convenient as may be for said occupant, unless the said occupant and 


said railway company agree to have the hearing at another place. Each of 
said referees shall receive for his services the sum of $4 per day for each day 
he is engaged in assessing compensation, with mileage of 5 cents per mile for 
each mile necessarily traveled in the discharge of his duties. Said board of 
referees shall have power to call for and examine witnesses under oath, and 
said witnesses shall receive the usual fees allowed witnesses by the laws of 
the Choctaw Nation. Costs, including compensation of the referees, shall be 
made a part of the award and be paid by the said railway company. In case 
the ae can not agree, then any two of them are authorized to make the 
award. 

Sec. 4. That either party, being dissatisfied with the findings and award of 
the referees, shall have the right, within sixty days after the filing of the 
award, as hereinbefore provided, and notice of the same. to appeal by orig- 
inal petition to the United States district court for the central district of the 
Indian Terrimry sitting at the place nearest and most convenient to the 
land and property which is sought to be condemned; and said suit-.shall then 

»yroceed for doterminhes the damage done to the property in the same and 
ike manner as other civil actions in the said court. The said court shall 
have jurisdiction to hear and determine the subject-matter of said petition, 
and the same shall be heard and determined by said court in accordance with 
the laws now in force or hereafter enacted for the government of said court; 
and the measure of damages in condemning property authorized by this act 
shall be that prescribed by the laws of the State of Arkansas, in so far as the 
same are not inconsistent with the laws now in force or hereafter enacted 
for the government of the United States courts in said Choctaw Nation in 
such eases. If the judgment of the court shall be for a larger sum than the 
award of the referees, the costs of the litigation shall be a\judged against 
the railway company, and if the judgment of the court shall be for the same 
as the award of the referees, then the costs shall be adjudged against the 
appellant. If the judgment of the court shall be for a smaller sum than the 
award of the referees, then the costs shall be adjudged against the party 
claiming damages. When proceedings shall have been commenced in court, 
the railway company shall pay double the amount of the award into court 
to abide the judgment thereof, and then shall have the right to enter upon 
the property sought to be condemned and proceed with the construction of 
the railroad and telegraph and telephone line. If such appeal is not taken 
as hereinbefore set forth, the award shall be conclusive and final, and shall 
a the same force and effect as a judgment of a court of competent juris- 
diction 

Sec. 5. That said railway company is authorized and hereby given the right 
come- 


n case of failure to make amicable settlement with any such corporat 
person for such crossing, such compensation shall be determined in the same 
manner as hereinbefore provided for determining the compensation for land 
and other property taken and damaged. 


hor 


Sec. 6. That said railway company shall not charge the inhabitants of said 
nation a greater rate of freight than the rate authorized by the laws of the 
State of Arkansas for services or transportation of the same kind: Provided, 
That pare rates on said railway shall not exceed 3 cents per mile. Con 
gress hereby reserves the right to regulate the charges for freig nd passen 
gers on said railway and messages on said telegraph and telephone li until 
a State government or governments shall exist in said n n within the limits 
of which said railway or a part thereof shall be located, and then s tate 


government or governments shali be authorized to fix and requlate t mt 
of transportation of persons and freights within their respective limits of said 
railway; but Congress expressly reserves the right to fix and regulate at all 
times the cost of such transportation by said railway or said company when 
ever such transportation shall extend from one State into another or shall 
extend into more than one State: Provided, however, That the rate of such 


transportation of passengers, local or interstate, shall not exceed the rate 
above expressed: And provided further, That said railway company shall carry 
the mail at such prices as Congress may by law provide; and until such rate 
is fixed by law the Postmaster-General may fix the rate of compensation 
Sec. 7. That said railway company shal! pay to the Secretary of the In 
terior, for the benefit of the Choctaw Nation, the sum of $50, in addition to 


the compensation provided for in this act, for property taken and damages 
done to individual occupants by the construction of the railway r each 
mile of railway that it may construct in said nation, said payments to be 
made in installments of $500 as each 10 miles of road is graded: Provided, 
That if the general council of the Choctaw Nation, within four months after 
the filing of maps of definite location, as hereinafter set forth, dissents from 
the allowance hereinbefore provided for, and shall certifythe same to the 
Secretary of the Interior, then all compensation to be paid to said nation 
under the provisions of this act shall be determined as provided in section 3 
for the determination of the compensation to be paid to the individual oecu- 
pant of lands, with the right of appeal to the courts upon the same terms, 
conditions, and requirements as therein provided: Provided further, That 
the amount awarded or adjudged to be paid by said railway company for 
said dissenting nation shall be in lieu of the compensation said nation would 
be entitled to receive under the foregoing provision. Said company shall 
also pay, so long as said Territory is oenetena occupied by the Choctaw In- 
dians, to the Secretary of the Interior the sum of $15 per annum for each 
mile of railway it shall construct in the said nation. The money paid to the 
Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of this act shall be disbursed 
by him in accordance with the laws and treaties now in force within said 
nation: Provided, That Congress shall have the right, so long as said lands 
are occupied and possessed by said nation, to impose such additional taxes 
upon said railway as it may deem just and proper for the benefit of said 
nation, and any Territory or State hereafter formed through which said 
railway shall have been established may exercise the like power as to such 
part of said railway as may lie within its limits. Said railway company 
shall have the right to survey and locate its railway immediately after the 
passage of this act. 

Sxc. 8. That said company shall cause maps showing the route of its located 
lines through said nation to be filed in the office of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and also to be filed in the office of the principal chief of the said na- 
tion; and after the filing of said maps no claim fora subsequent settlemen’ 
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and improvement upon the right of ver shown by said maps shall be valid 
as against said company: Pr That when a map sho any portion 
of said railway company’s located line is filed as herein provided for, said 
company-ehell commence said located line within six months there- 
after, or such location s' be void; and said location shall be approved by 
the Secretary of the Interior in sections of 25 miles before the construction 
of any such section shall be begun. 

Sec. 9. That the officers, servants, and employees of said company ecessary 
to the construction and management of sald railroad shall be allowed to re- 
side, while so engaged, upon such right of way, but subject to the provisions 
of the Indian intercourse laws and such rulesand regulations.as may be es- 
—- by the Secretary of the Interior in acco; ce with said inter- 
course laws. 

Sxc. 10. That said railway company shall build at least 75 miles of its rail- 
wa in said nation within three years after the pase of this act, or the 

ts herein granted shall be forfeited as to that portion not built; that 

id railway company shall construct and maintain continua!ly all roads and 

highway crossings and necessary bridges over said railway wherever said 

roads and were do now or may hereafter cross said railway’s right of 
way or may be by the proper authorities laid out across the same. 

Sec. 11. That thesaid Ar and Choctaw Railway Company shall accept 
this right of way upon the express condition, binding upon itself, its succes- 
sors and assigns, that they will neither aid, advise, nor assist any effort look- 
ing toward the changing or exti ng the present tenure of the Choctaw 
Indians in their land, and will not attempt to secure from the Choctaw Na- 
tion any further grant of land or its occupancy than is hereinbefore provided: 
Provided, That any violation of the condition mentioned in this section shall 
cparahe on a ererege of ali the rights and privileges of said railway company 
under this act. 

Sec. 12. That all mortgages, deeds of trust, and other conveyances executed 
by said serene company, conveying aay pores of its railroad, telegraph 
and telephone lines, with its franchises, t: may be constructed in said Choc- 
taw Nation shall be recorded in the Department of the Interior, and the 
record thereof shall be evidence and notice of their execution and shall con- 
vey all rights and property of said com y as therein expressed. 

no. 18. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal 


is act. 

Sno. 14. That the right of way herein and hereby granted shall not be as- 
signed or transferred in any form whatever prior to the construction and 
completion of the road except as to mor or other liens that may be 
given or secured thereon to aid in the construction thereof. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs recommended the adoption of 
the following amendments: 


Tn line 8 of section 2, strike out the word “two” and insert “ one.” 

In line 9 of section 2, strike out the word “ three’ and insert “two.” 

In page 18 and 14 of section 2, strike out the words ‘one hundred” and in- 
sert “fifty.” 

Strike out the proviso to section 8 and insert the following: 

* Provided, That a map showing the entire line of the road in the Indian 
Territory shall be filed with and approved by the Secretary of the Interior 
before the construction of the same shall be commenced.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill which has been reported to the House? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McRAE. There are some committee amendments. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CANNON. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. GROUT. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was oupes to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the chair. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 38, strike out all of lines 8 and 9. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairmar, the motion which I 
made on Saturday evening, and upon which I shall insist, is to 
strike out lines 8 and 9 on page 38 of the pending bill. These lines 
read as follows: 
gie00. the Church Orphanage Association of St. John’s Parish, maintenance, 


I desire that there shall be no confusion with respect to these 
items. It will be necessary for me to refer briefly to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], which, after a 
7 voluminous editing, in compliance with his usual custom, I 
find on page 1233 of the Recorp. In that edited speech I find 
comparison has been instituted between some of the more exten- 
sive reformatories in the District of Columbia and the ordinary 
children’s institutions, the item in connection with which we 
were considering on that day. It will be evident from reference 
to these edited remarks that the gentleman has sought to institute 
a@ comparison between the amounts contributed by the general 
public to certain institutions as over the entire cost of 
maintaining others which are maintained exclusively by the Gov- 
ernment, which is, of course, manifestly unfair. Then, in addition, 
he has seen fit to institute a comparison between the most expen- 
sive asylums and hospitals, where difficult surgical operations are 
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performed, as against institutions which care simply for children, 
many of whom are bound out to private families. As bearing 
upon this subject, I send up to the Clerk’s desk to be read a letter 
written by Mrs. MacFarland, vice-president of the children’s 
guardians, which explains itself: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


BOARD OF CHILDREN’S GUARDIANS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
GUNTON BUILDING, 472-478 LOUISIANA AVENUE, NW., 
Washington, D. C., February 3, 1898, 

DEAR Stir: My attention has been called to the debate in the House on Sat- 
ae pon appropriations for charitable institutions in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 1 have read with pleasure what you said about public control of pub- 
licappropriationsfor public wards. I would liketo call yourattention tothe 
statement made in the debate, reported on page 1233 of the CONGRESSIONAL, 
RECORD, eee 1. y 

The statement there recorded confuses the issue by comparing the work of 
the board of children’s guardians, for children ay dependent, with the 
work of the most expensive reformatories in the District, with which the 
board has not, and never could have, anything to do. 

If there is any question as to the economy and efficiency of the work of the 
board of children’s guardians, and if the principles upon which it proceeds 
are assailed, it can be safely said that the per capita cost of this work of the 
board for its wards has fallen in every department steadily since the work of 
the board began. The financial statement of the board, published on page 
264 of the Report of the Superintendent of Charities Seen haritable and Re- 
formatory Institutions in the District of Columbia for 1895, shows this decline 
in the per capita cost from every point of view. 

I would call your attention particularly to the fact that from the opera- 
tion of the system pursued by the board its beneficiaries are rapidly passed 
on to free homes, becoming Sheorbed in the population of the District and 
surrounding States, and cease to be dependent upon the public, in any de- 
gree, for maintenance. 

You will notice in the last line of the second subdivision of the table on the 
page of the report above referred to that the number of children in free 

omes who were not at public charge for maintenance rose as between |s)+ 
and 18% from 46 to 114. e number of wards of the board under guardian. 
ship and supervision on January 31, 1896, was 297, of whom 49 were in institu- 
tions (the same as those mentioned in your remarks to the House of Repre- 
sentatives on Saturday as receiving public appropriations), and payments are 
being made to those institutions for the board of those children at a mini- 
mum rate of $96 per annum. 

There are also geese in the homes of individuals, at ager expense for 
maintenance 57 children, making a total now paid for of 117. As compared 
with these there are now 180 wards of the board for whom no expenses are 
being incurred, except, as estimated, per capita expense for 1897 of $12.71 for 
the salary and expenses of agents, who must visit and supervise them. 


Y stfully, 
come eee MARY L. D. MACFARLAND. 
Hon. EvuGENE J. HAINER, 
House of Representatives. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

a Mr. CANNON. [hope the gentleman will have such time as he 
esires. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gentle- 
man from Nebraska be permitted to proceed until he concludes 
his remarks. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, my purpose is to 
insist upon striking out of this appropriation bill each one of the 
items which appropriate money to these institutions. I also pur- 
pose at the appropriate time to ask the adoption by this commit- 
tee of the amendment which I now send to the desk to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 39, in line 16, after the words “place to place,” strike out the re- 
mainder of the anh and insert ‘* $61,200; in all, $65,200: Provided, That 
the institutions for children, including industrial and reformatory, namely, 
the Church Orphanage of St. John’s Feria’ the German Orphan Asylum, the 
National Association for the Relief of Destitute Colored Women and Children, 
pane SS care of colored nee the St. Ann’s Infant Asylum, the St. 
ee ylum, the House of the G Shepherd, the Industrial Home School, 
and St. Rose’s Industrial School, heretofore receiving aid by specific appro- 

riation, are hereby remitted, except as herein specifically appropriated for, 
| #4 the ear herein made, and to the sai t of Jal Be. Tse, to pro- 
vide for the care of dependent children in the District of Columbia, and to 
create a board of children’s guardians, for all rights and benefits which they 
may have under the provisions of the said act.” 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Gentlemen will observe that this 
amendment which I will propose takes care of all thechildren, all 
the dependents, that may properly be taken care of under the para- 
graphs of the pending bill. Letno member, then, lay the flattering 
unction to his soul that by voting down this amendment he will 
take care of the dependent children, or that by voting for it he 
will take bread out oftheir mouths. The purpose of this motion 
is not to reduce the expenditures for the laudable purpose of tak- 
ing care of these children, but it is to place the appropriation for 
the care of these institutions where it properly belongs, namely, 
that whenever a dollar of public money is appropriated, with that 
dollar shall go public control; that there shall be no such thing as 
private control where the bills are footed by Uncle Sam. We 
will abundantly take care of every one of these dependents, in- 
cluding those heretofore controlled by the institution the appro- 
priation for which I now propose to strike out here. 

It has been s ted during the course of this debate that 
these several institutions make reports and are under the control 
of the Government. I beg gentlemen not to be deceived by any 
such position as that, because it is not well founded in fact. 
I hold in my hand the report for 1894 made by the superintendent 
of charities, Colonel Tracey. In that document will be found no 

whatever from the Church Orphanage of St. John’s Parish. 
ere is, it is true, a letter which came too late to be incorporated 








1896. 


as a report, which, in general terms, refers to the necessities of 
the institution, but there is a - that can possibly be called 
areport. So, Mr. Chairman, as I look further into the report made 
for 1895, I find Colonel Tracey himself, in defining his duties, stated 
that they are advisory only, and that is all they can be claimed 
to be under the law. He can advise with the heads of these insti- 
tutions, and doubtless does, but thatis all. If gentlemen will look 
over these reports, not only the report of Colonel Tracey, but the 
reports of these various institutions made to him, it will be found 
that they have organized themselves into a mutual admiration 
. society, the various institutions qengiineating Colonel Tracey, 
and Colonel Tracey in turn most effusively complimenting the 
various institutions. They remind one of those fragrant flowers 
which are said to bloom even on the garden walls of politics, and 
whose redolence has doubtless charmed us all; but, so faras giving 
us any practical information as to what these institutions are 
doing, t 7 are absolutely nil. So it is that, aside from the great 
principle for which I am contending and in the maintenance of 
which I should have the assistance of every Representative on 
this floor, I insist there is every reason for voting in favor of this 
amendment and finally placing the control and care of these 
worthy objects of charity where they belong, namely, in the hands 
of the board of children’s guardians. 
Mr. HENDERSON. May I ask the gentleman aquestion about 
his amendment? 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 





Certainly. 
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| ing his remarks), I protest against leaving these children where 


Mr. HENDERSON. Dolunderstand that this amendment puts | 


the money here appropriated for different institutions in the hands 
of the board of children’s guardians? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The amendment which is now pend- 

ing strikes out this specific appropriation for the Church Orphan- 
ie? age Association of St. John’s Parish. 
a Mr. HENDERSON. And others? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I propose to follow it up with other 
amendments, striking out other specific appropriations for secta- 
rian institutions, and then I will follow that 

Mr. HENDERSON. Here is the point I want to get at: ™oes 
the gentleman's amendment require the board of children’s guard- 
ians to give any specific sum to this institution—for instance, the 
St. John’s Church Orphanage Association? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No,sir; but it remits the children 
under the charge of the institution to the care of the board of 
children’s guardians, and for which the aid of public money may 
be asked under the operation of the laws under which the board 
of children’s guardians are acting. 





Mr. HENDERSON. Has the gentleman examined the act of | 


1892 creating the board of children’s guardians? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I have. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Has the gentleman examined it to see 
whether it will apply to children now in these institutions? 
not that law apply to children sent there by order of the court? 


the board of children’s guardians to have jurisdiction over them 
under the law? Iask this question because I remember that when 
this matter was arranged in conference we found difficulty under 
the act of 1892 and had tosegregate the appropriations in the man- 
ner that we did in order to be sure to take care of the children in 
these institutions. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The question of the gentleman 
froin Iowa is one that should be frankly met and answered. The 
action which I propose to take now would not make adequate 
provision for all of the children in this institution to be taken care 
of by the boardof children’s guardians. Letme say, however, that 
this Church Orphanage Association of St. John’s Parish is sup- 

4 ported largely, and indeed mainly, by privatefund. Itis under the 
Lae an e of one of the Episcopal churches of this city and they 
ave a large fund and valuable property. They have property 
valued at $50,000, as shown by theirown reports. During the last 
year they paid onan existing indebtedness, out of the receipts which 
came to them for the year, over $6,000. I gavethe items in my re- 
markson Saturday. Therefore they haveample means to take care 
of such children as would not be provided for by this appropriation. 
Every dollar which is sought to be a "ayy under this item 
of the bill will go to the board of chil ren’s guardians, and they 
will expend it for the benefit of children for whom we may prop- 

= ae riate here. 
r. ELER. How can the board of children’s guardians 
; take care of the children now in St. John’s Orphanage Association? 
; Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. My dear sir, they can not take care 
of them all, but they can take care of part of them, and all of 
i the money will be used to take care of children for whom we may 


pro} “ semeerniate. 
r. ELER. Will the gentleman tell the House how they 
would proceed to do it? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The board of children’s guardians 
can, for instance, place the children there. Every child that is 
sent to that institution by order of the court, every child that is 
properly subjected to their charge can be sent there. 











| before any order of the court was issued under the act of 1892. 


| support all the children who are not properly objects of public 
Does | 
| of 1892. 
These children being in these institutions, will it be possible for | 


| shows that the institution receives more than $10,000, and out of 


| tution wherein this $1,800 is to be expended, rather than to ap- 
| propriate the public funds to a Catholic, a Baptist, a Methodist, 


| ment. 
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Mr. WHEELER. Then you propose that the children who are 
now in the St. John’s Church Orphanage Asylum shall be forcibly 
taken away and placed with the children who are sent to the 
board of children’s guardiam: by the police court. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Oh, no; there is nothing of that 
kind; there is no forcible taking away whatever, and there is no 
intelligence in such a suggestion. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The point whichI make is this: We have 
spent a good deal of time over this matter in conference in past 
years, and we have tried to frame the appropriation so as to put 
the expenditure of the money appropriated for this purpose under 
the board of children’s guardians, but we found that the exist- 
ing law had no reference to children who were in these institu- 
tions before the passage of the act, and that the moneys could only 
be expended through the board of guardians for the benefit of 
children sent to them by the court after the passage of the law; 
so that we were powerless to take care of the children in these 
institutions who had not been sent there by order of the court, as 
contemplated by the act of 1892. 

Now, whatever we may wish to do here (and I am not touching 
the merits of the question to which the gentleman has been direct- 


they will not be cared for by this Government so far as we, in our 
wisdom, think the Government should help them. The gentle- 
manin his opening remarks said that noneof us need be alarmed by 
the fear that thechildren would not be cared for. The gentleman, 
1 believe, is a good lawyer; andif he willscrutinize the act of 1k92— 
I am only speaking of it now from recollection, for I did not know 
this matter was coming up—he will find that if we appropriate 
the money in the way he proposes we shall leave all these institu- 
tions where these helpless children are in such a condition that 
the money can not go to the aid of those who were in the institution 


Therefore, I caution the gentleman to consider this matter well 
before he presses his amendment. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman's cau- 
tion needs absolutely no apology. I certainly should be the last 
— to turn out of anyhomeanychild. Icertainlyshould be the 
ast person to withhold any aid from any worthy human being. I 
call the gentleman’s attention, however, to the fact that the law of 
1892 has already been in operation four years, and the argument 
which was cogently urged at that time can not obtain now, or cer- 
tainly not with such great force. 

At that time no provision could be made under the law provid- 
ing for the board of children’s guardians which would have ante- 
dated the act. But let me again call the attention of the commit- 
tee to the fact that these institutions are supported largely by 
private contributions. These private contributions will amply 


charity, or who were in the institution prior to the passage of the act 
And further than that I know of no reason, nor can my 
friend from Iowa, who is a good lawyer, suggest any reason, why 
any child who is properly a public charge can not to-day, upon its 
condition being shown to be such as to entitle it to the relief pro- 
posed, bring itself within the operation of this law. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I should like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman for information, how large a percentage of the gross ex- 
penditures of the Church Orphans’ Association is represented by 
the $1,800 proposed to be appropriated. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Less than one-fifth. The report 
that sum it had not only money enough to take care of every child 
in the institution, but was able to pay over $6,000 on antecedent 
debts. So that it can not be claimed that the institution has not 
funds enough. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Would it not be a concise way of 
putting the argument—I submit the question to the gentleman 
from Nebraska—to say that it is the duty of the Government in 
the expenditure of public funds to build, if necessary, the insti- 


or any other sectarian institution? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If the gentleman followed my re- 
marks on last Saturday he will remember that | made the conten- 
tion then that we had no right to spend a single dollar of the 
public money for any private purpose. I still adhere to that argu- 
I believe it is the only sound and safe argument for us— 
the only correct principle upon which we can plant our feet; and 
we should not allow any appeal to sentiment to swerve us from 
these correct principles. 

This country is large enough and rich enough to take care of 
every worthy person who can properly appeal to us for assistance. 
We ought to render this assistance, however, through the medium 
of public instrumentalities. As I have said before, with every 
dollar of public appropriation there should go public supervision 
and public control. We have absolutely no right to appropriate 
one dollar to A, B, C, or D, however philanthropic they may be, 
however good and meritorious their work may be. We have no 
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and improvement upon the right of wey shown by said maps shall be valid 
as against said company: Provided, That when a map any portion 
of said railway company’s located line is filed as herein provided for, said 
company shall commence grading said located line within six months there- 
after, or such location 8 be void; and said location shall be approved by 
the Secretary of the Interior in sections of 25 miles before the construction 
of any such section shall be begun. 

Sec. 9. That the officers, servants, and employees of said company necessary 
to the construction and management of said railroad shall be allowed to re- 
side, while so qngaged, upon such right of way, but subject to the provisions 
of the Indian intercourse laws and such rules and lations.as may be es- 
pac by the Secretary of the Interior in acco’ ce with said inter- 
course laws. 

Src. 10. That said railway company shall build at least 75 miles of its rail- 
ae in said nation within three years after the of this act, or the 

ts herein granted shall be forfeited as to that portion not built; that 

d railway company shall construct and maintain continually all roads and 

highway crossings and necessary bridges over said railway wherever said 

roaas and highways do now or may hereafter cross said railway’s right of 
way or may be by he proper authorities laid out across the same. 

Suc. 11. Phat the said Arkansas and Choctaw Railway Company shall accept 
this right of way upon the aree eondition, binding upon itself, its succes- 
sors and assigns, that they will neither aid, advise, nor assist any effort look- 
ing toward the c ng or extin hing the present tenure of the Choctaw 
Indians in their land, and will not attempt to secure from the Choctaw Na- 
tion any further grant of land or its occupancy than is hereinbefore provided: 
Provided, That any violation of the condition mentioned in this section shall 
coats ae a Seaenaee of all the rights and privileges of said railway company 
under act. 

Suc. 12. That all mortgages, deeds of trust, and other conveyances executed 
by said oe company, conveying ony essen of its railroad, telegraph 
and telephone lines, with its franchises, that may be constructed in said Choc- 
taw Nation shall be recorded in the Department of the Interior, and the 
record thereof shall be evidence and notice of their execution and shall con- 
vey all rights and property of said company as therein expressed. 
wi EC. - That Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal 

is act. 

Sxo. 14. That the right of way herein and hereby granted shall not be as- 
signed or transferred in any form whatever prior to the construction and 
completion of the road except as to mort or other liens that may be 
given or secured thereon to aid in the construction thereof. 


The Committee on Indian Affairs recommended the adoption of 
the following amendments: 


Tn line 8 of section 2, strike out the word “two” and insert “ one.” 

In line 9 of section 2, strike out the word “ three” and insert ‘‘ two.” 

= a 18 and 1i of section 2, strike out the words ‘‘ one hundred” and in- 
ger ” »* 

Strike out the proviso to section 8 and insert the following: 

* Provided, That a map showing the entire line of the road in the Indian 
Territory shall be filed with and approved by the Secretary of the Interior 
before the construction ot the same s. be commenced.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill which has been reported to the House? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McRAE. There are some committee amendments. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. CANNON. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. GROUT. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was — to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the chair. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 38, strike out all of lines 8 and 9. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairmar, the motion which I 
made on Saturday evening, and — which I shall insist, is to 
strike out lines 8 and 9 on page 38 of the pending bill. These lines 
read as follows: 

rey the Church Orphanage Association of St. John’s Parish, maintenance, 


I desire that there shall be no confusion with respect to these 
items. It will be necessary for me to refer briefly to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], which, after a 
very voluminous editing, in compliance with his usual custom, I 
find on page 12383 of the Recorp. In that edited speech I find 
comparison has been instituted between some of the more exten- 
sive reformatories in the District of Columbia and the ordinary 
children’s institutions, the item in connection with which we 
were considering on that day. It will be evident from reference 
to these edited remarks that the gentleman has sought to institute 
a comparison between the amounts contributed by the general 
public to certain institutions as over nst the entire cost of 
maintaining others which are maintained exclusively by the Gov- 
ernment, which is, of course, manifestly unfair. Then, in addition, 
he has seen fit to institute a comparison between the most expen- 
sive asylums and hospitals, where difficult surgical operations are 
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performed, as against institutions which care simply for children, 
many of whom are bound out to private families. As bearing 
upon this subject, 1 send up to the Clerk’s desk to be read a letter 
written by Mrs. MacFarland, vice-president of the children’s 
guardians, which explains itself: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


BOARD OF CHILDREN’S GUARDIANS, DisTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
GUNTON BUILDING, 472-478 LOUISIANA AVENUE, NW., 
Washington, D. C., February 3, 1898, 

DEAR Sir: My attention has been called to the debate in the House on Sat- 
aan pon appropriations for charitable institutions in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 1 have read with pleasure what you said about public control of pub- 
licappropriationsfor public wards. I would liketo call yourattention tothe 
statement made in the debate, reported on page 1233 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, eee - fi 

The statement there recorded confuses the issue by comparing the work of 
the board of children’s guardians, for children simply dependent, with the 
work of the most expensive reformatories in the District, with which the 
board has not, and never could have, anything to do. 

If there is any question as to the economy and efficiency of the work of the 
board of children’s guardians, and if the principles upon which it proceeds 
are assailed, it can be safely said that the per capita cost of this work of the 
board for its wards has fallen in every department steadily since the work of 
the board began. The financial statement of the board, published on page 
264 of the Report of the Superintendent of Charities upon Charitable and Re- 
formatory Institutions in the District of Columbia for 1895, shows this decline 
in the per capita cost from every point of view. 

I would call your attention particularly to the fact that from the opera- 
tion of the system pursued by the board its beneficiaries are ey passed 
on to free homes, becoming absorbed in the population of the District and 
surrounding States, and cease to be dependent upon the public, in any de- 
gree, for maintenance. 


You will notice in the last line of the second subdivision of the table on the 
page of the report above referred to that the number of children in free 
omes who were not at public charge for maintenance rose as between 1s 
and 1895 from 46 to 114. 6 number of wards of the board under guardian- 


ship and supervision on January 31, 1896, was 297, of whom 49 were in institu- 
tions (the same as those mentioned in _~ remarks to the House of Repre- 
sentatives on Saturday as receiving public appropriations), and payments are 
being made to those institutions for the board of those ch 

mum rate of $96 per annum. 

There are alse epertes in the homes of individuals, at public expense for 
maintenance 57 children, making a total now paid for of 117. As compared 
with these there are now 180 wards of the board for whom no expenses are 
being incurred, except, as estimated, per capita expense for 1897 of $12.71 for 
the salary and expenses of agents, who must visit and supervise them. 


Yours, respectfully, 
MARY L. D. MACFARLAND. 


ildren at a mini- 


Hon. EvGenr J. HAINER, 
House of Representatives. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

‘ Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman will have such time as he 
esires. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gentle- 
man from Nebraska be permitted to proceed until he concludes 
his remarks. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, my purpose is to 
insist upon striking out of this appropriation bill each one of the 
items which appropriate money to these institutions. I also pur- 
pose at the appropriate time to ask the adoption by this commit- 
tee of the amendment which I now send to the desk to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 89, in line 16, after the words ‘‘ place to place,” strike out the re- 
mainder of the anh and insert ‘* $61,200; in all, $65,200: Provided, That 
the institutions tor cuiliten. including industrial and reformatory, namely, 
the Church Orphanage of St. John’s yee the German Orphan Asylum, the 
National Association for the Relief of Destitute Colored Women and Children, 
including its care of colored foundlings; the St. Ann’s Infant Asylum, the St. 
coo ylum, the House of the G Shepherd, the Industrial Home School, 
and St. Rose's Industrial School, heretofore receiving aid by specific appr: Je 

riation, are hereby remitted, except as herein specificall appropriatec for, 

the appropriation herein made, and to the sai t of July 26, 1892, to pro- 
vide for the care of dependent children in the District of Columbia, and to 
create a board of children’s guardians, for all rights and benefits which they 
may have under the provisions of the said act.” 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Gentlemen will observe that this 
amendment which I will propose takes care of all thechildren, all 
the dependents, that may properly be taken care of under the para- 
graphs of the pending bill. Letno member, then, lay the flattering 
unction to his soul that by voting down this amendment he will 
take care of the dependent children, or that by voting for it he 
will take bread out oftheir mouths. The purpose of this motion 
is not to reduce the expenditures for the laudable purpose of tak- 
ing care of these children, but it is to place the appropriation for 
the care of these institutions where it properly be ongs, namely, 
that whenever a dollar of public money is appropriated, with that 
dollar shall go public control; that there shall be no such thing as 
private control where the bills are footed by Uncle Sam. We 
will abundantly take care of every one of these dependents, in- 
cluding those heretofore controlled by the institution the appro- 
priation for which I now propose to strike out here. 

It has been s ted during the course of this debate that 
these several institutions make reports and are under the control 
of the Government. I beg gentlemen not to be deceived by any 
such proposition as that, because it is not well founded in fact. 
I hold in my hand the report for 1894 made by the superintendent 
of charities, Colonel Tracey. In that document will be found no 
report whatever from the Church Orphanage of St. John’s Parish. 
There is, it is true, a letter which came too late to be incorporated 
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as a report, which, in general terms, refers to the necessities of 





the institution, but there is mae that can possibly be called 
areport. So, Mr. Chairman, as I look further into the report made 
for 1895, I find Colonel Tracey himself, in defining his duties, stated 
that they are advisory only, and that is all they can be claimed 
to be under the law. He can advise with the heads of these insti- 
tutions, and doubtless does, but thatis all. If gentlemen will look 
over these reports, not only the report of Colonel Tracey, but the 
reports of these various institutions made to him, it will be found 
that they have organized themselves into a mutual admiration 
society, the various institutions complimenting Colonel Tracey, 
and Colonel Tracey in turn most effusively complimenting the 
various institutions. They remind one of those fragrant flowers 
which are said to bloom even on the garden walls of politics, and 
whose redolence has doubtless charmed us all; but, so far as giving 
us any practical information as to what these institutions are 
doing, they are absolutely nil. So it is that, aside from the great 
principle for which I am contending and in the maintenance of 
which I should have the assistance of every Representative on 
this floor, I insist there is every reason for voting in favor of this 
amendment and finally placing the control and care of these 
worthy objects of charity where they belong, namely, in the hands 
of the board of children’s guardians. 

Mr. HENDERSON. May I ask the gentleman aquestion about 
his amendment? 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Dol understand that this amendment puts | 


the money here appropriated for different institutions in the hands 
of the board of children’s guardians? 

Mr. HAINERof Nebraska. The amendment which is now pend- 
ing strikes out this specific appropriation for the Church Orphan- 
age Association of St. John’s Parish. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And others? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I propose to follow it up with other 
amendments, striking out other specific appropriations for secta- 
rian institutions, and then I will follow that 

Mr. HENDERSON. Here is the point I want to get at: Does 
the gentleman’s amendment require the board of children’s guard- 
ians to give any specific sum to this institution—for instance, the 
St. John’s Church Orphanage Association? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No, sir; but it remits the children 
under the charge of the institution to the care of the board of 
children’s guardians, and for which the aid of public money may 
be asked under the operation of the laws under which the board 
of children’s guardians are acting. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Has the gentleman examined the act of 
1892 creating the board of children’s guardians? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I have. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Has the gentleman examined it to see 
whether it will apply to children now in these institutions? Does 
not that law apply to children sent there by order of the court? 
These children being in these institutions, will it be possible for 
the board of children’s guardians to have jurisdiction over them 
under the law? Iask this question because I remember that when 
this matter was arranged in conference we found difficulty under 
the act of 1892 and had tosegregate the appropriations in the man- 
ner that we did in order to be sure to take care of the children in 
these institutions. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The question of the gentleman 
from Iowa is one that should be frankly met and answered. The 
action which I propose to take now would not make adequate 
provision for all of the children in this institution-to be taken care 
of by the board of children’s guardians. Letme say, however, that 
this Church Orphanage Association of St. John’s Parish is sup- 
ported largely, and indeed mainly, by privatefund. Itis under the 
— e of one of the Episcopal churches of this city and they 

ave a large fund and valuable property. They have property 
valued at $50,000, as shown by theirown reports. During the last 
year they paid on an existing indebtedness, out of the receipts which 
came to them for the year, over $6,000. I gavethe items in my re- 
markson Saturday. Therefore they haveample means to take care 
of such children as would not be provided for by this appropriation. 
Every dollar which is sought to be appropriated under this item 
of the bill will go to the board of children's guardians, and they 
will expend it for the benefit of children for whom we may prop- 


= eat here. 

. ELER. How can the board of children’s guardians 

take care of the children now in St. John’s Orphanage Association? 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. My dear sir, they can not take care 

of them all, but they can take care of part of them, and all of 

the money will be used to take care of children for whom we may 


properly appropriate. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman tell the House how they 
would proceed to do it? 

Mr. INER of Nebraska. The board of children’s guardians 
can, for instance, place the children there. Every child that is 
sent to that institution by order of the court, every child that is 
properly subjected to their charge can be sent there. 
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Mr. WHEELER. Then you propose that the children who are 
now in the St. John’s Church Orphanage Asylum shall be forcibly 
taken away and placed with the children who are sent to the 
board of children’s guardians by the police court. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Oh, no; there is nothing of that 
kind; there is no forcible taking away whatever, and there is no 
intelligence in such a suggestion. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The point whichI make is this: We hava 
spent a good deal of time over this matter in conference in past 
years, and we have tried to frame the appropriation so as to put 
the expenditure of the money appropriated for this purpose under 
the board of children’s guardians, but we found that the exist- 
ing law had no reference to children who were in these institu- 
tions before the passage of the act, and that the moneys could only 
be expended through the board of guardians for the benefit of 
children sent to them by the court after the passage of the law; 
so that we were powerless to take care of the children in these 
institutions who had not been sent there by order of the court, as 
contemplated by the act of 1892. 

Now, whatever we may wish to do here (and I am not touching 
the merits of the question to which the gentleman has been direct- 
ing his remarks), I protest against leaving these children where 
they will not be cared for by this Government so far as we, in our 
wisdom, think the Government should help them. The gentle- 
manin his opening remarks said that none of us need be alarmed by 
the fear that thechildren would not be cared for. The gentleman, 
1 believe, is a good lawyer; andif he willscrutinize the act of 1892— 
I am only speaking of it now from recollection, for I did not know 





| this matter was coming up—he will find that if we appropriate 
| the money in the way he proposes we shall leave all these institu- 


tions where these helpless children are in such a condition that 
the money can not go to the aid of those who were in the institution 
before any order of the court was issued under the act of 1892. 
Therefore, I caution the gentleman to consider this matter well 
before he presses his amendment. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman's cau- 
tion needs absolutely no apology. I certainly should be the last 
— to turn out of anyhomeanychild. Icertainlyshould be the 

ast person to withhold any aid from any worthy human being. I 

call the gentleman’s attention, however, to the fact that the law of 
1892 has already been in operation four years, and the argument 
which was cogently urged at that time can not obtain now, or cer- 
tainly not with such great force. 

At that time no provision could be made under the law provid- 
ing for the board of children’s guardians which would have ante- 
dated the act. But let me again call the attention of the commit- 
tee to the fact that these institutions are supported largely by 
private contributions. These private contributions will amply 
support all the children who are not properly objects of public 
charity, or who were in the institution prior to the passage of the act 
of 1892. And further than that I know of no reason, nor can my 
friend from Iowa, who is a good lawyer, suggest any reason, why 
any child who is properly a public charge can not to-day, upon its 
condition being shown to be such as to entitle it to the relief pro- 
posed, bring itself within the operation of this law. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I should like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman for information, how large a percentage of the gross ex- 
penditures of the Church Orphans’ Association is represented by 
the $1,800 proposed to be appropriated. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Less than one-fifth. The report 
shows that the institution receives more than $10,000, and out of 
that sum it had not only money enough to take care of every child 
in the institution, but was able to pay over $6,000 on antecedent 
debts. So that it can not be claimed that the institution has not 
funds enough. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Would it not be a concise way of 
putting the argument—I submit the question to the gentleman 
from Nebraska—to say that it is the duty of the Government in 
the expenditure of public funds to build, if necessary, the insti- 


| tution wherein this $1,800 is to be expended, rather than to ap- 


propriate the public funds to a Catholic, a Baptist, a Methodist, 
or any other sectarian institution? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If the gentleman followed my re- 
marks on last Saturday he will remember that 1 made the conten- 
tion then that we had no right to spend a single dollar of the 
public money for any private purpose. I still adhere to that argu- 
ment. I believe it is the only sound and safe argument for us— 
the only correct principle upon which we can plant our feet; and 
we should not allow any appeal to sentiment to swerve us from 
these correct principles. 

This country is large enough and rich enough to take care of 
every worthy person who can properly appeal to us for assistance. 
We ought to render this assistance, however, through the medium 
of public instrumentalities. As I have said before, with every 
dollar of public appropriation there should go public supervision 
and public control. We have absolutely no right to appropriate 
one dollar to A, B, C, or D, however philanthropic they may be, 
however good and meritorious their work may be. We have no 
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right to 


opriate one dollar toany individuals, in the faith and 
hope that t 7 in turn will properly expend that money. 
Ar. HWAY. 


NOR Allow me to ask, does this institution 
receive children generally—all that are brought there—or only such 
as belong to the church having charge of the institution? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Oh, I do not know as to that. I 
assume that they allow every deserving child to come in. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There is no sectarian discrimination in 
the reception of children. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. So I understand. I concede that 
in the administration of this institution there is absolutely noth- 
ing wrong. Ido not wish to befog or becloud this discussion by 
making assaults upon any institution. I am willing to concede 
that thisinstitution is doing the good work which theamiable super- 
intendent of charities says it does. I am making no assault upon 
any of these institutions. a torestappropriations 
of money uponsound —— and to that not one dollar 
of public money shall be devoted to private or sectarian purposes. 

I have already called attention to the fact that this is but the 
entering wedge. Why, sir, the report of the superintendent of 
charities informs us in plain terms that we are a more 
than half a million dollars per annum upon insti which are 

vate in their character. We have large appropriations of this 

in the sundry civil bill and in the Indian appropriation bill 
and in various forms. This is simply the commencement, and I 
should like to have the t at the very threshold 
face this matter fairly and squarely. On last Saturday I yielded 
to importunities, which were showered upon me from all hands, 
not to persist in a motion which seemed to bear upon the veteran 
soldiers of this country. The appeal was made, and I confess, in a 
moment of weakness, | yielded to that sentiment in which I per- 
sonally shared. But every time that you let down the bars, every 
time t you yield principle to sentiment, whether the amount 
involved is $2,500 or $1,800 or any other sum, you are com- 
presiding the only true principle upon which we d proceed 

these matters. 


Mr. CANNON, Just there would it embarrass my friend to ask 
him a question? 

If these specific aes one of which he moves to strike 
“ = ail oo m ene ee and his uent amendment 

ic 8 _— , mereasi e ropriation 
to the board of ch dren’s ans under the law, enhes that ap- 
propriation is it not entirely competent for that board—the board 
of children’s guardians—to remit children that it has charge of to 
the care of these very institutions which the gentleman refers to 
and which he wishes to strike from the bill? 

Mr. HAINER cf Nebraska. Unquestionably. 

Mr. CANNON. Do they not do it now out of the funds which 
— now have? 

r. HAINER of Nebraska. I have no information as to that, 
although I think it ible that they — so. 

Mr. CANNON. Further, let me ask, how can the gentleman 
from Nebraska justify himself, from his standpoint, for offering 
an anendment here that will enable this very board of children’s 

ardians to utilize these sectarian institutions which he pro- 
oo to be cutting up by the roots? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I am very glad, indeed, to have 
the gentleman from Dlinois ask the question, for it is a proper 
question and demands an answer. 

If my contention vails, then the board of children’s guard- 
ians may place chilc there, as they do in homes or in private 
families; hey may leave them there a week or a month, but they 
have the absolute control of them. Another thing—they pay only 
while the children are there and pay only for such children as they 
may send to the institution. They have control of them, just as 
my friend from Illinois has control of his own children; if he sends 
one to a boarding school, he can take it away at any time he 
pleases, can make different arrangements, can give directions and 
orders respecting it, and retains control at all times of the child. 
The children in these institutions, under such circumstances, 
pemcry - public charge, and in that respect they are as they 

ou . 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me just at this 
point, for we both want to get at the exact facts. 

. HAINER of Nebraska. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CANNON. Does not the gentlerran know that there is no 


dollar expenited under an ‘souperttlltecebeet insti- | of 
tutions but what, in de is to and audited by the audit- 
ing officer of the then 


first by the District 

the auditing officers of the so that a full account 

given of every cent appropriated, and at the same time a full 

statement of every cent that comes from private sources, and thus 
vernment supervision and under the 


Treasury; 


eS accounting 

other ce 

we ee 
Mr. CANNON. Well, on the , my 


mistaken in that statement, as I shall 


friend is entirely 
to show later on. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I have in my hand the report of 
the superintendent of charities for 1894. I know my friend is a 
far-sighted gentleman, but he can not see things that do not exist, 
He is entitled to a magnificent chromo if he can find a specific 
report of this institution there. This appropriation is made in 
gross. They do expend their appropriations, it is true. 

Now, in 1895, if my friend will turn to the report of this insti- 
tution, he will find a statement of receipts amounting to over 
$10,000, and over $6,000 of that was paid out on a number of items 
of existing indebtedness. Then, I ask my friend, does he pretend 
to say that there is ~—o the Government appropriations 
from other receipts? is appropriation of the Government 
which should be used entirely for the support of the children, was 
it separated from other moneys? They make, it is true, not a 
sworn, but a sort of ee report of a part of what they 
receive. It may be all or it may be a part. t mpm can 
find how that appropriation of $1,800 provided by the act 
is expended. ere is nothing in the report to indicate it, except 
as they show the e ditures in gross. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, at this point—for it goes to the very 
core of the question—if the gentleman will allow me, I will say to 
him that, careful inquiry, he is mistaken, and I call his atten- 
tion to page 33 of the law that creates the superintendent of chari- 
ties. It is in these terms: 

And it shall also be the duty of said superintendent to examine into the 
character of the administration of said institutions and associations, and the 
conditions, sufficiency, and ‘needs of the ww occupied for such charita- 
ble purposes, and also to ascertain in each case the amount contributed from 
private sources for support and construction, the number of paid employees, 
and the number of inmates received and benefited by the sums appropri- 
ated and to recommend such changes and modifications therein 


as in ju mt will secure economy, efficiency, and the highest attaina- 
ble result in the administrations of charities in the District of ‘olum bia, etc. 

And further on we find this: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., July 13, 1391. 

Ordered, That hereafter all vouchers for expenditures of appropriations 
for charitable and reformatory institutions and purposes which receive aid 
from the District of Columbia shall. be submitted to the superintendent of 
charitiesfor review and approval, and when so examined and approved trans- 
mo from that officer to the auditor of the District of Columbia. 


WM. TINDALL, Secretary. 


Further, on inquiry I find that there is no dollar of money ex- 
pended but what the accounts are delivered in detail through this 
— and under this law, and go to the Auditor of the Treasury 

partment, and are audited just as the expenses of the War and 
Navy and otlier services of the Government are audited, and I 
was under that impression, but I verified it and find that it is ab- 
solutely true under the law and under the practice. Nota dollar 
or a cent is expended in any of these institutions without passing 
the lynx eye of even Mr. Bowler, the First Comptroller of the 


Mr. ER of Nebraska. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
call the attention of my friend to the fact that he has been read- 
ing simply from the law. It matters but little what is in the law. 
It depend very much on the administration. Now, turning to 
page 7 of the report of the same superintendent for the year 14), 
after quoting the same law which my friend has read with very 
many manifestations of physical energy—— 

Mr. CANNON. My friend will allow me? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Why, certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. He is an honest man—— 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. It is im ble, if I talk at all, that I shall not 
talk as directly as I know how, and I am not responsible for the 
= aes gave me. I can not help it. 

r. HAINER of Nebraska. I should not help it if I could— 

Mr. CANNON. Thank you. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebras Except to increase it; and I trust 
that many years will be given to the gentleman, and that each 
successive year his strength, like the eagle’s, will be renewed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I was about to call attention to page 7 of 
the report of 1894. 

Mr. CANNON. I have not the report of 1894. I have the last 


eee for 1895. 
. HAINER of Nebraska. After quoting in extenso the same 
law which my friend has quoted, the superintendent says: 


The duties thus imposed, advisory as to legislation and administrative or- 
tion, are necessarily of an executive nature, in the general direction 
authorized by law. 


Mr. CANNON. That is correct. 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. They are “simply advisory.” 
Mr, CANNON. Oh, no. 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Ah, I have read the words. 

Mr.CANNON. Andadministrative, as are other public expend- 
enaueie of aon A — 

v e e su i 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I have given it in heec verba, as 

the can see if he will examine the report. 
. CANNON. But it does not convey the same idea to the 

gentleman’s mind as it does to mine. -Now, the contention is that 
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there can not be one dollar drawn from or expended by this service 
without it goes into the hands of a bonded officer of the United 
States, and that bonded officer only pays it out upon itemized 
accounts; that itis audited by the auditor for the District of Colum- 
bia; that it goes to the auditing office of the Treasury Department 
for final audit just as every other dollar of public expenditure goes. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Now, let us put this matter fairly 
before this committee. 

Mr. CANNON. That is what I am trying to do. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Now, my friend’s contention—if 
it has any practical force—is that for this $1,800 which is sought 
to be appropriated, the same, I believe, as it was last year, there is 
a epecte and itemized report made showing just exactly how that 
$1,800 was expended, that it was expended for the benefit of cer- 
tain specific and specified public charges. If that were true, very 
much of the contention which Iam now making would have no 


practical force. 
Mr. CANNON. It is absolutely true. 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Now, here is the report, and I call 


my friend’s attention to it. In 1894 they made absolutely no re- 

and in 1895 the report is found commencing on page 207. I 
will ask my friend to follow me in the reading ofthat report. It 
shows that the receipts from various sources for that year amounted 
to $10,429.77. 

Mr. GRAFF. Who received that? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The institution received it. 

Mr. GRAFF. What institution? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Thatis the Church Orphanage Asso- 
ciation of St. John’s, commenced with April, 1894, ‘May, 1894, 
$368.29, paid on orders of Sister Sarah for maintenance.” 

Now, then, it goes into hundreds of dollars, total maintenance, 
including fuel, lights, etc., which aggregates $3,301.15, or less than 
one-third of the total receipts of the institution. Now, then, the 
expenditures, which p the ‘‘lynx eye” of this Comptroller, 
and as shown there, also aggregates $10,429.75, including balance 
of $328.82 yet on hand. I read the items: 


eindtyiet- ddvéansuebaendesces sb0c cs see nweses vecnweceseussswens $58.75 
EE thatit cetetndsratemebadn ces swttsntemins eeuteweseconcocuts cavene B86. 50) 
IIR TOONS, GUD « 0 on dccccwewncccccc ssc ccwuce coccwewovcescece 35.50 
EE EE_ SLE TE TT 5.00 
Notes to E i eed. ccsecaivenanendsunesmndned 1, 027.33 
Paid Riggs & Co. on orphamage debt. ..... ...... 2222.02 22. s2 ne ne cnn see 5, 000.00 
Balance with the United States Treasurer. -.-.............-....-....---.- 286. 72 
nnn cies csarnestiannts maida nigginnanenertinaigrachiane nei S28. 82 


And then, on the following page, under the head of donations, I 
find here an aggregate of $794.75. I ask my friend where does that 
appear in the accounts which were submitted of receipts? And 
yet again—— 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I want to answer your question right at 
that point. This report is only a general statement of expendi- 
tures. My friend understands that there could be no reports of 
audited accounts in detail. If there was, then for the public serv- 
ice there would not be room enough in the new Library to hold 
them. And at that point let me say that this $1,800 appropriated 
from the public fund in aid of this work, to this private institu- 
tion, that has nearly $10,000 income besides the $1,800 that it re- 
ceives—and the $1,800 goes out of the Treasury into the hands of 
a disbursing officer of the United States, the treasurer of this insti- 
tution, and he can only settle his accounts of that $1,800 as other 
disbursing officers settle their accounts. I say to my friend again 
that I suspected this was true, but since the last sitting of this 
committee I have absolutely exhausted all means of information, 
and now stand and say that I have found it to be absolutely true. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman asked the question where 
this $749.70 is accounted for. You will find it in the fourth item, 
$749.70. That is where it is accounted for. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Now, I wish to say to my friend 
from Illinois the point I make is this: The $1,800, or whatever 
amount is appropriated by the Government, has never been seg- 
regated in any account which he can find, either general or spe- 
cific. The accounts here given have been presented, and have 
been passed, including, as T have already shown, the amount of 
money which was paid on its indebtedness; and sol find, as I have 


y suggested, this institution has received aid not only in 
these annual appropriations for maintenance ostensibly, but it has 
received even Bho, , which it has invested in property. On page 
209 of this report I find the following—— 

Mr. CANNON. What report is that? 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It is the report for 1895, on page 
209, near the bottom of the page: 


Congress has been liberal in providing for the original hase of the 
balling, ané later far om a ition thereto. It has also appro- 


an annual sum for maintenance, beginning in 1883 with , and 
that amount in 1891 to $2,000, when the enlarged and an 
Ene water of inmates had rendeved that grenter cum « utely 


Serene cv aT rerio yee tren Sunde arp 
WG Pieastadsns te bute aan Contune tines ineeoas or te 


remainder to the board of children’s 
So we have the fact established and remaining that this large 
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appropriation has been made by the Government to assist this 
private institution in building an orphanage, the title of which is 
in private parties, and the value of which is constantly appreci- 
ating in the passing years. We are appropriating sams—last year 
$1,800—when their revenues were sufficient to enable them, as 
I have already called your attention, to pay over $6,000 of their 
antecedent debt. It can not, then, by any refinement of argument 
or by any persuasion of the gentleman from Dlinois be made plausi- 
ble to this House that this $1,800 was necessary for maintenance. 
Had we not appropriated that $1,800 they would simply have paid 
$1,800 less of their indebtedness. How many institutions of this 
country have gone into debt in the past year? Uncle Sam went 
into debt $162,000,000; but this institution, which comes to us 
with outstretched hands asking charity, paid of its indebtedness 
over $6,000, besides the amount which it had paid on interest. 
Now, I ask the gentlemen of this committee is there any real rea- 
son for this further appropriation? 

What reason can you give to justify your action to your constit- 
uencies? Here is a nation which has gone into debt $162,000,000 
in the past eighteen months; here are the printing presses in mo- 
tion turning out bonds of the United States to pay practically 
current expenses. And yet we are called upon to appropriate 
money to the wards of one of the richest churches of this city, an 
institution which, while it is doing good work, has for its patrons 
the millionaire ladies of this country. We can, it is true, appro- 
priate to this institution an additional $1,800 to pay on its indebted- 
ness, which indebtedness was created for the purpose of enabling 
the institution to carry property in this city and its country home 
in Virginia, property which is appreciating in value. But gen- 
tlemen say: ‘‘ These poor children will suffer if we do not make 
this appropriation.” 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that I am tired and the country is 
tired of seeing wealthy institutions masquerading behind the wid- 
ows and orphans. [am not wanting in consideration, but I want 
no false pretenses in this matter. The gentleman from Illinois 
can read the reports. I have called his attention to the fact of the 
expenditure of this large amount of money for the payment of 
debts. Those figures are more eloquent than even the speech of the 
gentleman from LIlinois. They demonstrate absolutely that there 
is no necessity for this appropriation. The principle upon which 
it is sought to make appropriations to this and other private insti- 
tutions is fraught witn danger and is wrong and pernicious in 
every sense. It can not be justified, and even the flimsy pretext 


| of a necessity is swept away by the logic of the figures which I 


have introduced. 

No, gentlemen, you can not justify this appropriation. Try it 
as much as you can, but the plain people all over this land of ours, 
never wanting in charitable instincts and purposes, will never 
submit to an appropriation of money to these institutions which 
have really no need for them. This institution can use the appro- 
priation; of course it can. So can my friend from Dlinois | Mr. 
CANNON]. So could I use it; so could every other member of this 
House of Representatives use this appropriation. Remember, 
gentlemen, that there are charitable institutions all over this 
country. The people of my State, who have endured a combina- 
tion of drought, Debsism, and Democracy [laughter], and from 
which, thanks to a vigorous constitution, they are rapidly recov- 
ering, could very well use this appropriation, and much more than 
this. But they do not ask it, and neither should this institution ask 
it. Thechildren who are there, and who may properly be entitled to 
the public care, can be remitted tothe board of children’s guardians, 
who will amply take care of every child that is properly a public 
charge. In closing,I wish to call attention to a suggestion which 
has been sent to me by some kind friend, which is that the expend- 
itures in each and every one of these cases are invariably made in 
advance of the anditing. The expenditures are all made by pri- 
vate persons. The appropriation is made here in gross, and when 
the vouchers are presented, provided only they are for mainte- 
nance of the institution, there is nothing to be done but accept 
them. The money is already gone. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I will ask to be indniged for 
somewhat more than five minutes, as I want to talk about these 
appropriations, not having yet done so to any great extent. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Illinois be given unlimited time. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. [donot think, Mr. Chairman, that Ishall occupy 
more than tenor fifteenminutes. I willdeal first with the last point 
made by the gentleman from Nebraska, a point furnished, ashe tells 
us, by some anonymous person, and one as to which he ought not 
to have allowed himself to be imposed upon to the extent of voic- 
ing it here. The gentleman says that these appropriations are 
expended before the accounting. Of course they are. There is 
no appropriation made for the carrying on of this Government 
but that the expenditure is made before the accounting. In the 


very nature of things it is impossible that it should be otherwise, 
you were required to account before you expended, you 
0 it; as there would not be anything to account for, 


because if 
could not 
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How are Government expenditures made? A bonded officer of 
the Government, called a disbursing officer, files his bond. Then 
@ requisition is made by the SS He takes the 


money and expends it according to authority, and if he fails 
to keep within his ——a it is at his own peril, 
not settle his accounts. 
nded exactly in that way, just as the expen res are made for 

he Army, for the Navy, for this Honse of Representatives, for 
the whole public service everywhere. I commend my friend 
from Nebraska to talk to the law and the pending amendments, 
and I will try to do so myself. 

Let me say, Mr. Chairman, that I have taken occasion to go to 
the bottom of this question, and I hold myself personally responsi- 
ble for every statement of fact that I shall introduce here. I want 
to have this a disposed of in view of the facts and not 
in view of general declamation. I can stand and declaim with 
my friend from Nebraska that I, too, believe in the Government 
making its own expenditures. I am not amember of any church, 
and the doubts which cluster in my mind as to whether anybod 
knows ee certainly about the matter to the exclusion of all 
others makes me wonderfully charitable to them all. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary for me to declaim as to 
what my position is upon that general subject. I stand here as a 
Representative to do my duty. It is not necessary for me to legis- 
late in the light of declamation; I prefer to legislate in the light 
of facts. On the general question I am not without record. I do 
not believe in sectarianism being supported at the public expense. 
General Grant inaugurated the peace policy with the Indians, and 
there grew up a church educational service in connection with the 
Indiaus, and as the years rolled around there developed an abuse. 
I had the honor to draft an amendment, which was offered in this 
House in a recent Congress, and which put in process of ultimate 
extinction the use of public money for sectarian education among 
the Indians. We did not undertake to stop it all at once, because 
if we had cut it off in the twinkling of an eye, before the Govern- 
ment was ready to furnish adequate facilities for educating the 
Indians, they would have gone without instruction; but the abuse 
is in the course of being wiped out. Wise legislation takes account 
of the surroundings and the circumstances, and moves judiciously 
in the right direction, taking care to cause as little disturbance 
— Be gg as little injustice as possible to the actual interests 

nvolved. 

Now, having said this much by way of preface, let us look at 
what the facts in this case are. 

Prior to 1892 we had two methods of relieving poor children 
and others in this District. One, practiced to a considerable 
extent, was to absolutely build the asylum or house of correction 
or other building where these persons were to be placed, super- 
intend its operations, and pay all the expense. Another method, 
practiced during many years, was and is to cooperate with chari- 
iably minded people in contributing a part of the expense from 
the Government Treasury, they contributing the bulk of it from 
private means. Right or wrong, that was the system; like Topsy, 
“it growed.” But in 1892 we commenced to take a new depar- 
ture, and legislation was enacted to which I pray the attention of 
the House. This legislation created the board of children’s 
guardians, with what powers? 

I read the law: 

That said board shall have the care and supervision of the follo classes 
of children: First, all children committed under section 2 of the act of Feb- 
ruary 12, 1885, entitled “An act for the protection of children in the District, 
and for other purposes"; second—- 

Now I ask gentlemen to followme in what I am about to read— 


all children who are destitute of suitable homes and adequate means of 
earning an honest living: all children abandoned by their —_ or ous 
jans; all children of ha itually drunken or vicious or unfi parents; all chil- 
dren habitually begging on the streets or from door to door; all children 
kept in vicious or immoral associations; all children known by their language 
or life to be vicious or incorrigible— 


Now, is there any limitation in this? Observe the limitation. 


because he can 
ow, this $1,800 appropriation is ex- 


‘Here it is: 


whenever such children may be committed to the care of the board by the 
police court or the criminal court of the District. 

And then the necessary power is given to carry out the objects 
of the act. Under that law no child can pass under the jurisdic- 
tion of this board of children’s guardians until it has its day 
in court and has been adjudicated to belong to one of these classes 
designated, and is fo ly branded as having criminal instincts, 
or being unfortunate, or otherwise co: under some one of 
these definitions, and is also destitute. When that fact has been 
solemnly adjudged by the court the child is committed to the care 
of this board. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Will the gentleman permit me a 
moment? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I desire to call the gentleman’s at- 
tention to the fact that the board of children’s "yore as 
shown by their report, are ao nothing at all with ‘‘incorrigi- 
ble” children. Those are y taken care of by the Reform 
School, or similar institutions. I submit, therefore, that the con- 
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struction which the gentleman is now placing upon the act of 1899 
is hardly warranted. Heis not justified in assuming that when a 
child is placed under the rdianship of this board there is any 
stigma or stain put upon it. There is absolutely nothing of that 
kind contemplated by the law. 

Mr.CANNON. Iknow there is a Reform School that takes care 
of those children who have committed criminal acts, etc., and 
there are other institutions having similar purposes. The lan- 
guage of the act is: 

All children kept in vicious or immoral associations, all children known by 


their language or life to be vicious or incorrigible, whenever such childre 
may be committed, etc. ‘! aren 


Now, this law went into force July 26, 1892. At the next ses- 
sion of Congress—the Fifty-second Congress, of which I had not 
the honor to be a member—the Committee on Appropriations, 
following the construction then ge to that act, in reporting the 
District appropriation bill, struck out all child-caring charitable 
institutions and gave to the board of children’s guardians the 
appropriations which had previously been given to such institu- 
tions. The bill a the House in that shape, with all these 
institutions struck out, just as the gentleman from Nebraska now 
wants them struck out here. But the Senate restored the various 
institutions, giving them 70 per cent of the amounts of the pre- 
vious appropriations. In conference the amounts were reduced 
to about 60 per cent, the other 40 = cent amounting to $24,200, 
being given to the board of children’s guardians; and of that 


sum the board in its legitimate work was able to spend only about 
$17,000, leaving a balance of more than $7,000, which it was ear- 
nestly recommended (House Executive Document 103) before the 


close of the year should be distributed among the child-caring insti- 
tutions; but the year closed before the deficiency bill was acted on. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Right there will my friend allow 
me to aa in his remarks—— 

Mr. C ON. I would rather the gentleman should not “ in- 
corporate” anything in my remarks; but if he has any question 
touching this point, I will yield to him. 

Mr. INER of Nebraska. I desire, then, to ask my friend 
whether he has not overlooked a very significant part of the re- 

ort of the superintendent of charities for the year 1895, page 269, 
in which reference is made to this board of children’s guardians, 
and in which the following language is used: 

It will be noticed that nearly all of the commitments promoted by our 
agent appear to have been for simple destitution, the number shown as 
having nm rescued from immoral surroundings and taken from drunken 
and unfit parents having almost disappeared. difference is more appar- 
ent than real. It has been found that it is much easier to prove that a child 
is “ destitute of suitable home and adequate means of earning an honest liv- 
ing” than that he is the child of “drunken and unfit parents,” or * kept in 
vicious or immoral associations," notwithstanding the fact that his destitu- 
tion and lack of means of earning an honest living were the direct results of 
the “unfit” character of his parents or the * vicious and immoral” nature 
of his home associations. 

No incorrigible children have been presented for commitment by our 
agent. It has been known throughout the year— 


This is the passage to which I challenge the special attention of 
the gentleman from Illinois— 
that the funds at the dis of the board would not be sufficient to meet 
the demands upon it, and this class of children are always most expensive and 
troublesome to deal with. ere are several reasons why the board could 
not give them terms of institution training, and to place them in free private 
homes without such training would simply be to torn them loose upon un- 
suspecting persons entitled to better treatment. 

This shows that instead of there being a surplus of funds there 
is a deficit of funds in the hands of this public institution, the 
board of children’s guardians. 

Mr, CANNON. my friend can contain himself until I can 
complete a statement of what has been done since this law of 14!)2 
was passed, he will find that he and I do not disagree about the 
facts. If we do, it ye ew em misfortune, because I speak from 
the record. I say, the first year there was $7,000 which the board 
of children’s guardians did not spend. : 

Now let me go on to the next step. At the first regular session 
of the Fifty-third Congress—the Congress just preceding this— 
the Committee on Appropriations again reported the District ap- 
propriation bill for the fiscal year ending 1895, omitting the child- 
caring institutions, and giving the money direct to the board of 
children’s guardians; but after discussion of that provision (see 
RECORD, volume 139, page 2835), the institutions were restored to 
the bill in the same sums given in the previous aves that is, on the 
basis of 60 per cent for private institutions and 40 per cent to the 
board of children’s guardians. That is the next step. 

The Senate increased the amount for these institutions to about 
90 per cent of the sums at both of the a Congresses for the 
board of children’s ians, in order to give them approxi- 
mately all that they had previously received, exclusive of what 
the board of children’s dians had expended, and relieved 
them of that—the board having reduced the expenditures $7,700 
of the preceding year, an amount — to the sum not expended 
the year before. In 1894 the board of children’s guardians re- 
ceived $24,700, and for 1895 it was reduced on the basis of the 

ditures to$17,000. For 1896 the ny riation was increased 
to $20,000, and they come now asking a farther appropriation for 








1896. 
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the balance of this fiscal year; and I feel that Iam warranted in 
stating, as they now, for the first time, ask this relief, that the de- 
ficiency will be given for the full amount, and I have no doubt it 
ought to be on the regular deficiency appropriation bill. 
or 1897 this bill recommends $27,400 for the board of children’s 
guardians. There is no man in the House or in the country that 
welcomes efficient work by the board of children’s guardians, | 
under the law creating it, more than I do, and it is working. The 
first year it could not expend but $17,000; the next year about the 
same amount was expended; the next year it asked an appropria- 
tion of $20,000, and now comes asking for a deficiency. The com- | 
ing year it is asking $27,000, and we have written every dollar of | 
it in the appropriation bill. This board of children’s guardians | 
is growing, and I welcome its growth; and let me say, in passing, | 
that the true friend of charity, from the standpoint of the Gov- | 
ernment administering its own appropriations, is the man that | 
intelligently, without being prejudiced, founds that system and 
yromotes its growth, traveling with the appropriations hand in | 
hand with the efficiency of the service. 
Now, what did the Committee on Appropriations do? In the | 
light of this act of 1892, in the light of the action of Congress, the 
Congress before the last one, and in the light of the action of the 
last Congress at both its sessions, we recognized the growth of | 
the board of children’s guardians and gave them every cent they 
asked. We say to them: ‘‘ Well done: we are glad you are be- | 
coming established;” and we are at the same time following along | 
the line of caring for these helpless children as Congress did care | 
for them and make the appropriations in the same direction until | 
we can care for them otherwise. 
Now, a word further. Iholdin my handastatement, and I call | 
my friend’s attention to it, made this morning by the president of | 
the board of children’s guardians, Mr. Simon Wolf, for thirty 
years a resident of this District, by birth and religion an Israelite, | 
aman of broad views, a magnificent citizen, a man who has been 
conversant through all these years with charity, and he justifies 
the wisdom of the recommendation of the Committee on Appro- 
riations following the precedent we did follow in the words which | 
will ask the Clerk to read. I claim the attention of the House, 
especially the attention of my friend from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER], | 
while it is being read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
House of Representatives, February 3, 189€. 


STATEMENT OF MR. SIMON WOLF, CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD OF CHILDREN’S | 


of children’s guardians. 


| House, can not report general legislation. 





GUARDIANS AND CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 
OF THE GERMAN ORPHAN ASYLUM. 


Mr. CANNON. How long have you lived in the District? 

Mr. WoL¥Y. Thirty-four years. 

Mr. CANNON. Have you had occasion during a portion or allof that time to 
have had your attention directed to the charities of the District? 

Mr. WoLF. Very much so. 

cannes. How long have you been president of the board of children’s 
guardians? 

Mr. Wo LF. Since the institution was organized, with the exception of a 
part of a year in which Miss Loring was president, when I had ronan. 

Mr. CANNON. Am I correct in understanding that the board of children’s 
| and we only obtain jurisdiction of children by commitment through the 
cour 

Mr. Wo .F. Entirely so. 

Mr. Cannon. Is the work of the board of children’s guardians growing? 

Mr. Wo LF. It is steadily increasing and would be much larger were our 
— larger, as we can not take care of as many children as are 
ap’ or. 

Mr. CANNON. Your estimates for this year are $27,400. 

Mr. Wor. Yes, sir; anda deficiency also. 'The amount necessary for feeble- 
minded children is inadequate in consequence of the high rates claimed at 
Elwin, Pa. We have been trying several other piaces, but we find the color 
line forms an important factor. ; 

Mr. CANNON. ese are institutions to which you commit feeble-minded 
children? 

Mr. WoLF. Yes, sir. md 

Mr. CANNON. In the present condition of charitable work in the District and 
of legislation covering the power of the board of children’s guardians, what 
would be the practical effect for this fiscal year of a failure to appropriate for 
the utilization of the various private charities? 

Mr. Wo tF. A calamity for those institutions without conferring adequate 
authority upon the board of children’s guardians. Before any such radical 
step could be taken further legislation is indispensably necessary, as the board 
is ina state of evolution. It has to propagate its ideas by practical work, and 
while we have accomplished much, and while primarily we claim that all ap- 

F tions given by the Government for the care of indigent children in the 

ict of Columbia should go through us, we are not so blind as to ignore 
the tradition, sentiment, and feelings of a large number of well-disposed, well- 
meaning, kind-hearted, and charitable people. 

Mr. CANNON. What would be the effect (without further legislation) upon 
the children who will be really entitled to relief, of the withholding of appro- 
priation from the various private institutions? 

Mr. Wo ¥F. I think it would cripple private institutions and prove a great 

to many deserving — who, from a feeling of religion, habits, or 

traditions, do not like to have their misfortunes dragged into the public 

courts, and thus, while a principle would be observed, much practical harm 
‘ht ensue for the present. . 

r. CANNON. Then, I understand you, from the standpoint of complete 

ration, through strictly governmental agencies, or Government 

appropriations, under existing conditions, without further legislation, such 

appropriations are not desirable. 

. WoLF. Not at present. In regard to the German Orphan Asylum, I 
will state that as far as the Government controlling expenses in any of these 
private institutions under existing law and rules adopted by the Commis- 

ed | dollar that is appropriated must be drawn from the Treasur. 
of the Uni States. The treasurer or the auditing officer must give bond, 
and the vouchers must be submitted and passed through the auditing branches 








of the Government before any further appropriation can be utilized for said 
institutions. Every safeguard is thrown around the children of the German 
Orphan Asylum, which institution is strictly nonsectarian, having all shades 
of religious opinion represented on the board. This is alsotrue of the board 
All shades of opinion, as well as both colors, are rep- 
resented on said board. 

I will state that practically I have always been opposed to any union of 
church and state, and that I have so declared to friends. And once, when I 
appeared before the committee of the constitutional convention in the State 
ot New York, I claimed that the Jews ought not to ask any money to be 


} given by the Government; but, notwithstanding, I have opinions fixed, and 


therefore I recognize the conditions and do not believe in radical measures 
without first preparing the public mind. I think that reforms should go 
hand in hand with efficiency of public service. 

I wish to state, if it is at all desirous, that the superintendent of charities, 
who is present, has been most efficient and energetic and in every way possi- 
ble seems to be imbued with a single purpose to do his duty. . . 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, that is the statement of a man 
who has been almost constantly at the head of the board of chil- 
dren's charities since its creation. Now, let us look at it practi- 
cally. The Committee on Appropriations, under the rule of the 
It is subject to points 
of order, and absolutely prohibited by the rules, as gentlemen have 
seen on this bill. Mr. Simon Wolf says that without further leg- 
islation the amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska, if en- 
acted into law, would be most disastrous. To whom? Why, to 
the children. What do you make the appropriations for? Tocare 
for those who somehow or other in the operations of God’s law 
are unfortunate. Iwould have the ideal institutions, if I could, to 
perform all the service of my country. When I can not get the 
ideal thing spoken into law in a second of time, full armed, as 


| Minerva was when she sprang from the brain of Jove, I will do 


the next best thing, and I will care for the unfortunate, hungry, 
and defenseless children by the best means at hand. 

I do not care whether it is St. John’s Orphanage or some other 
orphanage. Before they shall go cold and hungry, and unpro- 
tected and uncared for, I will even utilize that institution that be- 
lieves in the divinity of Christ possibly froin a little different 
standpoint than I believe. It is not a question of the divinity of 
Christ from any standpoint, so far as this appropriation is con- 
cerned. It isa question of relieving the suffering of those who 
are not sofortunate as your children and mine have been. It isa 
question (pending the time we build good orphan asylums) of using 
those to take care of those children who have the means to care 
for them. 

Now, gentlemen may ask what legislation is desired. Before 
the gentleman’s amendment can be safely enacted, legislation is 
desired that wid clothe this board of children’s guardians with 
power to take the half orphan, whose unfortunate parent, father 
or mother, can not support him, and insteadof completely pauper- 
izing that parent, who may be only temporarily cubase by 
allowing her children to be adjudicated paupers or vicious, that 
she may say, ‘Here is my misfortune. I can not care for my 
helpless child. I hope for employment in three months or six 
months. For God’s sake take my child and care for it.” 

Ah, but, says my friend, the child can be adjudicated a panu- 
per by the courts. But, gentlemen, I would relieve people in that 
way, when they ought to be relieved in that way. I sometimes 
give charity, but I never have given to an adult without fearing 
that I have contributed something to break down the manhood of 
that adult. You may say that is sentiment. But, gentlemen, 
character is builded upon sentiment, and when we lose our self- 
respect and feel that others have lost respect for us, we are in a 
pretty bad way. 

Now, when you clothe this board of children’s guardians with 
legislative power to in some measure throw its arms around this 
class of unfortunates, as the grace of God is thrown around the 
unfortunate from the standpoint of love, and forbearance, and 
sympathy, then I will vote with my friend; but until you give 
that legislative authority I am not here to say that I will turn 
out of these institutions any children because forsooth they have 
not been, or the parent or guardian does not desire them to be, 
adjudicated paupers or vicious under the J.w as it now stands. 

Now, a word as to the merits of St. John’s Orphanage. My 
friend from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER], it seems to me, in his criti- 
cism, was not quite as happy as I have heard him. He spoke of 
the millionaire communicants in this church, and mentioned the 
names of one or two on Saturday. Well, gentlemen, if I was 
running a church in the District of Columbia and had charitable 
work on hand, if I could reach out and bring into the charitable 
organizations of that church as rich a woman as Mrs. Hearst, I 
would do so. I would bring in everybody that I could. 

Now, this institution is organized. It is an old church orphan- 
age. My friends say that last year they paid $6,000 of their debt. 
Why, they have a private income. They had a bequest of $5,000 
from Mr. Warder. Their parishioners contributed liberally, and 
I thank God they were able to doso. I did not contribute any- 
thing to this church orphanage, for I have my own little work to 
do in my own corner. "But does my friend know what it costs the 
Government from the Treasury of the United States and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, how much per capita the Government contrib- 
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uted last year in this appropriation of $1,800? Just $20 per = 
Im other words, for, in round numbers, 100 children in St. John’s 
Church Orphanage that were cared for, and well cared for, the 
Government paid one-fifth, or $20 apiece. 

Mr. WHEELER. Eighteen dollars, and last year $15.20. 

Mr. HAINDR of Nebraska. How does the gentleman know it 
did not go to the payment of that debt? 

Mr. CANNON. y friend can not afford, after again give him 
assurances that I have heretofore given, to me a ee that string. 

Mr. HATNER of Nebraska. If my friend wi nae, 
I said every dollar for this orphanage was expen for its main- 
tenance and for payment of some obligation of the institution. 
The gentleman seems to think that he has segregated that $1,800 
given by the Government, but the facts are against him; that 
amount has simply gone into the general fund and into the expendi- 
tures, the legitimate expenditures, I admit, of the institution. That 


is plain. 

Aer. CANNON. On the contrary. Five thousand dollars of 
this was a special bequest given to pay this debt. Sometimes it 
is said we believe in funerals, but this man who is dead and gone 
did well. Ican not afford to have any question of fact between 
my friend and myself as to the accounting for the ae 
and [ here and now hold in my hand a complete set of blanks that 
covers the reports of these expenditures in detail. 

Now, follow me again, for I measure my words and speak 
whereof I know after un investigation. There is a treasurer of 
St. John’s Orphanage. He has not and can not draw one cent of 
the public money until he executes his bond as adisbursing officer 
of the United States. Then he can draw one quarter of the $1,800 
for the first quarter of the year. Now, that $1,800 is expended 
for care and maintenance, every dollar and every cent of it, and 
there is an itemized account kept just as any other public expendi- 
tures are kept. That report of expenditures is first given to the 
superintendent of charities. It goesnext from him tothe District 
Commissioners. It goes from them to the District auditor. I am 
now speaking of the three months’ es It goes from 
that auditor to the auditing officers of Treasury for final and- 
iting, just as all Government accounts do; and the three months’ 
expenditures must be audited and approved before the requisition 
of the disbursing officer will be recognized, and the next three 
mouths’ expenditures are advanced by the Government. And my 
friend admits in his argument that if I am correct in this state- 
ment that it takes fro. him the foundation substantially upon 
which he stood. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Oh, no; let there be no mistake 
about this. 

Mr. CANNON. I donot want any misapprehension. I under- 
stand that to be =y friend's position. 

Mr. HAINER. of Nebraska. If you can show that $1,800 was 
segregated, and that the $1,800 a i the Government 
wasexpended for the maintenance of certain specific children who 
a a public charge, then very much of the argument 

m. the facts in this case will be taken away; but you can 
not do that, and do not pretend so to do. say that 
these various amounts of money which came into the funds of the 
institution from various sources were paid out to meet the ex- 
penses of the institution. That is all. 


Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I willadmitthatthereisno question 
that it has been. out to meet the expenses of the institution. 

Mr. WHEELER. And for those who would be a public charge. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill not split hairs with my friend longer. I 
have stated three times the system of accounting. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Illingis a question. 

Mr. C ON. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER.of Wisconsin. Iam unableto see what relevancy 
or pertinency or force there is in the argument of the gentleman 
from Illinois which relates to the accountingsor disbursing of this 
money. What I am interested in seeing is what we a 
men are called upon to do ae and I ask for information if this 
— is a corporation 

r. € ON. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is a sectarian corporation, a 

Catholic institution, is it net? 


Mr. CANNON. it isan Episcopal institution. It is under the 


—e re Church. 
COOPER at Wine lt is what is known in common 
lance as a.sectarian institution. What 
is this, that if we pass this bill as it now is we vote to 
riate $1,800 to a i sectarian 


You sim 


or sectarian p . The matter of the number of 

the hands which it goes, the matter as to the number of 
men, who i the receipts and vouchers and accounts, do not 
signify. AsI say, that does not touch the question that 
by our votes we are asked to appropriate $1,800 of money to a sec- 
tarian corporation, 
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Mr. CANN ON. Now,Iam glad the gentleman has stated what 
he has, because it absolutely shows, after a man has studied the 
uestion to get at the facts for days, and then to the best of his 
eeble ability has tried to tell the facts, how poor he is in making 
the facets known when a gentleman so intelligent as the gentleman 
from Wisconsin arises and asks such a question as he has asked. 
Now, to reply again in substance to him, the St. John’s Orphan- 
age Association, as I understand, is a corporation of many years’ 
standing, under the patronage of the Episcopal Church. The people 
that are admitted there in pursuance of its organization are needy, 
those requiring nurture and the eare of charitable persons in thio 
absence of natural guardians having the ability to extend such 
care. Now, as the District of Columbia has not been provided, 
under law, with power to relieve these people, the Committee on 
Appropriations recommend this $1,800, as such sums have hereto- 
fore been recommended and as as a contribution toward 
the support.of the 100children in thatrefuge. But my friend | Mr. 
Cooper of Wisconsin = he-does not care anything about tho 
accounting. Well, Mr. airman, I do, because this service is 
placed under an officer of the Government, duly appointed, con 
firmed by the Senate, duly sworn, and it is his duty, under the 
law, which I have before me, to know about the conduct of this 
institution and about the children that are in it. This money is 
drawn from the Treasury by a bonded officer of the United Staics, 
and, as proof that it is expended for the care and maintenance of 
those who would otherwise be hungry, and who are wards of this 
Government, the accounts are audited like other Government 
accounts. 

Now, my friend says that he objects to this appropriation be- 
cause it utilizes a sectarian institution, and from that I suppose 
that if he gets an opportunity he will vote for the amendment of 
the gentleman from Nebraska. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do not know what the amend- 
mentis. I shall vote against the provision in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Verywell. Theamendment of the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. HAIneR] strikes out all these items and puts 
the poe under the control of the board of children’s guardians. 

Mr. GROUT. But that is not the pending motion. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; but that is the purpose the gentleman 
announces. Now,I say to my friend from Wisconsin that the 
very statute which he refers to makes it lawful for this board of 
children’s guardians to utilize this and all other sectarian institu- 
tions; somy friend will see that, when it comes to voting upon 
either of these rae teoape so. far as he is concerned, he will hive 
to be like the colored and “take tothe woods.” [Laughter. | 

Mr. RAY. MaylI the gentleman a question? Is there any 
existing general provision of law for the care of orphan children 
in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. CANNON. None except under these appropriation bills— 
except through the board of children’s guardians. 

Mr. RAY. And, as I understand, it has been the custom of 

Congress from year to year to make these appropriations? 
“ Mr. CANNON. Yes. The gentleman from New York asks 
whether there is any provision of law. I desire to say that tho 
board of children’s guardians that I have been talking about is a 
Government board and has power, when children are committed 
to it by the courts, to maintain them. 

Mr. Y. But these children that are cared for by this or- 
phanage association are not committed to the charge of the board 
of asa en 

Mr. WASHINGTON. May I ask the gentleman from Mlinois 
a question? 


r. CANNON. a: 
Mr. WASHINGTON. ese children that are committed to 
this board of children’s ians, do you know in what institu- 
tions they are placed, w in institutions in this District or 


elsewhere? 

Mr. CANNON. In part to institutions in the District; in part 
to homes outside of the District; in part to deaf and dumb or in- 
sane institutions, in cases where the children are imbecile or need 
the care of such institutions. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That, I understand, is forthe reason that 
the District has no institutions to which any of this class of chil- 
dren can be committed. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. And the children must therefore be com- 
mitted to some ¢ institution, either here or elsewhere: — 

Mr.CANNON. Precisely. And that goes tothe very core of this 
contention, the fact that, as to the great majority of children who 
are needy and ought to be cared for, there is no law under which 
they can be admitted to such institutions and no Government in- 
stitutions to which they can be admitted. Now, pending the 
enactment of any such law, I say it would be cruelty to split hairs 
and say: ‘‘We will not do anything for these children because we 
are not ready to do i them ing to our exact 
views of propriety.” 











Mr. RAY. May Lask the gentleman one other question? 


Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. AsI understand it, thesechildren whoare cared for 
by this particular church are not exclusively children taken from 
the families or from the care of relatives of persons who belong 
to that church. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no. It is God’s poor that need relief and 
that obtain it there. 

Mr. RAY. God’s poor from all churches? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. Or perhaps from no church? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. WHEELER. The report itself states that expressly. 

Mr. RAY. 
to the church to which the children or their parents belong, or 
with which they may be connected. 

Mr. CANNON. Not the slightest on earth. 

Mr. PITNEY. Arethe board of children’s guardians provided 


with any building or institution to which they may commit such | 


00K? 
' Mr. CANNON. Not at all. 
Mr. PITNEY. Is there any building or institution in the Dis- 


trict of Columbia of a public nature in which the children of the 


,0or may be cared for if these appropriations are struck out of the | 


? 


Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman mean under this jurisdic- 
tion? 

Mr. PITNEY. Under public jurisdiction. 

Mr. CANNON. None, except the Reform Sehool and other in- 
stitutions of that character of a quasi criminal nature. 

Mr. PITNEY. Do yeu know whether those institutions are 
sufficient to care for all the children of the District needing care? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh,no. They are taxed now to their utmost 
limit. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
ernment accounting officers. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; but my friend says he does not care any- 
thing about those. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do not, for this reason—— 

Mr. CANNON. {I will hear the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Has that Government accounting 
officer under the law, if this bill shall become a law in the form 
itnow stands, any jurisdiction to withhold one penny of this fund 
from the conductorsof this Episcopal institution, they telling him 
that they wanted to pay debts? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Wheredoes he get that authority? 

Mr. CANNON. Have I got to open a kindergarten here on 
Government accounting? [ ares 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. As | look at the matter, this 
House, in the provision now under discussion, makes a plain, direct 
appropriation of a specific sum, without conditions, subject to no 
authority or revision by any person or persons in or out of Gov- 
ernment employ, to a sectarian corporation. This provision does 
not state the purposes for which the money is to be used nor the 
persons who are to direct how it shall be used nor the persons who 
are to receive it, but the money is given to a corporate association; 
the corporate officers draw it, and no Government officer has ju- 
risdiction over it. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, of such criticism comes much 
of the o ition to this appropriation. I say again, that the 
whole field of law, so far as it applies to a and ac- 
countings, is called into force in the expenditure of this money; 
and I commend the gentlemen to astudy of theaccounting system 
of the Government—— 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin rose. 

Mr. CANNON. Andif itis upon that question that the gen- 
tleman again desires to speak, I can not make it any plainer. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman cite the law 
which confers any authority upon any person, corporate or other- 
wise, to control the expenditure of this fund, except only the offi- 
cers of this corporation who get this money by donation from the 
Government without any qualification whatever? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I before called my friend’s at- 
tention (if he has done me the honor to listen to the earlier part 
of this debate) to the authority. That authority consists in part 
of the law creating the superintendent of charities and defining 
his duties touching these institutions, and of the order of the Dis- 
triet Commissioners made under the law requiring the auditing, 
and the law requiring the final accounting. Now, that tells the 
whole story to a man who is versed in Government appropriation 
and accounting; and I can not say anything further about it. 

Mr. COOP of Wisconsin. Does the gentleman claim, be- 
cause this sum of $1,800 must be used under the law he has read 
for the maintenance of this institution (the point I make is evaded), 
that this is a direct appropriation for sectarian purposes? 

Mr.CANNON. Ievadenothing. Isay, measuring my words— 


The gentleman speaks of the Gov- 


And, as I understand, no attention whatever is paid | 
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and my friend must not ask me to stand here and take the time of 
this Committee of the Whole in making him understand Govern- 
ment accounting—I say again, measuring my words, that no dol- 
lar of this money can be drawn from the Treasury except by a 
disbursing officer, and that such officer can not settle his accounts 
until he has complied with the law in showing that every cent 
received by him has been applied for this purpose. 

Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin again rose. 

Mr. CANNON. I can not yield further to my friend upon this 
matter, because I should not feel justified in doing so. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman from Lllinois yield to me? 

Mr. CANNON. With pleasure. 

Mr. POWERS. Can the gentleman inform the committee 
whether the expenditure of this appropriation will pass under the 
eye of Comptroller Bowler? 

Mr. CANNON. Underthe Dockery accounting system it is cer- 
tain to pass under the eye of Comptroller Bowler, just as all other 
Government accounts do. 

Mr. POWERS. Are we not, then, perfectly safe in regard tothe 
expenditure of the appropriation? {Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. That is what I have been trying to demon- 
strate. 

Mr. POWERS. Let meask the gentleman a further question 
whether in his own State the legislature is accustomed to vote 
money to different church organizations for charitable purposes? 

Mr..CANNON. I will say to my friend that in my State there 
are certain charities—those making provision for the insane, the 
deaf, and dumb, etec.—which are conducted in State institutions. 
But the poor are cared for by the respective county authorities 
boards of supervisors, township officers, etc.; and they are in the 


| habit, in some imstances, of building institutions and officering 


them just as I should be glad to do, if we could,in thiscase. But 
if the authorities have not any place im which to care for those 
persons who need public care, they utilize any agency which may 
happen to exist, and which they can hire to take care of the poor 


| that they can not otherwise take care of. 


Mr. POWERS. I notice that in this bill general provision is 
made for the poor, the insane, the criminal— 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POWERS. And in addition to that there are appropriations 
to specific church organizations L > name. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POWERS. Now, my question is whether in the gentle- 
man’s. State the legislature, after providing for the insane, the 
poor, and the criminal classes, goes a step further and takes upon 
the State the burden of appropriating money every year to those 
church organizations? 

Mr. CANNON. In most of the counties, wherever it is neces- 
sary, we utilize whatever means are at hand to care for the poor 
— the county has not its own hospitals or asylums to do the 
work. 

Mr. POWERS. I want the gentleman to get my question— 

Mr. CANNON. Ithimk I understand the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. POWERS. It is whether you appropriate specifically to 
chureh organizations? 

Mr. CANNON. I will answer my friend’s question. We ap- 
propriate specifically to pay any organization that will do the 
service if we are not prepared to doit ourselves. Forinstance, in 
my county of Vermilion we have been in the habit of sendingthe 
poor to the hospitals when they were entitled to relief, because as 
yet the county has no hospitalofits own, and we do not fail tosend 
them toa hospital because, perchance, the hospital is underthecare 
or patronage of achurch. And so I apprehend it is everywhere. 

Mr. POWERS. Well, I apprehend it is not so, and that the 
general rule is quite the reverse of what the gentleman has stated. 

But what I was getting at is this: What excuse have we for trav- 
eling a thousand miles and coming here to Washington and vot- 
ing public money for purposes of this kind which we would not 
dare to do in our own State legislatures? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I would dare to vote for 
anything in my home that I would vote for here. Similar ex- 
penditures of money in my own county have been made where it 
was necessary tomake them. And I will ask my friend from Ver- 
mont now, Representative as he is here, in the absence of the 
means to take care of helpless poor children, whether he will let 
them suffer and refuse to give them care if they can not get that 
care otherwise than by appropriating $20 per capita to be expended 
through this association? 

Mr. POWERS. I would say in response to the inquiry of the 
gentleman that I would make the most liberal appropriations for 
all worthy persons and for all laudable purposes of this kind. 
But this bill appropriates double the money for that purpose that 
was ever appropriated heretofore in our own States per capita. 
It is the extravagance that I am protesting against, and not the 
principle involved. 

I make no war upon any church or any combination of chari- 
table people, but what I do protest against is the amount proposed 
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We should not appropriate a great deal more money than is nec- 
essary to appri pe to take care of these people. 

Mr. CA N ON. Well, as I understand my friend now, he does 
not object on the ground of principle, but merely questions whether 
this appropriation is necessary or not. I have no personal knowl- 
edge of the facts, not having been able to investigate for myself 
personally. But on the best inquiry we could make from all the 
public reports which came to us, it seems necessary that we should 
make this appropriation. We are peculiarly situated here in 
Washington, the gentleman should remember. This is the polit- 
ical center of the Government of the United States. There is a 
large colored population and many helpless people from all parts 
of the country who come in here, and I think that it is not extrava- 
gant when St. John’s Church Orphanage in this city will take care 
of 100 poor children for $20 per capita per annum. 

Now I have done. I have peg: my duty as best I could. 
I have no pride in this bill. a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations, one of the servants of this House, I have a duty 
to perform. I have given you the results of my investigation as 
best I could, and what I believe to be the best interest of the pub- 
lic service here. Now, having given the result of my own inves- 
tigation, if the House sees proper not to make the appropriation 
at all, well and good, so be it. 

Mr. COLSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ilinois 
how many of these institutions now in receipt of appropriations 
from the General Government are sectarian in their character? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I do not know what you mean by “sec- 
tarian.” 

Mr. COLSON, I think the gentleman well understands what 
the term means. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, would you call the Woman’s Christian 
Association sectarian? 

Mr. —_ of Nebraska, That is not involved in the ques- 
tion at all. 

Mr. COLSON. I am asking the gentleman a question for 
information. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know what the gentleman means 
exactly. We have passed that item, and there is no question 
about that. 

Mr. MORSE. I would like to answer the gentleman and tell 
him that it is not a sectarian institution. 

Mr.CANNON. There are several of these institutions that we 
have ee ae is the Woman’s Christian Association, 
there is the National Homeopathic Hospital, the Washington Hos- 
pital for Foundlings, and so on. We are on page 38 of the bill, 
and let me say to the gentlemen that there are many charitable 
associations in this District that are caring for children without 
one cent of aid, but wholly by “ subscription, and they are 
not referred to at all in this bill. But let me be frank with the 
gentleman. I would not vercnene one cent to any ogame insti- 
tution, for the benefit of the institution, whether it sectarian 
or otherwise. But until the Government builds orphan asylums 
of its own, which I favor, I would have a institution to care for 
the poor children of this District that will care for them, rather 
than let the children suffer. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DINGLEY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing from the 
President of the United States was communicated to the House 
by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also informed the 

ouse of Rerresentatives that the President had approved and 
signed joint resolution (H. Res, 88) authorizing the distribution of 
copies of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Navies 
in Congressional districts where distribution has not been made. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


ne committee again resumed its session, Mr. PAYNE in the 
chair. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I should like to 
be permitted to occupy a little more time than five minutes in 
this discussion. 

Mr. BARRETT. I object. 

Mr.SAYERS. I hope the gentleman will not do that. Time 
was given to that side, and certainly the same courtesy should be 
extended to this. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to have about 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. GROUT. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have fifteen minutes. 

Mr. MORSE. I amentirely content, if itis understood that the 
previous question is not to be moved. 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, there is no previous question here in com- 


mittee. 
Mr. MORSE. Well, or the debate closed. I want five minutes 


m ; 
The CHAIRMAN . Is there objection to allowing the gentle- 
man from New York fifteen minutes? 
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Mr. KEM. I object. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire first to 
express my appreciation of the rare courtesy extended to me by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, I believe. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. No, Mr. Chairman, I object, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. ' 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Since only five minutes haye 
been accorded to me by this rare exhibition of courtesy, I must 
endeavor to condense my remarks and let them be embraced within 
the time limited. 

Before proceeding to discuss the question before the House. | 
desire to call attention to a serious misrepresentation made in thy 
remarks of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HAINnER] on Sat- 
urday last. We can not, under our rules of procedure, always 
guard against the poisoned tongue of slander. An ordinary at 
tack I should pay no attention to, but when a gross misstatement 
is made, I feel bound to notice it. 

The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER] said: 

The gentleman from New York, however, by his vote and advice, as we}] 
as by hisactions, which speak louder than words, would send tothe poorhons: 


every old soldier in the land that he possibly could, unless outvoted by tho 
patriotic majority in this House. ; 


This statement, Mr. Chairman, I pronounce to be absolutely 
and unqualifiedly untrue, and I say that no basis can be found fo; 
such a statement in any speech ever made by me on this floor. In 
the pension debate there were two questions argued. One was 
purely an administrative question, the question whether the power 
should be taken away from the Commissioner of Pensions to sus- 
— a pension in case of fraud, and whether that power should 

ye vested in the United States district or circuit courts. That was 
the first question. "Was there any question of poorhouse inyolyed 
in that? 

The other was whether the pension. rolls should be enlarged so 
as to admit widows with an income of $500 per annum. Was 
there any — of the poorhouse involved in. that? 

And so I say that any such statement as that which was made 
the other day must have been conceived in wanton malevolence, 
and therefore should be noticed. 

Now let us see what is the question before the committee. The 
question is whether this appropriation for the Church Orphanage 
of St. John’s Parish shoul stricken out. It is somewhat diffi- 
cult to follow the trend of the views and of the argument of the 
gentleman from Nebraska _— HAINER]. On Saturday last he 
told you he was against all governmental aid, against all State 
aid, to charity. Then, having madea motion against the Tempo- 
rary Home forex-Union Soldiers, he abandoned and withdrew that 
motion, and then struck a blow at the destitute children of the 
District. 

Now he comes in and tells us that he abandons the position taken 
by him on Saturday last—that is, the position that there should be 
no governmental aid—but that he is in favor of giving all this 
money, all this fund, to a quasi police board, this board of chil- 
dren’s guardians—a board of special jurisdiction, not of general 
jurisdiction, deriving its powers from arraignment before a magis- 
trate; because that is the basis and the foundation of its authority. 
The child must be arraigned before the police court, and can only 
be consigned to the care of this board by order of a judge of the 
police court or of the criminal court of this District. His proposi- 
tion is that we give to this board, which, under existing law, has 
no authority whatever to receive one dollar of the money—that 
we give all the funds to it and delegate the power of distribution 
vested in the Congress of the United States to this board, appointed 
by justices of a police court; in other words, instead of being 
the almoners of our own charity, that we delegate it to an insig- 
nificant local board—a board eager to take all power away from 
other charities just as worthy and to aggregate all power over this 
fund in its own hands. 

Gentlemen, I say to you this is not sound. If I had been 
accorded five or ten minutes more, if I had not been deprived by 
the rare courtesy and good ae of a gentleman of this House 
from exercising that privilege, I should have endeavored to 
enlighten the gentleman, 

e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
ee WHEELER. I move that the gentleman have an extension 
of time. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the request? 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from New York _ BARTLETT] have five minutes more time. 

Mr. KEM. I object. “a 

Mr. BARRETT. I should be glad to interpose no objection, if 
the gentleman will allow me one moment to reply to his statement 
in reference to m . 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem]. 
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Mr. GROUT. I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts 


r. BARRETT] for a minute. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
has alluded to my attitude in regard to the extension of his time, 
which he regards as discourteous and is pleased to call a sample 
of impoliteness extended to him. I wish to say to the gentleman 
that I objected to the extension of his time simply for the purpose 
of bringing him to a realizing sense that courtesy is not entirely a 
monopoly of one member, but should be shared by all alike. On 
the 16th day of January, 1896, the gentleman from New York, the 
House being in Committee of the Whole on the pension bill, rose 
and had read, or he read himself, a letter from an anonymous cor- 
respondent which was a practical insult to every member of this 
House, alluding to the House as a ‘“‘ half acre of demagogues.” I 
arose at the time, my attention having been temporarily diverted, 
having heard a few words from the letter, to ask him to allow 
that letter to be read again, in order that the House might havea 
full appreciation of his discourtesy in the deliberate reflection 
which he had made through an anonymous letter upon the intel- 
ligence and patriotism of the members of this House. The gen- 
tleman refused to yield, and therefore I objected to any courtesy 
being extended to him to-day, in the hope that he would learn to 
appreciate that other members of the House were entitled to the 
courtesy which he invoked for himself. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Am I to have my five minutes 
now? 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection was made. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, 
I think you will bear me out in the view—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I move to strike out the last 


word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Vermont yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir; for that purpose. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, 
I think the members of this committee on either side of the aisle, 
on both sides of the House, will agree with me that I endeavored 
during a running debate of a week on the pension question to answer 
every member with courtesy and to give to every member on either 
side of the House all the chance he could desire. If I failed to 
afford a chance to interrupt me to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts it was probably because I had been interrupted four or five 
times within as many minutes and was endeavoring to preserve 
the continuity of my thought and to have some symmetry in the 
lineof my argument. I need hardly say that it would be very far 
from my intention to treat any gentleman representing the State 
of which I have the honor to be a native with any discourtesy. 

Now, to proceed to the consideration of this question of law. 
As lawyers, it will be necessary for the members of this commit- 
tee to consider but three statutes. The firstisthe law of February 
18, 1885, which gave to the magistrates in this District power to 
commit any child who had been subjected to cruel treatment or 
willful abuse to an orphan asylum or charitable institution. 
This act is referred to in the act of 1892, to which the existing 

wer of the board of children’s guardians owes its existence. 

e act of 1892 created the board of children’s guardians, and it 
further gave the board jurisdiction over what? Over children 
who had been committed by reason of the provisions of section 2 
of the act of 1885, and over certain other children. That is to 
say, over all children who are destitute of suitable homes and 
adequate means, all children abandoned by their parents or 
ardians, all children kept in vicious or immoral associations. 
en? Whenever—that is the contingency for which the act 
. such children may be committed to the care of the 
ard by the police court or the criminal court of the District.” 

That is, the jurisdictional power is found in their committal by 
the istrates. Now, it is manifest, when you consider these two 
acts—the act of 1885 and the act of 1892, the law of 1892, which 
created the board of children’s guardians, and is the act which 
may be termed its charter—and when you consider the further fact 
that in the last section of that act of 1892 the general power of 
supervision is given to the superintendent of charities over the 
board of children’s guardians, you will see that it was the inten- 
tion of the lawmaking power to limit the jurisdiction and power 
of the board of children’s guardians, to limit its jurisdiction to the 
exercise of power only over children committed by the magis- 
trates, and not to give general jurisdiction or exercise of power 
over all destitute children within the District of Columbia. 

On the other hand, if you will examine the appropriation act of 
1890, which remains the existing law to-day, you will find that the 
superintendent of charities of the District, an officer appointed by 
the President of the United States and confirmed by the Senate, 
has general power over all charities of the District of Columbia. 
You are asked now, by the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. HaInzR], to take away that power from 
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the superintendent of charities, appointed by the Executive, and 
confer it solely on the board of guardians, appointed by the judges 
of the police courts, and to give that board control over all the 
funds now parceled out through the exercise of our wise discre- 
tion among all these various charities. 

It would be a mistake. It would be a grave error in legislation 
to make this change without due consideration and due advise- 
ment. From another point of view it would be an equally great 
error on the merits. I believe that this association connected with 
the parish of St. John is a most worthy and excellent institution. 
Out of all the funds which are required for its support only a 
paltry contribution of $1,800 is sehed from the Government—— 

Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, it will not, I think, be violative 
of the confidence of the Committee on Appropriations to say that 
on the subject of these private charities, many of which, as we 
have learned, are sectarian, the members of the committee were 
not entirely agreed. This has already been made a yparent by the 
motion and by the remarks of the gentleman from Robraska [ Mr. 
HAINER] who is a member of the committee. 

This question was, of course, fully considered in the committee, 
and when, on the final vote, I found myself in the minority and it 
was proposed to authorize me to report this bill to the House, I 
suggested that it might pow be better to select some one to 
bring in the bill who could support every provision in it, stating 
that, for myself, my position in the committee would be my posi- 
tion in the House. That suggestion, however, was not accepted, 
and I brought this bill in here upon the order of the committee, 
with all points as to individual conviction and individual action 
distinctly reserved. 

Now, in behalf of the committee, let me say they gave this ques- 
tion long and patient consideration in a session which ran well 
into the night, and a majority thought it best—although I feel 
justified in saying that not a single member of the majority was 
entirely satisfied—the majority thought it best to bring the bill 
into the House with the provisions which are found in it, the same 
provisions that have been found in the District appropriation bill 
for years past, except that there is an addition of four new insti- 
tutions calling for an additional appropriation, in the aggregate, 
of $5,000. Those four additional appropriations will be found on 
page 39 of the bill. 

The majority of the committee, I say, thought it best to report 
the bill in this form, and under ordinary circumstances I would 
have subordinated my judgment to the judgment of the commit- 
tee, because I can not say that it was wholly without reason. 
There were really certain reasons for it, some of which have been 
stated by the gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. CANNON]; reasons growing out of the peculiar nature 
of the charities in this District, which are anomalous and quite 
unlike those in other large cities. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I felt then and I feel now that this question 
involves more than mere detail in administration, more than the 
necessities or convenience of the local situation. My objection to 
appropriating public money for these private institutions may be 
briefly stated under two heads. First, as they are purely private 
institutions, the Government has no power—mark what I say— 
the Government hasno power to visit, inspect, and supervise them 
or their expenditure of this money, none whatever. [ am not un- 
mindful of the act creating the office of superintendent of chari- 
ties for the District, or of the fact that Congress has undertaken to 
confer on that officer the right to visit these institutions, to audit 
their accounts, and so on; but these institutions are corporations, 
every one of them. 

It is true they permit the superintendent of charities to go and 
inspect them and to report upon them, but he can not do it asa 
matter of legal right. It is simply permissive. On that point I 
refer, gentlemen, to the famous Dartmouth College decision in 
which this principle was established under the advocacy of the 
great Webster. I say, upon authority of that decision these insti- 
tutions are not subject to public visitation and inspection. It is 
a matter of sufferance. Let some question arise in St. Ann’s In- 
fant Asylum, for instance—there is such an institution—or, say, 
in the St. John’s Orphanage—for that is the one that is now be- 
fore us for consideration—some scandal, or some question involy- 
ing points of moral or religious instruction—— 

Here the hammer fell. } 
{r.GROUT. I should like to have five minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I hope my colleague will be 
allowed the additional time he desires. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. GROUT. Suppose, I say, that some question should arise 
in one of these institutions on some point of moral or religious in- 
struction in some time of great public excitement, which the in- 
stitution did not want looked into, they would havea right to close 
their doors in the face of the superintendent of charities and of 
every other comer, and to say to them, ‘*‘ Gentlemen, betake your- 
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selves into the street.” That would be their legal right. There 
is no ste whatever about it. Mark you, I am onl 


y 
. legal right, for, as a matter of fact, they permit inspec- 
n now. 

Then there is also the question of accounting, which has been re- 
ferred to and elaborately explained by my friend from Illinois, the 
chairman of the Co ttee on App tions. Now, let us see 
about that. In this appropriation, which is for ‘‘ maintenance,” 
it would undoubtedly be the duty of the accounting officers to have 
some account submitted which would show that the money here 
appropriated wase ded for maintenance. The gentleman told 
us that he had vouchers here and forms on which the —— of 
these institutions were made. I have gone through the list, and 
the only one I find containing any items, all the others being blank 
pieces of paper, is the one that I hold in my hand, and the items are: 
** Rent, salaries, all other items of maintenance, including repairs,” 
“Permanent improvements, including —, of real estate, in- 
terest, rr of debt.” These are the items. Now, what 
do we learn from this report about the expenditure of the money 
which we appropriate here? 

Mr, GROUT Not thing + 

r. “ a , as 
marks. These reports do not disclose how much of this money 
goes for ene of testaments in Latin, or Greek, or Hebrew 
or how m may perchance go for the purchase of beads and 
et gn oa ge those are articles used in — eee ay 
not, n the one we are now speaking of particularly, St. 
Tohmes ( , but certainly in those belonging to the Roman 
Church. reports, I say, give us no information as to how 
this money is expended in detail. 

Mr. MO I will say to the gentleman from Vermont that 
in one of these institutions $1,200 was —_ for rum. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, let me say to the gentleman from Massa- 
ernment ~ such Xe statement is liable to be es 
because is —— are used as stimulants for patients, 
a “tale nein h things be : 
ance, ve suc may be p y 

Mr. MORSE. But let me tell my fiend tant the medical attend- 
ance is a item. 

Mr. GROUT. Now, I ask, Mr. Chairman, if this is a proper 
and suitable appropriation for us to make. Has it upon it proper 
limitations? it a business-like affair? Isay no. In g,I 
have alluded to the sectarian character of these , and 
herein lies the second reason why I cam not vote for this appro- 
priation. I wish to say Iam not a member of the American— 
** Patriotic,” a friend near me —or *‘ Protective” or * Prot- 
estant” Association, whatever the name may be. In fact, I know 
so little about the organization that I do not know the exact word 
that the ‘‘P” stands for. It may stand for every one of the words 
Ihave mentioned. All of them are words. Iam not amem- 
ber of this American organization, but Iam an American, and I 
am also a citizen of the State of Vermont. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
. GROUT. I trust I may have additional time. I find I 
can not present this matter as soon as I had hoped. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask that the gentleman from Vermont 
have sufficient time to finish his remar 


There was no objection. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I say I am a citizen of the State 
of Vermont, whose le in 1777—mark that early day—in 1777, 
at a time when most of the colonies were stili their 
charters from the Crown, and at a time, too, when in every one 
of the New England colonies except Rhode Island there was such 
a close union between church and state as to make it uncertain 
whether the church was the state or the state was the church— 
T say at that early time, and in the midst of the ideas ailing 
more than a hun ears ago, the people of Vi 
their constitution right underneath that famous provision pro- 
hibiting, absolutely, human slavery, whic 
first constituti prohibition of slavery 
world—I say they wrote an absolute prohibition of the union of 
church and state and declared for a complete vent ar yma 
ee pee ee ee eee iberty of both. 

That provision is in the constitu to-day; and from the day 
of its adoption until now nota dollar of public money in 
State has ever been appropriated to 
speak more liberally, in behalf of any enterprise wha: 
ever. And, gentlemen, I am ready to 
cane thew gree Sie 
among those green hills any pre 

Several Members. That is right. 

Mr. GROUT. Why, sir, a proposition in the Vermont legisla- 
ture for an ap tion of seney Seno aeer toa 
church or a subordinate organiza’ of achurch or an 
organization whatever, in aid of its charities or its 
work, would be looked upon by the people of Vermont with equal 


h the » was the | not 
1% fee the 


astonishment and alarm, as subversive of one of the most impor- 
tant of the fundamental principles on which the State was built. 
But this is the precise proposition contained in thisappropriation. 
Mr. Chairman, I can not vote for this smapegention and be true to 
the noble history and the grand traditions of theindependent little 
State from which I come—the very birthplace and the home of the 
free church and the free school. I can not vote for it without 
—ne express letter of its constitution as well as the 
spirit of the Constitution of the United States, which forbids alj 
legislation ‘‘respecting an establishment of religion.” I shall ac- 
cordingly vote to strike it from the bill. 

Now, this St. John’s Orphanage Association is a magnificent 
charity. Let no one hesitate to believe that it is doing glorious 
work among the children of the District of Columbia, as un- 
doubtedly, in their respective lines, these other institutions named 
a little further along in the bill are also doing. The St. Ann's 
Asylum, these industrial schools, and all these other charities are 

rforming a noble work. God bless them! Their existence, Mr. 
Cisleaen does not depend upon these appropriations. When it 
is claimed that it does, the charitable and p thropic purposes 
of the people of the District of Columbia and of this whole coun- 

are, in my opinion, poorly wnderstood. 
ow, a word about this particular institution. We find by 
their annual report that ae are no means poor. They are 
really in avery fina condition. This report discloses an 
endowment fund amounting to $18,900, with notes beginning with 
one from Abraham Fardon for $1,000, another for $1,000 from 
another person, one for $2,500, and so on, making up this endow- 
— — of $18,900. is @ es. oe. = does not 
epend on a from gress. wo no doubt 
gladly t appropriation, for it would unquestionably he!p 

e institution to prosecute the charitable work in which it is 

But it will find that the public hand, the hands of 
individuals, will be open to all the necessities of this institution. 
So also will it be found as to all these other institutions. 

I have spoken of two kinds of institutions the appropriations for 
which are, to my mind, objectionable. First, private institutions, 
over which the Government has no control—institutions simply 
private. These are 19 in number, including those of a sectarian 
character. There are, as I am informed (and 1 believe my infor- 
mation is correct), 6 of the 19 of a sectarian character, beginning 
with the Church Association, which we are now con- 
sidering, and incl g the St. Ann’s Infant Asylum, the Associ- 
ation for Works of Mercy, the House of the Good Shepherd, the 
St. Rose’s Industrial School, and the St. Joseph’s Asylam—6 in all. 

For the reasons already given, Mr. Chairman, under no cir- 

can I vote for these sectarian appro’ I must 
stand upon the doctrine taught me among the hills of Vermont, 
and must protest them always. 

As to the other te appropriations for the remaining thirtecn 

k, after a careful study of the ee, that I 
can est a method of solution. Confe y they are 
nonsectarian in their character, and they embrace all shades of 
religious belief and are not open to the objections which have been 
urged against those to which I have referred, and I offer asa part 
of my remarks, which in due time I will offer as a concludin 

r ph to the bill, that which I send to the Chair, and wil 

i explain it after it has been read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That no part of this act for charities or char- 


any money appropriated 
itable ations shall be paid Co any institntion named in this wt until the 
a, or articles of a t 
Commissioners 


agents, authority to visit and inspect such institutions, and to contro! and 
supervise the nditure therein of all public funds out of appropria- 
pe by Cae, pa paid pproj 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, that amendment really explains 
itself. My programme is this: Strike out every one of these sec- 
tarian Seatitedeeiame hae ee on ~ — that we can 

a mone such establishments. 

This provides that no oenensiel be paid toany of these thirteen 
nonsectarian institutions till they so amend their acts of incorpo- 
ration or articles of association as to admit public visitation, in- 
spection,and supervision. In other words, the Government keeps 
its hand on the money which it opriates until the institutions 
om the power of inspection; and it seems to me in all respects 

be a perfectly safe and satisfactory method of dealing with the 
su 


Now Mr. Chairman, a word more, and I think I can explain 
satisfactorily to the committee the attitude of my friend from 
Nebraska. I did not know that he intended to propose the amend- 
ment asa part of his remarks, or I would have conferred with 
him in advance as to the plan proposed by me. But it can ulti- 
mately be off the amendment that I have offered be acted 
upon also as a su te; or he can, if he chooses, withdraw his 
amendment altogether, for I shall insist upon a vote in the com- 
mittee on the amendment I have offered. 
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It is true,in disposition of this matter in the Committee on 
Appropriations, the gentleman from Nebraska and myself stood 


together in ee of substantially his first amendment. But on 
a more careful examination of the matter I am satisfied it is open 
to objection. 

It will not, for instance, work well with the Destitute Colored 
Women and Children’s Home, which was established by the United 
States Government, although it is really a private institution. It 
is almost wholly dependent on the Government for support, and 
the Government should not fail to provide for it unless it is will- 
ing to have it closed. 

As to the board of children’s guardians, to which attention was 

aid in the committee, it is not a privateorganization; it is organ- 
ized by act of Congress, but the officers do not have succession. 
The trustees and managers are appointed by the two police judges 
of the criminal court and the judge of the District court, and they 
may be removed by the same authority. 

This is a public institution, and I first thought it might be util- 
ized in the solution of this problem, but it must be admitted that 
it is open to some of the objections urged by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

The amendment which I will offer when the time comes will, 
I think, work a solution of this whole question, provided the com- 
mittee are willing to stand, with me, first, in saying that to no sec- 
tarian institution shall we appropriate money at all under any cir- 
cumstances, Government inspection or not; and then that as to 
all these other private institutions, we will let them goon as here- 
tofore, provided they will open themselves to inspection and super- 
intendence, as provided by the amendment. 

I do not think of anything more that I wish to say in this con- 
nection. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, as a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations, not only in this Congress, 
but heretofore, when this matter has been considered carefully, 
for a number of years, I desire, so far as I am able, to give rea- 
sons why I think the policy which the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has adopted should be carried out. 

I hope I may not be guilty of divulging any of the secrets of the 
committee when I state that the fight upon this appropriation 
only began at a late hour on the night before this bill was re- 

orted. We had been considering this bill for several weeks. 

inally, on thevery night before we were to report it tothe House, 
when we were considering it for the last time, there appeared 
before that committee an organization known, I believe, as the 
A. P. A., which began an attack upon these mat yieerser for the 
reason, as they conceived, that they were made to sectarian insti- 
tutions. Upto that time I believe there were no dissensionsin the 
om but at that point these gentlemen saw fit to begin an 
attack. 

Now, I want to say, if the object of this es is real 
charity, if it is to aid the weak, the needy, and the unfortunate, 
the little parentless child and the old decrepit man and woman, 
that these institutions are the best channels through which we 
can arrive at that conclusion, the best method of dispensing char- 
ity in this District. 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that appropriations should be 
made directly to sectarian institutions for sectarian purposes, and 
I maintain and hold that these appropriations contained in this 
bill arenot for such purposes. Theappropriations which are made 
by the bill are merely supplemental, in some instances one-quar- 
ter of the amount which these charitable institutions dispense. 
Many of them are almost entirely supported oy the charity of 
gus people in this District and in the country at large. So far as 

know, and I have been able to look personally into the work- 
ings of some of these institutions—so far as I know, there is abso- 
lutely no attempt on the part of these institutions to carry out the 
work of charity in a sectarian way. 

Unless we are ready here now to make appropriations for con- 
structing buildings all over this District, unless we are ready to 
embark in the expenditure of half a million or a million of dollars 
for the p of charity, then, from the standpoint of economy, 
if nothing else, I believe we should adhere to the old-time principle 
of this appropriation. 

I know, Mr. Chairman, that these institutions furnish to charity 
more than this Congress appropriates for that purpose. I know 
that, because of their existence, many of the good people of this 
District are willing to place in their hands for distribution an 
amount of money much larger than that which we give. Now, 
what are the reasons for this appropriation? Charity, it is said. 
If it be charity, all that we are asked to do is to supplement and 
assist these institutions in carrying it out, to the greatest degree 
possible, with the limited amount appropriated. 

It has been said that these institutions are not required to report 
toanyone, Gentlemen can look at the report of the superintend- 
ent in charge of charities in this District and they will find that 
nearly all of them have given to that officer a full. and complete 
account of their expenditures, 
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I want to say that I am perfectly willing to vote for an amend- 
ment which will require that these institutions shall make a report 
of their financial disbursements to an officer of this Government, 
if necessary, but Iam not willing to admit that simply because 
an institution is organized under the name of any particular sect 
the principles of that sect are carried out in the dispensing of 
charity. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHEELER and Mr. Morsk addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr, 
MorsE] is recognized. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I can define my position in regard 
to these charitable societies in the District of Columbia in a few 
sentences. I amin favor of continuing the Government appro- 
priation of money to such of these organizations and charities as 
are nonsectarian in their character, and quite a number of them 
are of that character—the Temporary Home for ex-Union Soldiers 
and Sailors, the Hope and Help Mission for Fallen Women, which 
is doing a great and noble work in this city, ete. 

To cut off the Government appropriation from such charities 
would be cruel and uncalled for. This city has a large number 
of these unfortunate persons to whom these societies afford at 
least temporary relief. 

Many of these societies, those I have mentioned and others, like 
the Central Union Mission, ask no questions about a man’s nation- 
ality, creed, or religion, and are supported by Christian people of 
all denominations. Many of these poor and unfortunate people 
come from remote sections to this city looking for an office or 
work in some Government Department. 

They are not successful, as there are such positions for only a 
fraction of the people who seek them. It would be manifestly 
unjust and unfair to throw all this expense on the charitable peo- 
ple of this city. 

Now, on the other hand, there are some of these institutions 
that are purely religious and sectarian in their character. And 
it is manifestly contrary to the genius and spirit of our Govern- 
ment to appropriate public money for the support of sectarian 
institutions, and there are several appropriations of public money 
for such institutions in this bill, 

I say it violates the principle on which this Government was 
founded—i. e., an entire divorce of church and state—for the Gov- 
ernment to appropriate public money for the sectarian schools or 
charitable institutions. 

One of these charities—the one now under consideration—is an 
Episcopal charity, another is a Lutheran, and quite a number of 
them are Catholic. I will vote against every one of those items 
in this bill. 

Now, as an illustration of several of the nonsectarian charities 
for which I shall be glad to vote to continue Government aid, I call 
attention to the ‘‘ Hope and Help Mission,” whose report will be 
found on page 298, to the superintendent of charities of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

This is an entirely nonsectarian charitable society, the officers of 
which belong to many different Protestant denominations in this 
city, and I believe that it is doing a great and good work among 
the fallen women in this city. It maintains a home in this city 
for their reformation. Asits name implies, it opens a ‘‘door of 
hope ” to these unfortunate people. 

It is presided over by some of the first ladiesin this city. Large 
public meetings have been held in the interests of this work, one 
of which I attended in the Congregational church. 

The Star of this city recently described a visit of some of these 
ladies to some of the disreputable houses in this city and their 
successful efforts to induce some of the unfortunate inmates to 
abandon their wicked life and enter this door of hope. 

I ask the Clerk to read the portion which I have marked, and I 
certainly hope only the sectarian and none of the nonsectarian 
appropriations like this will be stricken from the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Our beneficiaries are largely women who are broken in health and unable 
toearn their own living by any employment which could be secured for them 
under the circumstances. Many of them have been betrayed, and going 
from us in due time to the city hospitals have become mothers. We have 


again cared for them after confinement, with their children, until we could 
secure homes for them or send them back to friends in the city or adjacent 
States. Others have been led to abandon vicious lives,and have been con- 
verted to new and better ways of living through the motherly advice and 


counsel of the ladies of the board through faith and prayer 

All have willingly taken part in the general work of the home, and it is the 
veriest gone where one has not been deeply grateful for the help she has 
received. 

Many worthy but destitute women have been sheltered at the home for 
days or months, and the usefulness of the home has been thus largely in- 
creased, while the demand upon it is greater. 

We ask for a larger appropriation next year, feeling that we should secure 
a larger building, as the drain upon our charity is far greater than ever be- 
fore. We ask the Commissioners to aid usin securing such an appropriation. 

We, the board of managers of the mission, appeal for a direct appropriation 
from Congress of $1,000 in lieu of the $500 now received from the poor fund o 
the District, the latter being entirely inadequate for the needs of the work. 
We feel fully justified in making this appeal by the practical benefits which 
are being derived by the city from this work. 
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I will also inform the gentleman that the Senate has passed a 
bill three separate times, each time appropriating $100,000,000 to 


aid in education in the States, and those bills provided that the 
money should be sent to the educational officers of those States, 
who were authorized to disburse it without any Federal supervi- 
sion whatever, the only requirement being that the State officials 
should report to the Secretary of the Interior how the money was 
expended; and bills of a very similar character have passed this 
House; one such bill, I believe, as late as the Fifty-first Congress. 

Here the various associations which receive these small pittances 
of $1,000 or $1,800, etc., from the Government make detailed re- 

rts not only of how they spend it, but they go further and item- 
ize their expenses. The gentleman from Vermont sent an amend- 
ment to the Clerk’s desk which prohibited giving any money to 
any institution which was sectarian in its character. He said he 
did this because the Constitution of the United States prohibited 
legislation upon religion. I insist that this bill does not legislate 
upon religion, it is peculiarly exempt from any such objection, but 
I insist that his proposed amendment does legislate upon religion, 
and if adopted will be in direct violation of the Constitution. 

The words of the Constitution are: 

Congress shall make no law puppenniog an establishment of religion or pro- 
hibiting the free exercise thereof. 

I insist that the proposed amendment does seek to prohibit the 
free exercise of religion. 

It proposes to require charitable institutions to refrain from 
teaching religion in order to avail themselves of an appropriation 
to take care of poor orphans. 

When you ask this St. John’s Orphanage what it has done with 
this money they point to the fact that they have an average of 95 
and sometimes 115 children, who are receiving the very best care 
and the best support and good education, and to aid in this work 
the association only receives $18 per capita from the Government. 

Here the hammer fell. |} 
eCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, I am not opposed tothe appro- 
riation of all the money necessary for charities in this District, 
but Iam opposed to this Congress appropriating money to sec- 
tarian institutions. Now I want to caution the members right 
here, Mr. Chairman, that there is no proposition to reduce this 
appropriation. I understand the proposition of those who are 
opposing this plan is that this money shall be disbursed by an offi- 
cer appointed by Congress, the body which rules this District. 
You have no more right to appropriate this money for the various 
sectarian institutions here than you have to appropriate it for St. 
John’s Guild in the town in which I live, which maintains an or- 
phanage and home for poor people. You have no more right, I 
say, to appropriate the money contemplated here in this District 
than you have in my town. The question is, whether you shall 
appropriate money to sectarian purposes over which we have no 
control, where you do not know where the money goes or what 
is to be done with it; but if we do make any appropriations, they 

ought to be under the control of our own officers. 
r. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me for a moment. 

Mr. BOWERS. Certainly. 

Mr.CANNON. You would not dome an intentional injustice? 

Mr. BOWERS. Certainly not. 

Mr. CANNON. Isay that there is no such danger. 
mittee does not ~_—— any such thing. 

Mr. BOWERS. ou have named on page 38 the sectarian in- 
stitutions to which these appropriations are to be made, have you 
not? They are named right there, and the expenditures for these 
sectarian institutions are setoutthere. I tell you, Mr. Chairman, 
it is dangerous to enter upon thatline of business. It is forbidden 
by the Tiestitution: it only leads to trouble; it is only the begin- 
ning, the entering wedge, of trouble. We must keep churchand 
state apart. The churches have their privileges, all of them, to 
— and do as they see fit, but let them keep their hands off the 

vernment. We are here simply to legislate for the people, not 
to appropriate money to sectarian institutions. When you do that 
you open a Pandora's box, and no man can tell the evils that will 
come out of that box when you do openit. I say again, that we, 
all of us, are willing to appropriate money for our own people here. 
The poor of this District are under the care of Congress, because 
we are the guardians and the governors of this District, but the 
money we appropriate should be distributed by officers appointed 
or authorized by Congress. 

Mr. WAS GTON. Mr. Chairman, I am a firm believer in 
the principle that there should be no union between church and 
state, nor indeed any partnership between them in the expendi- 
ture of public money for any purpose whatsoever, so far as it is 

ble to prevent it. Sir, the present relation existing between 

e charitable institutions in the District of Columbia and the 
Government, it is but just to say, has been in vogue for some 
years and has grown out of the fact that there are in the District 
no _ charitable institutions of the kind named in this bill in 

this class of unfortunates could be cared for. Hence, it 


The com- 
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has been necessary heretofore to appropriate considerable sums of 
public money to assist these private institutions in caring for the 
orphaned and abandoned children, for the indigent sick, and for 
the unfortunate ones who have become stranded in this city. 

I for one am ready now to inaugurate a change in this order of 
things. I would gladly vote for any measure that would look to 
the erection, at the public expense, by the people of this District 
of suitable institutions, asylums, and hospitals of their own for 
the care of orphan children and of other afflicted persons, just as 
the insane are nowcared for. But pending the consideration and 
enactment of such a bill we must not leave this class of helpless 
people totally dependent upon private charity. To do so would 
becruel and inhuman. I can not support the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER] because I believe 
it would have that effect. 

The board of chiidren’s guardians created under the law of 
1892 has not, in my judgment, the authority to take care of the 
orphans and of the children who are left destitute except such as 
by regular judicial proceedings have been intrusted by the courts 
to the care and custody of the board. Without further amend- 
ment of the law the board could not take charge of any of the 
adult cases requiring charity. I will, however, gladly support the 
amendment offered by my friend from Vermont [Mr. Grout}, 
which goes, I think, about as faras we can properly go at this time, 
and which clearly announces the right principle, namely, that we 
will not give public money to absolutely sectarian institutions, but 
that we will appropriate public money only to such private chari- 
table institutions as are nonsectarian, and require that money to 
the last dollar to be supervised in its expendigue by the Com- 
missioners of the District or their duly authorized representatives. 
Not a dollar of = money should ever be appropriated for 
any purpose without the right being reserved by Congress to 
supervise and control its expenditure. 

he condition which confronts us at this time makes it impera- 
tively necessary, in my opinion, that we should continue to use 
these private nonsectarian charitable institutions until we can 
by law provide others, which belong to the public and can be 
entirely supported and controlled by the public. If this be done, 
let no one think that private charity in the District will cease. By 
no means. The orphan and foundling asylums, the hospitals, and 
homes that are now owned and controlled by private subscrip- 
tion and enterprise will continue to flourish then as now. 

Before we cut loose entirely all public aid from these charities 
let us provide suitable and sufficient buildings at public expense 
for the public to properly care for and keep such persons and 
children and charities as are properly a charge upon the public. 

Many of us remember a debate similar to this which occurred 
in the last Congress on the Indian appropriation bill in regard to 
providing for the education of Indian children. It was muin- 
tained that no money ought to be appropriated to any Indian 
school of a sectarian character, and that contention was sup- 
ported by the same reasons that have been advanced in this 
debate. But the condition that confronted us was, that if we did 
not continue to aid many of the Indian schools under sectarian 
control on the reservations until Government schools could be 
erected we would be compelled to turn several thousand Indian 
children out of doors for from three to five years, until the Gov- 
ernment could provide its own schools in which to educate those 
Indian children. Practically a similar condition confronts us in 
this matter. 

Let us abolish the present system root and branch, but let us 
not be too precipitate. I will vote for a bill appropriating any 
reasonable sum to erect the necessary buildings, and I will vote 
for an annual appropriation far in excess of that carried in this 
bill in order that the public money spent in public charity shall 
be expended and coytrolled solely by public officials and for pub- 
lic purposes. I think the amendment of my friend from Ver- 
mont (Mr. GrRovtT] a step in the right direction, and hence I shall 
vote for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Nebraska. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 38, strike out all of lines 8 and 9: “For the Church Orphanage Asso- 
ciation of St. John’s Parish, maintenance, $1,80.”’ 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. WHEELER. [I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 120, noes 33. 

Mr. WHEELER called for tellers, but withdrew the call, and 
the amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the German Orphan Asylum, maintenance, $1,800. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 


out the pee. just read. 
Mr. GROUT. On what ground does the gentleman move to 
strike out this paragraph? 
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Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I make the motion by way of an 
amendment. 
This is not one o! the sectarian insti- 


Mr. GROUT. But why? 
tutions. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It is, for all practical purposes, a 
sectarian institution. 

Mr. GROUT. It is not in the leasi so; everybody says it is not. 
AsI understand it, Mr. Chairman, this is an amendment offered 
to perfect the bill in accordance with the ideas of the gentleman 
from Nebraska. My idea is that we should leave in the bill this 
institution and every other one that is not sectarian. I want all 
the sectarian institutions to go out, and then, when that is done, 
the House can choose between the idea of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska and mine. I think mine is a sensible, practical solution of 
this question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr.8 er—— 

The CHAIRMAN, e gentleman from Delaware is recognized. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I speak to the motion to strike 
out. I think the sensible thing for us to do at this time—and I say 
it with all the lingering prejudices and predilections and precon- 
ceptions concerning this matter of sectarianism that can reason- 
ably and 4ecertly subsist in the human mind [laughter]—the 
sensible thing for us to do at this time, it seems to me, is to defer 
this radical measure of iconoclasm, this thorough uprooting of the 
existing system of charities in the District of Columbia, until we 
can put something at least as good, if not better, in its place. 
[Laughter and applause. 

Thore are a great many people who do not believe in the Bible, 
but until they can furnish a better Bible than the one we have, 
they had better hold their peace. [Laughter.] And with regard 
to t charities, I will say that I will vote for a system of legis- 
lation so comprehensive and complete as will antedate for at least 
a year any such movement as seems to be indicated to-day. I will 
vote to establish a preparatory system, putting under the control 
of a commission or a board of trustees such oa of charity as 
will effectively meet the demands of this District under the cir- 
cumstances; and when that is accomplished I will vote with other 
gentlemen here to wipe out all private and sectarian institutions 
so far as Government appropriations are concerned, I think this 
policy is one of common sense and ey I would rather 
sacrifice $1,000 than see a little child suffer. d if I am notable 
- a care of a suffering child, while my neighbor is, I will let 

im do it. 

I know that it is reasonable to object to certain phases and 
systems of sectarianism. Out of all the eleven hun creeds 
that this world has been furnished with by the theologians, I would 
not know which one to choose, if I were called upon to select one 
as superior to all the others. And it is claimed by many of these 
church organizations that they have a ‘“‘ corner” on salvation, the 
consequence being that men become prejudiced to an illegitimate 
extent. But here is a question of common humanity; and we had 
better stand still and see the salvation of the Lord before we move 
a step farther. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, evidently the ‘sal- 
vation” of good judgment is very much needed by some gentle- 
men. Now, in this matter I desire that there be no confu- 
sion of ideas. My judgment is that this item should go out—if 
for no other reason, that it is a child-caring institution. All the 
institutions of that class should stand — er. A wise adminis- 
tration demands it. My proposition, which has been read at the 
Clerk’s desk as post of my remarks, would remit this institution, 
with all the children under its care, to the board of children’s 
guardians; and the superintendent of that board is the superin- 
tendent of this German Orphan Asylum. Gentlemen need not 
get behind the small children when they propose to leave in this 

ill a lingering trace of the demon we are trying tocastout. These 
children’s institutions ought to stand together. They should be 
cared for and they will be cared for if a amendment prevails, 
because every dollar that is reported in this bill for the care of 
children will be appropriated to this board of children’s guard- 
ians, of which, as I have said, the superintendent is also the super- 
intendent of this German Orphan Asylum. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman’s —— be adopted 
will the institution receive the private contributions of wealthy 
German-Americans? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Why not? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It will not. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. German citizens certainly will not 
withhold their contributions simply because the Government 
chooses to give its aid in a different tion. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I venture to Foe M4 
that all the wealthy people of this ct contributing 
for the care of the the dink, emneee s District as 
soon as you put these institutions under pu control. The Ger- 
man an Asylum of this city is for all 


to the gentleman 


Orph 
public institution; it is not private. Itis 








and it is nonsectarian. It receives the children of Catholics, Prot- 
estants, Jews—adherents of every denomination. For that reason 
I say it is nonsectarian and public in its character. 

r. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman from Missouri eyi- 
dently labors under the impression that the purpose of this 
amendment is to place the German Orphan Asylum under public 
control. In that he is entirely mistaken. No such purpose as 
that is contemplated by my motion, which is simply to strike out 
the appropriations for this institution, and instead of appropri- 
ating money to the institution directly to place all children prop- 
erly a public charge under the control of the board of children's 
guardians, who, if they see fit to place children in this institution, 
can make arrangements with the asylum for doing so for a defi- 
nite time, making fair payment therefor. 

I apprehend the fact that this institution is thus patronized by 
the board of children’s guardians will not cause the philanthropic 
German-Americans all over the country to withhold the hand of 
charity. Is it possible that any man will withhold one dollar from 
a charitable institution because the Government no longer appro- 
priates to it a 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly not. There is no good 
reason why it should be so. If that were so, then the spirit of 
those people whom I have always cherished is certainly petty and 
mean beyond all possible expression. ae.) But, sir, they 
will not withhold their hand; they will bestow on this institutio) 
in the future as they have done in the = a liberality which is 
only measured by the nn mae f of ae econtributing. Charity 
will yet abide in the land and be e practical by the application 
of right principle. Let private institutions be supported by pri- 
vate means; public institutions by public funds. Let the two 
classes be kept distinct—no intermediilin, of one with the other; 
let there be no divided responsibility or divided control. What 
we seek here is to carry these child-caring institutions together 


in one body over to the of children’s guardians, and let the 
Government control the diture of Government money. 
Mr. MEREDITH. And the children must go through the crim- 


inal court before they can get any benefit from our appropriation. 

Several MemBers. Oh, no. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Nebraska 
moves to strike out the appropriation of $1,800 for the German 
Orphan Asylum. The gentleman is logical. We have already 
struck out the appropriation for the Church hanage Assovia- 
tion of St. Johns Parish, $1,800. As the gentleman from Ne- 
braska claims, the action of the Committee of the Whole in strik- 
ing out, by a majority of 100, the item just voted on shows clearly 
a of the committee to strike out all appropriations of 


Now, the gentleman from Nebraska is further logical by saying 
that later on, when we reach the board of children’s guardians, 
he will move to increase that appropriation and give them the 
money to care for such children as they can get jurisdiction of; 
and it seems to me that if it is our p to take out these pro- 
visions, as is indicated by the action of the committee on the last 
vote, that his motion is apt and proper, because the board of chil- 
dren’s guardians is one thataboundsinlaw. Youmay ask me if I 
think it will take care of all the children that ought to be taken 
care of. I answer, I donot; but that it will take care of a part of 
them; and we had better doa part of a good thing than to do it all 


That is all I desire to say about it. I might add further, how- 
ever, that along the line of sectarian institutions the gentlemen 
run from a ow. This is not appropriating for sectarian insti- 
tutions, but it is the Government of the United States, pending 
the time it builds its own schools and hospitals, hiring those who 
have the equipment to care for helpless poor children. The Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, however, is evidently in the mood for 
striking them out, and that being the case, let us do the next best 
thing. When you strike out the paragraphs, as we have already 
done in one instance, let us proceed to provide for the children ac- 
cording to the conditions that exist, as far as we can do so. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois a question before he takes his seat. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Are you able to point out in the Dill 
which of these particular institutions are denominational in their 
character? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know whether this particular institu- 
tion which we have now under consideration is Lutheran or not. 
I am informed, however, by those around me that it is. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. But are you able to point out those 
that are denominational in this ph? 

Mr. CANNON. oat Iam not—— 


Is there any gentleman on the Appro- 
ive us that information? 

I will say to my friend that 
i of these various insti- 


priations Committee prepared to 
5 one. I 
I did not inquire about the denominations 














tutions, because I could not find anybody else who had the means 
to care for these children during the coming year except the insti- 
tutions that have cared for them heretofore. The Committee of 
the Whole House, however, seems to be desirous of taking another 

sition in regard to the matter; it has voted down the proposition 
of the Committee on Appropriations, and now I thinkit is our duty 
to do the next best thing we can. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If the gentleman will allow me, I think I 
can point out the denominational institutions in this bill. If he 
will begin with line 8 of page 38, down to line 24 on the same 
page, all of them are denominational—from and including line 8 to 
the bottom of the page. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT was recognized. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me a single 
remark? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. The gentleman from [linois stated 
that the majority of the committee are for striking out all of 
the appropriations to institutions other than that known as the 
board of children’s guardians. Idenyit. I think this majority 
have only so far gone as to commit themselves to the proposition 
of striking from the bill all the appropriations to denominational 
or sectarian institutions. 

Mr. GROUT. That is right, exactly. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. And that these nonsectarian institu- 
tions are proper channels for the distribution of public funds 
where we have no other means to accomplish that end. 

Mr. MEREDITH. If the gentleman will permit me, I wish to 
know which of these institutions are sectarian? Do they not all 
stand on the same footing? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Notatall. There are a number of them 
that stand on an entirely different footing from the one now under 
consideration. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Will the gentleman please explain which? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Take the item on page 39, at the top of the 

e, for instance. 
he CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri has been rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I did notintend to partici- 
pate in this discussion. I am entirely unprepared forit, but I feel 
obliged to give expression to some feelings and some ideas that I 
entertain on this question. 

1 am in favor of a general provision striking out all appropria- 
tions, whether they may be made by the nation, by the State, or 
by a municipality, in favor of sectarian or private charitable in- 
stitutions, and I held that view long before what is known as the 
A. P. A. was organized. But in this instance I desire to call the 
attention of the committee first to the fact that what is every- 
body’s business is nobody’s business; and I presume the majority 
of the members would feel just as I doin a matter of this kind. 


If we transfer these institutions from private care and control to | 


public care and control, every taxpayer of the country—and cer- 
tainly we as their representatives should feel the same way—would 
say that he pays taxes for the a of public institutions and 
does not feel called upon to contribute privately to the charitable 
institutions of any denomination to which he may belong. 

So it is with this German Orphan Asylum. This institution is 
maintained by the private contributions of wealthy citizens of this 
city and the surrounding country. The very moment you transfer 
it to public control those private contributions will cease, for the 
reason that all these charitable and philanthropic people will say 
that they as taxpayersshould not be called upon to contribute to pri- 
vate objects. ThereforeI appeal to this committee that in a matter 
where no sectarian purposes are served this action should not be 
taken on the anound of sectarianism. This institution is nonsec- 
tarian. The question has been asked by my friend from Ohio 
ag WILson] whether it was Lutheran or Catholic. As one who 

visited that institution and talked to the manager of it, I say 
to you that I know, no matter whether a child is Catholic or Prot- 
estant, Jew or Mohammedan, or heathen, the child is admitted to 
that institution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him for a moment? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I apprehend what the gentleman has said 
about this German Orphan Asylum applies with equal truth to 
St. John’s Orphan Asylum, which a moment ago was stricken out 
of the bill. There has never been a claim made but that the doors 
of St. John’s Orphan Asylum have been open to children of all 
denominations, with parents of all creeds, just as in this case. 
But the objection which the majority of the House took to it was 
that it was sectarian, meaning by that that it was under sectarian 
management,'not that it closed its doors to any particular sect. 
Understand me, I am not committing myself to ey with 
the views of the majority, but merely trying to get this bill upon 
some logical footing of some kind, and to show the gentleman that 
ail he is now saying for the German Orphan Asylum could have 
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| management of this German Orphan Asylum. 


| favor it being stricken out. 





been said with equal truth for the orphan asylum for which the 
appropriation was just now stricken out. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I think the gentleman from Mississippi is 
mistaken. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; Iam not mistaken in this matter. I 
know I am not. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman allow me to answer 
him? St. John’s Orphan Asylum, which has just now been stricken 
out, is under the control of a specific religious denomination, 
while the German Orphan Home is not. That is the difference. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Is it not a German institution? 

Mr. KIEFER. German-American. 

Mr, BARTHOLDT. German-Americans of all denominations 
are in control of that institution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It isa private institution, is it not? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. With a public purpose. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I want to call the attention of this commit- 
tee to one fact that seems to have been overlooked. The question 
which should address itself to this House is, how can we do the 
most good with the sum of money which this committee has deter- 
mined to appropriate for charity? How can we do the most good 
with the sum which has been determined upon by the committee, 
whether we shall appropriate it as supplemental to these institu- 
tions which are already in existence, or whether we shall give it 
to the board of children’s guardians, as some of my friends think 
we ought. : 

Mr. Chairman, thereis very much in what has been said by my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. bartHoupr}. As he has suggested, 
when we undertake to place these institutions under control of 
the Government, they will withhold the contributions which they 
have been in the habit of making. I think, so far as I am con- 
cerned, that all these institutions ought to stand or fall together. 
Which are sectarian and which are not, I can not determine; but 
I do not care whether they are sectarian or not. I believe that by 
supplementing the funds of those institutions with contributions 
from the Government we can do more toward alleviating the suf- 
fering of these insane and these orphan children than we can by 
putting the whole of this amount in the hands of the board of 
children’s guardians; and it is for that purpose that I opposed, 
as I did a few moments ago, the vote by which one of these insti- 
tutions was stricken from the benefits of this appropriation. 

I believe in separating church and state, for 1 come froma State 
in which is inscribed upon the monument of the author of the 
Declaration of Independence these words, suggested by himself: 

Thomas Jefferson, author of the Declaration of Independence, author of 
the statute of religious freedom, and founder of the University of Virginia. 


I say I believe, with him, that church and state should be sepa- 
rated; but when we have been in the habit, year after year, of 
making appropriations toward the charities of this city, the only 
question which can control me is, how can we do the most good 
with the money which we propose to appropriate? 

Believing that by supplementing these institutions we can do 
the most good in that way,I shall vote to prevent the striking 
out of any one of these institutions, and shall stand by the report 
of the committee. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, as to this motion of the gentle- 
man from Nebraska to strike out this German Orphan Asylum, 
I want to say what I need not repeat at length, because the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. WILson] said what was on my mind as to 
the statement by the gentleman from Illinois, setting forth his 
understanding of the last vote. The gentleman from Missouri 
{[Mr. BARTHOLDT], when upon the fioor, said something about the 
If it is really in 


charge of any one church it may fairly be called a sectarian institu- 
tion; and if it is, Iam with the gentleman from Nebraska, and shall 


I want to ask the gentleman from 
Missouri if he said it was ander control of a single church? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I did not, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well; tell the committee all about it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. In reply to the question of the gentleman 
from Vermont, Mr. Chairman, I will state that the board of trus- 
tees of the German Orphans’ Home consists of representatives of 
all- denominations. I am personally acquainted with Catholics 
and Protestants on that board of trustees; and let me say, in ad- 
dition, that one gentleman, a Hebrew, who is well known to all 
of you, a gentleman who was consul-general to Egypt under Gen- 
eral Grant’s Administration, and who now lives in this city, saw 
me this morning personally and csked me to use what little influ 
ence I may have for the retention of this item in the appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, let me ask the gentleman one 
question, and that is, whether the president of that insti 
not himself a Jew? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir; the last president was a Hebrew. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, clearly this does not fall in the 
list of sectarian institutions. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Can I ask the gentleman a question before 
he takes his seat? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand the gentleman from Vermont 
to state that his objection is that these institutions are sectarian? 

Mr. GROUT. Thatis the objection to those that I would strike 
out absolutely. The amendment I propose to offer will reconcile 
me to the others if it should be adopted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wish to ask you this question in that con- 
nection: Is there any sound political a underlying the 
idea—in which I fully agree and sympathize—that no public fund 
— to be given to sectarian institutions except this, that sec- 
tarian institutions are always private institutions and not public 
institutions and the principle ae is that public funds 
ought not to be devoted to any other than public purposes? 

Mr. GROUT. Well, Mr. Chairman, there is a much broader 
principle; because any institution that is sectarian is not only 
private, but it is sure to inculcate the principal dogmas or points 
of religious belief which it entertains, and I say that the public 
money should not be appropriated for that purpose. That is my 
answer to the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wish to ask the gentleman this question: 
Do you think, it being granted that a given institution is a pri- 
vate institution, and that it does not exist for public purposes, 
that that institution is any better than it would be to have some 
religion of some sort or even a medley of religions? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes and no, is my answer to that ne A 
charitable institution in this country without any religion would 
indeed be a rarity. Religion is one of the great bulwarks of this 
free country, and really so because our religionis The Ameri- 
can people as a people are religious and devotional. They believe 
ina Supreme Being. They may differ on points of belief; they 
do; and they quarrel over those points sometimes in a most un- 
gracious way. 

If the gentleman’s question calls for my reason for discriminat- 
ing against acharity under theexclusive control of a single church, 
I answer it is because in that case the church left to itself would 
be sure, so zealous is every Christian organization to strengthen 
its numbers, to emplo proselyting influences with those under its 
control, whereas if the charity were founded on humanitarian 
lines rather than religious, and under control of different creeds, 
the different dogmas would neutralize each other, sectarianism 
would become silent, and the only thought would be how to help 
ee And in this work the different creeds would rival each 
other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROUT. I would like a minute to explain the extent of 
this amendment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TALBERT addressed the Chair. 

Mr. Grout addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, before he 
takes his seat, I would suggest to him, if it meets his view, to try 
and secure a limit of debate to ten or fifteen minutes, and let us 
vote on this amendment. 

Mr. GROUT. A wise suggestion. I will ask unanimous con- 
sent that debate close in ten minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great 
deal of interest to the discussion upon this question, and it seems 
to me that that discussion has been entirely in the wrong direc- 
tion. Here we have seven or eight or a dozen institutions which 
are enumerated in this bill that are either public or private insti- 
tutions. They are denominational, and thereby sectarian, or they 
are not; and the question is whether this body shall appropriate 
public money for private uses. 

Now, according to the theory of the Government under which 
we live and by which we are governed, it is wrong in practice for 
us to appropriate public money for private uses. ese being 
private institutions, it is against the theory of our Government 
and against our idea of what is right that we should appropriate 
money to maintain them. The —— is not whether they are 
good and moral institutions. e question is not whether they 
are doing goodornot. Theyare doing good. But thequestion that 
we should settle by our action here isthe question of principle which 
isinvolved. That is the question, whether it is right or whether it 
is wrong to appropriate public funds for private pu: be 
lieving that it is wrong, shall vote against sonieorinttng money 
for any one of these institutions. If it is wrong to — 
for one it is wrong to appropriate for any or for all of them. 

My friend from Vir, . MEREDITH] has said that almost 
from time immemorial, from the first estab ent of these insti- 
tutions, these appropriations have been made. That does not 
make any difference, Mr. Chairman. If we have been going 
wrong, let us say right here and now that we will begin to righ 
that wrong. It is never too late to turn around and retrace your 


stepsand righta wrong that you have been doing in thepast. There- 
fore if the American Congress has been doing wrong by appro- 
priating public money for private uses, let us turn around now 
and undo that wrong. 

I shall vote against the appropriations contained in this bill for 
every one of these sectarian institutions because I believe such 
appropriation of the public money to be wrong in principle, wrong 
in theory, and ces By practice. We are going on here head- 
long, like greyhounds leaping a fence, appropriating the public 
money regardless of whatis right or what is wrong, regardless of 
the interests of the great mass of the people, and I for one think 
it is time that we should call a halt and at least consider for a 
moment what we have been doing, and, if we find that we have 
been doing wrong, put a stop to that wrong by wiping from the 
pending bill these appropriations for private institutions. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I understand that my friend from South 
Carolina is opposed to appropriating any money for this purpose? 

Mr. TALBERT. To tnese institutions. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Do you agree that money should be appro- 
priated to public institutions for these purposes? 

Mr. TALBERT. If there was any public institution of this 
kind here I would be willing to appropriate for it, but I am not 
willing to appropriate for these private institutions. Gentlemen 
say they are not sectarian institutions, but they are private insti- 
tutions, and the distinction is only that between tweedledum 
and tweedledee. 

et MEREDITH. Let me get through with my question, if you 
please. 

Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. 

Mr. MEREDITH. If this money is to be appropriated at all, 
does it not strike my friend that we ought to consider what good 
is to be done by the a. and how best we can do it? 

Mr. TALBERT, I do not deny that a large amount of good is 
being done, but there is a principle involved. 

Mr. MEREDITH. But if we can do the most good by supple- 
menting in this way these charitable institutions which have been 
in existence for years; if we can do more good with the same 
amount of money in this way than in any other, is it not better 
for the unfortunates, for whose benefit we make the appropria- 
tion, and better for the Government that we should do that? 

Mr. TALBERT. Let us do right, my friend, though the heav- 
ens fall. Let us stick to the right. [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. WILLIS. I would like to ask my friend from South Caro- 
lina one question. 

Mr. TALBERT. All right, though I do not know that I want 
to stand a civil-service examination here to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of striking out 
this paragraph because it appropriates public money for a private 
institution. Private institutions should be sustained by private 
charities and private money and not by publicappropriations. A 
great deal of argument has been brought to bear upon this ques- 
tion, tending and undertaking to show that the private institu- 
tions mentioned in this bill will be closed up if these appropria- 
tions are not made, Mr. Chairman,I deny that any such state 
of facts will exist. I point you to the fact that in almost every 
city throughout the United States that is anywhere near the size 
of Washington institutions of this character are kept up from 
year to year and are doing just as much good as they do in the 
city of Washington, without receiving one cent of public money. 

—- undertake to tell me that this Orphanage Asylum 
tion,for instance,supported by St. John’s Episcopal Church, 
which, as I understand, is the richest church in the District of 
Columbia—do gentlemen undertake to say that the doors of that 
institution will be closed and that its good work will be stopped 
simply for the reason that this amount of public money is not 
are riated to it? It does not seem to me that any gentlemen 
will claim any such thing as that. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. ill the gentleman tell us how he voted 
on the agraph making an appropriation for the Home for ex- 
Union Soldiers and Sailors? 

Mr. MILNES. I do not know that I voted at all. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. There was no vote taken on that 
paragraph. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But it was adopted by the House, and I 
simply wanted to call the attention of the House to the fact that 
that is a a institution—— : 

Mr. ES. There has been no vote on the question at all. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But in passing the item we were appropri- 


ating money for private purposes. 
Mr. MILNES. I hope the gentleman will let me occupy a mo- 


ment or two without interruption. 
I now come to the item we are considering, this German Orphan 


Asylum, sup’ by rich Germans in the District of Columbia 
and, as my d says, throughout the surrounding country. 
Does the gentleman undertake to make us believe that that insti- 
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tution is going to be closed up simply because the Government 
refuses to appropriate money for its support? Not by any means. 
The people who have been supporting that institution are not that 
kind of people. The same may be said of every other institution 
named here. AsIhavesaid, there are similar institutions through- 
out the United States in every city of considerable size that are 
supported by private charity and do not receive one cent of public 
money, and there is no reason why these institutions should re- 
ceive any. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman allow me one more 
question? 

Mr. MILNES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is itnot a fact that any private institution 
caring for the sick, for the insane, for orphans, is practically doing 
public work? 

Mr. MILNES. It is doing public good. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is it nota fact that the sick, the insane, 


and the orphans should be and must be cared for by the public at | 
large; and if there are private institutions caring for them, irre- | 


spective of religion, is it not right that they should be maintained 
and encouraged, unless we are willing to appropriate as much out 
of the public funds as is now contributed to these institutions by 


private oe tee 
Mr. MILNES. Not from public appropriations. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is it not right that nonsectarian institu- 
tions might be partly supported by public appropriations? 
Mr. MILNES. My simple answer is that this good work will 


be carried on by these charitable institutions without one dollar | 


of public appropriation. 
Here the hammer fell. | 
he question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HaAInErR of 
Nebraska, it was agreed to; there being—ayes 130, noes 45. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph of 
the bill. 


Mr. WHEELER. Will not the gentleman in charge of the bill | 


move now that the committee rise? The House does not seem to 
be in a frame of mind for deliberate and calm legislation. 
[Laughter. | 

Cries of *‘No!” ‘‘“No!”’] 

he Clerk read as follows: 

For the National Association for the Relief of Destitute Colored Women 
and Children, maintenance, including repairs, $9,900. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I move to strike out the paragraph 
just read. In explanation of this motion I wish to say it will not 

claimed, and is not claimed, that the institution here appropri- 
ated for is a sectarian institution. It is, however, private; and 
the motion of which I have given notice, to be made at the con- 
clusion of these various items, will provide for taking care of des- 
titute children by an appropriation for the board of children’s 
guardians. The entire appropriation will be carried over to that 
paragraph. My only purpose in moving to strike out this item is 
that all child-caring institutions should be coordinated and treated 
alike. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If we strike out all these items and if the 
amendment which the gentleman proposes to offer later should be 
adopted, appropriating, I understand, about $61,000 to be placed 
in the hands of the board of children’s guardians, and if it should 
subsequently be held that the law is not broad enough to authorize 
the board of children’s guardians to take charge of this class of 
children, then they will not receive any part of this money, will 
they? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I wish to say-—— 

Mr. NORTHWAY. [ ask the gentleman that question: If it 
should be held that the law in existence is not broad enough to 
reach this class of children, then they will not be benefited at all 
by the appropriation of $61,000, will they? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That is true. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. And is it not also true that the law is not 
broad enough to reach them? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No, sir. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. And is it not true that the Senate has in- 
variably held that the law does not apply to this class? Is not 
that true? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Of course, Mr. Chairman, I can 
not comment on what the Senate may or may not have done. For 
the benefit of the gentleman let me read from section 4 of the act 
approved July 26, 1892: 

The said board shall have the care and supervision of the following classes 
of children: First, all children committed under section 2 of the act ap- 


pores February 13, 1885, entitled “‘ An act for the protection of children in 
he District of Columbia, and for other purposes.” 


That includes the incorrigible. 


Second, all children who are destitute of suitable homes and adequate 
means of earning an honest living; all children abandoned by their parents 
or ; all children of habitually drunk or vicious or unfit parents; all 


ren habitually begging on the streets or from door to door; all children 
kept in vici ral associa 


lous or immo: tions; all children known by their language 
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or life to be vicious or incorrigible, whenever such children shall be commit- 
ted to the care of the board by the police court or the criminal court of the 
District. 


Now, I ask the committee and every member of it, is there any 
other child that may properly be called a subject of public charity? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Here is the point. The gentleman knows 
I agree with him on this matter, provided the lawis broad enough 
to reach all these children. 

But is it not clear that the law reaches only such children as 
shall be committed to the board of children’s guardians by the 
court? If itis not perfectly plain, then I am mistaken. I would 
amend the law, if it be not plain, so that the board would have 
charge of all of these children. Butifitshall be held that the law 
is not broad enough to reach them, then it seems to me that we 
are striking out from this provision of the bill this unfortunate 
class of people without giving them any other relief in the prem- 
1ses,. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I know of no children, Mr. Chair- 
man, who are proper subjects of public charity who are not in- 
cluded here. I know no reason why there should not be a deter- 
mination of the fact as to whether a child is really a public charge, 
Nor do I know any good reason why that question should not be 
determined by some court of competent jurisdiction. If any per- 
son desires to be supported by public funds, he should prove his 
status in some court of competent jurisdiction. 

And further, if the law is not broad enough, as I stated before, 
this session of Congress is still young, and we can so widen and 
broaden it as to make it comprehensive enough to cover all these 
cases. But there will be no widening or broadening of the law if 
you make appropriations to allof these institutions, for they will 
come and say, ‘‘ Oh, no; you have appropriated already for private 
institutions, and there is no necessity for further action.” 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to know, if the gentleman will per- 
= me, whether under his proposition, the incorrigible chil- 
aren-——"— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. If I can be recognized in my own right, I will 
yield to him to answer the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized. 

Mr. LACEY. What I wish to know is, whether incorrigible 
children, and wicked and vicious children, who may be poor, and 
must necessarily be cared for in some of these institutions, whether 
they are all provided for in the same place or in the same institu- 
tion? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Oh,no; they are entirely separated 
by law, and these children, such as the gentleman describes, are 
sent by the board of children’s guardians tothe Reform School. 
They are not kept together at all. 

Mr. LACEY. Just another question. This proposition in the 
bill seems to include also destitute colored women. Your prop- 
osition would strike out that portion of the bill. Would not that 
be a very great hardship upon these people who have no other 
source of support? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That is a private institution, and 
I apprehend that they have resources enough to support them and 
take care of these people who are not included in the terms of my 
proposed amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. But suppose it is not true? In other words, is it 
not true that about the only revenue they have for the support of 
this institution is that which is derived from appropriations by 
Congress? Is it not true also that the negro throughout the United 
States since the war, especially in the District of Columbia, is 
placed ata disadvantange in seeking employment? Heis not given 
any vote except at primary elections, and that is sometimes not 
accorded to him; and this provision, as I understand it, is intended 
to aid an institution which protects the widows and orphans in a 
separate establishment of this class of people. Ought not it to be 
made an exception from the gentleman’s motion? It isnot denomi- 
national in any sense of the word, but applies to the particularly 
unfortunate race who are in a transition state. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. They are entitled, of course, to all 
possible consideration. They are the wards of the nation, and 
properly so. But I apprehend in a provision, in a subsequent 
amendment that I shall offer, all these children can be taken care 
of just the same. They may be sent to this or some other institu- 
tion, where they will be cared for under the control of the board 
of children’s guardians of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Well, Iam occupying the floor in 
the time of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Can the gentleman state how 
large a proportion of the total income of this institution the sum 
of $9,900 appropriated by this bill represents? The motion now 
pending would strike out the sum fixed in the bill—— 
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Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I can not. 

Mr. PITNEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I can answer 
that question. This approp iation carries $9,900 for the coming 
year. There were in the fiscal ros 1895 other sources of revenue, 
amounting in all to $2,557, of which $2,404 were received from the 
board of children’s guardians under the District of Columbia > 
en act. Practically the institution is supported entirely 

rom the public Treasury. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Then it is supported by the 
Government? 

Mr. PITNEY. Almost entirely. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Then I see no reason for cir- 
cumlocution. This isaGovernmentinstitution. If it isa Govern- 
ment institution the Government ought to provide the money to 
support it and make the necessary appropriations. I donot think 
we violate or. re; in making an appro riation in this case. 

Mr, PICK . As I understand it, if the gentleman from 
Nebraska will permit me, you only take care now of the criminal 
orphans and pauper orphans, do you not, by the board of chil- 


dren’s guardians, which has only jurisdiction of that class? 
Mr. FIAINER of Nebraska. ell, destitute children, particu- 
larly of that kind. 


r. PICKLER. Are there not many worthy orphan children 
that ought to have some help, and upon whom the brand or 
stigma should not be placed that they are paupers or criminals? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I have already called attention to 
the fact that the law provides arrangements for all children who 
are destitute or who have not sufficient means of support. 

Mr, PICKLER. Do they not have to go into court? 

Mr. HAINER of Ne Certainly they do. 

Mr. PICKLER. Are there not a great many worthy poor 
ple who have children that need some help, but whose children 
ought not to be adjudged criminals and paupers before they can 
have that help? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I have called attention to the fact 
that in the first item of charities there is an appropriation of 
$13,000 for general relief of the poor, and for the Freedman’s Hos- 

tal and Asylum there is an eae of $22,500, and other 

e bill. 


arge sums are ee. in 
Mr. PICKLER. ill that help these institutions that are 
stricken out? 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly it will not. 

Mr. PITNEY. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that the 
National Association for the Relief of Destitute Colored Women 
and Children was incorporated in the year 1863? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I have some little general knowl- 
edge of it. I understand so. 

: — EY. Under an act of Congress signed by President 
incoln? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I understand so. 

Mr. PITNEY. And that it has no means of support except 
from the National ae 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No; I have not that information. 

Mr. PITNEY. Gentlemen are voting here on something which 
tarde not know anything about. 

. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, this is an exceptional item, 
wholly so, and my friend, the tleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
Pirney], is asking some questions which will bring the facts to 
the understanding of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey is recog- 


nized. 

Mr. PITNEY. I did not desire to 7 anything at this time, 
ir. Chairman, but I will state for theinformation of the Commit- 
teo of the Whole that the National Association for the Relief of 
Destitute Colored Women and Children was incorporated in 1863, 
under an act of Congress by President Lincoln, for the care 
and maintenance of destitute women and children of the colored 
race in the District of Columbia; that for the fiscal year 1895 they 
expended $12,457, of which $9,900 wasappropriated pel tly tothat 
association in the District of Columbia appropriation bill; $2,404 
was taken from the appropriation for the om of children’s 
guardians, and the trifling Salenes of $153 was from miscellaneous 
sources. This institution is a home in which — colored women 
and destitute colored orphans are cared for, and if this ap ria- 
tion is struck out, unless the gentleman from Nebras fate. 
HAtNER] will offer some other substitute for it, that home will have 
to be closed. Iam op to thisamendment. [Applause. ] 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. i , that is a very good. speech, and 
unless the committee are going to follow my friend from Nebraska 

r. HAINER] with his battle-ax indiscriminately, certainly this 
stands on exceptional . The gentleman has given th 

date of the incorporation of this instiéution, and has stated that it 

has no source of supply the Government, and in the 

nature colored of this 


from 
very cee ee ee ee ty 
country are . whatever ma; e gentleman 
Pee he. Hater] with these other institutions, he 
should spare the ax on this one, 





Pe ORE OR of Louisiana. Why this one more than 
others 

. ~~ tata of Wisconsin. It isa Government institution, js 
it no 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. GROUT. It has been fostered and supported by the Goy- 
ernment, although it exists under a private iter. But in that 
very charter permission is om. for the time being, to occupy 
any of the public grounds free of expense, and for a time they 
used the barracks. When it became necessary to change the loc,- 
tion, the Government a money to buy ground and erect 
a building, and from that day until now an appropriation has 
been made every year, and only a very few dollars come from any 
private source. , 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Has the gentleman looked up this 
matter and does he know that this institution has no other sourvs 
of supply except the Government appropriation? Does the gou 
tleman personally know that? 

Mr. GROUT. Ido, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If that is the case, I have no ob- 
jection to voting down this proposition. 

Mr. PITNEY. It is not a private institution in the same senso 
as the others. 

Mr.GROUT. Certainly it is; but I wish tosay that my friend 
from New Jersey [Mr. Pirnry] has explained the situation with 
reference to it—— 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 


I want to ask my friend an- 
other question. 


Is it not true that many of the others are equally 
— ent on appropriations of the Government? 
r.GROUT. No; thisis exceptional. 
Mr. THOMAS. I understand that this board of guardians have 
ene over $2,000-—— 
r. PITNEY. If I had the floor I should be glad to yield for 
a question. 
_Mr. THOMAS. I think the gentleman yielded to me for a ques- 


tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Vermont has the floor. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will you allow mea question? I want to ask 
for information. I understand—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Nebraska to withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No, sir. 

Mr. THOMAS. Iunderstand thatthe board of children’s guard- 
ians appropriated over $2,000 for this colored home. 

Mr. PITNEY. That is not the correct way to state it. Mr. 
Chairman, the board of children’s guardians placed in this col- 
ored home all those colored children who had been committed by 
decree of the court to the care of that board, and for the care of 
those children who were so committed to the colored home $2,4\)4 
was paid; but there were other children in the colored home be- 
sides those sent there by the board of guardians. 

Mr. THOMAS. And if this is stricken out is there anything to 
prevent this board from appropriating more? 

Mr. PITNEY. They can only appropriate for such colored 
children as are sent by them to the home—the board of children’s 
guardians can not provide for the aged colored women who are in 
the home, or for the other children there. 

Mr. THOMAS. And they can not make any appropriation for 
any other person. 

Mr. GROUT. Does the gentleman from Nebraska withdraw 
his amendment? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Vermont give 
the Chair his attention? 

Mr. FOOTE, Mr. Chairman, I rise toa point of order. We are 
unable to hear what is being said, there is so much confusion. 

Mr.RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, Irise toa question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thereis one point of order already pending. 

Mr. FOOTE. I make the point of order that we can not hear on 
account of the confusion in the Hall. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is well taken. All gentlemen 
will be seated and cease conversation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My point of order is to inquire if tho 
Chair stated that the gentleman from Nebraska had withdrawn 

is amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska does not 
withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. GROUT. I yielded to permit a question to be asked and 
then I was drifted away from the reason which I was about to 
give why this should not be put in the hands of the children’s 

i It is true if you send children there, as suggested by 
inquiry of the gentleman from Michigan, if it were under their 
contra, as stated to me by an officer of that institution, if they 
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were put under the children’s guardians, it would be a complete 





disturbance and disorganization of the institution. They send 
these boys and girls—or rather boys; I am not certain that it in- 
cluded girls—but these boys, who had been committed by the 
courts, who were sent to that institution produce disorder in the 
institution that nullify the discipline and good management, and 
that is the reason why it should not be remitted to the children’s 
guardians. I wanted the committee to understand that. 

Mr. PITNEY. Permit me one question. Isit not afact that the 
Home for Destitute Colored Women and Children does take care 
of aged colored women? 

Mr. GROUT. There are twenty-odd of them there. 

Mr. PITNEY. Then, if this appropriation is voted down in ac- 
cordance with the amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska, 
will there be any fund from which aged colored-women can be 
cared for in that institution? 

Mr.GROUT. Notas this bill will then stand, and not unless 
the House makes some other provision. 

Mr. HARDY. I want to ask the gentieman from New Jersey 
if it is not a fact that at the close of the war a great many colored 
women whose husbands had been sold into slavery farther south 
came to the city of Washington as a refuge and have lived here 
ever since, and that some of them are to-day in that institution? 

Mr. PITNEY. Iwas notin the city of Washington at the close 
of the war, and have not been here ever since; but my informa- 
tion is that the gentleman is correctin his statement. [Laughter 
and cries of ‘‘ Vote!”’] 

Mr. CRAIN. I have an amendment I desire to offer to the 
amendment, Mr. Chairman. Strike out of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Nebraska the words ‘‘ including repairs.” 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me every proposition which has been 
advanced this afternoon in relation to striking out items of this 
appropriation bill has been supported by arguments which are 
equally applicable to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Nebraska. The underlying principle of all these appropria- 
tions, according to those who have supported those amendments, 
has been the antagonism of the gentlemen making them to the 
appropriation of public money for private purposes. 

Now, no man who has taken a position favorable to this amend- 
ment has advanced a solitary argument that has not been ad- 
vanced in support of the other amendment of the gentleman from 
Nebraska. 1 understood that gentleman to sayafew moments ago, 
in response to a statement made by the gentleman from Vermont 
who has charge of this bill, that because of the paucity of private 
charity extended to this institution, as suggested by the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. Pirney]—that because of the paucity 
of private charity extended to this institution he would withdraw 
his amendment. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Oh, no. 

Mr. CRAIN. I thought I overheard the gentleman say some- 
thing like this to the gentleman from New Jersey: “Is it true that 
only $157 has been contributed? Do you state that on your own 
information and belief?” The gentleman from New Jersey re- 

lied ** Yes,” and then the gentleman from Nebraska said: ‘‘ Then 
withdraw my amendment.” 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman misunderstood me. 

Mr. CRAIN. Possibly, but I think I understood the gentleman 
correctly. 

Mr. SAYERS. He was just wavering then. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CRAIN. Wabbling, was he? Well, however that may 
have been, Mr. Chairman, I am glad that the gentleman from 
Nebraska stands now by the logic of the situation and by the con- 


sistency of his position. 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield to me a 
moment? 


Mr. CRAIN. Ihave only five minutes. At the close of my five 
minutes I will give the gentleman all the time he wants, either by 
moving to strike out the last word or by offering a substitute for 
his amendment. I do not wish to be discourteous, but my time is 
very limited. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me strange that at this 
late day we should find Southern Representatives standing here 
and advocating the retention in an appropriation bill of a provision 
appropriating $9,900 for the National Association for the Relief of 
Destitute Colored Women and Children. It is equally strange, 
sir, that gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber, who have 
voted for the striking out of these other itemsfrom this bill, should 
suddenly lose sight of what they call the great underlying prin- 
ciple, and should vote for this item upon the paltry pretext of the 
paucity of private charity in this case, as if that could be an ex- 
cuse for losing sight of their ‘‘ great underlying principle.” If that 
be the guiding motive for your votes, gentlemen on the other side, 
I would sug: to the beneficiaries under the remaining appro- 
priations in this bill that after we adjourn to-day they unite and 
send up statements that hereafter they will accept nothing from 
private charity, and will thus qualify themselves to be the recipi- 
ents of your bounty. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROUT. I hope we shall have a vote now, Mr. Chairman. 
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The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from North Carolina is rec- 
ognized, 

Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Chairman, this item in the bill illustrates 
a thought that I would impress upon the committee, and that is, 
that this is practically the administration of a charity rather than 
an appropriation for it, for the appropriation is to be made any- 
way, and, permit me say, it is very small for charities; in other 
words, that the sanction of the Committee on Appropriations is 
the best justification for making this appropriation. The position 
of the committee in its relation to the public of this District is, 
that it is the initiatory legislative body of the District, and what 
I want to impress upon you is that that committee, with the sanc- 
tion of this House, is as competent to administer of this charity 
as the board of children’s guardians of orphans or any other ofli- 
cials who may be selected to administer it. 

If I understand correctly, there is a reserve motive to appropri- 
ate for these charities the sum called for by this bill—the gentle- 
man from Nebraska makes war upon the sum total of the appro- 
priation—but my idea is that if this committee, in its wisdom, 
after the full hearing and consideration it has given to the sub- 
ject, chooses to say that this church or that church can do the 
best service in one field, that another church can do the best serv- 
ice in another field, that one society can do the best service in an- 
other field, and another society in another field, then we here ought 
not to make open war against the churches and say that they are 
incompetent to administer the charities that we desire to have ad- 
ministered in this District. 

Again, I desire members to understand that the church in the 
District of Columbia bears the same relation tothe country and 
the general public that the District itself bears. You come here, 
representing your constituencies; you spend your money, you 
leave behind you orphans; you leave behind you inmates of asy- 
lums. In other words, by your presence in this national cap- 
ital you increase the charge of the local churches which ask to 
have aid extended to them in the field of charity, and the church 
here stands upon the same high plane that a private individualin 
the District of Columbia does, and asks the General Government 
to assist in bearing the burden which you help to bring upon them. 
Mr. Chairman, it seems to me only right and proper that a due 
share of these burdens should be borne by the Government, and 
the channels through which most good can be accomplished onght 
to be those through which your charity should operate. I think, 
therefore, that the gentleman from Nebraska has made a mistake 
in attempting to wipe out ary of these appropriations. 

Yet there can not be drawn a distinction between the church and 
a society that wants tocare for thecolored people. This committee 
has said that according to their information one church can ad- 
minister charity in one quarter and another church in another. 
When they come to the colored people they say that this relief 
association can administer this charity. So, Mr. Chairman, I do 
declare that this committee is as competent, with the sanction of 
the Committee of the Whole and the House of Representatives, to 
administer this charity as it is possible for it to be administered 
by any new organ—— 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I had thought we might be able 
to close the debate and have a vote on this question to-night; but 
I find there are other gentlemen who want to sp-ak, so I move 
that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of t! 
Whole House on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 5210) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

KILLING OF ITALIAN LABORERS IN COLORADO. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
of the President of the United States; which was read, and, with 
the accompanying documents, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations: 

To the Congress: 


In’ my last annual message allusion was made to the lawless killing of cer- 
tain Italian laborers in the State of Colorado, and it was added t the 
dependent families of some of the unfortunate victims invite by their de- 
plorable condition gracious provision for their needs 

It now appears that, in addition to three of these laborers who were riot- 
ously killed, two others who escaped death by fiight incurred pitiable disa 


bilities through exposure and privation. 

Without discussing the question of the liability of the United Stat 
these results, either by reason of treaty obligations or under the genera! rules 
of international law, I venture to urge upon the Congress the propricty of 
making from the public Treasury prompt and reasonable pecuniary provi 
sion for those injured and for the families of those who were killed 

To aid in the consideration of the subject, I append hereto a report of the 
Secretary of State, accompanied by certain correspondence which quite fully 
presents all the features of the several cases. Bs aaa 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 3, 1396. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 285) for the relief of the Independence National Bank 
of Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

A bill (8S. 1046) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to authorize 
the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad Company to con- 
struct and operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line through 
- Lo erritory, and for other purposes,” approved February 

, 1893. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill 
(H.R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin redemption fund 
and to authorize the issue of certificates of indebtedness to meet 
temporary deficiencies of revenue; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 

BILL AND AMENDMENTS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following bill with Senate 
amendments was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by 
the Speaker as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin redemption 
fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of indebtedness to 
meet temporary deficiencies of revenue—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. DALZELL. I move that the House adjourn. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, by unanimous consent, leave of 
absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Lockuart, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Hurr, for to-morrow, on account of eee business. 

To Mr. Woopakrp, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr, Evert of Virginia, for ten days, on account of illness. 
ont Mr. Tyrer, for three days, on account of sicknsss in his 

ily. 

The motion of Mr. DALZELL, that the House adjourn, was then 
agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes p.m.) the 
House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
oe were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
additional estimate of appropriation for lands, ‘‘ Fort Ethan Allen 
Military Reservation”—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a communication from the Secretary of the Navy, submit- 
ting an estimate of an additional —— for construction 
nn repair of nava) vessels—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4148) 
to license billiard and pool tables in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes, reported the same with amendment, accom- 

ied by a — (No. 224); which said bill and report were re- 
Served to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BRODERICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred House bill Ne. 1237, reported in lieu thereof a 
bill (H. R. 5879) making it unlawful to shoot at or into any rail- 
= locomotive or car, or at any person thereon, or to throw any 
rock or other missile at or into any locomotive or car, and for 
other purposes, accompanied by a report (No. 225); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MEREDITH, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
which was referred House bill No. 1671, reported in lieu thereo 
a bill (H. R. 53880) to apply a portion of the proceeds of the public 
lands to the endowment and support of mining schools in the 
several States and Territories, for the purpose of extending simi- 
jar aid in the development of the mining industries of the nation 








as already provided for the agricultural and mechanical arts, 
accompanied by a report (No. 226); which said bill and rt 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 


of the Union. 





Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 879) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to grant to the Gainesville, McAlester and St, 
Louis Railroad Company a right of way through the Indian Ter- 
ritory,” reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 227); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LITTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R.4153) to grant the Fort 
Smith and Western Coal Railroad Company a right of way 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 228): 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 5360) to increase the circulation of 
national banks and to provide for the retirement of United States 
legal-tender notes and Treasury notes—to the Committee on Bank- 
“ae Currency. 

y Mr. MURPHY of Illinois: A bill (H. R.5361) granting a 
right of way to the Kansas, Oklahoma and Galveston Railroad 
Company through the reservation of the Osage Indians in Okla- 
homa Territory and through the Indian Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 5362) making an appro- 
— for a light-house on what is known as Peshtigo Reef, near 

eshtigo Harbor, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5363) making an appropriation for a fog signal 
on the north pier of the entrance to Menominee Harbor, Wiscon- 
sin—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5364) making an appropriation for a fog signal 
on what is known as Ottawa Point, Tawas Bay, near East Tawas, 
Mich.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5365) making an appropriation for a light- 
house on what is known as the Whalesback, near Cedar River, 
ame ay the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 5366) for the establishment of 
house and fog-signal station at or near Point Gorda—to 

Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5367) to aid the public-land 
States and Territories in the reclamation of the desert lands—to 
the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 5368) to establish an assay 
office at the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washington—to the 
Committee on pinege Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WOOD : A bill (H. R. 5369) granting pensions to 
widows who have been the widows of soldiers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 5370) to authorize and direct the 
Secretary of War to appoint a commission to ascertain and report 
facts concerning the taki g of property for the use of the Army 
of the United States and destroyed at Cynthiana, Ky., on June 
11, 1864—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 5871) to amend section 1791, 
Revised Statutes United States—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 5372) regulating the instruc- 
tions of Federal judges in the trial of jury causes in the United 
States courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 5373) to establish the bound- 
aries of the Yellowstone National Park, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

— DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 5874) to refer to the Court 
of ms the claims of the Confederated Peoria, Piankeshaw, 
Wea, and Kaskaskia tribe of Indians against the United States— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 5375) to amend section 2117 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 5376) granting condemned cannon 
to the State of lowa—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 5377) to provide for the im- 
provement of the building of the United States court and post- 
office at Alexandria, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. : 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 5378) to amend the law establish- 
ing a port of delivery at Moines, Iowa-—-to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5881) authorizing and 

ing the Secretary of War to erect and maintain flushboards 
on the Menasha Dam in Fox River, Wisconsin—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 








By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5382) to authorize the 
Kansas City, Fort Scott and Memphis Railroad Company to ex- 
tend its line of railroad into the Indian Territory, and for other 


pu s—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: A bill (H.R. 5383) for the 
urchase of the oil portrait of Mrs. Dolly Madison, by E. F. An- 
Se4e the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CLARKE of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 5384) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to exchange, in behalf of the United 
States, the tract of land at Choctaw Point, Mobile County, Ala., 
now belonging to the United States and held for light-house pur- 
poses, with the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City Railroad Com- 
pany for any other tract or parcel of land in said county equally 
well or better adapted to use for light-house purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill . R. 5473) concerning delivery of 
letters in towns, villages, and other places where no free delivery 
exists—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 106) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution providing for the election of 
Senators of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. CRAIN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 107) requesting the | 


Secretary of War tocause a survey to be made, and a report thereon 
to be furnished to the Fifty-fourth Congress, for a ship channel 
from Brazos Santiago to Isabel, in Cameron County, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A resolution (House Res. 
No. 150) to authorize the employment of astenographer and type- 
writer by the Committee on Banking and Currency—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. WOODMAN: A resolution (House Res. No. 151) for the 
appointment of a committee to investigate infractions of the civil- 
service law, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of papers to accom- 
pany a bill granting a pension to Mrs. Mary J. Secrest, and the 
same were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H.R.5385) for the relief of Hiram 
Kinney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5386) for the relief of Hiram A, Thompson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARNEY: A bill (H. R. 5387) to increase the pension of 
Henry Hoehle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 5388) for the relief of F. Alberts 
& Te. Muskegon, Mich.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 5389) for the relief of 
Robert Kennish—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5390) for the relief of George W. Brown—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

a Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5391) for the relief 
0 
tenant-colonel Thirty-seventh Kentucky Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5392) for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5893) for the relief of Lucinda Rickards, 
widow, and the minor children of John D. Rickards, deceased—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5394) granting an increase of pension to 
W. D. Sigler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5395) to correct the military record of Dun- 
kin McCoy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H.R. 5396) for the relief of 
Martha E. Fleschert—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.5397) granting a pension to Mrs. Katherine 
ween widow of Second Lieut. Charles C. Ogden, Company E, 
Thirteenth Infantry, United States Army—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

_By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5398) to restore a pen- 
sion to Mary J. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 5899) for the relief of Lieut. 
Herman M. Lillie—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 5400) to increase 
the pension of Mary L. Bacon, widow of the late George B. Bacon, 
late lieutenant-commander of the United States Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5401) granting a pension 
izabeth Beesley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 








rs. Ellen E. Spalding, widow of the late B. J. Spalding, lieu- | 
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By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 5402) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs, Sarah B. Leet—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 5403) granting a pension to 
Catharine Hey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5404) granting a pension to Francis M. Cain— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5405) for the relief of Mary E. Buckey, of 
Randolph County, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5406) for the relief of Thomas D. Hawker—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H.R. 5407) to remove the charge 
of desertion now standing against Oscar A. Bulette, late private in 
Company E, Fifty-second Illinois Infantry Volunteers, during late 
war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H.R.5408) for the relief of James P. 
Chase—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H.R. 5409) for the relief of J. T. 
Taylor—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAGER: A bill (H. R. 5410) to correct the military 
record of Albert S. Emerson—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HANLY: A bill (H.R.5411) to increase the pension 


| of Howell Furguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H.R. 5412) for the relief of W.M. 


| Starks—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 5413) for the relief of the set- 
tlers on the Rancho Corte De Madera Del Presidio, Marin County, 
Cal.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H.R. 5414) to remove the charge of de- 


| sertion against Patrick Cassidy, of Amboy, IIl., late private Com- 


pany C, Thirty-fourth Ohio—to the Committee on Military 
By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 5415) to increase the pension of 
James M. Derby, of Latrobe, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 5416) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of David Davis—to the Com- 


| mittee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R.5417) to remove the charge of desertion from 


| the military record of Decator Dakin—to the Committee on Mili- 
| tary Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5418) for the relief of Anderson P. Trout— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5419) granting an increase of pension to 
George Roney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5420) to refer to the Court of Claims the 
claim of 8. M. Fudge for compensation for the loss of wheat in 
the year 1864—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5421) for the relief of Margaret M. Stitch— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5422) granting a pension to W. F. Randolph— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5423) granting a pension to John O. Sullivan— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 5424) granting a pension to Robert 
A. McKee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 5425) to grant a pension to Char- 
lotte O. Van Cleve, widow of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 5426) granting a pension to Mary 
Ann McElhenny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 5427) removing charge of deser- 
tion from military record of Charles M. Lewallen—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5428) to complete the military record of James 
Hicks, fornerly captain Company M, Twelfth Regiment Ohio 
Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5429) removing charge of desertion from mili- 
tary record of William Watson—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5430) for the relief of Frank Gray--to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5431) granting a pension to William Beard— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5482) granting a pension to Franklin 8S. Hill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINNEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 5433) for the relief 
of John G. Young—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 5434) for the relief of certain 
persons residing in the original Hot ao Reservation of Arkan- 
sas—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H.R. 5435) for the relief of Frances 
P. Trumbull, widow of Matthew M. Trumbull—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5436) for the relief of John C. Phillips—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 5487) for the relief of Herman 
Wirth—to the Committee on or Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5438) for the relief of the estate of John W. 
Mon omery—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5439) for the 
relief of John R. Fortner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H. R. 5440) for the relief of Ernest 
Schmedlen—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5441) for the relief of Susana Marion—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONEY: A bill (H. BR. 5442) to remove the of 
desertion now standing cone ainst William Knight, late a private 
in Company K, Twenty-third Missouri Infantry ‘Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill U. R. 5443 granting a pension to John 
H, Curnutte—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R.5444) for the relief of George W. Taylor's | ° 
administrator—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5445) for the relief of Ann Stewart, adminis- 
ate of William Stewart, deceased—to the Committee on War 


ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5446) for the relief of James S. Frizzell—to the 
Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5447) for the relief of Joseph B. McClintock— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5448) for the relief of Thomas V. Stirman’s 
estate—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5449) for the relief of the administrator of 
the estate of Marcus L. Broadwell, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5450) for the relief of Thomas C. Isgrig—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5451) granting a pension to James C. Buck- 
ley —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5452) to remove charges of desertion from the 
or record of Martin Lunsford—to the Committee on Military 


Affair 
B Mr. PICKLER (by request): A bill (H. R. 5453) to pension 
Taylor Triplett—to the Committee on Pensions. 
y Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H.R.5454) for the relief of C. D. 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5455) granting a pension to Annie J. Hill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. —_ 
increase the pension of Henrietta A. Lewis, widow of Capt re 
Lewis, United States Navy—to the Committee on Inv id Pen- 


By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5457) to increase the 
pension of John Yahne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 5458) gran 
ers Aliard, widow of John Allard--to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.. R. 5459) granting a on to Alexander E. In- 
graham—to the Committee on Inv ensions. 

Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H.R. 5460) for the relief of James 

Lin —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 5461) 
ing a pension to Silas Jordan—to the Committee on Invali —~ 


Also, a bill H. R. 5462 etapa sand ~~ the char 
of d ee te the ‘Comsaittes om Militery Af - 


y Aff 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5463) gran @ pension to 3 Verney— 
to the Committee on Invalid EP Penetae 7 
an increase of pension to 


Also, a bill ae R. 5464 
Okina a Mill (HI 560m) apentings.penaion to ieana BGt-00 
0, a bi an a n mma 
the Cotes on Inval feoceee 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5466) tea to Philip Deuser— 
aT CEE it BabT) mae pension to Robert B. Neal. 
a bill ( ) greniing © | a on . Neal— 
oO Ly at A vill CH (EL. R.. 5468) to grant a pension to Mary 
Mr a on 
BY ugh i: ae Commitee - Invalid Pensions. — - 
grant a pension on Gross— 
the Also, a bill ( on Tavalia Pensions. 
oo a bill (H. R. 5470) for the relief of James W. Holt—to the 
Invalid Pensions. 


mmittee on In 
a pension to William Cecill— 


“a a bill (H. R. 5471) to 
to so One R. 5472) to oouet ae to William B. Cald 

a a : 
well—to the  Comantitees on In 


ting a pension to 


PETITIONS, ETO, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following = pers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as = 
By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: Petition of thecity council of Spanish | Committee 


FEBRUARY 3, 


Fork City, Utah, asking for the speedy construction of the Nica- 
ragua Canal under the control of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Eugene J. Doody, A. Halsey, 
and 65 other citizens of Philadelphia, asking for the passage of tho 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Inmigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of Joshua Wheeler and others, 
of Nortonville, Kans., House bill No. 167—to the Commit: 
tee on the District of mbia. 

By Mr. BULL: Letter of Hon. Charles W. Lippitt, governor of 
Rhode Island, relative to the improvement of the Great Salt 
— Rhode Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

a Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Petition of W.J. Phelps and others, 

veland, Ohio, in support of the Stone bill restricting immi- 
oultan-ts the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Pa ome accompany House bill No. 4479, 
= the relief of Thomas K. Hughes—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of B. M. Hummel and sey- 
eral hundred other citizens of Clinton, Iowa, praying for the pas 
sage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Otiawa 
Comte cas ns., asking that the internal-revenue laws of the United 
States be amended £0 a8 to prohibit the issuance of license to s: n 
intoxicating liquors in the State of Kansas except to those who 
hold a permit under the laws of Kansas—to the Committee on Al- 
coholic Liquor Traffic. 

a Mr. DAYTON: Petitions of J. W. Adams and others, J. W. 

Ti others, E. J. Knight and others, C. H. Leeper and 
others Bane and others, M. A. Price and others, Nathan Mc- 
Masters and others, F. B. Thompson and others, C. I. Pentoney 
and others, all of West Virginia, praying for the passage of the 
Stone bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the West Weve: Academy of Science and 
citizens of Monongalia Count @., in mass convention, urg- 
ing the improvement of the onongahela River, and the making g 
of said river for free navigation—to the Committee on Rivers an d 
Harbors. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce 

of city of Seattle, Wash., favoring the passage of Senate bills 
Nos. 1172 and 1292—tothe Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 
Also, resolution adopted by the town council of Kalama, Wash., 
urging such legislation as will result in the er construction 
of the Nicaragua Canal under the control of nited States— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of 900 residents of the city of Tacoma, Wash., 
in favor of the of the Stone bill restricting immigration _ 
to the Committee on tion and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany memorial for the construction of a 
Government telegraph line from Neah Bay to Grays Harbor—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: Two petitions of J. W. 
Register, R. C. Logan, and others, of Williamsburg County, S. C. 
asking that Winyah Bay bar improvements be placed under the 
oe contract system—to the Committee on Rivers and 


By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of W. A. Patch and 75 others, 
of St. Paul, Minn., and vicinity, favoring the restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturai- 
zation. 


By Mr. GIBSON: Resolutions of citizens of Knoxville, Tenn., 
in favor of the recognition of Cuba—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of the Fairfield County Association of 


“Union ex-Prisoners of War, urging the passage of House bill No. 


806—to the Committee on In Pensions. 
of United States pensioners at Fitch’s Home, 
for the passage of Senate bill No. 1292—to 
theo Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of the San Francisco Chamber of 
Commerce, asking for early — in behalf of the Hawaiian 
cable—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Oakland (Cal.) Board of Trade, asking 
for the immediate improvement of Oakland Harbor—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and bors. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Patrick Cassidy, of Amboy, I1l., late 

rivate Compan S, Thirty-fourth Ohio Volunteer antry, for 

e eres Mt e charge of desertion from his record—to the 
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By Mr. HOOKER: Six 
Christian Temperance Union, of Allegany and Cattaraugus coun- 
ties, N. Y., asking for the passage of a measure forbidding the 
sale of fermented and spirituous liquors at Bedloes Island, Fort 


petitions of members of the Woman's 


Wadsworth, and Ellis Island, New York—to the Committee on 
Aleoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. FF: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Association of 
Union ex-Prisoners of War, in support of House Bill No. 306, pro- 
viding pensions for soldiers and sailors who were prisoners of 
war during the late rebellion; also resolutions of Col. Fred Taylor 
Post, No. 19, Grand Army of the Republic, of Philadelphia, in 
favor of said bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Memorial of the Silent Army, deaf soldiers, 
sailors, and marines, praying for increase of pensions for total 
deafness from $30 to $50 per month—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

* Also, resolution of the New York Produce Exchange, asking for 
the passage of House bill No. 3010, providing for the regulating of 
the manufacturing and sale of an article called ‘filled cheese ”— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Association of Agricultural Colleges and 
Experiment Stations, — at a meeting at Champaign, I11., 
asking for the passage of the pending bill to regulate the number 
ot am in the engineering corps of the Navy—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Aiso, memorial of the Immigration Restriction League, asking 
for the further restraint of immigration, and, as an important 
means thereto, the exclusion of all persons between 14 and 60 
years of age who can not both read and write the English or some 
other language—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of C. Fuller and 33 others, of Okla- 
homa Territory, asking for the passage of the free-home bill—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LEPEVER: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, of Clintondale, Shokan, and Madalin, N.Y., against 
the sale of beer at Ellis Island—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Clintondale, against the sale of cider to boys and young men, and 
to include it in the list of intoxicants—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Evidence supporting and to be filed with House 
bill No. 5050, for the benefit of Dennen C. Hazelip—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Franciseo, Cal., urging the appropriation of $10,000 to con- 
tinne the resurvey of San Francisco Harbor—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
Cal., urging an appropriation for increased coast and harbor de- 
fense—to the Committee on Saas. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: Paper to accompany House bill 
No. 5846, for a pension to F. M. Kirby—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Petition of J. B. Davis, A. 
F. Bee, and 58 other persons, of Ritchie County, W. Va., against 
House bill No. 167, entitled ‘‘A bill to oe oe the first day of the 
week, commonly called Sunday ”—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. MONEY: Petition of sundry citizens of Mississippi, for 
the relief of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Susan S. Fessenden, president of the 
Massachusetts Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, asking Con- 
e to take action in regard to the Armenian outrages—to the 

ittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. OTEY: Petition of 68 citizens of Roanoke, Va., asking 
for the of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on tion and Naturalization. 

_ By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of P. D. Inman, of Grinnell, Iowa, 
in — of House bill No. 1429, to adjust the pensions of those 
who have lost limbs or have been totally disabled in them—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_Also, petition of Col. C. E. Foster, in opposition to House bill 
No. 2 to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Lestershire, Groton, Norwich, Vestal Center, and Sid- 
ney, N. Y., st the sale of liquor and cider at Ellis Island and 
— Island, New York—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 

c. 

rae. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Preamble and resolution 

of Col. Fred Taylor Post, No. 19, Grand Army of the Republic, 
ent of Pennsylvania, praying for the 

No. 306—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Coatesville, Chester, and Delaware 


of House 


counties, Pa., praying for the passage of the Stone bill restricting 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, petitions of Toughkenamon Council, No. 996; Rockdale 
Council, No. 808; Goshen Council, No. 607; John Martin Council, 
No. 788, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, praying 
for therecognition of belligerent rights for the Cuban insurgents— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, pray- 
ing for the passage of such legislation and appropriations as will 
adequately protect our seaboard cities from alien attack and de- 
spoliation in time of war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Secretary Wilmerton, of the Young Men’s 
Christian Association of Chester, Pa., praying for the passage of 
the Erdman bill for industrial arbitration and for the passage of 
Phillips bill for a labor commission—to the Committee on 

abor. 

Also, petition of 600 members of Trinity Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Chester, Pa., praying for the passage of bills establishing 
industrial arbitration and a labor commission—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

Also, petition of 600 members of Trinity Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Chester, Pa., praying for the passage of laws raising the 
age of consent and improving Territorial divorce laws—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of 600 members of Trinity Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Chester, Pa., praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest 
law and the enforcement of compulsory education in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

5 Mr. SCRANTON: Resolution of Col. Fred Taylor Post, No. 
19, Philadelphia, urging the passage of House bill No. 306, con- 
cerning pensions for Union soldiers confined in rebel prisons—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Ellen A. Giles and others, of 
Clayville, N. Y., asking for legislation to prevent the sale of beer 
at Ellis Island, Bedloes Island, and Fort Wadsworth—to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SORG: Petition of the Dayton City Union of Christian 
Endeavor of Dayton, Ohio, for the enforcement of compulsory 
education at the capital—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Dayton City Union of Christian Endeavor 
for the enactment of a law forbidding Sunday labor in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Christian Endeavor Union of Dayton, Ohio, 
favoring the passage of the Erdman bill for the arbitration of 
railway strikes—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Dayton City Christian Endeavor Union of 
Dayton, Ohio, urging the passage of the Phillips bill providing a 
commission to investigate the labor problem—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Dayton City Union of Christian Endeavor 
for the repeal of the ninety-day divorce law of Oklahoma and of 
Arizona, and to substitute the stricter divorce law of the District 
of Columbia by extending it to the Territories—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of 74 ex-Union soldiers and 50 other 
citizens of Shippensburg, Pa., in favor of the passage of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of numerous citizens 
of Pennsylvania, asking for the removal of obstructions to naviga- 
tion in the Allegheny River at Merritt’s Island and Tubb’s Run 
Riffle—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STRONG: Petition of Walter E. Mitchell and 53 other 
citizens of Belle Center, Ohio, for the passage of the bill to secure 
a better grade of immigrants, introduced by Hon. WiLLiAm A, 
StonE—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TAYLER: Petitions of citizens of East Liverpool and 
Stark County, Ohio, praying for the passage of the Stone immi- 
gration bill—tothe Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Papers in support of House bill No. 
3518—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of House bill No. 3527—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Attica, N. Y., in regard to the sale of beer 
at Fillis Island, Bedloes Island, and Fort Wadsworth, N. Y.—to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of the Central Trade and 
Agricultural Union of Piqua, Miami County, Ohio, asking for the 
passage of a bill ‘‘to regulate the manning of vessels on the Great 
Lakes,” introduced by Mr. WoopMaN—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of C. D. Hull and 16 other ex-Union soldiers, ask- 
ing for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 4, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mi.Burn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Thursday last, when, on motion of Mr. HansBRouGH, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with 
the provisions of section 232, Revised Statutes of the United States, 
an abstract of the militia force of the United States accordin 
to the latest returns received at the Office of the Adjutant-Gener 
of the United States Army for the year 1895; which, with the ac- 
company ing abstract, was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
January 14, a report from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office containing certain information relative to the lands con- 
stituting the beds of Cross Lake, Soda Lake, Clear Lake, Ferry 
Lake, and Caddo Lake, extending from the Texas State line to or 
near the city - one La.; which, on — — reg apg A 
ARD, was, with the accom rs, order ie on the 
table and be printed. ae 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Attorney- 
General of the 8d instant submitting an estimate of deficiency 
in the yay for ‘‘Defending suitsin claims against the 
United States” for the current fiscal year, $7,500, and requesting 
that it be included in the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; 
which, with the accompanying letter, was ref to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Federation 
of Labor of the District of Columbia, praying that an investiga- 
tion be made of the abuses alleged to exist in the Post-Office re- 
pair-bag department, and for the of a law prohibiting the 

urchase of any goods produced in whole or in part by convict 
abor for any department of the Federal Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a joint resolution of the general as- 
sembly of Ohio, urging the enactment of legislation ceding cer- 
tain lands to the State of Ohio; which was referred to the Commit- 
os on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 

ollows: 


Joint resolution requesting our Senators and Representatives in Congress to 
use their influence in securing the passage of an act ceding certain lands 
to the State of Ohio. 


Whereas the Ohio canal commission in the prosecution of its work of in- 
vestigating the titles of State lands finds that section 7, town 6 south, range 
4 east, Auglaize County, Ohio, is the property of the United States; and 

Whereas said section 7 is aw n the limits of the Mercer County res- 
ervoir, and therefore a part of the public works of Ohio, and any d@ tion 
of it to private parties or corporations would work great injustice to the pub- 
lic works of the Stave; and . 

Whereas the canal commission having made application to the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office for a patent to the land in said section 7 under the 
swamp-land act of 1850, and said application having been rejected and the ap- 

ee is now pending on an appeal before the Secretary of the Interior: 

refore 

Be it resolved by the general assembly of the State of Ohio, That our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress be nee to use their gos offices in se- 
curing the passage of an act ceding the land in question to the State of Ohio, 
and that the ene be requosted to forw: to our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives of Ohio a certified copy of this resolution. 

CHARLES H. BOSLER, 
Speaker pro tempore of the House of Representatives. 
ASAHEL W. JONES. 
t of the Senate. 
Adopted January 29, 1896. 


Unrrep STATES OF AMERICA, Ohio: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

I, Samuel M. Taylor, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do hereby cer- 
tify that the foregoing is an exemplified copy, carefully compared by me 
with the original rolls now on file in this office, and in my official custody as 
secretary 0! meee req by the laws of the State of Ohio, of a joint 
resolution passed 4 asseiably of the State of Ohio on the 20th 
oy of January, A. D. b 
n 


testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal, at Columbus, this 29th day of convert, A. D. 1896. 
UEL M. Are, 
Secretary of 


on SERA woe a pain 78 oe of Beloit, 
0, pra or the enactment 0: on 

peiations or sectarian )urposes; W. was cohunel to the Chae: 
mittee on the Judiciary. 





He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions ad »pted 
by the Black Top Spanish Merino Sheep Breeders’ Publishing 
Association at its annual meeting held at Washington, Pa., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prevent the substitution of 
shoddy and other cheap materials for fleece wool in the manufac- 
ture of woolen goods, and also praying for the passage of tho 

sanding revenue bill; which was referred to the Committee on 

inance. 

He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the National Association of Manufacturers at a convention held 
in Chicago, Ill., praying for the passage of the pending revenue 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Saginaw, 
Mich., praying for the speedy recognition as belligerents of tho 
Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Xenia, Ohio, remonstrating against the passaze 
of Senate bill No. 1055, providing for military education in the 
— schools; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of McDonalis- 
ville, Canton, Geneva, Gnadenhutten, and Springfield, all in the 
State of Ohio, on ee for the passage of the so-called Stone immi- 
gration bill; which were referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Niles, Ohio, 
and a petition of the Board of Trade of Warren, Ohio, praying for 
the construction of a ship canal from Lake Erie to Pittsburg. Pa., 
through the Mahoning Valley; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the city council of Warren, 
Ohio, praying for the construction of a ship waterway connect- 
ing the Gréat Lakes with the rivers dividing that part of the con- 
tinent south of these lakes to the Gulf of Mexico; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented sundry petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Cincinnati, Dayton, and Troy, in the State 
of Ohio, and a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Deposit, N. Y., praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest 
law for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of Dayton, Ohio, praying for the repeal of the ninety-day divorce 
law of Oklahoma and Arizona Territories and for substituting in 
its stead the stricter divorce law of the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Socicty 
of Dayton, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation estab- 
lishing an impartial commission for the investigation of the labor 
= which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

e. 


He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of Dayton, Ohio, praying for the enforcement of the compulsory 
education law in the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of Dayton, Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called Erdman 
bill, substituting voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Ministerial Association of 
the eastern portion of the Heidelberg classes of the Reformed 
Church of Saar res Sennett for the enactment of legislation 
in the interests of morality, education, labor, etc.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Ministerial Association of 
Galion, Ohio, pra for the enactment of legislation in the 
interest of morality, for a Sunday-rest law, for the papel of the 
Oklahoma divorce law, for compulsory education, for the arbitra- 
tion of labor strikes, and for investigation of the labor problem; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition numerously signed by 
citizens of De Soto, Mo., praying for the passage of what is known 
as the Stone bill, which was pending in the Fifty-third Congress, 
in regard to securing a better - of immigrants. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

e motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I also eres a petition in behalf of the 
Missouri Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Kansas City, 
Mo., pra relief for those who are suffering in Armenia. 
move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was to. ; 

. MILLS presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of rane, Teen praying for the enactment of 
a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was te 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 











Mr. KYLE presented the petition of Mrs. M. E. Griffith, presi- 
dent of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of the District 
of Columbia, and sundry other citizens of the District, praying 
for the enactment of legislation for the relief of the charwomen 
of the Departments in the District; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of Robert Miller and other 
citizens of Livingston County, Mo., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prevent unwholesome and unreasonable immigra- 
tion to this country; which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Society of Chris- 
tian Endeavor of Lexington, Mo., favoring the enactment of leg- 
islation by Congress to prevent Armenian outrages; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a petition of Marion Roberts Post, 
No. 41, Grand Army of the Republic, of Asheville, N. C., praying 
that section 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be 
repealed; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

r. LODGE presented a petition of William A. Streeter Post, 
No. 145, Grand Army of the Republic, of Attleboro, Mass., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Haines bill to give pay and 

nsion to those soldiers and sailors who were confined in Con- 
ederate prisons during the war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of Rev. J. B. Tuttle and 197 
other citizens of Muncie, Ind., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation raising the age of consent from 16 years to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Fairfield County (Conn.) As- 
sociation of Union ex-Prisoners of War, praying for the passage 
of House bill No. 306, granting pensions to soldiers and sailors con- 
fined in so-called Confederate prisons; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON presented sundry petitions of citizens of Min- 
eral Point and New Freedom, in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the New York Produce Exchange, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 3010, regulating the 
manufacture and sale of an article called “filled cheese”; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DAVIS presented resolutions adopted at a mass meeting of 
the citizens of St. Paul, Minn., favoring an active interference on 
the part of the Government for the redress of injuries to Ameri- 
can citizens resident in Turkey; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the petition of James D. Woodruff and sundry 
other citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to secure a better class of immigrants; which was 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the Maritime Association 
of the Port of New York, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 2673, abolishing compulsory pilotage; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the New York Produce Exchange, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 3010, regulating the 
manufacture and sale of an article called ‘filled cheese”; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of Benjamin Reynolds and 34 other 
citizens of Lumberton, X. J., and the petition of Charles H. West- 
cott and 27 other citizens of Salem, N. J., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were referred tothe 
Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. PERKINS. I present a memorial,in the form of resolu- 
tions adopted by the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
Cal., remonstrating against the refunding of the indebtedness of 
the subsidized overland railroads. I ask that the memorial be 

rinted in the Recorp, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
acific Railroads. It is very short. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed in the REc- 
ORD, as follows: 


THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF SAN FRANCISCO, 
San Francisco, January 21, 1896. 
RESOLUTION—THE FUNDING BILL. 


Resolved, That the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, having under 
consideration all the conditions involved, and having reference to the mes- 
sage of the President of the United States to the Fiftieth Congress, recom- 


jaoting the Government to secure itself by legal process against financial 
loss in its relations with the subsidized overland rediront, urgently protests 
= the refunding of the indebtedness of these railroads by legal enact- 


Resolved, That while the question of the ment of railways by the 
Government admits of a fair discussion, the obligation of a carupuelien to pay 
its debts is as binding as that of an individual debtor, and when unable to do 
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this the ordinary process of law should prevail, otherwise our people have a 
right tocomplain that, while citizens generally are made to obey the law, rich 
corporations and millionaires are exempt 

Resolved, That the people dependent upon the line of the subsidized default- 
ing railroads, in the case of their debi being refunded, must endure the 
burden of excessive cost of transportation for the many years of the exten- 


sion demanded, an obvious injustice, which will retard the development of 
the dependent territory, whereasa change of management, either directly by 
the Government or by lease, under proper restrictions, will develop the 
territory and increase the value of the railway itself. For these valid reasons 
this chamber of commerce favors foreclosure by the Government as the re- 
sult of default in the payment of the debt owing it 

Resolved, That attested copies of these resolutions be sent to the President 
of the United States, the Pacific Coast delegation in Congress, and tothe Com- 
mitteesin the Senate and House of Representatives having the measure under 
consideration; also, that copies be furnished the public press, requesting its 
support. 


HUGH CRAIG, President. 
Attest: 


WILLIAM L. MERRY, Secretary. 


Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation of 
$10,000 be made for the completion of the resurvey of San Fran- 
cisco Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 334, to 
provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses; which was 
referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, Cal., favoring the construction of a cable 
between the Pacific coast and the Hawaiian Islands; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Grange No. 70, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Stockton, Cal., praying for the speedy construction of 
the Nicaragua Canal; which was referred to the Select Committee 
on the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal. 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the bar of 
San Diego, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for holding stated terms of the United States circuit and district 
courts of the southern district of California at San Diego; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of P. A. Patch and sundry 
other citizens of St. Paul, Minn., and the petition of A. W. Bain- 
bridge and sundry other citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., praying 
for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition, 1n the form of resolutions adopted 
at amass meeting of citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for 
the enactment of legislation granting protection to American citi- 
zens in Turkey and extending sympathy to the suffering Arme- 
nians; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mapleton, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting appro- 
priations for sectarian purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented a petition of Camp No. 13 of the In- 
dian War Veterans of the Pacific Coast, praying that pensions be 
granted to the Indian war veterans and their dependent widows; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CANNON presented a petition of the city council of Span- 
ish Fork City, Utah, praying for the speedy construction of the 
Nicaragua Canal under the control of the Government; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on the Construction of the 
Nicaragua Canal. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Remi A. Daigle and sundry 
other citizens of Aroostook County, Me., praying that an appro- 
priation be made for the construction of a bridge across the St. 
John River at the towns of Madawaska, Me., and Edmundston, 
New Brunswick; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Jack- 
sonville, Fla., praying that the United States Government take 
steps to recognize the Cuban revolutionists as belligerents; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Charles T. Carroll and 35 other 
citizens, of Monticello, Fla., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion for the relief of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South for the use, consumption, and destruction of the 

roperty of that corporation by and under the authority of the 
Bnited States during the late war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of the delegated represent- 
atives of the North Carolina Yearly Meeting of the Religious 
Society of Friends, praying for the arbitration of national con- 
troversies and deprecating war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of 
leading business men of Madison, Ind., in favor of an appro- 
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war, a key to Long Island Sound and Narragansett Bay and the 
rivers and tributaries thereof: 

Beit therefore resolved, That the general assembly of Rhode Island respect- 
fully and urgently request the United States Government to protect the in- 


foreign 


terest of the State and town by completing this project of national impor- 
tance, and to appropriate the necessary amount therefor. / 
Resolved, 'That the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this 
State be, and they hereby are, requested to use their best efforts to secure 
the development of ws project, and to procure the necessary appropriation 
‘ongress for such purpose. 
ae That the decretary of State be directed to forward a copy of the 
above preamble and resolutions to each of the Senators and Representatives 
in Congress from this State. 


STATE OF RHODE ISLAND, 
Office of the Secretary of State: 
PROVIDENCE, January 28, 1896. 
I certify the foregoing to be a true copy of a resolution passed by the gen- 
eral assembly of said State on the 28th day of January, A. D. 1896. 
In testimony whereof [ have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State aforesaid the date and year first above written. 
CHARLES P. BENNETT, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. CALL presented a petition,in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Board of Trade of Jacksonville, Fla., praying for the speedy 
recognition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle 
for freedom; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present a petition numerously 
signed by citizens of Portland, Oreg., praying for the passage of 
a law securing to the manufacturers of the Northwest the patron- 
age of the United States for all goods used by the Government in 
each and every department on the Pacific Coast. The petitioners 
call attention to the fact that there are no goods used at any of the 
Indian agencies or at any of the Government posts but which can 
be, asa matter of fact, manufactured on the Pacific Coast and pur- 
chased there at a lower figure than many of such supplies which 
are now being purchased in the Eastern market. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon presented a memorial of sundry brew- 
ers of the State of Oregon, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation providing for the increasing of the tax on malt beer; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the board of aldermen of Hood 
River, Oreg., praying for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal 
under the control of the Government; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal. 

He also presented a petition of the Republican Club of Clats- 
kanie, Oreg., praying that an appropriation be made for the im- 

rovement of the Clatskanie River, in that State; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Scappoose, 
Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting appro- 
priations for sectarian purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizensof Portland, Oreg., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Daven- 
_— Iowa, praying for the speedy construction of the Hennepin 

nal; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Iowa Academy of Science, 
praying for the enactment of legislation which will protect our 
orests from destruction and secure them for the use of the people 
of the United States in the present and in the future; which was 
referred to the Select Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. 

He also presented the petition of Samuel Strauss and sundry 
other citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for a speedy recogni- 
tion as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle for 
freedom; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Healso presented a petition of sundry citizens of Council Bluffs, 
Iowa, aa a petition of sundry citizens of Missouri Valley, Iowa, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented the memorial of John Cowdon, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation appropriating money to test 
the plan for arch bridges 300 or more feet long; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard. 

Mr, CULLOM presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
ee Union of Oneida, [l., praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Sarah D. La Fetra, presi- 
dent, and 300 other members of the ao Hope Mission of 
Washington, D. C., and a petition of the Ministerial Association 
of Dayton, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation raising 
the s consent from 16 to 18 years in the District of Columbia 
and the Territories; which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 
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Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of the city council of Puyal- 
lup, Wash., and a petition of the city council of Centralia, Wash., 
praying for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal; which were 
referred to the Select Committee on the Construction ef the Nica- 
ragua Canal. 

He also presented a petition of the New York Produce Ex- 
change, praying for the passage of House bill No. 3010, regulating 
the manufacture and saleof anarticle called ‘‘ filled cheese”: which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tacoma, Wash., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 





TRANSPORTATION OF MEN IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. HALE presented a communication from the Acting Secre- 
tary of the Navy, dated January 27, 1896, requesting that a clause 
be inserted in the naval appropriation bill amending the act of 
March 38, 1879, for the transportation of men in the Army over 
certain land-grant and bond-aided railroads, so as to make its terms 
applicable to the Navy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


THE REVENUE BILL AND SILVER COINAGE, 

Mr. MORRILL. Iaminstructed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increase 
revenue to meet the expenses of Government and provide against 
a deficiency, to report it with anamendment, to strike out all after 


the enacting clause and insert the part printed in italics, and also 
to amend the title so that it will read as follows: ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide for the free coinage of silver, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. President, I am disposed to say somewhat, as the proclama- 
tions in Massachusetts end, ‘‘God save the Commonwealth.” I 
will add what perhaps it is unnecessary for me to say, that I was 
not in favor of the action of a majority of the Committee on 
Finance. I shall endeavor to bring up the bill to-morrow, unless 
it shall interfere with appropriation bills. 

Mr. QUAY. Iask that the amendment be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment reported as a sub- 
stitute by the Committee on Finance will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The committee report to strike out all after 
the enacting clause of the bill and insert: 


That from and after the passage of this act the mints of the United States 
shall be open to the coinage of silver, and there shall be coined dollars of the 
weight of 412} grains troy, of standard silver, nine-tenths fine, as provided b 
the act of January 18, 1837, and upon the same terms and subject to the limi- 
tations and provisions of law regulating the coinage and legal-tender quality 
of gold; call whenever the said coins herein provided for shall be received 
into the Treasury, certificates may be issued therefor in the manner now pro- 
vided by law. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall coin into standard silver 
dollars, as soon as practicable, according tothe provisions of section 1 of this 
act, from the silver bullion purchased under authority of the act of July lM, 
1890, entitled “An act directing the purchase of silver builion and the issue of 
Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes,” that portion of said silver 
bullion which represents the seigniorage or profit to the Government, to wit, 
the difference between the cost of the silver purchased under said act and its 
coined value; and said silver dollars so coined shall be used in the payment of 
the current expenses of the Government; and for the purpose of making the 
said seigniorage immediately available for use as money, the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized and directed toissue silver certificates against 
it, as if it was already coined and in the Treasury. 

Sxzc. 3. That no national-bank note shall be hereafter issued of a denomina- 
tion less than $10, and all notes of such banks now outstanding of denomi- 
nations less than that sum shall be, as rapidly as practicable, taken up, 
redeemed, and canceled, and notes of $10 and larger denominations shall be 
issued in their stead under the direction of the Comptroller of the Currency. 

Sec. 4 That the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem the United States 
notes, commonly called “* greenbacks,” and also the Treasury notes issued 
under the provisions of the act of July 14, 1890, when presented for redemp- 
tion, in standard silver dollars or in gold coin, using for redemption of said 
notes either gold or silver coins, or both, not at the option of the holder, but 
exclusively at the option of the Treasury Department, and said notes, com- 
monly calied * greenbacks,”’ when so redeemed, shall be reissued as provided 
by the act of May 31, 1878. 


Mr. QUAY. I move to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Finance with instructions to report the original bill and the amend- 
ment as separate propositions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I second the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN and others. Question! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, are we not upon the order of the 
presentation of reports in the morning business? The question 
might come up on motion when we reach the order of resolutions, 
but not at this particular time. 

Mr. QUAY. Dol understand that the Senator from New York 
objects to my motion at the present time? 

Mr. HILL. I was suggesting a parliamentary inquiry as to 


whether it is in order. 
Mr. QUAY. Of course it is in order. 








































The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point made 
by the Senator from New York, that the motion can not be enter- 
tained at this time. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I understand distinctly that the Senator 
from New York makes the point that the motion I have just now 
made is not in order. 

Mr. HILL. The point has already been made and sustained by 
the Chair, and I decline to discuss it further. 

Mr. ee Then I ask unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. ALLEN. I object. 

Mr. HILL. There is objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. HOAR. May the request be stated before objection is 
— * have not yet heard the request. I should like to have 
t stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania 
state his request in full? 

Mr. QUAY. I request the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
entertain a motion to recommit the bill as reported from the Com- 
mittee on Finance with instructions to report the original bill 
and the amendment as separate propositions. 

Mr. HILL. To that I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1698) for the oe ype fen repair of the pub- 
lic wharf at Sitka, Alaska, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom w: 
referred the bill (S. 1865) to authorize the Secretary of War anu 
the Secretary of the Navy to make certain disposition of con- 
demned ordnance, guns, and cannon balls in their respective 
Departments, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr, VILAS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (8.1480) to amend an act entitled 
“‘An act to adjust the salaries of postmasters,” approved March 
> 1883, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


ereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. 1106) to place Lieut. Col. and Bvt. 
Maj. Gen. Alexander Stewart Webb on the retired list of the 
United States Army, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a rt thereon. 

r. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 638) granting an increase of pension to John 
oo reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 522) for the relief of George Hughes, of Portland, Oreg., 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 678) grantin nsion to Joseph R. West, brigadier and 
brevet major-general, United States Army Volunteers, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1591) to extend the min- 
eral-land laws of the United States to lands embraced in the north 
half of the Colville Indian Reservation, to report it with an amend- 
ment, and submit a report thereon. 

The bill is the unanimous report of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs; it is favorably recommended by the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. It is a local matter of great im- 
portance to my State; and I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
may be now put upon its passage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall have no objection to its consideration 
after the morning business is through. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the considera- 
tion of the bill at this time. 

Mr. WILSON. I shall seek to call up the bill for consideration 
as soon as the morning business is closed. 
ae VICE-PRESIDENT, Meanwhile the bill will lie upon the 

e. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8S, 1704) for the relief of n ne mo se, an 
ao reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the follo bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submi reports thereon: 

A bill & ie granting a pension to Emeline Filgate; 

A bill (S. 1787) granting a pension to Nancy T. Duncklee; 
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A bill (S. 189) granting an increase of pension to Caroline B 
Bradford; F 

A bill (S. 760) granting a pension to Rhoda Chick; 

A bill (S. 651) granting a pension to Jane L. Buckingham: and 

A bill (S. 1887) granting a pension to Ellen Ewing, widow of 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Ewing. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whoin 
was referred the bill (S. ok erga 4 an increase of pension to 
Theophilus C. Ingalls, reported it with amendments, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
the bill (8.1343) granting an increase of pension to Enoch (}. 
Adams, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1420) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth W, 
Sutherland, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1495) granting a pension to Hans Johnson, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. McMILuLan), from the Committes 
on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1247) 
to establish and provide for the maintenance of a free public library 
and reading room in the District of Columbia, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. MCMILLAN), from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1513) to regulate the use of the public 
parks and improved reservations in the District of Columbia under 
the charge of the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Healso (for Mr. McMILuan), from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1780) to provide for the erection of a wall 
around the jail of the District of Columbia, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1279) granting a pension to Richardson M. 
Penn, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8S. 616) granting a paws to Matilda Gresham, widow of 
the late Walter Q. Tires am, at the rate of $200 per month, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 612) for the relief of 
William Van Dresser, alias James Johnson, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1825) to faeeporntec the 
Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church of the Diocese of 
Washington, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4043) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, [897, to report it with amendments and to 
submit a report thereon. I give notice that I shall call up the 
bill for action to-morrow if practicable. 

bsg VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 35387) making appro- 

riations for the ew of invalid and other pensions of the 
Bnited States for the fiscal _— ending June 80, 1897, and for other 
purposes, to report it with amendments and submit a report 
thereon. I desire to give notice that at an early day I shall ask 
the consideration of the bill by the Senate. 

os VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 646) for the relief of Francis Brown, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1522) granting a pension to Catherine Smith, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 705) granting a ion to Emily B. Muncey, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. e 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1012) to prevent the desecra- 
tion of the national fing, to report it k favorably, with an 
amendment. I desire to be permitted to say for myself that while 
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I voted in committee for this report in order that the matter, which 
is interesting so many people, might come before the Senate, the 
more I think of it the more there seems to be in the way of ob- 


jection to any legislation upon the subject. I donot wish to have 
t unders that I shall support the bill even in its amended 
form in the Senate. It is a very difficult thing to deal with, and 
whether it would not be better to leave it to the good taste and 
good sense of private citizens I very much question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 509) for the relief of John W. Lewis, of 
Oregon, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 306) for the relief of 
Thomas Chambers, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (8.72) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor of 
Choteau, Harrison & Valle, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.1846) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to donate condemned cannon to Custer Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans., reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 246) granting a pension to Nancy Carson 
Blunt, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 247) granting a pension to Wallace McGrath, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 728) to compensate Elihu Root for services 
rendered by direction of the Attorney-General, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 718) subjecting national banks to the usury laws of the 


States where they are located, asked to be discharged from its ! 


further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Finance; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 1785) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four 

amids of condemned cannon balls to W. H. Wallace Post, 

o. 66, Grand Army of the Republic, of Eldorado, Kans., and for 
other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4991) to open forest reservations in the 
State of Colorado for the location of mining claims, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TELLER. Thatisa House bill, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent to put it on its passage. It has the approval of the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. TURPIE. I prefer that we shall proceed in order. 

Thé VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection isinterposed to the present 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1676) to change and fix the time for hold- 
ing the district and circuit courts of the United States for the 
northern division of the eastern district of Tennessee, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S$. 1018) to change and fix the time for holding the district 
and circuit courts of the United States for the northern division 
of the eastern district of Tennessee, reported adversely thereon, 
and the bill was postponed . 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2642) granting leave 
of absence for one year to homestead settlers upon the Yankton 
Indian Reservation, in the State of South Dakota, to report it 
favorably with an amendment. I ask unanimous consent for the 

mediate consideration of this House bill. It relieves some set- 
tlers upon the public lands of South Dakota, and the time will 
— this month for many of them unless the bill becomes a 
aw. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 

PP VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
on, 

Mr. a I very much prefer that we shall proceed in 
order, 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 518) for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. Humphries, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pasian to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 719) to restore a pension to Harriet 
M. Knowlton, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 819) granting a pension to Catherine O'Leary, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1464) to amend chapter 76, laws of 1893, 
reported it without amendment. 

r. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3265) donating one condemned can- 
non and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Stone River 
Post, No. 74, Grand Army of the Republic, Sedan, Kans., reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, te 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3982) granting to Lincoln 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Hope Valley, R. I., one 
condemned cannon; also, to the Woman's Relief Corps, of Taylor- 
ville, l., four condemned cannon and four condemned cannon 
balls for the purpose of decorating a soldiers’ monument lately 
erected there by said corps; and, also, to the town of Newton, in 
the State of New Jersey, four pieces of condemned cannon and 
twenty cannon balls for the decoration of the new soldiers and 
sailors’ monument in that town, reported it without amendment, 


Objection is interposed to the present 


ADALINE V. BASSETT, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the following resolution submitted by Mr. GoRMAN on the 2ist 
ultimo, reported it without amendment: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Adaline V. Bassett, widow of Isaac Bassett, deceased, 
late assistant doorkeeper of the Senate, a sum equal to one year’s salary at 
the rate allowed by law to said assistant doorkeeper, out of the ‘* miscellane- 
ous items” of the contingent fund of the Senate; said payment to be consid- 
ered asin lieu of all funeral expenses or other allowances. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar. 


INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the following resolution submitted by Mr. CHANDLER on the 23d 
ultimo, reported it without amendment: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, in making the inquiry con- 
cerning the prices of armor for naval vessels under the resolution of the 
Senate of December 31, 1295, be authorized to employ stenographers and to 
send for persons and papers, and that the expenses of the inquiry shall be 
paid upon proper vouchers from the appropriation for the contingent 
expenses of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

IMPRISONMENT OF EUGENE V. DEBS. 


Mr. HILL. From the Committee on the Judiciary I report back 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CaL] 
in reference to imprisonment for contempt. The committee re- 
port in favor of the passage of the resolution as amended. If 
there is no objection, it might as well be acted upon now as at any 
other time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. When we get through with the morning 
business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the reso- 
lution? 

Mr. HILL. Not now; I will wait until further on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. CALL that a special com- 
mittee of seven Senators be appointed who shall be charged with 
the duty of inquiring into the imprisonment of Eugene V. Debs, etc. 

Mr. GEORGE and others. What is the amendment? 

Mr. HILL. Several Senators ask that the amended resolution 
be read. Its presented as a substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred Senate resolution 
No. 83, have had the same under consideration and beg leave to report the 
following amendment as a substitute therefor, namely: 

“Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee is hereby directed to investigate 
the law upon the whole subject of ‘contempts of court’ as enforced by the 
Federal courts, and report to the Senate whether any additional legislation 
is necessary for the protection of the rights of citizens; and if so,to report 
such 1 lation.” 

And t the same, so amended, ought to pass. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 1867) granting a pension to 
Jesse L. Knight; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Cominittee on Pensions, j 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1868) granting a ion to Wil- 


liam 8. Hinckley; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. om granting a pension to James 
Radley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying porns, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. RPIE introduced a bill (8.1870) granting a pension to 
Lewis Hans; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
compan ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. F introduced a bill (S. 1871) to provide for the punish- 
ment of offenses on the high seas; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 1872) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to exchange in behalf of the United States the 
tract of land at Choctaw Point, Mobile County, Ala., now belong- 
ing to the United States, and held for light-house purposes, wi 
the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City Railroad Company for any 
other tract or parcel of land in said county equally well or better 
adapted to use for light-house purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and ref to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (8. 1878) for the relief of the 
Protestant Orphan Asylum of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (S. 1874) to annex a certain 

ion of Arizona Territory to the State of Utah; which was read 

wice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (8. 1875) for the relief of Ed- 
ward A. Foote, late of org mre L, First Regiment United States 
Artillery; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1876) for the relief of tae heirs of 
Charles B. Smith, deceased; which was read twice by 11s title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1877) for the relief of Bvt. Capt. 
James D. Vernay; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1878) for the relief of Benjamin F. 
Fox; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing pa r, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

e also introduced a bill (S.1879) for the relief of Martha E. 
Flesschert; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1880) to increase the pension of 
Thomas J. Haughey; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1881) granting a pension to Lydia 
Chapman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1882) ting a pension to Mary 
Selbach, widow of John Selbach; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (8.1883) to grant a pension to 
Chariotte O. Van Cleve, widow of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill — 1884) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising 
from Indian depredations,” approved March 3, 1891; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (8. 1885) for optional and 
compulsory retirement of Government a of Executive 
Departments in ‘he classified service; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. PRITCHARD (by uest) introduced a bill (S. 1886) to 
amend the charter of and Soldiers’ Home Railway 
Company of the. District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referved to the Committee on the District of Colum 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1887) granting a pension 
*o Minerva Sample; which was read twice by its tit'e, and referred 
dc tenlanateel bill (S. 1888) increase of 

e uced a gran an - 

sion to William T. Walker; which was rue by its fitle, 
a with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ensions, 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1889) granting a pension to Mat- 
thew C. Read; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1890) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Alfred Williamson; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1891) for the relief of James Petty: 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
pees, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1892) granting increase of pen- 
sions to Wilson W. Brown and others; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1893) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion standing against Shepherd King; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1894) removing the charge of deser- 
tion from the name of William Wickham; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1895) for the relief of George H. 
Wells; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
ane pers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

5 AR introduced a bill (S.1896) granting a pension to 
8S. W. Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the ittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1897) to establish a classifica- 
tion division in the United States Patent Office; which was read 
twice = title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He introduced a bill (S. 1898) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Marietta Hayes; which — ar ees by its title, _— with the 
accompanying papers, referr the Committee on Pensions. 

He a introduced a bill (S. 1899) granting a pension to F. F. 
Callender; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

ittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (5S. 1900) for the relief of Richard E. 
Hayden; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying — referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 1901) to empower the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to control sleeping cars, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1902) granting a pension to Jennie 
E. Burch; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1903) fog the relief of Louis Mazawa- 
kinyena, Louis De Coteau, and James W. Lynd; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (8.1904) to regulate mar- 
riages in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1905) for the relief of George F. 
Anderson, of Jefferson County, W. Va.; which was read twice by 
its title, and refersed to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 1906) in relation to the pay 
of Rear-Admiral Roger N. Stembel, retired; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1907) for the relief of William L. 
Orr; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. SMITH introduced a bill (8.1908) for the appointment of 
Frank M. Marshal! as lieutenant on the retired list of the Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
pa , referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (8.1909) to provide for perma- 
nent fortifications and a system of torpedo defense at Cape Henry, 
Virginia, and Cape Charles, Virginia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

He also introduced a bill (S.1910) to authorize the admission 
into the Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers of veterans of the 
war of 1812 and of the Mexican war who subsequently entere( 
the service of the Confederate States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S.1911) to fix the salary of the col- 
lector of customs for the district of Ne rt News, Va.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 1912) to widen, deepen, and im- 
rove the channel of Elizabeth River, Virginia, from Hampton 
Roads to the Norfolk Navy-Yard; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. a 
He also introduced a bill (8.1913) for the relief of Louisa 5. 
Guthrie, widow and executrix of John J. Guthrie, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1914) supplemental to an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to provide for the erection of-a pablic building in 





1896. 





the city of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia,” approved January 
2, 1891; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1915) for the relief of the residuary 
legatees of Mark Davis, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1916) to execute the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the matter of William B. Isaacs & Co.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 1917) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederick L. Bridge, of Pasco County, Fla.; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RURROWS introduced a bill (S. 1918) granting a pension 
to John White; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He introduced a bill (S. 1919) to relieve vessels from seizure 
in admiralty; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1920) relating to the anchorage and 
movements of vessels in St. Marys River; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 1921) granting a pension to 
Jerusha H. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 1922) creating an art 
commission of the United States, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1923) granting to the city of Bis- 
marck, N. Dak., the right to lease and use for public purposes 
Sibley Island, an island in the Missouri River; which was read 
twice by ‘its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1924) granting a pen- 
sion to Carrie L. Yeaton; which was read twice by its. title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (8. 1925) authorizing a 
special election to be held by the citizens of the District of Colum- 
bia to determine whether the present municipal government 
shall continue or whether there shall be established in its place a 
representative form of government; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (for Mr. McMILLAN) introduced a bill (S. 1926) to abol- 
ish grade crossings in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District | 
of Columbia. 

He also (for Mr. McM1L.Lan) introduced a bill (S. 1927) to in- | 
crease the Metropolitan police force of the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1928) to create a second 
division of the southern district of California for judicial purposes, 
and to fix the time for holding court therein; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 1929) for the relief of William 
H. Crook; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 





Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1930) for the relief of the 
personal representatives of James Rhodes, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (8.1931) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Joseph Sierra, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (8.1982) for the relief of 
William H. Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
be accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 


airs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1933) granting a pension to Mar- 
geret Hoctor; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
ace ying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He introduced a bill (S. 1934) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry Slaughter; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. MANTLE introduced a bill (S. 1935) ay for a com- 
mission to negotiate with the Crow and Flathead Indians for the 
cession of portions of their respective reservations in the State of 

; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1986) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Eunice Ida Rhoades; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 1937) for the relief of Capt. 
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George W. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1988) allowing Isaiah Mitchell, of 
Denver, Colo., ten years within which to make a final homestead 
entry upon certain land; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. . 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1989) to provide for the allotment 
of lands to Indians without changing their tribal relations, and 
to authorize the leasing of Indian lands in certain cases: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1940) to retire cer- 
tain army officers, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1941) to continue the navigable 
inland waterway along the Atlantic coast to Florida as a coast 
defense in time of war and a safe and convenient channel for our 
domestic commerce at all times; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. . 

Mr. TURPTE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 66) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States pro- 
viding for the election of United States Senators by a direct vote 
< — people of the several States; which was read twice by its 

itle. 

Mr. TURPIE. I give notice that upon Thursday next, immedi- 
ately after the conclusion of the routine business of the morning 
hour, I shall ask, by the courtesy of the Senate, to submit certain 
remarks upon the subject-matter of the joint resolution. 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on the 
table. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 67) pro- 
viding for the printing of 15,000 copies of the Bulletin on Api- 
culture; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 68) for 
the relief of James P. Veach; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S, R. 69) 
authorizing the preparation of a subject catalogue of the books 
in the law library; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

He also (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R.70) 
authorizing the preparation of a subject catalogue of the books 
in the law library; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

DUES TO ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 

by him to the bill (S. 1198) to provide for the restatement, re- 


| adjustment, settlement, and payment of dues to army oflicers in 


certain cases; which was ordered to be printed, and, with t! 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Afi 
ORDER OF PROCEDURE AT 2 O'CLOCK. 

Mr. HALE. I intended to ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill at the close 
of the routine morning business; but I have been appealed to by 
several Senators who desire to go to the Calendar. I therefore 
give notice that at 2 o0’clock, or about 2 o’clock, I shall ask the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of that appropriation bill. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to give notice that at 2o0’clock [shall ask 
the Senate to consider the resolution which is on the table pro- 
posing to distribute the appropriation bills of the Senate 
various committees of the Senate. 

THE REVENUE BILL AND SILVER COINAGE. 

Mr. QUAY. I submit a resolution, and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill H. R. 2749, reported by the Committee on Fin 


with anamendment, be recommitted to that committee with instruct 
report the original bill and the amendment as separate propositions. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HILL. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 
will go over, under the rule. 

PURCHASE OF ANALOSTAN ISLAND. 

Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and it is 
hereby, directed te inquire into the propriety of purchasing Analostan Island 
for the erection of a contagious hospital, and for such other purposes as the 
Government may require. 

PROPOSED TARIFY RATES. 


L submit a resolution and ask for its present 


© aC- 


‘airs. 


among 


nce 
ms to 


The resolution 


Mr. STEW ART. 
consideration. 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, directed 
to furnish the Senate an estimate of the probable increase of the revenue if 
bill H. R. 2749, entitled “ A bill to temporarily increase revenue to meet the 
expenses of Government and provide against a deficiency,” should become a 
law; and what would be the duty oe pound in United States money on the 
different grades of imported wool according to the present market price; 
and is the proposed duty on wool providea for in said bill sufficient to com- 
pensate for or correspond with the increaved duties proposed on woolen 


Mr. ALDRICH. What is the information asked for? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevadaasks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the resolution go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not understand the first part of it. I ask 
that it be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

The Secretar —_ read the resolution. 

The VICE-P IDENT, oe being interposed, the reso- 
lution will go over, under the rule, 


COMMITTZE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY, 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authori and directed to appoint a messenger for the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Pe eeT. who shall be paid at the rate of $1,440 per annum from 
the contingent fund of the a upon vouchers to approved by the 


Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
until otherwise provided for. 


Mr. WILSON. If in order, I renew — request for unanimous 
consent to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 1591. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sen- 
ator later. Resolutions, concurrent or other, are still in order. 


PENSION STATISTICS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I submita series of resolutions of inquiry, 
and as I think there will be no objection to them I will ask for 
their immediate consideration. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Whereas there are certain pension measures now pending before the Sen- 
ate Committee on Pensions upon which such information as can be furnished 
by the Commissioner of Pensions should be placed at ones of Congress, 
and in order that there may be established from the s of the Pension 

ce some reliable estimate of the mortality rate of pensioners: Therefore 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is eeeey directed to 
furnish the Senate, at the earliest ble moment, the statistics and infor- 
mation which the records of the Pension Office disclose, from the Ist day of 
July, 1895, to the Ist day of January, 1896, of invalid pensioners pensioned un- 
der the general law, showing the total number of names on the roll J uly 1, 
1895, and January 1, 1806, and the number of deaths which have occurred dur- 
= peated in each classification or grade of such pensions. 
ai - 4 same information relative to pensions granted under the act 

une , 

Third. The same information relative to widow pensioners under each act 
which latter shall include under a se te classification all extinctions of 
title for pensions from death, remarr , or abandonment. 

Fourth. The same information as dependent pensioners under 
each act except that of June 27, 1890. 

Fifth. Statistics with regard to each class of pensioners under acts grant- 

pensions to survivors and their widows under Mexican and Indian wars 
and the war of 1812. 
uested to 


Resolved further, 'That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
furnish to the Senate, at the earliest ble moment, a statistical statement. 
showing the number of pension ce cates issued during the six months ended 
January 1, 1896, classifying the same as originals of each class and reissues 
of each class, showing whether increases or reductions, increased pensions 
or any other classification usually observed, and also statistics showing the 
suspension and other stopping of pensions from causes other than deaths or 
extinction of title by remarriage, covering each class of pensions under each 
class of acts separately. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to suggest to the Senator from New 
Hampshire that his resolutions are in an unusual form, in the fact 
that they require the i the Interior to furnish the in- 
formation to the committee. t them require the Secretary to 
furnish the information to the Senate for the use of the committee, 
“— — they will be in accordance with the uniform rule on the 
subject. 

.GALLINGER,. I willacceptthatsuggestion. While Iam 
on my feet, I will state that I observe the last resolution requests 
the retary. I ask that the word ‘‘ requested” be changed to 
* directed.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it read “directed.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will likewise accept the suggestion of the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

The VICE-PFESIDENT. Is there objection to the resolutions 
as modified? 

Mr. PALMER. As the resolutions are somewhat complex and 
cover a great deal of ground, I suggest to the chairman of the 
Committee on Pensions to allow them to lie over and be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


INVESTIGATION OF MAIL BAG REPAIR DIVISION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Ky Lr} coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 
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The Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by Mr, 
KYLE January 28, 1896: 

Whereas the character of the wages, work, discipline, and hours of labor 
in the mail-bag-repair division of the Government Post-Office Department 
have been severely condemned by the Washington Times, a reputable news- 
paper published in the District of Columbia; and 

ereas it is also alleged os newspaper that Government mail bags 
are made by contract convict labor, and that there are also various irregu- 
larities in the fulfillment and payments of awards as well as irregularities in 
other contracts pertaining to the work of this division: Therefore 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roadsis hereby 

irected to investigate these charges and report thereon to this body at the 
earliest practicable moment. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is not a matter of very great im- 
portance, but on Thursday last the Senate in the morning hour 
was considering a joint resolution in regard to the distribution of 
seeds. I asked before the expiration of the morning hour that it 
might go over without losing its place, in order that 1 might speak 
upon it to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Sena- 
tor from Missouri to ask unanimous consent that that joint reso- 
lution be taken from the Calendar for consideration? 

Mr. VEST. I have no disposition to take any advantage or to 
displace the resolution of the Senator from South Dakota. 

r. KYLE. I believe my resolution has the right of way. 

Mr. VEST. I have merely called attention to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I desire to make some remarks upon the 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia is 
recognized. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I had hoped that the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota, who offered this resolution, would have 
somewhat changed its form before he asked the Senate to pass 
upon it. AsI understand the Senator in his remarks, the facts 
which he submitted to the Senate to justify its action in passing 
the resolution directing an investigation of the indefinite and 
uncertain allegations made in the resolution, were based not upon 
any information or personal knowledge possessed by him, but 
entirely, and almost exclusively, I may say, upon rumors which 
were embodied in articles ae in one of the newspapers in 
the city of Washington, and I believe some letters which he had 
received from persons claiming to be employees of the repair bag 
shop of the Post-Office Department. I had hoped that he would 
change the form of the resolution so that it would simply call 
upon the Post-Office Department for information as to these alle- 
gations, and make the allegations themselves more definite and 
specific than they appear in the resolution. 

Mr. KYLE. ill the Senator agree to the resolution with a 
modification? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think it would be proper for me to agree 
to it, for I am satisfied, after a most thorough investigation, that 
if such a resolution were passed by the Senate the official infor- 
mation which would be conveyed to this body from the Post-Office 
Department would settle completely, finally, and definitely every 
pose mr set forth or charged by inference or otherwise in the 
resolution as drawn and offered by the Senator from South Dakota. 
With reference to the question of wages, to the question of work, 
of discipline, and of the hours of labor, every one of them, in my 
judgment, would be answered officially by the Department, show- 
ing conclusively that nothing which has been stated in the press 
or in the letters addressed to the Senator has any real foundation 


in fact. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask the Senator from West Virginia whether 
he knows, as a matter of fact, that the Post-Office Department has 
investigated the charges made in the resolution, independent of 
the officer or officers who are chiefly in charge of the mail bag 


= shop? 

. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Nebraska 
that some of the charges contained by inference in the resolution, 
I believe, at one time were ee to a limited extent justified; 


but that was years ago, prior to the time when the present Second 
Assistant Postmaster-General, Mr. Nielson, came into office. 

I will further state, in reply to the question of the Senator from 
Nebraska, that in July, 1894, when the present Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General entered upon the discharge of his duties, he 
found many things of which to complain as to the administration 
and discharge of the duties of the persons connected with the re- 
pair bag shop of the Post-Office Department, so much so that he at 
once conferred with the Postmaster-General, Mr. Bissell, then in 
charge of the Post-Office Department, and recommended the ap- 
pointment of a commission of the most skilled and experienced 
officers of the ag tenhoro ra to go into the whole subject and to 
make a thorough investigation as to what he considered bad ad- 
ministration in that particular bureau of the Department. 

As soon as that commission was appointed, consisting of the best 
and most skilled and experienced men in the De nt, it made 
a most thorough investigation of all ‘ve workings of the repair 
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shop and recommended a great many modifications in the opera- 
tion and the administration of that particular bureau. For ex- 
ample, the commission found that it had been the custom to furnish 
the ladies who were working in that bureau with tea and crackers 
and cheese at lunch, the amount for those articles being paid from 
the fund which is derived from the sale of the old material in the 
ffice. 

" While the Second Assistant Postmaster-General was anxious to 
do everything he could to ameliorate the condition of labor in that 
office, he, at the same time, submitted to the officers of the De- 
partment who had charge of the question, and of the passing of 
vouchers, whether or not that was a proper legal expenditure 
under the law, and he was notified by the accounting officers that 
such an expenditure was entirely illegal and unjustifiable, and 
ought not to be permitted. He found that there was no one at 
that time who was responsible for the sale of old material. The 
head of the bureau would dispose of such material and account 
for it, of course—at least so far as the commission on investigation 
could trace it was properly accounted for; but it was an improper 
administration of the funds of the Government to allow anyone 
who was not a bonded officer of the Government to handle the 
public funds. : a 3 

The commission of investigation appointed by the Postmaster- 
General reported to him that the only person who could make 
sales of this waste or worthless material was the disbursing bonded 
officer of the Department, who should do it in accordance with the 
provisions of law, after full advertisement, and be accountable 
under his bond for the amount received and for turning it prop- 
erly into the Treasury, as the law required. 

I can say to the Senator from South Dakota that since Septem- 
ber, 1894, every dollar’s worth of waste material from the bag 
repair workshop has been sold under the authority of the Post-Office 
Department, and been disposed of by the disbursing bonded officer 
of the Departmentafter advertisementand at auction, the accounts 


being properly kept and the money turned into the Treasury. 
Mr. President, what may have occurred prior to that time it is 


impossible for the officers now in charge of the Department to 
give any information about, but these irregularities in the admin- 
istration of the bureau certainly existed in July, 1894, and have 
been corrected by those now in charge and responsible for the 
performance of the duties of the officers of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment from that time to this. 

One thing that struck me as very surprising, and I admit it isa 
matter which should have been investigated if there had been any 
truth in it, was the statement by the Senator from South Dakota 
that the persons employed in the mail bag repairing shop of the 
Post-Office Department were receiving but from 40 to 60 cents a 
day. If that were so, it would not be fair compensation for a fair 
day’s labor; some one was to blame for it; and certainly there 
should be a public exposure of such low wages paid by the Goy- 
ernment for such disagreeable work. Iam frank tosay,asI stated, 
that it was a serious question, and one that should be looked into 
by the Senate. But I find that my friend from South Dakota 
is entirely mistaken in reference to that question. Upto Septem- 
ber, I think, of the past year there were but five or seven—I do 
not remember which—sewing machines in the mail bag repair 
division. 

They were put on as a matter of experiment. The Post-Office 
Department, in the investigation of the bureau, found that as to 
the patches sewed by hand the thread would ravel, the stitches 
at least would average some half an inch long, and the patches 
were very roughly put on. The Department was seeking some 
method by which it could have the patches put on more securely 
and at the same time could have the work coming from the bag 
division look better. The Department therefore introduced five or 
seven of these machines as anexperiment. It was found that they 
did the work most admirably, and so in the latter part of last 

ear the Department introduced 46 more of those machines. The 
ies had been doing hand work, and they did not like to be trans- 
ferred to the sewing-machine work, but they started in, 1 believe, 
on the 1st of last January, and the average work done by them 
was = excellent even from the very introduction of the experi- 
ment. 

When the experiment was started, basing the wages upon what 
they considered fair, the Department fixed that the sewing-machine 
women should have 2 cents a bag for patching and 1 cent for darn- 
ing, making 3 cents for the complete repair of abag. That seemed 
to go along very well until about the middle of the month, when a 
committee of ladies waited upon the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General, Mr. Neilson, and urged him to do away with the machines. 
He told them that he did not think it was a fair test for the Depart- 
ment to stop so soon the experiment which had been made, and 
that he felt it was proper to continue the experiment longer to see 
how the work would turn out, say, to the end of the month. For 
three ore after the visit of that committee, by some concert of 
action, the work of the mail bag repair division fell off to one-third 
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of what had been the average work from the first to the middle of 
the month. 

Nothing, however, was said in the Department in reference to 
this, and gradually the work reached the ordinary number of 
bags which it had been shown'the machines and the employees 


were capable of doing in the first part of the month. So we find 
that from the Ist day of January the average number of bags re- 
— by a sewing-machine woman was 64 aday. At 2centsa 
vag that would be $1.28 a day. We find at the end of the month 
that the _—- ran up to 80 bags a day, which would be $1.60. 
That is much larger wages than these ladies were getting under 
the former system adopted by the Department. The pay of the 
ladies in that bureau had been $35 a month. Some of them did a 
full day’s work, some of them went beyond what would be a fair 
average amount of work, some of them who were being paid by 
the month fell off to a very small average of bags because they 
were not paid for the actual’ amount of work done, but by the 
month. In order to place all of these ladies working in the same 
room, in the same bureau, on a perfect plane of absolute equality, 
so that each could earn according to her own desire to labor, the 
system was changed tothe piece system, so that those industrious, 
skilled, or otherwise could earn compensation for what they were 
able to do, and those who were not quite so skilled, or were new 
hands, would not of course receive the full compensation received 
by the best hands in the bureau. But their work will average 
fully up to 65 or 70 bags throughout the entire month, which 
gives a compensation which certainly is not one that can be ex- 
cepted to by any Senator or by the country. 

In order to satisfy myself, I went to the Post-Office Department 
and required the pay roll and the account of the work done per 
day to be shown to me personally, and when I saw the evidence 
of what those ladies were making daily and monthly and compared 
it with the compensation paid to the hard-worked women who are 
standing in the stores of this town at $3 or $4 a week, I felt, 
although that was nut a very agreeable shop to work in, that I 
was glad that there were some women earning decent wages for 
the amount of labor which they were giving. I know nothing so 
hard upon the females in this town as standing for twelve hours 
behind the counters of the great stores at a compensation of from 
$3 to $4 a week. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I should 
like to inquire if it is a fact that able-bodied, full-grown women 
are working in stores in this District for $3 or $4 a week? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have beenso informed, and I will say, and 
the Senator will perhaps remember that we received the informa- 
tion when he and I at the same time were members of the com- 
mittee who were making an investigation of the number of hours 
that women stood behind counters in the stores, and a bill was 
reported and passed the Senate—whether it became a law or not 
Ido not remember—requiring employers to furnish stools to be 
used by the women behind the counters, so that they might rest 
themselves during the hours when they were not actively em- 
ployed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that I think that 
very beneficent measure did become alaw. It was opposed by 
some of those very men who are now oppressing these women, as 
the Senator suggests. I do not know whether or not the statute 
is being observed, but I fear not. Matters are worse than I sup- 
posed as regards women employed in stores in this District. I did 
not imagine that any merchant in the city of Washington could 
ask or would ask a woman to work for $3 or $4 a week. If it isso, 
certainly some means ought to be adopted to make it otherwise, if 
possible. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will simply say, in conclusion, on the 
question of wages, that if the Senator would so modify or change 
the resolution as to call for the information from the Department, 
he would find that the amount of compensation paid those ladies 
this month, when the experiment has actually been made, is better 
on an average than the amount paid under the old system of $35a 
month. It has worked out in that way, and it is demonstrating 
its effectiveness, both in the amount paid to the wage earner who 
is willing to work and in the interest of the Department. 

A great deal has been said about the bags being in an uncleanly 
and filthy condition, having cats, etc., in them. Mr. President, 
that is utterly impossible under the system adopted there, and I 
saw the operation of it. The bags are all thoroughly inspected 
before they are sent to the repair shop, where these ladies are at 
work. One of the recommendations of the commission appointed 
in July, 1894, to which I have referred, was that the Government 
was being imposed upon by requiring bags that were almost abso- 
lutely worthless to be patched, which was a loss to the Govern- 
ment itself, The result was that the commission recommended to 
the Postmaster-General to appoint more inspectors as to the char- 
acter of the bags that were sent to the repair shops where the 
patches were put on by these ladies. The result of that recom- 
mendation was that additional inspectors were put on, and they 
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eliminated from the bags that had previously been required to be 
8 which they regarded as too thoroughly 
Department, and 


tched thousands of 
Scsimeyed by decay or filth to be sent into the 3 
for that reason indirectly enabled these ladies, by giving them 
bags pognieing less repair, an opportunity to repair more bags 
than they could have done under the old system. 

If the Senator had read the report of the Second Assistant Post- 
master-General to the Postmaster-General, filed in July, 1895, he 
would have found there a recommendation for the ae 
of $40,000 additional, with a view not only to meet the increased 
demand of the Post-Office Department for bags, but that more of 
the thoroughly worn-out bags, which the Department had been 
ae, even when they were almost falling apart, might be 

oyed. I believe in the House of Representatives the Post- 
master-General has succeeded in getting that additional appro- 
iation. 
wlaaibie thing I wish to state to the Senate, and I think it is 
well the Senator should know it if he has not gone through this 
bureau. I thought there might be a hardship on the part of these 
ladies working the sewing machines until I ascertained that the 
wer applied to the working of the machines is steam power. I 
ound long arms arranged on the machines so that the ladies do 
not have to hold the bags up, but oo held up by mechanical 
appliances, and the entire power app to the machines is steam; 
so there really is nothing to do but to put the bags upon this arm, 
and even the pieces for patching are brought to the ladies without 
their moving from the position they occupy in doing the work, not 
of the exact size, it is true, but small pieces from which they cut 
the proper sizes to patch the holes. It is true they have very 
ble work to do, but I think it is but fair, after all the 
discussion which has taken place with reference to this matter, 
that these statements should be made. 

This is not a very cleanly occupation for anyone; it is intensely 
disagreeable. Everyone who has watched the great, fast light- 
ning express trains going a this country, with the system 
7 have at inferior stations of throwing off the mail b and, 
will understand that the mail bags must become dusty and filthy; 
= is noe en ~ was shall either ae to a a 

undry here in Washington for the purpese of washing the bags, 
or those who are engaged in patching them will necessarily have 
to be subjected to some inconvenience and discomfort. Every- 
one is informed of that when applying for one of these positions. 

I wish to state from my inspection of the building that it is per- 
haps as good a building, as well arranged with all the appliances 
that could be suggested for the comfort of persons en; in an 
occupation so disagreeable, as could well be devised. e plumb- 
ing, I think, is almost the best I have seen in the city of Washing- 
ton, or as good as any, and I may say it a roe recently been 
completed. There are nice retiring rooms for the ladies to chan 
their street costumes for those in which they work during the 
hours that the De mt requires them to be engaged in this 
business. That is for the purpose of not taking a nice, good, pre- 
sentable dress that the ladies wear upon the street and bringing it 
in contact in any way with the dust and dirt incident to this occu- 
pation. They have retiring rooms now to change their apres, 
s0 that when they go out in the qrans they go out with their 
fresh dresses looking as respectable as I have no doubt all the 
ladies are. Every suggestion that I have been able to think of for 
the comfort of the ladies engaged in such an occupation has been 
furnished by the Department. 

There was some remark made with reference to indignities 
heaped upon the ladies. I can find no in the 
articles quoted by the Senator from South Dakota or in any re- 
marks he has made that implies any indignities whatever, and 
therefore I shall merely pass over that — in the resolu- 
tion, because nothing been said or could be said,in my judg- 
ment, in reference to heaping indignities upon those ladies. 

With respect to the question of hours, I will state that there is 
a law which fixes that. The hours of labor in the ents 
are eight, and they are eight in this bureau. Under the law they 
have no right to work beyond eight hours, and during that time 
the employees of course have a half hour for the purpose of ob- 


lunch. 

The only other spe which I remember to have been 
stated by Senator 
vict labor. 
the 

pose it was merely a slip of the , as 
authority upon which he bases his statement distinctly stated that 
the contractors with the t convict labor. 
Bvery contract for bags that is carried out under this Admin- 
istration made under a former Administration. Ido not mean 
Post-Office the Adminis- 


teapensible bidder employed convict labor. 
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Sir, four years ago this question was brought to the attention 
of . A resolution was brought into Congress urging the 
proposition that in ae contracts after advertisement the 
officers of the Department should refuse to give the contract to 
the lowest responsible bidder even, if credibly informed that he 
contemplated using convict labor in the execution of the contract. 
Congress, for some reason, did not deem it proper to pass the 
resolution and embody it in the form of a law, but left standing 
upon the statute books the sole and only limitation or control, at 
least, of the officers, which requires that they shall advertise for a 
given length of time and then shall give the contract to the low- 
est responsible bidder. 

Although those contracts were made under a former Adminis- 
tration and run for four years, I can not say that I could even 
cast any reflection or utter any criticism upon the action of those 
officers in the execution of thelaw. It is for Congress to deter- 
mine the question, and Congress is the forum where that question 
must be determined and instructions given in reference to it. | 
think that is recognized even by the eae which makes this 
attack. It makes no criticism upon the Department in making 
the contract, but ap to Congress, which is the proper forum 
to which the appeal should be made, that a law shall be passed 
governing and regulating and controlling this matter. 

I would have no objection whatever to a resolution, if it is 
deemed proper by the Senator from South Dakota, asking for 
official information in relation to all these questions. If not, and 
he would force the Senate to pass aresolution giving directions, I 
would feel it my duty to go further than I have gone and to lay 
many facts before the Senate that I thought proper not to do when 
merely making a brief, but as I hope complete statement upon thio 
different points menos by the Senator in his remarks, with the 
hope expressed at the time that the resolution would be so modified 
as to cali for this information officially from the Department. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, as it now lacks but five minutes till 
2 o’clock it is impossible for me to reply to the Senator from West; 
Virginia. He has certainly made avery plausible statement from 
his point of view. 

I wish to state that I have no criticism whatever tomake of tho 
present Postmaster-General, who is a man held in the highest 
esteem by all parties in both branches of Congress; but I be- 
lieve there is something wrong in the mail bag repair burean of 
the Post-Office Department. ere can not be so much smoke 
without some fire. When all those girls come by committees to 
members of the Senate and implore us to take up the matter, 
there must be something wrong. 

I have letters from numbers of the girls. Of course the Senator 
from West Virginia presents here, by way of rebuttal, the report 
of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. He gets the report 
from Mr. Tyler, his next assistant, who gets information from the 
superintendent of this bureau, whoever he is. 

do not wish to cast any reflection upon the reliability of tho 
evidence, but I do not think I will take the statements of the pres- 


ent superintendent of that department. I have a statement, Mr. 


President, from the forelady in charge of all the girls, which di- 
rectly contradicts the statements made by the Senator from West 
Virginia, and this woman is nearer to the hearts of the girls and 
knows more of their complaints than any other person in the office. 

The Senator has stated a good deal about the sanitary condition 
of the building and the pleasant surroundings of the girls, etc.; 
does he know of the fact that it is a common occurrence to have 
the police —— wagon driven to the back of the building for the 
purpose of receiving fainting working girls? I have letters here 
stating that that is a common occurrence—a regular sweat-shop 
practice. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I can only state that the records of the last 
month do not show that to have been the case, because I do not 
find that any of the ladies have not made day’s wages. I do not 
know what it was before, but I have the pay roll for this month, 
and I do not find that any of them have lost a half day. 

Mr. KYLE. I will read a part of the letter of the forelady of 
the shop. She says: 

After the bags were for repairs the select work was given to tho 
women to be repaired, and they made about 80 cents per day, but since tho 
exposure in the Times of this terrible sweat shop and its cruelties they yes- 
terday increased the pay of the one-quarter of a cent. 

That is since the discussion in the Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I neglected to state that the es the 
darners was increased some four days ago, and it was upon 
the fact that the iments demonstrated that the darners were 
not getting so m wages as they did under the former aye. 
In order to give them the full wages that they received under the 
former system the wages were , this simply being an ex- 
ee eae ee fact as to what is 


My RYLE.” I wil read the rest of the letter. 


The rest of the workers sbout the same as they have been getting: 
Remember, also, to the time of the exposure they only had a limited 
amount of work, b reduced their pay to 70 or 80 cents per y. Now they 








make some more. DestenGag qemect themostexpert women employed i 


stick as hard as they were able, could not, with all their skill, earn $1 
day. and the majority of them much less, and so it goes. 


I have numbers of statements from those women. There are a 
few who I am informed are very strong and able-bodied women. 
These are able to do an extraordinary amount of work, which 
makes the average much greater. The majority of the girls, and 
they are very respectable girls, are not able to earn more than $26 


a month, according to their own testimony. 


or $27 


Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to know the name of any one 


of those ladies. 


Mr. HARRIS. Inasmuch as there seems to be a difference be- 
tween the Senator from West Virginia and the Senator from South 
Dakota as to the exact facts in the case, each Senator doubtless 
and unquestionably stating the facts exactly as he understands 
mator from South Dakota better reform his 
the Postmaster-General to give to the 


them, had not the 
resolution so as to require 
Senate the precise facts in respec 

Mr. KYL 


t to these matters? 


rt. 
- HARRIS. I should be glad toknowo 


are to get facts in respect to departmental services unless we take 
them from the heads of the respective Departments. We can not 

ent is to ascer- 
ve the assurance of 
the head of the Department it would be astate of facts upon which 


go into the details as to how the head of a 
tain every detail of the service, but when we 


L at least would base my action. 


Mr. KYLE. I should like to see an investigation by the Post- 
Oftice Committee, and the report brought before the Senate. It 
is stated upon the authority of one of the members of the House 
esentatives, who is interested in an employee in thatoffice, 
e boss there chased him around the room with a razor in 


of 
that 


his hand. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator permit me to explain that 


matter? 


Mr. KYLE. I do not presume the Senator knows anything 


about 


terview; and I have the official statement in reference to it. 
Mr. KYLE. I presume that is on the books. 


Mr. FAULKNER. No; butI have the names of four witnesses 
The foreman of that 
bureau is somewhat of an actor, and during the lunch recess he 
had a sword in his hand, and I believe he went through some of 


to prove the correctness of my statement. 


the actions of a theatrical character, which he assumed at the time 
for the amusement of those ladies. A colored preacher from Geor- 
gia, who was appointed as a messenger or a laborer in that office 
upon the recommendation of the gentleman to whom the Senator 
refers, became very much frightened when he saw him in this atti- 
tude, and he at once ran away. But two days afterwards, with 
the distinguished gentleman who had secured his appointment, he 
came back and said that he wanted to go home to preach the gos- 
pel, and asked that his son should be substituted in his place, 
which was done. That is how the story originated, and all these 
statements are based on about the same evidence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived—— 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. KYLE. I ask what becomes of the resolution? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It goes to the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes to the Calendar 
under the rule. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 708) to amend section 4 of an act to provide for the 
adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads, and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, 
and for other purposes; 3 

A bill (S, 1547) to extend the jurisdiction of the United States 
circuit court of appeals, eighth circuit, over certain suits now 
— therein on save and writ of error from the United 

court in the Indian Pane and 

A joint resolution (S. R.23) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to use a portion of the appropriation for new iron roof for 
f at navy-yard, Washington, D. C., in the act entitled ‘““An 
act riations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending Tune 80, 1596, and for other purposes,” for repairs to the 
walls of said foundry. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
eee in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A (H. R. 178) to provide American registers for the barks 
Minde and Johan Ludwig; . 

A bill (H.R. 1691) to authorize the St. Louis and Oklahoma 
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Not if he allows the superintendent to make the 
I believe it would be entirely an ex —_ report. 
the Senator how we 







it. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Yes,I do. I inquired about it, because I 
saw that the Senator from South Dakota had so stated in an in- 





City Railroad Company to construct and operatea railway through 
the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 2917) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
pay, from their own funds, for certain legal services rendered the 

1d Settlers” or Western Cherokee Indians; and 

A bill (H. R. 3812) to authorize the Arkansas and Choctaw Rail- 
way Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Choctaw Nation in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 285) for the relief of the Independence National Bank 
of Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

A bill (S. 1046) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad Company to con- 
struct and operatea railroad, telegraph, and telephone line through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved February 
27, 1893. 





URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. “ 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill which will be 
stated by title. 

The Secretary. A bill (H.R. 4321) making appropriations to 
supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Maine to allow me to ask 
unanimous consent that the resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations may be made the regular order for 
to-morrow. They can be laid aside temporarily whenever appro- 
priation bills are presented. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection tothat course. Ido not want 
to make any agreement, however, that will in any way interfere 
with the appropriation bills which have the right of way. It is 
very desirable that we shall go on and consider the urgent de- 
ficiency appropriation bill and pass it. The Committee on Appro- 
priations now have four bills before the Senate, and we desire to 
pass them all this week. I wish to get the urgent deficiency ap- 
propriation bill out of the way to-day or to-morrow; perhaps to- 
day. If the Senator from Florida asks unanimous consent it must 
be subject to the appropriation bills. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. CALL. I make the request in that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. GRAY. I ask the Senator from Florida whether, if unani- 
mous consent is granted, it will displace the appropriation bill to 
which the Senator from Maine refers? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly not. 

Mr. HALE. Subject to appropriation bills. 

Mr.GRAY. Or whether upon the determination of that matter 
the appropriation bill will resume its place? 

Mr. HALE. Subject toall appropriation bills. Let the Senator 
from Florida make his proposition subject to all appropriation 
bills. 

Mr. CALL. That is the proposition I make. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I object, Mr. President. 

Mr. CALL. LIhope the Senator from Idaho will withdraw his 
objection. 

Mr. DUBOIS (to Mr. HALE). Allow me to make a statement. 

Mr. HALE. 1 yield to the Senator from Idaho for a statement. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I trust the Senate will not take up the urgent 
deficiency appropriation bill at this time. There is a resolution 
pending to distribute the appropriation bills among the various 
committees of this body. I desire to make that resolution the un- 
finished business. Ifthe motion of the Senator from Maine is 
voted down and the resolution to distribute the appropriation bills 
to committees is taken up and made the unfinished business, I 
shall at once yield to him in order that he may secure the passage 
of the urgent deficiency bill. But what I desire is to have a vote 
of the Senate as to whether they wish to have the appropriation 
bills distributed among various committees of the Senate. 

I think the Senate is entitled to have a vote on that question, 
and that is the reason why seemingly I antagonize the appropria- 
tion bill, although, as I said, I shall yield at once after my resolu- 
tion is made the unfinished business. I think no one cares to 
debate it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The debate is proceeding by unani- 
mous consent. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
Senator a Maine to proceed to the consideration of the appro- 

Mr. HALE. I will take the sense of the Senate on proceeding 
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to the consideration of the urgent Ouiahnny appropriation bill. 
If the Senate votes that motion down after the statement of the 
Senator from Idaho that he desires the other matter, the distribu- 
tion of appropriation bills, to be made the unfinished business, 
then, of course, his matter will come up and we shall have a vote 
upon it. But I will take the sense of the Senate now upon pro- 
ceeding to the consideration of the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Me Ra 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I for a division. 

Mr. HALE. We may as well have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALDRICH an- 
swered to his name. 

Mr. PEFFER. Allow me to ask a parliamentary question. 
— will be the business next in order if the motion is voted 

own? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. MORRILL. There has been a onse to the roll-call. 

Mr. PEFFER. I simply ask what will be the next business in 
order if the motion is voted down? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar under Rule IX will 
be the regular order. The roll cail will be proceeded with. 

The Sy ae the calling of the roll. 

Mr, FAULKNER (when Mr. ELKINs’s name was called). Iam 
informed by the Senator from Vermont that were my colleague, 
the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINs] present, he 
would vote ‘‘nay” on this question. I am paired with him on 
this proposition, and therefore withhold my vote. I should vote 
**yea” were I at liberty to vote. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when iis name was Called). I am paired 
generally with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cam- 
ERON]. Does his colleague know how he would vote on this ques- 
tion if present? 

Mr. QUAY. I vee. Eee no authority to state my colleague’s 

sition. I presume thet he would vote ‘‘ yea,” but I have no au- 
thority to say so, and I can give no assurance. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I should vote ‘‘ yea” if I were at liberty to 


vote. 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called), I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Saou] to the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Murruy] and vote “ nay.’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TILLMAN (after having voted in the negative). I would 
not imagine that this is a question upon which Senators need pair 
at all, but as Senators seem to be regarding their pairs and as I 
am paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Taurston}, I 
withdraw my vote, because I do not know how the Senator from 
Nebraska would vote if present. 

Mr. FRYE. I am informed that the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GorMAN], with whom I am paired, would vote “ yea” if 
present. Therefore I shall vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 44; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 
Aldrich, Gibson, Morgan, 
Allison, Gray, Morrill, 
Call, Hale, Perkins, 
Cockrell, Platt, 
—" [india ~ 
Gear, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
NAYS—4. 
Kyle, 
M de, 
Mantle, 
Martin, Sewell, 
Mills, Smith, 
Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Nelson, Turpie, 
Palmer, woo 
J ones, Nev. Peffer, Wilson. 


NOT VOTING—2. 

Elkins, J Ark. Sgnire, 

Faulkner, urston, 
Tillm 


Mc 
Gorman, Murphy, an. 
— — we 

So the Senate refused to proceed to the censideration of the 
deficiency appropriation bill. 

PROPOSED DISTRIBUTION OF APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution on the Table Calendar numbered 2. 

Mr. CALL. Before that motion is put I should like to ask the 
Senator from Idaho, if he will alow me—— 


FEBRUARY 4, 


Mr. DUBOIS. I should like to make the resolution the unfin- 
ished business, and then I will yield very cheerfully to the Sena- 
tor from Florida. 

Mr. HALE. It becomes the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state the motion 
of the Senator from Idaho, The Senator from Florida can then 
be heard. The title of the resolution indicated by the Senator 
from Idaho will be stated. 

TheSEcrETARY. TableCalendar, Order of Business2. Amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. DuBois to paragraph 1, Rule XVI, of the 
standing rules of the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DUBOIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida has ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the resolution be read for information. 

Mr. CALL. Iask unanimous consent to request the Senator 
from Idaho to allow the Cuban resolution to come up, inasmuch 
as the resolution he has moved will provoke a great deal of dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the resolution which has just been stated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the resolution be read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Pending that, the Senator from Flor- 
ida asks unanimous consent. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. LODGE. What is the request? 

Mr. GEORGE. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots}, that the 
—— proceed to the consideration of the resolution which will 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Dusois 
December 5, 1895, as follows: 

Resolved, That paragraph 1 of Rule XVI of the standing rules of the Sen- 
ate be amended by striking out the words “All general appropriation bills 
shall be referred to the Committee on A propeiations, except bills making 
re for rivers and harbors, which shall be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce,” and inserting the following: 

“The ponereh appropriation bills shall be referred to committees as follows: 

“To the Committee on Appropriations: The bills for legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses, for sundry civil expenses, and for all deficiencies; 

“To the Committee on Agriculture: The bill for the Agricultural Depart- 


mero the Committee on Foreign Relations: The consular and diplomatic bill; 

“To the Committee on Military Affairs: The bill for the military establish- 
ment, including the Military Academy; 

**'To the Committee on Naval Affairs: The bill for the naval establishment; 

aaa emaes on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: The Post-Office appro- 
PAs To the Committee on Indian Affairs: The bill for Indians and Indian tribes; 

“Tothe Committee on Commerce: The bill for rivers and harbors; 

“To the Committee on Coast Defenses: The fortifications bill; 

“To the Committee on the District of Columbia: The billmaking appropria- 
tions for the District; and 

* To the Committee on Pensions: The pension appropriation bills.”’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Idaho, that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the resolution which has been read. 

Mr. QUAY. On that let us have the yeas and nays. 

The se and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALpRIcH, Mr. 
ALLEN, and Mr, ALLISON answered to their names. 

Mr. VEST. What is the question before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots] —_— to the consideration 
of the resolution which has been read. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to inquire of the 
Senator from Idaho if, in the event this motion prevails, he in- 
tends to go on with the consideration of the resolution to-day? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am very glad to answer that question. I 
stated before the Senator came in, I think—— 

a BERRY. Mr. President, I think all this proceeding is out 
of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is out of order except by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. BERRY. The Secretary had begun to call the roll and re- 
sponses had been Ps 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the Sec- 
retary will proceed with the roll call. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I should like to make a statement, if the Senator 
will allow me. f 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That can only be done by unanimous 
consent. Objection is made, and the roll call will proceed. 

The Secre resumed the calling of the roll. : 

Mr. FAU when hisname wascalled). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator West Virginia [Mr. Evxrns]. I under- 
stan that if he were present he would vote ‘‘ yea.” I should vote 
“nay.” . 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
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the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. I will transfer my pair to 
the Senator from New York [Mr. MurpHy] and vote ‘“‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. WoLcorTt] is paired with 
the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice]. I think both my col- 
league and the junior Senator from Ohio would vote ‘ nay” if 

esent. 

a. TILLMAN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. THURSTON]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 49, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—49. 
Allen, Chilton, McBride, Pugh, 
Bacon, Clark, Mantle, Roach, 
Baker, Daniel, Martin, Sewell, 
Bate, Davis, Mills, Sherman, 
Berry, Dubois, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Blanchard, Gallinger Morgan, Turpie, 
Brown, George, Nelson, Vilas, 
Burrows, Gordon, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Pasco, White, 
Caffery, ill, Peffer, Wilson. 
Cannon, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
Carter, Lindsay, Pritchard, 
Chandler, Lodge, Proctor, 

NAYS—#2. 
Aldrich, Frye, Harris, uay, 
Allison, Gear, Hoar, eller, 
Call, Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Cameron, Gorman, Morrill, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Gray, Perkins, Warren, 
Cullom, Hale, Platt, Wetmore. 

NOT VOTING—16. 

Blackburn, Hawley, MeMillan, Squire, 
Brice, Irby, Murphy, Thurston, 
Elkins, Jones, Ark. Shoup, Tillman, 
Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Smith, Wolcott. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 


consideration of the resolution submitted by Mr. Dubois Decem- | 


ber 5, 1895. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iask that the pending resolution, which is the 
regular order, be temporarily laid aside in order that we may pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the deficiency appropriation bill, if the 
Senator from Maine so desires. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate has taken its ground advisedly, and I 
think that this matter had better be settled at once. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations is very desirous of knowing if it is to be 
submitted to the censure of this body and is to report no more 
appropriation bills. It has already reported bills, and if this reso- 
lution ses, instead of the committee attempting to pass them 
through the body they ought to be referred again to the commit- 
tee and by them reported back, to be referred to the several com- 
mittees covered by the resolution. 

I do not claim to speak for the committee, as the chairman him- 
self is here; but I have been alluded to by the Senator from Idaho 
as having charge of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, and 
for my part I am entirely willing that the Senate shall dispose of 
this matter now. . Isought to antagonize the resolution by the or- 
dinary motion to proceed to the consideration of the urgent defi- 
ciency appropriation bill. That motion has been voted down by 
the Senate. ‘The Senate has decided to take up as of more impor- 
tance a resolution proposing to dismantle the Committee on Appro- 

riations. If the Senate is to do that, as appears to be indicated 

y the vote just taken, the sooner the committee knows it and the 
sooner the committee cuts its garment according to the cloth that 
the majority of the Senate vouchsafe to give to it, the better. I 
for one am desirous that the matter shall be disposed of, so that 
hereafter the members of the Committee on Appropriations may 
have more leisure than they have had heretofore, and may attend 
to other business, if such is the will of the Senate. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Ihave no idea that any Senators care to debate 
this question. They are thoroughly familiar with it. Therefore 
I ask that a vote be taken,in accordance with the suggestion of 
the Senator from Maine, on the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [I ask, forinformation, whether the first clause 
of Rule XL has been complied with in regard to this proposed 
amendment of the rules. 

_ The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Rhode Island 
indicate his inquiry more specifically? 

Mr. ALDRICH. This is a proposition to amend the rules of 
the Senate, I understand. I ask whether the provision of the first 
section of Rule XL has been complied with? 

Mr. HARRIS. uiring written notice? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT.. The resolution was introduced and 
gone over one day and more under the rules, 
Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is not advised that any 
notice has been given other than he has indicated. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I as’ that the provision of the rule may be 
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read. 
in the rules as this proposes it should certainly be « 


It seems to me if we are to make such an important change 

oo in accord- 
ance with the rules of the Senate. I take it for granted that there 
can not be so much haste required in regard to it that we can not 
follow the plain and explicit rules of the Senate when changes 
are to be made. I make the suggestion that the rule has not been 
complied with, that no notice has been given. 

Mr. BATE. As this seems to be a matter that calls for some 
investigation, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. HILL. I hope that motion will be voted down. 
as well fight this out now as at any other time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to make a suggestion to my friend from 
Rhode Island, in the light of the two yea-and-nay votes we have 
had, which show a majority of about two to one in favor of the 
policy indicated by the resolution of the Senator from Idaho. I 
am quite in sympathy with the views of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and have voted with him upon these two questions; I am 
quite clear in the opinion that this resolution is not in order as it 
now stands; but I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will not 
raise the question of order. Let us determine the question now 
and at once upon its merits and be done with it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lhave no disposition to antagonize the plain 
will of the Senate as expressed by the votes which the Senator 
from Tennessee has mentioned, but it does seem to me that ina 
rule which changes vitally the practice of the Senate, and whose 
consequence for good or for ill must be very far-reaching, the rules 
of the Senate should certainly be complied with. I see no reason 
at present why I should withdraw the point which I have made 
that the resolution is not now in order, and will not be in order 
until the proper notice has been given. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President 

Mr. NELSON. Imakea point of order against the point of 
order that is raised that by the proceedings which have already been 
had upon the resolution the point of order made by the Senator 
from Rhode Island has been waived; that the resolution occupies 
the position to-day that it holds on the Calendar by reason of the 
debate and proceedings that have been had uponit, as though the 
notice required under the rule had been given. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Irose to suggest that the resolution is in order, 
it seems to me, by the vote of the Senate just taken, which does 
away with any requirement of the rule as to previous notice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island calls 
the attention of the Chair and of the Senate to Rule XL, which 
reads: 


We may 





No motion to suspend, modify, or amend any rule, or any part thereof, shall 
be in order, except on one day’s notice in writing, specifying precisely the 
rule or part proposed to be suspended, modified, or amended, and the pur- 
pose thereof. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Upon the point made by the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], if the Chair please, I take it any Sena- 
tor has a right to offer a resolution here, whether it is in order or 
not. There is no way of preventing the offering of a resolution; 
and the resolution, if no action is taken upon it, goes to the Cal- 
endar without any action of the Senate whatever. It has been the 
custom of the Senate for a great many years to allow resolutions 
to be offered and go to the Calendar for the purpose of having 
speeches made on them. There was no time at which this point 
of order could have been made except when the resolution was 
taken up for action, and the minute it was taken up for action I 
made the point which I have now suggested. 

Mr. STEWART. I think that the point made by the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] is perfectly correct. If anything 
is settled, it is this matter of notice. In all proceedings before 
the courts and otherwise, such a point must be taken advantage 
of before action is had. You cannot take advantage of it after 
the case has gone to trial. 

Mr. ALDRICH. When could I have made the point of order? 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator could have sande the point of 
order when the motion was made to take up the resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon; nothing was in 
order then; no debate was in order. 

Mr. STEWART. A point of order can always be made. If it 
was not in order to consider the point of order then it was not in 
order to vote to take up the resolution. If, when you reach a 
case in court, parties stand by and let the case be taken up and 
proceeded with and do not make an objection, an objection falls 
altogether. The proposition to take up the resolution was dis- 
tinctly made and perfectly understood, and the Senate having 
voted to take it up, that act waives all preceding requirement as 
to notice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is ready to determine the 
question oforder, 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I desire, with the permission of the Chair, 
simply to make one observation. It seems to me that the point of 
order might have been properly made against the resolution when 
the motion was made. Furthermore, it strikes me it is a com- 
mon-sense conclusion that when the resolution itself was offered 
proposing to amend the rule, and definitely calling attention to it, 
and the resolution remained on the Calendar of the Senate for 
over a month, it was a notice of the change of the rule, and it 
ought to be so construed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Notice in writing? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly; the resolutivn is in writing. 

Mr. HILL. This is nota motion tosuspendanyrule. It is not 
the case of a formal notice to do that. It is simply a proposition 
to amend the rules. When the Senator from Idaho rose in his 
place in December last and pr an amendment to the rules 
and asked that it lie upon the table, and afterwards made a speech 
upon it, and it went over, and has been here upon the table during 
all this period, that is ample notice within the rule. 

In the second place, if any point of that character was to be 
made it should have been made before we proceeded to consider 
the resolution. The Senate deliberately v , by alarge majority, 
to proceed to the consideration of this proposed amendment of the 
rules, and we had entered upon its consideration before the point 
was raised. Therefore, upon that point alone the question of order 
is not well taken. 

But I do not — it upon any such narrow ground. I place it 
upon the ground that under our rules the Senator from Idaho made 
a distinct proposition by the resolution. Is not that a notice to 
the Senate within all the forms of parliamentary procednre? Cer- 
tainly it is. All that is required is that the Senate shall not have 
sprung upon it at a moment’s notice a proposition to amend the 
rules. This is ample notice within the rule, and it is the best way 
to proceed because it is the fairest. The resolution has been here. 
Every Senator has made up his mind in regard to the resolution, 
and the majority ought to be permitted to on the resolution 
if it sees fit. As the Senator Texas {[Mr. MILLs] suggests to 
me, what better notice could have been given? 

Mr. MILLS. It is the only way to get it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to say that the Senator from 
Idaho has introduced a resolution that noms pentny which in 
effect changes at least one of the oe of the Senate. 
The introduction of that resolution is not the notice that Rule XL 
requires and demands. Rule XL requires that in addition to the 
resolution he shall give notice of the rules or the precise parts of 
rules that are to be modified, suspended, or changed by his reso- 
lution, and that written notice must be upon the table at least one 
day before the consideration of such a resolution. 

t to the other point, I venture to say that no Senator 
can find a single instance in the whole history of this body where 
the point of order may not be made at any s of the proceed- 

. The point of order is never waived, but it may be made by 
a Senator at any moment from the ing of the consideration 
to the final disposition of the proposition. 

Mr. HILL. As an elemen propositivn, I should dissent from 
that view. When a Senator makes any of the divers motions that 
he can make in the Senate a oo of order must be made at the 
time. A Senator consent. 
given or refused then. After a Senator has been 
some length of time a Senator can not rise 
—< my consent; I raise a point of order; there is nothing before 


Let us see where this new ar would leave the Senate? 
The proposition is made to the rules. A resolution is a no- 
tice. It is a notice to the Senate within any fair construction of 
the rules. What follows? If, after debate, this resolution should 
now be referred to the Committee on Rules, and after due delib- 

i uestion the Committee on Rules should report 
it, with its sanction, for adoption, then would Senators say that 
there had not been a day’s notice of the resolution, and would we 
not act upon the report of that committee? Certainly we would 
have acted upon it. There is no rule that i 

2 et Se i 

hat is a question within the discretion of the Sen- 

SS ee be true, it must 
PO do. ff that be carried out to its legitimate end, then, 
this resolution had been referred to the Committee on 
the Committee had reported it, it would have to 
Senator should give one day's notice of this 
ridiculous and conclusion, in h 

Technical notice must be given, I , thata 
to make a motion. In substance in case the Senate was noti- 
fied—notified by the formal introduction of the resolution, which 
specified the particular points that were to be amended. 


December Mr. D submitted the amendment: 
DThat parepranh Lot fale KVE ct tn nanding rales of the Benate be 


out the words,” ete. 
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That was laid on the table and notice of not only one day was 
iven, but it has been here since the 5th day of December. The 
mator from Idaho subsequently made a speech upon the pro- 
posed amendment and .:ow callsit upforaction. It is just as prop- 
erly before the Senate as if the Committee on Rules had reported 
divers amendments. 

Have not all the propositions to amend the rules been in just 
this form? Have they not all been submitted to the Committes 
on Rules? Are not these various amendments before the Com- 
mittee on Rules? That committee could have reported, and this 
is just as much in order as if presented by the report of tho 
committee. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to make one suggestion for the con- 
sideration of the Chair, and that is, if the construction of the rule 
which the Senator from New York [Mr. H1Lu] insists on be cor- 
rect, what is the use of the rule? There is a general rule that al] 
resolutions shall go over one day if a single Senator demands. So 
it seems very clear that the introduction of a resolution—which, 
of course, is in writing, as they all are—and its going over ono 
day is nota compliance with the rule, because that is the univers: 
rule as to all resolutions which must be considered first by unani- 
mous consent. Therefore this rule was certainly intended to ac- 
complish something else than that. It means that there must he 
some other notice in writing by the Senator desiring to amend or 
suspend a rule a day beforehand than the mere introduction of a, 
resolution for that purpose. 

Mr. DUBOIS. ay I ask the Senator from Massachusetts a 
question? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Would the Senator from Massachusetts think 
my statement a sufficient notice? On December 11, among other 
things, I said: 

I trust that the proposed amendment will not be referred to the Committee 
on Rules until such reference is accompanied with an instruction from the 
Senate as to the decision of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Did the Senator say that in writing? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I spoke it. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot think itis a sufficient ‘‘ notice in writing” 
for the Senator from Idaho to say something orally. 

Mr. DUBOIS. It is very evident that the Senator from Idaho 
intended to give notice to the Senate that he intended, if possible, 
to have a vote upon the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. rather hesitate taking any part in this matter, 
because it seems to me of the most trifling importance just now. 
The Senator from Idaho has his resolution up and consents that it 
may go over until to-morrow, if any other business is desired to 
be up by the Senate, and he made the suggestion to the 
Senator from Sieina that he might go on with the urgent deficiency 


—— ion bill to-day. 
r- DUBOIS. Iam willing to yield for an appropriation bill, 
but not for any other purpose. 

Very well; the Senator consents that the Senator 
from Maine may go on with the appropriation bill. So itis of the 
smallest ible consequence, so far as the debate is concerned, 
whether Senator gives his notice now and the resolution goes 
over until to-morrow, or goes over under a vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I was not aware until this morn- 
ing that it was the intention of the Senator from Idaho to bring 
forward this resolution. I had supposed that the Senate would 
adhere to the custom which has hitherto prevailed in this body 
since I have been a member of it, to give way to appropriation 
bills when presented and in order for consideration. Especially 
had I supposed that would be so as to an appropriation bill which 
comes to us under the title of ‘“‘ urgent deficiency,” providing for 
deficiencies pressed upon the Senate and the House of Represent- 
atives by the executive department of this Government. So | 
had taken no particular interest in thisquestion. Itake no special 
interest in it now. 

It is true that I am chairman by resolution of the Senate of the 
Committee on Appropriations. I have some opinions and beliefs 
respecting what is the easiest and best method of dealing with the 

uestion of appropriating public money for the purposes of the 
Goverment. I had expected, if opportunity should be given, 
which I think it will be before this matter is concluded, to say a 
few words as to the resolution of the Senator from Idaho, and es- 
pecially to call attention to some statements made by him on the 
11th of December, when he addressed the Senate upon the subject, 
which are wholly erroneous. Among other reasons given for the 
transfer of the riations to the several committees named in 
the resolution he impliedly, if not directly, attributed to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations carelessness and worse than indiffer- 
ence as to some matters which came before that committee, hav- 
ag, bm yo referred to it by the Senate. 
another opportunity shall not occur, I shall now occupy 4 
few moments. Ceeenened, I had some papers here which would 
elucidate more fully what I propose to say. I find among the 
observations made by the Senator from Idaho his statement on 
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188 of the Recorp of December 11, 1895, as a reason why 
this change should be made, the following: 
A provision was slipped into that bill— 
Meaning the sundry civil appropriation bill— 


by the conferees, withdrawing all the public lands which were embraced 
within the arid region of the country from settlement until certain impos- 


sible conditions were complied with. The representatives from that section, 
and the Congress generally, were not aware of this provision of the law until 
instructions were received by the various land officers, issued by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, some months later, to carry the law into effect. 

Mr. President, the statement of the Senator from Idaho is wholly 
at variance with the facts in the case. The provision to which he 
here alludes was a provision inserted in that bill in the House of 
Representatives—I have not the data before me and speak from 
recollection—after two days’ debate, the Senator from Idaho then 
being a member of that body. Although it has been pending for 
days I can find no evidence of his making any observations upon 
diately preceding it. That measure was fully considered and de- 
bated in the Senate. 

It finally became a subject of controversy between the two 
Houses, and the Senate conference committee, representing the 
sentiments of the Senate, insisted that that provision should go 
out of the bill. We had at least three conferences upon that sub- 


committee. I have not now the papers before me, and do not 
remember who were my associates in that conference. I think 
the Senator from Maryland r. GORMAN] was one, certainly 
either the Senator from Maryland or the Senator from Missouri 

Mr. CockRELL]. Finally the provision was agreed to in this 
bay. although the bill was delayed some weeks on account of it. 
The Senator from Nevada who is in my eye [Mr. Stewart] 
and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] were both con- 
sulted as to that provision. I have now in my own handwriting 
in the room of the Committee on Appropriations an amendment 
which was put on in that conference, limiting and minimizing 
the power of that provision, which I submitted to the Senator 
from Nevada, the Senator from Colorado, and other Senators 
interested in that great question. So before I vote upon the reso- 
lution I desire at least to have it understood by the Senate that 
so far as the Committee on Appropriations is concerned, it has 
with fidelity represented the interests of the Senate as manifested 
by votes here upon this subject. 

I called the attention of the Senator from Idaho to the mistake 
he had made, and asked him to read the debate and make the cor- 
rection. Ihavewaited,and nocorrection hasbeen made. Ishould 
not allude to it now but for the fact that a vote is asked upon this 
question without debate. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, with the kind consent of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, I wish to make a statement at this point. He 
called my attention to what he considers a misstatement on my 

rt, and I looked up the Recorp very carefully, and [ find the 

ECORD bears out what I said in my speech of December 11. No 
one can find a word in my remarks reflecting upon the Appropri- 
ations Committee. I did say that we did not have time in which 
to carefully consider matters coming before the Senate; that. most 
of the work was done in conference, and that we could not change 
any portion of a conference report without changing it all. 

The facts in regard to the matter to which the Senator from 
Iowa alludes are these: A very full debate was had in the Senate 
on a motion of the then Senator from Colorado, Mr. Bowen. All 
the Senators from the Western States sustained Mr. Bowen’s 
amendment to the appropriation bill, and it was putin. The bill 
then went to the House of Representatives, and that House added 
an amendment which practically withdrew our public lands from 
settlement. As the Senator from Iowa has said, he added in the 
conference committee a provision that the President could release 
‘hose lands on his order; but that provision of the House of Rep- 
x sentatives came to the Senate in conference, and therefore the 
Senate had no opportunity to discuss the conference report in 
regard to those public lands of the West. That is the complaint 
Iwas making. The matter went through here asa conference 
report and was never debated in the Senate. The first proposi- 
tion of the then Senator from Colorado and the proposition which 
came here from the conference were very different, and my point 
was that we could not, under the present conditions, properly 
consider these matters. I did no injustice to the Senator from 
Towa, and I intended to do none. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. I ask 
what is the question before the Senate? Is it the point of order 
or the merits of the case? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the point of order made by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], on which the Senator 
from Iowa . ALLISON} is recognized. 

Mr. IN. Mr. ident, if I am debating out of order, 
of course I shall wait until the point of order is decided. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not mean to say that anybody was out of 
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order, for [ am not sure that anything is ever out of order in the 
Senate. So far as I have been able to observe, the use of the rules 
is simply to delay or defeat the will of the majority when it is so 
desired. If they are for any other purpose, I have been unable to 
discover it. 

I simply called attention to the fact that there was a point of 
order pending, on which the Chair had stated that he was pre- 
pared torule, I supposed, of course, general debate was in order. 
Everything seems to be in order here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLE 
SON] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mtr. President, I only called attention to this 


| question in order that it might be known what imperfect state- 


ments are often made here. The Senator from Idaho says that 


| after a full examination he finds that the facts stated by him are 
| borne out by the Recorp. 
| theSenate by the then Senator from Colorado, Mr. Bowen, was 


the subject, though he did deal with another amendment imme- | sent to the House of Representatives; it was debated by and large 


The amendment which was offered in 


for two days, Representative CANNON, who was then chairman of 
the House Committee on Appropriations, and other leading mem- 
bers of the Committee on Appropriations taking an active partin 
that debate. The House of Representatives inserted a provision 
after debate and upon a vote of the yeas and nays either twice or 
Tt was the subject of open debate in this body. It 
was also a subject of frequent consultation between members of 
the Appropriations Committee and the Senators who were espe- 
cially interested inthe public lands. I consulted personally every 


| Senator then upon this floor from that region, at least all who 


could possibly be reached, and we undertook to save the provi- 
sions, so far as we could save them, of the amendment originally 
inserted by the Senate. Therefore the gravamen of the charge 
made by the Senator from Idaho that an amendment was slipped 
into an important bill affecting the public lands of the United 
States by a conference committee, so far from being sustained by 
the record, is shown to be absolutely without foundation in fact. 

So I repeat that as to the conduct of the Committee on Appro- 
priations upon these public questions they have dealt with them 
as best they could under the circumstances surrounding them. I 
do not wish to debate this question at length now. If the vote 
which has just been taken is any indication of the judgment and 
sense of the Senate upon the subject, it is probably not worth 
while to debate it further. 

It is important, however, that this question should be settled 
within a reasonable time. Appropriation bills which are covered 
by the resolution introduced by the Senator from Idaho are com- 
ing now with frequency from the House of Representatives, and 
if those appropriation bills are to be properly considered in the 
judgment of the Senate by committees other than the Committee 
on Appropriations it is wise that that question should be disposed 
of at an early day. 

For myself I should be glad if other business could intervene fora 
day or two at least, until we can have an opportunity of presenting 
such arguments as may occur to us looking to the retention of the 
appropriation bills by the Appropriations Committee. So if the 
Senator from Idaho will allow the resolution to go over for the 
present, I hope the Senator from Maine will call up the urgent 
deficiency appropriation bill, and get it out of the way. 

Mr. HALE. As suggested by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL- 
LIsoNn], the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, I feel 
that that matter rests largely now with the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Dusots}. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask first for the decision on the point of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before that is done there will certainly be 
some discussion—— 

Mr. DUBOIS. I was willing to yield, and I offered to yield as 
soon as the resolution was made the urfinished business. I stated 
that I would do so, andIdid. I hardly feel as though it rested 
entirely with me now, and unless we can make some agreement 
to conclude it-— 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Idaho allow me? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. What reason is there why the resolution can not 
be disposed of this afternoon? I understand that all Senators 
agree that the Committee on Appropriations should know precisely 
the status of affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow a suggestion from me? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. The chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has indicated that this question was brought up unexpect- 
edly, and he was thereby taken by surprise. He desires that it 
shall go over for a day or two, so that he and others may be pre- 
pared to make such remarks as they see proper on thesubject. It 
seems to me, under the circumstances, when the chairman of the 
committee makes such a request, it is only reasonable that the 
Senate should grant it. 

Mr. MILLS. Why not let the Chair decide the question of the 
point of order, and then we can take up that matter? 
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— CULLOM. I do not know that I have any objection to 
that. 
Mr. MILLS. That might come up to-morrow. Let us have 
the question of order decided now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is ready to determine the 
question of order, but is willing to hear the suggestions of Sena- 
tors. The Chair recognizes the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 


Mr, ALDRICH. Mr. President, it is important, it seems to me, 
that this question, if it is to be decided, should be decided prop- 
7 for the future guidance of the Senate. 

remember on a notable occasion, when I wasin charge for the 
Committee on Rules of an amendment to the rules closing debate, 
and while a resolution for that purpose was pending, the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. HarRRIs], representing his side of the Cham- 
ber, raised the question that the notice given by me, which was 
given in writing, stating specifically the items required by the 
rule which I have read, was not explicit and definite enough, for 
the reason that it did not set forth the purposes for which the 
amendment of the rules was to be adopted, and his claim in that 
regard was sustained by the unanimous vote of every Senator sit- 
ting upon the other side of the Chamber. His claim was that that 
resolution was not in order because the notice which I had given 
in writing was not sufficiently explicit in regard to the purposes 
of the amendment to the rules. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. There is no question but what this resolution is 
— specific. It covers every portion of the rule desired to be 
amended. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator fails to understand this ques- 
tion or this rule. 

Mr. HILL. I think I understand it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator seems to think—— 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me a moment, a Senator 

roceeds, in writing or otherwise, to give notice that ona certain 

y he intends to make a motion to amend a rule of the Senate, 
and if he does not specify particularly in advance the precise 
amendment to be offered, so that Senators may understand it, of 
course when it is brought up it is subject to the objection that it 
must be specific and show the precise rule to be amended. That 
is an entirely different proposition from this. Here the notice is 
in the form of a resolution, a solemn notice given, specifying par- 
ticularly the precise rule and all the details of it, so that anyone 
may perfectly understand it. 

r, ALDRICH. The Senator from New York is talking about 
& question that is not before the Senate. He is talking about some- 
thing which I can not comprehend. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator is giving us a precedent which he 
wants the Presiding Officer to follow, he should give one that is 
analogous to the point, not a defective notice that did not suffi- 
ciently specify the rule, and that was ruled out substantially by a 
unanimous vote, and has nothing to do with this question, which 
is a formal resolution containing the notice specifically of the 
thing to be amended. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from New York fails to under- 
stand me and fails to understand the rule, which seems to be ver 

lain and explicit in its nature. In the case to which [ have al- 

uded there was no question of a notice, because the notice was 
filed, and it was filed in writing. It stated explicitly the rule that 


. ALDRICH]. 


was “ to be amended, and stated the purpose of the amend- 
men t is an entirely different question from this, where no 
notice whatever has been filed. 


a HILL. Mr. President—— 
r. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will excuse me while I 
state = own position. 

In case no notice whatever has been given, as wag plainly 
required by the rule. Let me read the rule to the Senator from 
New York: 

No motion to suspend, m , or amend any rule, or any part thereof 

be in order, except on one day's notice in writing— 

What? Not an ordinary notice of an amendment to be pro- 
posed, but— 

recisely the rule or be ded, m 
apecitying precisely part proposed to suspen odified, or 

Has any such notice whatever been given in this case? 

Mr. HILL. About sixty-one days’ notice has been given. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Where has any such notice been given? 

Mr. HILL. In the resolution itself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rule requires notice to be given outside 
of the resolution itself. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator answer this question—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should prefer to go on for at least one min- 


ute consecuti and state worn position. 
The VICE-P. ENT, Senator from Rhode Island de- 
clines to be interru ' 


Mr, ALDRICH, Ss hive dliier etic in this body which pro- 


vide that no resolution or motion shall be in order on the day 
when presented, if objected to. We have other provisions in ths 
rules requiring unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration 
of — at various times; but this is an entirely different rule 
an mageee only to one class of motions and resolutions, which is 
amendments to the rules themselves. We have a rule which pro- 
vides that one objection shall carry a resolution over to the suc. 
ceeding day, as the Senator from Massachusetts has already we|] 
said. If that were the only purpose of the rule, it would be ey- 
tirely useless; but this rule has another and an entirely different 
reason. A motion, as the Senator from Massachusetts has said 
can never be its own notice, but there must be, in addition to 
that notice, in addition to the language of the resolution itself, 
notice in writing setting forth specifically the rules to be changed 
and the ——— for which they are to be changed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. lIask whether it is not true that the rules 
have been repeatedly amended where the motion to amend being 
put in and laid over one day was its own notice? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave never heard, during my fourteen years’ 
service in the Senate, of a single instance of that kind. F 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator yield to me to ask one 
question for information? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. More than a year ago I offered an amend- 
ment to the rules, which was sent to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HILL. And is there yet. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island if it is not competent for that committee to report that 
amendment back and take action upon it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not for the committee to take action. 

Mr. GALLINGER, For the Senate totakeaction. If so, what 
becomes of the notice in writing? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The motion which the Senator made a year 
ago was in another Congress, and would not apply now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Suppose it had been offered on the first 
day of the present Congress, might not the Committee on Rules 
report that back to the Senate and act upon it? 

r. ALDRICH. I donot think the Committee on Rules or a 
Senator could make a motion to suspend the rules without giving 
the notice uired by the rule. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I offered an amendment to the rules and 
it went to the Committee on Rules. Is it not competent for the 


committee to report that back to the Senate, and competent for 
the Senate to take action upon it without other notice? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. It would be a plain violation of 
the rule to do so. 


Mr. GALLINGER, That is a most extraordinary thing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I differ with the Senator in what has taken 

lace, and in nine cases out of ten, in all cases, so far as I remem- 

r, a resolution to amend the rules has been its own notice. It 
has gone over one day and the rule has been complied with. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator had been as observant about 
this as about many other things, he would have known that no 
such action has ever taken place. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I place my recollection against that of the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the mere matter of the passage 
of a resolution in the shape of an amendment to the rules in this 
body, covering the points it does, is a very serious matter, and 
onahk not to be adopted by the Senate without due deliberation. 
Such a rule is not for to-day, nor to run through this Congress, but 
in all probability to establish the rule of government of this body, 
which ought to be thoroughly deliberated upon before we adopt 
it. Sucharule has been tried elsewhere, and it has been discussed 
not only here, but elsewhere. Itis a very serious matter, one that 
will deeply affect the interest of the country in all probability, and 
there are strong reasons which ought to be presented to the Sen- 
ate, and properly weighed, before we act upon this proposition. 

But aside that, Mr. President, the a now pending, 
in the shape of a point of order before the Chair, is one of greater 
consideration than the resolution itself. The proposed amend- 
ment to the rules would involve dollars and cents and probably 
extravagance in the expenditure of the people’s money; but that 
could be corrected. e other question that is pending for your 
decision, sir, is one of greater importance. Our rules have been 
made for the purpose of protecting minorities and checking major- 
ties in ‘this iy. and preventing them from =e on the 
— of individual Senators and of the rights of States of the 

nion. 

There is scarcely a rule from the beginning to the end of our 
code which has not been framed with a view to restrain hasty 
action. Those rules have been tested in the past in times of ex- 
citement. There never has been up for consideration a question 
where section was involved, where great interests were involved, 
that the majority of this body has not attempted to change the 
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rules, precisely as is being attempted now upon this proposition, 
and there never has been a case, no matter how great the excite- 
ment and how sharp the division, where the Presiding Officer of 
this body and the majority of the Senate have not agreed that-as 
to a change of the rules, written notice is a necessary prerequisite 
to such resolutions, and they have never been considered until 
that notice has been given in writing. 

‘There was a time within the past four years when there was not 
a member of the Senate upon this side of the Chamber who was 
not prepared to stay here until the end of the Congressional term 
and obstruct every item of business in Congress rather than to 
have a rule adopted in the shape in which this rule is now pro- 
posed to be adopted. When that excitement was at its height, 
with a majority on the other side of the Chamber, by the action, 
as it was understood, of a caucus or a conference, an attempt was 
made to change the rules so as to stifle debate, and yet even in the 
midst of that excitement, with the desire which prevailed to cut 
off debate and to force party measures through, there was no Sen- 
ator on the other side who would go so far as to attempt to change 
the rules without the written notice required, and there is not an 
instance in the history of the Government where it has been at- 


mpted. 
The distinguished Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], who 
is venneneeet as the best parliamentarian in the body and one of 
the best in the country, made for us on this side of the Chamber 
a written argument, the clearest that has ever been presented to 
the Senate of the United States, so clear that there was no partisan 
on the other side who would attempt to controvert it, and it was 
in that great hour of excitement and distress admitted on both 
sides that he was right. The precedents of the Senate are all one 
way. The Senator from Rhode Island, who had been given charge 
by his party friends of an attempt to force a change of the rules, 
gave notice in writing, as will be found in the Journal of the Sen- 
ate of December 29 of that year. The notice was full, but when 
it came up for consideration the Senator from Tennessee raised 
the point of order for us, every Democrat sustaining him, that even 
that notice, full as it was, was not sufficiently specific to give every 


Senator notice of the change that was proposed, and on that we | 


fought. The Chair decided that, the notice having been given, in 
his judgment it was all that Rule XL required, and we divided on 
party lines in the discussion of that question, but not as to the 
notice itself, for there never has been any serious question in this 
body that the notice in writing was notrequired. It was only upon 
the minor point of whether it a complied with Rule XL. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator cites that precedent, as I understand, 
simply for the purpose of showing that a notice is one way to sug- 
gest an amendment, and the ruling was that the notice was defec- 
tive. Has not the Senate entertained resolution after resolution, 
discussed them, and referred them to the Committee on Rules for 
the purpose of having the committee act upon them? Does the 
Senator now mean to state that if the committee should, in its 
wisdom, see fit to report another amendment than the one now 
before it, the Senate could not take up that report and act upon 
it? I should like to hear an answer to that question. 

Mr. GORMAN. The rule is intended, and has been so con- 
strued from the beginning, and no parliamentarian has ever ques- 
tioned it, to restrict Senators like the Senator from New York 
and myself, who are somewhat impulsive, from introducing 
to-day a resolution to amend the rules, and by getting up an 
excitement to-morrow induce the Senate to vote to pass it. That 
rule is intended to prohibit such action. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I ask if all the excitement could not be gotten up 
as well by a notice as by a resolution? 

Mr.GORMAN. Possibly, but that is the rule. 

Now the Senator propounds another question to me. He wants 
to know if this resolution had gone to the Committee on Rules 
whether, if it had been reported back, it could have been acted 
upon by the Senate. This comes in on a different rule. There is 
a general law that governs this body—deliberation and time for 
consideration. It goes to one of the eyes of the Senate, a com- 
mittee, and they report it back, with the reasons for the proposed 
change, after notice and fair consideration. 

Mr. HILL. Did they give any reasons? 

Mr. GORMAN. As a matter of course, they gave reasons. 
The Committee on Rules of the body reported an entire change of 
the rules, That has been the custom of the body, and there is 
sound reasoning for it. 

As tothe mere matter of getting charge of appropriation bills 
and distributing them among various committees, I care nothing, 
except as affecting the general interests of the country. That is 
& matter which I think ought to be discussed, and fully and fairly 

, after proper notice given. 
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The decision of the Senate, if it is otherwise than I have indi- 
cated, will make a precedent that will come home to Senators on 
both sides of the Chamber to trouble them. To-day we are inthe 
minority in this body and may bein a smaller minority in the next 
Congress. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me, is the minority any 
better protected by the giving of a notice than by the offering of 
a resolution? 


Mr. GORMAN. I thinkso. 


Mr. HILL. In what respect? 
Mr. GORMAN. And the history of a hundred years has taught 
us so. I believe there is something in the history of the past. I 


believe that a rule or a law which has operated fairly to protect 
the minority ought not to be changed hastily. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if this rule be established here to-day, the mere desire to get 
the control of appropriation bills for some other committee than 
the Committee on Appropriations, it will plague the Senate and 
plague the country. I am one of those who believe that this 
body, constituted as it is, with its rigid and restrictive rules, as 
they are, is the only security for legislation which will protect 
the interests of the minority in the country. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to ask the Senator if I understood 
him correctly to say that it is competent for the Committee on 
Rules to report back an amendment offered in open Senate and 
for action to be taken upon it? 

Mr.GORMAN. Ithink that that question has never been raised. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But I think the Senator expressed the 
opinion very definitely that that could be done. 

Mr. GORMAN. I say that in my recollection it has been done, 
I think an entire change of the rules of the Senate has been re- 
ported by the Committee on Rules, possibly without the written 
notice required. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The only other point I desire to make is 
that the Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator from Maine 
say that it can not be done; so even those who are arguing for this 
strict construction of the rules do not agree. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not care to express an opinion beyond 
what I have stated. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it can be done. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Maryland will allow me, I 
desire to say that there has been one general revision of the rules 
since I have been a member of the Committee on Rules. The 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] was then chairman of the com- 
mittee; and, speaking now from a memory that goes back quite a 
good many years, my recollection is that he submitted, many days 
before the revision was taken up for consideration, a written re- 
port showing precisely what changes had been proposed, or why 
proposed to be made, and the various rules then in existence that 
were proposed to be modified, changed, or abandoned. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, upon reflection I think the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee is correct. I was a minority member of the 
Committee on Rules at the time the distinguished Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] was the chairman. The Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN] and Senator (afterwards President) Harrison were 
members of the committee, as I now remember. I believe the 
Senator from Tennessee is correct. The report was made. 

I trust the Senator who has charge of this important matter— 
for it is a very important matter—and al! Senators will agree that 
it is better in every instance that we shall comply with the rule 
requiring notice. That will only cause the Senator one day’s delay. 
Then the rule can come up upon its merits for discussion. This 
will save the danger of making a precedent which will in all 
probability trouble us on both sides hereafter. Then this matter 
can come up for proper discussion and deliberation. There are 
reasons which may be urged on both sides, but let us determine 
the question as it ought to be determined in the interests of the 
Senate and in the interests of the country. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the objection raised by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr ALDRICH] puts both the Senate and 
the Chair in a very awkward predicament, as I understand it, one 
from which the Chair has no power to relieve the Senate, or the 
Senate to relieve the Chair, except by areconsideration of the vote 
which has just been taken that we will consider the motion for 
amendment. The Senate has just voted, on a yea-and-nay vote, 
that it will proceed to the consideration of the resolution for the 
amendment of the rules. 

Who is going to reverse thataction? Who is going to hold that 
it is illegitimate, that it is null and void, and that arule of the 
Senate, subject, as we see here, to various interpretations, can be 
so construed now that the Chair is obliged to hold, or will hold, 
that the vote just taken by the Senate on a call of the yeas and 
nays, more than two-thirds, I believe, voting for consideration, 
shall be annulled and held for naught and that we shall stand 
where we stood at the time this motion was introduced? Now, 
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from that category there is no escape at all t that the Chair 
shall be held to have power to annul and set aside a vote of the 
Senate or else, through a motion, to reconsider our vote. 
At the time this motion was brought up for consideration it was 
n te any Senator to make the objection which the Senator from 
Rhode Island makes after the consideration has been to. 
Whose fault is it that no objection was made to the consideration 
of the motion toamend the rules? It is the fault of every Senator 
on this floor who feels any interest in the question, andeven those 
who do not, for it is our duty to stand upon the rules, and to be 
vigilant in seeing that they are not violated or set aside upon any 
occasion. 

The Chair could not raise the question for two reasons. First 
of all, it is not the province of the Chair, perhaps, without a sug- 
gestion, he not being a member of this bod , but only the President 
of it, to suggest to Senators what their duty is in regard to the 
management of the business on the floor of the Senate. The sec- 
ond reason is that the proposition to amend the rule itself contains 
qmecentinks a notice of what is intended to be accomplished by 
the action of the Senate. Scarcely anything could be more spe- 
cific than that, and it would be a work of su tion if not of 
folly by a written notice to announce in Senate that ‘‘on a 
certain day, or hereafter when the Senate will give its consent, 
I shall proceed to ask the Senate to pass the amendment,” two 
papers giving notice when only one is necessary. 

ow, if the motion itself which is made to amend the rules 
contains the precise designation of the of the rule which is 
intended to be changed, that, I understand, is a compliance 
with Rule XL of our standing rules. This mo does contain 
> a uts in quotation marks the parts of the rule intended 

Who can be mistaken as to the intention of the mover of the 
eet ae can be misled at a — ~ motion -” 

nds or the cular language of the rule tha roposed 
be c ? Nobody. So take it as an open onesies if you 
please, if the — were now for the first ae eee the 
rule is not violated, but it is complied with substan and fully 
by the form of the motion which the Senator from Tdaho has sub- 
mitted here. But when the Senate neglects to make an objection 
when the question is laid before the body, as to whether or not we 
will proceed to the consideration of the resolution, and a vote by 
peta Se upon it, and it is agreed to, it ar 

late for anybody to undertake to reverse the action of the Sen- 
ate by a mere decision. There is no power in this world which 
can reverse that action except the Senate itself, upon a motion to 
reconsider. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, it seems to me that there are two 
phases of this matter, wholly distinct. What is the true rule, if 
all possible objections are made at the proper time, and can any 
objection be waived. The first question involves a construction 
of Rule XL as it is written. 

Now, I will say preliminarily, that I see no er in adoptin 
the rule contended for by the Senator from Idaho Dusors] an 
those upon this floor who concur with him. t, what is the 
object of Rule XL? It is that every Senator shall have at least 
one day's notice of a proposed change in a definite certain rule. 
He shall not only be informed that an amendment is proposed to 
Rule I, Il, or Ill, but he shall be advised of the particulars of 
thatamendment. Thatistheobject. That notice has been given; 
that knowl is had. There is not a Senator upon this floor 
who does not know the specific object had in view by the Senator 
from Idaho, because the resolution embodies each particular and 
— it in language so clear that misapprehension is entirely 


— 
the next place, it can not be that the safety of the Senate or 
of the country depends upon the mere question whether notice is 
given by resolution or by a notice which is called a notice. As 
© Senator from New York has well said, one day’s notice in 
writing is admitted to be enough, and why is there any safety in 
@ particular form of notice, so styled, and why is it that there is 
no safety ina resolution which contains essential of a notice? 
Why did the Senator from Idaho present to the Senate a resolu- 
tion, ‘‘ Resolved, That so and so be done,” unless it was that he 
sought the approval of the Senate upon that resolution? Is it not 
= ing, to say the least, that the Senate supposed that 
© Senator from Idaho did not intend to aes the 
rulesof theSenate? Isthere anyone who has read the ution or 
has heard it read whose intellectuality is in such condition that he 
did not understand the object of the from Idaho? Can it 
be that our rules, in which are su to be embodied the wis- 
Sadksd acc onhenenl diane language proffered 
we did not un Pp 
Senator from Idaho and as Se our desks for 
two months? The Senator from went so far that be 
adjournment of the last he told us what he intended to 
do or would try to do; and he has simply followed out his pro- 
gramme. 
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Now, outside of that proposition, outside of the fact, as I } 
lieve, that the Senator from Idaho has complied with Rule X!" 
there is the question of waiver. Does anyone contend that wher, 
a provision of law is made for his benefit as to a notice, he can 1\.{ 
waive that notice? Does he pretend that if a certain time is pre 
scribed, given him as of right, within which, if he sees fit, he may 
not appear before a judicial tribunal, his earlier appearance 1\j 
submission of himself for judgment would not be a waiver of 
that notice? 

Now, what could the Senate do here to-day? Let us take tho 
common-sense view of the situation, if we possibly can under oy; 
rules. We were confronted with this condition of things. ‘[},, 
Senator from Maine {[Mr. HaE] rose and stated that he desiro 
to have the Senate consider the urgent deficiency bill. The Sen,- 
tor from Idaho pare Dusots] stated that he wished the Senate to 
take up his resolution. We learned, as the result of some talk |yo- 
tween rs, that the Senator from Maine conceded that if 
vote were taken at once the whole matter might be submitted to 
the sense of the Senate. Noone dissented. The question whether 
we would take up the urgent deficiency appropriation bill was s\\)- 
mitted to a vote, the yeas and nays were called upon it, and taken: 
and the Senate rendered its judgment against takingit up. With 
pe solemnity and without the slightest objection upon the part 

an ns Nae proceeded to vote upon the proposition whether wo 
should e up the resolution of the Senator from Idaho. The 
Senate voted upon that issue, and by more than a two-thirds vote, 
as stated by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moraan], it decided 
to take up the resolution. 

Where were the objectors then? When the question was sub- 
mitted to the Senate whether or not it would take up the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Idaho, who raised any objection? No 
one. By unanimous consent that question was submitted to the 
ee of the Senate. Noone objected; the Senate voted upon 
t; and having voted upon it, and to it, the Senator from 

aho, turning to the Senator from ine, stated that he would 

ield the floor to the Senator from Maine in order that the urgent 

iency appropriation bill might be taken up, the resolution of 
Sessler from Idaho remaining the unfinished business. The 
Senator from Maine stated that he did not wish, under the cir- 
cumstances, to follow out that idea, but preferred that the whole 
subject should be determined then. So the Senator from Idaho 
proceeded to present his resolution; and there we are. 

Now we are told that although we voted, without a solitary 
— being raised about it, on the question whether or not we 

ould go on, having decided by a two-thirds vote of this body 
that we should go on, we shall have a ruling that we shall not go 
on, and that although two-thirds of this body have so decided 
without any an ent objection, we are powerless to proceed. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say to the Senator from California, as he 
has referred to what I stated, that I had no disposition to debate 
the question. The matter came up hurriedly. I had the same 
feeling then that I have now, but as I stated, I was not speaking 
for the committee. I was not speaking for any other person. | 
had no desire to debate; I do not have any desire to debate now. 
Members of the Committee on rs its chairman and 
others, have a desire to debate the question. What I 
said for myself ought not in any way to be taken as concluding 
th 


em. 
It isa gat subject; it is involved with great consequences, 
deep, profound co: uences; andif other Senators wish to de- 
bate it not unreasonably—not in any way for delay, but simply to 
ress themselves—certainly they ought to have that privilege. 
I do not think the Senator in charge of the resolution has any <de- 
sire to cut off debate. ; 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Maine surely has not so mis- 
conceived my remarks as to infer that I deny the right of Senators 
to discuss this question. I certainly could not cut them off if | 
desired, and I have nosuch wish. I was not discussing that ques- 
tion at all. 

Mr. HALE. I did not want the Senator to quote me as con- 
ao else in a disposition to come at once to a vote. 
I said then that I spoke for nobody else. cs 

Mr. WHITE. As we say when we quote a judge whose opinion 
isnot conclusive or an eminent man whose judgment is not deterii- 
native, I referred to the Senator from Maine merely because of my 
respect for him and the knowledge I have that he stands well in 
the Senate, deservedly, as a judge of such a situation. 

The reason which Senator gives for his course in the matter 
explains his own action, but every other Senator did the same 
thing. There is such a thing as estoppel by conduct. We all sat 
here and agreed that the question should be submitted to a vote, 
and now we are to say that we have no power under that agrv 
ment. Mr. President, I deny that any such conclusion is justified 
by the rules of this body. h 

Now, the remzexk of the Senator from Maine calls to my mind 
another subject. There is no fear of curtailment of debate upon 
this question. The simple issue is, shall we proceed to consider the 














subject? We can consider it, and consider it, and consider it; we 
can deliberate, and deliberate, and deliberate, according to the im- 
memorial customs and usages of the Senate, until the proposed 
rule shall have passed away into the obscurity to which has been 
condemned many a similar effort of those who have sought to 
bring about needed changes in the procedure of this body. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, in the course of the debate a 
matter has come up with regard to the conduct of the Committee 
on Appropriations upon a very memorable occasion, and as [have 
been alluded to and as I know the facts intimately, I wish to say 
a word as to the matter. 

The Bowen amendment provided an appropriation for irrigation. 
It was put on the bill in the Senate, and it went to the other House 
and was there amended. A provision was inserted which con- 
ferred upon the Department power to withdraw practically all 
lands from sale. I was over in the other House at the time the 
debate took place there, and I was very much opposed to such an 
amendment; but it was passed. It came into conference, and the 
chairman of the committee, Mr. ALLISON, invited myself and sev- 
eral other Senators from the Pacific Coast—I think the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] was one—before the committee of confer- 
ence. We were very much ves to it. 

They delayed it for a considerable time. 
slight modification, which we thought would be conceded, requir- 
ing the Department to reverse the drastic method which the lan- 

uage of the bill as it came from the other House would warrant. 
fhe Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] did all he could to relieve the 
amendment of what we feared would be the construction of it, 
and we got a slight amendment; but when the Department came 
to construe it they tied up the lands, closed up the land offices, 
and created a great deal of trouble. After that we had a very 
great contest to open the land offices again, lasting here for a week 
or two and resulting in a very warm debate. 

I say this in justice to the oe Committee, and par- 
ticularly to the chairman. He did what he could to relieve us 
from a very awkward and injurious situation. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire to delay the de- 
cision of the Chair, but as it is appropriate that I should speak 
now, if at all, I wish to state that the charge made against the 
Committee on Appropriations is without the slightest foundation 
in the world. 

The amendment complained of was put on in the other House, 
as stated by the chairman of the committee, after an extended 
debate. hen it came here the Senate refused to accept the 
amendment, and the matter went to a conference committee. 
When the conference met I went in person before the committee 
to protest against the House provision. Other Senators who were 
interested in the Western country also went before the committee. 
None of us, however, at that time believed it possible to give the 
House provision the construction that was afterwards given to it 
and which, in my judgment, was a forced construction and an 
improper one. After some considerable time, and after two or 
three meetings of the conference committee, the House of Repre- 
sentatives insisting upon their amendment, they finally consented 
to a modification, and we believed then that with that modifica- 
tion, if the Department itself had any desire to enforce the then 
existing law, there would be no trouble about it. 

But when the matter got into the Department, unfortunately 
the Department was imbued with the idea that the thing for the 
United States Government to do was to maintain and keep the 
title of all its public lands; that the Government had been giving 
away land to people who had been getting rich on the public 
lands in the West by making farms, which after a lifetime had 
become worth, perhaps, ten or fifteen dollars an acre; that it ought 
not to be done any more; and that they would give the law a con- 
struction which would practically and effectively repeal every one 
of the settlement laws. And that is what they did. 

There was nobody in this body who was responsible for that 
condition. The Senate knew what was being done, and it sus- 
tained the committee so long as there was any probability that we 
could get a concession from the House; and when we could not 

t that concession we thought we had a modification that would 
et us out. The Department then put this construction upon the 
law, and one hundred and twenty-eight or one hundred and thirty 
thousand people attempted to enter lands before the next meeting 
of Congress. They were told by the Department, after the offices 
had been opened and they had been allowed to make their claims 
and settle on the land, that they could get no title whatever. 

Then there began a controversy again between the Senate and 
the House of eee concerning the matter. We could 
not secure such legislation as was required except we secured it on 
an appropriation bill. An amendment was put upon one of the 
— bills that would validate all of those entries and, I 
will say, compel the administration of public affairs to recognize 
their right under the theretofore existing law. That became then 
& matter of controversy between the two Houses. I state what is 
pretty well known by members of the committee when i say that 


Finally there was a 
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the Senate was held here at that time for two weeks to settle the 
question. 


I went before the conference committee repeatedly, and so did 


other Senators. We represented the great harm that was being 
done to settlers in the West, but the other House, or at least 
some members of the House, had got an idea that that was a great 
thing to do in order to preserve the forests and the lands for the next 
generation. They adhered to the condition that existed,and de- 
clined to accept the Senate amendment. When it was evident to 
the members of the other House, and only when it was evident 
to them, that an extra session would be called if that provision 
was not allowed to remain in the appropriation bill, did they allow 
it to remain. 

That can not be charged against the Appropriations Committee, 
Mr. President. I do not now believe that any other committee 
could have done more service for the people of the West than 
that committee did. Great pressure was brought to bear on the 
committee to waive the objection and leave us in that condition, 
but the committee, I am glad to say, with one voice, supported 
always by an overwhelming vote of the Senate when the question 
was presented to this body, insisted that the restriction or the 
forced interpretation should be waived by a provision of law or 
there would be no appropriation bill and an extra session would 
be called. Under that ech. that feeling, with that knowledge, 
and with that alone, we did secure such legislation as validated 
the 120,000 or 130,000 entries and prevented that rule from being 
applied thereafter. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I hardly think Senators are fair to me. 
have not heard the debate. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not know what the Senator from Idaho 
said. I admit that I was not present when he spoke, and I mean 
no reflection upon the Senator. I was merely stating what I 
know to be the fact. 

Mr. DUBOIS. If there is anything contained in these re- 
marks 

Mr. TELLER. Waita moment. I do not know that the Sen- 
ator has reflected upon the committee. Only I supposed he had 
from what I heard here. I wish to state that there is no reason 
why anyone should reflect upon the committee, whether the Sen- 
ator did or did not. 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave no intention to reflect upon the Sen- 
ator from Idaho [Mr. Dupors], and I am in the same position 
that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] occupies. I did 
not hear what the Senator from Idaho said, but from the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] I supposed that he 
had been wrongfully accused in this particularcase. I thought if 
there had been any blame attached to him in this particular case 
a statement ought to be made. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest that the line 
of argument now being followed would come properly upon the 
resolution rather than upon the point of order. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to make a personal statement. I was 
trying to showin my argument that too much was left to the con- 
ferees in the closing days of the session. I will read from my own 


They 








language: 

in the hurry and rush of the closing days it is almost impossible to tell what 
aconference report includes or means, and itis practically Impossible, through 
fear of an extra session, to prevent the adoption of the report of the coa- 
ferees. 

We have to accept the whole report or none of it. I was speak- 


ing to that point solely. 

Now, the conferees of the Senate put in the sundry civil bill the 
provision which withdrew those lands from settlement, The Sen- 
ate did not do it; it refused to do it. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Idaho is wrong about that 
matter. The House of Representatives put it in. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I understand. 

Mr. TELLER. It was not done by the committee in the House, 
but by the House itself. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I understand distinctly that the other House 
voted it in. The Senate never voted it in, but the conferees of 
the Senate agreed to its staying in the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say to the Senator that it was sub- 
mitted to the Senate—— 

Mr. DUBOIS. But they would not have it; they refused it. 

Mr. TELLER. No. The Senate refused to accept it as long as 
they could. When it was found that the other House would con- 
sent only to the modification that the committee did make (I was 
not then a member of the committee), the Senate consented to it. 
There was full knowledge on the part of every Western Senator, 
no matter what the others may have known, as to what was in 
the bill. 

Mr. DUBOIS. There is no question about that at all; but we 
were then confronted with an extra session or we had to let this 
go. I was speaking in this connection about the conferees. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Idaho allow me? I do 
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not wish to prolong the debate, but the Senator will observe that 
the statement in his remarks to which he refers is that the con- 
ferees, without the amore of the two Houses, stealthily put 
into the bill a provision which withdrew all public lands from 
settlement. That is the substance of it. 

Now, all I desire is that it shall be shown, as it can be, that the 
particular amendment to which the Senator alludes was one that 
was well known in both branches and largely discussed in both 
Houses, and never was agreed to by the conferees until all those 
Senators who were interested in the subject agreed that it should 
go in, for the reason that it was a question whether that provision 
should be in or the appropriation of $250,000, or whatever it 
was, should be stricken out of the bill. So Isubmit to the Senator 
from Idaho that it is fair at least to the conferees on the part of 
the Senate that the facts should be known in the face of the state- 
ment of the Senator made on the 11th of December last. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to state that I had no intention what- 
ever of reflecting upon the Appropriations Committee. In fact, 
I was very careful in my remarks to disclaim any such intention, 
and I did not have that purpose in mind in making those remarks. 
I was os to the point that the conferees were charged with 
most of the legislation on appropriation bills. I wish it distinctly 
understood that I intended no reflection upon the Appropriations 
Committee. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the argument on the point of order 
is the refinement of technicality, and it is therefore necessary that 
the nicest attention should be given to the words employed in the 
rule, I desire to point out that Rule XL has no application to the 
question now under consideration, and because we have no motion 
to change the rules pending before us. 

The rules draw a distinction, which I think every parliamen- 
tarian will recognize, between a resolution anda motion. This is 
the case of a resolution. The rules prere that every resolution 
must lie over one day before it can be considered unless there be 
unanimous consent to its immediate consideration. When a reso- 
lution has gone over it comes up for consideration on the next 
day, and if not disposed of it goes to the Calendar like a bill or 
joint resolution, and then must be taken up on a motion for its 
consideration. 

Now, this is not a resolution. Itisamotion. Butfor this rule 
a motion to change the rules might be made before the Senate at 
any time. Various motions are made from day to day before the 
Senate. The rule interposes then with reference to a motion to 
change the rules the same necessity for delay that is interposed in 
the case of a proposal for action or change of the rules by resolu- 
tion. Thus, therefore, this rule, which relates only to motions, 
has no reference to the Lp eye. now before the Senate, which 
is the consideration (and the Senate upon a yea-and-nay vote has 
voted to consider it) of a resolution which, since a resolution must 
be in writing in order to lie over, must, from the very nature of 
the case, contain all that a notice of a motion could contain or 
would be required to contain under the fortieth rule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Wisconsin be good enough 
to state — his distinction between a motion and a resolution? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I rose toaskhim. I hope before 
he gets through he will state where a motion stops and where a 
resolution begins. 

Mr. VILAS. The distinction is plain. A resolution is sub- 
mitted in writing and must lie over in its form of a written pro- 
posal for action one day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Can a motion be submitted in writing? 

Mr. VILAS. A motion may be verbal. A motion is not neces- 
sarily submitted in writing. A motion being made is for imme- 
diate consideration, unless there be some rule of the Senate which 
requires its consideration to be delayed. Every day motions are 

‘ssed to the Chair. They are recorded by the clerks. Of 
course, it would be entirely a for a Senator to put his 
motion into written form before he makes it, but it is not neces- 
sary that it should beso. It was the purpose of the fortieth rule 
to provide that if any Senator chose to attempt toamend the rules 
by a verbal motion for that p , it should be preceded by a 
statement of the purpose and of the details of particulars of the 

amendment. 
r. ALDRICH. I should like to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin to the twenty-first rule, which says that— 

All motions shall be reduced to wri , if desired by the er eetting Otiour 
or by any Senator, and shall be read before the same be debated. 

A motion would cease to be a motion and become a resolution, 
according to the Senator’s argument, if the President of the Sen- 
ate or any Senator should require the mover to reduce it to writing. 

Mr. VILAS Not at all. That rule shows that what I stated 
in respect to a motion is true. It is to be made presumptively in 
the first place verbally, ore tenus. If the Presi fficer or 
any Senator, in order that there should be no about its 
terms, i ee put in wri then the Senator moving 
must put it so; and here comes this with respect to a motion 
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to effect a change or amendment in the rules and requires that it 
always shall be so, or at least if not so that it shall be preceded by 
a Seana notice specifying the exact particulars of the proposed 
change. 

Iam only speaking of this, Mr. President, as a mere question of 
law, and interesting for the extreme refinement of argument to 
which the discussion has gone. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope before the Senator from Wisconsin sits 
down he will state just what the difference is between a resolution 
and a motion if both were in writing. Suppose a resolution is 
written out and a motion is written out, where does the difference 
come in? 

Mr. VILAS. We all know perfectly well that a resolution be- 
gins in acertain form. If it is a concurrent resolution it has a 
certain form of words; if it is a joint resolution it has certain 
other forms of words; if it is a resolution for the action of the 
Senate alone it may be are aresolve. A written motion is but 
the expression in writing of a motion that could be made verbally, 
and it would be enough to say, ‘‘I move that such and such an act 
be done, or that such and such an order be made by the Senate.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. A resolution may be changed into a motion, 
then, by leaving out the word ‘‘ resolved” at the beginning, or, vice 
versa, a motion can be made into a resolution by writing the 
word ‘ resolved,” and the rules could be evaded, according to the 
notion of the Senator from Wisconsin, by changing the form. 

Mr. VILAS. So far from that being true, if a Senator chooses 
to make his proposal for an amendment of the rules of the Senate, 
as did the Senator from Idaho, in the form of a resolution, hoe 
necessarily complies with the full purpose of the fortieth rule, be- 
cause, if any one objects, his resolution must lie over for a day. 
It does lie over for a day, under the rules, unless there is unani- 
mous consent. Upon the very face of the resolution every object 
of the fortieth rule is particularly carried out by the precise speci- 
fication of what has been done and the purpose of the motion. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, Ido not propose to speak any further 
upon the question of parliamentary law involved. It has been 
sufficiently elucidated. I think it must be clear that the Senate 
has a right to proceed to do precisely what it is now doing, to con- 
sider the pending resolution on its merits. 

Allow me to say, in the first instance, that I shall support this 
resolution not because of anything done or omitted to be done by 
the Committee on Appropriations. Neither should the distin- 
guished chairman, for whom we all have great respect, nor any 
other member of the committee construe this proposition as any re- 
flection upon the committee. It is not, any more than it could be 
said an enlargement of a committee was a reflection upon any 
member of the committee. The majority of this body proceeded 
to enlarge several of the committees. Was it any reflection upon 
the past actions of the committee? None whatever. It is simply 
in pursuance of a general policy. 

Mr. President, this proposition is not a new one. It has been 
suggested many times before. It is simply following out the prec- 
edent set in the House of Representatives. We heard the same 
dire predictions made years ago that it would increase appropria- 
tions and that calamity would befall the country if the various 
appropriation bills were diversified and distributed to the appro- 
priate committees. I appeal to history to show that those predic- 
tions have not been fulfilled. 

I have listened in vain for any argument against this resolution 
on the merits, stripped of the suggestion that it is to be construed 
as a reflection upon this committee. Laying aside that propo- 
sition, what argument has been advanced? I read the speech of 
the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], mace on the 
very day the Senator from Idaho advanced this proposition in 
the Senate. He had been a member of the Senate for a long num- 
ber of years, and he listened to that speech holding tiis propo- 
sition in his hand. He simply pointed out two particulars in 
which he thought it might be well enough not to allow the 
resolution to apply, namely, to the Army appropriations and to 
the naval affairs. If a Senator who has been so long a member 
of this body, when a proposition of this kind has been proposed, 
can point to simply two changes that he thought might be 
required to be e, I think the resolution is pretty well founded, 
and that we can with great appropriateness proceed to adopt it. 

The Committee on Agriculture and Forestry is in charge of the 
whole subject of agriculture. It knows its wants; it knows its 
requirements; its members have given all their time to that sub- 
ject; they know the moneys necessary for it. Will some one tell 
me why that committee is not as competent as the Committee on 
Appropriations to tell what amount o apm | the Department of 
Agriculture should have? It strikes me all the argument, all the 
reasoning, is with this resolution, namely, that the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry should be the committee to say what 
appropriation shall be made for the Agricultural Department. 

ake the Committee on Foreign Relations. Are not the mem- 
bers of that committee in the very subject of investigat- 
ing what should be done in reference to our foreign affairs, our 
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consular affairs? Is not the whole question of salaries of our rep- 
resentatives abroad a question for that committee? Oughtnot the 
subject of appropriations to be referred to that committee? What 


argument, what point can be made againstit? It does not require, 
let me tell you, days of consideration to enable Senators to antag- 
onizethis proposition. If there is any argument against itit ought 
to occur to them the very moment the proposition is submitted. 

Mr. President, there is none, The suggestion of delay is simply 
a part of the tactics by which to defeat the resolution. Wemight 
as well be plain about it. All this question of parliamentary law, 
all the suggestions that have been made are simply for the purpose 
of delay, in my humble opinion, because the question is so clear. 

Take the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, of which 
the distinguished Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is chair- 
man. We have with us as a member of that committee an ex- 
member of the Cabinet, a man who was for nearly four years Post- 
master-General, and is tamiliar with the whole subject of post- 
office matters, and the moneys required for that service. That 
committee can more appropriately than any other committee dis- 

ose of that question. Why can not that committee be trusted? 

hy should that committee be ay! confined to the confirma- 
tion of post-office nominations? All other bills relating to post- 
offices go to that committee. Why should not the moneys neces- 
sary to be appropriated go to that committee, too? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HILL. Why not? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido noterise to interfere with the Senator from 
New York because he has gone on so far in his argument, but I 
desire to give notice that after he concludes I shall insist upon the 
discussion being confined to the question of order until that is 
settled. I did not rise to interfere with the Senator, but I give 
notice that after he gets through I shall make the point. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I will proceed further with my ar- 
gument. I have already said that I regard the question of order 
as substantially disposed of. The propriety of this resolution is 
now the only question involved here, in my judgment. 

There is a committee established on coast defenses. It is pro- 
ceeding to consider all the bills relating to coast-defense matters. 
Yet do you say that that committee ought not to have before it 
the appropriation bill which determines the amount of money that 
shall be expended for fortifications? That committee gives its 
entire time to that subject. How can the Committee on Appro- 
priations, able as it is, and composed of some of the ablest and 
most experienced members of this body, know more upon this sub- 
ject than the members of that committee can know? 

Take the Committee on the District of Columbia. The Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] said—of course there was no question 
about it—that the Committee on the District of Columbia ought 
to have charge of the question of appropriations for the District 
of Columbia. Who can make an argument upon the other side 
of this question? Thereisnone. All the bills relating to sewers, 
the opening of streets, and the civil government of the District of 
Columbia Witenes to that committee, because the Congress is sub- 
stantially the common council of the District of Columbia. That 
is what it is in fact; and yet when it comes to the appropriation 
of moneys, the Committee on the District of Columbia, which has 
had all these subjects before it, has nothing whatever to say, 
but the Committee on Appropriations determines that question. 
Take the Committee on Pensions. Whocan argue that that com- 
mittee should not have charge of the moneys necessary to appro- 
priate for pensions? It will not take them very long. 

. President, there is no reflection upon the Committee on 
Appropriations intended. Have we forgotten the speech of the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBois] when he expressly disclaimed 
that there was any reflection intended upon the committee. Let 
me read from the speech of the Senator from Idaho when he first 
presented this proposition. He said: 

A reference to the personnel of the Aeprepeitions Committee as at present 
constituted will convince any unprejudiced mind that other duties demand 
so much of their time and thought that they can not do justice tothe country, 
the Senate, or themselves in attempting to supervise all the appropriations 
of the Government. They are the foremost men of the Senate, as I have 
stated, and the country looks to them as leadersin debate. The Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Socenats.)| or the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is the 
chairman. No matter what subject of importance is under consideration, 
and the Senate expect them to participate. The Senator from 
d |Mr. GoRMAN] and the Senator from Maine [{Mr. HALE) are uni- 
ve; y as among the ablest debaters on this floor, and their 
attention and services are required at all times. The Senator from Illinois 

Mr. CULLOM] and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] are so con- 


spicuous for their ability and eloquence that the country has aright to expect 
and does receive the benefit of their counsel on all general legislation. The 


Senator from Colorado TELLER] is conceded to be among the best 
siutpped men in public life, and in addition he is the recogni leader of 
hearly one-half side of the Chamber on the currency question, if not of 


the entire Senate. His judgment is always in demand. And 
Last but not least— 


soit is with the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] and the Senator from Ohio 
ge. Basen] they are expected to and do take an active interest in all gen- 


Mr. President, there was certainly no intention to cast any 
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reflection upon these distinguished gentlemen. They are con- 
ceded to be among the best equipped men of the Senate. Their 
time is greatly occupied in the transaction of the business of that 
committee, and therefore it seems proper that the appropriation 
bills should be distributed through the various committees, that 
we may facilitate the business of the Senate. 

Mr. President, Ido not care how long the discussion may be 
protracted, in my judgment it will not change men’s opinions upon 
the merits of the question. There is only one side to it. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think it is proper that I should 
say one word upon the point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from Florida upon the point of order. 

Mr. CALL. [tis not a question in regard to the merits of the 
pending resolution. It is not a question in regard tc substantial 
notice given. It is not a question in regard to the power of the 
Senate. We all know that it is in the power of the majority of 
the Senate to do anything. But the rule under consideration has 
been construed. In the case of the force bill precisely this ques- 
tion was raised, whether it be a resolution in writing or a motion. 
On the question of a change of the rules without a literal, strict, 
technical compliance with the requirement it was unanimously 
decided by this side of the Chamber, and I think by some votes on 
the other side, to be necessary. 

Now, that had this effect: It postponed the consideration of 
what was regarded by a very large part of this body as a very 
important act of legislation. It gave time for reflection. And 
the object in view was never carried out because the majority of 
this body, composed of members of both parties, held that not a 
substantial, but a literal, strict, technical compliance with the 
rules was required. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] 
advocated that interpretation and he was sustained. That is pre- 
cisely this case. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, let us have the decision. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has no difficulty in deter- 
mining this question. The Senate, by a yea-and-nay vote, has 
determined to proceed to the consideration of the pending resolu- 
tion. No point of order was made prior to that determination 
upon the part of the Senate. The Chair can not sustain the point 
otf order made after the Senate has taken this deliberate action. 

That is one phase of the case. <As to the other, the object of 
Rule XL is to prevent the Senate from being taken by surprise in 
an attempt to change the rules of this body. For that reason it 
is provided that— 

No motion to suspend, modify, or amend any rule, or any part thereof, 
shall be in order, except on one day’s notice in writing, specifying precisely 
the rule or part proposed to be suspended, modified, or amended, and the 
purpose thereof. 

On the 5th day of December the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Du- 
BOIS] submitted a proposed amendment to the rules of the Senate. 
It was laid upon the table and ordered to be printed. From the 
5th day of December until the present time that resolution has 
been before the Senate. It seems to the Chair that that is a com- 
pliance with the rules of the Senate. For that reason the Chair 
is constrained to overrule the point of order made by the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. HILL. Now I ask that the question on the adoption of 
the resolution be submitted to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is 
upon the adoption of the resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Idaho. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, this is a subject that has ex- 
cited my attention for several years. I have formed some very 
definite opinions upon it, but I do not intend to delay the Senate 
byexpressing them at length. I think the work thrown upon the 
Committee on Appropriations at the closing period of a session is 
far beyond the possibility of its correct performance by the ablest 
committee that can be found among the membership of the body. 
The appropriation bills come to us generally at a late period in 
the session. I believe they are coming here at this session earlier 
than usual, but in the short session they are all lumped together 
during the last month, the month of February, the shortest month 
of the year, and the Committee on Appropriations is expected to 
go through all the items of appropriation that are made for the 
support of the National Government, amounting in the aggregate 
to $400,000,000. 

When I first entered the House of Representatives nearly all 
the powers of appropriation, together with the power of framing 
tariff laws and all laws relating to money, was ovebeed upon one 


committee, the Committee of Ways and Means. Shortly after- 


wards, and during my term of service, that committee was de- 
prived of several of its important functions, and new committees 
were created. From that time until the present the process has 
gone on in the House of Representatives to divide the labor of the 
appropriation of money and the various subjects connected with 
the appropriation of money among several different committees 
of the House. That I think we ought to have done. 
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It was in 1867 or 1868, I think, that the first division was made 
in the Senate. Up to that time the Committee on Finance had 
practical control of all financial legislation. It had control of the 
national banks. It had control of all funding laws. It had con- 
trol of all the appropriation bills. In that small committee, com- 

sed I think then of seven members, all the vast work was done 

respect to appropriations during the civil war. It was found 
probably that the work was hastily done. Mr. Fessenden, who 
was chairman of the committee for the greater ion of the 
period, himself complained of the labor im upon him as 
chairman of that committee, that it would break down his health, 
and I have no doubt it did ly contribute to the indisposition 
which followed his severe labors and which soon led to his, I 
think, premature death. Then the Senate began to divide up this 
work among other commi and there were several commit- 
tees that performed the duties of the Committee on Finance. Then 
the Committee on Appropriations was created, and other commit- 
tees were from time to time added. 

Now, it seems to me that in the proposition now made to us we 
have gone too far in that direction. In my judgment the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations ought to be confined to the a —— 
tion of moneys provided for by existing law. It ought not to 
deal as a rule with the new subjects of appropriations that are 
brought up from time to time. It seems to me that if the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations were confined to de tal ndi- 
tures, as they are properly called, they wonld have enough, and 
more than enough, to do, probably more than any other commit- 
tee of this body would have todo. As the committees are classi- 
fied here in the resolution they are given the bills for legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses, for sundry civil expenses, and 
for all deficiencies. To that ought to beadded the various depart- 
mental expenditures. For instance, the bill for the Agricultural 
Department it is here proposed to transfer to the Committee on 
ee and Forestry. 

my judgment that would not be a wise disposition. The De- 
partment of Agriculture, like any other Department of the Gov- 
ernment, makes its annual estimates. They are submitted to the 
Treasury a and they are there reexamined and finally 
sent here an eg ey ye committees of the Senate 
and the House. I think that departmental a priations 
ought to be provided for and passed upon by the Committee on 
Seeesiesens, I think that ought to becontinued, because those 
expenditures, with some rare exceptions, are fixed by definite laws, 
and it is not very difficult to make up the appropriations. 

So with the Committee on Foreign Relations, of which I have 
now the honor to be chairman. I think it would be better that 
the Committee on Appropriations should — the appropria- 
tions for expenses in our foreign relations, use those expendi- 
tures, the ies of our ministers and consuls and consular agents, 
are fixed by law. Indeed, all the expenses of our foreign service 
consist in the payment of salaries, and those salaries are fixed by 
law. I see no reason whatever why the Committee on Appropria- 
tions ought not to continue to make up the estimates for that De- 


rtment. 

There has been no difficulty at all between the Committee on 
Foreign Relations and the ittee on ————_ about 
these matters. When we have recommended an increase of a 
consul or other officer in that service or have endeavored to raise 
the Pay in various con es we have never had any difficulty 
in dealing with the Committee on Appropriations; they have gen- 
erally conformed to ow: wishes in that particular. If these mat- 
ters were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations proba- 
bly the work would not be better performed than itis now, simply 
because all the soa, I may say with scarcely an excep- 
tion, are provided for by existing law and the amount is fixed, so 
that there is eee any controversy in regard to the diplo- 
matic and cons appropriation bill. 

In regard to military irs the appropriation for the expenses 
of our Army is purely a matter of computation. The pay of our 
soldiers is , the pay of every officer is fixed. There are but 
few if any ra expenditures; they are mainly fixed by ex- 

ing law; and all the Committee on Appropriations have to do is 
to see that the a conform to the existing law. 
any new items of appropriations are 
- would naturally come the 


ropriations, and I have no doubt readily ac- 
quiesced in by committee when they are so reported. The 
same might be saidin regard tonavalaffairs. As tothe Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, there is nothing in the expendi- 
tures of the Government for post-offices and post-roads except 
what ts fixed by existing law. All the contracts are made by 
ppt perme ent — rendered and competition had. The pay 
e 
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There is another class of duties that I think the Committee on 
Appropriations ought to be relieved from. Wherever the great 
bod , or a considerable part, of the appropriations to be made ay. 
to be made by Congress from time to time, then I can see no ro. 
son why in such cases the appropriations for moneys so propose: 
to be expended and authorized by law should not be provided {5 
under the charge of the different committees. For instance, ta);,, 
the pension appropriation bill. That bill provides for the appro. 

tion of a grossstam. We can not tell how much it may },. 
e Commissioner of Pensions can generally tell about what 
amount will be required, and if the law is changed by the Com. 
mittee on Pensions, that committee can better tell than any other 
what a mena should be made. I can see no reason wh); 
ever why the Committee on Pensions should not have charge .f 
the pension appropriation bill, because they are better inform. 
more familiar with the new laws, and have better opportuniti. 
for wise and proper action. 

So with the bureau expenditures. I can see no reason in 
the world why the Committee on Indian Affairs should not de.] 
with the bill making appropriations for that Bureau, for it js 4 
Bureau and not a Department of the Government, and the ex- 

mditures are uncertain. No doubt mostof the expenditures yy 

ed by treaty, but there are constant disturbances in Indian 
affairs, and sometimes large sums of money have to be appropri- 
ated that can not in all cases be foreseen. The Committee on 
Indian Affairs, therefore, ought to be charged with the duty of 
taking care of that bill. . 

So with the Committee onCommerce. It would be perfect folly 
to send to the Committee on Appropriations the immense }jl/s 
that are passed upon by the Committee on Commerce for internal 
improvements. e Committee on Appropriations would not 
have time to ascertain how much should be expended on the Ohio 
River, how much on the Great Lakes, and in different parts of 
the country. To properly act upon that bill requires a character 
of information which the Committee on og pe does not 
a. Therefore righteously and properly that appropriation 

ill heretofore has been withdrawn from the Committee on Ap- 
passes and referred to the Committee on Commerce, where 

t properly ne I see no reason whatever why all the appro- 
priations made for commerce, which must vary from year to 
year, and which must depend upon the existing state of the Treas- 
ury ent and the amount of surplus revenue, as well as 
= the various places where the money is to be expended, and 
which require yearly a new estimate of the amount needed for 
each particular place, should not be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

So I should favor that all appropriations hereafter to be made 
for coast defenses should be referred to the Committee on Coast 
Defenses, for the same reason that I gave in regard to referring 
the river and harbor bill to the Committee on Commerce. Thi 
amount needed for coast defenses would naturally be estimated 
by the committee having charge of that subject, and it seems to 
me that such a bill ought to go to the Committee on Coast De- 
fenses. What is the use of having a Committee on Coast Defenses 
unless you refer to that committee the expenditures which are nev- 
essary to fortify and protect our coasts? 

Ihave no doubt the experienced Senators who are now members 
of the Committee on eo will admit that they have not 
the local information that is necessary to pass upon the bill pro- 
viding for the expenditures of the Districtof Columbia. My hon- 
orable friend from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], who is a member of 
the District Committee, knows more already in his short term of 
service in the Senate as to the conditions in the city of Washing- 
ton, and the i expenditures, and where the money 
should be expended t. the members of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. I myself know more, perhaps, than most of ‘he 
members of the Committee on og argos on thatsubject, be- 
cause I have been here longer and have seen the city rise into its 
present condition. co 

It seems to me that the Committee on the District of Colum|ia 
ought to pass upon all the questions that affect the expenditur’s 
in the District. The people of the eee ey one-half of all 
that is expended. Many, many persons, leading citizens of the 
District, have called upon me to right wrongs, injustices, or 1n°- 

ualities they suffer, and I have said to them to ‘‘ go at once to 
the Committee on Appropriations.” But they do not know any- 
thing about the Committee on Appropriations. The members o! 
that committee have no special intercourse with them, while the 
members of the Committee on the District of Columbia are cv1- 
stantly brought into knowledge of the condition of affairs pre- 
vailing here, and therefore, as a matter of course, the bills pr- 
viding for the expenditures of this District, one-half of which, + 
I have said, are to be <— by the Government and the other hal! 
by the citizens of the District, a to be prepared by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. . ' 

I do not think there ought to be any feeling about this subject. 
No one underrates the high character and standing of the gentle- 
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would desire to wound their feelings. 
men; but in devising and dividing the various duties that are put 
upon our different committees, it is but just and fair that we 
should regard the public interests and the interests of the people 
who are especially affected by these appropriations. While the 
di ental expenditures might be left to the chargeand care of 
the Committee on Appropriations, these other matters, which 
depend upon annual appropriations, ought to be distributed among 
the various committees which have charge of that character of 
business. 

If the opportunity shall offer, I shall vote for the last five clauses 
of the resolution,and against the clauses preceding them. That 
is my view of what is best to be done. If, however, the Senate 
should take away from the Committee on Appropriations all the 
departmental expenditures of the Government, they might as well 
dismantle and discharge that committee, for all that would be left 
to them under the resolution would be: 

All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations— 

That is pretty sweeping— 
except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, which shall be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and inserting the following: 

“The eral appropriation bills shall be referred tocommittees as follows: 

“To the Committee on Appropriations: The bills for legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses, for sundry civil expenses, and for all deficiencies.”’ 

The legislative, executive, and judicial expenses are the very 
expenses that are provided for and referred to other committees. 
The resolution says: 

The bills for legislative, executive, and judicial expenses. 

That would include the salary of the President and a few other 
officers of the Executive Departments, the salaries of the judges, 
and the judges are very few in number, and bills for the pay of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, and then ‘‘ for sundry 
civil expenses,” which are not named, but, as a matter of course, 
as bills for civil expenses are referred to other committees, they 
would not be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
then ‘‘ for all deficiencies.” 

This would leave to the Committee on Appropriations less im- 
portant duties than are conferred upon the Committee on Military 
Affairs, or the Committee on Naval Affairs, or the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and the amounts that the Committee 
on Appropriations would deal with would not compare with the 
amounts which are provided for these great Departments of the 
Government. I think, therefore, my friend from Idaho, in en- 
deavoring to bring about a very sensible reform and a very proper 
distribution of labor here, has gone a little too far, and I hope 
that he, or the Senate for him, will correct these errors if possible, 
and will leave to the Committee on Appropriations the charge of 
all the departmental expenses of the Government, including the 
legislative, executive, and judicial. 

itr. GRAY. Mr. President, the first inclination of my mind was 
in favor of the general scheme of the project of the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. DuBois], but consideration of the measure which has 
been proposed and the remarks of the Senator from Ohio _ 
SHERMAN] convince me that it goes too far, and that it will not 
do, in the interest of the Government, to scatter the appropria- 
tion bills among so many committees. 

There is one reason that I have not yet heard advanced against 
the proposition to divide these appropriation bills among a num- 
ber of committees, and to my mind, the more I think of it, the 
more potent and real that objection seems. It is this: If these 
appropriations were divided under the scheme proposed by this 
resolution, each of these committees would have one subject com- 
mitted toitscharge. The Committee on Naval Affairs would have 
the one subject, a large one of course, of the expenses for the naval 
establishment; the Military Committee would have that for the 
military establishment; the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads the post-office establishment, and the Committee on For- 

ign Relations the foreign service; and so on. 

6 know that each committee would have its attention con- 
centrated upon its own particular jurisdiction, and would neces- 
sarily, in confining its attention to the items of appropriation 
which belonged to its department, so called, lose sight of ail other 

ts, and therefore we should lose the benefit, which I 
am convinced must be a very great one, and one which we have 
enjoyed in the past, in committing to one committee the large 
amount of these departmental aepcareeens and that is, that 


they shall keep in view the state of the Federal Treasury and the 
ine of all appropriations. The danger would be that the 

tary Committee or the Coast Defense Committee would, in 
con ing their jurisdiction and the object for which they were 
constitu necessarily come to consider that they have the whole 


Treasury of the United States at their service, and they would 
minimize the corse of all other appropriations in compari- 
sen with those which they had in charge. refore this distri- 
as proposed in the resolution, would be, it seems to me, 
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men who compose the Committee on Appropriations, and no one | to promote extravagance, and not be in the interests of that econ- 
We know they are able | omy which is so important in spending the money which we take 
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from the pockets of the people. 

I therefore think that a scheme much less comprehensive than 
the one proposed by the Senator from Idaho ought to be substi- 
tuted for it, certainly before I vote for it, and that we ought not 
to lose sight of the advantage that we have had all along from this 
concentration of the minds of a large committee upon the aggre- 
gate of appropriations and upon the whole field of governmental 
expenditure. 

Mr. Lop@e obtained the floor. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from 
New York? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I wassimply going to suggest that if the same argu- 
ment were carried to its legitimate conclusion, would it not com- 
pel the Senate to prohibit the Commerce Committee from taking 
charge of the river and harbor bill? 

Mr. GRAY. Ithink not. Perhaps that is one exception to the 
rule. It has peculiar considerations belonging to it, and it isa 
very long and intricate bill. It is an intermittent appropriation. 
There are certain years in which no appropriation at all is made, 
and the amount of the appropriation varies from year to year very 
extensively. Of course,I admit the principle would apply, but 
one exception is not so bad as a great many. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware has 
just been predicting what the result of this would be. My serv- 
ice in the House of Representatives has been comparatively very 
recent, and I can speak of what is likely to be and what is under 
the system there employed. The same predictions were made 
there as to the great increase of appropriations. I took some 
pains in the other House, when it was proposed to take two other 
appropriation bills from the Committee on Appropriations, to look 
into that matter a little, and I could not find that there had been 
any sudden increase of appropriations owing to the distribution 
of the bills. I know from service on one committee—I was on 
the Naval Committee which prepared the naval appropriation 
bill—how it worked in practice. 

In the first place, a committee having only one appropriation 
bill gives great attention to it, and I think it prepares a better 
bill than can be prepared by a committee which fourteen bills. 
When an appropriation bill comes into the House from the Naval 
Committee, or any other committee which has a single appropria- 
tion bill to consider, it is subjected to the watchful and very jeal- 
ous scrutiny of the Committee on Appropriations, who follow 
everything the other committee undertakes to do. That is one 
reason, I think, for this arrangement having worked so well in the 
House of Representatives. 

Further, those bills were distributed in the House of Representa- 
tives, and there is not a suggestion or a thought in that House af 
going back to the old system. It is universally conceded that the 
new system has worked well. I think it is a much better system 
than the old. I think it is fairer to the committees. I think we 
get more intelligent bills, from the simple fact that no committee 
can give to the fourteen appropriation bills the consideration which 
they deserve. 

e could not have an abler or more efficient Committee on Ap- 
propriations than we now have, but it is a physical impossibility, 
in my judgment, for that committee to perform the work, and I 
think the experience of the House of Representatives has demon- 
strated it. 

I observed the Senator from Ohio, when he was speaking, ad- 
vised the withdrawal from the Committee on Appropriations of 
two appropriation bills which the House of Representatives have 
left with its Committee on Appropriations, the pension and the 
District of Columbia appropriation bills. I always thought when 
in the other House that those bills also should be taken away from 


the Committee on Appropriations, and I think it was illogical to 
stop where the House did. I never could see any good reason for 
it, particularly in the case of the District of Columbia appro- 
priation bill, where I think the argument is exceptionally strong 


against it remaining with the Committee on Appropriativ As 
for this proposed distribution, the Committee on Appropriations 
will have the two great appropriation bills, the ones in which the 
new appropriations are made, the largest and the most important 
of all the bills. They have, through those and the deficiency bill, 
a survey of every appropriation for the Government. I think this 
change would probably increase their power in the long ran over 
the general course of appropriations, and, far from leading to ex- 
travagance, I think, if anything, it would tend to better bills, and 
that the money appropriated would be expended to greater ad- 
vantage. 

There is another point, Mr. President. Our Committee on Ap- 
a as the Senator from Ohio has said, has a tremendous 

urden to carry at the end of every session. It is more, I think, 
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than almost any men can sustain. At the close of a short session 
they are obliged to be in conference on half a dozen bills, and they 
have tosupply all their conferees from one committee. The Honse 
of Representatives sends three fresh men to every conference on 
an appropriation bill, with nothing but that one bill to attend to, 
which gives the House, in my judgment, a very great advantage 
in conference, merely a physical advantage, but I think it is one 
to be considered. 

Mr. President, these are the reasons—and they are drawn from 
experience—which lead me to favor this change. So far as the 
actual condition here goes, it seems to me that it would be better 
for the Senate to give to some of the large committees which now 
exist, and have little to do, duties which are important to be per- 
formed. I do not believe this proposed change is going to do any 
harm; on the contrary, I believe it is going to be a very beneficial 
measure, 

It is hardly necessary for me to disclaim any personal feeling in 
the matter toward the members of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. So far as J am concerned, 1 have never received anything 
but the most generous and considerate treatment at their hands, 
as I presume all Senators have. I do not think that it is quite fair 
to put it on personal grounds. It gives it a disagreeable aspect, 
which none of us like to feel. I think this is a necessary change in 
the rules, and I hope, now the Senate has taken it up, now that it 
has manifested by a mr ge majority its desire to make this change, 
we shall continue until we vote upon the resolution and decide 
definitely upon this change. 

Mr. MIL May Linterrupt the Senator from Massachusetts a 
moment? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to ap to the memory of both the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD], who, like myself, have recently come from the House 
of ee It has been charged that the distribution of 
these bills among the different committees will lead to more ex- 
travagant appropriations. I wish to ask the two Senators— 
because they are familiar with the matter, having served on com- 
mittees which have had charge of appropriation bills in the other 
House—if it has not been a uniform fact that the bills have come 
back to the House of Representatives increased by the Senate? 
Was not that their experience in the other House? 

Mr. LODGE. They uniformly came back to the House largely 
increased. 

Mr. MILLS. In the Senate there is but one committee having 
charge of appropriation bills, while in the House there are twelve 
or fourteen. 

Mr. LODGE. I think the Senate will bear me out in what I 
have said, that the effect of a distribution of the bills in the House 
of Representatives was that we thereby got not only the supervi- 
sion of the committee to which. they were immediately taken, but 
a very close and jealous scrutiny of the Committee on Appropria- 


ms. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is it not notorious and well known that the 
House Committee on eee places appropriations at the 
very lowest estimate, far below anything that they know will do, 
and compels the Senate to increase the appropriations or cripple 
the public service? 

r. LODGE. I think that may be true. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And is it not true that very frequently they 
only oer for three-fourths of the year and inquire of the 
heads of Departments how much it will take to run the Depart- 


ments mp to acertain time—nine months of the year? 


Mr. LODGE. I think that may all be true, but I do not think 
it touches the question of increasing appropriations by the pro- 
posed distribution. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, it is congas by this resolu- 
tion to change the distribution of power in the Senate, to emanci- 
— the Senate from the monopolistic dominance of about 20 men 

re who com the two leading committees, those of Appro- 

riations and Finance. It is the same struggle that was in 

e House of Representatives in 1885. Prior to that time in the 
House all the appropriation bills intended to provide funds for the 
support of the Government originated in the Comantiees on Appro- 
priations. It was an undue oe, of power in one committee, 
of authority in the hands of a few gentlemen who composed the 
committee. The same is true of the Senate of the United States 
to-day. There is too much power lodged in one committee, when 
to that committee all the appropriation bills designed to support 
eens —a = body — = 

ouse. e object of the measure change , an 
to bring about a more Rabie distribution of the power of the 
Senate among its commi s 

The same objections which are now to this resolution 
here were at great length in the debate which ensued in 
the om a er o eee rn a reason a was 

e g urged opponen — proposed change, 

9 matter came to # fest vote in the ouse of Representatives on 
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the 18th of December, 1885. It came on an amendment offered 

Mr. Hammond of Georgia to the pending proposition, the 
effect of which was, if adopted, to leave all the appropriation bills 
in the hands of the Appropriations Committee, as theretofore. The 
vote stood in favor of the Hammond amendment, to retain the old 
order of things, 70, and against it,227. By a great majority the 
House of oe Ag ag ete determined upon a change similar to 
the one which the Senator from Idaho proposes to make in the 
Senate now. 

In the House of Representatives at that time there were seven 
gentlemen who now occupy seats upon this floor. Six of the 
seven voted for the change alluded to, and the seventh, now the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], is recorded as absent, but 
he informs me had he been present he would have supported the 
— then as he is esoutee it now. The Senator from 

innesota [Mr. NELSON] who is before me was one of the gen- 
tlemen in the House of Representatives who supported the propo- 
sition. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] was 
another, the Senator from Michigan | Mr. BURROws] was another, 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] was another, the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Gipson] was another, and I was the sixth. 

We all voted then for a change which we believed was in the 
right direction, and I submit that time has justified the action 
then taken. More than ten years have elapsed since the change 
was effected, and, as was stated by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LopGE], there is nosuggestion from any quarter that it 
was one not to the advantage of the Government, or to the proper 
conduct of legislation. If the proposition were presented now in 
the other House to overturn the present condition of affairs, as 
respects the distribution of powers among the committees, and to 
go ck tothe old order of things, by which one committee was the 

epositary of nearly all the authority of the House of Represent- 
atives, it would not command a corporal’s guard of votes there in 
its favor. 

It is nowhere alleged, or, if it be, it is not susceptible of proof, 
that the appropriations designed to meet the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment are any more extravagant now than they were prior to 
the time of the change. What increase there has been in aggre- 
gate appropriations is only such as was required by the growth of 
the country. The principal argument made by ‘Mr. Randall, of 
Pennsylvania, and by other leading members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives against the charge, was that once divide the appro- 
priation bills among several committees and it would tend to 
extravagance in the oer riations. Sir, it was tried, and the 
prediction has not been fulfilled. It did result, however, in a bet- 
ter consideration of the ten or twelve appropriation bills of Con- 
gress than was possible at the hands of one committee. 

The Appropriations Committee of the Senate is composed of a 
set of gentlemen industrious as well as able, but when you send to 
them a dozen appropriation bills, one in the aggregate ere 
— of from three hundred and fifty to four hundred million 

ollars per annum, it is impossible for the committee to give full 
and complete consideration to such bills and then find time for 
other work. But if they are divided up, if, for instance, to the 
Committee on Naval ‘Affairs there be sent the appropriation bill 
for the naval establishment, with only the one bill of the kind be- 
fore it, that committee can give fuller and more enlarged consid- 
eration to the measure than it is possible for the Committee on 
Appropriations to do with all the other appropriation bills like- 
wise to handle. 

Mr. President, I look upon the pending measure as one of reform. 
Every year the expenditures of the Government are increasing, 
and in proportion as they increase additional labor is imposed 
upon the Appropriations Committeé under the present system. If 
it was a change to make in the House of Representatives ten 
years ago, I submit it is a good change to make now in the Senate 
of the United States. 

I do not doubt that such a change would find welcome in the 
oo, There is no sentiment anywhere of which I am aware, 
unless it be among the older members of this body, opposing this 
reform and objecting to this change. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Louisiana let me ask him a 
question before he sits down? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator was for a long time a member of the 
House of Representatives, and was there when this radical change 
was adopted by the House. If the Senator has not already told 
the Senate—having invoked the example of the other House—will 
he tell the Senate now what appropriation bills in that movement 
in the other House were left to the Appropriations Committee? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. As I recollect, there were left to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations the sundry civil appropriation bill, the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, all the defi- 
— appropriation bills, and one or two others I do not now 


Mr. HALE. Iam sorry the Senator, so lately from the other 
House, has forgotten that in that measure, adopted after great 











discussion and objection, the House did not pretend to go to any- 
thing like the extent that the pending resolution does, but left to 
the Appropriations Committee, no question being made, the leg- 
jslative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, the sundry civil 
pill, the deficiency bill, the great pension bill, which is the largest 
of all in the Government, the fortifications bill, the District of Co- 
lumbia bill—half of the bills, and no further than that did any 
member of the House ask to go. 

But this resolution drives ruthlessly way beyond, double what 
the House of Representatives determined upon, and leaves to the 
Committee on Appropriations only the appropriations for the run- 
ning of the Departments, deficiencies made by other committees, 
and the sundry civil bill. I thought that the Senator, who was 
invoking the example of the other House, would have a clear rec- 
ollection of what was done there and, after producing his argu- 
ments in favor of the salutary nature of the House proposition, 
would tell us how far the House of Representatives went. Sena- 
tors do not realize that this proposition goes a great way beyond 
what the House of Representatives then — or has since 
attempted to do. It is a fact that in the other House out of the 
twelve or thirteen bills, six of them were left to the Committee on 
Appropriations without objection, including the largest bill of the 
entire number, the great pension bill with $140,000,000 on it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The reform which was instituted in the 
House of Representatives ten years ago was a movement in the 
right direction. ae it did not go so far as the pending reso- 
lution designs to go. erhaps it did leave (and about that I did 
not recollect) in the hands of the Committee on Appropriations 
the pension appropriation bill. But why should that bill be left 
in the hands of the Committee on Appropriations? Why is not 
the Committee on Pensions of this body as competent to handle it 
as is the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. HALE. Why is not the Committee on Pensions of the 
other House as competent as the Committee on Appropriations of 
this body? 

Mr. BLAN CHARD. There are two pension committees in the 
House—one known as the Committee on Pensions, the other as the 
Committes ov Invalid Pensions. I said the action of the House of 
Represe..ta* ives was a reform going in the right direction. Per- 
haps it did not go far enough, and now afteran experience of ten 
years of what the other House did, as far as it went, the Senate 
takes up the proposition, and proposes to go even iurther on this 
line of reform. hat objection can the Senator from Maine find 
to the Committee on Pensions of the Senate having charge of the 
pension &_., ropriation bill? 

Mr. HALE. Now, will the Senator answer me, taking that ar- 

ment, why, as the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] said, 
& should be left out? If the pension appropriation bill goes to 
the Committee on Pensions, why should not the patent appropria- 
tion go the Patent Committee? And the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] says, then, why should not the appropriations 
for the courts and the judicial department of the Government go 
to the Judiciary Committee? 

Mr. PLATT. And the public-lands appropriation go to the 
Public Lands Committee. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Louisiana say why, in his 
reform march of destruction, the Senator from Idaho, as chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Lands, has failed to follow the 
argument of the Senator from Louisiana and has neglected to send 
the public lands appropriation to the Committee on Public Lands? 
I do not know why the light-house appropriation should not go to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The truthis, the movement is revolutionary, and when you begin 
you may as well deprive the Committee on Appropriations of its 
entire jurisdiction. There is not an argument which the Senator 
has given about the Committee on Pensions that does not apply to 
the Committee on Patents, to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Committee on Pensions ought to have 
charge of the pension appropriation bill, because for a long time 
— it has been made a separate bill in itself, and, as the Senator 
from Maine says, the largest of all the appropriation bills, involv- 
ing from one hundred and forty to one hundred and fifty million 
dollars annually. Now, when the Senator speaks of the appropri- 
ations for the courts, they are a part of the judicial expenditures 
of the Government. When he speaks of the appropriations for 
patents, the Patent Office is one of the bureaus in the Interior De- 

nent, It is true that so is the Pension Office a bureau in the 

nterior Department; but we can properly segregate the appro- 

— for it from that of the other bureaus because of its mag- 
ude, 

__ The appropriation bill known as the legislative, executive, and 

a bill carries appropriations for the support of the courts, 

e Patent Office, the band Office, the light-houses, mentioned by 
the Senators, and for the other bureaus of the Government, and 


the nécessity does not now exist to multiply the number of appro- 
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priation bills. When the other House came to distribute the ap- 
oe bills it did see proper, as I am reminded by the Senator 

rom Maine, to leave the pension appropriation bill in the hands 
of the regular Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. In one moment. But that is no argu- 
ment against the reform which was carried out at least in part at 
that time by the other House, and it is no argument against the 
reform which is now sought to be carried out in the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to ask the Senator from Louisiana 
whether the advent of the billion-dollar Congress, of which we 
have heard a great deal in various ways for a number of years, 
was after this magnificent reform of which the Senator is speak- 
ing took place in the House of Representatives? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The change took place in the House of 
Representatives in 1885; and the Senator from Rhode Island 
knows that the “ billion-dollar Congress” held forth in 1890. I 
now recall that some very eminent gentleman in the Republican 
party, in which organization the Senator from Rhode Island is a 
shining light, speaking of the billion-dollar Congress said, ‘‘ Begad, 
this is a billion-dollar country”; and I presume to that observa- 
tion the Senator from Rhode Island will subscribe. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, my apology for saying a word 
on this occasion is that I have experienced the beneficence of the 
new system inaugurated in the other House. It is unparliamen- 
tary, of course, to refer to the proceedings of the present House 
of Representatives, but not to aia has transpired in the past. I 
went into the other House in 1883. At that time all the appro- 
priation bills with but one or possibly two exceptions were dumped 
into the hands of the Appropriations Committee. The question 
came up for consideration, and the result was as the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] has stated. Our experience after 
that change was made, so far as I know, and I was on one of the 
committees that was affected by the change, the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, was considered by everybody beneficent and good. 

I know that our Indian appropriation bills after that time were 
repeatedly and: in many particulars increased in the Senate. I 
know of my own knowledge that claims which I regarded as havy- 
ing no place on the Indian appropriation bill were put on in the 
Senate, and were on the bill when it came back to the House. 

But, Mr. President, there is one point that lies at the root of the 
whole matter which has not been mentioned, and to it I wish to 
call the attention of Senators. We are here as States on a parity 
with each other. Nevada and Delaware stand here on an equal 
parity with New York; and Senators are here on a parity with 
each other. The most important legislation before the Senate are 
the appropriation bills. There is no set of bills and legislation so 
important as those bills. Tosegregate all that class of legislation 
and put it into the hands of one committee and exclude all the 
others is not putting Senators or committees on a parity. It is 
assuming that a select body of 13 men are the only ones competent 
to deal with the subject and that the other Senators and the other 
committees are incompetent. 

What I have said here I have said in the utmost of Christian 
spirit. I have the highest regard for the members of the Appropri- 
ations Committee as Senators and as individuals. If the practice 
of dumping all the appropriation bills into dne committee is to pre- 
vail, I do not know that if I had the selection I could pick a better 
or more worthy set than the gentlemen now on the committee; 
but I suggest to them that in fairness to other Senators and in 
fairness to other States they ought to be willing to consent to a 
measure for the distribution of this important legislation among 
the different committees of the Senate. 

Mr. SEWELL obtained the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Jersey yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not know that the Senator from New Jer- 
~~ had taken the floor. 

Mr. SEWELL. I have the highest regard for the Appropri- 
ations Committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I believe I will ask the Senator from New Jer- 
sey, if it is agreeable to him, to yield to a motion to adjourn at 
this time. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator from Tennessee will allow me 
to submit an amendment to the resolution, I will accede to his 
suggestion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly, and if we adjourn at this time the 
Senator will be upon the floor when we meet again. 

Mr.SEWELL. Solunderstand. For fear that a point of order 
might be made against it, I have reduced to writing the amend- 
ment which I propose. 

Mr. GORMAN and Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be read, 

Mr. CULLOM. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ~ The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Amendment intended to be proposed to Sen- 
ate resolution No, 6: Insert in line 17, after ‘‘ Military Academy,” 
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the words ‘“‘and the National and State Homes for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers and Sailors.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be printed. 
Mr. CALL. Isubmitan amendment to the pending resolution, 
which I ask won te upon the table and be printed. 
Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 
ww SroreTary. Add at the end of the resolution the follow- 
‘g: 
atten the a 
pone ae A and 
and such recomm 


tion bills shall be reported to the Senate by the several 
shall be referred to the Committee on for 
the Senate the a 


to amount 
snd such recommendation in Flaum the sta amount of such appropri. 
ma 
within the revonues of the Government and odequate for its requirements. 
Mr. HOAR. I desire to submit an amendment at this time 
which may be printed. After the word ‘ following,” at the end 
of the line, I pr to insert the words “ after the close of 
the present session of vs 
r. BATE. Ihad intended, and so stated, to move.an execu- 
oe session this afternoon, but it is now so late that I shall not 


sO. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 

ate bills from the House of Representatives for reference. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 1691) to authorize the St. Louis and Oklahoma 
City Railroad to construct and tea railway through 
the Indian and O Territories, ener ; and 
A bill (H. R. 2917) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
> Ay ws their own funds for certain services rendered the 

*Old Settlers” or Western Cherokee 

Be bill (H. R. a to ae eapee the ae see as 
ilway — = construc operate a railway throug 

the Choctaw baleen, $4 the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 

poses, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the bill may lie on the table. It 
is a bill similar to one already reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will lie on the table, 


AMERICAN REGISTERS FOR BARKS MINDE AND JOHAN LUDWIG. 


The bill (H. R. 178) to provide 


American 
Minde and Johan was read twice b 
Mr. PASCO. That 


is identical wi 
recomme 


oe the Committee on Commerce, and 
Calendar. I nace arsed taper Me vw mln. by unani- 
mous consent and a pen oe e. It willtake but a moment. 
The PRESIDING O Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Florida? 
Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read, so that we may know what 


it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to have the Senator from Florida 
inform the Senate as to the reason why these vessels are to be ad- 
mitted, npon what ——! made, and their value. 
emt PASCO, ” i ~_ that the case comes within the gen- 

W ex a single particular. 

Mr. SEWELL,. Is there report in the case? 

Mr. PASCO. There isa written report in the case, and the bill 
comes—— 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to have the report read, or let the 


bill lie over. 
Mr. P . A bill identical with this has been reported unan- 
—— from the Committee on erce. 

Mr. FRYE. I will say to the Senator from New Jersey that 
one of these vessels was built originally in an American shipyard. 
It is a small vessel. On the other one there was expended con- 
siderably more than the amount required by the existing law; 
but they were not wrecked within 3 miles of the shore. 

Mr. . That is a sufficient explanation. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


Mr. PASCO. I move that the bill (8.677) to provide American 
registers _ the barks Minde and Johan wig be indefinitely 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. VILAS. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will give way 
for a motion that we may have a brief executive session for the 
cenegetien of business not contested, but which ought to be dis- 


Mr. HARRIS. If it is the wish of the Senate to consider non- 
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capineind cases, I shall not interpose. I withdraw the motion to 
ourn. 

. VILAS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider». 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in «v- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and :\\) 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesda, 
February 5, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. ~ 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 4, 1 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 
Ignacio lvida, of California, to be secretary of the legation 
of the United States at the City of Mexico. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 
Hiram A. Seymour, of Florida, to be a second assistant enyi- 
neer in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
John W. Judd, of Utah, to be attorney of the United States for 
the District of Utah. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 
John A. Marshall, of Utah, to be United States district judge 
for the district of Utah. 
MARSHALS. 
William H. Cannon, of Wisconsin, to be marshal of the United 
States for the western district of Wisconsin. 
Nat M. Brigham, of Utah, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Utah. 


SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 


John M. Lenihan, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa. 
William H. Anderson, of Maine, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Portland, in the State of Maine. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Edwin 8. Ames, to be postmaster at Hot Springs, in the county 

ek feces aes at Linasbo in th 
. ynech, to a rg, in the county of 

McPherson and State of Kansas. 

Martha Brown, to be postmaster at Fort Valley, in the county 
of Houston and State of Georgia. 

James A. Hall, to be postmaster at Irvington, in the county of 
Westchester and State of New York. 

Edward E. Miles, to be ter at Onancock, in the county 
of Accomac and State of Virginia. 

Lizzie C. Yates, to be ———— 
of Fauquier and State of Virginia. 

Franz F. Metschan, to be postmaster at National Military Home, 
in the county of Leavenworth and State of Kansas. 


at Warrenton, in the county 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TuEsDAY, February 4, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry M. CoupDEn. 
ses Journal of the proceedings of yésterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
COIN REDEMPTION FUND. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed ts Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means to report back the bill (H. R. 290+) to 
maintain and protect the coin redemption fund, and to authorize 
theissue of certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary deficie- 
cies of revenue, with an amendment of the Senate in the nature 
of a substitute, with the recommendation that the House noneon- 
cur in the Senate amendment and insist upon the bill as it oriy- 
inally — the House. 
Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to state that that re 
port is not unanimous, The minority report will recommend ¢ \n- 
currence. = 
The SPEAKER. The report will be placed on the Union @al- 


endar. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to give notice that I will call up the 
dill which has been reported, with the Senate substitute, for con- 
sideration immediately after the District of Columbia appropria- 
tion bill shall have been disposed of. 

INDIAN HUNTING GROUNDS. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent for the immediate consideration of the bill (H. R. 4444) pro 
viding for commissioners to treat with certain Indians for the 
surrender or modification of any rights claimed by them to hunt 
on the unoccupied domain of the United States. 














The bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
BS to a t ers to treat with the Shoshone and Arapa- 
hoe Indians now ted on the Shoshone Reservation in Fremont County, 
Wyo., and with the Shoshone and Bannock Indians, located on the Fort Hall 
Reservation in Idaho. for the surrender or modification of any rights which 
they may claim under the treaty , -~ July 3, 1868, to hunt on the unoccu- 
pied domain of the United States. e commissioners so appointed 
ma with the said Indians, either for the complete surrender of all 
hts claimed by them to hunt on the unoccupied lands of the United States 
rt of their ve reservations or for the modification of the rights 
claimed by them to such an extent that they shall be amenable toState game 
laws end regu 
nc. 2. That.to carry out ie peeeeions of this act there is hereby appro- 
e 


priated, out of any money in Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
gum of $3,000 or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs recommend the adoption of the following 
amendments: 


Strike out the word “treat” where it occursin the bill and insert the word 
“negotiate” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? : é 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee agreed to, and, as amend- 
ed, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being ——— it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. e title of the bill was amended to read: 

A bill providing for commissioners to negotiate with certain Indians for 


surrender or modification of any rights claimed by them to hunt on the 
ae public domain of the United States. 


FOUNDRY BUILDING, WASHINGTON NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Speaker, I askunanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the Senate joint resolution No. 23, 
which is on the Union Calendar, a joint resolution to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to use a portion of the appropriation 
for a new iron roof for foundry at navy-yard, Washington, D. C., 
in the act entitled an “Act making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other pur- 
poses,” for repairs to the walls of said foundry. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of ane sa of the United States, etc., 
That the Secretary of the Navy be, he is hereby, authorized to use such 

of the $33,000 appropriated for new iron roof for foundry in the act en- 
“An act appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes,” under the caption “ Public 
works, Bureau of Yards and Docks, navy-yards and stations, Naval Academy, 
and New Naval Observatory,” and under the subhead ‘‘ Navy-yard, ‘Wash: 
ington, D. C.,”" as may be necessary for repairs to the walls of said foundry. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. CRISP. I would like to ask the gentleman if this has been 
reported by a House committee? 

r. HILBORN. Yes,sir; and carries no appropriation. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman please explain it? 

Mr. CANNON. What is this matter? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is trying to get order on the floor 
so the gentleman may find out. 

Mr. RN. What isthe inquiry of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

Mr. CRISP. I understand from a gentleman sitting near me 
that he has examined the matter and it is satisfactory, and being 
ee the committee, I have no further inquiry to make. 

Mr. HILBORN. I ask the reading of the letter from the Navy 
Department attached to the report, which fully explains it, 

e letter was read, as follows: 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, December 11, 1895. 


Sir: In the naval estimates for the year ending June 30, 1896, under the 

“ Public works, Bureau of Yardsand Docks, navy-yards and stations,” 

etc., and subhead ‘“‘ Navy-yard, Washington, D. C.,” one item was, ‘‘ For new 
iron roof and repairs to walls of foundry (submitted), $83,000." 

the appropriation bill d it read,“ For new roof for foundry, 

000°’; as the repairs to the wall were not mentioned, we have been namie 

ee the money appropriated, as the walls must be repaired before 

the new iron roof can be put on. en sy 

It is respectfully requested that the accompanying joint resolution may be 

yeas at once, in order that the necessary steps may be taken toward put- 

‘ing on the new roof appropriated for. 


Respectfully, H. A. HERBERT, 
1 Secretary of the Navy. 
The CHAIRMAN oF COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 


United States Senate. 
Mr. CANNON. Who reports this resolution? 
Mr. HILBORN. The House Committee on Naval Affairs. 
came ast oe the 7 <eeaueneetae oon Naval Affairs 
t jurisdiction of it. It is a mere deficiency. 
Mr. HILBOR . Oh, no. 
Mr. CANNON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; it is to make a 


deficien ropriation available. 

Mr. “i . As I understand it, in the last estimate for 
naval repairs there was an estimate of $33,000 for two purposes, 
one to stre en the wall of the new foundry—— 

Mr. ON. I understand. 


ne And the other for the roof of the peliting— 
roof—both appropriations being contained in one » 
When the bill came #0 be prepared, all allusion to the walls was 
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left out, and $33,000 was left for the roof, which is more than is 





necessary. You have, therefore, an appropriation to build a roof 
and nothing to suport it. ‘The appropriation, as I have said, was 
made for both purposes, both for the walls and roof. Now the 
Department wants permission from the House to use a portion of 
the $33,000 to carry out the intention of Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. The Senate passed this bill? 

Mr. HILBORN. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. And it also received the indorsement of the 
Naval Committee of the House? 

Mr. HILBORN. Yes. 

R CANNON. And you report from that committee favor- 
ably 

Mr. HILBORN. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, in my judgment,the committee has no 
jurisdiction, but I do not care about splitting hairs in regard to 
the matter. 

TheSPEAKER. 
of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PURCHASE OF RAILROAD LANDS, ETC. 


Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present. consideration of the bill (S. 708) to amend section 4 of an 
act to provide for the adjustment of land grants made by Con- 
gress to aid in the construction of railroads and for the forfeiture 
of unearned lands, and for other purposes, which is on the Union 
Calendar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction 
of railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, and for other pur- 

," approved March 3, 1887, be, and the same is hereby, amended by add- 
ing thereto the following proviso: “* Provided further, That where such pur- 
chasers, their heirs or assigns, have paid only a portion of the purchase price 
to the company, which is less than the Government price of similar lands, 
they shall required, before the delivery of patent for their lands, to pay 
to the Government a sum equal to the difference between the portion of 
the purchase price so paid and the Government price, and in such case the 
amount demanded from the company shall be the amount paid to it by such 
purchaser.”’ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. s 

On motion of Mr. ELLIS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


FRANCES R. JACK AND OTHERS. 

Mr. OTEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 573) for the relief of 
Frances R. Jack, Elizabeth J. Jack, and Matilda W. Jack. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money not otherwise appr: ypriated, 
to Frances R. Jack, Elizabeth J. Jack, and Matilda W. Jack the sum of $298.10, 
a Sones of rent of building in the city of Roanoke, Va., 
onice, 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask for an 
explanation. 

e SPEAKER. Subject to the right of objection, the gentle- 

man will be allowed to explain. 

Mr. OTEY. I ask that the report may be read. 

The report (by Mr. HuTcHEson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 573) entitled 
“A bill for the relief of Francis R. Jack, Elizabeth J. Jack, and Matilda W 
Jack,” respectfully report the same as amended and recommend that it do 

A388, 

. The amendment is as follows: 

After the words “sum of,” in the sixth line, strike out “ ninety-eight dol- 
lars and ten,” and insert in lieu thereof “ fifty-nine dollars and twenty-two,” 
thus eliminating the interest charged from July 1, 1803, amounting to $38.88. 

The facts are these, as gathered from the First Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, as well as the applicant: 

On March 5, 1893, the premises occupied by the post-office in the city of 
Roanoke, Va., were destroyed by fire, and the post-office was removed across 
the street to the building owned by the Misses Jack. A lease was entered 
into with the Misses Jack for a term of years from July 1, 18%. The appro- 

riation was exhausted, so that the rental could not be paid except from the 

st of July, 1893, and the Misses Jack agreed that they would accept payments 
from the 5th of March tothe Ist of July, as far as the appropriat ion would 
permit, without prejudice to their claim for the regular rental. So the 
account, briefly stated and admitted as correct, the details of which, with 
the statements of the First Assistant Postmaster-General, are on file with 
the committee, is as follows: 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


for use as post- 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


From March 5 to July 1, 1893, rental due.-.......................--. $387.00 

By amounts paid by the postmaster at Roanoke during the months of 
i Se Ti ccwcrcussmmemmanacsqsemseaccsscess Bite tO 
SN ana crenatitisiik cinimindienenatatindrtintenc 259.22 


As interest was added to this, which the committee eliminated 
The claim isa a one and should be paid, and your committee therefore 
recommend that bill as amended do pass. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Claims, set 
forth in the report, was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
AMENDMENT TO PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary to move the reference of the bill (H. R. 271) to amend 
certain sections of the Revised Statutes of the Uni States to 
the Committee on Patents. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the change of reference 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 

EFFICIENCY OF CERTAIN EMPLOYEES. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged 
resolution. I am directed by the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service to call up for consideration the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolution (No, 148) in lieu of resolution No. 108. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Secretary of War, the Attorney-General, the Postmaster-General, the re- 
tary of the Navy, the Bocrwsaty ot the Interior, the Secretary of iculture 
the Public Printer, the Civil Service Commissioners, the Com oner of 
Labor, and the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries be uested to furnish 
the House of Representatives with the following information, namely: The 
number of employees there are in their respective Departments, and the 

ies of each, who are below a fair standard of efficiency, together with 
the cause of their inefficiency; and if inefficiency is caused by age, state the 
age at which they became inefficient. 

The resolution was to. 

On motion of Mr. BROSIUS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

MICHAEL RYAN, 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. 8 er, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1816) for the relief of 
Michael Ryan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to revoke the order dishonorably discharging Private 
Michael Ryan, Company I, Fifth Regiment United States jInfantry, on Sep- 
tember 20, 1865, and to issue to him an honorable discharge from the military 
service of the United States as of that date. 


Mr. FLETCHER. I ask that the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Has this bill been reported by the Com- 
mittee on ee Affairs? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes, favorably. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It has been reported by our com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Iask for the reading of the 


report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report, if there be no 
objection. 

e report (by Mr. GRIFFIN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on peers Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
1816) for the relief of eee Sree have had the same under consideration, 
and find that the soldier e in eee I, Fifth United States Infantry. 
At the end of his first term of service, Sey 20, 1862, he reenlisted for 
three years, and served faithfully and with credit h the entire war. 

In the summer of 1865 his ent was sent to New Mexico, and while at 
Fort Sumner, near the end of his second term of enlistment, he was one night 
detailed to guard artillery on the parade ground. Where the detail was 
formed some old arms were piled, am which he observed an old Colt’s 
revolver, which he picked Ss and put in blouse poms, A noncommis- 
sioned officer saw the act and preferred a of theft of the property of 
the United States against R who was tried by court-martial, which con- 
vened August 17, 1865, and found him guilty, notwithstanding his statement 
that he took up the pistol with the intention of keeping it Paring that night on 
quate. and also the fact that his first lieutenant ed that he had known 

yan since July, 1862, and had always considered him a ve 
that he had never known him to be accused of theft until tha’ " 

A bill identical with this (H, R. 8391) was introduced in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, third session y-third and also during the same ses- 
sion a similar bill was introduced in the te, known as Senate bill 2510. 
The House Committee on Military Affairs of the Fifty-third Congress re- 
ported on H. R. bill 8301, in as follows: 

“ This soldier served the United States from 1857 to 1865. The facts in this 
case are fully set forth in a letter directed to Hon. LoREN FLETCHER, a 
member of Congress, a Hon. William Lochren, Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, concerning Senate 2510, identical with the House bill, which letter is 
herewith appended and made a part of this report. 

“The committee have the of the court-martial which 
tried Private Ryan, and to which reference is made in the aforesaid letter, 
and find that the facts, as proven at the trial, are correctly set forth by the 
“The bill (H.R. 8W1) passed both Houses of the Fifty-third Congress, but 
failed to reach the President in time to receive the Exacutive val. 

Your committee would therefore that H. R. 1816 do 

The following is a copy of the letter from the Commissioner of Pensions 
above referred to: ‘ 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ivennseg, Beaman or ee, 


My Dear Srr: I am te desirous, as I 
of the bill (8. Soca’: tho relief of Michael R; 


pas- 
late private Com 
Regiment States Infantry. It y Fos 


an act of justice toa 
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deserving soldier and good citizen of our State, and constituent of your own 
with whom you have, as I believe, some personal acquaintance. P 

Michael Ryan, when a youth and before the late war, enlisted in that 
commmeny om regiment. t the end of his first term of service, September 
20, 1862, he at once reenlisted for another term of three years, and served 
faithfully and with credit through the entire war. In the summer of 1865 
the a was sent to New Mexico, and while stationed at Fort Sumner 
near the end of his second term of enlistment, he was one night included in a 
detail to guard artillery upon the parade ground. Where the detail was 
formed some old arms were piled, asncng © ich he observed an old Colt’s 
revolver, which he picked up and put in his blouse pocket. 

The act was noticed by a noncommissioned officer, who, finding that he 
had put the revoiver in his pocket, arrested him and preferred a charge 
against him of theft of property of the United States. Upon this charge he 
was tried by court-ma. convened August 17, 1865, and found guilty, not- 
withstanding his statement that he took up the pistol with the intention of 
keeping it during that.night on gears. and notwithstanding the fact that the 
first lieutenant of his com y testified, ‘‘I have known Private Ryan since 
sometime in July, 1862, and have always considered him a very good soldier; 
never have known him to be accused of theft untilthe present occasion.” He 
was sentenced to be kept at hard labor in eharge of the guard for the re- 
mainder of his term of enlistment, and to be then dishonorably discharged 
with forfeiture of all pay and allowances, except the just dues to the laundress 
and sutler. This sentence was a’ proved September 2, 1865, eighteen days be- 
fore the expiration of his secon rm of enlistment. 

Mr. R has related the matter to me several times, and I have examined 
the o: record of the court-martial in the office of the Judge-Advocate- 
General, and have a copy of the same, kindly furnished me by that officer, 
which I will transmit, if desired. But there is no question as to the simplo 
facts as I have briefly stated them. The only matter in doubt is the intent 
with which he picked up the old revolver and put it in his pocket, when going 
out at night on guard, whether from curiosity to examine and return it in the 
morning, or to keep it. Had he been at that place—not going on guard—and 
picked up and examined it from curiosity and laid it down, nothing wrong 


’ 


could be ¢ It was not an infantry arm with which he was familiar, 
and he might have had some curiosity to examine it. Going out on guard for 
the night, whence he would return to the same place, his s 
means incredible—that he took it with him intending to return it. 

But even if at the end of two terms of faithful service, including the 
whole a of the war, on seeing this old pistol he formed the purpose of 
taking it as a souvenir of his service, it seems to me a venial offense, no more 
than numberless soldiers did, and that the sentence of dishonorable dis- 
Soaps. in view of his military service and good character as a soldier, was 
cruel and undeserved. The other parts of the sentence were much more 
than adequate punishment. 

Mr. on as been my neighbor ever since the war. He is an honest, re- 
spectab who has the warm regard of all who know him. For nearly 
twenty years he been a member of our city police, and I know that all 
of our citizens who have had anything to do with our municipal government 
would commend him in the highest terms. 

As is aupronching and children and grandchildren are growing up 
about him he feels keenly the disgrace and, as he thinks, injustice of resting 
under the stain of a dishonorable Saneree from his military service, so long 
extended and creditably performed. If I can interest you in this matter, so 
as to — what : think is but tardy justice, I shall be extremely gratified. 

ery sincerely, yours, 
WM. LOCHREN. 


tement is by no 


hi 
e man 


Hon. LOREN FLETCHER, 
House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS, EIGHTH CIRCUIT. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 1547) to extend the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States circuit court of appeals, eighth circuit, 
over certain suits now pending therein on -— and writ of error 
from the United States court in the Indian Territory. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the jurisdiction of the United States circuit court 
of appeals for the eighth judicial circuit be, and is hereby, extended to all 
suits at law or equity now pending therein — writ of error to or appeal 
from the United States court in the Indian Territory in all cases wherein 
such writ of error or ap would have vested jurisdiction in said circuit 
court of appeals but for the act of Congress aa March 1, 1895, entitled 
“An act to ro. for the appointment of itional judges of the United 
States court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes.” 


wae ee Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bi 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, is this reported from the Com- 


mittee on the J ge 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it is. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to hear the report read. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The report (by Mr. TERRY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judi have had under consideration the bill (S. 
1547) entitled “An act to extend the jurisdiction of the United States circuit 
court of ap eighth t, over certain suits now pending therein on 
appeals and writ of error from the United States court in the Indian Ter- 

wre ond bes leave to report the same to the House with a recommenda- 
0 pass. 

The act of March 1, pent, entities “Anact to provide for the appointment of 
additional judges of the United States court in the Indian Te ry, and for 
other pares. acourt of appeals for said Territory, to have juris- 

certain cases theretofore appealable to the circuit court of appeals 
of the eighth circuit, but omitted to insert a saving clause on the subject of 


aque A error sued out before the 


writs ay? of said act to said court 
of the th circuit. The present billis conga toremedy such 
and to eig 
upon writ of error to or 


and 
to all cases now pen in said eighth circuit court of 
soos of from the United States court in the 
peeeery inall onaee w such writ of error or appeal would haye 
vena i in circuit court of appeals but for the passage of said 











1896. 









The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion ofthe bill? 

There was no objection. : ; ; 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. E F 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ST. LOUIS, OKLAHOMA AND SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the — consideration of the bill (H. R. 67) author- 
izing the St. Louis, Oklahoma and Southern Railway Company to 
construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory and 
Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the St. Louis, Oklahoma and Southern Railway 


Company, a corporation created under and by virtue of the laws of the Ter- 
ritory of Oklahoma, be, and the same is hereby, authorized and invested and 
empowered with the right of locating, constructing, owning, equipping and 
operating, using and maintaining a railway and telegraph and telephone line 


through the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, beginning at a point to be 

selected by said railway company at or near the town of Claremore, in the 

Cherokee Nation, Indian Territory, and reaming, thence in a westerly and 

southerly direction, over the most practicable and feasible route, through or 

near the Cherokee, Creek, Seminole, and Chickasaw Nations, Indian Terri- 
tory, and Pottawatomie Reserve. Oklahoma, to a point on the Red River 
at or near Willis, Ind. T., and from thence through the State of Texas to 

a point at or near Aransas Pass, State of Texas, with the right to con- 

struct, use, and maintain such tracks, turn-outs, sidings, and extensions as 

said company may deem to its interests to construct and maintain along and 
upon the right of way and depot grounds herein provided for, with the right 
also of locating, constructing, owning, equipping and operating, using and 
maintaining a branch line of railway from a point on the main line to be 
selected by said company over the most practicable and feasible route south- 
westerly through the Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, to a point 
at or near Purcell, Chickasaw Nation, Indian Territory, thence southwesterly 
to the northerly side of Wilbarger County, State of Texas, and from thence 
to the east line of the vay of New Mexico, and thence through New 

Mexico to a point at or near E]} Paso, State of Texas, with the right to con- 

struct, use, and maintain such tracks, turn-outs, sidings, and extensions as 

said company may deem to its interests to construct and maintain along and 
upon the right of way and depot grounds herein provided for. 

Sec. 2. That said corporation is authorized to take and use for all purposes 
of arailway, for its main line and branch line, and for no other purpose, a 
right of way 100 feet in width through said Indian territories and Territory 
of Oklahoma, and to take and use a strip of land 200 feet in width, witha 
length of 3,000 feet, in addition to right of way, for stations, for every 10 
miles of road, with the rigat to use such additional ground where there are 
heavy cuts or fills as may be necessary for the construction and maintenance 
of the roadbed, not exceeding 100 feet in width on each side of said right of 
way, or asimuch thereof as may be included in said cut or fill: Provided, 
That no more than said addition of land shall be taken for any one station: 
Provided further, That no part of the lands herein authorized to be taken 
shall be sold by the company, and they shall not be used except in such man- 
ner and for such purposes only as shall be necessary for the construction 
and convenient operation of said railway, ee and telephone lines; 
and when any portion thereof shall cease to used, such portion shall 
revert to the nation or tribe of Indians from which the same shall have been 
taken. 

Sec. 8. That before said railway shall be constructed through any lands 
held by individual occupants according to the laws, customs, and usages of 
any of the Indian nations or tribes through which it may be constructed, or 
by allotments under any law of the United States or agreement with the 
Indians, full compensation shall be made to such occupants for all property 

taken or damage done by reason of the construction of such railway. 
In case of failure to make amicable settlement with any occupant, such 
compensation shall be determined by the appraisement of three disinterested 
referees, to be appointed one (who shall act as chairman) by the President, 
one 4 the chief of the nation to which said occupant belongs, or, in case of 
an allottee, by said allottee or by his duly authorized guardian or repre- 
sentative, and one by said railway company, who, before entering upon the 
duties of their appointment, shall take and subscribe, before a district judge, 
clerk of a district court, or United States commissioner, an oath that they 
will faithfully and sager Sally discharge the duties of their appointment, 
which oath, duly certified, shall be returned with their award to and filed 
with the Secretary of the Interior within sixty days from the completion 
thereof; and a majority of said referees shall be competent to act in case of 
the absence of a member, after due notice. And upon the failure of either 
party to make such appointment within thirty days after the appointment 
made by the President, the vacancy shall be filled by the district judge of 
any United States court in the Indian Territory, or the Territory of Oxkla- 
homa, upon the application of the other — he chairman of said board 
shall appoint the time and place for all hearings within the nation to which 
such occupant belongs. Each of said referees shall receive for his services 
the sum of $4 per day for each day they are engaged in the trial of any case 
submitted to them under this act, with mileage at'5 cents per mile. Witnesses 
shall receive the usual fees allowed by the courts of said nations and the 
courtsof Oklahoma Territory. Costs, including compensation of the referees, 
shall be made a part of the award and be paid by such railway company. In 
case the referees can not agree, then any two of them are authorized to 
make the award. Either party being dissatisfied with the finding of the 
referees shall have the right, within sty days after making the award 
and notice of the same, to appeal by original petition to any district court in 
the Indian Territory or Oklahoma Territory, which court shall have juris- 

“iction to hear and determine the subject-matter of said petition. If, upon 
the h of said appeal, the judgment of the court shall be for a larger 
*um than the award of the referees, the cost of said appeal shall be adjudged 
against the railway company. If the judgment of the court shall be for the 
same sum as the award of the referees, then the cost shall be adjudged 
against the appellant. If the judgment of the court shall be for a smaller 
sum than the award of the referees, then the costs shall be adjudged against 
the party claiming damages. When proceedings have been commenced in 
court, the railway company shall pay double the amount of the award into 

court to abide the judgment thereof, and then have the right to enter upon 

4 y sought to be condemned and proceed with the construction of 


Sexo. 4. That said railway company shall not charge the inhabitants of said 
Territories —— rate of freight than the rate authorized by the laws of 
the State of for services for transportation of the same kind: Provided, 
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That passenger rates on said railway shall not exceed 3 cents per mile. Con- 
gress hereby reserves the right to regulate the charges for freight and pas- 
sengers on said railway, and of messages on said telegraph and telephone lines, 
until a State government or governments shall exist in said Territories within 
the limits of which said railway, or a part thereof, shall be located; and then 
such State government or governments shall be authorized to fix and regulate 
the cost of transportation of persons and freights within their respective limits 
by said railway; but Congress expressly reserves the right to fix and regulate, 
at all times, the cost of such transportation by said railway or said company 
whenever such transportation shall extend from one State into another, or 
shall extend into more than one State: Provided, however, That the rate of 
such transportation of passengers, Jocal or interstate, shall not exceed the 
rate above expressed: And provided further, That said railway company shall 
carry the mail at such prices as Congress may by law provide; and untilsuch 
_— is fixed by law the Postmaster General may fix the rate of compensa- 

ion. 

Serco. 5. That said railway company shall pay to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, for the benefit of the particular nations or tribes or individuals through 
whose lands said line may be located, the sum of $50, in addition to compen- 
sation provided for in this act for property taken and damages done to in- 
dividual occupants by the construction of the railway, for each mile of rail- 
way that it may construct in said Territories, said payments to be made in 
installments of $500 as each 10 miles of road is conde Provided, That if the 
general council of either of the nations or tribes through whose land said 
railway may be located shall, within four months after the filing of maps of 
definite location as set forth in section 6 of this act, dissent from the allow. 
ance provided for in this section, and shall certify the same to the Secretary 
of the Interior, then all compensation to be paid to such dissenting nation 
or tribe under the provisions of this act shall be determined as provided in 
section 3 for the determination of the compensation to be paid to the in- 
dividual occupant of lands, with the right of appeal to the courts upon the 
same terms, conditions, and requirements as therein provided: Provided 
Surther, That the amount awarded or eqpenees to be paid by the said rail- 
way company for dissenting nation or tribe shall be in lieu of the compensa- 
tion that said nation or tribe would be entitled to receive under the fore ving 
provisions. Saia company shall also pay, so long as said Territories are 
owned and occupied by the Indians, to the Secretary of the Interior the sum 
of $15 per annum for each mile of railway it shall construct in the said Ter- 
ritories. The money paid tothe Secretary of the Interior under the provisions 
of this act shall be apportioned by him in accordance with the laws and 
treaties now in force among the different nations and tribes according to the 
number of miles of railway that may be constructed by said railway com- 

many through their lands: Provided, That Congress shall have the right. so 

—. as said lands are occupied and poamgues by said nations or tribes, to im- 
,08e such additional taxes upon said railway as itmay deem just and proper 
Pr their benefit; and any Territory or State hereafter formed through 
which said railway shall have been established may exercise the like power 
as to such part of said railway as may lie within its limits. Said railway 
company shall have the right to survey and locate its railway immediately 
after the passage of this act. 

Sec. 6. That said company shall cause maps showing the route of its located 
lines through said Territories to be filed in the office of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and also to be filed in the office of the principal chiefs of each of the 
nations or tribes through whose lands said railway may be located: and after 
the filing of said maps no claim for a subsequent settlement and improve- 
ment upon the right of way shown by said maps shall be valid as against said 
company: Provided, That when a map showing any portion of said railway 
company’s located line is filed as herein provided for, said company shall com- 
mence grading said located line within six months thereafter or such loca- 
tion shall be void; and said location shall be approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior in sections of 25 miles before construction of any such section 
shall be begun. 

Sec. 7. That the officers, servants, and employees of said company neces- 
sary to the construction and management of said railway shall be allowed to 
reside, while so engaged, upon such right of way, but subject to the provi- 
sions of the Indian intercourse laws and such rules and regulations as may 
be established by the Secretary of the Interior in accordance with said inter- 
course laws. 

Sec. 8. That said ena company shall build at least 50 miles of its rail- 
way in said Territory within three years after the passage of this act, and 
complete the remainder thereof within five years thereafter, or the rights 
herein granted shall be forfeited as to that portion not built; that said rail 
way company shall construct and maintain continually all fences, road and 
highway crossings, and necessary bridges over said railway wherever said 
roads and highways do now or may hereafter cross said railway’s right of 
way or may be by the proper authorities laid out across the same 

Sec. 9. That the said St. Louis, Oklahoma and Southern Railway Company 
shall accept this right of wor upon the express condition, binding upon itsel?, 
its successors and assigns, that they will neither aid, advise, nor assist in any 
effort looking toward the changing or extinguishing the present tenure of the 
Indians in their lands, and will not attempt to secure from the Indian nations 
or tribes any further grant of land or its occupancy than is hereinbefore pro- 
vided for: Provided, That any violation of the conditions mentioned in this 
section shall operate as a forfeiture of all the rights and privileges of said 
railway company under this act. 

Sec. 10. That all mortgages executed by said railway company, conveying 
any portion of its railway, with its franchises, that may be constructed in 
said Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, shall be recorded in the De 
partment of the Interior, and the record thereof shall be evidence and notice 
of their execution and shall convey all rights and property of said company 
as therein expressed. 

Sec, ll. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, or alter this act: 
and the right of way herein and hereby granted shall not be assigned or 
transferred in any form whatever prior to the construction and completion 
of the railway except as to mortgages or other liens that may be given or 
secured thereon to aid in the construction thereof. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


On page 1, line 11, strike out the words “or near the town of Claremcre,” 
and add the following: ‘‘and between Claremore and Sapulpa, on the St. 
Louis and San Francisco Railroad.” 

In line 12, on page 1, after the word “ Cherokee,” add the following: ‘“‘and 
Creek *’; also in line 12, change the word “ nation " to the word “ nations.” 

On page 2, line 14, before the word “the” add the words “or near.”’ 

On page 2, line 15, after the word “ Territory,” add the following: ‘to a 

»oint at or near Stonewall”; also on same page, in line 16, strike out the 
ollowing words: “‘and Pottowatomie Reserve, Oklahoma’; and on same 


age, line 27, after the word “ route,” add the following: “ between Okmaul- 

ee and Sasakwa and running.” 

Line 27, strike out “ Territory.” 

Page 2, line 29, insert after “Territory ” “or to intersect the Atchison, To- 
peka and Santa Fe Railroad at some point between Norman and Ardmore.” 
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8, line 5, substitute the word “one” for the word “two,” and in 
e out the word “three” and insert the word “ two.” 
page 3, line 10, strike out the words “ one hundred" and add the word 


On page 8, line 42, after the word “act,” add the f : 

“ Provided further, That a map showing the entire line of the road in the 
Indian Territory shall be filed with and sapere by the Secretary of the 
Interior before the work of construction commences.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
as. ae engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

26, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, a motion to reconsider 

the vote last taken was laid on the table. 
IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization to present a reportand 
ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution authorizing and directing the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization to visit Ellis Island,in New York 
Harbor, was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution _ reported to the House? 

ee of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask for an ex- 

on 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. For the information of the House, Mr. 
Speaker, I will state that this isthe usual resolution. For the last 
— or five ane it has been a for eee 
on Immigration, when called u 8 new legislation, 
make a trip to New York and visit Ellis dand the i 
tion station there. This resolution is presented in accordance with 
that custom. Its object is to enable members to familiarize them- 
selves with the worki of the present system, the operation of 
existing laws, and to ascertain, by observation, what 
changes, if any, of the present laws methods of enforcing them 
are necessary for the protection of our country against what is 
termed undesirable immigration. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What isthe amount of the ap- 

riation you ask? 

r. BARTHOLDT. The appropriation is the same that was 
asked for by the committee in the last , $560. We ask 
for that amount because I know that the chairman of the com- 
raittee in the last Con said that it was just sufficient to defray 
the expenses of the R 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to know why it 
should cost $560 to go to New York? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It may be that not more than $300 may be 
necessary, but it is not to be ex that the members of the 
— —— should go into their own pockets to pay the expenses 

the trip. 

Mr. a , of New York. Is there any minority report 

inst this 

r. BARTHOLDT. Oh, no. Thisisa unanimous request of 
the committee—a unanimous report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEM. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Then lask that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


DISCRIMINATIONS AGAINST AGRICULTURAL AND MANUFACTURED 
PRODUCTS EXPORTED TO FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee 
on Ways and Means to report a resolution and to ask for its imme- 
diate consideration ~— House. 

The SPEAKER. gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution which 
will be reported to House. 

The resolution directing the Committee on Ways and Means to 
na nea ae a showing in what countries discriminations are 
made against our agricultural and manufactured products ex- 
ported to foreign countries was read. 

Is there objection to the present consideration 


Mr. TURNER of Mr. Speaker, unless the gentleman 
will strike out the provision for an expert I shall have to request 
that it take the usual course. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am unable to hear what the gentleman has 


paid. 
The SPEAKER. The House must be in order. 


FEBRUARY 4, 


Mr. TAWNEY. I can not consent to that. I am directed }\y 
the Committee on Ways and Means to report the substitute in the 
form which I have presented it to the House. If the gentlem, 
from Georgia objects to the present consideration of the substit y+. 
I then ask unanimous consent that it be referred to the Committe, 
on Accounts, for the reason that it involves an expenditure fro) 
the contingent fund of the House, which, I think, could not jo 
made without unarimous consent unless that committee had first 
considered the resolution. I therefore ask that it be referred ;, 
the committee. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Iwill ask the gentleman if it would 
not suit him just as well to put this on the Calendar. Is the gen. 
tleman’s object in referring the resolution to the committee to 
make it ks a 

Mr. TAWNEY. My object is this: When the resolution comes 
up for consideration, not having been considered by the Commait- 
tee on Accounts, I think an objection to its consideration wou)q 
then lie, no matter where it went, if it had not been considered by 
that committee; and if it is referred to that committee and re- 
— upon then it can not be subject to that objection when it 

oes come up for consideration; and, therefore, I ask that it )e 
referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I will state to the gentleman that 
that is not the only objection that can be raised to the matter, and 
that is not the objection I had in mind. I merely desired, Mr, 
Ss , to enter a sort of protest here against the inauguration 

a system of eg experts to do our work. I have, of 
course, no stjeiion to the gentleman sending the resolution to 
the Committee on Accounts, which, doubtless, he can do without 
my cousent, but Ido object to its being considered in this form 
and shell oppose it at any time it may come up for consideration, 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, unless there is objection. 

There was no objection, and it was so referred. 


NEW POST-OFFICE, WILMINGTON, DEL. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. 8 er, [ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, ro- 
quested to inform the House what ress has been made in the erection 
of the new post-office at the ) Wilmington, in the State of Delaware; 

of the appropriation has been expended therefor; what 
been used in the payment of salaries to superintendents, 
or others; also, whether the work is now in progress or 


uspension, and, if the latter, whether any of these salaries 


s' 
were continued to be paid during such suspension, and what are the reason- 
able probabilities as to the time of the completion of the aforesaid building. 


The resolution was adopted. 
NICARAGUA CANAL, 


Mr.LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I am requested by the San Francisco 
Chamber of Commerce to ask that the memorial which I send to 
the desk be read to the House and then referred to the appropriate 


committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

The memorial urging legislation in favor of the early construc- 
tion of the Nicaragua Canal was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

LAND-GRANT PATENTS. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. 8 er, I desire to present a privileged re- 

on H. R. 5474, and ask that it be printed and recommitted to 

e Committee on Public Lands, retaining its privilege. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the subject of the report? 

Mr. LACEY. Itis in regard to extending the limitation as to 
suits to cancel or annul patents for land grants. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole for further consideration of the 
pending appropriation bill. 

The motion was to. 

The House ngly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Payne in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for further consideration of the pending bill. The Clerk will re 


port a amendment. 
The k as follows: 
Page on line 12, strike out the words “‘ For the National Asso- 
ciation #8, beginning of Destitate Colored Women and Children, maintenance, 
the amendment by striking out the words * including repairs." 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, it is desirable that we should 









the pending motion shall be debated before we take a vote. 
Mr. STEELE. Let us vote now. 


Mr. GROUT. I want to saya few words myself before the vote 


is taken, and for the pu of ascertaining what other gentlemen 
may desire to be heard uni | 
upon the pending amendment be limited to twenty minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I may as well submit at this 

int what I desire to say on thissubject. I hope I shall have the 
attention of the committee, because I wish to speak of facts that 
are already before us. It has been stated distinctly to this com- 
mittee that the board of children’s guardians have no control by 
law over any children except such as have been committed to 
their care by the courts. Gentlemen will please bear that in mind. 
Now, it is moved to strike out this item for destitute colored 
women and children, for the purpose of later putting this institu- 
tion, with others, into the hands of the board of children’s guard- 


8. 
When that motion is made by the gentleman from Nebraska 
r. HAINER], as I understand it will be, if this motion includes 
fs provision of the bill I shall raise the point of order, because 
the 100 little colored waifs that are cared for in this institution 
have never gone through the courts, and you can not put them 
into the hands of the board of children’s guardians until you 
have run them through the courts. There is no authority of law 
forit. Therefore, this motion contemplates an absolute absurdity, 
and an impossibility so far as regards this item in the bill, and I 
eat, that when the motion is made, if it includes this institution, 
I shall make a point of order. 

But there is another question to be considered. Why remit 
these various institutions to the board of children’s guardians? 
Who asks it? The gentleman from a HAINER] asks 
it, but who else asks it? This committee heard alabored and con- 
vincing argument from the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
on yesterday against the proposition, and in that argument he 
read certain statements made by the president of the board of 
children’s guardians. Did you learn from that gentleman’s state- 
ment that he wanted this done? No; you learned from him that 
he did not want it done. Let me remind the committee of what 
he said: 

STATEMENT OF MR. SIMON WOLF, CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD OF CHILDREN’S 


GUARDIANS AND CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 
OF THE GERMAN ORPHAN ASYLUM. 


Mr. Cannon. In the preseut condition of charitable work in the District and 
of legislation covering the power of the board of children’s guardians, what 
would be the practical effect for this fiscal year of a failure to appropriate for 
the utilization of the various private charities? 

Mr. Wou¥. A calamity for those institutions without conferring adequate 
authority upon the board of children’s guardians. Before any such radical 
step could be taken further legislation is indispensably necessary— 


Further legislation necessa Can we provide it here? Con- 
fessedly not. We are engaged upon an appropriation bill. We 


must take the laws as they are and make appropriations accord- 
dingly— 
as the board is in a state of evolution. It has to propagate its ideas by prac- 
tical work, and while we have accomplished much, and while primarily we 
claim that all seecenesiene given by the Government for the care of indi- 
e children in the District of Columbia should go through us, we are not so 
d as to ore the tradition, sentiment, and feelings of a large number of 
well b we corning, kind-hearted, and charitable people. 

Mr. CANNOX. What would be the effect (without farther le islation) upon 
the children who will be really entitled to relief, of the withholding of appro- 
priation from the various private institutions? 

Mr. Woi#. I think it would cripple private institutions and prove a great 
harm to many deserving — who, from a feeling of religion, habits, or 
traditions, do not like to have their misfortunes dragged into the public 
courts, and thus, while a principle would be observed, much practical harm 

t ensue for the present. , 

. CANNON. Then, I understand you, from the standpoint of complete 
administration, through strictly governmental agencies, or Government 
appropriations, under existing conditions, without further legislation, such 
a are not desirable. 

. Wor. Not at present. 


the hammer fell. 
- WHEELER. I that the gentleman from Vermont be 
allowed Me on without limit. 

Mr. C ON. Iwill rise to oppose the pending proposition, 
and yield my time to the gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. GROUT. I thank the gentleman from Illinois. 

Now, this Committee of the Whole is, I feel, under a misappre- 
hension and somewhat in a state of confusion as to these amend- 
ments, and may not do exactly what it wants to do. Let us, ina 
practical way, find out what we want todo. Let me say to gen- 

emen of the committee, if you want to strike out all the institu- 
tions that are strictly sectarian, which have been designated in 


number as six, then vote to strike them out. You have done so | 


with one already—the St. John’s Orphanage. You have also 


struck out an institution which is nonsectarian—the German 
Orphan Asylum. This Mr. Wolf, from whom I have just read, 
who is a Jew, and was formerly president of the German Orphan 
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come to some understanding at this time as to how much longer 


now ask unanimous consent that debate 





ee now either its treasurer or secretary, I have forgotten 
which, says: 





Every safeguard isthrown around the children of the German Orphan 
Asylum, which institution is strictly nonsectarian, having all shades of reli- 
gious opinion represented on the board. 






Now, if you want merely to strike out sectarian institutions, do 
so on motions which will be submitted; if no one else submits 
them, I willdo so. Mr. Chairman, I think I know what thev are. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I should like to understand the position 
of the gentleman on the motion now pending. Does he object to 
striking out the institution to which the motion applies? 

Mr. GROUT. Ido, most certainly. 

ao LIVINGSTON. And the gentleman does not object to the 
others? 

Mr. GROUT. As to certain others I do. 
German Orphan Asylum restored to the bill. It is wholly unsec- 
tarian. Then, as to the other thirteen charities which are private 
institutions, if you are willing to appropriate public money to 
them provided they open their doors by a change of their articles 
of association or their charters so that the public can as a matter of 
right enter and inspect the institutions and supervise the expendi- 
tures—I refer to institutions which are confessedly nonsectarian; 
that is, not made up of persons of any particular form of religious 
belief—then leave them in the bill, iacludien the German Asylum, 
which can be left in the bill in the House by refusing to agree to 
the amendment of the committee. 

If, on the other hand, you want to confuse the question as much 
as possible—if you want to make a great noise and really accom- 
plish nothing—vote for the Hainer amendment. It will leave the 
whole business in a magnificent muddle, which will bediscreditable 
to the intelligence of this House. If also you should not want to 
strike out these sectarian charities, then vote not to do so and 
leave them in the bill. In this way the whole matter can be prac- 
tically and fairly disposed of. 

Mr. LACEY. Ishould like to ask my friend whether or not in 
principle this German Orphan Asylum and the Colored Home are 
not substantially in the same category with the Smithsonian 
Institution? 

Mr.GROUT. Practically they are, especially the Colored Home, 
because it has been the special care of the Government from the 


















I would have the 


first. It could not have had an existence except by act of Con- 
gress. It can not subsist for a day without the help of the Govern- 
ment. It has no contributions from wealthy friends elsewhere. 


From the very nature of the case it can not have. It is practi- 
cally on the basis that the gentleman suggests, although technically 
still a private institution. I must confess that for one I would 
bring them under this amendment which I propose; which is, 
that before they can touch a dollar of the money appropriated in 
this bill they shall open their doors to inspection; there shall be 
no technical barrier to full Government supervision of every fea- 
ture of the administration and every item of expenditure. 
Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me 
that this item for the Home for Aged Colored Women should be 
seriously considered by this committee. As was well said by a 
gentleman on the floor yesterday, this is a national trust. Itisa 
trust, too, established by the loving hand of the immortal Lincoln, 
whose undying memory we are about to celebrate throughout 
this broad aan It is an institution that grew out of one of the 
great classic and heroic struggles of our history. No shrine 
established by the hands of Lincoln, no charity recommended by 
his name, should ruthlessly be assailed. Nothing he loved was 
born of sectarianism, but of the mighty religion of humanity, the 
kindly impulse of a mighty heart. I cordially hope that this com- 
mittee will leave unspoliated this item with reference to the Home 
for Aged Colored Women. [Applause.] 

Mr. WHEELER. 1 thank the gentleman in charge of this bill 
[Mr. Grout] for his explanation of this matter. If the gentle- 
man would read the letter of Dr. Mackay Smith he would reiter- 
ate what he said about restoring in this bill the appropriation 
for St. John’s Orphanage. 

Now I will send to the desk and have this letter from the Rev. 
Dr. Smith read. 

Mr. GROUT. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I said nothing 
about restoring St. John’s Orphanage and the appropriation for 
that. 

Mr. WHEELER. Well, I understood the gentleman to say St. 
John’s Orphanage, but regret to find he did not mean it. 

Mr. Chairman, I will read this letter myself. It was written by 
the very eminent divine, the pastor of St. John’s Parish, Dr. 

Mackay Smith. The writer says: 

Ep1ror Post: So much misapprehension was shown in the debate in Con- 
| gress regarding St. John’s Orphanage that it seems proper to correct several 
| of the statements by giving the exact facts. The authorities of St. John’s 


| parish have no power over or responsibility for St. John’s Orphanage. Itis 
a corporation entirely independent of the vestry. 


| This shows that the orphanage is not what can properly be 
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called a sectarian institution, and further evidence of this will be 
seen as read. The writer further says: 
h ted mainl f St. ‘s Parish, i t dra 

a Scee mn Christian rapes ot 6 i ne While its 
officers come from St. John’s, it is more than a parish institution and makes 
larger claims on the community. 

It rightly does this, for it throws its doors open te receive inmates of all 
nationalities and creeds. 

I think this fact is conclusive evidence that the orphanage is by 
no means a sectarian institution. Dr. Mackay Smith then says: 


It makes no distinction between Protestant, Roman Catholic, or infidel, but’ 


om only what is the need of each, and whether there is room to receive any 
y case. 

I beg to ask the House if these facts would indicate that St. 
John’s Orphanage is of a sectarian character? 

Dr, Smith then corrects a wrong impression regarding the in- 
come of the orphanage. He says: 

It has no regular income of f* 000 or half that sum. Last year the income 
included:a bequest from Mr. B. H. Warder of $5,000, but this, of course, was 
not used as income, but mainly applied to the reduction of debt. 

The writer then tells us of the commendable economy with which 
St. John’s orphans are maintained and educated. He says: 

It claims to support its inmates in health and happiness on less money per 
capita than almost any institution of a similar kind in thecountry. It costs 
less than $50 a year to support an orphan. 

Showing that the cost of educating, maintaining, and clothing 
the children in this orphana e is less than one-third the cost under 
the board of children’s guardians. Dr. Smith then explained how 
this economy is possible. He says: 

Few institutions, if any, can show such a record; and as the children are 
well fed and contented, it is obvious that only the most rigid economy can 
effect such a result. Imight add to this that the orphanage could not pro- 
duce such a record had it not at its head a lady who gives her services free of 
charge, devoting her life to these children and acting toward them as a true 
mother. She supports noarey 100 boys and girls on a sum that in most insti- 
tutions would keep hardly 50. 

Mr. BRUMM. May I ask the gentleman from Alabama from 
what he is reading? 

Mr. WHEELER. I am reading a communication from the 
Rev. Mackay Smith. . 

Mr. BRUMM. Who is he? 

Mr. WHEELER. The pastor of St. John’s Parish. 

Mr. BRUMM. Oh! Good authority! 

Mr. WHEELER. Further he says: 

We claim, therefore, that St. John’s Orphanage is a blessing to this city, 
being a model in the way it is conducted, the economy of its management. 
and the devotion of its head. Without it scores of poor children, many of 
them from States or towns remote from Washington, would be destitute. 
That such an institution should be singled out for attack in Congress is cer- 
tainly very strange. 

These facts should appeal to every man in the United States and 
certainly to the Representatives upon this floor. It is shown that 
St. John’s Parish extends its generosity to poor children, many of 
whom, as Dr. Smith tells us, comes from States and towns remote 
from Washington, and he also tells us that were it not for this 
orphanage many of them would be destitute. 

f the appropriation to St. John’s is denied, the children now in 
their charge, or a part of them at least, will have to go unpro- 
vided for, unless the patrons of the home who have poured out 
their bounteous generosity are able to contribute still further for 
this praiseworthy object. If they are unable to contribute to the 
full amount required for the best care of these children, the little 
orphans will be compelled to suffer, or else they will have to be 
sent through the police courts and remitted to the board of chil- 
dren’s guardians. In that event the least possible cost for their 
board would, as Mrs. MacFarland told us, be $96 a year, and other 
expenses would amount to $157 a year, while under the present 
system the entire cost of each of these orphans to the Govern- 
ment is but $18 per year. I appeal to reason and beg Congress to 
remember that upon our action depends the welfare of all the 
orphans, the indigent, and unfortunate in the District of Colum- 
bia. [Applause.] 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

r. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, in the debate on yesterday 
there was some suggestion made by members on the floor about 
an ‘‘ ed oe principle” in connection with this matter, and the 
members of this House who were pre to vote against the 
amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HaInErR] as to 
the provision in this bill for the Colored Home, and had voted and 
were prepared to vote against other institutions referred to in the 
foregoing and the —. phs of the bill, were taunted 
with inconsistency. Now, volel for the amendment of the - 
tleman from Nebraska that struck out the provision for St. John’s 
Parish han Association and also that which struck out the 
provision for the German Sy or” Asylum. I shall vote, how- 
ever, against his amendment to strike out the provision for the 
National Association for the Relief of Destitute Colored Women 
and Children. In doing so I am convinced that I am adhering 
strictly to the under] principle to which reference is made, 
eee whatever in my attitude or in 
my vote. 
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In the first yam, I was astonished when I found that in this 
appropriation bill there were contained provisions carrying appro- 
riations for sectarian institutions. It was news to me that the 
Jnited States Congress had ever violated the spirit and the prin- 
ciple of the United States Constitution by making any provision 
whatever for sectarian institutions. The underlying principle 
admitting of no exception in any case whatever, is em lied in 
the spirit of our Constitution, and is that no appropriation of 
public money should be made for sectarian institutions. 
to private institutions other than sectarian, the principle ig 
almost as broad, but it admits of exceptions; and it is an excep- 
tional case where a national association has been incorporated by 
United States charter for the purpose, and only for the purpose 
of receiving these various bounties from the United States Gov. 
ernment that it has received from the time of President Lincoln 
up to the present time for the purpose of taking charge of the 
wards of the nation who have sought refuge here. It is an 
exception to the general rule which should meet with our ap- 
proval, for such an institution approaches closely to a quasi 
— corporation. The colored people having been freed by the 
ational Government and placed upon the world without money, 
without education, and in abject want, a duty devolved upon the 
National Government. At the close of the war the capital city 
of thenation had become a place of refuge for the destitute colored 
women and children made destitute and kept in ignorance by an 
institution fostered by the laws ofthenation. Ifit wasright when 
Lincoln was President of the United States that we should adopt 
such a provision as was adopted in chartering this association, 
it is right and proper that we should appropriate the money to 
continue its operations. It receives no other than Government 
support, and it would be a crime to close its doors. The amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Nebraska will therefore not have my 
vote, although I shall vote for every amendment that strikes out 
a for sectarian institutions. [Applause. } 
r. CANNON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The twenty minutes allowed for debate 
have expired. 

Mr. GROUT. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] be heard. 

Mr. CANNON. Five minutes will be sufficient. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, I crave the attention of the 
committee for five minutes, while I inquire ‘‘where we are at.” 
The gentleman who last addressed the committee [Mr. FarrcuiLp]} 
announced before he sat down that he should vote against every 
sectarian appropriation in this bill, but he stated substantially 
that he would vote against the amendment to strike out this par- 
ticular appropriation for colored children. I say to my friend 
there is no sectarian appropriation in this bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON af Louisiana. That is a fact. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, that is so. I will put into the Recorp 
the text of the law that creates the superintendent of charities. I 
referred to it yesterday, and I will quote it in full, as follows: 


For the purpose of securing a more equitable and efficient expenditure of 
the several sums appropriated “for charities” there shall be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, as soon as may 
be after the passage of this act, some thoroughly experienced or otherwise 
suitable person, not a resident of the District of Columbia, whose duties 
shall be to formulate for the paapene of the expenditures for charities in said 
District such a system or plan of organized charities for said District as will 
by means of consolidation, combination, or other direction, in his judgment, 
best secure the objects contemplated by the several institutions and associa- 
tions for which such cnpee riations are made, and for the other charitable 
work of the District, with the least interference each with the other, or mis- 
application of effort or expenditure and without duplication of charitable 
work or expenditure; and all such appropriations shall be expended for the 
poevens indicated, under the general direction of said superintendent, and 

conformity, as near as may be, with such system or plan, subject to the 
approval of the Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia. And it 
also be the duty of said superintendent to examine into the character of 
the administration of said institutions and associations, and the condition, 
sufficiency, and needs of the buildings occupied for such charitable purposes, 
and also toascertain in each case the amount contributed from private sources 
for su ee and construction, the number of paid employees, and the num- 
ber of inmates received and benefited by the sums appropriated by Con- 
, and to recommend such c and modifications therein as in his 
agent will best secure economy, efficiency, and the highest attainable re- 
sults in the administration of charities in the District of Columbia. And said 
superintendent shall, from time to time, report in detail to the Commission- 
ers of the District, who shall communicate the same with their estimates for 
his doings hereunder, together 
such estimates and recommendations for the future as in his judgment 
will best promote the charitable work of the District. All estimates sub- 
mitted hereunder shall be included in the regular Annual Book of Estimates. 
(Act of August 6, 1890.) 
OFFICE OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE 
. DASTRICT OF COLUMBIA, | 
‘aehington, D. C., July 13, 1891. 


Ordered, That hereafter all vouchers for expenditures of sppropristicn for 
charitable and reformatory institutions and purposes which receive aid from 
the District of Columbia shall be submitted to the superintendent of charities 
for review and opece and when soexamined and saqoores be transmitted 
aa auditor of the District of Colum 


WM. TINDALL, Secretary 
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Under that law all these charities are superintended. There is 
power of visitation and report, under the commission, with full 
accounting for all expenditures, and it comes to this, that this 
class of children that the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. ees 
so feelingly alluded to this morning, the poor colored waifs, wil 
be turned out under the amendment of the gentleman from Ne- 
praska (Mr. HaINER]. God knows I have as much sympathy for 
them as sastony, but it is also true that the poor white waifs will 
be turned out. Now, I believe in fair play tothe man and brother. 
I will give to the man of African descent just as fair play as to the 
Caucasian, but I will hold them equal before the law. 

I said there is no sectarian appropriation here. We have no 
Government orphan asylum to house this class of people. The 
Government, in conscience and in right, must support these help- 
less people; and as we have no hospital, pending the time that we 
get a place, owned by the Government, we hire these people who 
have the hospitals to do certain work, namely, to help take care 
of these children, under the superintendence of United States offi- 
cials, supervised by the District Commissioners, accounted for 
under the strict accounting systems of the Government; and yet 
gentlemen are flushed by the speeches of individuals who talk 
about sectarian appropriations. 

They run from a shadow when there is no substance to make 
the shadow. They create a shadow in the mind, and then flee 
from it, and vote upon a speech, instead of upon a reality. They 
come around with bated breath and say: or you must not 
strike these poor colored children out.” No, I do not think you 
ought to strike them out. But somebody else says with bated 
breath: ‘‘ Why, you have stricken out the German Orphan Asy- 
lum. You must not strike that out, because you will antagonize 
all the Germans, and you will jump out of the frying pan into the 
fire.” Oh, for the spirit of God to put a little backbone and com- 
mon sense into this House! Quit fi zhting the shadows and come 
up and look at the substance. Under the law creating the chil- 
dren’s board of guardians, they are getting ready to take care of a 
large share of this work. Simon Wolf says: ‘‘ We are not ready 
yet, we are not equipped, and it would be a calamity, a mistake 
akin toa crime, to refuse to support these children.” Thatis what 
he says. What else do you want? Why, if one were risen from 
the dead you would not believe him, however wise and just he 
might be, if you refuse now to look into the facts. Gentlemen, I 
think I am as cowardly as anybody, perhaps. Iam too much of 
a coward to do wrong here and be chased by a shadow, when in 
God's justice and chancery there is no sectarian appropriation in 
this bill anywhere. 

The CHAIRMAN. - Debate upon this amendment, by order of 
the committee, is exhausted. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
consent for just a very few moments. 
the entire twenty minutes on that side. 

Mr. GROUT. I hope the gentleman may have the time. 
much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I do not care for more than five 
minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want five or ten minutes myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. If somebody will make the proposition the 
Chair will put it to the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will ask for ten minutes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
wants time on this amendment. Several other gentlemen want 
time, and it seems to me it would be better to conform to the 
agreement. I see the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PITNEyY] 
also wants to be heard. 

Mr. CANNON. Extend the time twenty minutes. 

Mr. GROUT. I ask unanimous consent that debate on this 
amendment be closed in twenty minutes. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. What division of that twenty min- 
utes do you want? 

Mr. CANNON. Make it half and half. 

Mr. GROUT. One-half in favor of the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from an Lee. HAINER] and the other against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] 
asks that the time for debate upon this paragraph be extended for 
twenty minutes, one-half to be controlled by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. HAInEer| and the remaining half by those opposed 
to his amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, as I desire to close 
debate in favor of the amendment, I suggest that the opposition 
take their ten minutes now. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want to speak against the amendment. 

Mr, Chairman, I am pained to find it necessary to participate 
in this debate; but I would be cowardly, indeed, knowing what I 
do of these institutions and the law governing them, if I did not 
take a in this discussion. 

Until this Congress I had been for ten years a member of the 
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subcommittee that framed the District of Columbia appropriation 
bills, and have visited nearly every institution in the city of 
Washington, some of them several times. If 1 were a Catholic, 
which I am not; if I were an A. P. A., which I am not: if the 
thunders of the Vatican or of the Inquisition of Spain, or any other 
secret organization, tried to chain my lips I would speak out 
now, becauseI believeit is my duty, and would vote against those 
amendments. 

In the first place, when the act of 1892 was passed creating the 
board of children’s guardians, concerning which I have no unkind 
word, a bill that passed both Houses of Congress without debate, 
not one member of the House Committee on Appropriations had 
any knowledge of its existence until our attention was brought to 
it when we went to make up the District of Columbia appropria- 
tion bill. When that law confronted us, every lawyer on the com- 
mittee, without reference to politics, said it is our duty to put this 
in bulk, under our rules, under the board of children’s guardians: 
but we also agreed that the board of children’s guardians, under 
that law, as I pointed out to the gentleman from Nebraska [ Mr. 
HAINER] yesterday morning, could not be expended on these chil- 
dren. We gave it in bulk, and it went to the Senate. 

The Senate saw the same difficulty, and they amended our bill, 
giving 70 per cent directly to the institutions and 30 per cent to 
the board of children’s guardians. When we met in conference 
that was changed, so that we gave 60 per cent directly to those 
institutions having children in care and 40 per cent to the board 
of children’s guardians. Under that arrangement, so absolutely 
right were we, it turned out that it could not be expended by the 
board of children’s guardians, and that over $7,000 remained in 
their hands at the end of the fiscal year, which they could not, 
under the law, apply to the use for which it was appropriated by 
Congress. We have let it run along at 60 and 40 per cent, hoping 
that in time all would come within the control of the board of 
children’s guardians. 

The Committee on Appropriations has all the time desired to let 
this come into the hands of one board but for the reason that I 
explained yesterday; and no man respecting his certificate as a 
practicing lawyer in any court of this country dare say that under 
that law of 1892 and the facts, if all of this money had gone to the 
board of children’s guardians, that it could be expended under the 
act for the benefit of those orphans. Why? Because the law pro- 
vides that it shall be applied to certain ones named in this act of 
1892, sent there in a particular way bya court. When the law was 
passed hundreds of children never sent there by a court, were 
taken there by a father when the mother was dead, taken there by 
a guardian when both parents were dead, brought there by the 
police—children who had neither father nor mother, and children 
who will never know who mother or father was. 

These children could not be reached by thelaw creating the board 
of children’s guardians. They are sent by no court, as they are 
brought to these institutions, and children go by order of a court 
under the law of 1892, when the board of children’s guardians 
can take them up and care for them; but until that is done the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska {[ Mr. HAtIner] 
strikes with an iron hand these orphans and insults these God- 
anointed institutions, each and all of them, who are caring for 
these littlechildren. [Loudapplause.] Gentlemen of the Ameri- 
can Congress, when I see a helpless child, not cared for, on the 
ground or in the gutter, and kindly women, whether in white 
garb or cowls, or whether infidelity has stooped down to lift it up 
and clasp it to his or her breast, as I have said in another place, God 
give me a conscience that will keep me from looking up to see 
whether he or she is doing it under the cross or under the crescent. 

My warrant for sanctioning such an act was planted here in my 
breast, not by priest, not by oath-bound associations, but by my 
Maker and my mother. [Loud applause.] Strike if you will, 
gentlemen, but strike knowing what you aredoing. My eloquent 
friend from New York speaks about the American Congress doing 
this. Gentlemen, you are not the Congress now. You are the 
Washington city council appropriating this money, half of it out 
of its treasury and half out of the Treasury of the United States, 
the District’s portion under thelaw. Weare actingas the council 
of a city that has no orphan asylum, has no house or building to 
take care of them. We are sitting here together saying that we 
will appropriate this money and give a little here and there to 
these institutions that are taking care of these children. I have 
no purpose to serve in this, gentlemen, but to do my duty. 

I know what these institutions are doing without reference to 
creed, and I wish that those gentlemen who are rushing here 
before an imaginary whirlwind would go and see these orphans 
and other destitute persons as they are being cared for. When 
you do that, gentlemen, you will tread gently in sacred places 
and will hesitate long before you strike down as with bludgeons 
those who should have the approval of the hearts and consciences 
of every man here to protect and sustain these benevolent institu- 
tions. [Applause.] 
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Until buildings are erected to care for them you have no other 
remedy, and you only force the Senate to save what you would 


troy. 

Mr. TIAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I wish this com- 
mittee to understand that the tleman, be he from Iowa, from 
Illinois, or from any other State, a of all the goodness 
and conscience in this House. He is not only m who is 
not a Catholic or a member of any secret association. I want to 
say to my friend now, as I have already stated, that I am not here 
as the advocate of any secret cabal. [am not a member of any 
so-called patriotic order or association. I am not a member of 
the Catholic Church, although I was baptized in it and have for 
that church and its good works the highest and deepest reverence, 
neither am I now, nor have I at any time, been a member of the 
American Protective Association nor of any kindred society. But, 
Mr. Chairman, neither the impassioned eloquence of my friend 
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] nor the calling up of the shroud of 
the sacred and martyred President of the United States, should 
divert this committee from its plain duty or from the facts. 

Gentlemen say that we ought to vote against meee | out the 
provision in the bill for this institution because the bill incorpo- 
rating it was signed by President Lincoln. President Lincoln 
signed many a ll for the incorporation of institutions; shall we 
therefore vote the money of the people to those institutions in- 
discriminately? The gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. CANNON] says 
there is no sectarian appropriation in this bill, and he tells us that 
we are going through an evolution. I ask him whether he has 
not gone through a process of evolution himself, since only ashort 
year ago, under his leadership, we made a gallant though un- 
availing fight against similar appropriations contained in the 
Indian a ——. bill? 

Mr. C ON. Will the gentleman yield for an answer? 

Mr: HAINER of Nebraska. I have but ten minutes and the 
Sess had twenty. In that Indian appropriation bill, Mr. 

irman, there was carried nearly a half million dollars for sec- 
tarian Indian schools, and it was urged as a justification of that 
a that the Government had no schools of its own. 
nder the leadership of the a from Illinois the fight 
against those sectarian ap ons was made. Has the gentle- 
man gone th h a course of evolution since that time? 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield now for an answer 
to that ooo 

Mr. NER of Nebraska. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. 1 want to say to my friend that the two cases 
are not similar, as he very well knows, and in the case he speaks of, 
that of the Indian appropriation bill last year, I neither sought 
nor advocated intentecines with existing schools except as the Gov- 
ernment should gradually be able to su schools of its own. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gen was not restricted 
then by the rule which he observes now. He fought then for the 
= for which I am here, and for which he ought 

be a by ~~ side to-day. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the 

I will ask to have his time exten 
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tution, or an infidel institution, if you please, that will take charc-s 
of them and care for them. [A ause. a 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Now, Mr. Chairman, that is not 
the question. There is no question here of turning out these chil- 
dren. There is no such proposition as that presented by this 
eee nothing of the kind. 

r: . our proposition will practically result ; 
that, though. propos Pp y alt in 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman from Illinois says 
that he is in favor of extending the power of the board of ¢hj!- 
dren’s guardians. Now, my amendment proposes to give that 
board the money, which is the real power in the case, and thers 
is absolutely nothing to — the board from placing these chi|- 
dren where they will. They can place them in this institution or 
in that institution, and they can pay those institutions for the care 
which they give to the children. They can take the children out 
whenever they please, as they have absolute control of childrey 
in their charge. 

Mr. CANNON. Does my friend say that these children tha} 
are in this Colored Home and in other homes, children not cor- 
mitted by the court, are under the jurisdiction of the board of chil- 
dren’s guardians? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I say that those children can be 
committed upon a finding of the facts. 

Mr. CANNON. But I ask the gentleman whether they are. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The finding has not yet been made. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh! 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. But I ask the gentleman in turn. 
why should there not be a finding by a competent court that they 
are children who are destitute, or, using the exact language of tho 
statute, ‘destitute of suitable homes and adequate means of earn- 
ing an honest living”? Can any good reason be given, either in 
the name of sentiment or of practical fact, why there should not 
be such a determination by competent authority before you spend 
the public money in the support of these children? 

Mr. CANNON. And are no others to be cared for except those 
who pass through the courts? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That cares for one class mentioned 
in the act creating the board of children’s guardians. 

Mr. CANNON. But it does not provide for the other class 
whom we are seeking to provide for in this very item which the 
gentleman moves to strike out. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I ask the gentleman to show me a 
single class of children not contemplated by section 4 of the act 
providing for the board of children’s guardians who are at the 
same 2 r subjects of public charity. 

Mr. CANNON. Substantially all the children that are in the 
various institutions —— 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Not so. 

Mr. CANNON. Including this one, the Colored Home. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Not so. 

Mr. GROUT. Let me ask the tleman a question. Going 
right to the motion under consideration, would the gentleman put 
the children who are now at the Colored Home—over 100 of them— 
through the courts in order to give the board of guardians con- 
trol over them? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I would if necessary, certainly. 
The fact they are in such an institution is prima facie evi- 
dence of the fact they should be under the control of the board of 
s and any reasonable court would so hold. 

Mr. GROUT. What would you do with the old ladies who are 
there—20 of them? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Only 11. 
aoe Well, 11. What would you do with those old 

ies 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I would either have those 11 old 
ladies taken care of under this ae of $13,000, the first 
item, or I would place them in F ’s Hospital, an asy- 
lum for which we have already appropriated $22,500. Certainly 
they can take care of those old ladies with the $35,000 we have 
appropriated. 

Mr. GROUT. Isit nota fact that the board of children’s guard- 
ians have charge only of children—— 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. 

Mr. GROUT. Not old ladies? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. 

Mr. CRAIN rose. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I now yielda moment to my friend 
from Texas. 

Mr. CRAIN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Nebraska 
whether under the provision for the of children’s guard- 


ians he to apraton bil for all these beneficiaries now 
ill? 

. ebraska. I propose that every dollar in- 
ropriati be 


carried over to the appropri2 











tion for the board of children’s guardians, to be expended by 
them in caring for children who come under the law. 
Mr. CRAI The gentleman has answered me very frankly. 


Now, upon what basis shall this board of children’s guardians 


distribute this fund? 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
which I have quoted. 


Mr. CRAIN. The gentleman will pardon me; I did not hear 


him refer to it. 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The law provides that this board 
of children’s guardians shall have committed to them— 


Allchildren who are destitute of suitable homes and adequate means of earn- 
ing an honest living; all children abandoned by their parents or guardians; 
all children of habitually drunken or vicious or unfit parents; all children 
habitually begging on the streets or from door to door; all children kept in 
vicious or immoral associations; all children known by their language or life 


to be vicious or incorrigible. 

Now, I say there is no class of children not included in these 
several classes that are entitled to be a public charge. 

Mr. CRAIN. How will this appropriation be apportioned— 
upon what basis? Shall it be upon the basis of the number of 
inmates of each hospital or asylum? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The board of children’s guardians 
has the right to make contracts for the care and custody of the 
children under their charge. 

Mr. CRAIN. But I respectfully submit to the gentleman that 


he is not curing the defect for which he assumes to provide a | 


remedy. 
Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. CRAIN. I will take the floor in my own time. 

Mr. PITNEY. I ask that the gentleman from Nebraska be al- 
lowed ten minutes more. 

Mr. CRAIN. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate on this paragraph and amend- 
ments thereto was limited to twenty minutes, of which there 
remain two minutes, to be occupied by those opposed to the 
amendment. 

Mr. CRAIN. I desire to offer a substitute for the amendment. 

Mr.CANNON. As the gentleman from Nebraska, my colleague 
on the committee [Mr. HamNEr], was interrupted a number of 
times, I ask unanimous consent, as I agreed to do, that he be 
allowed ten minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
courtesy. : 

Mr. CRAIN. One question before the gentleman proceeds. 
The evil of which he complains, as I understand, is that this money 
is given to private institutions: and instead of appropriating spe- 
cifically by this bill for certain institutions, he proposes, as I 
understand, that we give a sum in the aggregate to be distributed 
as this board of children’s guardians may see proper. Now, if 
that be the fact, where does the gentleman’s remedy come in? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman has evidently mis- 
understood my motion. I have made nosuch proposition as that. 

Mr. CRAIN, But you said you were going to. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If I may kindly be permitted to 


Mr. PITNEY. Let me ask one question. The gentleman has 
read from the law providing that the board of children’s guard- 
ians may take care of poor children, friendless children, and also 
children who are incorrigible. 

Treating now of the colored children who come under the con- 
trol of the board of children’s guardians, let me ask the gentleman 
if it is his proposition to mix together in this Colored Home the in- 
corrigible with themerely indigent, unfortunate, or poor children? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly not. 

Mr. PITNEY. Then let me ask what is your proposition? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I have explained it several times, 
but it is, in brief, to turn all of the money appropriated for these 
purposes over to the board of children’s guardians, an association 
which is accountable directly to the United States, and empower 
it to make proper arrangement for the care and custody of these 
children, allowing them to put the children where they should be 
placed, where they can be constantly under their control and sub- 
ject to their supervision. They may place, under this provision, 
some of them in one institution of this character and others else- 
where in otherinstitutions. The welfare of the child ought to be, 
and doubtless will be, considered by this board of children’s 
guardians as of the first consideration. 

Mr. PITNEY. Are you aware of any institution in the District 
of Columbia which is at the disposal of the board of children’s 
guardians, and to which they may send incorrigible colored boys? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Why, they may be sent to the 
Reform School of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PITNEY. I am informed this morning by one of the trus- 
tees.of the Colored Home that colored boys can not be placed in the 


I thank the committee for this 
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They will expend it under the law 




















Reform School, and there is no institution in the District where 
incorrigible colored boys can be placed. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. hen, if that be true, it is clearly 
the duty of Congress, and promptly, to provide a place. 

My proposition 1s simply that there should be no such thing as 
mixing up Government and private institutions, or Government 
and private charity. They should be kept separate and distinct at 
all times. There should be no intermingling one with the other. 
I hold that Government money should be appropriated only for 
public purposes and let private institutions subsist by private aid. 

Now, the gentleman from [Iowa said that no gentleman who 
prizes his certificate as an attorney will state that any part of this 
money can be expended by the beard of children’s guardians. I 
refer him to the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. CANNON], who con- 
tends they have already expended 40 per cent of the money appro- 
priated each year with the exception of the first year. I ask this 
question, then, of plain, practical lawyers who have not practiced 
in as high courts as the gentleman from Iowa, but real courts, 


where causes are actually tried—I do not know what courts he 
has practiced in for the last two or three years, but 1 ask common, 
everyday lawyers, who are not boasting about their practice, if 


this board of children’s guardians, under this law, has been able 
to expend 40 per cent of the appropriation, why has it not the 
power to expend in a proper case the other 60? 

The board complained in the last report that they had not money 
enough to do the work. There is no such dilemma as the gentle- 
man thinks confronts us, and whatever there is of dispute on this 
proposition I suggest these joint champions settle it according to 
the rules of the Marquis of Queensbury, if they prefer it. When 
they have reached a conclusion among themselves, I will try con- 
clusions with the survivor. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. CRAIN. You do not dispute the proposition that these 
appropriations are necessary? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Oh, no, of course not; that these 
worthy dependents must be cared for. 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, the gentleman accedes to that statement 
that the appropriations are necessary. Now I want to ask him 
simply this: How does he provide for these appropriations at all, 
if he cuts them out here? He simply moves to strike them all out, 
although acceding to my statement that they are necessary. If 
they are necessary, why strike them out? That isa fair proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, the country ought 
to understand exactly what is involved here. My position in ref- 
erence to the matter is not due to any animosity against any par- 
ticular institution. I have cheerfully conceded, and concede now, 
that they may be doing a good work, and that they may be doing 
all that they claim to be doing. I have no knowledge to the con- 
trary, and therefore make no charge against them. 

But gentlemen insist that in all cases there have been full re- 
ports. I desire to send to the desk one of their reports, found on 
page 310 of the Report of the Bureau of Education for 1895, which 
gives a fair illustration of the “ satisfactory character” of these 
reports; and this, too, made by an association for which large ap- 
propriations have been made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


REPORT OF THE LITTLE SISTERS OF THE POOR. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., August 21, 1895 
DEAR Sik: Your communication, with inclosure, of June 13 duly received 
and contents noted 
We herewith beg to state that our established principle is to provide 
limited number (200, more or less) of aged inmates of both 
distinction of color or creed. 


‘fora 
sexes, without 


We solicit and collect from private parties ample food required daily, and 
in case of deficiency, which often occurs, such is bought out of the fundsalso 
collected daily. Clothing is obtained the same way, repaired if necessary, 


and kept in readiness when wanted. 

The daily money collection is mainly to defray expenses, viz, insurance, 
fuel, gas, medical supplies, beer and liquor, groceries, meat, ice, etc., and for 
general repairs, done by outside mechanics. 

We do not pay wages or hire for inside labor, all performed by ourselves. 

Our approximate expenditures yearly are as follows: 


CE a 
ea a RD 82 eed : ae 1,000 
0 SESE ee Sa een <2 ‘ 1,000 
I ns ginal 500 
i cemenniit a 300 
| Undertaker’s bill. -...........- cami aeaucaitaaeieieneedanming ~ wie) 
NS EE ee one OD 
EEE a ae +, 900 
This year we had to pay insurance for five years ---- 1,006 

The approximate valuation of property and buildings, including fur 
RE ee ‘ Sesiaia ------ 200,000 
Moneys received from United States through Congress ...........-- 42, 500 
I ad nlm dnelaip eit 12, 00 
Ee ee Lapiecueanieinen 56, 000 


” 
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Total number of inmates July 1, 1804 ...................... 
Deaths from July 1, 1894, up to June 30, 1805 
Left of their own accord during the year 


Remaining 
Inmates admi 


Total inmates July 1, 1895 


Hoping our above statement will prove satisfactory, at the same time we 
would be highly peseed should you call to see the progress of our labor. 
We remain, with high esteem, your most obedient and humble servants, 
LITTLE SISTERS OF THE Poor. 
By Sister 8ST. DOSITHEE, Superior. 
Col. Joun TrAcEY, 
Superintendent of Charities. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a sam- 
ple of the reports which have been made. Gentlemen insist that 
since appropriations have been made in times past that we have 
recognized a divided responsibility, the Government partnership 
with private corporations, The Smithsonian Institution has been 
mentioned as one of that class. 

I grant, Mr. Chairman, that such arrangements have been made, 
but every one of these arrangements is fraught with a principle 
of great danger. If we have made mistakes in the past, let us 
rectify them. We ought certainly to stand on the principle that 
public funds should be appropriated only for public purposes. We 
ought not to deviate from that principle one hair’s breadth. When 
we stand on that ground we are impregnable. 

If there are any indigent r or unfortunate in this District, 
care for them properly. They are proper subjects of public 
charge; but I oppose, and am unalterably opposed to, the delegation 
of that high function of government toany sisterhood or brother- 
hood on the face of the globe. Let us face this matter fairly and 
squarely; let no man skulk behind our backs here and say that 
we are opposed to charities, Nothing is further from the truth. 
But we say that the Government should expend its charities di- 
rectly; that accountability should go with every dollar of appro- 
priation. 

Here the hammer fell. 
he CHAIRMAN, The question is on the pro forma amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRarn]. 

Mr. CRAIN. With the consent of the House, I will withdraw 
=i. amendment. 

he CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
Hainer}, to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. FARIS. Let it be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On 38, be 
tne N 


nning with linea 12, strike out the words: 
“For ational Association for the Relief of Destitute Colored Women 
and Children, maintenance, including repairs, $9,900.” 


The question being taken, ona division (demanded by Mr. Hainer 
of Nebraska) there were—ayes 51, noes 74. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska demanded tellers, but subsequently 
withdrew the demand. 

Accordingly, the amendment of Mr. Hamner of Nebraska was 
er 

r. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. Is it necessary 

to announce in the Committee of the Whole a demand for a yea- 
and-nay vote in the House upon any amendment adopted in Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly not. 
; The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 

For St. Ann's Infant Asylum, maintenance, $5,400. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I move to strike out the item just 


read, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HaIner]. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to be heard upon that motion. Justas Ispoke yesterday in behalf 
of the appropriation for the Church Orphanage Association of St. 
John’s Parish, [rise now to speak in behalf of this Roman Catholic 
charity. I for one am not afraid to take my stand in behalf of 
all these charities, whether they be for white or colored, whether 
they be for Jew or Gentile. Iam in favor of each and every one 
of thee appropriations, whether the institution be under the man- 
agement of Roman Catholic or Lutheran or Calvinist. I believe 
that we have the power to give the Government aid which we 
vouchsafe to these charitable tutions, to the managers of these 
institutions for apportionment, and I say that the sectarian spirit 
is manifested by opposition to these appropriations and not by 
those who favor the giving of this money. : 

Under the specious plea of being op to sectarian institu- 

ae and persistent at- 


tions, these gentlemen make the most 
tacks upon these charities because — Bow acy to controlled 
by cular societies. It is the an olic spirit, it is the 
spirit of the A. P. A. which is controlling our berations in 
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this committee. For a moment look at the consistency of tho 
ola from Nebraska [Mr. HAIner], who has been wieldin.« 
is battle-ax so vigorously for the last few days. He passes }y 
an appropriation for the Weshington Hospital for Foundlin gs, an 
appropriation of $6,000 for about 35 inmates, amounting, if | 
mistake not, to a per capita appropriation of $171.42; but now 
because this other charity is said to be Roman Catholic in its 
management, although it has 135 inmates, at a per capita cost of 
$41.42, he asks that this appropriation be stricken from the bill. 

Why did he not make his opposition to the Washington Homo 
for Foundlings? Why did he hesitate about persisting in his opj0- 
sition to the Home for Destitute Colored Women and Children? 
It is true he did not withdraw his formal opposition to that appro- 
es but I presume that he felt that for the sake of consistency 

e must insist upon his motion to strike out that specific item, ~ 

I have been asked by one or two gentlemen as to the constitu- 
tionality of these appropriations. There was an evident confusion 
in the mind of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Taber 
when he said that we had not any right to appropriate public funds 
for what he denominated private purposes. He was evidently 
thinking, Mr. Chairman, of thelaw of eminent domain, and of t};e 
general theory of the law of taxation—the law of eminent domain 
which provides that private pao can only be taken for public 
use or a public purpose; the general theory of taxation, which is 
that the sovereign power of government, that is, the sovereign 
power of taxation, or its incipient stage, the loaning of money or 
credit, should never be exercised except for a public purpose. 

Here the hammer fell. } 
r. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should not ask this indul- 
gence if I were not on the subcommittee which framed this bill 
and therefore I desire to make a few additional remarks. 

It is true that the general theory of taxation is that the public 
moneys can not be taken for a private use. The question always 
arises, then, whether the legislative power of taxation has been 
promeey exercised, every presumption being in favor of the valid- 
ity of the assumed prerogative, and it only being decided by tho 
court when appealed to that the exercise is improper when the 
case is clearly made out. So it has been held that the public 
funds can not be loaned, that the power of taxation can not be ex- 
ercised in favor of private manufacturing corporations or in favor 
of the construction of a railroad, like that of the Niagara W hir'- 
pool Company, where the design was rather the amusement of 
travelers and pleasure-seekers—that is, to give them a better oppor- 
tunity to visit the falls—than the ordinary purposes of a railroad. 

But I desire to call the attention of the committee to the fact 
that from day to day and from week to week in this House we ap- 
propriate the public funds, without theslightest hesitation, for pur- 

oses which are purely private; and I notice the gentleman from 
ekwesita has introduced bills which clearly provide for the appro- 
riation of public moneys for private purposes, There are, as I 
ve said, certain exceptions to the general theory of taxation. 
Whatare they? The most striking exception is the law as to the 
granting of pensions; and in reference to that the Supreme Court of 
the United States has held that the general power of giving or with- 
holding pensions is vested in the Congress of the United States, 
and that a pension isinrealitya bounty or gratuity. Wealsoexer- 
cise the power in reference to certain claims, not legal in their 
nature, against the Government. 

It was only yesterday that we received a message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States asking that an appropriation be mao 
for the families of laborers who were ruthlessly slain in Colorado. 
That was not strictly a public purpose; that was not strictly a pub- 
lic use; and it is only by virtue of our general moral andequitable 
jurisdiction that we make appropriations for the payment of such 
claims. But on this specific question of charities and charitable 
pu let me call your attention to the fact that we are sitting 
as the re body of this District; that as to this District we 
are simply the common council; that we do not propose in the 
disposition of this charitable fund to legislate on any of the topics 
committed to us under the general scheme of Federal legislation. 
We are merely in the place of a local body, of a local legislature, 
or of the common council of a municipality, which under the laws 
of the State of Néew York, as under the laws of many of the States 
of this Union, legislates for the State, or for a municipality, and 
which has the right to parcel out and apportion the general chari- 
table fund intrusted to its care and control. 

I do not take this position blindly, but in support of it I cite the 
greatest authority on the question of taxation in the United States, 
and that is Judge Thomas M. Cooley. He tells us that a man 
would be bold indeed who in these days, at this stage of the his- 

of the country, should question the public right to make ofl 
vision for these benevolent objects. He goes further and lays 
down the Pe na ak as a matter of law, that public charity, even 
when the delegation of the power of distribution is given to a pri- 
vate corporation, is a public purpose; that the maintenance and 


, 








private individuals or private 
corporations is a public pu ; and he says that by the com- 
mon consent of all civilized countriesit has —— been so held. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Now, 
: tir WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to state that I 
know of my personal knowledge that this institution is one which 
needs money as much and possibly more than any other in this 
city. At St. Ann’s the average daily number of. inmates is 130. 
Children of all nations and creeds, white and colored, are admitted 
and cared for. The —— per capita for the support of the in- 
mates was $8 per month, except for the infants who are boarded 
out, this being necessary in many cases in order to preserve the 
lives of very young infants. The asylum has no revenue except 
the bequests of charitable benefactors, and on accountof the utter 
helplessness of the orphans the expenses are very heavy, amount- 
ing to many thousands of dollars. There are no salaried officers, 
the only compensation paid out being to the servants absolutely 
necessary to assist in the work entailed by care of so many help- 
less infants. The sisters devote their whole time night and day 
to the care of the children, and have endeavored, by sewing and 
by personal appeals to the charitable in addition to the appropria- 
tions hitherto made by Congress, to enlarge the asylum and prop- 
erly care for its numerous inmates. 

I desire to call special attention to the fact that no discrimina- 
tion is shown on account of nationality, creed, or color, but all are 
cared for in the broad spirit of Christian charity, whose only limit 
is the want of greater facilities. I will not detain the House fur- 
ther than to call attention to page 191 of the report which informs 
us that the rights, duties, and privileges of St. Ann’s Asylum were 
provided by an act of Congress, approved by President Lincoln; 
and I ask can any Republican in this Honse strike down an insti- 
tution which owes its creation to the hand of Abraham Lincoln? 

Here the hammer fell. | 

r. CANNON. One word Mr. Chairman. St. Ann’s Infant 
Asylum was incorporated in 1863, like the institution in the item 
which precedes it in the bill, and its charter, like the charter of 
the other, was signed by President Lincoln—if that makes any 
difference. It cares for children until they are 7 years of age; 
they can not stay there after that time. It receives both white and 
colored children, Christian, pagan, German, Irish, American, 
Jew, without distinction. All that is required to entitle them to 
adiission is that they shall be needy and helpless. Now, under 
these conditions, and in view of this state of facts, 1 think this 
appropriation ought to be made. It is not a sectarian appropria- 
tion. I have already put into the Recorp the proof of that. It 
is a mere employment of this institution to care for these 130 chil- 
dren, black and white, Protestant, Catholic, or what not, because 
the District of Columbia has no place of its ownin which to care 
for them, and until we provide a suitable place it seems clear that 
we ought not to turn these children out. That is the substance 
of this proposition. But my friend from Nebraska [Mr. Hainer] 
says that this appropriation is sectarian, and my friend from New 
York [Mr. BARTLETT] also says it is sectarian. They agree about 
that, but one of them wants to make the appropriation because it 
is sectarian and the other wants not to make it because it is sec- 


tarian, 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
Iassumed, for the purposes of the argument, but I did not say, 
that it was sectarian. 

Mr.CANNON. Well, I say it is not; and I am glad that the 
ne makes this correction, because when he was talking I 

elt that this worthy measure, the best measure that we can 

adopt for the care of these children in the absence of a suitable 
institution of our own, was likely to be sacrificed, like Christ, be- 
tween two parties that did not otherwise agree. [Laughter. | 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman permit 
a question? 

r.CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Are there any officers, at- 
tendants, or other persons connected with St. Ann’s Infant 
Asylum, except the infants, who are not Catholics? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do. 

Mr. CANNON. And for the purposes of this appropriation I 
do not care. There are 130 children there for whom we have no 
Place, wards of this District, and until we get a place of our own to 
shelter them I am willing to hire these institutions to care for 
them ar the coming fiscal year rather than turn them out into the 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is all right; but I sim- 
ply wished to show that the institution is sectarian. 
-CANNON. Iam not speaking about the institution. Iam 
about this appropriation, which can only be expended 
eye of a Government officer, which can be expended for 


support of these charities through 


r. Chairman, let us have 


under 
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this purpose and for this purpose alone, and which must be ac- 
counted for. 

Mr. HAINERof Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, thestatement made 
by the gentleman from Illinois is certainly a very remarkable one. 
We have a right to expect a reasonable degree of candor in the 
discussion of facts. ow, I wish to call attention to page 190 of 
the report of the institution for 1895. This is the report made by 
the sister who is president of this institution, under date of July 
23, 1895, to the superintendent of charities. I read: 





Col. JOHN TRACEY, 
Superintendent of Charities. 


DEAR Sik: In compliance with the request contained in your communica- 
tion of the 3d ultimo, I respectfully submit the following report of St. Ann’s 
Infant Asylum for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, which is now and has 
been fora quarter of a century under the charge of the Sisters of Charity of 
the Order of St. Vincent de Paul 


Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
is not a Catholic institution? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
sect? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The case is made out, then. 

Mr. CANNON. Go on, now, to your next question. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman from Illinois says 
that he knows of no reason why we should not employ these peo- 
ple to take care of these children. Neither dol. But that is not 
the question. The question is, shall we appropriate here a lump 
sum to enable those who control these institutions to carry on the 
business and take in whoever they desire? My proposition is that 
we ought to make the appropriation to the board of children’s 
guardians, United States officials, who, if they desire, can place 
these children in this institution, where they can be taken care 
of; but the proposition of the pending bill is to appropriate a lump 
sum for these people and allow them to spend it as they. choose. 
That is the question pure and simple, and it is not worth while, 
even for a man of the ability which I concede to the gentleman 
from Illinois, to any longer dodge the question. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, one word in reply. Well, Mr. 
Chairman, I will not reply, because I have explained the matter 
three times, and the gentleman from Nebraska will not hear or 
understand. [Laughter. | 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, speaking in opposition to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska, I congratulate him 
on the fact that the committee has at last come to a realization of 
the truth that the administration of these charities is not religious 
in its character, or private in its conception or consummation. 
I base this statement upon the vote which has just defeated the 
amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska which was designed 
to keep out of this bill an appropriation for the National Associa- 
tion for the Relief of Destitute Colored Women and Children. 

Every man, Mr. Chairman, who voted in favor of the retention 
of this appropriation asserted by that vote his belief that whether 
this appropriation was private or otherwise, he was in favor of it. 
That being the case, how can such a man vote against the provi- 
sions in the subsequent paragraph, and how can he seindlatoniie and 
logically vote against the reconsideration of the vote which struck 
out the preceding paragraphs from this bill? Having kept in that 
proviso, having retained that paragraph for the maintenance of 
the Home for Destitute Colored Women and Children, how can 
my Republican brethren vote to strike out the provision which, 
according to the statement of the venerated and honorable chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, carries with it an ap- 
propriation for colored children—I emphasize the words, colored 
children? And, Mr. Chairman, those children, it appears by the 
statement, are under 7 years of age. 

Now, according to the precepts of the church to which I belong, 
no child under 7 years of age is recognized as other than a non- 
communicant, and according to the precepts of the logicians from 
Aristotle down to that erratic individual, Jeremy Bentham, no 
individual is recognizable as a creature amenable to the laws of 
morals or society or religion or human law who has not the use of 
reason, and before a child attains the age of 7 years he certainly 
is not susceptible to the precepts and inculcations of religion. 
That being the case, the institution now under consideration is 
certainly not a religious association, and, as my friend from Ili- 
nois has said, both races being accepted within the precincts or 
realm of that institution, there is no color discrimination. Con- 
sequently I can not see how my friends on the other side can make 
political capital by voting against or for these colored people. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, proceeding from the assertion of these 
propositions, which I think are irrefragable—— 

[iene the hammer fell. } 

r.CRAIN. Mr. Chairman,I move to strike out the last word, 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired, 


Now, I ask the gentleman if that 
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Mr. WHEELER. I ask that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Crain] be allowed to proceed for five minutes longer. 


There was no ogee 

Mr. CRAIN. r. Chairman, going back thirty or thirty-five 
ears, a war was waged for the dissolution of this Union. Sol- 
iers innumerable on both sides of Mason and Dixon’s line flocked 
tothe standards of whatthey considered right. 'Thereverberations 
of cannon echoed down the valleys of Virginia. Swords and mus- 
kets asserted their supremacy. Brother fought against brother; 
soldier on one side against soldier on the other. As the soldiers 
went down on the side of the Union, there came the battle- 
fields the white-winged messengers of peace, robed inthe raiments 
of mercy and charity, and many a parched tongue oar enaes 
throat accepted the ministrations of those pure, bea crea- 
tures, who, protected by soldiers and officers, as well as by the 
President of the United States, the great, grand, and lamented 
Lincoln, came and ministered to them. Was there any question 
then on the part of the gentleman from Nebraska as to granting 
those emissaries of mercy a commission to fulfill their errand to 
those soldiers? Did he then, or did those whom he now represents, 
rise in their might‘and protest against the charitable work of those 
angelic forms in human shape? No, Mr. Chairman, not one word 
of protest was uttered then. Yet the r ntatives of the de- 
scendants of the men who were assisted by those lovely women 
come here to-day and protest in the name of what? Infidelity 

against religion. 

Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that this committee has put on 
record its vote in favor of the ap tion for the National Asso- 
ciation for the Relief of Destitute Colored Women and Children 
(for which I voted); in view of the fact that thatis.an assertion on 
our part that the institution is not private in its character and is 
nonsectarian, although, according to the statement of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations it is in no wise different 
from the one now before ts for consideration, I fail to see how 
our ane brethren can vote against the appropriation. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, the opposition to these appro- 
— is urged upon the basis of two principles, both of which 

recognize as correct in the abstract. The first is that this Gov- 
ernment, having no alliance with religion or sectarianism in any 
form, ought not to appropriate public money for the establish- 
ment of religion, for the teaching of religion, or for the promo- 
tion of religion or sectarianism. at is right. The other prin- 
ciple is that — functions should be performed through public 
agencies, and should not be devolved upon private institutions or 
individuals, and that, therefore, public money should not be do- 
nated to private individuals or institutions upon the pretext that 
they are performing public functions. 

"Those principles are right in the abstract, and we should seek 
with all reasonable diligence to give them practical effect. But 
it is sought here to suddenly apply them to conditions in which 
a great wrong would result from their immediate application. 
There is no need of making a juggernaut of progress. There is 
no need of crushing out the lives of public charges who are now 
being cared for in private, even in religious, asylums and hos- 
pitals merely because we have ed that hereafter such 
charges must be cared for in public institutions. Confessedly we 
have no such public institutions now, and we are therefore unpre- 
pared to immediately change our system of caring for the poor 
and the sick and the wayward. 

We have for more than a century gone on intrusting the care 
of the sick and the destitute to private institutions. The helpless- 
ness of these fellow-beings, white and black, their poverty, their 
inability to care for themselves, ap to us in the name of hu- 
manity, and in the name of our civilization, of which this nation 
ought to be the highest type and leader. They demand at our 
hands not religious instruction, but food clothing, and shelter. 
They should, as brethren, be provided with these things t h 

ublic institutions, if we have them. If we have not such insti- 
utions our duty to these unfortunates is not thereby changed, 
and that duty must be performed through such private instru- 
mentalities as may be at hand and as shall seem best for the time 


being. 

In the absence of such public institutions the means that are 
in this bill to be continued for at least another year 
seem to be the best available, and in spite of the fact that we 
should make proper provision for ng to both of the princi- 
les asserted on the other side these i and all of 
ee a be made. These a best and 
most humanely asserted by making proper care 
of all public ; aaa institutions that are both 
public and n 

Indeed, I 


am inclined to with the 

man from Illinois [Mr. Canwow] that ee canto are 
not sectarian. These appropriations are not 

of iouk clethine, ouishdlben for the helpless and desti 
‘tute, whose misfortunes make them, in some sense, wards of 
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nation. How is it ascertained that any of these appropriations 
has the color of sectarianism? In order to find it you must loo 
beyond the purpose for which the institutions are employed— 
beyond the purpose for which the ~4 yee are made—anj 

ou inquire what, if any, religious belief these people or thes. 
institutions have or hold. The answer coming that they belone 
to or uphold some particular religious creed or doctrine, you say: 
Then t should not be hired to give food and shelter and clot},- 
ing to these wards of the nution, because, whenever it appears 
that they profess some religious creed, their employment beco 1). 
a devotion of the public money to sectarian purposes. 

But the institetions named in the bill are private institutions 
and they come within the other objection, provided we are in a 
an otherwise to do our duty to the public charges now cared 
or in such institutions. Confessedly we are not in that position, 

Now, sir, the Constitution of the United States forbids Congr: «s 
to establish religion—commands that it “shall make no law 
ya ome establishinent of religion.” Let me suggest to my 
friends who are so eager to divorce church and state—and noo 
favor it more strongly than I—where a first step should be taken 
in —— this provision of the Constitution into operation—— 

e CHATR AN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I would like to have a few minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman wil! pro- 


There was no objection. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. There is an establishment of religion richt 
here in this House, and repeated appropriations of public money 
for the establishment and promotion of religion here, which, in 
my judgment, we ought to stop before we take up the subject of 
charitable appropriations to sectarian hospitalsandasylums. The 
election of a Chaplain of this House is an act respecting an esta))- 
lishment of religion. You can not select a Chaplain to pray for 
heavenly guidance for this House without having first deter- 
mined that he is a minister of the true religion. How worse than 

, nay, how terrible it would be to select a minister of a false 
religion to serve as a medium of communication between this 
House and the Almighty. His appointment would be an insult 
to Divinity, and his prayers woul blasphemies, bringing curses 
instead of blessings. e do necessarily establish a religion in the 
election of a Chaplain to conduct religious services for the House, 
and we do it in defiance of the constitutional provision which 
absolutely forbids it. We have no right to do it, and no right to 
appropriate a dollar of public money for that purpose. 

ow, let those who object to sectarianism in our laws and in 
our appropriation bills—in which I quite agree with them in prin- 
cipl oaway with this unconstitutional establishment of religion 
and put a stop to this unconstitutional appropriation of public 
funds to pay for sectarian teaching and sectarian religious ccre- 
monies. I will go as far as any of these gentlemen in supporting 
the spirit of our institutions as embodied in that provision of the 
Federal Constitution; but let us commence where no harm and no 
wrong can be done. If principle be the sole motive of the objec- 
tions to these riations, and I assume that it is, here is a 
grand and conspicuous field for patriotic effort. Let our national 
church establishment be disestablished and leave these minor 
violations of principle until the Government is better prepared to 
substitute public care for private care of its charges. 
esesuggestions in no spirit of hostility to the churches 
nor to any church. I recognize their great power for good among 
men. I believe they will be stronger and greater when they shail 
be entirely separated from the state, and I believe that the state 
will be likewise made stronger and better and purer by such sepa- 
ration. 

This is a civil mt, deriving nothing from the church 
and capable of giving nothing to it. It should be strictly non- 
ee no religion, but respecting and equally pro- 


Here the hammer fell. 

r. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the gentle- 
men who have debated this question for nearly two days past 
have been confusing the legal aspects of it, or placing them upon 
a false basis. : 

It has been said repeatedly by gentlemen, during the discussion, 
who oppose the appropriation that coe Fe ee in the bill was 
objectionable in that it appropriated public money for private use, 
and ery that it appropriated money for sectarian purposes. 
Now, sir, I think that this ition is entirely fallacious. The 
true reason why a ; tion Ss epetonite has not yet 
been touched upon in my judgment. It is quite true, asa genera 
proposition, that public money should not be appropriated for a 

vate use; but ion is not involved in this discussion. 
clearly between the character of the 

ted and the instrumentality 

A ee of public money 

for purposes of charity, for the care poor destitute, is 
an appropriation of money for a public use and not an appropriar 
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tion for a private one, and has always been so held by lawmakers 
and lawgivers. ; 

Now, the appropriation of money for this German Lutheran Or- 
phan Asylum and for the Catholic institution in this city is not 
an appropriation of money for private use simply because it is 
to be administered by a certain class of officials. The character 
of the appropriation depends altogether upon the use to which 
the money is to be put, and not at all upon the character of the 
instrumentality that shall have the right to administer it. An 
analogous case, and one which is familiar to every lawyer, is the 
case of a grant of public aid for the construction of a railroad. 
Arailroad company is a private corporation; but the use to which 
it is to be put isa public one. Notwithstanding that distinction 
legislators throughout the entire world-have been appropriating 
money in aid of building railroads on the ground, and it is so 
justified by the courts, that the expenditure of money for the 

uilding of the railroad is the expenditure of the money for i 
public use, even though the money is to be handled and adminis- 
tered and disposed of by a private corporation. So it is here. 
The appropriation of money, therefore, for a charitable object, as 
in this case—that is, to maintain the poor—is an appropriation 
public in its character nothwithstanding the fact that it is to be 
administered wholly by a private association. 

Now, I think the true ground for objection to this appropriation 
should not be placed here. Gentlemen are failing to distinguish 
between the pow of the use and the character of the instru- 
mentality. My objection to it is this, that it is an appropriation 
by the people of the United States to do acharitable work, to take 
care of the poor, in another municipality; that is to say, in the 
District of Columbia. 

We have in our several States to take care of our own poor. 
Why should not the people of this District take care of theirs? We 
have in our own States to administer to our own charities. Why 
should not the people of the District of Columbia administer theirs 
and pay forthem, as we havetoathome? Wearetakingmoney out 
of the — of all of the States in order to help the people in the 
District of Columbia take care of their own poor and administer 
their own charities, which is an act of injustice to your people and 
mine at home, who have work enough of that kind on their hands 
already. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if it were permissable,I should move an 
amendment that this expenditure of money shall be chargeable 
wholly to the revenues of this District. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. POWERS. I should like a little more time. 

Mr. GROUT, I ask that the gentleman have what time he 
desires. 

By unanimous consent, the time of Mr. PoWERS was extended 
five minutes. 

Mr. POWERS. The objection to the amendment of my friend 
from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER] is that he saves no money to the 
Government. € proposes, when we reach the amendment he 
offered on yesterday, to make this same appropriation of money 
for this same purpose, but to have it administered, not by these 
particular church organizations, but by a public organization, so 
that we come to the same evil result in the end. We are appro- 
priating the money of the people of the United States to help the 
people of the District of Columbia take care of their own charitable 
institutions. 

It is all wrong, Mr. Chairman. The Government of the United 

States to-day is paying half the ordinary expenses of the local gov- 
ernment of this District. The taxes that are imposed upon the 
people of this District are not half as great as the taxes imposed 
upon my people at home; and still they are asking us here, in ad- 
dition to all that, to help them carry on such charitable organiza- 
tions and carry out such charitable objects and purposes as the 
ingenuity of their leading men may prescribe. It is all wrong, 
sir. The objection to this proposal is that it is being paid for by 
the wrong class of ple, and if an amendment would be in order 
to make this expenditure chargeable solely to the revenues of this 
District, so that the District of Columbia would pay their own 
bills for such purposes as your people and mine have to pay, then 
I should be heartily in favor of it. 
_ Now, upon the other branch of the proposition, it is said that it 
18 an expenditure of money for a sectarian purpose; and I was 
somewhat amused to hear the gentleman from Missouri { Mr. Bar- 
THOLDT}, in defense of the appropriation for the German orphan- 
age, insist that that institution was not sectarian. Why? He 
says these other schemes are sectarian, because the pastor of one 
single church heads the administration of the trust, but that his 
is not sectarian because two ministers head that, as if that alters 
the character of the appropriation in the least. 

All of them, Mr. Pielteane, are organizations fostered and 
encouraged by particular sectarian churches. They are under 
their control just as much as a ladies’ aid society of the Congre- 
gational Church is under its control, or a ladies’ aid society of 
seme other church is under its control. They are all specifically 


and definitely sectarian in their management. It is true that all 
of them will come before Congress and maintain that they are not 
sectarian, because they say, ‘‘We will take the children of all 
denominations; we will take the child of the Catholic, the child 
of the Presbyterian, the child of the Methodist, the child of the 
Hebrew. We will take them all in.” 

They will say that when they are asking for money, but when 
they get the money they will administer it for their own private 
purposes. In that sense they are sectarian. 

Now, I would not appropriate a cent of public money to foster 
and encourage the funds or the work of any church on earth. I 
do not care whether it is Catholic or Protestant, I would do it as 
quickly for a Catholic as for a Protestant, but the principle is 
wrong. It is an appropriation of the people’s money for a pur- 
pose for which the Government was never organized. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I will occupy the time of the 
committee but a moment. I shall not stop to answer the argu- 
ment of the gentleman last upon the floor |Mr. Powers] as to 
the propriety of saddling this whole cost upon the people of the 
District of Columbia. I would say that such a motion here would 
be out of order, but if the gentleman is sincere in his belief that 
this relation, which the people of the whole country sustain to the 
people of the District, does not justify the present system, then 
let him bring in a bill to reform the present system and we will 
discuss that question when it comes up. 

I want to say that I am alittle astonished at the statement of 
my friend, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon}, that this 
institution is not sectarian, and that this is not a sectarian appro- 
sriation. It was quite fully explained by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. HAINER] that it is in charge of the Sisters of Char- 
ity of the Order of St. Vincent de Paul. 

I find from the report on the page following that read from by 
the gentleman from Nebraska that St. Ann’s Infant Asylum keep 
these children until they are 7 years of age, and then I find, when 
we turn to St. Rose Industrial School, that the girls at 14 come 
from the Order of St. Vincent to the St. Rose Industrial School, 
an institution to which you will have your attention called in a 
moment, and that they there remain until their education is com- 
pleted. 

Now, you have here the course of a complete educational sys- 
tem for the support of two links, of which, viz, St. Ann’s and the 
St. Rose School, there are appropriations asked from this Con- 


gress. The Order of St. Vincent does not apply for aid. 
It seems to be the intermediate link in this chain of instruction, 
and the whole business seems to be under the order of St. Vincent 


de Paul. 
But it is perfectly clear that if these appropriations be made 


for these two institutions, that the public money will be used for 
the beginning and the rounding out of the physical, moral, and 
religious training of these young ladies up to the time when they 


are ready to go forth in the battle of life, or themselves be 
Sisters of Charity. If this would not be the use of m 
tarian educational purposes I do not know what would be. 

As to the appeal of the gentleman from Illinois |Mr. CANNON | 
to the sympathies of members, lest,if this appropriation shoul 
fail, these children would be uncared for, let me say, borrow no 
trouble. 

There are already in the District of Columbia many institut 


me 


ney tol 


sac- 


ms 


of a similar character not asking aid. St. Ann’s Infant Asylum 
will go on with its work just the same though this appropriation 
should be withheld. If you will turn to page 47 of the report of 


the superintendent of charities you will find a list of all the char- 
itable institutions of the city—51 in all—and you will find in that 


list 32 in number which are not asking for Congressional aid, and, 
I presume, all doing good work. Had I the time I would read the 
list. It is full of instruction. Of these institutions that are ask- 
ing aid, 19 in all, 6 of which are clearly, as has been already shown, 
strictly sectarian, these institutions, every one of them, would 
continue their work, though possibly on a more limited scal 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 


if it is not a fact that within the last few years there has been a 
very great augmentation so far as our beneficiary acts are con- 
cerned as to these objects, and if this Congress should now con- 
tinue to encourage it will not there be an additional increase in 
the future? 

Mr. GROUT. That is the fact; and if you will recall what I 
stated on the floor yesterday you will have in mind the aug- 
mentation of it as shown in this bill. There are four new chari- 
ties put in here which, by the way, are meritorious and to which 
I make no objection. Now, I am willing, and indeed, Mr. Chair- 
man, I think it good policy, provided that an amendment be 
adopted such as was read yesterday in the body of my remarks, 
bringing these institutions under public supervision, to appro- 

riatefor them. I believe we are not going amiss in appropriating 

or them where they are unsectarian. I believe that if the $70,000 
or $30,000 that goes for this purpose to-day, to help out the char- 
itable and philanthropic purposes of the people of the District 
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through the medium of these charities, were withdrawn, and the 
Government were to take entire charge of these needy classes, it 
would cost not $70,000 or $80,000, but $700,000 or $800,000, but the 
other is a different question. 

Mr. Chairman, we are brought face to face with the proposition 
to appropriate the public money for the use of these private secta- 
rian institutions where complete intellectual, moral, and religious 
training of the inmates is all the time in sectarian hands, and I 
must draw the line here. I donot care whether the institution 
be Catholic or Protestant.. The same principle applies. Wea 
— it yesterday toa Protestant school, and 
ng apply it to-day to this Catholic school, and then to the next 
item but one. 
ican people. 

If free government is to be preserved to the future dwellers of 


There is, in fact, no other safe coursefor the Amer- 


this continent, and at the same time free religion is to make bright | 


their hopes of a life beyond, that government and that religion 
must be kept absolutely separate. The moment you join the two 
that moment the freedom of both is gone. From that very mo- 
ment each will strive to tyrannize over the other—the church over 
the state and the state over the church, and both together will 
be sure to tyrannize over man. 

The religious sentiment is strongest of any in the human breast. 
The affections perhaps come next; but never have we heard of 
but one war on account of love, the one in which figured Helen 
and Priam and ancient Troy. But the page of history is red with 
the blocd of religious wars. Let us, then, in administering the 
affairs of state, let religion entirely alone; and let us at the same 
time insist that religion shall not meddle with the state. Let us 
hold inviolate all public funds for public use only, including pub- 
lic schools. This, faithfully and resolutely done at all times and 
on all occasions, may save us from the burning question as to the 
rights of parochial schools, which to-day agitates our neighbor on 
the north, and over which a whole province is well-nigh in revolt. 

Here the hammer fell. } 
“he amendment was read, as follows: 
For St. Ann's Infant Asylum, maintenance, $5,400. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, whatever may be the merits 
of the proposition advanced here that public money should not be 
appropriated for sectarian pes. and however fully the prin- 
ciple may be conceded by all of us that there should be a complete 
separation of church and state, I can not see how either one of 
these principles apply to a proposition to appropriate money in aid 


of an orphan asylum in the District of Colemtts. 


The Congress of the United States is, so far as the District is 
concerned, the State legislature and the town council. Its author- 
ity is supreme, subject to no limitations whatever, and being 
under the same responsibility that ordinary municipal and State 
—— are to take care of the orphan, the helpless, the 

ependent, it has the right to utilize any instrumentalities that it 
sees fit to carry its charitable purposes into effect. I can not 
understand how anyone can contend that the appropriation of 
money for the support of ee is the appropriation of money 
for a private purpose. Neither can I understand how the appro- 
priation of money in support of a charitable institution, which 
may be taken care of by one religious association or another, can be 
held to be an appropriation for sectarian purposes. 

If associations organized for the pu are not to take care of 
these orphans and other dependents, who is to take care of them? 
Who are so well able to disturse wisely the money which is given 
for this purpose in support of helpless orphans as those who have 
devoted their lives to the work? Further, Mr. Chairman, I am 
told that in this particular case the institution is under the con- 
trol of officers who are bonded, who render regular accounts of 
their expenditures, and who are practically, therefore, under the 
supervision and control of the public officials of the District, if 
such control is necessary. 

In this connection I wish to call attention to an incident which 
came under my personal observation a few years ago. We have 
there what I believe to be the noblest institution of its kind in the 
United States, the ey, Hospital, in which the wounded and 
the sick and the distressed of all nationalities can find refuge and 
succor, where they receive medicine and clothing and support free 
of any charge whatever. I was once invited to through that 
institution with one of its officers and found that the same class of 
ger who are in control of the institution now under considera- 

on, the Sisters of Charity, were taking care of that great hospital— 
that is to say, they were doing all the work which was necessary 
to party the charitable purposes of the institution into effect. 

It is true they were acting under the supervision of State offi- 
cers, but they were the instrumentalities by which that great 
charity was doing its beneficent work. So, Mr an, it 
seems to me to be coming down to a very low plane to refuse an 
appropriation to this orphan asylum, an institution erected and 
maintained for the care of children under the of 7, on the 


— that the appropriation is for sectarian or private purposes. 


my judgment it is for neither the one nor the other, 


et us without flinch- 
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Mr. GROUT. Let us have a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman de- 
clared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 25; so the 
amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For Association for Works of Mercy, maintenance, $1,800. 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 


out that paragraph. 


Mr. CANNON. [hope we shall have a vote. 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared that the 
amendment was agreed to. f 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 100, noes 28; so 
the amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the House of the Good Shepherd, maintenance, $2,700. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I move to strike out the paragraph, 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!” 
Mr. WHEELER. Mr. 

herd—— 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman from Ala- 
bama proceeds, I ask consent that all debate upon this paragraph 
and amendments be limited to ten minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, the House of the Good Shep- 
herd was established in this District by the daughter of an eminent 
naval officer. She gave her entire fortune and the efforts of her 
life to build up the institution. It has had a few donations, and 
now it is almost entirely supported by the efforts of the Sisters 
and the beneficiaries, who endeavor by their labor in taking in 
plain sewing and other work to, so far as possible, defray the ex- 
penses and take care of the poor people under their charge. The 
report shows last year they earned $2,366.15 in this manner, almost 
as much as was appropriated by Congress. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Does the gentleman say that there 
are any children kept in this institution? 

Mr. WHEELER. I think there are some. The report speaks 
of work by children, and my information is that children of 14 
years and upward are cared for there. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No, sir; it is for white adults, 
erring white women. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman is mistaken. Not only does 
the report of the sisters, page 229, speak of children, but also on 
page 42 they refer to some of their inmates as small children, show- 
ing that they must have children there under 14. 

The gentlemen who have stated that this institution is sectarian 
are certainly ignorant of its organization. It is true that the Sis- 
ters of the Good Shepherd are Catholics, but one of the leading 
managers of this institution for many years was the very distin- 

ished Presbyterian divine, the Rev. William Alvin Bartlett, so 

ong the rector of New York Avenue Church. This most cer- 
tainly classifies the House of the Good Shepherd as absolutely 
nonsectarian, and this fact deprives those who are striking at our 
charitable institutions of any excuse for voting against the appro- 
priation for the House of the Good Shepherd. 

Now, the gentleman from Vermont said in his speech that this 
Government never appropriates money for any purpose to be dis- 
bursed by other than Gavarumnabd officers. Sir, he himself voted 
in this Hall to appropriate $100,000,000 to be used in educating 
the illiterate in the various States of the Union; and that bill pro- 
vided that the money should be apportioned by the Secretary of 
the Interior among the various States according to the number of 
illiterates and should be paid over to the officers of the respective 
States, who were not required to be bonded at all, and upon whom 
no other uirement was imposed than that a report should be 
made to the Federal Government as to the manner in which the 
money had been expended. In this case we do not go as far as 
that. We have these institutions under our eye, under our con- 
trol; and we require by law that the officials of these institutions 
who e d the money should be bonded and return an official 
report showing just how the money is expended. 

The House seems to have been misinformed upon this important 

int, and I find this wrong impression has influenced many mem- . 
cose in their votes. I stated yesterday what the law was, and the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [ Mr. 
CANNON] read thelaw again this morning, which clearly states that 
the law absolutely prohibits the payment of any of this money 
except to an officer who is bonded, and also that full reports of 
Se are required. 

e Committee on Appropriations know, and all who have taken 
pains to investigate these matters know, that the eomecon appro- 
priation for the House of the Good Shepherd is absolutely neces- 
sary for its maintenance. ; 

As the gentleman who just took his seat well said, we stand 


airman, this House of the Good Shep- 
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here notas Congress; we stand here as the legislature. of -this Dis- 
trict; we stand here asa commom council, and it is our bounden 
duty to do all that may be necessary to take care of the needy and 
unfortunate in this community, over which we have exclusive 
jurisdiction. 

I was sorry to observe that the gentleman from Vermont seemed 
to argue and by his amendment yesterday to insist that no money 
should be given to any institution that teaches the religion of 
God Almighty. Sir, institutions of mercy must be under reli- 
gious control; they must be under some religious denomination; 
and it makes no difference to me whether they are under one 
denomination or another. All I want is that they do as these in- 
stitutions do; ask only if the unfortunates brought to them need 
their care; ask only, ‘‘Do these people come under the head of 
these whom Christ in His Sermon on the Mount told all Christians 
to care for?” 

These institutions have their doors open, and seem to say, almost 
in the language of Christ: 

Suffer little children to come unto me, and forbid them not: for of such is 
the kingdom of God. * * * Inasmuch as ye have done it unto the least of 
these my brethren, ye have done it unto me. 

I ask Congress if they wish to close the doors of such asylums, 
controlled by people whose entire lives are devoted to obeying the 
admonition of Christ? 

Here the hammer fell. } 
he question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HAINER of 
Nebraska, it was agreed to, there being—ayes 95, noes 23. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the St. Rose Industrial School, maintenance, $4,500. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
just read. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”] 

Mr. SORG. 
out these other items I wish to say there are many members of 
this Committee of the Whole who are entirely in the dark as to 
the nature of these various institutions; and as long as gentlemen 
have seen proper to make explanations in regard to other items 
which have been stricken out, many of us would be very glad to 
have some member of the Committee on Appropriations explain 
the nature of the particular institutions we are now voting upon. 
Otherwise we are obliged to vote blindly. I hope we may have 
some explanation either from the chairman of the committee or 
from the gentleman who makes this motion to strike out. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HAINER of 
Nebraska, it was agreed to; there being—ayes 88, noes 15. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For St. Joseph's Asylum, maintenance, $1,800 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I move to amend by striking out 
the paragraph just read. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Cierk read as follows: 

For Young Women’s Christian Home, $1,000. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
out the paragraph just read, and I desire to offer a word of ex- 
planation, if I may be permitted. 

We have reached now the conclusion of these several sectarian 
institutions. There remain only to be considered the item for the 
Young Women’s Christian Home (an institution, I will say, for 
young women seeking employment while temporarily in the city); 
the Industrial Home School, which is located on Government 
property and which it was proposed in 1894 to make public, but 
which has not yet been made public—this is not sectarian; the Hope 
and Help Mission—— 

Mr. CRAIN. That is private. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. These are all private institutions. 
The Hope and Help Mission is a nonsectarian mission for the 
relief of fallen women; the Newsboys and Children’s Aid Society 
is of the character indicated by the title. It is of course nonsec- 
tarian, as is the Eastern Dispensary, a hospital, as well as the 
Washington Home for Incurables, provision for which is made at 
the top of page 40. I shall move to strike out each of these items 
ee for the reason—— 

. CRAIN. Lobject. I make the point of order that the gen- 
tleman’s motion is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska has moved 
to strike out the pending paragraph. 

Mr. CRAIN. Funderetood his motion to go further. 

; = CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas will please be 
in order. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I have made explanation of what 
my purpose is so as to avoid any further discussion on my part 
with respect to these paragraphs. It is evident to my mind that 
the temper of the House is opposed to striking out any of these 
additional paragraphs, against which I will direct my motions. 
I desire simply to have a vote, that the record may be made. I 


now ask for a vote on the motion to strike out the pending para- 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike | 
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I move to strike out the paragraph 


Mr. Chairman, before the voteis taken on striking | 











. all 
305 

Mr. CRAIN. I rise toa parliamentary question. I may have 
misunderstood the gentleman from Nebraska, but I believe he re- 
ferred to these various paragraphs, going down to the Newsboys 
and Children’s Aid Society, and said that it was nonsectarian, 
not private. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It is private. 
oa CRAIN. Do youmean to jump from that point down to 

is? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Oh, no. 
the paragraph I would make the motion. 

Mr. CRAIN. Because I have a point of order against the other. 

Mr. GROUT. Let me appeal to the gentleman from Nebraska 
not to insist on the motion, but to withdraw it. I can not see 
what possible good it will do, according to his own statement. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Well, let us have a vote on it. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well, then, let us vote it down. 

The question was taken; and the motion to strike out was re- 
jected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the Industrial Home School: For maintenance, including repairs, $9,900. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
that paragraph. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
CRAIN), there were—ayes 24, noes 69. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after the word “ dollars,” in line 4 on page 39, the fol 
lowing: 

For the support and medical treatment of medical and surgical pati 


I said when we reached 


I offer the amendment I send 


nts 


who are destitute in the city of Washington, uncer a contract to be made with 
the Providence Hospital by the Surgeon-Genera! of the Army, $15,000 
‘For Garfield Memorial Hospital—for maintenance to enable it to provide 


medical and surgical treatment to persons unable to pay therefor, $15,000." 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I raise the point of order, 
This amendment changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New York on the question of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman,:+I understand 
that it is virtually conceded, with reference to all amendments of 
this character, that there is no provision of existing law for them. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If the gentleman from New 
York will permit me at this stage, I will say that it is almost in the 
identical language of the appropriations made for years and years 
past, but which is ordinarily placed in the sundry civil appropri- 
ation bill; and I wish to make some remarks in reference to the 
propriety of the change which this amendment contemplates 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. And I make the further point 
of order that it increases the appropriation, and is therefore out of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. That point of order is not well taken. 
is nothing in the rule to prevent such an amendment. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, these two in- 


There 


| stitutions, the Providence Hospital and the Garfield Hospital, have 


been in existence a number of years, and Providence Hospital is 
the older of the two. They have been annually appropriated for 
for a great many years past, and the only object of this amend- 
ment is to change them from the sundry civil appropriation bill 
to the District of Columbia bill; and the special object in that 
changeis this: As they are now appropriated for, the Government 
of the United States pays the entire amount. If appropriated for 
in the District of Columbia appropriation bill the District will 
pay one-half of the amount, which, it seems to me, is entirely proper 
and appropriate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to ask if the amendment of the 
gentleman does not limit patients who may be received to persons 
who enter from the city of Washington? Should it not read the 
District of Columbia? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
to it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the amendment limits it to the 
city, of Washington entirely; at least I so understood the reading 
of it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No, sir; it is just as broad 
as the others contained in the bill, which provide for the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I misunderstood the amendment as 
it was read to the House. It seemed to me that it limited the 
patients and persons who might enter the hospital to patients from 
the city of Washington. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is not the intention and 
is not the language of the amendment, and I wish to call the 
attention of the committee and the Committee on Appropriations 
to this proposed change. 

It is not an attempt to defeat an appropriation for either of these 


There is no limit in regard 


aly 
tH 
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hospitals, or really to diminish the appropriation for either of 
them, although such is the fact in the present ap iation. The 
appropriation in the last for each session was $19,000 for 
each hospital. I have cut it to $15,000, as it seems to methat 
is sufficient forthem. Again, in the appropriation for Providence 
Hospital I have found that it has been Limited making an ap- 
propriation for 95 medical or surgical patients at and for the gross 
sum of $19,000, which in itself does not permit any discretion upon 
the — of the Surgeon-General in to the amount that he 
shall pay. These arethe reasons, Mr. i , and now I should 
like a vote upon the pro’ ion. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, one word in 
response. The on his ent has conceded that the 
existing law will be changed. of this fund, by the insertion 
of this provision in this bill, will be paid by the taxpayers of the 
District, and that is in itself a c of mies law, by taking it 
out of the other bill and a it into this bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. There is no law on the sub- 
ject to apply to the year ending June 80, 1897. It is simply in an 
appropriation bill, where it always has been for years and years. 

is simply c it from the one ap aetee bill to the other. 

The CHATRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
from New Hampshire if these are enue institutions of charity, 
controlled in whole or in part by District of Columbia? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. They are not. They are 
exactly in the same category as the appropriations which have 
already been made here for the Washington Homeopathic Hospital 
—y for the other institutions which are appropriated for by this 


bill. 

Mr.GROUT. And the fact, Mr. Chairman, that there is no law 
for the appropriation en to be made out of the joint fund of 
the District and the Government is the very reason why this is 
subject to the point of order. This amendment will change that 
liability. Now, these hospitals aresustained wholly by the General 
Governmentin another bill. Ifadmitted to this bill, one-half of the 
expense is put upon the District, which can not be done a by 
new legislation, and this of course makes the amendment subject 
to the point of order. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, the whole 
object and intent of this amendment is to put these institutions 
exactly where kindred institutions are in the District of Colum- 
bia, and where they ought to be, namely, in the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill, where the revenues of the District. of 
Columbia shall be chargeable with one-half of their expense. To 
do otherwise has been always inequitable, always improper, and 
always unjust, and I call the attention of the committee especially 
to this fact, that they are making fish of one and fow] of another, 
and all to the detriment of the Government of the United States. 

Mr.GROUT. Mr. Chairman, that is not the case—— 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Payne). The Chair is ready to rule on 
the point of order. 

In the opinion of the Chair it is no answer to a point of order 
that the amendment changes existing law to say there is at pres- 
ent no statute law upon subject. In the absence of statute 
law there is still a rule established by custom. That is the law, 
and any proposition which enacts positive law is a change of ex- 
isting law in that respect. The enactments of law where none 
now exists is a change of existing law. Itis acknowledged by the 
mover of this amendment that it does enact positive law where 
none now exists, and in that it changes existing law, and the point 
of order is sustained. 

— Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 

WS: 


Board of children's guardians: For the board of eiren's, guectinns, 
created i act a ag oe be ne at ah, _—— ex- 

nses, including salary of agent, exceed $1, expenses lacin. 
End visiting chilean, and all office and sundry ex $4,000. - ° 

For care of feeble-minded children; care of dren under 8 years of age, 
white and colored; beard and care of ail children over 3 years of , and for 
the temporar See eee trans- 
ferred from place to place, $23,400; in $27,400. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I move to amend offering the 
amendment which has already been sent to the Clerk’s desk, to 
strike out certain words in line 16. 

The CHAIRMAN. The k will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


39, in line 16, after the words “ 


On to place,” strike out the re- 
mainder of the paregranh and insert * 5 e 
the institutions for —— incl ( 


aerate 
German 


As 


™m, House of the 
of Mercy, and St. Rose's Industrial School, 
cific rete remi oe 
3 yp ne herein and 
ce mare of dependent ciidren fn te 
to create a board of ‘s guardians, all 
which they may have under the provisions of the said act. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 


FEBRUARY 4, 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I make a point of order, Mr, 
Chairman 


Mr. CRAIN. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grot T] 
will state his aes of order. : 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Before the point of order is state, 
I wish to perfect the amendment. It was prepared before tho 
vote was taken on the National Association for the Relief of Des. 
titute Colored Women and Children and on the Industrial Home 
School. The amount, therefore, is too large. I ask the Clerk to 
make the subtraction, and to strike out the words 
‘* National Association for the Relief of Destitute Colored Wome, 
and Children and the Industrial Home School.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that modification will he 


made. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, the point of order I make is that 
the board of children’s guardians have control, as all gentlemen 
have agreed in this debate, only of such children as have bee) 
assigned to them by the courts—none other. They have no ¢o)- 
trolor right whatever with reference to the children of these other 
institutions named which have not been through the courts, . 4 
this amendment confers new power upon the board of children’s 
guardians in the matter of disbursing this money. By authority 
of law they can not now pay outa penny of money except in behalf 
of those children that have been committed to them by the courts. 
I would like the gentleman to tell the Chair and the committes 
how this board can disburse for those charities (any of them) 
unless the children have been committed to the care of the board 
of children’s guardians by the courts, and none of them confess- 
edly have been, except such as the board already have charg. of. 
It is very clearly a change of existing law, conferring upon the 
board power to pay out money for that which now they have no 
power to pay it out. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from Nebraska allow me? 
T hold in ~~ hand, if the gentleman has it not, the act creating 
the board of children’s guardians. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I have it. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
tosection 5, if he isnot familiar with it. And I would like to have 
the attention of the Chair. I desire to ask the Chair if he has he- 
fore him the act constituting the board of children’s guardians’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will read from it, and then forward 
my copy to the Chair. Section 5 of the act that created this 
board of children’s guardians referred to in the appropriation is 
as follows: 

The board shall be the legal guardians of all children committed to it by 
the courts and shall have power to board them in private families, to board 
them in institutions willing to receive them, to bind them out or apprenti:e 
them, or to give th ‘™ an adoption to foster parents, etc. 

Under that clause this appropriation is in order and the ameni- 
ment is in order. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, the point of order 
is not well taken; neither is the objection urged by the gentleinan 
from Illinois of any force. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, lam with you; it is not an objection. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I understood the gentleman to base 
his objection on the amendment which I have offered-—— 

Mr.CANNON. On the contrary, I say, having stricken out this 
appropriation, there is nothing left us but toavail ourselves of the 
board of children’s guardians. It will not do complete justice, ut 
partial, and is better than nothing. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I misunderstood the gentleman, 
and his mtation of the matter leaves me nothing to say. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, Iam astonished at the confidence 
displayed by my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] insaying that 
section 5 of the act of 1892 makes it in order to put this amend- 
ment into the bill and to remit all these institutions to this board 
of children’s guardians for their disbursements, as it is a confesse:| 
fact that the children therein have not been committed by tlie 
courts. It passes all human comprehension. Now, my friend 
from Illinois could have said so to the Chair. But I fear the 
trouble with my friend is that he is disappointed with the action 
of the committee with reference to some of these items in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me, just at that point. 
He entirely mistakes me. We have stricken out the clause in tlie 
bill that provides for these classes of children which were 10! 

i the court. Now, then, this amendment—— 

Mr. GROUT. But the is mistaken. ee 

Mr.CANNON. Well, substantially so, as to these sectarian 11- 
stitutions. Now, then, the board of children’s guardians has tle 
right, as to all children they have jurisdiction of, to board them 


in a private f. or inany institution. 
Mr. CANNON. Now, , this eqavepsiotion should be in- 
creased to enable them to exercise that right; and while they can 
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not board any children that they do not have any jurisdiction of, 
yet I presume that some of these children that they have not 
jurisdiction of they will get jurisdiction of through orders of the 


a 

. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, every one of these institutions 
that have been stricken out as sectarian are named in this amend- 
ment and remitted to this board for their money; and confessedly 
in these institutions there is not a child that has been committed 
there by any court, and if there is it is an exception. 

Mr. CANNON. But there are children that have been com- 
mitted to them. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, there may be some, but very few. The 
children are provided for in these institutions all over the city 
wherever the sisters and others looking for objects of charity can 
find them, wherever, in short, charity finds opportunity for expres- 
sion. Now, I say that the board of children’s guardians can pay 
no money out except, to the class of children committed to it by 
the court, and to say that these institutions may be remitted, 
under this amendment, to them and they be entitled to pay money 
out to them, seems to me a perfect absurdity. 

This amendment really puts these same institutions that we have 
stricken out back into the bill, and undertakes to pay them through 
the board of children’s guardians; though I do not think the board 
could pay them, because it has no power under the law. The chil- 
dren in these institutions might, perhaps, be ground out through 
the courts and committed to the board of children’s guardians 
and then the board could pay for —s care of them; but that is 
a condition that does not now exist. Ido not say that it might 
not be arranged so that the board could pay for the care of these 
children, but then the very purpose of striking out these sectarian 
par, would be defeated, because the St. Ann’s Infant 
Asylum, the St. Rose’s Industrial School, the St. Joseph’s Asylum, 
the Church Orphanage Association of St. John’s, the House of 
Mercy, and all these other institutions are included in this amend- 
ment, which undertakes to confer larger powers on the board of 
children’s guardians. It does that, if it does anything. 

Mr. HERMANN. I have voted all along with the gentleman 
in favor of separating these sectarian appropriations from the secu- 
lar ones, and I want to continue in that course, but I wish to un- 
derstand further what the relation of this board of guardians is 
to the General Government. 

Mr. GROUT. They area public board, appointed by the judges 
of the police court and of the criminal court, having certain pow- 
ers conferred upon them by the act which has been read here, 
authorizing them to take charge of children that are committed 
to them by the courts, but of no others. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then the gentleman’s position is that all 
disbursements made through this board are substantially made 
through governmental agencies? 

Mr. GROUT. That is so,and I am for the board of children’s 
guardians as it stands in the bill. Every dollar estimated for was 
appropriated it; but here is a proposition to enlarge the powers of 
this board and to authorize them to employ these institutions that 
have been stricken out of the bill and to pay them out of the 
money which we appropriate here. Mr. Chairman, is not that an 
enlargement of the law creating this board? Most clearly it is. 
The power of the board is limited to taking care of children com- 
mitted to them by the courts, but this amendment would permit 
them to disburse to other institutions the money which is appro- 
priated here, thus contravening existing law. 

Mr. HERMANN. Have not the board of guardians any discre- 
tionary power within themselves? 

Mr. GROUT. None whatever, except to exercise their discre- 
tion in the care and management of children sent to them by the 
courts. When the court has committed a child to the board the 
board has power to take charge of that child, but not before. 

Mr. CANNON. And that is the very object of this appropria- 
tion, to give this board money to provide for the children that are 
committed to them by the court during the coming fiscal year. 

Mr. GROUT. Ah, but this would give them authority to pay 
these institutions which take care of children that are not com- 
mitted by the court. 

Mr. CANNON. Under existing law the board of children’s 
guardians can not pay to an institution or anybody else any money 
out of these appropriations except for the support of children sent 
to them by the courts. They have aright to pay for the support of 
the children wherever they choose, in the exercise of a sound dis- 
cretion, and I will say to my friend that of the children that have 
been committed to them for the present fiscal year they are placing 


& portion in private families in Pennsylvania, a portion in Mary- 
land, and a ion in some of these institutions. 
Mr.GROUT. That maybealltrue. They have authority now 


that, because those chi m have committed to them 


by the courts; but if this amendment is adopted it will give them 
new powers. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


eae 








1307 


Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is one point of orderalready pending. 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, I have a new point. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will deal with one point of order 
at a time. 

Mr. CRAIN. I rise to ask a question for information. Will 
the Chair please tell me what point of order was raised by the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout}. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont raised the 
point of order that this was a change of existing law. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the Chair hear me on the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule, but if the gen- 
tleman from Texas desires to debate the question further the 
Chair will hear him for ten minutes. 

Mr. CRAIN. I do not exact it as a matter of courtesy, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman if he 
desires to be heard on the point of order. 

Mr. CRAIN. I simply wish to fortify the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont, and if the Chair does not desire to hear 
me I will ask that my argument may be printed in the Recorp, 
as I do not wish to inflict any remarks unnecessarily upon the 
committee or the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, the act of 1892, establishing the 
board of children’s guardians, was amendatory of the act of 1885, 
and was followed by the act of 1895. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska is designed to put under the control of the 
board of children’s guardians the various beneficiaries contem- 
plated by the several paragraphs which, on his motion, have been 
stricken out, and which he now practically incorporates in his mo- 
tion, notwithstanding the arguments of himself and gentlemen 
who have concurred with him. These beneficiaries include men, 
women, and children. Now, the act of February 13, 1885, declares 
as its object the care and maintenance of children under the pro- 
visions of the act providing for the prevention of cruelty to ani- 


mals. LIincorporate in my remarks the first section of that act: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That from and 
after the passage of this act the Association for the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Animals for the District of Columbia shall be known asthe “ Washington 
Humane Society,’’ and shall be authorized to extend its operations under this 
act to the protection of children as well as animals from cruelty and abu 
In pursuance thereof the said society may cause its proper officers or agents 
to prefer complaints before any court in the District of Columbia having 
jurisdiction for the violation of any law relating to or affecting the prot 
tion of children in said District, and by its proper attorney may aid in bring 


ing the facts before such court in any proceeding taken. 

Now, the gentleman from Nebraska, whose motives I do not 
question, has seen fit to argue in behalf of a distribution of this 
fund under the care of the officers originally appointed for the 
purpose of preventing cruelty toanimals. Well, ladmit that man 
is an animal. 

Animal est id quod movet. An animal is that which is capable 
of moving. Consequently manisananimal. But he isa rational 
animal, and should not be placed in the same category with a 


brute. I want this Committee of the Whole to know what it is 
doing. Whether it is Republican or Democratic in sentiment, I 


do not think it ought to be asinine in its movements. 

The act of February, 1885— 

An act forthe protection of children in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes— 
declares, I repeat, that its object is to put children in the same 
category with dumb animals. The act of 1892 simply remits the 
appropriations to the act of 1885; the act of 1895 remits the appro- 
priations to the act of 1892; and the proposition of the gentleman 
from Nebraska is simply a remission, or, if I may use the word,a 
remittitur, back to the act of 1892. Now, Mr. Chairman, every 
paragraph of the act to which the gentleman’s proposition refers 
has for its object, with one or two exceptions, the care and main- 
tenance of adults, not of children. Therefore the provisions 
of that act would not be applicable to the beneficiaries included 
in the several paragraphs of this bill. Consequentiy the gentle- 
man’s amendment, if adopted, would be nugatory, and therefore 
not one of these persons for whom we are undertaking to provide 
would receive any benefit. That being the case, in my judgment 
as a lawyer—a very modest and humble one I confess—the point 
of order of the gentleman from Vermont seems to me well taken. 
If the amendment should be adopted, the appropriation would 
simply lie in the Treasury and sald not be utilized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska proposes to remit the several institutions named in the bill, 
except those specifically appropriated for, to the general appro- 
priation under this bill and to the act of July 26, 1892, to the terms 
of which act these several institutions must conform. This pro- 
vision is a limitation upon the appropriations, but is in conformity 
with existing law—the law of July 26, 1892. Though the provi- 
sion, if adopted, may result. as the gentleman from Texas { Mr. 
CRAIN] argues, in cutting off certain institutions from the benefit 
of the appropriation, still it is a limitation which may properly be 
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made in conformity with existing law. The Chair therefore over- 
rules the point of order. Theamendment is before the Committee 
of the Whole. 
The question 7 taken on the amendment, there were—ayes 89. 
Mr. GROUT (before the negative vote was taken). Mr. Chair- 
man, is it in order to say a word on the amendment now? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, I hope it will not be adopted. It will 
throw the whole bill into confusion. 

The er vote having been taken, 

The CHAIRMAN announced the result—ayes 89, noes 11. 

Mr. GROUT. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 12 voting in favor thereof. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For Hope and Help Mission, maintenance, $1,000. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I move to amend by striking out 
this peau . : de 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word on this 
question. I trust that the motion of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska will not prevail. Let me read from the report of this Hope 
and Help Mission. After speaking of the many worthy and desti- 
tute women to whom the institution has given shelter and succor, 
the report continues: 

We ask for berger appropriations. * * * Astothe statistics, in addition 
to the large number of meals and congings already enumerated, of a temporal 
nature, we can testify that at least 14 women and girls have been clearly con- 
verted during the last six months, and the agsrogete of the year is at least 25. 

‘A board which is nonsectarian is com of Mr. James T. Petty and Mr. 
Thomas Jarvis of the Southern Methodist Church; Mrs. Mary E. Catlin, of 
the First Congregational Church; Mrs. L. D. Luckett, of the Metropolitan 


Presbyterian Church; Mrs. E. K. Knowles, of Vermont Avenue Christian 


Church; Mrs. M. M. Mitchell, of = Methodist Episcopal Church, and 
Miss Mary Rector and Mrs. 8. D. La Fétra of the Metropolitan Methodist 
Episcopal Church. All of these are actively engaged in systematic work in 
their own churches, and all pase to the statement that this work pays as 
good a percentage in practical results as any other work they do for humanity. 


That is alll want to say. How muchthat differs from the items 
which we are speaking of and which were stricken out it is not 
for me to determine. They are doing good work. They have 
converted people and redeemed them from sinful lives. 

Mr. HAIN R of Nebraska. You concede that it is a private 
institution. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I have shown how it was organized. I 
do not think it ought to be stricken out, although every person 
connected with it, as is shown by the report, let me say, is doing 
active work in the various churches. But we have no other in- 
stitution to take care of these fallen women but this and two other 
institutions which we have already stricken from the bill. 

But I only wish to call the attention of the committee to it, and 
the committee can do as they will. I shall vote as I did in the 
other cases—vote against striking it out. 

Mr. GROUT. I hope it will not be stricken out. The gentle- 
man from Nebraska f r. HAINER] says that it is a private insti- 
tution. Soit is. But we have retained other private institutions, 
with the understanding, I suppose, that when we are through 
with these different items an amendment will be offered, in ma 
stance that which I read in my remarks of yesterday, which pro- 
vides that the appropriations shall not be made available until 
these institutions open their doors to public inspection by chang- 
ing their articles of association, incorporation, or charter, as the 
case may be. When that is done, as I said once before this after- 
noon, there can be no objection to appropriating the money to 
these private institutions. 

Ialso suggest that it will be economical to take care of the poor 
in that way,and the seventy or eighty thousand dollars which 
“pew to these private institutions would, if the same number of 

neficiaries were taxen care of by the Government, cost probably 
seven or eight hundred thousand dollars, 

Mr. CRAIN. Does the gentleman think that this is any more 
deserving than those which have been stricken out? 

Mr. GROUT. Not probably on charitable grounds alone, but 
it is not a sectarian institution. 

Mr. CANNON. What is it, then? 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman from Illinois askswhat itis. It 
is a nonsectarian institution, because, on his own statement, the 
Christian women from the different churches in this city are in- 
terested in it and carry it forward. What I understand to be 
a sectarian institution, and what I think the gentleman ought to 
understand it to be, is an institution which is exclusively under 
the control of some one of the religious sects. 

Mr. CANNON. Does it help it any—and I am in harmony 
with my frien¢d-—— 

Mr. GROUT. No; Iam afraid you are not in harmony with me. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Iam glad that the gentleman has come 
to my way of thinking. 

But let me ask him, does it help it any for a half dozen churches 
to have charge of the institution instead of one? And let me ask 


FEBRUARY 4, 


him further, if this is not a religious institution, whatisit? Will 
he say that it is not a religious institution when I read this: 

We can testify that at least fourteen women and girls have been clearly con. 
verted and fully redeemed from leading sinful lives during the past six 
months. ; 

And then, in connection with that, when I read the names of 
the different churches, the members of which constitute the cor- 
poration, does the gentleman not think that it is a religious insti- 
tution under those circumstances? 

Now, I am with the —_ but if it is not a religious in- 
stitution, then what is it 

Mr. GROUT. Very well; Iam glad the gentleman is through 
with his question at last. It is principally argument and but lit- 
tle question. He asked me a question and was not enough under 
control of himself to allow me to answer. I say there is this dif- 
ference where several religious organizations are interested in 
these matters, because there they neutralize each other, and these 
girls that are converted--as the gentleman seems to have forgotten 
he read a second time—may have gone to the several churches. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, with referenceto the question 
of sectarianism, the a of this institution—being some of 
them Presbyterians, some Episcopalians, and some Baptists, and 

et ali Protestants—in the distinction between Catholicism and 

rotestantism, are not sectarian. 

Mr. GROUT. I donot understand that the word ‘ Protestant” 
indicates a sect. I do not so understand at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. MayI ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROUT. Notnow. There is the Protestant Church—if I 
must discuss theological distinctions—and there is the Catholic 
Church. There arethe Jesuits. There is the Order of St. Vin- 
cent de Paul that we have heard about to-day. There are more 
that could be enumerated if I had the time. 

_ Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Old Catholics and Roman Catho- 


lics. 

Mr. GROUT. Old Catholics and Roman Catholics. The word 
** Protestant” does not indicate a sect, Under that general head 
come in many, many sects. That answers the gentleman’s ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr, 
Morse] is recognized. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment will not 
prevail. This Hope and Help Mission is doing a great and good 
work in this ee in rescuing fallen women. I believe it is doing 
a great and g work for God and humanity. It is enabling 
some of these women to lead respectable and proper lives, and 
I am here to say, from personal knowledge, that it is an entirely 
unsectarian institution. It is supported by all the Protestant 
churches in this city, and I agree with the definition of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] in regard to 
what constitutes sectarianism. Surely any institution supported 
by the different denominations of this country is not a sectarian 
institution. I hope the gentleman’s amendment will not prevail, 
and that this EE for the Hope and Help Mission will 
remain in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. GROUT. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 89, noes 48. 

Accordingly, the amendment was rejected. 

The CH MAN. The Clerk will read. 

; The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
ows: 

For Newsboys and Children’s Aid Society, maintenance, $1,000. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I move to strike out the paragraph 
just read. 

wa WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman—— (Cries of ‘ Vote!” 
“Vote!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HaINnER]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 


follows: 
For Eastern Dispensary, maintenance, $1,000. 


2 Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I move tostrike out the parayraph 


just ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, before that motion is put—— 
[Cries of ‘* Vote!” “ Vote!”] Gentlemen, it is the wrong time to 
cry ‘‘ Vote!” “Vote!” That ought to have been the cry long ago. 
I want to direct the attention of this committee to a few little in- 
consistencies about this matter. 

Mr. GROUT. I hope the gentleman will have a chance to be 


heard. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, Oh, the gentleman is going to be heard. 








1896. 





There is not the slightest doubt about that. 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER] why it was that he failed 
to move to strike out the words contained in lines 16 and 17 on 
page 36, the lines which make an appropriation for the Woman’s 
Christian Association? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I do not recognize the right of the 
gentleman from Mississippi to catechise me. I simply did not 
choose to do it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well, the gentleman declines to make 
an explanation. : ; 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I simply did not choose to do it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, I want to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to a most curious condition of things. Standing here as a 
Democrat, I felt a very unusual feeling yesterddy when I saw a 


Republican rise to his feet and assert the good old Democratic | 


principle that public money ought not to be devoted to private 
institutions. 
come to judgment,” and I felt that for once I was with him. 
Then the gentleman from Nebraska was met by a snag in the 
very forefront of this bill, viz, the appropriation for the ‘* Tempo- 
rary Home for ex-Union Soldiers and Sailors, Grand Army of the 
Republic,” and before he got through he dropped his ‘‘ great prin- 
ciple” that *‘ public money should not be devoted to private pur- 
poses and to private institutions,” and having a recollection of a 
Grand Army of the Republic vote behind him somewhere proba- 
bly, he found it expedient to withdraw that motion from before this 
House; and then when the next clause struck him, for. the ‘‘ Wo- 


I wish to ask the 


or a little while I thought that ‘‘a Daniel had | 
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man’s Christian Association, maintenance, $4,000,” clearly a reli- | 


ious association, clearly a sectarian one, because no Jewess and no | 


Catholic ever joins it, and can not join it consistently with their 
religious belief, he did not take a running start like he did on the 
other and stop before he jumped over, but he just jumped over it 
while nobody was watching and went on until he came down here 
to the little Episcopal Orphanage of St. John’s. 

Understand me, if there is a man in the world who believes in 
the principle that public money under no circumstances ought to 
be devoted to any 7p except a public purpose it is he who 
now addresses you. Ff 
phan asylum. There are no votes behind that anywhere in the 


world, Consequently that is struck out by this Republican 
House. And then we go on a little further and we come to 


“Hope and Help Mission.” I believe it is admitted that no Cath- 
olic or Jew aids in the management of that institution. And, 
again, lest there should be any possible mistake about my posi- 


removed, religiously speaking, from a Roman Catholic. Then, 
when you struck that, although it is admitted that half of the 
Christian world, namely, the Roman Catholic part of the Chris- 


tian world, has no part or parcel in it, and that therefore it is not | 


omni Christian, but part Christian, sectarian Christian, this ma- 
jority fails to agree with him. 

Then you strike in another place in the bill the ‘‘ wards of the 
nation,” the colored citizens—and, by the way, I thought that 

hrase died about twenty years ago. There, again, this Repub- 
ican majority finds out that it is running up against *‘ practical 
politics,” and the ‘‘ wards of the nation” are left provided for, 
although that is an association not open to the entire people, but 
open only to colored citizens, and is therefore not a public insti- 
tution. Now, my friends, you have made your own bed; you 
have received no Sindeanes from our own side; lie in it. 
have been men making A. P. A. capital on your side, and all sorts 
of capital out of this bill. Just mark the situation into which 
you have thrown yourselves and see laterif there is any ‘‘ capital” 
in it. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The speech to which we have just 
listened illustrates the caliber of some gentlemen and measures 
high-water mark with them. 
believe no person can take a position except it be with a view of 
securing the support of votes. That may be the measure of con- 
sistency and honor which prevails in the State of Mississippi. I 
deny the right of the gentleman to speak for anybody else except 
himself. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. WI LLAMS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Now, he has asked the question 
why it was I did not make a motion to strike out certain para- 
graphs where I did not make the motion. The same question 
might be asked of him, why did he not make such a motion, if his 
answer were at all material and would be of the slightest impor- 
tance or interest to thiscommittee. It makes absolutely no differ- 
ence. The question is, what is the right thing and practical 
thing todo about this matter? It was evident from the temper of 
the House from the very commencement that it would vote in 
favor of striking out all paragraphs which related to sectarian 
institutions, and it would not strike out any other. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr, HAINER of Nebraska. And therefore, as a person who 








e goes on then and strikes that little or- | 


There | 


There are some gentlemen who | 


| 
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has some idea of the practical side of things, I began my motions 
at the very first point where the sectarian question could be fairly 
raised, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I decline to yield. Now. my views 
on this matter are well known. My utterances on this subject 
are a matter of public record here,as they are at my home. I 
lived for over forty years before I ever asked the suffrages of any- 
body for an office, and I will perhaps live for forty years after 
going out of public service. That is a matter which concerns no 
one except myself and my constituency. I make my account to 
them and do not recognize the gentleman from Mississippi or any 
other individual in this House to call me to account for it. His 
remarks are without point, as he is a stranger to every question 
involved in this discussion. 

Mr. MILES. The gentleman can not fix the period of his own 
longevity. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I was not arraigning the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska individually. I was arraigning as a type. 
I was arraigning the action of the House. But I call the attention 
of the gentleman from Nebraska, since he has chosen to take it 
all on himself, to the fact that I have asked him a question which 
he has not yet answered; and that is, why was it that when he 
eusveaunel the very first sectarian appropriation upon the bill 
he did not make the motion to strike it out? That is the item con- 
tained in lines 16 and 17, page 36, for ‘*‘ the Women’s Christian 
Association, maintenance, $4,000.” Ichallengethe Recorpto show 
that he did not make a motion in that case. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That is not a sectarian institution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Women’s Christian Association? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No; it certainly is not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Itis not! No Jewess could belong to it by 
its very terms, and certainly no Catholic could consistently belong 
to it. | Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. THOMAS. Does the gentleman say that no Roman Catho- 
lic could join a Christian association? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. They are not in it. 

Mr. THOMAS. Is it because they just choose to stay out? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is an “Evangelical Protestant” body, as 
I understand it, and a Jewess can not join it, nor a Roman Catho- 
lic consistently with her creed. [Applause on the Democratic 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 


| side. 
tion in this matter, I desire to say that I am the farthest possible | 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman,I can answer that question. The 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union includes every Protestant 
denomination, and is entirely nonsectarian. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. Grout, as follows: 

Insert on page 40, after line 2, the following: 

“That no part of any money appropriated by this act for charities or char- 
itable institutions shall be paid to any institution named in this act until the 
charter or articles of ee thereof shall be so amended as to accord 
to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, or to their designated 
agents, authority to visit and inspect such institutions, and to control and 
supervise the expenditure therein of all public funds paid out of appropria 
tions made by Congress.” 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
point of order that that amendment changes existing law. 

Mr. GROUT. Ido not think it is necessary to say anything on 
the point of order, Mr. Chairman. This is simply a limitation on 
the appropriation, and it hasalways been held that a mere limita- 
tion is always in order. It does not contravene any existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be glad to have the gen- 
tleman from New York inform him what existing law this amend- 
ment would change. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I understand that there is no 
existing law giving this power of visitation. 

The CHAIRMAN. But this amendment simply provides that 
‘*no part of any money appropriated by this act for charities or 
charitable institutions shall be paid to any institution named in 
this act until the charter or articles of incorporation thereof shall 
be so amended,” and so on. It does not purport to amend any 
charter, but simply provides that the money here appropriated 
shall not be paid to any institution until its charter is amended as 
specified here. The amendment is simply a limitation upon the 
appropriation. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. LINTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 40, line 2, after the words “‘ thousand dollars,” insert: “ Provided, 


however, That no money herein appropriated is to be used for the purpose 
of founding, maintaining, or aiding by appropriation, payment for serv) 
expenses, or otherwise, any church, religious denomination, or religious 
society, or any institution, society, or undertaking which is wholly or in 
part under sectarian or ecclesiastical control.” 


The amendment was adopted. 
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The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill by 


paragraphs. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise and this bill—— 


The CHAIRMAN. One paragraph was reserved for considera- 
tion until the conclusion of the bill. The Clerk will report the 
amendment on which the point of order was reserved. 

Mr. GROUT. Iwas about to ask unanimous consent to return 
to that paragraph if the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. De Ar- 
MOND] is ready to dis of it now. 
ee pending amendment by Mr. Dz ARMOND was read, as fol- 

WS: 


Amend by adding the following at the end of line 25, page 31: “ To be paid 
out of the revenues of the District of Columbia.” 

The CHAIRMAN, Against thisamendment the point of order 
was reserved that it changes existing law. The Clerk will read 
the porcre to which the amendment applies. 

The paragraph was read, as follows: 

For interest and sinking fund on the funded debt, exclusive of water bonds, 
$1,213,047.97. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pr ition of the amendment is that 
this sum shall be paid out of the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia. The Chair has been cited to a number of laws regarded 
as relating to this matter. He has examined all of them care- 
oe and, in the opinion of the Chair, none of them are appli- 
cable to this question except what is contained in the law of 1878 
and the law of 1879. The law of 1878 is the law which provides 
that the expenses of the District of Columbia shall be reported by 
the Commissioners to the Secre of the Treasury, and his esti- 
mates shall be sent to Congress. en follows this provision: 
ah the =e Se Congres shall a: ee fo age mee 1A ess 

appropr oO cen! 1 an r 
cent Buc approve extianntes 1 be levied and aasesned upon real ead 


ae a in the District of Columbia other than the property of the 
nited States and of the District of Columbia. 


In this same act there is a reference to the expenses of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in these words: 

Hereafter the Secretary of the Treasury shall pay the interest on the 3.65 
bends of the District of Columbia issued in pursuance of the act of Congress 


approved June 20, 1874, when the same shall me due and payable, and all 


amounts so paid be credited as a part of the a copeiatl on for the year 
by the United States toward the expenses of the District of Columbia as here- 
inafter provided. 


The Chair thinks that provision makes the interest due upon 
these bonds a charge the appropriation which the United 
States makes toward the expenses of the District of Columbia, and 
it is to be credited upon the amount of that a iation. Of 


_ course, if the appropriation is such that it shall equal the amount 


raised by taxes a in the District of Columbia, it will 
result in the Uni States paying half of this interest and the 
District of Columbia the other half. But, however that may be, 
here is a Fags set enactment by statute that the interest shall be 

id by the United States and credited by the United States upon 
: ae pcos of one-half the expenses of the District of Co- 
umbia. 

In the following year, the year 1879, a similar provision was 
made, which includes both the interest on the bonds and their 
principal. It is in these words: 

And there is hereby a ted out of the proportional sum which the 


United States may con toward the expenses of the District of Colum- 
bia in pursuance of the act of Congress approved June 11, 1878— 


The act from which I have just read— 


for the fiscal ending June 30, 1879, and annually thereafter, such sums 
as will, with the interest thereon at the rate of 3.65 per cent 

sufficient to pay the principal of the 3.65 bonds of the District 

issued under the act of Congress approved June 30, 1874, at maturity. 


In other words, it is provided that out of Seen made 

the Government of the United States to the expenses of 

e District of Columbia there shall be paid an amount equal to 
the interest on the vonds and also an amount which will provide 
for a sinking funé to pay their princi The Chair is therefore 
of the opinion that the amendment would change existing law and 
is subject to the point of order. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. I ask unanimous consent that 
we go back to page 38, line 10, and reconsider the vote striking 
out the German Orphan Asylum. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. GROUT. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill. 

Mr. RIC N. Before that motion is made, I wish to ask 
unanimous consent to recur to the on page 10 relating 
to “plats of subdivisions outside of and George- 
town,” to which I wish to offer an amendment which I will ask 
te have read, after which any gentleman who is unwilling to recur 
to the paragraph can object. 
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f Mr. GROUT. Well, Mr. Chairman, I suppose I know what it 


1s-—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to have the amendment 
read. The gentleman is no doubt familiar with it; but I think 
the amendment is necessary. After it is read any gentleman who 
desires to do so can object. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment will be read, subject to 
objection. 

e Clerk read as follows: 

To pay the expenses of completing a = and of such surveys as may ho 
necessary to enable the Commissioners of the District to determine whetho, 
plats of subdivisions of land within said District offered for record have be 


made in conformity to the “Act to regulate subdivision of land within the 
District of Columbia,” approved August 27, 1888, $14,500. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, this proposition is so intermin- 
gled with a question which the committee has had under consi(|- 
eration and which refers to a matter in the estimates which th, 
committee struck out, it is thought on hasty conference wit) 
members of the committee here that we can not consent to 
back to the consideration of this proposition now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. RICHARDSON] is objected to. 

r.GROUT. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill to the House as amended. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend the motion of the gentle 
man from Vermont so as to provide that the committee rise and 
report the bill to the House, with the recommendation that it }e 
recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations with instruc- 
tions to strike out all paragraphs making appropriations to purely 
private charitable institutions and objects, and to insert a provi- 
sion appropriating an amount equal to the sum of the appropria- 
tions stricken out to be expended under the direction of the 
board of children’s guardians. [Applause. 

Mr. CRISP. I make the point of order that it is not competent 
for the Committee of the Whole to instruct the Committee on An- 
propriations. Itis competent forthe House todoso. Whenthe!n.. 
gets into the House, even after the previous question is ordered. a 
motion to recommit will be in order. But I make the point that 
it is incompetent for the Committee of the Whole to adopt such a 


motion. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Idonotsee why the Committee of the Whole 
may not recommend that the House recommit this matter to the 
Committee on rom My motion does not propose that 
the Committee of the Whole recommit. It is a recommendation 
to the House that it recommit. Can there be any question about 
the competency of the House to recommit this bill? Can there 
be any question about the competency of this Committee of the 
Whole to make a recommendation to the House? It seems to me 
— point of order of the gentleman from Georgia is not well 


en. 

Mr. CANNON. I will suggest, if the Chair will permit me, one 
other point of order. 

It seems to me that the resolution is broad enough, in the shape 
that it is now mted,to authorize legislation to be reported, 
in the event it 1s concurred in by the House, on the general appro- 

tion bill. If so, it is notin order. You can not do anything 

y way of a motion to recommit that would impair the jurisdic- 

tion of a committee of the House. In a certain event I would 

have no objection to the Committee on Appropriations having the 

SS to originate legislation, but I suspect the District 
would probably object. 

Mr. HEPB . The objection of the gentleman seems to be 
that this resolution would authorize the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to do a forbidden thing. I have no doubt of the potency 
of the House and that that forbidden thing is so forbidden be- 
cause of the rules. But has not the House power to change its 
own rules? This would be, for that purpose, simply a change in 
the rule; that is, if the gentleman’s position is correct, and I am 
not at all sure that it is; but if correct, it is simply an objection 
because the House has no power to change its rules—a proposition 
that I deny. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the ques- 
tion. The Chair reads from the digest: 


A recommendation repre from the Committee of the Whole which, if 
carried into effect, would change a rule of the House is not in order. 


The Chair therefore sustains the point of order, and the ques- 
tion is on the motion of the gentleman from Vermont that the 
committee now rise and re the bill to the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. —: have a single word? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will the gentleman. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The Chair has decided the p tion to be 
not in order, but has not indicated what rule of the House will 
be changed by it. The gentleman from Illinois only suggested 
that it might possibly authorize the committee to do something 
that might be construed as forbidden by the rules. Is not that a 
wury vickoath i Suppose the committee simply adopted 








of the resolution, declaring that the appropriation 
— be expended under the direction of the board of children’s 
guardians suppose that should be their action—what rule of the 
House is thereby violated? I would like to know, if any. What 
new legislation isin that, Mr. Chairman? Is that not now the 
law, as far as they have control of the appropriation? Certainly 
there is no violation of any law or rule that I know of. 
What, then, would be a change of existing legislation? If it 


were a provision enlarging the powers of the board, stipulating | 
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what their duties should be, putting limitations on them, requir- | 


ing bonds, for instance, to be given, that might possibly be a 
change of existing law. But if they did simply what the resolu- 
tion requires them to do there would be no change of existing law 
or any Violation of the rules of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule again. 


The resolution as drawn would authorize the board of children’s 


guardians, if adopted, to expend all this fund as they please. It 
would enlarge their powers and would be a change of existing law 
without question in the mind of the Chair; and the point of order 
is sustained. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Vermont 


| lines 8 and 9, page 88, ‘‘for the Church Orphanage 


that the committee now rise and report the bill with amendments | 


to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER accordingly resumed the chair; and Mr. PAYNE 
reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, having had under consideration the District of Colum- 
bia appropriation bill, had directed him to report the same to the 
House with sundry amendments, and, as so amended, that it do 


ass. 
; Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, a separate vote is desired on the 
amendment striking out the German Orphan Asylum, on page 38, 
and upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. HAINER]. 

The SPEAKER. A separate vote is asked on the two amend- 
ments which the gentleman has indicated. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the attention of the 





The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 38, lines 10 and 11, strike out the following: 
‘For the German Orphan Asylum, maintenance, $1,800." 


Also the following: 








On page 39, in line 16, after the words “place to place,”’ strike out the re- 

mainder of the paragraph and insert ‘ $43.200; in all $47,200: Provided That 
| the institutions for children, including industrial and reformatory, namely, 
| the Church Orphanage of St. John’s Parish; the German Orphan Asylum, 
including its care of colored foundlings; the St. Ann's Infant Asylum, the 












Association for Works of Mercy, the St. Joseph Asylum, the House of the 
| Good Shepherd, and St. Rose's Industrial School, heretofore receiving aid 
by specific appropriation, are hereby remitted, except as herein specifically 
appropriated for, to the appropriation herein made, and to the said act of 
July 6, 1892, to provide for the care of dey en ildren in the Distr { 
Columbia, and to create a board of childr uardians, for all rights and 


ms of the said act 


benefits which ghey may have under the provis 


Mr. WHEELER. Iask for a separate yea-and-nay vote upon 
of St. John’s 
Parish, maintenance, $1,800"; also upon lines 12, 13, and 14—no, 
Mr. Speaker, I do not ask for a separate vote upon that; but upon 
lines 15 and 16, ‘‘for St. Ann’s Orphan Asylum, maintenance, 
59,200”; also lines 19 and 20, ‘‘ for the House of the Good Shep- 
herd, maintenance, $2,700.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks for a separate vote upon 


| those propositions which he has named. 


Committee on Appropriations for one single moment, as I wish to | 


make a suggestion. Some of the amendments which have been 
adopted eee very much discussion, and it has been 
stated repeatedly by gentlemen in the discussion that the condi- 
tion of the bill is illogicalin itspresent form. Isuggest, therefore, 
whether or not it would not be wise to let the bill be printed over 


night, with the previous question demanded, and let us see what | 


there is in the bill at the present time. 


I donot want to urge that, but only make the suggestion whether | 


it would not be a wise precaution to take under the circumstances, 
and in view of the statements that have been made. 


Mr.CANNON. Of course it is for the gentleman in charge of | 


the bill to suggest such action as he sees proper. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We can not hear the gentleman from Illi- 
nois. We should like to hear what is going on. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. CANNON. If my opinion is of any account, I will say to 


the gentleman in charge of the bill, and in reply to the gentleman | 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], that we have had this bill under | 


discussion now for two or three days. Itisa printed bill, of which 
there are plenty of copies. Everybody can get 
and follow it. It does seem to me that we can and ought to pass 
this bill, with the amendments, before adjournment. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I will say it is stated to me by 
several gentlemen that they want to see this bill printed before 
7 vote upon it. 

tr. CANNON (holding a copy of the bill in hishand). Here itis. 

Mr. GROUT. Iknow, but gentlemen want to see these amend- 
ments. It is now almost 5 o’clock, and it seems to me the better 
way would be to adjourn until to-morrow morning. 

tr. CANNON. Iwill not antagonize the gentleman in charge 
of the bill. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well; in deference to the evident desire of 
the chairman of the Committee on Approprions, I move the pre- 
vious question on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WHEELER. I rise to answer your inquiry; to say what 
paragraphs we wish a yea-and-nay vote upon. We want a yea- 
and-nay vote upon the paragraph for the Church Orphan Asylum 
of St. John’s—— 

_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman is notin order. The question 
1s on the motion for the previous question. 

The uestion was ordered. 

The SP . The question now is onagreeing to the amend- 
ments, a on which a separate vote was asked for. 

Mr. WIL On what are separate votes asked? 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments on 
separate votes are demanded. 


which 


ion of it | 





Mr. GROUT. Lines 12, 13, and 14 were not changed. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iwithdrewthat. I inadvertently mentioned 
the wrong lines. 

Mr. MILNES. 

The SPEAKER. 
Michigan rise? 

Mr. MILNES. I move that the House do now adjourn 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
what state will the bill be left if we adjourn now? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question having been ordered, 
it will be the first thing in order, the Chair thinks. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope we may have a vote, at least on the mat- 
ters that are not in controversy. 

Mr. MILNES. I hope we will adjourn until morning. 
think it over. 

Mr. CANNON. 
pose of this. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. M1iLNgs] that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. MILNEs) there were 
noes 80. : 

Mr. MILES. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mi.«s] 
calls for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, 22 members, not a sufficient 

| number, rising in support of the demand therefor. 


Mr. Speaker—— 
For what purpose does the gentleman from 


In 


Let us - 


[hope the House will not adjourn until we dis- 


ayes 100, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, pending the announcement of the vote, 
| leave of absence was granted as follows: 
| To Mr. ODELL, for five days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. Joy, for this day, on account of important business. 

To Mr. UppEGrRarFf, for this day, on account of sickness. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. CRAIN. lIask for a yea-and-nay vote. Hasthe House ad- 
journed? 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be done pending theannouncement 
of the vote on the motion to adjourn, which is deferred simply 
for the purpose of laying before the House the requests of mem- 
bers for leave of absence. 

Mr. CRAIN. The Speaker will take care of me—— 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it, and accordingly the House 
stands adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 1 minute p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, replying to the 
House resolution of January 21 relative to the erection of a pub- 
lic building at San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of War, transmitting an 
abstract of the militia force of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 


| 
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A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, replying to the 
House resolution of January 7 in regard to the lease of the seal 
islands and the policing of Bering Sea—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Wareham Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Mobile Harbor, Alabama—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 


—_—_—. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred.to 
the several Calendars therein nam-d, as follows: 

Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4963) to author- 
ize the Secretary of War to cause to be investigated and to pro- 
vide for the payment of all claims for the use and occupation of 
church and school buildings and grounds for Government pur- 
poses by the United States military authorities during the late 
war, and all claims for damages resulting from the appropriation 
to Government use of any of the furnishings or materials in said 
class of buildings, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 240); which said bill and report were re- 
oe to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. ODELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred House bill No. 2656, reported in lieu thereof 
a bill (H. R. 5488) to provide for the incorporation and regulation 
of medical colleges in the District of Columbia, accompanied by a 
report sere 244); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. TERRY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2178) to amend section 
864 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to tak- 
ing depositions de bene esse, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 248); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

r. PAYNE, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2672) 
concerning tonnage tax, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 249); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1206) for the erection and 
completion of a monument to the memory of the victims of prison 
ships at Fort Green, Brooklyn, N. Y., os the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 250); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 3089) for the relief of John T. Brown. (Report No. 229.) 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution (No. 153) in lieu of the bill (H. R. 2722) for the re- 
lief of Louis 7 of Jefferson County, Tex. (Report No. 230.) 

By Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 5477) for the relief of Thomas Stack, in lieu of House bill 

No. 1833. pepost No. 281.) 

By Mr. ER, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 1077) for the relief of Alfred B. Carter. parent No, 282.) 

By Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on War Claims: The 
bill (H. R. 4824) for the relief of Charles Gallagher, and to refer 
his claims to the Court of Claims. (Report No. 233.) ; 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio, from the Committee on War Claims: 
fom R. 1778) for the relief of D. W. Boutwell. (Report 

0. 234. 

By Mr. BUCK, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
H. R. 1360) for the relief of the Odd Fellows’ Hall Association. 
Report No. ed 

By Mr. AVERY, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 5478) for the relief of Richard W. Johnson, in lieu 
of House bill No. 1318. (Report No. 236.) 


The bill (H. R. 4651) for the relief of H. E. Tower, late captain 
Com = “eg Michigan Cavalry, now of Ionia, Mich. (Re- 
port No. 237. 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: 

6 bill (H.R.1840) for the relief of Mrs. Telisse W. Wilson. 
(Report No. 238.) 

The bill (H.R. 1988) for the relief of the heirs of Sterling T, 
Austin. aes No. 239.) 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio, from the Committee on War Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 2940) for the relief of James and Emma S. (Cam- 
eron for occupation and damages to property and for fuel taken 
- —" by the United States Army during the war. (Report 

o. 241.) 

Peco HATCH, from the Committee on War Claims: The bil] 
= . 8218) for the relief of William D. Matthews. (Report No, 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: The 
bill (H. R. 3833) for the relief of Col. Jesse H. Strickland, Eighth 
Tennessee Cavalry, United States Volunteers. (Report No. 24:.) 

By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

The bill (H.R.83) for the relief of John C. Cutter, late first 
lieutenant, Thirty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry. (e- 
port No. a 

The bill (H. R.1889) granting an honorable discharge to F’. L,, 
Taylor from December 2, 1864. (Report No. 246.) 

y Mr. NEILL, from the Committee or War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 1052) for the relief of Thomas J. liarris and others, heirs 
of Manning Harris, deceased. (Report No. 247.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 


By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 5475) to provide for the 
oe of offenses on the high seas—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: A bill (H. R. 5476) to pro- 
vide for the incorporation of associations for theimprovement of 
the breed of horses, and to regulate the same and to establisha 
racing commission—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 1479) regulating the compensation 
and duties of United States atturneys, assistant United States at- 
torneys, marshals, deputy marshals, clerks, commissioners, and 


other court officials, and to enlarge the jurisdiction of United 
States commissioners, and for other purposes—to the Comunittee 
on the J anak 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5480) to encourage 
silk culture, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 


By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 5481) to restore the lands 
embraced in the Fort Lewis Military Reservation, in the State of 
Colorado, to the public domain—to the Committee on the Public 


Lands. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H.R. 5482) authorizing the Cleveland 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the Arkansas River 
between Pawnee County, Okla., and the Osage Indian Reserva- 
tion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 5483) to amend section 17 of 
chapter 180 of the Revised Statutes, relative to rates on third-class 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R. 5484) to accept, ratify, and confirm 
certain agreements heretofore concluded with certain Indians—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. be: 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H.R. 5485) to divide the 
State of Kansas into two judicial districts—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. . 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H.R. 5486) to authorize the Muskogee, 
Oklahoma and Western Railroad Company to construct and op- 
erate a line of railway through Oklahoma and the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes—tothe Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEY; A bill (H. R. 5487) to allow superintendents 
of national cemeteries to keep domestic animals for their owii :1s¢ 
and benefit—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R. 5489) to authorize purchase of 
lot for dispensary and hospital in District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. ; 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 5546) donating 2 con- 
demned cannon and 48 balls to Antietam Post, No. 64, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Parsons, Kans.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Also, a bill o R. 5547) donating 1 condemned cannon and 24 

balls to John ©. Culver Post, No. 345, Grand Army of the Repub- 

lic, Cloverdale, Kans.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. _ 
By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: A bill (H. R. 5548) to annex a certain 
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portion of Arizona Territory to the State of Utah—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 5549) to prevent discontinuance 
of pensions, to restore —— discontinued, to establish uniform 


rates of pension, to facilitate the allowance of pensions in matters 

of proof, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Invalid 
nsions. 

*— Mr. BENNETT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 108) directing 

the Secretary of War to submit estimates for work upon New- 

town Creek, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A resolution (House Res. No. 152) 
authorizing and prensa Ben Secretary of the Navy to deliver cer- 
tain cannon and cannon balls to the Sons of Veterans of Chilli- 
cothe, Ohio—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution (House Res. No. 154) relative 
to payment of House employees—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. STRONG: A resolution (House Res. No. 156) to author- 
ize the Clerk of the House of Representatives'to employ an addi- 
tional clerk and an additional laborer—to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

By Mr. HYDE: Memorial of the Washington State legislature, 
indorsing the bill to reorganize and increase the efficiency of the 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Washington State legislature, urging a 
strong maintenance of treaty rights relative to the Alaska bound- 
ary—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Washington legislature, asking an appro- 
priation of $150,000 for the construction of a fresh-water harbor 
at Olympia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Washington State legislature, urging that 
the Government work on the ship railway at The Dalles of the 
Columbia River be placed under the contract system—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Washington State legislature, favoring 
the enactment of a national bankrupt law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Washington State legislature, urging the 
immediate improvement of the Okanagon River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Washington State legislature, asking 
Congress to prohibit immigration for a period of ten years—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
bad consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 

ollows: 

The bill (H. R. 4904) for the relief of L. J. Smith, executor of 
Elbert Gantt, deceased—Committee on Claims discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 4879) for the relief of the estate of Elizabeth P. 
Layne—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 2078) for the relief of Emanuel Faust, late of 
Company B, Forty-sixth Illinois Infantry—Committee on Invalid 
Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 


aims. 

The bill (H. R. 2064) for the relief of Charles Harkins—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 5491) for the relief of Mrs. 
Catharine Bedell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 5492) for the relief of Alex- 
ander Cawood, of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. —_ for the relief of Caty Jones, administra- 
trix of William Irvin, New Canton, Tenn.—to the Committee on 

ar Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.5494) for the relief of Lincoln S. Jones, of 
Tennessee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5495) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Wallace, of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ATWOOD: A bill e: R. 5496) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of John Hughes—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5497) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Michael Leonard—to the Committee on Naval 


By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 5498): to pension Catherine B. ; 
Marshail—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. BELKNAP: A bill (H. R. 5499) for the relief of Patrick 
Clabby—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5500) for the relief of Bernard J. D. Irwin—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5501) for the relief of W.P. Marshall—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H.R. 5502) granting a pen- 
sion to Reuben Balinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 5503) granting a pension to Hen- 
rietta S. Cummings, widow of James P. Cummings, late lieuten- 
ant of Company E, Eighth Kentucky Cavalry—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 5504) for the relief of James 
Lawson, of Polk County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5505) granting a pen- 
sion to George M. Horning, of Topeka, Kans.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5506) to pay David Overmyer, of Topeka, 
Kans., the sum of $2,733—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 5507) for the 
relief of D. W. Snider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 5508) to correct an act entitled 
*‘An act to pension George Hunter”—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 5509) donating section 16, town- 
= 7 north, of range 5 west, of Indian meridian, in Grant County, 
Okla., to school district No. 54, in said county, to aid in maintain- 
ing an academy or college—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 5510) for the relief of Foster 
W. Van Kirk—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 5511) for the relief of Thomas 
B. Briggs—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 5512) for the relief of 
Gilbert H. Ferris—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 5513) to amend the military 
record of Levi G. Fessenden—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5514) for the relief of James E. Ragland—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5515) for the relief of Isaac H. Lynn—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5516) to refer tothe Court of Claims the claim 
of Bernard Quinn forcompensation for the loss of dwelling houses, 
fencing, stable, and other property in Dalton, Ga., by order of 
General Sherman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5517) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Martin V. Gates—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5518) to correct the military record of Patrick 
McGeeney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5519) granting a pension to Theodore Still- 
well, late captain Company F, Second Battalion Kentucky In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5520) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Leande, J. Day—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5521) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of A. D, Patton—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R. 5522) for the relief of Frances C. 
Broggan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H.R.5523) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Clara L. Harriman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 5524) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to reimburse Otis Staples for money expended while 
employed in the service of the Government—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. LEWIS:. A bill (H.R.5525) removing the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Thomas J. Allen, of Clover- 
port, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R. 5526) granting 
a pension to Abby Wyman, widow of Capt. J. Henry Wyman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R. 5527) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Abel R. Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5528) for the relief of Francis Corberant—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5529) for the relief of Harvey Howard—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5530) to increase the 

nsion of Agnes B. Collins, widow of late Maj. Joseph B. Col- 

ins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ODELL: A bill (H. R. 5581) for the relief of David W. 
Robbins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr.. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 5532) to increase the pen- 
sion of Josephine Glover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. er 
nsion to Capt. Charles E. Pettis—to the the 


By "Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 5534) grantin 
msion to Daniel A. Stoke, late a private in Company D, 
Pundred and third Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Commi 


= ne bil 1H R. 5535 G 8 
50, a bill ( granti capes ust Spitzna- 
gel—to the Committee on Invalid 

By Mr. a 5 ee R. 5536) ait at 
desertion from the record Ickes, alias William H. Bur- 
ket—to the Committee on Military eens. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5537) gran 
ser—to the ttee on Invalid 


By Mr, WALKER of V : A bill (HR. 9998) removing 
charge of desertion from 


record of Jasper L. —to 
the Committee on Mili — 


tary Affairs. 
By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 5589) for the relief of John 
W. Arnold—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5540) for the relief of Richard Hawley & 
Sons—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: oe R. 5541) for the relief of the 
ee ee —to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (BH. R. 5542) granting a pension to 

Committee on Pensions. 


De Mr RIEMPATHION, A Ml R. 5543 
r 
dents Elizabeth Norton—to the Commi Colnani 0 a 
‘Also, a bill (H. R. 5544) cuamnandaenels a 
the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. GIBSON: bal GL 0545 for the relief of James A. 
Doughty—to the Committee on War 8. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following tions and papers 
eaehiban detain oat 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the Philadelphia Association of 
Union ex-Prisoners of War, in favor of House bill No. 806—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, ALDRICH: Resolution of the Illinois ter of Ameri- 
can ‘institute of Architects ae bill No. 
1470—to the Committee on Public tinge and Grounds. 

omen BELL of Colorado: Resolution of Council No. 40, Amer- 


ican Protective Association, of ed for the recognition 
of the Cubans as belligerents in their struggle for freedom—to the 
Committee on Fo 


Affaire. 

Also, resolution of Council No. 14, American Protective Asso- 
ciation, of Pueblo, Colo., for the adoption of joint resolution (H. 
Res. mr ing an amendment to e Constitution of the United 
States—. e Committee on the Judiciary. 

ae by request), Ds petition of H. R. Loofboro and others, of Cal- 
han, Colo., against the Sunday-observance bill (H. R. 167)—to the 
Demanithes on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of A. W. Ward and others, in sup- 
port of joint resolution (H. Res. 11) to amend the Constitution of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of A. W. Ward and others, in support of the Stone 
bill restricting immigration—to the on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Mr, ae — Missouri: Petition of C. E. Leer and others, 
of Vernon County, . in reference to joint resolution (H. Res. 
11) tc amend the tiiution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. COBB of Alabama: Petitionof T. G. ter and 
ers, of Camp Hill, Ala., and vicinity, for the relief of the book 
agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: Memorial of the various transporta- 
tion companies and others connected with the river interest at 
Cincinnati, Vicksburg, Memphis, and New Orleans, in opposition 
to House bill No. 2698—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 


Commerce. 

Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Silent Army Deaf Soldiers, Sail- 
ors, and Marines, in favor of to increase pensions for 
deafness—to the Committee on id Pensions. 

Also tion of Philadelphia Association of Union ex-Prison- 
ers of War, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 306—to the 
Sena Pe Tie Bot Mo, 1, Dereon 

0, memorial o a) o. 

Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, indorsing House bill 
No. 306—to the Committee on In 


con See ae of = ——— of a , in favor of the 
Stone immi tion and 
Naturalization. 


nie a of tn O41 Palos acini ae ee 
in favor of payment of certain judgment of Court aims— 
$0 the Cemmatiiee on ‘Wer Oluian, 
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By Mr. DE ARMOND: Petition of James F. Gossett and other 
= of Cedar County, Mo., for the relief of D. W. Snider—to 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

TA Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: Two petitions of citizens 
of Richland County, 8. C., in behalf of placing the Winyah Bay 
bar improvement under the continuons-contract system—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, ions of the board of health of Charleston, S. C., 
ne re bill No. 4242, relative to eet 

the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

By Mr. FARIS: Petiti d papers to acco 

on an mpany House bill 
No. 2378, for the relief of Elizabeth A. Bamford—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, petition to accompany House bill No. 5320, for the relict 
of Edwards & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FLETCHER: Resolutions of a a mass ines of citizens 

Minn., in the interest of the suffering Armenians, 
ronauetaneth to iin House by Mayor Robert Pratt and Professor 
Northrup—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. FLYNN: Petition of settlers in Noble County, Okla., 
praying for the passage of the free-home bill—to the Committes 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FOOTE: Four petitionsof the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Unions of French Mountain, Warren County, N. Y., 
and Malone, Franklin County, N. Y., against the sale of beer and 
spirituous and liquors at Ellis Island, Bedloes Islan, 
and Fort Wadsworth, Staten Island, New York—to the Commit- 
tee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HANLY: Memorial of James H. Smart, president of 
Purdue University, Lafayette, Ind.,and others, concerning House 
bill No. 3618—to the Committee on’Naval Affairs. 

Also, evidence to eae House bill No. 5411, for the relief 
of Howell Ferguson—to th ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill No. 3683, for the relief 
of George W. McKinsey—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HART: Petitions of citizens of Hellerton, Pa., praying 
for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committes 
on imeiazetion and Naturalization. 

Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of But- 
ler, , Kittanning, Pa., and vicinity, favoring the passage of 
the Stone bill restricting immigration—to the Committee on Im- 

tion and Naturalization. 

ay Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of B. De Long and 6 othe tT 
residents of Buchanan County, Iowa, praying for the passage of 
tn bill ae ting a pension of not less than $8 a month to every 
served in the Army or Navy not less than ninety days 

cient the war of the rebellion and who were honorably dis- 
charged, and also a pension of not less than $12 a month to the 
widows of such soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Te amper 
ance Unions of Falconer, Chautauqua County; Little Genes 

Allegany County, and Cattaraugus, Cattaraugus County, N. Y.’ 
t the sale of beer and liquors at Bedloes Island and at I rt 
Wade worth, Staten Island, and Ellis Island, N. Y.—to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HOWE: Petition of the Woman’ 's Christian Temperance 
Union of Brooklyn, N. Y., ur, the passage of a bill forbidding 
the sale of beer - Ellis island, dloes Island, and Fort W ads- 
—_ on Staten Island—to the Committee on Alcoholic Li: yuor 


affi 

By Mr. HULICK: Petition of John T. Crawford, John Corzatt, 
and others, for a law to pay every soldier who served not less than 
ninety days a pension of fs per month, and $12 per menth to widows 
of such soldiers—to the Committtee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HYDE: Resolutions of the Washington Commandery, 
Military Order Loyal ion, Port Townsend, Wash., favoring the 
revival of the grade of ieutenant-General in the Army for Gen. 
Nelson A. Miles—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the city council of Hoquiam, Wash., favor’ ng g 
legislation providing for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal— 

the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

eo ition of M. R. way, of Vancouver, Wash., a sol- 
dier in Indian wars in Oregon, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the ae of ene of South Bend, 
Wash, ’ extending pathy to the Cu revolutionists—to the 
of | Committee on Selena thine. y, 

Also, ae of the citizens of Spokane, Wash., in mass 
meeting assembled, expressing ees for the Cuban’ belliger- 
ents—to the Committee on Foreign Aff 

Also, memorial from residents of dinees on Grays Harbor, asking 
for the improvement of the entrance—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 


Also, petition of Indian war veterans of the Pacific Northwest, 
for to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, petition of citizens of Vancouver, Wash., for a special 
msion for Frances C. Broggan—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensious. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Resolutions passed by the people of the city 
of Minneapolis, Minn., against the merciless cruelties of the Turk- 
ish Government in the wholesale slaughter of Armenians—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of J. C. Hamiltonand 23 others, of the 
Territory of Oklahoma, asking for the passage of the free-home 
bill—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: Petitions of members of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Brewsters, N. Y., against the 
sale of beer at Bedloes Island, and at Fort Wadsworth, Staten 
Island; also, against the sale of beer and all fermented and spirit- 
uous liquors at Ellis Island, N. Y.—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LOUD: Resolutions of the San Francisco Chamber of 
Commerce, urging the passage of the Nicaragua Canal bill—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLURE: Petition of Dr. B. F. Coen and 50 others, of 
Gnadenhutten, Ohio, favoring the passage of the Stone bill re- 
stricting immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of I. N. Montgomery, to accompany 
House bill No. 5488—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petitions of citizens of Omaha, Nebr., fa- 
voring the passage of House bill No. 58, regulating immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ODELL: Petition of David W. Robbins, of Company I, 
Fifteenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, for a special 
act of Congress amending his military record in the War Depart- 
ment, to accompany House bill entitled ‘‘A bill for the relief of 
David W. Robbins”—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Barryville, Chester, Stony Point, Long Eddy, Haverstraw, Mont- 

omery, and Sullivan County, N. Y., against the sale of beer at 
Bedloes Island, Fort Wadsworth, and Ellis Island, N. Y.—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of Joseph Sevenson and 22 others, 
citizens of Dell Rapids, 8. Dak., against Sunday-observance bill 
(H. R. 167)—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of the Ministerial Association of 
Dayton, Ohio, for the passage of the Phillips bill for the appoint- 
ment of a nonpartisan commission and the Erdman arbitration 
bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition signed by 42 citizens of Hooker, Butler County, 
Pa., favoring a bill to amend postal laws so as to allow a small 
salary to fourth-class postmasters—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. POOLE: Petitions of citizens of Marcellus, Syracuse, 
and Eaton, N. Y., in regard to the sale of beer at Ellis Island—to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Liverpool, N. Y., favoring service 

nsions for veterans of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. : 

By Mr. PUGH: Petition of the officers and members of G. W. 
Berry Post, No. 98, Grand Army of the Republic, of Kelat, Ky., 
favoring the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY: Two petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Lestershire and West End, N. Y., urging the 
passage of the Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of South Otselic, Chenango County, 
N, Y., against the Sunday-observance bill (H. R. 167)—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Apalalachin, Columbus, Deposit, Ithaca, Masonville, Oswego, 
Richland, and Stamford, N. Y., favoring a bill to prohibit the 
sale of beer at Bedloes Island, Fort Wadsworth, on Staten Island, 
and at Ellis Island—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of 
Pickering and other places in Chester County, Pa., praying for 
the passage of the Stone bill restricting immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of John B. Neal and 160 members of Col. David 
F. Houston Council, No. 739, Junior Order American Mechanics, 
Thurlow, Pa., praying for the passage of the Stone bill restrict- 

amet the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

Trance Union of Cedar Hill, N. Y., against the sale of beer at 

Island and at Fort Wadsworth, N. Y.—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. STRONG: Petition of E. O. Stickler and 37 other citi- 
zens of Logan County, Ohio, for the passage of the bill introduced 
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by Hon. WituiaAm A. STonkE to secure a better grade of immi- 
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TAYLER: Petition of H. B. Stradling and other resi- 
dents of Beloit, Ohio, praying for the passage of House joint reso- 
lution No. 11—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Resolutions adopted by Merchants and 
Manufacturers’ Club, of the city of Madison, Ind., in favor of an 
appropriation for the removal of a sand bar in the Ohio River 
near that city—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, paper in support of House bill No. 5462—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper in support of House bill No. 5463—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of House bill No. 5464—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in support of House bill No. 5465—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper in support of House bill No. 5466—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers in support of House bill No. 5467— 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Paper to accompany House bill No. 5487, 
relating to the practice of keeping animals and fowls near national 
cemeteries—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of J. L. Potter and other cit- 
izens of Lockport, Niagara County, N. Y., favoring the passage 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Ransomville, N. Y., in regard to the sale of beer at Bedloes Island, 
Fort Wadsworth, and Ellis Island—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Lewis G. Spohn, W. J. Clark, 
Ralph N. Warner, and other citizens of Lower Merion, Mont- 
gomery County, Pa., for the passage of the Stone bill respectin 
immigrant inspection—to the Committee on Immigration an 
Naturalization. 


to the Committee 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 5, 1896. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mruzurn, D. D. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. HOAR. In the statement in the Journal of the ruling of 
the Chair yesterday on the point of order that the proper notice 
had not been given of a proposed change of the rules, | observe that 
the Journal represents the Chair as stating that the Senate, ‘‘ by 
its deliberate action,” had waived the necessity of notice. Ido 
not conceive that the phrase ‘‘ by its deliberate action” is appro- 


| priate to an action of the Senate where no debate is possible. A 


motion to take up any subject is not debatable under the rules. 
I think the Chair did not use the phrase ‘‘ by its deliberate action” 
in his decision, but that it is an inadvertence of the clerks and 
had better be stricken out, and the statement made that the Chair 
ruled that the Senate by its action had waived the necessity of a 
notice, without using the phrase I have indicated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal will be corrected in the 
manner suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts, and as cor- 
rected it stands approved. 

KILLING OF ITALIAN LABORERS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message fromthe President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committeé on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress: 

In my last annual message allusion was made to the lawless killing of cer- 
tain Italian laborers in the State of Colorado, and it was added that “the 
dependent families of some of the unfortunate victims invite, by their de- 
plorable condition, gracious provision for their needs.” 

It now appears that, in addition to three of these laborers who were riot- 
ously killed, two others who escaped death by flight incurred pitiable 
bilities through exposure and privation. : 

Without discussing the question of the liability of the United States for 
these results, either by reason of treaty obligations or under the general 
rules of international law, I venture to urge upon the Congress the propriety 
of making from the public Treasury prompt and reasonable pecuniary pro- 
vision for those injured and for the families of those who were killed. 

To aid in the consideration of the subject, I append hereto a report of the 
Secretary of State, accompanied by certain correspondence which quite fully 
presents all the features of the several cases. 


ulsa- 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 3, 1896. 


COAST DEFENSE ESTIMATES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to @ 
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resolution of December 31, 1895, a statement as to the amount of 
money which can be advantageously used for the p of coast 
defense prior to July 1, 1897, and the amount which should be 
made available during the present fiscal year, also an estimate of 
what portion of the amount is required for sites for fortifications, 
etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Board of 
Trade of Washington, D. C., praying for the e of Senate 
bill No. 1247, providing for the establishment and maintenance of 
a free public library in the District of Columbia; which, with the 
eeeempenyng paper, was referred to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Union of 
the District of Columbia, praying for the enactment of legislation 
eg protection to American citizens in Turkey and extend- 

g sympathy to the suffering Armenians; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented memorials, in the form of telegrams, 
from sundry owners and agents of vessels of Cleveland, Ohio, re- 
monstrating against the construction of bridge piers in the Detroit 
River; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of the Sandusky County (Ohio) 
Association of Union ex-Prisoners of War, praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 306, granting pensions to soldiers and sail- 
ors confined in so-called Confederate prisons; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Clarksville, Ohio, praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Ishpeming, Mich., praying for the enact- 
ment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial, in the form of resolu- 
tions adopted by the Presbyterian Ministers’ Association of St. 
Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the outrages committed in 
Turkish Armenia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the affidavit of R. M. Box, of Boston, Mo., to 
accompany the bill (5S. 400) granting a pension to Johnson Hays; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present sundry memorials from different 

arts of the United States, remonstrating against the passage of 
nate bill 214, authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, 
from some suitable point between the north line of St. ClairCounty, 
Ill., and the southwest line of that county. The bill has already 
been passed by the Senate. I move that the memorials be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Manufacturers and 
Merchants’ Club of Madison, Ind., ooing, Shae an appropriation 
of $25,000 be made to thoroughly ‘odes the Ohio River at that 
point; which was referrea to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON pee & petition of the Federation of Labor 
of the District of Columbia, praying that an appropriation of 
$12,000 be made for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
school building for the Langdon school district in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. DANTEL ree the petition of Mrs. H. A. Wood, Het- 
tie Wilkerson, Mrs. W. H. Shepherd, and sundry other citizens 
of South Boston, Va., = ing for the enactment of legislation 
for the relief of the agents of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Ashland, Wis., Re ing for the passage of the so-called 
Stone immigration bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Mrs. Elizabeth D. Mar- 
thon, of Washington, D. C., widow of Lieut. Commander Joseph 
Marthon, United States Navy, praying that she be granted an 
increase of pension. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions to accompany the bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth D. Marthon, widow of Lieut. Com- 
mander Joseph Marthon, which will be introduced by me when 
that order is reached. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CLAIM OF CHEROKEE COMMISSION, 

Mr. TURPIE. I present a communication from Warren G. 
Sayre, of Wabash, Ind., transmitting a statement of facts relative 
to the claim of the Cherokee commission against the Government 
for unpaid services. I move that the communication and accom- 
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panying statement be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
The motion was agreed to. 


THE MONROE DOCTRINE, 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I introduce a paper which I suppose should 
be presented as a memorial. It is very brief. It was addressed to 
me, and is as follows: 

Whereas E. O. Wo.cort, the junior Senator of this State, has on the floor 
of the United States Senate stated that the ‘‘ Monroe doctrine” has been 
misapplied, and made statements un-American and in contratliction to the 
feelings of the people he should ene: 

Resolved, 'That the Denver Trades and Labor Assembly do repudiate his 
proclamation made in the Senate Chamber; and we declare our support to 

he President and Congress in their attitude apeinst the British Government 
and the Government's position applicable to the 
JOHN W. BRAMWOOD, President. 
HARVEY SCHARREL, Secretary. 

A similar ooey was sent to the Secretary of the Senate, and the 
Trades and Labor Assembly evidently desire that the paper shall 
receive some Official recognition. I have taken the liberty, there- 
fore, of presenting it as a memorial, and ask that it be placed on 
the files. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will lie on the table, 
the resolution having been reported. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1464) for the relief of the estate of Michael 
Knight, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 74) for the relief of William Wolfe, of Shelbina, Shelby 
County, Mo., reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 93) to permit Anna M. Colman, a widow, to 
prosecute a claim, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

r. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1085) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat 
Company, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 92) for the relief of Calvin Gunn, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1767) to provide for subports of entry and de- 
livery, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam directed by the Committee on Comimerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (8S. 479) to make Anclote, in the State 
of Florida, a subport of entry, to report it adversely, the matter 
being provided for in the bill which I have just reported favorably. 
I move that the bill adversely reported be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.1573) for the relief of Dr. S. A. Brown, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.690) for the relief of Fanny B. Randolph and 
Dora L. Stark, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 862) for the relief of the receivers of the Towboat Associa- 
tion of New Orleans, La., reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr.CLARK. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (5.331) providing that no person 
shall be eligible as assignee or receiver of a bankrupt corporation 
engaged in interstate commerce who shall have been a director, 
officer, or employee of such corporation at any time during the 
three years next preceding such bankruptcy, to submit an adverse 
report thereon. J should ask for the indefinite postponement of 
the bill except that the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] de- 
sires to have it placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to inquire of the Senator who 
reports the bill whether it was considered by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee? Imakethe inquiry for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
that committee has given careful attention to the questions in- 
volved, in the belief that there ought to be some legislation looking 
to restrictions of the courts of the United States in reference to 
the appointment of receivers of corporations. 

Mr. CLARK. I will say to the Senator from Illinois that the 
bill was considered by the subcommittee individually and as a 
subcommittee, and their report was made to the full committee, 
which authorized the adverse report. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask, ins of an indefinite postponement, 
that the bill be placed upon the Calendar, as I may desire to make 
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some remarks upon it at some time during the session. 
something ought to be done in the matter. 

Mr. CLARK. That course is satisfactory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BACON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 895) for the relief of Christopher Ellis, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1712) granting to the First Regiment North Carolina 
State Guard two condemned cannon, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4960) making appropriations for the 
diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1897, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S.1180) to pay the heirs of the late 
John Roach, deceased, $48,858.03 for labor and material furnished 
for the gunboat Dolphin, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2769) to authorize the leasing of lands 
for educational purposes in Arizona, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 67) for the relief of E. R. Shipley, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 66) for the relief of Moses Pendergrass, of Missouri, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


ELECTRIC WIRES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER. On the 12th day of December last I in- 
troduced resolutions relating to placing telegraph, telephone, and 
other wires in the District of Columbia under ground, and they 
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. I 
am directed by that committee to report a substitute resolution 
for those then offered, and as it is a simple resolution of inquiry 
I will ask that it may be immediately considered. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution reported as a substi- 
tate will be read. ; 

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, directed to report to the Senate whether, since the 15th day of 
September, 1888, any permits have been issued for the construction or erec- 
tion of additional overhead wires in the District of Columbia, and if so, to 
whom such permits were o- and under what authority of law the same 

urport to have been issued, together witha list of such permits, and whether 
Srecounder any additional overhead wires have been erected in said District, 
and if so, where and by whom the same have been erected. Also, whether 
under the said act of March 3, 1891, or under any other act, any permits have 
been issued by said Commissioners for placing underground, in any of the 
avenues, streets, alleys, sidewalks, footways, or other public ways in the Dis 
trict of Columbia, any conduits or subways for electric wires which were not 
an addition to or extension of a previously existing conduit or subway estab- 
lished under peevpous existing law, and if so, the names of the persons or 
corporations to whom-such permits have been issued, the avenues, streets, 
alleys, footwalks, or other passageways covered by such permits; also, what 
work, if any,has been done under such permits, and by whom, and under 
= authority of law said permits purport to have been issued and said work 
performed. 


SIOUX LANDS IN MINNESOTA, 


Mr. COCKRELL. ‘Iask that the Committee on Public Lands 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 417) 
to perfect the title of the United States to the tract of land lying 
on the west side of Lake Pepin and the Mississippi River, in the 
State of Minnesota, which belonged to the half-breeds or mixed 
bloods of the Dakota or Sioux Nation of Indians, and that it be 
indefinitely postponed. The whole question has been adjusted by 
the Interior rtment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the committee will be discharged and the bill indefi- 


nitely postponed. 
WAR IN CUBA, 


Mr. MORGAN. On the 29th day of January I had the honor 
to report certain concurrent resolutions from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations relating to Cuba. That committee now direct 
me to rt a resolution as a substitute for the previous report. 
I take the liberty of saying that I concur in the substitute of the 
committee, which I ask to have read. 

The concurrent resolution reported as a substitute was read, as 
follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That, in 
the opinion of Co: a condition of public war exists between the Govern- 
by fo of Spain and the government proc and for some time maintained 

force of arms by the people of Cuba; and that the United States of Amer- 
ica should main a strict neutrality between the contending powers, ac- 
Ferre cach all the rights of belligerents in the ports and te tory of the 
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Mr. MORGAN. The report heretofore made as a declaration 
of facts. of course, will remain as a part of this report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What disposition does the Senator 
from Alabama ask to have made of the resolution now reported? 
. Mr. MORGAN. I merely ask that it be placed on the Calen- 
dar. 

_ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to give notice that I shall ask the Senate 
to take up for consideration the report made by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations in regard to Cuba as soon as I can get the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the matter. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1942) to amend sections 718 
and 714 of the Revised Statutes, title Judiciary, chapter 12; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1943) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to regulate commerce”; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state in connection with this bill 
that I have just received the draft of it, and I shall not be pre- 
pared to say that I am in favor of it until I have had an oppor- 
tunity of examining the question. Imove that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1944) to provide for the further 
distribution of reports of the Supreme Court; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to have printed a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior relating to the subject of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. An order to print will be entered. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1945) granting a pension to 
Joseph Porter; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1946) granting a pension to Elijah 
N. Parkhurst; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1947) granting a pension to Sarah 
V. Lothrop; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1948) granting a pension to Col. 
James C. Robinson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1949) granting an additional pen- 
sion to Capt. Bradbury W. Hight; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1950) for therelief of Enoch Davis; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1951) for the relief of Robert McFar- 
land; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1952) granting a pension 
to Thomas L. Crowell; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1953) for the relief of the 
workmen employed in the construction of Poverty Island Light- 
House, Lake Michigan; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 1954) for the relief of George 
W. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1955) for the relief of: Jennie E. 
Jones; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1956) granting a pension to Jerome 
H. Loveland; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1957) granting a pension to Nancy 
J. Dunaway; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1958) for the relief of J. A. Mc- 
Creary, late of the United States Navy; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1959) to restore John F. Lewis to 
the United States Army, with the rank of captain of infantry, and 
place him upon the retired list; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S.1960) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lucy Ord Mason; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL (by request) introduced a bill (8.1961) to au- 
thorize the purchase of the property known as the Corcoran Art 
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Gallery, in the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice 
e 


by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (8. 1962) for the erection of 
a public building at the city of Jamestown, N. Y.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (8.1963) to provide an American reg- 
ister for the steam yacht Ellida; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (8. 1964) for the 
relief of James P. Chase; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a biil (8. 1965) to amend section 14 of 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to enable the people of Utah to form a 
constitution and State government and to be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States,” and to attach 
Utah to the ninth judicial circuit; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1966) for the relief of W. T. 
Fitzpatrick, of Bedford City, Va.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (S. ae for the relief of Juan S. 
Hart, administrator of Simeon Hart, ; which was read 
a twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
B the Committee on Claims. 
| Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (8. 1968) for the relief of the 
Mobile Marine Dock Company; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the ttee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 1969) for the relief of the creditors 

3 of the Deposit Savings Association, of Mobile, Ala.; which was 
a) read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
15 Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (8. 1970) granting an increase of 
bs — to Elizabeth D. Marthon, widow of Lieut. Commander 
a oseph Marthon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
‘3 to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (8. tt) ens a pension to 
©. L. Nixon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying ; baper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1972) to provide for the carrying out 
of the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of John Camp- 
bell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 
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AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
ee a the = (H. R. a defining eg also 
ing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, impor- 
tation, and exportation of * filled Sheees ”; which was referred to 
— a on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be 
printed. 


THE COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and is hereby, 
authorized to employ a stenograyher, and to uave printed the reports of suc 


heari as the committee may dete the expenses of the same to be 
paid om the contingent fund of the Senate. 


MRS. SARAH TAYLOR, 


Mr. ROACH submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay out of the engscpriation for miscellaneous items of the 
contingent fund of the Senate, to Mrs. Sarah Taylor, mother of James Taylor, 
deceased, late a Senate laborer, the sum being an amount equal to 
six months’ salary as laborer aforesaid, the said sum to include all funeral 
or other allowances. 


POST-OFFICE MAIL BAG REPAIR DIVISION. 


Mr. KYLE. In view of the discussion had previously in this 
Chamber regarding the mail bag repair division of the Post-Office 
Department and following the ion of the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], I offer a resolution and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resol That the Postmaster-General be directed to furnish the Senate 
the follo’ information relating to the mail bag repair department of the 
division of mail a pe ewe 

First. Thenum # of gaen and women eugbares in the repair of mail sacks 
ths of December, 1895, and uary, ra. with the 
all ot month, or, if employed on of work as- 

plo with the d the 
indicated. 
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The method by which discarded mail sacks are d sed of and 


Third. 
whether the of such sacks i 
Sryment oft sheeuperintanaen of he mg ue repair Siiin. 
by quuvaes aber. “rr - whuse end Gaul whet canbe nee eeetmred 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. [hope that the resolution will be passed. 
There can be no — objection to it. 

Mr. QUAY. t is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolution 
which has Sa been read, 

Mr. QU Y. Ihave no objection if it will provoke no debate, 
but I to reach the resolution offered by me yesterday, and if 
this resolution leads to debate I shall be compelled to object to it, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to have the resolution again 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the resolution, and was inter- 


ru by— 
tie WOLCOTT. That is sufficient. 
The ee was considered by unanimous consent, and 


INTRODUCTION OF REINDEER INTO ALASKA. 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resolved, That the Bouuster7 of the Interior be directed to transmit to the 
Senate the report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson upon “ The introduction of domoes- 
tic reindeer into the District of Alaska, for 1895.” 

Mr. TELLER submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurrin ). That 35,000 
extra of Senate Document No. 92, third session of Fifty-th rd Congress, 
relat: theintroduction of reindeer into Alaska, be printed, of which num 
ber 5,000 in paper covers shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 in paper 
covers for the use of the House of Representatives and 20,000 in cloth for the 
use of the Bureau of Education. 


THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 


Mr. ALLEN. I desire to state that on Friday of this week, 
after the conclusion of the morning business, I shall ask the indul- 
gence of the Senate to make a few remarks upon the resolution re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Relations declaratory of 
the scope and purposes of the Monroe doctrine. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. QUAY. If inorder I desire the Senate at the present timo 
to proceed to the consideration of the resolution offered by mo 
yesterday in relation to the financial bill. 

CE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 

Ivania that the resolution indicated will be laid before 
the Senate when that order is reached. Are there further resolu- 
tions, concurrent or other? 

Mr. VEST. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Did not the 
resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania go to the Calendar 
ree 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It did not. 

Mr. wine’ It went over under the rule one day. 

Mr. HALE. It comes up this morning in regular order. 

Ro VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution went over under ob- 
jection. 
Mr. VEST. I thought it went to the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It did not go to the Calendar, the 
Chair will state. If there are no further resolutions, concurrent 
or other, the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], coming over from a pre- 
vious via 

Mr. VEST. I forget the exact date, but I think upon Thursday 
last the resolution of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hans- 
BROUGH] was before the Senate, and the morning hour lacked ten 
minutes of expiration. I took the floor upon that resolution and 
asked unanimous consent that it should go over as unfinished 
business in the morning hour without losing its place, and that 
un ing was had. Without pretending to be an expert on 
parliamentary law, I do not understand how a resolution subse- 
quently offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania now takes pre- 
cedence in the morning hour. 

Mr. HILL. Isu t to the Senator from Missouri that that is 
the understanding of the matter, and I think if the Senator 
from North Dakota desires to call up the resolution he has a right 


to do so. Pee 2 beer socclaeen t has precedence. I have not 
understood the Senator from North ota has called it up. 
If he intends to do so, now is the time. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN 


7 zhe Chaiz with ciate, tm reply to the 


Senator from Missouri, that the resolution to which he vas 
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a joint resolution and was under discussion and the morning hour 
ired during the time—— 
i VEST. I beg pardon. The morning hour did not expire, 
for 1 looked at the clock and it lacked ten minutes of 2. I called 
the attention of the Senate to that fact, and I said then that I was 
prepared to go on with the few remarks | intended tomake, but that 
it would be unpleasant to be cut off by the expiration of the morn- 
ing hour. Therefore I asked by unanimous consent that it should 
go over without prejudice, not losing its place, to be taken up in 
the morning hourthe next da 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
from Missouri? 

Mr. VEST. That it be taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. QUAY. What is the request? 

Mr. VEST. Tocall up the joint resolution in charge of the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansBrouGgH] in regard to the 
distribution of seeds. 

Mr. QUAY. I willobjectif it is the understanding of the Chair 
that the resolution offered by me is in order. 

Mr. VEST. Then I move to proceed to the consideration of the 
joint resolution. : 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to make a statement, after 
which I am satisfied that the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
recognize the propriety of thesuggestion of the Senator from Mis- 
souri. That Senator was just about to open his remarks upon the 
joint resolution—— ‘ ; \ 

Mr. QUAY. I will say, if the Senator will permit an interrup- 
tion, that I could not hear what was said by the Senator from 
Missouri, and I do not understand exactly his request. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iwas just about to state what took place, for 
I was present when it occurred. The Senator from Missouri was 
about beginning his remarks on the joint resolution, when he 
looked at the clock and found it was within a few minutes of 2. 

_ He said he would not like to be cut off in five or ten minutes, and 
he asked unanimous consent, as I understood him at the time, that 
the joint resolution should be over and take its place the 
next legislative day in the morning hour, so that he could deliver 
his remarks. That was on Wednesday, and as I understood at 
that time his request was agreed to. The joint resolution was not 
called up on Thursday, Friday, or Saturday, because there was 
no morning hour on those days, the Senate having taken a recess 
from Wednesday evening until Thursday, and on from that time 
until Saturday, so that Tuesday was the next legislative day. 

Mr. QUAY. On that statement of the case I withdraw my ob- 
jection, with the understanding that my resolution shall come up 
when the Senator from Missouri concludes his remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
recognizes the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I do not want any misunderstanding about this 
matter. The Senator from Pennsylvania says he withdraws his 
objection with the understanding that his resolution shall come 
up when I conclude my remarks. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Missouri can not control that 


matter. 
Mr. VEST. Of course not; I would not undertake to do it; but 


What is the request of the Senator 


I donot want any misapprehension about it. I would not agree 
to that. 
Mr. MILLS. Letthe Senator from Pennsylvania make a motion 


to take it up if he wants to do so. 

Mr. VEST. He can move to take it up; but I will not agree 
that it shall come up as a matter of course. Iask that the joint 
resolution in charge of the Senator from North Dakota 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before this arrangement is concluded we had 
better understand definitely what the agreement is. 

Mr. VEST. There is no agreement about it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator from Pennsylvania 
to withdraw his objection with the understanding that his resolu- 
tion should come up after the Senator from Missouri concludes 
his remarks. 

Mr. VEST. There was no such understanding. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I will modify my suggestion to this extent: 
I will withdraw the objection with the understanding that my 
resolution suffers no prejudice by the withdrawal. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am quite sure that the consideration 
of the joint resolution can be concluded within a of 
an hour, if there is no objection to going on with it. If the Sen- 
ator from Missouri is itted to proceed we shall get it out of 
the way and the enclor from Pennsylvania will have the right 
of way immediately thereafter. 

Mr. GRAY. I merely wish to say that the joint resolution 
moved to be taken up by the Senator from Misso 





uri is one that is 

t+ and excites some interest, and I would not want to be 

concluded from saying something in regard to it if I feel that it 

is to do so, and get the floor upon the conclusion of the re- 
of the Senator Missouri. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. It is important to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania and this side of the Senate that we shall understand exactly 
what this arrangement is to be. : 

Mr. VEST. There is no arrangement about it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Missouri now goes on, 
does the resolution offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania yes- 
terday retain its place in the morning hour, and is it to be laid be- 
fore the Senate to-morrow morning or whenever this order of busi- 
ness is again reached? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The rules of the Senate govern this matter 
without any trouble, If the consideration of the joint resolution 
is concluded 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was addressing my remarks to the Chair, 
and I should like to have him answer the question if he will. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That may be true, but I want to give my 
view of the matter. I say if the joint resolution upon which the 
Senator from Missouri will speak is concluded before the morning 
hour expires, then the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
will be laid before the Senate. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. Bnut suppose it is not concluded? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair can answer the inquiry of 
the Senator from Rhode Island. The resolution of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania comes over from a previous day, and it is enti- 
tled to be laid before the Senate as a part of the morning business. 
At the conclusion of the joint resolution called up by the Senator 
from Missouri, unless the morning hour has expired, the resolu- 
tion will be laid before the Senate, and if not, it will be laid before 
the Senate on the next legislative day. 

Mr. QUAY. That is satisfactory. 


COLVILLE INDIAN 





RESERVATION, 


Mr. WILSON. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to mea 
moment to ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the present 
consideration of Senate bill 1591, which is a bill of local character 
to my State, and it is of very great importance that it should pass 
Congress at an early day? It has the favorable recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Sihusien. the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, and the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and will 
cause no debate, I apprehend. 

Mr. VEST. I yield for that purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Washington? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1591) to extend the 
mineral-land laws of the United States to lands embraced in the 
north half of the Colville Indian Reservation. 

Mr. WILSON. The bill was reported by me yesterday from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment reported by the com- 
mittee will be stated. 

The Secretary read the amendment reported by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, which was to add the following at the end of 
the bill: 

Provided, That the land used_and occupied for school purposes at what is 
known as Tonasket school, on Bonapart Creek, and the site of the sawmill 
grist mill, and other mill property on said reservation, is hereby reserved 
from the operation of this act, unless other lands are selected in lieu thereof 
as provided in section 6 of the act which became a law, without the approval 
of the President, Juiy 1, 1892, entitled “‘An act to provide for the opening of a 
part of the Colville Reservation in the State of Washington, and for other 
purposes." 

Mr. PALMER. I wish to ask the Senator from Washington in 
what manner the rights of the Indians are preserved in this bill? 
I understand that it is to extend the mining laws over an Indian 
reservation, or a part of it. I want to know, if I can, how it 
affects the rights of the Indians in that reservation. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, some four years ago Congress 
passed a bill opening the north half of the Colville Indian Reser- 
vation, and providing for a survey and allotment. The Indians 
are all located upon the south half of the reservation, having now 
about a million and a half acres. Anappropriation was made for 
a survey, but owing to the vast amount of work before the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office he never has been able to 
examine and approve the surveys which have been made. 

Upon the discovery of valuable mineral lands in what is known 
as British Columbia, it was supposed that the mineral zone ex- 
tended across into this reservation. No Indian can take up and 
develop mineral land unless he is a citizen of the United States. 

The proposition now is, and it has been favorably reported by 
the Secretary of the Interior, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office, to allow the 
prospectors to go in there and locate those lands; and unless they 
are permitted to do so at an early day, it will take the Army of 
the United States to keep them out, and ultimately result in no 
g. The e of this bill is desired by all the people in the 

It does the Indian no harm. I should be as quick as any 
Senator to — every right the Indian has, and in trying to 
get him to upon agricultural land; but this land is abso- 
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lutely valueless, except for mineral purposes. It never can be sur- 
veyed, being a mountainous country. There is no objection to 
the passage of the bill on the part of any of the Departments who 
have fully examined the matter. 

Mr. PALMER. Have the Indians been consulted about this, 
and are their rights in any manner secured? Do they receive any 
compensation whatever for the privileges proposed to be granted 
to miners by this bill? 

Mr, WILSON. The Indians have no right whatever to this 
land. This is an executive order reservation. Before the bill 

Congress there was struck from it that portion recognizing 
the rights of the Indians upon the Colville Reservation and of any 
ownership in this land. Congress then established by law that 
the Indians had no title to the land in question, 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to ask the Senator another ques- 
tion. If that is so, why is this legislation needed? This is an In- 
dian reservation, and if the Indians have no rights there, what is 
the necessity for the extension of the mining laws over this par- 
ticular territory? I am always suspicious of all legislation which 
affects the rights of Indians. I can understand how these lands 
may be exceedingly valuable to others, and of no value to the In- 
dians; I can understand how it is that the Indians may or may not 
have rights to the lands noe to be subjected to the operation 
of the mining laws; but still there is something suspicious about 
this whole matter of aan lands in which the Indians 
may have an interest, without any provision whatever being made 
for the protection of their rights, or without any compensation for 
any loss they may sustain. . 

know the Indians have been driven from the valuable lands of 
the West to the mountains, and sometimes I know that they have 
been driven from the mountains, and then it has been claimed that 
the mountain lands were of no valuetothem. One pretextis that 
the valley lands are too good for them, and then that the moun- 
tain lands are not suited to their condition. It seems to me it is 
like saying a have no rights. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois is mis- 
taken. The Indians who are on that portion of the reservation, 
numbering about 2,000, have a million and a half acres of land left. 
There are no Indians upon the portion of the reservation which we 
are seeking to have opened. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And they have no claim there? 

Mr. WILSON. No, they have no claim there, and could not 
take up any mineral lands unless they declared their intention to 
become citizens of the United States. The land is only valuable 
for mineral purposes. No Indians are there, and our citizens are 
not seeking to take advan of any Indian. In every case the 
Indian is to be protected in all his rights. 

The bill is of great importance to the white seogle of my section 
of the country and it will be ultimately impossible to keep them 
out of there, for as soon as the weather grows warmer they are 
going in. I have endeavored to hasten the passage of the bill 


‘ — the floor of the Senate, and I hope there will be no objection 


it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

he amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to ask the Senator from Washington 
a —_—. Is it the whole of the reservation which is proposed 
to be opened, or only a part of it? 
Mr. WILSON, It is only the half which, by the Senator’s as- 
sistance, we opened four years ago. 

Mr. CALL. The north or south half? 

Mr. WILSON. The north half. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PURCHASE AND DISTRIBUTION OF VALUABLE SEEDS, ETC. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (S. R. 43) directing the Secretary of 
Agriculture to carry into effect the provisions of the act making 
appropriations for the purchase and distribution of valuable seeds 
an for the printing and distribution of farmers’ bulletins. 

Mr. VEST. I that the joint resolution, with the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, be 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read the joint resolution, as pro to be 
amended, as follows: 


Resol etc., That the Secretary of Agriculture and he is hereby, 
auth and directed to purchase and distribute a seeds for the 


year 1 years, and as the public cy re- 
vires that the valuable ; vies, cut’ 


bulbs, ‘trees, and 
be purchased eater ee of the act ard by said 


RED SRictary of Rerioitars fs hareby directed to pracare thom by open 
culture ure 
the places andl in the manner tn whieh euch ortisies 


urchase tract at 
Soe usually bought and sold: Provided, That the said Secretary shall not, in 


said purchase, pay more than a reasonable and fair price for such commod- 
ities or for any of them: And provided further, That be shall not be required 
to expend all the appropriation available for said purchase, but only so much 
thereof as, considering the time when distribution can be made, may profit- 
ably be expended to promote the objects of this joint resolution. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I assume that the amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry has practi- 
cally eliminated the very learned argument of the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE] in regard to the Senate constituting 
itself a court and issuing a mandamus upon the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture, and also in regard to the other point, that the Senate in 
passing the original resolution would infringe upon the functions 
of the Chief Executive, whose duty it is to see that the laws are 
faithfully enforced. As amended, the joint resolution simply di- 
rects, as we unquestionably have the right to do, the Secretary of 
Agriculture to purchase and distribute gratuitously seeds, as had 
been done in preceding years. 

I am not prepared to 7 that with what I believe to be the 
opinions and purposes of the Secretary of Agriculture, he will 
not undertake to nullify even this joint resolution. I am satis- 
fied that his intention, if he can possibly avoid it, is not to dis- 
tribute these seeds at all. I shall undertake to prove, from his 
own declaration, his statement that he has not the right by law, 
and is not empowered to distribute seeds, as has been done for so 
many years, is a mere peasants pee iene to conceal his settled 
animosity to the distribution of at all, and his intention to 
accentuate before the public what has been stated by the news- 
papers, that this is a reckless expenditure of money by Congress- 
men in order to popularize themselves with their constituents. 

All this talk about the Secretary of Agriculture having discoy- 
ered that he did not have the power to distribute these seeds is 
simply a sham to cover up his settled determination and purpose 
not to distribute them at all, and to bring all of us into disrepute 
who dare to advocate this gratuitous distribution as it has been 
carried on for so many years. I assume, then, that under this 
amended joint resolution all the technical arguments and learn- 
ing of the Senator from Mississippi go for nothing, and that we 
have the right to direct this executive officer—not to request, but 
to direct him—to distribute seeds as has been done heretofore. No 
executive officer of this Government has the right to set up his 
will and his opinion — that of the legislative department in 
regard to a question of this kind; and whatever may be his con- 
duct hereafter, if this resolution as amended is passed, it brings 
him face to face with the legislative will. He can violate it if he 
chooses, but this resolution will fix his responsibility as the head 
of a De ent under the law and Constitution. 

Mr. ident, it is a serious statement for me to make that I 
believe the Secretary of Agriculture has determined not to make 
a gratuitous distribution of seeds. I have not made that state- 
ment recklessly nor carelessly. I have made it because [ think I 
have the oo ; because I unquestionably so believe. It is a most 
remarkable fact that the Secretary of Agriculture boasts in his 
statement made before the joint Committees of Agriculture of the 
two Houses of Congress, which I have before me, that during the 
three years of his inistration of the Department of Agriculture 
he distributed 8,631,000 more pockases of seeds than did his Repub- 
lican predecessor during the last three years of Harrison’s Admin- 
istration. Mr. Morton boasts that he exceeded his predecessor in 
this ‘‘ unlawful distribution” by 8,631,000 packages of seeds. Does 
any Senator believe that he discovered legitimately all at once that 
this power did not exist? 

He says he has exhausted all ‘‘the rare and uncommon seeds,” 
in the language of the law originally providing for this distri- 
bution. Grant that he did, and that his argument is good that 
there are no seeds now that can be discovered on the face of the 
earth which are rare and uncommon as to this country, does he 
expect us to believe that under the latter clause of the original 
provision that he should send valuable seed which can be made 
more profitable by being carried from one latitude or State to 
another, that he could not have enforced that provision of the law? 
What er man believes that, with the changing climatic 
conditions of this country and with the improvements in agri- 
culture and the for increasing the productiveness of 
soil, it is no longer possible to transport seeds from one State to 
another and make them more profitable? : 

The Senator from Mississippi aggressively asked us to give a 
single instance where seeds had been carried from one State to 
another and made more profitable. The Senator from Llinois 
answered that question. lanswer it again. Within my personal 
knowledge the ers of the State of Missouri are under eternal 
obligations to the Agricultural Department, or rather to the pro- 
visions of the law made by Congress requiring the Commissioner 
then, the Secretary of Agriculture now, to c seeds from one 
State to another, because the farmers of Missouri under that pro- 
vision obtained corn, which to-day is unrivaled upon the face of 
the a ae State of Illinois. The corn was brought to the 
State of from what is called Egypt, in southern Illinois, 


1896. 








the culture of which revolutionized the corn culture in my State. 
But for this provision of law that could never have occurred. 

Who does not know that in almost every neighborhood of the 

West to-day there are seeds and bulbs of incredible value to the 

ple in those vicinities which came from the Department of 
Agriculture, not sent always in the most intelligent manner—I 
mean to say the officers did not know what would be the result 
when they caused this transportation from one vicinity to an- 
other—but the result has been to give to the people vegetable food 
of almost incredible value. 

That the Secretary of Agriculture did not really base his objec- 
tion upon the terms of the law is evident from a statement which 
he made before the joint Committees on Agriculture. In that 
statement he said: 

Of the few reports received during the years 1893, 1894, 1895, and 1896 all 
were so vague and indefinite, in a word,so manifestly perfunctory as to give 
no valuable experimental results or information whatever. It may be safely 
asserted, from all the evidence available in the Department, that for the 
$1,100,000 and over expended for seed distribution by the Department in the 

t ten years no visible practical benefit to general agriculture or horti- 
culture has resulted. 

And he goes on to say that even agricultural societies and the 
agricultural papers have condemned the practice and that no 
returns have been received, as had been requested when the seeds 
were sent to the parties who received them. 

Mr. President, it is possible, it is probable, that the farmers 
who receive these seeds have not made reports as requested, be- 
cause they are not in all cases literary in their tastes or aren 
but the fact exists, and is known to every one of us who repre- 
sents a Western State, that the most valuable results have come 
from this distribution. 

The Secretary of Agriculture shows in his statement that his 
objection to the distribution is not based upon the terms of the 
law. He makes a general argument against the whole thing, and 
says the distribution has resulted in no good, and undertakes to 
prove from agricultural papers and resolutions from agricultural 
societies, which he does not give, to show that itisa useless expend- 
iture of the public money. 

Mr. President, the Democratic party has been most unfortunate, 
not only in the dissensions which exist in its own ranks, but in the 
fact that the devil, to use a Western phrase, has owed the party a 

udge, and has paid usina Secretary of Agriculture. [Laughter. } 
ft that officer had taken a contract to make the party to which he 
ostensibly belongs odious with the farmers of the United States, 
he could not have carried it out more successfully. This attack 
upon agriculture commenced in 1884, when the President of the 
United States, in a formal annual message to Congress, said that 
the mails were loaded down with seeds for gratuitous distribution, 
used by Senators and Members of the House of Representatives to 

pularize themselvesathome. This was the first blast upon the 
toate. and the Secretary of Agriculture immediately took up the 
refrain, and has adhered to it ever since. 

We are told the Secretary of Agriculture is entirely honest. 
His honesty is notin issue. It is a question of administration; it 
isa question of policy. Sir, almost every crime committed in 
history has been done by honest men. , There never was yet a 
fanatic who howled in ecstasy around his victim burning at the 
stake who was not honest. have no doubt the Turks who are 
now butchering the Christians in Armenia and flourishing their 
scimiters, dripping with Christian gore, and shouting ‘“ Allah 
Acbar! There is one God, and Mohammed is his prophet,” are 
ede ie honest and think they will reap their reward in the Mo- 

medan paradise with black-eyed houris around them. 

I believe the Secretary of Agriculture is honest enough. I do 
not attack his honesty; I attack his administration and his policy. 
He has committed what a great Frenchman said in regard toa 
| official is not a crime, but, what is far worse, a blunder. 

e has put the party to which he belongs in antagonism to the 
go agricultural interest of the country, which has heretofore 

m peculiarly close to the Democratic organization. 

The founder of the Democratic party was the best friend the 
agricultural interest ever had upon this continent. It is a singu- 
lar fact that Mr. Jefferson, when minister to France, and watch- 
ing the great drama of the French Revolution, as he looked upon 
the French court at Versailles feasting and dancing, as some peo- 
e are doing now, while the mob surged and roared like a wild 

ast in the streets of Paris, and while corresponding with the 
savants of Europe, sent home seeds and plants of all kinds in 
order to improve the agriculture of this country. 

It is a singular fact that he traveled incognito over all the 
southern parts of France and across the Alps into Italy in order 
to find out why the planters of South Carolina did not have seed 
rice equal to that which was produced in Europe. In Italy he 
found the rice superior to any that had ever been known on this 
continent. He discovered that by Italian laws it could not be 
exported, and Iam not ashamed to say that in the interests of 
agriculture the founder of our party turned smuggler and filled 
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his pockets inside and out with the rice which he brought to 
Paris and shipped to Charleston, 8S. C.,in small packages. It was 
carefully distributed and attended, and gave us the South Carolina 
rice which to-day is the finest in the world. 

When William C. Rives was minister to France, in 1853, he 
states that in the rooms of the Royal Agricultural Society of the 
Seine, he saw the prize plow of Thomas Jefferson, which had 
received a medal from that society while he was minister to 
France. The Democratic party has always been peculiarly de- 
voted to the farming interests of this country, and has derived its 
largest support from that source. It has never been the party of 
the capitalist and the rich man, but has always depended upon the 
people, on whom at last the prosperity of the country must rest. 

Now comes an Administration which I assisted in putting into 
power and deliberately attacks that interest. The first thing that 
the Secretary of Agriculture did was to involve himself in a most 
unfortunate controversy with the agricultural associations of the 
United States, when he talked about the walking delegates and 
had in the newspapers a controversy with some of the leading 
farmers of the country. 

After the President had denounced Congress as demagogues who 
were using the tax money of the people to popularize themselves 
at home, the Secretary of Agriculture felt himself authcrized and 
called upon to continue the assault until it has culminated now in 
the striking down, against the intention of Congress and outside 
of the law, in my judgment, the objects which we had in view 
when we appropriated $130,000 for the purchase and distribution 
of seeds, ut the Secretary of Agriculture shields himself behind 
the plea of economy. He claims that he has saved $1,350,000 to 
the people of this country in his administration, of which the 
$130,000 for seed turned back into the Treasury constitutes a part. 

Mr. President, I am not here to assail economy in public affairs, 
but I must express my regret that the economy of the Secretary 
commenced against farmers when there were such flagrant abuses 
in the way of extravagance all around him and before him which 
would have commanded, or should have commanded, the attention 
of even an unobserving man. It is most remarkable that the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture has not one word of criticism for an expendi- 
ture of nearly $11,000,000 to a foreign syndicate to sustain the 
single-gold standard in this country. It is most astonishing that 
he has never been able to see the enormous expenditure, the prof- 
ligate expenditure, in the way of public printing, 

The basement of the Capitol and the upper rooms of the Cap- 
itol and all the spare rooms in the vicinity have been taken up by 
storing worthless volumes printed from year to year, for which 
there can be no possible use to any human being. To-day we 
have almost had a pestilence from the rotting paper in this Capitol, 
the old bureau reports, and worthless statistics. Yet the gigantic 
intellect of the Secretary of Agriculture has never been turned 
tothis. He would not shield himself, nor could he shield himself, 
by pretending that it did not come within his immediate jurisdic- 
tion, because from day to day, and almost from hour to hour, he 
has gone outside the duties of his Department in order to perform 
gratuitously the functions which are placed upon other Cabinet 
officers. 

He has been Secretary of the Treasury practically, and has 
flooded this country with pamphlets and interviews and speeches 
denouncing the silver lunatics and declaring that the single gold 
standard is absolutely necessary to the prosperity of the country. 

But let us look further at the question of economy. He over- 
looked other appropriations mele for his own Department, but 
struck out the$130,000 appropriation for the farmers. I find, from 
the report of the Secretary of expenditures made in the Agricul- 
tural Department for the year 1895, that $23,567.90 was expended 
upon the conservatories and grounds of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment. For 1897 we find for the Botanical Garden $23,893.75; for 
the propagating garden for 1897, $9,000; for the gardens and 
grounds of the Agricultural Department in 1897, improving the 
lawns, and for trees, water cans, tubs, composts, labor, etc., 
$25,000, making an aggregate of $57,893.75. For the fiscal year 
1897, we find for public grounds and parks in the city of Wash- 
ington alone an estimate of $81,000 and an actual appropriation 
of $49,500, making altogether. for these ornamental and luxurious 
appanages of the Government, an appropriation for that year of 
$105,393.75. 

Will some Senator tell me what human being is fed by this 
expenditure? Will some Senator point out to me what table of 
any poor man has been made more comfortable by reason of this 
expenditure of $105,000? Where does this tax money of the peo- 

le go under the immediate eye of the Secretary of Agriculture? 
t = to the purchase of orchids, lilies of the valley, giant palms, 
and exotics that grace the banquets and receptions of the Presi- 
dent and Cabinet officers in this city. 


But if we undertake to 


give a few papers of seeds to some poor farmer who has dragged 
winter and is barely able to furnish the necessa- 
family depending upon him, liberty lies bleeding 


through a lon 
ries of life to 
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in the streets, and the Secretary of harieniiare ealls, ‘‘To arms! 
To arms! ar is throwing away the people’s money and ruin- 
the country.” 
“— I know that anyone who dares to make a criticism like this 
eupgente mynd Coste graceful assaults of the uate. 
itan press, and I s ere Seana andering to the 
ymakers of the West. I have been ed a silver lunatic, an 
enemy of the public, a legislative communist, and I do not think 
T shall be wee sleep because I am called a seed demagogu 
wo 


e. 

r vote twice the amount of this ee to 

ov something to a poor man in a distant county e West, who 

fighting the hard battle of life unaided by Government, that 

make his cheerless home comfortable and bring light to 

his fireside; I would rather put one flower in the sick room of 

ed girl or matron, than to have it said that I had voted 
thousand dollars 





an overwor 


a hundred for and exotics for the rece 

tions and uets of the officials of this Government, where the 

chandelier flashes its light across the red wine and the air is fra- 
nt with like ‘‘the spicy breeze of Araby, the blessed.” 


ust such things as this action of the Secretary have caused the 
people of this country to doubt whether this is a Government of 
the a and for the people; whether the poor have any rights 

except to pay taxes to support the Government of aon. 
No wonder that we hear such threats as this coming from Wall 
thespirit that is psa (gp ion ae aon og cmt 
country, not am ‘ 

the brokers and 


bat speculators and capitalists. 
The PR ING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco inthechair). Ifthere 
be no objection, the Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
SAFEGUARD FOR THE TREASURY GOLD. 

said last y scarcely cuts any figure in the ti 
oN he only ature of the current of the N: a 
islature is that the Ww is the obstacle to cu and other 
reforms, is sin lower and publicestimation. Eve it does 
is calculated to it more into public contempt and to produce 
that ex on for which the of op qeeatey ave apes but 
surely ves ready. e feel that before session e the 
force of public opinion will make itself felt so strongly that 


THE SENATE WILL BE FORCED TO DO ITS DUTY. 
will suffer the most humil- 
Td net 


Mr. VEST. That comes from one of the first banking and 
houses in the city of New York, and it is but a sample 
ublished from like sources. What do they 
“explosion? The Senator from South Caro- 

denounced as a communist because 
pient revolution in this country unless there 
tive redress. Here is a statement from New 
unless the Senate 


United States adopts their opinions and policies,a revolution is 
coming, a convulsion is coming, in the near future. 
Mr. President, I must express = regret that if we are to have 
oe * should commence a class the most defenseless 
tically of any in the United States. Scattered over a vast ex- 
nt of territory with a continent for their scene of operations, 
farmers are unable to organize and themselves as are 
other interests. are of all the classes in this country within 
more affected by the existing depression 


of the Secretary of Agriculture him- 
self, which I have before me, and of the Statistician of the Agri- 
ent, there was a fall in the of farm animals 
between 1894 and 1895 of $351,370,448. With wheat not paying 
the cost of production, with corn selling all over the West at 
124 to 15 cents a bushel, with beef under the control of the Chi- 
cago syndicate who fix the at their own will, now we must 
economize by taking awa: the farmers of this country the 
only thing they receive ean this great Government, the only 
thing that reminds them that the Government knows there is an 
— class, which su almost the entire burden of the 
vernment. But I quote her authority than the Secretary 


<a I ask the Secretary to read from the m of 
Ce Senees of e  e eee e ve 
marked. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Our farmers, long suffering and t, in the race of life with 
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Mr. VEST. In view of the statistics of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, and the official declarations of the President, I wish to 
call the attention of the Senate to the most remarkable public 
document that I have seen in nearly twenty eumee service in this 
Chamber. If this does not make good what I have said in regard 
to the purpose of the Secretary of Agriculture and the real animus 
of his attack upon the appropriation of $130,000 for seeds, I am 
mistaken in regard to logical effect. 

The Secretary of Agricuiture, in bis annual report, submitted 
at the beginning of the present session, undertakes to prove that 
the farmers are the most wealthy and prosperous class in the 
United States and that the bankers and capitalists are the most 
unfortunate. I have spoken of the extraordinary change that 
came over the Secretary of Agriculture after three years’ distribu- 
tion of seeds, when he discovered all at once that the law did not 
authorize him to continue the seed distribution. 

About that time the silver agitation actively commenced in 
this country, and the icultural districts very emphatically 
declared in favor of the free coinage of silver. The Secretary of 
Agriculture, instead of devoting himself to the legitimate func- 
tions of his t, has been raiding every portion of the 
country upon finaAcial question. He ought to be Secretary 
of War and Secretary of the Treasury. The idea of his limiting 
his colossal capacity and analytical inquiries to cabbages, pota- 
toes, beets, and pumpkins! When hesees a silver man he charges, 
he rushes from his office, reminding us of what Cicero says of 
Catiline’s flight from the Senate, “‘ abiit, efugit, evasit, erupit.” 

pone) When the Sec: of Agriculture hears of a silver 
c like the war horse in Job, his neck is clothed with thun- 
ou might go further and say: 


“He saith among the trumpets, ha; and he smelileth the battle af L 
etenie dt tame nee — 


Now, will theSecretary read thisextraordinary argument, show- 
ing that the farmers, instead of being unfortunate and their voca- 
tion are really the wealthy — of this country; that 
all their complaints are unfounded; that they have noright to say 
that farming is unprofitable in the United States; and b 
takes So is the most —_— ne vocation? 

The ING OFFICER. It will be read as requested, in 
the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In the presence of these facts, in the front of these figures demonstrati 

in this Republic has during the year fed itself, sup ed at 
= oo rae and then ship abroad 


. a +4 can = a dare 
y unremunerative and unsatisfactory t 

those who y feller it E ; 
per cent of the lation of the United States, which feeds 
e a ae and a ‘urnishes more on r cent < ae She 
whole making less profi r vocation than 

those whom feed olen ae latter supply less than 31 per cent of the 


e under- 


e of the country? 
‘or the of iustrative com transfer the $4,000 agriculturally 
invested in each farm of 137 acres to the choicest Wall street investment. 


Risk that money in railroad Sepanetenne in bank stocks, or any 
other allegedly safe security which may be found a favorite among shylocks, 


brokers, plu monopolists, money- er manipulators, and multi- 
millionaires, and if it returns 6 per cent tt i a vemarkavty rofitable invest- 
ment in the of italists. Therefore $240 is the ann come. 
Follow the of the farm —— that of the farm family to 
urban Now, with the same labor in the city or village can they 
attain by hard work every day in the year, adding wages to the $240 
income, as much of ind ving, and real comfort as the 
same amount of money in the and the same heads and hands working 
on, 8 soil grmceney, and ee peeves Sacm them, a i= sweet 
quiet of a amid flowers, trees, fruits, and abundance, on ‘arm? 
But the Petes of calamity Geclaro that the farms of the United States 
are sadly burdened The census of 1890, however, develops 
the fact that on the entire valua: returned for farms there is only a mort- 
gage of 16 per cent. It will be borne in mind, too, that many thousands of 
acres of mortgaged lands of great value which are returned as farms wer 
such only before they were m They were purchased to plat as addi- 
tions to cities like yn, City, and Omaha, and ceased to 
be farm lands as soon as en “eee part of the iarerepane price 
were recorded. Such landsare, ‘ore, wron, 'y included and returned 
asfarms. They show an te of many millions of liabilities. 


On each 1000 of wapel pent estate there is, then, an average incumbrance 
when the fact is recalled to mind that a i part of all farm 
is for deferred payments on the land itself, or for improvements 
thereon, what other real or personal property in the United States can show 
liabilities, fewer liens in proportion to its real cash-producing value? 
Certainly the manufacturing plants of this country, neither smelting works, 
mills, iron and steel furnaces and foundries, nor any other line of industry can 
show less incumbrance on the capital invested. 
* 


* * * * * 


During the year 1894. to the five reports made that year to 
Comptroller of the Currency, the indebtedness to their deposi- 
of national banks was $1,685,7! 45. Besides the above, Stato 
loan and trust com es, and Hire banks owed their 
period an average of $2,973,414,101, making a total of 


same 
in this year, 189, by the responses of national banks to the four calls 
z r of the Currency, aggregate 
be $1,719,597,911.33; ‘State and peivate 
show an 


vings banks debt- 
a a a isa ats Bi. making a total ne EE sot eas, z 


721.33. 
constant indebtedness of the banks 


gC A A To 





1896. 
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and the debts 


bank alongside of which the money in farm mo 
and panMarmers are relatively insignificant, The debts of railroads, bank- 
ers, manufacturers, and merchants entitle them, and not the farmers, to be 
called the “debtor class’ in America. 
+ - © * * * 


It will be observed that between 1880 and 1890 the proportion of the people 
engaged in agriculture declined 2 per cent, and that to-day there are only 42 
in rural uits to 58 in mercantile, manufacturing, and other call- 

fogs common to the great populational and industrial centers. Fifty-eight 
per cent of the people can n always be satisfactorily maintained upon the 
profits of exchanges among themselves in the villages and cities. Food for 
all must come from the earth—from tilled fields. The population of the 
United States in 1915—a one of a century after the censusof 1890—admit- 
ting that the increase will diminish very materially as compared with that 


each preceding quarter of a century since the Government was estab- 
fahed, will, no doubt, number at least 120,000,000. 


Mr. VEST. I take it that the farmers of the United States will 
be profoundly astonished to find that they are the most prosper- 
ous Class of our people, and that the capitalists and manufacturers 
are the r unfortunate bankrupts. A public officer, himself 
coming from the West, who would dare to make the statement 
deliberately put before the American vom in that paper, pos- 
sesses courage and hardihood to which I do not aspire. e man 
who will say to the farmers of the United States that they are the 
recipients of the proceeds of the $504,000,000 of exports of agricul- 
tural products must calculate upon acredulity in the agricultural 
districts that is not comprehensible to those who have rural con- 
stituents. 

Does not the Secretary of Agriculture know that the farmers 
do not receive this money, that it goes to the middlemen and to 
the exporters, and that, unfortunately, as the autonomy of our 
Government exists, the Federal Government is unable to destroy 
the combinations in the great grain markets of the United States 
which make the farmer the victim and put the proceeds of his 
toil in the hands of those who ‘‘ toil not, neither do they spin?” 

But there is another statement made in that paper even more 
astounding. It is the most remarkable I have ever known to 
come from a Department of this Government. The Secretary 
of Agriculture says that the banks and savings institutions are 
in debt over $4,000,000,000. In debt to whom? To their de- 
positors. In other words, they have the money of the people, 
which they receive without paying interest and which the banks 
are loaning out at from 6 to 10 per cent and even more, and the 
Secretary of Agriculture says that this is an indebtedness which 
shows their most unfortunate financial condition. I have been 
under the impression that the bank which had the largest deposits 
was the most fortunate, and although in their bookkeeping the 
deposits are charged up as an indebtedness of the bank, we know 
that it constitutes the great desideratum with bankers and gives 
them their largest profit. 

Is it ible the Secretary of Agriculture thinks that the people 
of the United States are such idiots and dolts as not to under- 
stand this? Does he expect us to believe that the manufacturers of 
the East and the operatives of New England, with their millions 
and even billions of dollars in the savings banks, are not really the 
fortunate class in this country but the unfortunate class, and that 
the farmers, as Mr. Morton says in that report, are deriving larger 
profits upon their capital than any other portion of the community? 

Mr. President, the trouble with the Secretary of Agriculture is 
that he is a monomaniac on the subject of the gold standard. He 
sees nothing but gold, red gold, and he believes that every man 
who can not understand the question as he does is a lunatic and 

ht to be ded as a public enemy. Isaw itin a newspaper, 
and I heard it from one of the employees in the Department besides, 
and I take it there will be no contradiction of the fact, that the 
Secretary of Agriculture absolutely paid off his employes, men 
and women, who are supposed to be favorable to the free coinage 
of silver, with silver dollars, in order, as he said, to give them an 
object lesson as to the use of silver. 

I was abroad at the time, but I saw the publication. It was 
ee ge in a British newspaper, and I understand it was pub- 

ished all over the United States. I was told by one of the 
employees that he had received $150, I think it was, in silver dol- 
lars, and as he was a little lame and rather decrepit he was afraid 
he would be compelled to hire a cab in order to get to his board- 
house. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] asks me 
why the Secretary did not give him silver certificates. Because 
he wanted to give him an object lesson, cynically showing what 
could come if the silver do was coined again in the United 


Tn that day of gloom and disaster, when the Democratic party 
Was overwhelming a at the last election, and true Demo- 
crats everywhere through this country were mourning over the 
result, I saw a carefully interview with the Secretary of 

ture in which he gloated over it. Io triamphe! he said. 
Kentucky, and Ohio have gone for the a 
and the Judases have been struck down who in the Senate 


eee 
. President, I thank God the time has never come, and it 





never will come, when I will gloat over seeing the Democratic 
flag in the dust, no matter by whom that banner may have been 
borne. No true Democrat will ever do that. But the Secretary 
of Agriculture could see nothing except that men who differed 
from him have been struck down in public life, and he, a member 
of the Democratic Administration, came out publicly and gloated 
over it, and shouted with ghoulish glee over the defeat of mem- 
bers of his own party. 

The Secretary of Agriculture delivered a speech in New York on 
the 19th of January, which was published in the New York Her- 
ald, and which any Senator can obtain from the Library, in which 
he asks, ‘‘ What do these politicians at Washington know about 
finance? Why do not you capitalists and bankers and business 
men demand a monetary commission to regulate the finance of 
the country, and force Congress to accept its decision? Go to 
Washington and make them take it. What do these politicians 
know about finances and gold and silver? What do they know 
about exchanges, except the exchange of one set of official appli- 
cants for another?” And his speech was receivec with tumultuous 
applause by the audience before whom it was delivered. 

fr. HANSBROUGH. The Board of Trade. 

Mr. VEST. TheSecretary of Agriculture is now devoting him- 
self to sending over this country stereotyped questions to silver 
men. I have a letter here from the agent of the American Press 
Association in New York stating that he has received from the 
Secretary of Agriculture an autograph letter containing the fol- 
lowing questions to the silver men of the country which have been 
submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury and pronounced by him 
to be irrefutable. The agent of the press association asked me, as 
I am considered quite a silver man, to answer the questions. 

_ The Secretary of Agriculture can not contain himself within the 
limited functions of his vegetable kingdom. [Laughter.] He has 
now resumed his old profession of editor, and is filling the country 
with attacks upon those of us who happen to be unable to see this 
money question in the same light with himself. Having men- 
tioned these questions, without injecting a silver debate, I will 
ask the Secretary, in justice to the Secretary of Agriculture and 
myself, to read my reply. 

tr. GEORGE. The questions should also be read. 

Mr. VEST. The questions are included in the paper. Let the 
Secretary read the questions and then read my answers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questions and replies will be 
read in the absence of objection. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The first question is as follows: 

“If by international agreement the price of silver can be fixed and made 
permanent, in gold, why can not the prices of all other commodities be made 
permanent and unfiuctuating by the same process?” 

Commodities such as corn, wheat, iron, lead, etc., can be produced in 
unlimited quantities beyond the capacity or requirements of consumption, 
while silver never has been so produced. 

This question assumes that silver is always a commodity like corn, wheat, 
or cotton, and ignores the fact that when made money by law, national or 
international, it becomes, within the jurisdiction so enacting, not a commodity, 
but the representative of all values. 

To ask why international agreement can not fix the price of commodities is 
foreign to the issue. 

When stamped as money and made full legal tender, silver is not a commod- 
ity in the narrow and restricted meaning of that term, but represents the 
value of all commodities. It may be used for mechanicaland manufacturing 
purposes, but its money function comes from law, and is overwhelming in 
importance. 

Secretary Morton persistently adheres to the fallacy that the commercial 
value of silver, as caused by closing the mints against its coinage, will not be 
affected by restoring the metal to its position prior to 1873. The opening of 
the mints of the world, or even of the United States, to free coinage would 
give silver equal purchasing and debt-paying power with gold. 

What owner of silver bullion, outside of a lunatic asylum, would sell it at 


the present market price if the mints were open tocoinage? The intrinsic 
vaiue of silver, as of gold, comes almost entirely from their adaptability to 
the purposes of being used as money, and this use can only be established by 
law. Toattempt an analogy between silver and commodities is illogical and 


utterly deceptive. 

The seconc question is as follows: 

“When the advocate of free and unlimited coinage declares for 16 to 1, 
does he not give away bis case and assert himself for a gold standard as ‘ the 
one’ by which to measure silver and everything else?” 

I must confess my inability to appreciate this question. 

Does Secretary Morton mean that no ratio of coinage can be fixed by law 


between gold and silver, as has been done since civilized governments were 
established ? 

If his question means anything, itis that no ratio can be established be- 
tween gold and silver which recognizes the difference in quantity, texture, and 
value of the metals and does not preserve exact equality in coinage, without 


inconsistency in the lawmakers. 

If the Secretary is right, the world has been blundering on the subject of 
coined money through all the ages; and the framers of our Constitution, Ham- 
ilton, Jay,and Madison, with all the financiers who succeeded them, have been 
gabbling like idiots when they discussed the proper ratio between the pre- 
cious metals. 

Secretary Morton is certainly mistaken when he says that Secretary Car- 
lisle declared these questions irrefutable. 

No one, who remembers Mr. Carlisle’s burning denunciation of monomet- 
allism when a member of the House can believe that he now indorses the 
ae proposition that no ratio of coinage can be established between gold 
and silver. 

The third question is as follows: 

“Customs dues are based upon the value of imports computed in Amer- 
ican or United Statescurrency. The law compels the Secretary of the Treas 
ury at the beginning of each quarter to proclaim value of foreign coins in 
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United States money. 
Importing £100 worth of merchandise from Bnaion’ 

duty on } valuation. But going to a silver basis the Eng 
be th United States cornea $9.72—doubled. Therefore, the 
same goods would be doubled, would they not?’ 





Now, the English pound is $4.866 on a gold basis. 


you would 
nA und won 
uties on the 


Imports are paid forin the money of the country where purchased, and the 
value of such imports is estima in our units of valu ollars and cents— 
and not in the commercial or market value of the metal constituting such 
coined dollars. This has been done ever since 1878. 

In this question Secretary Morton ogein ignores the effect of free coinage 
upon silver, and falsely assumes that this country would at once go to asilver 
basis. He adheres to the fallacy that free coi would add nothing to the 
commercial value of silver, in face of the fact that when the act of 1873 

metized silver its commercial value fell and when the Bland-Allison Act 
provided in 1878 for limited coinage the commercial value increased. 

No intelligent man can be induced to believe that the silver dollar, which is 
a full legal tender, and with which all the products of this great country 


can be purch , will be worth only 50 cents anywhere. 
If the foreigner can buy our exports for silver dollars, or can invest these 
ers, why should he value them at one-half 


dollars in promeeey within our bo 
their pure ng power? 

The legal-tender money of every country is worth everywhere what the 
procugte of that country are worth after goorsting ft its own people. 

he silver dollar of Mexico is worth only 62 cents outside of that conntry, 
because Mexico exports some silver, a little coffee, and a few hides, but the 
silver dollar and silver certificate of the United States are exchangeable for 
gold = over Europe, because we are the largest exporting people in the 
world. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have had read this correspondence, 
giving the questions of the Secretary of iculture and the 
answers which I had attempted to make, as being just to him and 
myself. I can supplement the last statement in regard to silver 
certificates and silver dollars of the United States by a personal 
experience. I happened to be abroad last summer and found that 
I had some silver certificates, and I presented them toa banker in 
Austria to whom I carried my letter of credit. I said, ‘‘ lassume, 
as these are silver certificates, there is some discount upon them.” 
**Not at all, sir,” he said, “you can have gold for them as you 
could have it for the pounds sterling.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri will sus- 
pend. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before 
the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senate will indulge me just a moment I will 
conclude. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent that the Sena- 
tor from Missouri mer Browns to the conclusion of his remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the Senator from Missouri proceed, 

Mr. VEST. I was proceeding to state that this banker gave me 
gold for the silver certificates. I said to him, ‘‘ Have you noticed 
that these are simply certificates entitling the holder to receive 
silver dollars?” ‘‘ Why, of course,” he said; ‘‘ thisis my business, 
and I understand exactly what I am doing. My dear sir, that 
silver certificate will — anything that is produced by the 
a of the United States. Itis as good to meas gold. I can 

uy Se corn, your wheat, your beef, your oil. Why should it 
not as good, coming from a great country like yours, that is 
tenho Tc y that I peak within personal knowledge wh 
nerefore, I say that Is n ow. when 
I declare that the silver of the United States is good over the 
whole world. It is as good as gold so long as we continue to feed 
our own people and export the enormous amount of five hundred 
and odd million dollars worth of oe which is referred to by 
the Secretary of Agriculture in his report. But I do not purpose 
to discuss now the silver question. 

Mr. President, the Secretary of Agriculture attacks the distri- 
bution of seed, but there is one seed which he is now propagating 
and distributing most industriously through this country. The 
Senator from ees [Mr. GEORGE] was grimly facetious over 
the name of some of the botanical ucts which were offered for 
sale to the Department. I take the liberty of saying that this 
seed being now distributed is known by botanists as the snag tos 
Seniculum canis Mortoni; in other words, Morton’s golden dog 
fennel. [Laughter.] Under the shadow of this noxious plant he 
reposes by day and almost dreams by night, occasionally seeking 
recreation by swinging his golden censer filled with incense, at 
the Executive Mansion, and shouting: ‘ Holy, holy, art thou, oh 
Grover, king of kings and lord of lords.” [Laughter.] 


PORTRAIT OF THE LATE JUSTICE CLIFFORD, 


Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to submit a report from the Judiciary 
Committee. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 103) to authorize 
the Attorney-General to transfer to William Henry Clifford a por- 
trait of the late Mr. Justice Clifford, now in the Centstment of 
Justice, to report it without amendment. I ask leave to put the 
joint resolution upon its passage now. Let it be read for infor- 
mation, If it takes more than thirty seconds I will withdraw it. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and, there being no ob- 

ection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
ts consideration. 

Mr, HOAR. I should like to have a letter of the Attorney- 
General printed in the Recorp. It is not necessary to have it 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, It will be so ordered, 
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The letter is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 5, 1898. 

Sir: In reply to your note of the 3d instant in relation to the resolution, 
H. Res, 108, the Attorney-General directs me to say that the late Mr. Justice 
Clifford during his lifetime had a portrait of himself painted—which is now 
in the collection of portraits belonging to the Department of Justice—to take 
the place of an indifferent one theretofore furnished the Department and 
still remaining here. ere is no reason wey the resolution should not pass; 
on the contrary, it is eminently proper that it should. 


Very res fully, 
. — . CECIL CLAY, Chief Clerk, 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
United States Senate. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 67) authorizing the St. Louis, Oklahoma and 
Southern Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, and for 
other purposes; 

A bi . R. 573) for the relief of Frances R. Jack, Elizabeth J, 
Jack, and Matilda W. Jack; 


A bill (H. R. 1816) for the relief of Michael Ryan; and 
A bill (H. R. 4444) ie for commissioners to negotiate 
with certain Indians for the surrender or modification of any 
rights claimed by them to hunt on the unoccupied public domain 
of the United States. 
PROPOSED DISTRIBUTION OF APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. DuBois, proposing an 
amendment to paragragh 1 of Rule XVI of the standing rules of 
the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Idaho in charge of the un- 
finished business consent that it be informally laid aside that the 
Senate may take up, and I hope finish this afternoon, the urgent 
— aE bill? 

Mr. DUBOIS. No, Mr. President; yesterday I yielded to the 
Senator from Maine as soon as the resolution was up that he might 
call up the deficiency appropriation bill. Now I think that we 
can finish the resolution to-day, and under the circumstances I do 
not think it would be fair to the friends of this measure to yield 
at this time. 

Mr. HALE. Of course I understand that the matter entirely 
rests with the Senator from Idaho. He did yesterday make that 
proposition. At the time I did not know that any debate would 
ensue. I have learned since that there will be more or less ex- 
tended debate, and I felt the necessity of passing the urgent defi- 
ciency ares bill as soon as possible. But if the Senator 
objects, of course there is nothing more that can be done. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is upon the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL]. 

Mr. HALE. What is that amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. SEWELL. I shall fore ressing the amendment at the 
pene time. It may require the joint action of both Houses, and 

shall oar bring in a joint resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. SEWELL. The amendment is to take the Soldiers’ Homes 
appropriations out of the sundry civil appropriation bill and put 
them into the Army appropriation bill in case the latter bill is to 


be referred to the Committee on ae Affairs. 
Mr. HILL. Is the amendment withdrawn, do we understand 
the Senator from New Jersey? 


Mr. SEWELL. I do not intend to press the amendment at the 
present time. While I am on my feet I desire to say a few words. 

Mr. HALE. I have con ested that the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. In line 17, after the words ‘‘ Military Acad- 
emy,” insert ‘“‘and the National and State Homes for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers and Sailors.” ; 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, I do not intend to take the time 
of the Senate. I believe the vote yesterday demonstrated that 
time taken up in speeches on this question is practically 
wasted; therefore I confine the few remarks that I shall 
make to the a riateness of the Committee on Military Affairs 
having charge of the appropriation bill for the Army. That com- 
mittee is constituted more nearly to cover technically the duties 
that it could go in that respect than any other committee of 
this body. It is com of gentlemen who attained high rank 
on both sides in the late war, who are perfectly conversant with 
everything that is likely to come up in the Army appropriation 
bill and could give much time to its consideration, whereas 











the present rule that appropriation bill comes over from the other 
House with twelve or fourteen others late in the session and is 
referred to a subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations. 

I may here say that the work of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was my admiration in my former term of service, and it 


has notchanged,I presume. 1 have never seen such superhuman 
labor performed as those gentlemen have accomplished intelli- 

mtly, justly, and properly. There is no reason that I could offer 
| oe taking away appropriation bills from them except the fitness 
of the other committees named to take them into consideration. 
They are fully as competent as the Committee on Appropriations; 
they are more so technically, referring to the Military Committee. 
1 was surprised to hear the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] say 
that the military appropriation bill is a matter of form and detail, 


of pay, etc. 
Mr. HALE. Is the Senator from New Jersey aware that the 
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matter of delay which has invoked the superhuman efforts of the | 


Appropriations Committee in the closing days of a session is 
almost. entirely the result of the late day at which the separate 
committees of the House of Representatives get their bills through 
and send them here? The experience of the Senate has been, since 
the change was made in the other House, that the bills which are 
delayed and come laggardly here are not the bills from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, although six bills are left to that com- 
mittee in the House, but the bills from the single committees that 
dally eae the session, the committees having only one appro- 
priation bill to deal with; and they are sent here so late that they 
crowd the Appropriations Committee. It is fair that the Senator 
should, if he does not know that 

Mr. SEWELL. Oh, I am perfectly conversant with it. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator knows that. Iam very glad that he 





alizes it. 

Mr.SEWELL. ButIam also conversant with the general idea 
that while the bills come in that way they can be taken up and 
dealt with by five or six committees better than by one. 

Mr. HALE. The House experience does not show that. If we 
are found confronted with long continued delay by the special 
committees relating to the particular Department in the House, I 
can not see why the same thing is not likely to occur in the Senate. 
The committees of the Senate, whichever they may be, will not 
get the appropriation bills from the several committees of the 
other House until the last days of the session, and we shall be in 
a worse condition to deal with the whole subject of appropriations 
than would be the case when they are dealt with by one com- 
mittee. 

Mr.SEWELL. We havea difference of opinion on that point. 
The Military Committee would be taking care of the military 
appropriation bill, and the Naval Committee of the naval appro- 
priation bill, while the Committee on ee would have 
the sundry civil appropriation bill and the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from New Jersey 
if he expects the members of all these committees named to leave 
the Senate as the members of the Committee on Appropriations 
do during the last weeks of a session, and that the committees will 
sit during the hours when the Senate is in session so as to deal 
with these respective subjects? 

Mr. SEWELL. I do not see why they should not do so just as 
much as the Appropriations Committee. 


Mr. HOAR. Then does the Senator expect any sessions of the | 


Senate, a quorum of the Senate? 

Mr. SEWELL. Oh, yes; there will be no trouble about that. 
But I wish to address my remarks more particularly to the fitness 
of the Military Committee to have charge of the Army appropria- 
tion bill. The members of that committee know more of the de- 
tails than the Appropriations Committee possibly can know. It is 
in the line of their thoughts and their learning in the service; 
they take pride in it. A man who served during the war, all the 
war, on either side, never forgets his military education. 

Mr. HALE. Granting all that to be trueabout the meritorious 
services of men in the war, does the Senator think that a com- 
mittee of warriors is really more competent to decide how much 
money shall be appropriated for military purposes in view of all 
= appropriations ‘ole made than a committee composed of men 
0 oe 

r. SEWELL. Oh, well, the gentlemen composing that com- 
mittee are now men of peace, and they have been for thirty years. 
They have not forgotten their education in the war, but they are 
men who have demonstrated their fitness to livein peace and earn 


a living. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly, but does the Senator think that that 
committee, composed, as it is, of able men, patriotic men, com- 
petent men, is better able to consider the question of how much 
et ns into view the whole condition of the Government, 
shall be apportioned to the War Department, than a general com- 
mittee which has no —— for or against any Department? 
Mr: SEWELL. They are better competent to take up-subjects 
such as they deal with every day and such as the Committee on 
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Appropriations never consider—new inventions, etc. The Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs have more knowledge of such subjects 
and of the technical matters regarding the military establishment 
than the Senator’s committee can ever get hold of. 

Mr. HALE. The Committee on Appropriations never allows 
itself to deal with a question of new inventions any more than it 
would with a question of the future salvation of man. It sends 
every new invention pertaining to the Army to the Military Com- 
mittee. It never pretends to consider such questions, though the 
committee is constantly beset with inventions from the Navy De- 
partmentas well as the War Department. Whenever such things 
come to the Appropriations Committee, we send the naval inven- 
tions to the Naval Committee and the military inventions to the 
Military Committee. We never pretend to deal with them, and 
do not. 

Mr. SEWELL. I refer to appropriations for new items, like 
guns, ammunition, etc., and new inventions. Such provisions 


| get into the Army appropriation bill, and the Committee on Ap- 


he ea do not take up those questions from the standpoint 
rom which I speak. The military bills contain a variety of tech- 
nical questions which can better be administered upon by the Mili- 
tary Committee than they can possibly be by the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

I do not wantin this argument to reflect at all upon the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, for, as I say, I have the highest regard 
for them and for their labors, but I do hope particularly that this 


| bill will go to the committee that ought, in my opinion, to have it. 


Mr. QUAY. 
Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is open to amendment. 


I believe the resolution is still open to amendment, 


| The Senator from New Jersey, the Chair understands, withdraws 


his amendment. 

Mr. SEWELL. I do not intend to press it at the present time. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the resolution it is proposed to 
add: 

All appropriations relating to the construction, purchase, or maintenance 
of public buildings and grounds shall be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

The Committee on Finance shall consist of 15 members. 


Mr. QUAY. The first amendment is in line with the general 
thought of the resolution of the Senator from Idaho { Mr. Dusotrs}, 
and | hope he will accept it. The proposition is that the Commit- 
| tee on Public Buildings and Grounds shall report a bill covering 
appropriations for public buildings and grounds. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Of course I will not accept the amendinent. As 
I understand it, it is not in line with my proposition. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no such appropriation bill. 

Mr. QUAY. Then, I do not understand the Senator's proposi- 
tion. supposed the underlying theory of the resolution to be 
| that the different appropriation bills were to be committed to those 
| committees that were naturally most conversant with the subjects 
| committed to them. That, it seems, is not the thought of the 
Senator from Idaho. 

As to the other amendment, I will say that in allotting places 
upon the committees to the different members of the Senate upon 
both sides of the Chamber, I think very different allotments would 
have been made had it been understood at the time that the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Idaho was to be pressed to a conclusion, 
and if it is passed the committees at the proper time should be re- 
cast. Iam amember of the Committee on Appropriations. It 
was not my special desire to go upon that committee, and I cer- 
| tainly would not have gone there had I known that this resolution 
was to have been passed. 

On the Committee on Finance there are thirteen members; it was 
increased either two or four at the beginning of the session; but 
the fact remains that, as at present constituted, when a great rev- 
enue bill is to be introduced and perfected in the interests particu- 
larly of agriculture and manufactures, in the next Congress the 

reat Middle States—New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and 

elaware—with all their tremendousagricultural, manufacturing, 
corporate, and financial interests will be without representation. 
I simply desire that the Committee on Finance shall be increased so 
that one of those States and the great interests involved shall have 
a representative on that committee when legislation is being pre- 
pared so vital to the welfare of all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as the Senator from Lonisi- 
ana [Mr. BLANCHARD] said yesterday, when I was a member of 
the other branch of Congress I voted to distribute the appropria- 
tion bills, so that I am not at all embarrassed in the position I hold 
in this body on that question. I believe it is in the line of better 
legislation, in the direction of expediting the business of Congress, 
and that there is no danger that the Senate will be any more 
extravagant under an arrange™uent of that kind than it bas been 
in the past. 
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I listened with great interest to the remarks of my distinguished 
colleague from Pennsylvania =. Quay], in which he suggested 
that he would not voluntarily have taken membership on the Com- 
mittee on Aan riations if he had known that this resolution was 
to be pressed, is resolution was on the Calendar of tine Senate 
at that time, and it was perfectly well understood, I think, that 
it was to be taken up for consideration; and I want to give notice 
now, Mr. President, that if any member of the Committee on 
Appropriations desires to retire, I will with great pleasure fill that 
vacancy if the Senate shall choose to elect me to it. So there will 
be no culty on that score. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. wer: Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. I will say if the amendment I offered increasing 
the number of the Committee on Finance does pass and I can be 
placed there, the Senator from New Hampshire can have the 
vacancy on the Committee on Spanacens. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. GALLINGER. We shall try to adjust that later on. 

I think there have been some misap some mis- 
statements, through inadvertence, d this debate. Even the 
distinguished Senator from Ohio yesterday—and I am under obli- 
— to the Senator from Vermont . Proctor] for some 

ts touching this matter—even, I say, the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio was in error in ing that the general appropria- 
tions for the Departments would be taken from the Committee on 
Appropriations under the resolution. The a for the 
State, Treasury, War, Navy, Interior, and Post-Office Depart- 
ments, and that for the Department of Justice, are on the legisla- 
tive bill and are not affected by the proposed change. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. aes What a4 Senator from Ohio — when I a 

oO departmen corrections was no appropria- 
st the clerical force the ts, but the general 
art nog semen for the work of the ents. I thought at 

time he used the word it might be considered as only referring 
to the minor appropriations for the payment of the clerical force, 
which, of course, are in the legislative appropriation bill; but the 
Senator from Ohio meant to refer to the whole general appropri- 
ations for the Deperements, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I propose to add to that 
statement the further fact that the Army bill and the Navy bill are 
not Department bills, but carry only the military and naval estab- 
lishments, pay of the officers and men, tion, purchase 
of supplies, material, etc. There is much in both of these bills, 
as the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] has just suggested 
that is technical in character, and it seems to me that they should 

o to the Military and Naval Committees. So far as the pay of 

Army and Navy is concerned, it seems of little consequence 

where it goes, as it is all fixed by law; to pass upon it is a mere 
perfunctory matter. 

This measure is a conservative one in the larger sense. No surer 
means can be taken to preserve the conservatism of this body 
than to make it in fact what it is in theory—a Senate of equals, 
and therefore the duties and responsibilities should be divided as 
equally as possible. ae tends so much to make men con- 
ssdouh io. qhece tupeensanpiillie tin iaghiothan teaadoer wee oe 
or just to place the responsi! or m in a few or 
to put all the wisdom and conservatism on a few committees. It 
is the truer principle to make all the committees conservative by 
giving them the duties and responsibilities that properly pertain 
to the subject-matter they have in ae: Not only the respon- 
sibility, but the equality of duties and ors tends also to con- 
servatism. No community or body of men can be less liable to 
radicalism and innovation than one of substantial equality. 
Where every man sees that he is as well situated as every other 
man there is the least ble temptation to seek for change. 

With the p istribution minor committees will become 
important and desirable. Some of the older Senators will stay on 
them, and there will be a greater sprinkling of new men on what 
are now leading committees, and in this way the new element, to 
which I belong, will be under proper influence and instruction. 
The present method is not a true principle, and that it has given 


so little trouble is due to the ility of the committee, but 
ae ao ieee peat — tom shoal ite 
more o cay i sys 

fit ordinary conditions. Theob; t 


features of the presen 
will become more and more apparent with the growth of 
e country and the necessary increase of ons. The 
work of that committee 
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alone carried 381 different and independent appropriations, none 
of them fixed by law and all requiring separate investigation. Tho 
items are distributed all over the country and are of infinite va- 
riety and character. The pension bill now upon the Calender, tho 
largest in dollars of all the appropriation bills, carries only eig) 
items, and the last Post-Office bill, the next largest in point of 
apseree, carried only forty-two items. 

have taken occasion to make an examination of the differe;,+ 
items in the various a 
as a contribution to 
follows: 


Agricultural a 
Army a) 


eae bills, which I desire to preset 
iscussion. The number of items is as 


Post-Office 2 
Sundry civil appropriation act.....................-. Sos Ee aE 3x1 
SD cnn coddancnpebesecceenensacaneesokensutecsas econ... 402 


So, Mr. President, if the resolution as et is adopted in it 
entirety and without amendment, there will still remain in tho 
hands of the Committee on a appropriation bills 
covering 1,142 separate items, and in all the bills that will be dis- 
tributed to the other committees of the Senate there will be only 
769 items. 

It seems to me, in view of this fact, Mr. President, that we are 
not dismantli he Committee on Appropriations, as the Senator 
from Maine . HALE] termed it yesterday. We are still leay- 
ing in their hands almost twice as much in the matter of appro- 

riations as we are distributing to all the other committees of tho 
Renate. 


Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has quite ingeniously arrayed tho 
number of items and clauses contained in the appropriation bills. 
Does he not know that in the general bills he proposes alone to 
leave to the Committee on Appropriations almost all these iteims 
are little items fixed A et Every item that carries a clerk’s 
salary of $1,200 or $1,500 a year is fixed by law, and nobody can 
change it. Their consideration requires no time, and those items 
go to make up the 1,142 items to which the Senator refers. 

I should like the Senator to tell the Senate, on this important 
question of the expenditure of the public money and the appro- 
priations, how the eggrogate of the three appropriation bills he 
pro) to leave to the Committee on Appropriations compares 
with the rest of the oe riation bills? he does not know. I 
can tell him that the € pro to leave to the Committee 
on Appropriations, made up of these little items, aggregate some- 
thing lon than $70,000,000, while the great balance of the appro- 
priations, running up to $300,000,000, are to be taken away from 
that committee and given to the several committees named. Tho 
itemized consideration the Senator is referring to does not in any 
Way measure the responsibility of the committee’s action. The 
Committee on Appropriations, aside from the sundry civil bill, 
can consider the legislative appropriation bill, and it is one of 
the shortest bills under consideration in the Senate, and little time 
is needed to be devoted to it. It is only a schedule of salaries. 
The deficiency items, four hundred and odd, are almost all of 
them made up of single estimates of small amounts made to the 
Committee on Appropriations by the Departments. I have had 
charge of deficiency bills with 500 items in them which did not 
carry in all over five or six million dollars, while a single bill, io 
be considered in all its importance in relation to other bills that 
are to be sent to these other committees, has on it forty or sixty 
or seventy or one hundred and forty million dollars. The Sena- 
tor ought not to stick in the bark in his reasoning, and to conclude, 
or to ask the Senate to conclude, that this matter is of importance 
according to the number of items. He might as well say that one 
work by one author is of more importance than that by another 
because it has more lines. - 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator can make his speech in his 
own time. 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to take up the Senator's time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is equally as ingenious as he 
| me credit for having been. I open this book of appropria- 

of the last and on a single I find one item of 
$900,000, another of ,009, another of $240,000, and another of 
000, wh come under 


the purview of the Committee on 

e tor does not do himself justice, so far as his ordinary 

practice is concerned, in not stating that one single bill, which 

only carries as enon, and that the pension appropria- 
w 


tion bill—to committee is welcome, so far as | am con- 
cerned, if they prefer to have charge of it—carries $140,000,000 
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ing which there can be no controversy, because it is esti- 
mated by the Commissioner of Pensions, and we have to appro- 
priate for it whether we will or not. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me asuggestion in that line? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Maine spoke of the fact that the 
several items might besimply for the salaries of clerks, the amount 
for which the committee would be obliged to insert in the bill be- 
cause the salary was fixed by law. I call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Maine to the fact that the committee can change the 


salaries in an meer bill. 

Mr. HALE. The committeecannot. The Senator is not famil- 
jar with the rules or he would not make that assertion. The com- 
mittee has noright to change salaries, and it is absolutely precluded 
from doing so by a rule of the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. The committee can change salaries. 

Mr. HALE. The committee can not. 

Mr. HILL. It has been done over and over again. 

Mr. HALE. It has been done, then, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HILL. That is the way most of the business of the Senate 
is done, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. I know many things have been done by unanimous 
consent. Senators have a wrong idea of the scope and purview of 
the Committeeon Appropriations. The committee can not change 
salaries. Sometimes it has been attempted, but the person whose 

ary was so reduced has recovered the difference afterwards. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Touching w the matter of salaries, it is 
a notorious fact that appropriation bills do change salaries. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They grant a thousand dollars a year more 
to one officer, perhaps, than is provided for by the statutes of the 
United States. They have reduced salaries all along the line to my 
personal knowledge, because I have been in contests in Congress 
with a view to increasing those salaries to the point provided by 
law, by solemn enactment of the Congress of the United States. 
There is no question but that salaries are frequently changed. 
Some are increased in value and others are reduced in value by the 

iation bills passed by 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator know of an instance of the Sen- 
ate Committee on Appropriations reducing salaries? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not say the Senate committee did it. 
I say committees of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. Weare dealing with the jurisdiction of the Senate 
committee now. 

Mr.GALLINGER. It would be competent to increase salaries 
where the House of Representatives had reduced them, or vice 


Mr. HALE. During my service as a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations I do not recollect a case where the committee 
reduced salaries. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The fact is notorious that it has been done 
upon appropriation bills that have become laws, and the cases are 
sO numerous as certainly not to have escaped the attention of 
Senators. 

Mr. HILL. I ask whether the salary of the minister to Mexico 
was not increased on an appropriation bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. And the Commissioner of Pensions, if I 
recollect correctly, receives a thousand dollars more per year than 
is provided by law. I have been always glad to vote for it, but it 
is not competent to question the fact that the salaries are changed, 
some increased and some reduced, in almost every appropriation 
bill that comes before Congress. 

I have but a single word more to say. I have no feeling about 
this matter. If this resolution goes through, the bill in the next 
ao providing for appropriations covering the estimates of 
the Pension Bureau will probably go to the committee of which I 
now chance to be chairman. I may not then be a member of that 
committee or of this body, so that I have no personal interest in 
the matter, and no desire to have this change made from any per- 
sonal considerations. But some matters have come to my atten- 
tion that have influenced me in taking the position I have, and I 
do it in entire good nature and with kindly feeling toward the 
Committee on Appropriations, every member of which, I trust, is 
my friend, the great ability of the membership of that committee 

Ce pe to no greater extent by any other member of this 
body than by myself. 

In the last Congress it became my duty to secure legislation 
overruling a matter that became a law of C on an appro- 
priation bill. A certain class of pensioners of the United States 
who chanced to be resident temporarily or otherwise in forei 
countries were denied their pensions, and it was done by the 
insertion of a clause on an appropriation bill. A poor old woman, 
whose husband had died in Andersonville, wrote me from Ireland, 

that she had been receiving $12 a month, and that her pen- 

sion was denied her by the Government of the United States. I 
it was an outrage, and I took steps te have the statute 
corrected, it was corrected, and those people are just as much 
eatitled to pensions as any others. 
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* Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
ion? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Was that provision put on at the instance of 
the Senate committee? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not know whether it was or not; but 
it was on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator ought to know before he 
charges it on the Committee on Appropriations. As I understand, 
it was put on in the other House. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam making no charge against any com- 
mittee or any member of a committee. The Senate Committee on 
Appropriations could have eliminated that from the appropriation 
bill. ere is no question about that. The Senator from Colo- 
rado will not put me im the position of unkindly or unjustly criti- 
cising the Committee on Appropriations on this subject. I pro- 
pose to do nothing of the kind. 

Mr. TELLER. Myrecollection of that provision is that it came 
from the House Committee on Pensions and was put on the pen- 
sion appropriation bill there. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The House Committee on Pensions has not 
charge of the ae appropriation bill. 

Mr. TELLER. But it was suggested by and came from the 
Pension Committee of the House, which was hostile, perhaps, to 
some extent. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. I suppose the Senator means the Invalid 
Pension Committee. In the House there are two Pension Com- 
mittees. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know what it iscalled there. The pro- 
vision did not come from the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam not charging that if came from the 
Senate. I simply say it was legislation on an appropriation bill, 
and it was an ow 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. I will yield toany Senator for 
~~. reasonable question. 

r. HALE. e question I want to ask is this: The Senator 
has just said }e was simply charging that legislation got on appro- 
priation bills coming from somewhere. I ask the Senator, then— 
and I know he will give me a candid answer—does he think if the 
pension appropriation bill should be committed to the Pension 
Committee that there would be less legislation upon it than there 
is now or more? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will be candid with the Senator in mak- 
ing my reply, and say that possibly there might be more, but it 
would be fair legislation. It would not be legislation robbing the 
widows of men who lost their lives in defense of their country of 
the paltry pensions they were receiving. The Pension Committee 
would see that no such legislation as that should become a law if 
they could prevent it, I cam assure the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HA Then the complaint that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations puts legislative items on the appropriation bills falls, 
and it is only said that other committees in putting on legislation 
might put onmore, but would put on what they thought was right. 
It is a fact that to the present pension appropriation bill there were 
three separate and distinctive changes of the law proposed by the 
Committee on Pensions. The Appropriations Committee consid- 
ered that those were matters that the Pension Committee should 
deal with; that, strictly speaking, it ought to report separate bills 
covering those items, and not load the appropriation bills with 
them. I have no doubt, if the pension appropriation bill goes to 
the Senator’s committee, that every item of pension legislation 
that is sought to be enacted will be put upon the pension appro- 
priation bill, upon the theory that an appropriation bill will go 
through and the legislation will remain on it, and that in that 
way new legislation will be railroaded through. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator does the Committee on Pen- 
sions gross injustice in making that statement. I take it that the 
Committee on Pensions is composed of equally as honorable and 
sensible men as any other committee of this body. 

Mr. HALE. It certainly is. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And the Senator misstates the fact when 
he says that the Committee on Pensions recommended three dis- 
tinct items of legislation on the pension appropriation bill. They 
did nothing of kind. The Committee on Pensions has taken 
no action on any item, so far as recommending that it should go 
on the ion appropriation bill. 

Mr. LE. If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to conclude this sentence. I will 
say tothe Senator from Maine that I was very courteously invited, 
in my individual capacity, to appear before the Committee on 
Appropriations by the distinguished chairman of that committee. 
I put before them three propositions, and submitted them to that 
committee, stating that if they saw their way clear to put them 
on the bill, I thought they would be in the interests of good legis- 
lation. The chairman of the committee I know will say, if he 
says anything, that I did not urge them upon that committee, and 
did not say that I thought the committee ought to put them on, 
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Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly I was mistaken in saying that they 
had the formal indorsement of the Pension Committee. On re- 
flection, aside from the testimony of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, I do not think —- had that formal indorsement, but they 


came to the committee through the channel of the Senate, and, it 

was understood, represented the views of the Senator from New 

Hampshire, who is the chairman and the organ of that committee, 

and they had the same force that they would have had if the com- 

mittee itself had reported them and sent them to theSenate. Ido 

ast — the record in any way shows that the committee itself 
that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a new proposition that the individual 
act of a Senator binds the committee of which he chances to be 
chairman. Those amendments did not even go through the regu- 
lar channel of the Senste. They were taken to the committee in 
myhand. They never were referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Senator any doubt that his committee is 
in favor of them? 

Mr. GALLINGER, Iam not sure whether it is or not. The 
amendments have never been submitted to the committee. 

Mr. HALE. They were considered by our committee as repre- 
— ‘through the chairman its expression, and we supposed 
that if they were not reported on the bill the Senator, as chair- 
man of the committee, would move them as amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It may be possible that I will do so. I 
shall exercise my rights under the rules of this body to do about 
that what I think is proper. If the amendments do not get the 
concurrence of a majority of this body, of course they will not go 
on the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say a word, if the Senator from 
New Hampshire will yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am pleased to yield to the Senator from 


Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. With respect to those amendments I will state 
that the attention of the Committee on Appropriations was called 
to them because they had been offered and considered in the other 
House. I called upon the chairman of the Committee on Pensions 
and asked him kindly to examine them and express his opinion to 
our committee respecting the utility or importance of inserting 
them in the bill. He subsequently stated to me that he had ex- 
amined them and that he would put the amendments in form, in 
order that we might have them in hand should we consider it wise 
to consider them afterwards. 

Having done that, I called the attention of the Committee on 
Appropriations to those amendments as respects their merits and 
re of yielding to the Committee on Pensions if they de- 
sired to offer them. I believe that some of those provisions are 
wise and ought to be —— in some bill at this session. 
So I acquit the Senator from New Hampshire of § special desire 
about the matter. I think I am as much involved in it as he is, 
and perhaps a little more, because I called his attention to it. 

I wish to say a few words more, if the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will yield for a moment further. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam glad to yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. The provision on the pension areas 
act of some years ago which excluded persons residing abroad 
from the benefit of the pensions allotted to them was inserted in 
the House of Representatives and was upon the bill when it ap- 
peared in the Senate. It was discussed in the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and there was a divided opinion there respecting it, 
a majority, I think, believing that the provision should stand as 
it appeared in the bill when it came from the House. I have not 
had time just now to examine into the question as to whether it 
was stricken out. I remember very well that it was debated in 
this body, and of course every Senator who was present when the 
bill was considered must have known of its provisions. 

Having been in force a year or two, this body, I believe, unani- 
mously voted to repeal it, perhaps on the motion of the Senator 
from New Hampshire. Of that Iam not sure, however. But it 
was found to work an injustice to worthy ple who resided 
abroad; and they not only have received ons for the current 
i but they have been paid the pensions of which they were 

eprived by that legislation. So Iam sure that that should not 
be an argument pro or con respecting any matter now under 
consideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have but an added word to contribute to 
this discussion, having said more than I intended to say when I 
rose, and that is to reply to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HaLr) that the Committee on Pensions, and we take 
this as an illustration, would load down the appropriation bill with 
new legislation. 

think I am not mistaken when I say that the Senator from 
Maine is always watchful of legislation in this body, and especially 
of ——. bills, and any new legislation that that committee 
might propose on the pension appropriation bill would be obnox- 
ious to a point of order, and the committee could not control the 
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matter in the least de So I think that suggestion falls of its 
own weight and ought not to influence any Senator either in his 
opinion on this question or in the casting of his vote. 

I believe that a division of appropriation bills, a division of re- 
sponsibility, should be made in the Senate. I am sure that it wil] 
conduce to a better feeling, that it will satisfy to a much larger 
degree than heretofore the membership of this body, and that the 
controversy that is raging over this matter to-day will, in the light 
of subsequent events, be seen to involve a proposition that is dic- 
tated by every consideration of good legislation, by every consid- 
eration of fair play, and by every consideration of good sense, so 
far as this body is concerned. 

That is all I care to say about the matter. I shall be content 
whatever the decision of the Senate may be. If the Committee on 
Appropriations desire to retain. the appropriation bill which wil] 
come to the committee of which I am chairman, provided this rego- 
lution is adopted, they have only to make a request of me and, so 
far as I am concerned,I shall be very glad to place it in their 
hands, with its one hundred and forty-odd million dollars, thus 
swelling the amount that will go to the regular Committee on 
Appropriations far beyond that which will be distributed to all 
the other committees of the Senate. That, perhaps, would satisfy 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hak], who dwelt with so much 
ae upon the fact that the Committee on Appropriations, 
under the provisions of the resolution, will be intrusted with a 
less amount of appropriations than properly belongs to them. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I wish to add a word to the dis- 
cussion just at this point. Perhaps what I have to say will come 
in more appropriately in connection with the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] who has just taken 
his seat than at any other time. 

> attention was first called to what seemed to me a strange 
condition in the Senate in the matter of our referring appropria- 
tion bills to one committee; and the circumstance I shall state, 
I will relate an instance of my own. Once when we were consid- 
ering the District appropriation bill we came to an item of labor 
for certain employees of the District of Columbia who were then re- 
ceiving but$25per month. I felt anxious that their salaries should 
be increased so as to correspond with the character of the work 
they were doing, and I a an amendment of that character. 

r. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Kansas yield to me 
for a moment when it suits his convenience? 

Mr. PEFFER. I will yield now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish tocorrect the distinguished Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], chairman of the Committee on Appro- 

riations, and the distinguished Senator from Colorado | Mr. 

ELLER}. They both stated that the provision on the pension 
appropriation bill to which I alluded came from the House of 
Representatives. I call the attention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee to the fact that it was inserted by the Senate committee as 
an amendment to the appropriation bill as it came from the House. 

Mr. PEFFER. I proposed an amendment to the bill to increase 
the salaries of those employees of the District of Columbia, and a 

int of order was made against it that my proposed amendment 

ad not been considered by the Committee on the District of 


Columbia. 
During the progress of the discussion on that bill I found a num- 
ber of other cases like mine. That is the constant practice during 


the consideration of appropriation bills, and points of order are 
made upon Senators for the reason that their proposed amend- 
ments have not been considered = the appropriate committee. 
The force of this suggestion lies in the fact that it is expected that 
all of these different matters, where it is proposed to amend an 
a a ang bill, shall be referred to the appropriate committee. 

at being true, why would it not be better to refer the whole 
bill in the beginning to the may committee? 

Take the appropriation bill for the District of Columbia. How 
easy, how natural, how simple, how appropriate in every way it 
would be for any Senator to go directly to that committee at any 
time before the bill is reported and in person submit his wish, 
whatever it may be, to the committee. It would save a great deal 
of trouble and a t deal of inconvenience and annoyance, as 
well as difficulty, when the bill gets into the Senate. b 

I only wish to add, in this rambling way, that the point I desire 
to present to the Senate now is that. if in the matter of submitting 
amendments we are expected to refer our amendments first to the 
serene committee, it seems to me it would be better to refer 
the whole subject in the beginning to the appropriate committee; 
for that reason I am in favor of the resolution. 

Mr. DANIEL obtained the floor. i 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Virginia yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. I deste to correct the statement I just 
made. By inadvertence I got possession of a copy of the wrong 


bill, and I will state that undoubtedly the statement made by the 
Senator 


from Iowa and the Senator from Colorado was correct ip 
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to the matter of legislation on the appropriation bill to 
which I referred in my remarks. 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Virginia will yield to 
me lon aon h to say a word. 


Mr. L. With pleasure. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will state that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate reported an amendment repealing that provi- 


on. 
=. DANIEL. Mr. President, it has been well said by a lead- 
ing writer on finance that the fisc is the state. When a commit- 
tee of thirteen is charged by a large legislative body with the 
distribution of $400,000,000, oe all the departments of 
Government and the fiscal affairs of 70,000,000 people, it can 
hardly be doubted that such a committee of this body is almost, if 
not quite, the Senate. Modern legislation has been called govern- 
ment by committees. It is necessarilyso. The affairs of modern 
life move so rapidly, are so correlated and complicated, popula- 
tion has so increased that ex necessitate what is done by a com- 
mittee is in nine cases out of ten determinative of the question. 

Most heartily, Mr. President, doI approve of the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DusBots]. It involves, in 
my judgment, an important, a most excellent legislative reform. 
I regretted to hear the distinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] refer to the proposition as a censure upon the committee, 
of which he is so useful and so honored a member. He does in- 
justice to himself by that remark. He does injustice to his com- 
mittee and toits able, faithful, and accomplished chairman by 
that remark. He does equal injustice to his colleagues,who have 
not the slightest desire to reflect upon any of the gentlemen who 
compose that committee, but who, upon the contrary, regard them, 
one and all, with the greatest respect. But because they regard 
this committee of thirteen with that respect which is due their 
character, their public services, and the ability they have demon- 
strated upon this floor is no reason why the eee not also re- 
gard with respect the whole body of which they are members and 
diffuse that respect with equal confidence among those who are 
the peers of the gentlemen of this thirteen committee. 

r. President, this movement is an evolution as necessary and 
as inevitable as almost any of the evoluticns in the change of rules 
of modern legislative bodies. When there were only 13 States in 
the Union a committee of this size would have had a member 
from each State, and every section would have been properly and 
fuily represented in the distribution of the money of the people. 
Taxation and representation must go together, according to the 
very bedrock definition of republican government. Taxation 
and representation are divorced from each other when a few men 
distribute its proceeds and the many are given but little voice 
therein. 

Fourteen general appropriation bills come before this body, and 
they involve in the aggregate nearly $400,000,000 of public money. 
There is more than one general appropriation bill for each gentle- 
man on the Committee on Appropriations. In the nature of man, 
in the limitations of his physical and mental being, it is utterly 
impossible, it never has n and it never can be, that 13 men, 
however wise, however gifted, or however diligent, can sift thor- 
oughly the enormous boey of fiscal literature that is dumped upon 
them in the closing months of a legislative session To attempt to 
do it would be to organize failure. Nor do I imagine that it is 
attempted. The Senators who constitute that committee are gen- 
tlemen of too mature intellect, of too enlarged experience, to at- 
tempt it. Out of the necessity of the case the 14 appropriation 
bills must be divided up and handed over to subcommittees of one 
or two or three, and the ultima ratio of the system is that two or 
three gentlemen, a subcommittee, give the cast and character to the 
measures that come before the committee and the Senate, which 
it is almost impossible greatly to modify or to change afterwards. 

The gentlemen who constitute the Appropriations Committee 
are Senators of such service, of such experience, and of such lead- 
ing character in this body that we can not afford to dispense with 
their services altogether from other departments than those which 
involve appropriations. If you will look at the list of committees 
will observe, for instance, that the distinguished Senator 

m Maine [Mr. Hae], who is second upon the Committee on 
Appropriations, is also second on the Naval Affairs Committee 
and is chairman of the Committee on Printing. In either one of 
the departments of the administration of this y outside of ap- 
propriations he would have enough in other committee duties to 
absorb the intellect of any well-equipped statesman. Therefore, 
sir, he must surrender his attention to some one or all these ap- 

riation bills, and to whom can he better surrender them than 
committees of this body, constituted of gentlemen who, like 
, represent equal States and entitled to have an equal voice 

in the distribution of the public money? 

Mr. President, it goes without saying that it is fairer to the body 
to give, as far as may be within the limits of possible administra- 
tion, an equal opportunity to every Senator to pass upon the mat- 
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ter of appropriations. It was well said by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] in his philosophical and logical 
remarks that it is also appropriate to divide the responsibility. 
What Senator upon this floor who is not upon the Committee on 
Appropriations can feel that he is properly chargeable with re- 
sponsibility for the aggregate appropriations of this body? He 
has small concern in saying what they shall be, nor can he be per- 
mitted to say anything until in the closing days of the session, 
when there is a perfect ice gorge of measures contending for pre- 
cedence before this body and when the Appropriations Committee 
comes in and-is accorded precedence dominates the whole 
theater of legislative action. 

Mr. President, I do not care to detain the Senate longer. The 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] yesterday said that he hoped we 
would settle this question now. I say amen to that proposition. 
I hope it may be settled to-day. I believe the great majority of 
this body feel that this proposed change is in the interest of the 
fair and unsectional administration of the public business. Let 
me point out one single fact in respect to the Committee on Ap- 
ee There is not a single Senator from the Maryland 
ine to the Rio Grande upon the Appropriations Committee. There 
is not a single Senator from a cotton State—Virginia, North Car- 
olina, South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, 
and Texas—upon the Committee on Appropriations. An immense 
empire of this Union, deeply concerned in all of these fiscal mat- 
ters, and in the distribution of $400,000,000, has not a hand in the 
Senate to assisi, from the local standpoint, in shaping them. 

Mr. GRAY. Is not the Senator from Florida [Mr. CaLi] upon 
the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; but Florida is not in the region I 
mentioned. The distinguished Senator from Florida represents a 
region entirely distinctive in its geographical relation and in the 
nature of its products. It is not a cotton State. Itis as separate 
and distinct from the great region of country that stretches from 
the Potomac to the Rio Grande as would be one of the New Eng- 
land States, because it isa State that juts out into the Gulf of 
Mexico and is almost in the tropics. 

Mr. President, I shall vote for the pending resolution, I repeat, 
not in any reflection upon my honored and distinguished col- 


| leagues, but Senators here can not feel that they ought to be held, 


or that they fairly are responsible for fiscal legislation as long as 
they are outsiders to that legislation, and have not the fair and 
full opportunity to participate in a just share of molding it. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, before we make this change in the 
rules [ think we ought properly to understand what the rules ex- 
actly are, and what are the functions of the different committees, 
I know of nothing now that prevents any committee of this body 
from formulating a general appropriation bill. What reason is 
there why the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry may not 


now report a bill to this body embodying all the expenditures for’ 


agricultural purposes without the proposed change? Why is not 
this also true of the Military Committee, the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and the other committees, unless you construe the lan- 
guage of the existing rule ‘‘ all general appropriations” to mean 
that a bill introduced here relating to appropriations for the De- 
partment of Agriculture must go not to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry, but to the Committee on Appropriations? 
Such has not been the construction of the rule. This rule refers 
to the appropriations coming from the other House. The general 
appropriation bills that come here are referred to the Committee 
on eo a oe yr Why? Because the committees having charge 
of agricultural expenses, of military expenses, of naval expenses in 
the House of Representatives have already considered, in the course 
of their business, all the items of appropriations that come to the 
Committee on Appropriations, except those referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio | Mr. SHERMAN], which are permanent in their na- 
ture and fixedinthelaw. Thatis the theory of the reference of the 
appropriations to the Committee on Appropriations and is the rea- 
son why they are referred in the Senate to one committee. Is 
there any particular function now conferred upon that committee 
except to gather together the total amount of the appropriation in 
the different bills in order that the total amount of appropriations 
may be confined within the revenue of the Government and some 
supervision be had over the entire amount of appropriations? 
ow, that is nothing more than a summing up of the total ap- 
propriations made in any one Congress by the two Houses, coming 
to us for final decision. Is that a function to be safely dispensed 
with? Is it a useless one, that some committee of this body shall 
be charged with ascertaining before it shall become a law that the 
total amount of the appropriations are within the revenues of the 
Government and adequate to their purpose? It seems to me that 
this is a function that can not be safely dispensed with in any leg- 
islative body. 
As to the idea that the Committee on Appropriations are charged 
with the entire business of Congress, if it be so, amend your rules 
in that-respect and’ change the power of that committee so that 
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- the revenues of the Government for several years? 
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it will not be enabled to exercise the functions of any other com- 
mittee. But, Mr. President, if that be so, itis because the different 
committees of this —_ specially with the consideration 
of the expenditures of the several tments, as of naval affairs, 
and military affairs, and judicial irs, have failed to examine 
into the subject and perform the duties belonging to them. They 
have the power and are constituted to supervise, appropriate for, 
and conduct all the business relating to those commi ; and this 
amendment will do no more, when it shall have been passed, than 
confer upon them that authority and di with any final ex- 
amination of the total amount of appropriations. That is all the 
function it will have. 

I sympathize entirely with the idea, and have repeatedly so 
stated in the Senate, that every member of this body should have 
an equal and fair connection with the important business of this 
body. I sympathize with the idea the apportionment of 

ness among the committees and the number of Senators on 
the important committees are not what they —o be and what 
they should be; but are you i ving that condition when you 
confine to a small number of body, a few here and there, and 
7 one committee, the entire recommendations and supervision 
the appropriations for the subjects be: to that commit- 
tee? Is it not true that the Committee on Pensions, for instance, 
being particularly interested in the subject of , should 
have some other committee to examine the appropriations for 
pensions ae to $140,000,000? Is it not true that the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, being eae interested and preju- 
diced in favor of expenditures of that class, should have its appro- 
riation of money submitted to some other committee before it 
Spesnes a law, to supervise its judgment in these matters? Is it 
not true of each of the ttees that its members naturally 
become ally and unduly interested in appropriations relat- 
ing to matters referred to that committee? 

Shall we then refuse in the appropriations of this vast amount 
of ——— have a separate committee to ascertain that when 
these different committees, which now have plenary authority to 

bills and appropriate money to any extent they see fit, the 

te sancti t, that before that is done ju ent 
should be supervised by some other committee? If you choose, 
make it — as you please, and let every State have a member 
— it; but that function should not be entirely taken away; and 
t the work of these committees should not be final and undergo 

no kind of examination by some committee which has to rt to 
this body and bring to their attention the fact that these different 
committees have appropriated a sum of money greater than the 
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exigencies of the public service. And how much greater will it be 
when there is no consideration of that point w ver? 

If we want to reform the service of the Senate, let it not be dono 
by giving to a junta—three or four upon the Committee on Agri- 
culture, or the Committee on Indian Affairs, or the Committes 
on Military Affairs, or, say, seven out of the largest committees— 
of seven oa to go through the whole subject of the appro- 
priations for the department to which the work of that committes 
relates. Let us increase the important committees of this body, 
if you choose to refer appropriation bills to them when introducéd 
in the Senate or coming from the other House. AsI said, it is 
now perfectly competent for the Senator from Virginia upon the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to report a bill covering every 
item of possible erage in that department, and so it is of 
the Committee on Finance, and of every other committee of this 
body. It can now, under existing law and the construciion of the 
rules, report bills covering all the items of appropriations to be 
made for the subjects committed to that committee. 

Bat if you are poing to amend the rule, let it be so amended that 
when these b ve been passed upon by thespecial committees, 
having undergone their examination, they shall come to some 
committee of this body, a new one if you choose, but that some- 
where there shall be a function that shall say the total amount of 
the bill for agriculture, of the bill for naval affairs, for military 
affairs, for diplomatic affairs, or judicial expenses is either in ex- 
cess of the revenue or inadequate to these expenditures, and let 
that matter be brought to the notice of the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL. Let meask the Senator from Florida a question. 
Does not every Senator see that statement in the estimates of the 
Department, and can not theSenate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
go through that revision? 

Mr. CALL. I heartily agree with the Senator that we had better 
wipe out all these committees. I do not agreein the government 
of committees. I think the English Parliament, that transacts its 
business in committee of the whole, is far better for legislation. 
But if you are to have committees and are to commit the judicial 
expenses to a few, and the diplomatic expenses to a half dozen 
Senators, and the naval affairs, and so on, let there be some func- 
tion somewhere in this body that shall say the whole of these bills 
amount to such a sum, either above or below the revenues of the 
Government. That is what the Committee on Appropriations 
was created for. It was to take the total amount of the appro- 
priations and to show to the Senate where they should be dimin- 
ished and where increased. For whatpurpose? That they might 
be within the revenues of the Government, and for that purpose 




















































revenues of the Government or inadequate to its necessary uses is | alone, And that, on the other hand, they may be adequate to 
a fact that mate to a — ee the necessary expenses of the Government. 
pon en a —_ on tides ap route —— Objection has been made to the manner in which points of order 


are raised by that committee. Amend your rules, but let it not 
be that nowhere, if you are to have committees in this body, shall 
there be a committee—a regular committee—and the Senators on 
it a to ascertain what is the total amount of the appro- 
Pp 


all these bills and report on their aggregate amount, with such 


recommendations as may be proper. 
Mr. DANIEL. Will the from Florida allow me to ask 


him a question? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr.DANIEL. Hasnotthe Committee on Appropriations, asnow 
organized, been reporting more app than the amount of 


riations made by these several committees. But the resolution 
of the Senator from Idaho and the observations of the Senator 
from Mag ay uire that each committee shall report the appro- 
riation bill, and the bill shall become a law when so reported, 
use these committees are the body that will act finally upon the 
appropriation bills in committee of conference. All these com- 


Mr.CALL. That isa a that has no to do with what 
mittees will then have their are gota perfected without any 


Tam talking about. It nothing to do with the organization 


of committees. inquiry by this body as to the total amount of the appropriations, 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator says he is to the other sys- | and it can not but be otherwise, since each committee must report 
tem because they may doit. Your , I understand, has a: and each bill must be considered separately and become 
already done it. a law separately. 


Mr. CALL. I will answer the Senator by saying that what- 
ever may be the revenues of the Government in late years, owing 
to the public policy, is not a question now to be considered in this 
connection. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator brought it in. 

Mr. CALL. Notforthat purpose. There has been a as 
in the ee riations every year of from $8,000,000 to $13,000,000. 
Even when the Senate has increased the House ons, as 


The resolution of the Senator from Idaho as it stands requires 
that not more than seven men upon each of these committees shall 
finally recommend, and that the same point of order and the samo 
absolute processes shall exist as to the appropriations by the differ- 
ent committees, and that there shall be no understanding on the 

of this body until the last bill shall be as to what has 
appropriated and what are their relations to the revenues of 
the Government. 

For that reason, Mr. President, I shall offer, when the proper 
time comes, the amendment which I have before me here. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, just a moment. I do not intend to 
yesterday why the resolution of the Sen- 

sho . I simply desire to reply briefly 

to the remarks of the distinguished Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
Harz}. Itis not the first time that I have differed from him in 
to a of parliamentary law. I recollecta short time 

since when I introduced a resolution I was immediately met with 
an a mages on Be Senator from Maine that it was absolutely out 
of order. I asked him to point out the rule. He said he would 
ne it out. It has not yet been ted. out. He asserted to-day 
the Committee on A. ons has had no power to increase 
the salary of any official of the Government. I ask now what rale 


service, yw bay there has been . 
to $13,000,000 in the amount required to meet the expenses of the 
Government under existing law. 

There has been a deal of talk here about the action of the 
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I assert that 


vents it. I assert the contrary to be the case. 
the Committee on Appropriations has the power to increase the 
salary of any official of the Government except those whose com- 
pensation is fixed by the Constitution, if there is any such provi- 
sion in the Constitution. 


Mr. HARRIS. It has the power? 

Mr. HILL. I mean the power to report, and that it can not be 
knocked out upon any technicality. That is the point I make. I 
hold in my hand an appropriation which increased the salary, 
among others, of our minister to Mexico. I hold in my hand 
further the report of a conference committee showing that the 
salary of the financial clerk of this body was increased $500 by 
the conferees of the two Houses. Gentlemen say it was done by 
unanimous consent. Unanimous consent has a great deal to 
answer for in the Senate, but it is not answerable for that. The 
report is made; the report is carried; there is not any question of 
unanimous consent aboutit. It is put to a vote. 

I hold in my hand, further, five pages of increases and deduc- 
tions of salaries. I am not going to detain the Senate by reading 
it. Iam going to adopt the usual course by asking that it be in- 
serted as an appendix to my remarks. It shows that it is the uni- 
form course of the committee to increase or reduce salaries as 


they see fit. E 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New York 
where those instances are found. 

Mr. HILL. In statements of 
the direction of the clerks of the 
of the two Houses. 

Mr. HOAR. Were they proposed by the committee? 

Mr. HALE entered the Chamber. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator from Maine is now here, so it is not 
necessary for me to interpose — further. However, I ask, were 
those amendments proposed by the Committee on Appropriations 
of the Senate? 

Mr. HILL. 


ished. 

Mr. HOAR. In what? Whodid it? Who made the first prop- 
osition for it? Who put it on the bill? 

Mr. HILL. Where did it arise? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. I do not quite comprehend the Senator's inquiry? 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator will comprehend the force of 
the inquiry if I state to him the pointI had in mind. As Iunder- 
stood the Senator from Maine, he claimed that it was not in order 
for the Committee on Appropriations, under the rules of this body, 
to report an amendment to an nen bill providing for an 
increase of salary, on the ground, I suppose, that the permanent 
salary of an official is general law and that you can not change 
a general law in that way. Now, it is no answer to that proposi- 
tion to say that in an appropriation bill brought here from the 
other House there is found an increase of salary. Undoubtedly 
the House of Representatives can make any proposition in order 
that they chooseand putitonabilland sendithere. Wearelimited 
under our rules inthat matter. But I shall not undertake to in- 
terfere. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Gm. CuLLOM in thechair). Does 
the Senator from New York yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HILL. I yield to the Senator from Maine if he desires to 
make a statement. 

Mr. HALE. Here is an instance right in point. In the urgent 
deficiency appropriation bill, which is on the table, and which I 
hope will be taken up when this matter is finished, the House has 
pase an increase of salary for an officer in the Department of 

ustice. I suppose the point the Senator from Massachusetts 
sought to make, and did make, I thought, very clearly, was that 
when the Senator from New York reads the list of increases of 
salary where they arose is a matter to be considered, because if 
the increases of salary did arise in the House, where almost all the 
bills are in charge of the several committees, that of itself is an 
argument why the appropriation bills should not be submitted to 
the several committees of the Senate, who would undoubtedly 
—— their own Departments. It is not possible—— 
and 


aqenranistiene compiled under 
Jommittees on Appropriations 


Salaries were increased and salaries were dimin- 





HILL. Unquestionably they were regarded as appropriate 

r, because they were sanctioned by the Committee on 
Appropriations of this body. It does not lie, therefore, in the 
mouth of the Senator from Maine or that committee to say that 
the House was the party that erred. It matters not, if they were 
inctive appropriations, in which House they originated. Does 
the Senator mean to say that the Committee on Appropriations 
has not within even the last two years-reported from its commit- 


tee any item of increase of salary? 

Mr. . Isaid this— 

Mr. HILL. That is the question I ask the Senator. Does the 
Senator say that? ‘ ts 

Mr. HALE, No;I will repeat what I said. It is impossible to 





remember everything. I do not say it can not be found, but I do 
not recollect an instance where the Senate committee reported in- 
creases of salary, and yet it may be possible that in looking over 
the hundreds of items we have done so. I know that is the rule 
the Senate committee sticks to, in and out of season, and while it 
may not have been followed in special cases, that I do not remem- 
ber. That is the proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. Such an amendment would have been liable toa 
point of order. 

Mr. HALE. It would have been liable at any time to a point 
of order. Now, I will state the trouble about increases, and I 
suppose the Senator can see it. A committee that has only one 
Department under its charge, seeking to aggrandize that Depart- 
ment, necessarily will swell its appropriations and increase them. 
I know myself, from service on other committees, the tendency 
and inclination. The appropriations for the Agricultural Depart- 
ment have been from year to year swollen and increased almost 
entirely by the Agricultural Committee of the other House, which 
has charge of that appropriation bill. It sees nothing but that 
one Department. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. And when the question comes to a conference com- 
mittee members of the Appropriations Committee of this body 
meet the representatives oF the Agricultural Committee of the 
other House, do they not? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. If appropriations are proper they should of course 
be concurred in; there is no question about that. I have not gone 
through this list to find what particular appropriations originated 
with the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. When conferees representing the two bodies meet 
to confer upon any bill, there has to be an adjustment. You can 
not get all that you want; you have to give upsomethings. The 
very object of a conference committee is to confer, to arrange a 
compromise, to come together, and any committee, whether it be 
the Appropriations Committee or the several committees referred 
to, will have to do that. But the thing that will swell appropria- 
tions will be the initiative in putting them on appropriation bills, 
whether in the House or in the Senate. The Senator will find that 
as certainly as he lives, and it will be worse in the Senate, where 
the rules are not so strict as they are in the House. 

Mr. HILL obtained the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from New York permit 


me? 
Mr. HILL. Certainly. 
- Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to ask the Senator from 


Maine, if he chooses to answer, if he remembers an appropriation 
bill that ever went out of the Senate carrying as small an amount 
as it carried when it came to the Senate? 

Mr. HALE. That really goes to the bottom of this whole ques- 
tion. The bills from the House are almost always increased, I 
will not say all, but largely, by the pressure in the Senate against 
the Committee on Appropriations to put items on that the com- 
mittee has disagreed to, and that is where the trouble is. That is 
at the bottom of this whole business, and the fault found with the 
Committee on Appropriations is that it does not stick in conference 
to the increases that are put on in the Senate, and there is a feel- 
ing that the several committees, if they can get these appropriation 
bills and can manage them themselves, will stick better than the 
Senate conferees taken from the Committee on Appropriations do, 
and will thus get increased appropriations. I want to give an in- 
stance. The last naval appropriation bill passed at a time when 
we were rapidly coming to a condition of almost bankruptcy. It 
was taken by the Committee on Appropriations. The Naval Com- 
mittee itself was overruled, and the House overruled, and while 
we gave a respectable addition to the Navy and continued the de- 
sirable work of building it, we did cut down several million dol- 
lars, because we did not believe that we could make so large a gun 
as was proposed. That is not the only case, but that occurs to 
me at the present time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from New York, who is 
entitled to the floor, will permit me a moment, there is that one 
lone example in our legislation; but I fail to see the pertinency 
of the argument of the Senator from Maine when he arraigns the 
Appropriations Committee of the House for extravagance and 
says it is because the appropriation bills are divided among the 
several committees, when the fact remains that those very bills 
which he says are extravagant are almost invariably increased by 
the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I shall not follow the Senator in that 
line of discussion, because I do not intend to argue in regard to 
the general merits of this controversy. The only point I desired 
to make when I rose was that salaries are increased by the action 
of the Appropriations Committee. 

I call attention to another argument upon this precise point. 
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It has been well said that there will be a division of r 


msibility 
if this resolution shall pass. There will also be a division of 


power. ; 

The Appropriations Committee can, of its own volition, increase 
any appropriation already contained in an rr bill, and 
yet when the bill is reported to the Senate and is under consider- 
ation, if a Senator rises in his place and moves to increase an 
appropriation, he does not stand a a — with any member 

that committee, or rather with the whole committee. The 
whole committee can do what the Senate itself can not do, what 
the whole Senate can not do at that particular time. Then the 
point is made that the amendment must first have the action of 
some appropriate committee. I indorse the argument of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas = PEFFER]. We refer the amendment to the 
cular committee having charge of the general subject-matter 
or its approval in the first instance, and then refer it to the Appro- 
priations Committee, but the other committee might as well have 
control of the subject in the first place. 


Mr. HALE. e Senator does not mean to be wrong, but he is 
wrong in his statement. 
Mr. HILL. I think I am not wrong. 


Mr. HALE. The Senator is wrong in the statement that the 
Appropriations Committee, or any member of it, or all of its mem- 
bers as a body, have any superior right in changing a law over any 
Senator on the floor. If the Appropriations Committee reports a 
change of existing law it is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. HILL. Iam not now speaking of a change of existing law. 
We have disposed of that question. I am speaking of an increase 
‘of appropriations, and I me that the Appropriations Commit- 
tee has greater power over the matter than the whole Senate itself. 

Mr. HALE. Would not each committee have the same power 
if the rae bills were distributed? 

Mr. HILL. But then the power would be diversified. That is 
the point. There would be a division not only of responsibility, 
but of power, which we are seeking here. e doctrine of the 
Senator from Maine is that the wisdom of a part is greater than 
the wisdom of the whole Senate. I do not believe it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New York and the Sen- 
ator from Maine allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is simply this: It has been ruled from that 
chair a hundred times or more since I have been a member of this 
body that the Committee on Appropriations has no more right to 
increase an item of appropriation in a bill or furnish a new item 
of appropriation that does not fall within the strict rules of the 
Senate than has any individual Senator. 

Mr. HILL. After the bill is reported to the Senate, that is so. 

Mr. HARRIS. Nor is its report exempt from a point of order. 
I have seen the question of order made upon reports of commit- 
tees, not only reports of the Committee on ——— but of 
the various committees of this body, and the Senate itself has 
never hesitated to rule that the committee as a committee must 
bring itself within the rule of the body before it can increase 
or put a new item in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. HILL. Allow me to first ask a question of the Senator 
from Tennessee. Does the Senator from Tennessee mean to say 
that when the Committee on a reports an appro- 
priation bill with a proposed amendment increasing an appropria- 
tion that the point of order can be made upon it in the Senate? 

Mr.HARRIS. Absolutely, unless the appropriation falls within 
the rules. which restrict the rights of every Senator upon the floor. 

Mr. HILL. There are norules, Mr. President, to atfect it at all. 
I say there is not a single member of that committee who will 

uestion but what they have the right to bring in an appropria- 
tion bill, and with it a recommendation for an increase, and a 
point of order can not be made against it, whereas if any other Sen- 
ator upon this floor rises in his place and moves an amendment 
it is subject to the point of order. That is absolutely so. 

Mr. HOAR, Willthe Senator from New York allow me to make 
one suggestion? [understand that the report of a committee is 
nothing more nor less than a motion, anda rt of a committee 

roposing an amendment has no higher or other validity or impor- 
tease than the same amendment moved by any individual Senator, 
with the single exception, which is created by the rule, that it 
shall not be in order for Senators to move a certain class of amend- 
ments which have not been previously approved by a committee 
of the body. 

Mr. HALE. Or the estimate of a Department. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; but that is another matter. If the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations came in here with a unanimous recommenda- 

that an appropriation bill be increased in a way or 
amended in a certain way, that amendment would have exactly 
the same force, authority, and place in the Senate as if it were the 
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single motion of the Senator from New York or of myself, and no 
more. 

Mr. HILL. Let me say to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
he is mistaken. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. HARRIS. The Senator is not mistaken. 

Mr. HILL. I think he is; and for the reason that it then would 
be claimed that the committee itself had passed upon it, and the 
er Committee, oe itself a standing committee, its 
action would have the same effect as if the question had been 
passed upon by any other committee. Therefore I say, stating 
my proposition — that when an ordinary appropriation which 
comes from the House of Representatives goes to the Appropria- 
tions Committee, and the Appropriations Committee simply 
increase it, not to increase a salary, but to increase something 
else, it is not subject to the point of order. Does not the Senator 
agree to that? 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest just what I understand to be the 
law, and just what is the practice. The Senate Committee on 
Appropriations, no matter what it reports, and no matter what 
passes by unanimous consent—— 

Mr. HILL. Can not the Senator state whether he agrees with 
eee I have just stated? 

r. LE. Ido not. Iagree with the proposition stated by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}, and I do not thinic 
the Senator from New York quite understands it. 

Mr. HILL. Thedistinguished Senator from Florida on my right 
[Mr. CALL] says I am right, and I stand by him. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from New York is altogether mis- 
taken. [Laughter.] The Senator from Tennessee and the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts say exactly the same thing, but the Senator 
from New York denies it in so many words as soon as he has 
admitted it. 

There is no difference between the Committee on Appropriations 


| or any member of that committee and any other committee of this 


beer in reference to the rules. 
r. HILL. That is not the question. 

Mr. CALL. Yes; that isthe question, and that is the only ques- 
tion there isin your whole discussion, The Committee on Appro- 
priations, or the members of that committee, stand precisely in 
the relation that any other committee or the members of any other 
committee do in regard to the rules. 

Mr. HALE. There is a general idea, Mr. President, that the 
Committee on Appropriations has the right of itself to increase an 
appropriation in a bill that comes from the other House. It can 
only increase such appropriations in two ways. The one must be 
a an estimate from the head of a Department sent in by the 

reasury Department as an estimate, and the other by the ap- 
proval of a standing committee of the body. Thatis precisely the 
situation of an appropriation bill after it is reported here. There 
is not a single clause that the Committee on Appropriations puts 


upon these bills which can not be moved by a Senator on the floor 
under precisely the same rule. That is not generally understood; 
but that is the scope and the limitation of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. An nator may rise in his seat atany time on any pro- 
vision repo’ by the Committee on Appropriations and ask: if 


that has the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury as an esti- 
mate, or if it has received the sanction of a standing committee of 
this body; and if it has not, it will fall. That is not generally 
done, but it is because in the way of doing business here Senators 
do not interpose, and it goes along, but every right, I assure the 
Senator, which the Committee on Appropriations has as a body 
is a by every Senator on the floor under the rules. 

Mr. HILL. I call the attention of the Senator from Maine to 
the fact that the rule does not say that the amendment shall have 
been recommended by some other committee. TheCommittee on 
Appropriations is one of the standing committees of this body. 

e a fact of reporting the amendment is an adoption of it by 
one of the standing committees of the body. I ask the Senator's 
attention further, and ask if he can give a single instance in this 
body, does he recollect one, where that point of order has ever 
been made in the Senate against any increase of appropriation? 
I mean a simple increase, not involving the other question about 
the increase of salary. 

Mr. HALE. I will tell the Senator, and I think he himself will 
recollect it. The point that the Appropriations Committee may, 
by adopting an amendment, make it in order because it is a stand- 
ing committee like ees has never been settled. There are 
old Senators here, the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. PLarr] and 
others, who have never assented to that pro on, and it is my 
belief that in that regard the Committee on Appropriations is on 
an equality, but no more, with any other committee, and that it 
has the same power. 

Mr. HILL. Then the Senator agrees with me. 








Mr. HALE. That question has never been settled in the parlia- 
mentary law of the Senate. On the contrary, there have been 
rulings the other way. 

Mr. HILL. When? 

Mr. HALE. That the clause must refer when it speaks of an in- 
crease of an annualappropriation tothe action of some other commit- 
tee than the Committee on Appropriations. I donot agree tothat. 

Mr. HILL. I agree now with the Senator from Maine, and I 
think I have looked up the question a little. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to read the rule? 

Mr.HILL. Ihavetherulebeforeme. Ithink weareall familiar 
with it. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator does not seem to be familiar with it. | 

Mr. HILL. I will allow the Senator from Maine and the Sen- 
ator from Colorado to fight it out between themselves. 

Mr. HALE. I thought the Senator had taken his seat, and I 
took the floor. There is no question between us. 

Mr. HILL. I nave not finished yet. 

There does not seem to be any disagreement aboutit now. The 
Senator says the question has not been decided by anybody lately. 

Mr. HALE. Not at all. 

Mr. HILL. But he is inclined to agree with me that the Ap- 
propriations Committee, so far as this question is concerned, stands 
the same as any other committee when an amendment is reported, 
and it is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. HALE. It has no more right than any other committee. 
That is what I called attention to. 

Mr. HILL. Onerightatatime. Let us decide that question first. 

Mr. HALE. But the Senator and I can not decide that question. 
Some of the oldest parliamentarians in the body do not quite agree 
as to what the Senator and I think is right; but admitting that the 
Committee on Appropriations has only the sameright that any other 
committee has, any Senator on the floor has the right, on the recom- 
mendation of any standing committee, when a bill is pending re- 
ported from the Appropriations Committee, to move his amend- 
ment, and it is not subject to the point of order. 

Mr. HILL. We come right back to the point from which we 
started, namely, that by the change proposed in this resolution 
there arises a division of power. That is the point involved, and 
that is the utility of it, that one committee does not have the 
whole say upon this subject. That is the value of the resolution, 
that the divers committees can have their say, and we do not 
have to depend upon one committee. 

I simply rose to discuss the question of order, the parliamentary 
status of the question, and shall not detain the Senate further, 
because I think we all understand it, with the exception that I 
desire to add to my remarks a list of the Do mea increas- 
ing and reducing the appropriations to which I have referred. 

e paper referred to is as follows: 
Offices the salaries of which have been increased, with the amount of such in- 


crease, and offices the salaries of which have been reduced, with the amount 
of such reduction. Fifty-first Congress, first session. 


The amount extended in each case of increase or reduction is for one year 
ess indicated otherwise in the text. ] 





u 





Salaries re- 
duced. 


Salaries in- 
creased. 








No. |} Amount. No. | Amount. 








LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL. 
(By the legislative appropriation act, pages 
83 to 123, inclusive. ) 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Female attendant in ladies’ retiring room, 
from $600 to 

Laborers known as cloakroom men, from 
$50 r month during the session, 4 

months, to $600 per annum.............-.-- 


Total, House of Representatives. ...... 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE. 
Assistant secretary, from $2,250 to §2,500.... 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Office of the Secretary. 
Superintendent of paper room (division of 
loans and currency), from $1,600 to $1,200. _|-..--|-.......-..- 

Office of the Comptroller of the Currency. 

Superintendent, from $2,000 to $2,200 (reim- 
ee pies r Saami a os eevee 

Bureau of Statistics. 
Chief clerk, from $2,000 to $2,250.............- 


Office of Director of the Mint. 
Helper, from $500 to $720............... cheiinil 


Total, Treasury Department..........- 
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Continued. 


Salaries re- 


Offices the salaries of which have been increased or reduced, etc 





Salaries in- | 





creased. duced 
} - — 
No.| Amount. | No. | Amount. 
NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
| | 
Office of the Secretary. } 
Messenger boy, from $240 to $360_............ 1 MRO co eee 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. = 
General Land Office 
. . } | 
Commissioner of General Land Office, from | | 
$4,000 to $5,000 Bo | 1,000.00 | - 
Assistant Commissioner, from $3,000 to $3,500 l 500. 00 ia 
Principal clerks, from $1,800 to $2,000 each _- 3 GOT Pha isiivandcianieenia 
Total, General Land Office ...........-- 5 2, 100.00 a a 
Patent Office. ; 
Principal examiners, from $2,400 to $2,500 
GT asviss dicteceuloes tat bveddaaescnue s i) 3, 000. 00 ct 
Surveyors-general, = 
Surveyor-general for Oregon, from $1,800 to 
SN dls Haired Aivcaesicaintcastianataaamalecoaniasidiciode 1 200. 00 Le 
Total, Department of the Interior.....| 36 5, 300. 00 cy 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 7 
Stenographer, office of the Second Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General, from $1,400 to 
SO Wadmensbvaghbebeseanuthetireeshicacabectwe 1 200. 00 iseeba 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 
Chief clerk, from $2,200 to $2,500__...........- 1 300.00 oie ead 
Clerk in charge of pardons, from $2,000 to 
NW Siisicg cetnoditcwiiteccscaasekunnvidexbaused 1 400.00 wttidig 
Total, Department of Justice .......... ; 2 te 700 00 es » 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. on 9 ; 
| 
(By the Agricultural appropriation act, 
pages 5 to 11, inclusive. )} 
Office of the Secretary. | | 
Engineer, from $1,400 to $1,600____...........- 1} 200. 00 " 
Assistant fireman, from $500 to $600__........ 1) 100. 00 saieaiaieaid 
Total, Office of the Secretary -......... 2 i 300. 00 a 
Division of accounts and disbursements. | = 
Chief of division and disbursing clerk, from | | 
a eels 1 500. 00 eal ‘ 
Document and folding room. ; 
Superintendent, from $1,400 to $1,600____- psd 200.00 . 
Experiments in the manufacture of sugar. = 
Additional temporary compensation to the | 
chief chemist, payable from appropriation 
for experiments in the manufacture of | | 
OEE heed casete seetscedeasesesannsbinsasedce 1 | 500. 00 F 
Total, Department of Agriculture. .... 5 1,500.00 an 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. | | ¥ 
| 
(By the District of Columbia appropriation | 
act, pages 32 to 50, inclusive.) 
Public schools. 
Schocl teachers, from an average annual 
salary of $680 to $685 each.-..................| 745 | 3,725.00 |.....|...... 
Janitor, from $1,600 to $2,000. ...............- 1 | 400.00 |... . 
Janitor, from $250 to $800 .............-.....-- 1} 550.00 sé pamigaiiaiall 
Janitor, from $165 to $500_._........:... a 1} 335. 00 are eee 
Total, public schools--..............- 748 6,010.00 |.....|......-.-.. 
Metropolitan police. . 
Lieutenants, sergeants, and privates 
mounted, at $240 each; the number to | 
whom such allowance may be nade is in- | 
creased from 2 to 90.................-..... | §& | $1,200.00}... 
For additional compensation for privates | | 
detailed for special service in the detec- 
tion and prevention of crime, the amount 
is increased from $1,440 for 1890 to $1,920 | 
for 1891—an increase of $480. 
Total, District of Columbia -......-..... | 753 6, 210.00 = 
SunpDRY Crvit. ; ere 
(By the on civil appropriation act, 
pages 194 to 237, inclusive. ) 
LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 
Superintentons for the life-saving stations, 
etc., on the coasts of South Carolina, Geor- 
gia, and Florida, from $1,200 to $1,500.......] 1 TER 0 hicteclnsceccssenme 
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Offices the salaries of which have been increased or reduced, etc.—Continued. Offices the salaries of which have been increased or reduced, etce.—Continued. 
cane eee eine EE Nat ane 









Salaries in- Salaries in- Salaries re- 
a ae creased. duced. 
No.| Amount. | fo.) Amount. No.| Amount. | No.| Amount. 








ri a0 -- 


Fier ies on als eat neh ae feelin eeteectiann ition “acta ieeeton niente eeenanianee a re 
4 5 S 5 oe 9 = a 
ea ee cree — am , a f. 
ee a om = FOIE TEE 
x pend Poy cee Sedna — 
o iS ERS Ee; a+ plenetens a 2ES eee 


CUSTOMS SERVICE. 


Surveyor for the port of So eo Ohio. 
fyous $900 and the usual fees to 000 and 


(Sy the naval 1 ppromrints ion act, pages 182 











NAVAL EstABLISHMENT. 


inclusive. ) 


he usual? Zoos (act ae ss Se ree pee ears ee onnaeoes Bureau of Ordnance. 
district, Washinton. f from and = raftsmuan, f f Be Lie dlaeec msn kéehieleaes ; 
to $3,600 (act August’ 28, 1800, page 333)... " a cities a etn 
Total to ‘ Bureau of Yards and Docks. 
0 . CUustOMS Bervice .....--.--------- Magen 8, from Ph ae ae annum to $2 
WASHINGTON MONUMENT. | »eee diem, in “diem, tnetuding Sanda Wayewewe caw ee on WD | anne) aweewe--.... 
Attendant on floor, from $45 to t essenger, from $176 to $2 per diem --...--- ME [wren fe eeeee ou. 
Attendant on top ‘floor, ah 7 gf — prom Mail me er, from pe per = to $2 
Re ea per diem, —_ oo ween ween ween] ooeee| oo eese wonce $270.10 
Messengers, from $2 ao $2 pe per diem...... 125. 20 
Total, Washington Monument.......... 2| 360.00 |.....)............ uarterman, from $4 to $3 per diem---...-.- 31: 3.00 


ELEVENTH CENSUS. 
By the act approved Jan. 23, 1890, the mini- 
, compensation of ae of 





Naval Home. 
mum supervisors 
census, not exceeding 175 ee L aeaer, au- Chief cook, from $240 oe hintadieamnedinencees 
ec ae _ su uent ee Kasistant cook, from gh $0 te Bar ee 
oo ll | a 
ieee (page 
Oussun eersaquwevouserwercewsaweusece severe Total, Naval Mouse. ...........00.+06.00- eS ee 


UNITED STATES COURTS. 


District attorneys of the Territories of New 
Mexico and Arizona omery on : ae fees 

emoluments "ott from 

to $6, DIO one (ont Sule 8.1000, page 514) a 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SERVICE. 
the Beret 
(By ee oe ela 


Bureau of Provisions and Clothing. 


Paeieis clark: tremens teal oo 2 a 


TO RR em eee ew enns ewes wmeenee 


sect the United States of Colombia, Chiet guanes"s take Sue a 6 to 
500 to $10,000 each................-.. Quarter gunner, from $409 Recaid 


Commercial La at Boma, in the lower 


fake oie tees eee ee 

ee aah President is authorized, with 

Consul-general at Vienna, from $3,000 to the advice and consent of een 
Sha nmaeeenadithinn ic aiden amaieaiaieidieed D 

see ec asa Sseiaaan atta 

nen ee Ta, and that he i i cleeel eo ie or 

OU ta recor aaa cnigstoned Sn the anne Ante an Beet em 


le ee ewes oes Sees ee ewes ewneeeenesss 


Asst. Surgs. Thomas Owens and William 





chief engines? ha the relative rank 
of commander at the date aforesaid; such 


in rate of to from Sept. 
30, 1890; the said Melville hereafter 
continue to be next junior to the junior 
chief engineer having the relative rank of 
commander on the day aforesaid; and 
whatever grade he may hereafter occu 
shall be increased by one number, but 
total number of chief engineers shall net 
be increased—an increase $3,200 (sea 
pay) = $3,700 (sea pay) (act Sept. 30, 1890, 


Rortin, be notin the line of promotion, from 


ae ateae daa naan deca 


Oe Renee Renee Rte eee ewe eee 


$1,900 each (sea pay) to be su ons not in 
the line of promotion at es each (sea 


Total, diplomatic and consular service. pay) (act Oct. 1, 1890, page 449) -..........-. 
MriirarRy EsTABLISHMENT. Total, pay of the Navy............-.... A..: 
Additional pay yee * r ootmen ting wilt ; Total, naval establishment............. 
Goores Be Whnlon contcinen act, MW): s INDIAN DEPARTMENT. a 
ler, ca re’ 
ores of the Army, Seen st tsa atte (By the a ee act, pages 56 
oron theretired 
Seth tort Bowens 23, ember a non Agena gal ase Belknap Indian Agency, from 
vee act a arise eee es mt at Rock Indian Agency, | - 
Of January. 18%, cortain amcor nt at ttawatomie aid Great Nemaiia 
Se a being’ at the. = ioe senior 7 cy, os Ee een Gan 
Revised Statutes, entitled to be promoted a at Green Bay Indian Agency, from 
vacancies then @ Ee Oe eee Gee ee ee ee ee eee 
my X guntes. yere Bee » ae Indian police, from $12 to $15 per 
upon the retired Army out; {| | 4 £4J ,month each..............-.-...-.-.--..------ 
promotion; the is hereby superintendent = a. ao at Chilocco, 
authorized to nominate by_and m. $1. I 
Se oheoe, and Capen of to Superintendent of Sndiss Ghool at Genes, 
appoint all such ve from Lye iw fans ins perm 
Ged setae sunk ote deboteoentnoen ae 
eral times when their re ve rights to Ageat 96) os Dobieh fedion hewacy, from $2,000 
vacancies became estab-| [| | %| §| . €@@8000...........--.-.....--.-..-..--.----2-|-----]--..-------- 
Fished, and co place: them on the retired ene nea 
Army which | fF, RI I a ais a aa a wo ne wen wen ne wes on nfo nena | oe wee eee ree 
in, are aa" ( - Agra te Indian Agency, from 
gies 
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Offices the salaries of which have been increased or reduced, etc.—Continued. 


Salaries in- Salaries re- 
creased. duced. 





No. | Amount. | No. Amount. 





— 


SUMMARY. 


Grand total, offices the salaries of which 
have been specifically increased, and the 
amount of such increase-.-....-.-..--.-. .~--~|1, 108 

Grand total, offices the salaries of which 
have been specifically reduced, and the 
amount of such reduction... ...............- 


$141, 295.12 








$1, 808. 30 





Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish to state my understanding 
of this question of parliamentary law in a single sentence only. 
Tf the ator from New York [Mr. HILu], being a member of 
the Judiciary Committee, gets the assent of that committee to a 
Pp amendment to a bill, which it is in order to move at 
all, to increase an appropriation, or any other amendment to an 
appropriation bill, and comes with it on the floor of the Senate, 
hes the same right to make that motion, and it stands in all 

ts with the same advantage, even if the whole Committee 
on Appropriations were opposed to it, as it would if the whole 
Committee on Appropriations favored it and the chairman of that 
committee had proposed it as an amendment to an appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. HALE. Or if it had been put in the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Maine says, ‘‘or if it had been 
put in the bill.” 

Mr. HALE. As an amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. The Committee on Appr riationscan not putany- 
thing into the bill. The report of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, or any other committee, to a billin this body, when it comes 
before the Senate, is simply aseries of motions to amend, with no 
more power or force or weight than if made by individual Sena- 
tors. 

In regard to the matter of the increase of salaries or the diminu- 
tion of salaries, the provision for the salary of a public officer is 
in existing law, and therefore, when a committee of this body or 
an individual Senator is prohibited from moving a change of ex- 
isting law under its rules, the provision applies equally to that 
committee from moving increases. They can not, for the same 
reason, move a diminution of the salary. They may decline to 
appropriate in any particular year more than half the salary or a 
quarter of the salary, they may decline to yr rg any part of 
it; undoubtedly nobody can force them, or the Senate, to put it in. 
Tn that case, however, the lawful salary remains, and the lawful 
claim of the officer remains, and he can go into the Court of Claims 
and — it against the United States, as has more than once 


ne. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
The question is upon the adoption of the amendment to the 
a proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

UAY}. 

Mr. eeLLER. Mr. President, I do not know exactly what the 
offense of the Committee on Appropriations may be or what neces- 
sity there is for the proposed change. The committee have been 
charged with some dereliction of duty, it seems to me, by at least 
two Senators, for allowing certain matters to get into appropria- 
tion bills which they should not have done, and in both cases it 
soaeenees that the Committee on Appropriations were not at 
ault. 
It ars that the Senator from New York [Mr. Hi] seems 


to think that the committee has too much power. That is his 
rincipal objection. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
ew York if he thinks that the other committees will have any 


less power when appropriation bills go to them? 

Mr. HILL. I have already explained that there would be a di- 
vision of power. I gave the reasons yesterday, and have given 
them to-day, why I thought that was appropriate. 

Mr. TELLER. The offense that the committee is guilty of, as 
I understand the Senator from New York, is that they themselves 
make amendments to appropriation bills. This is the first time 
that I ever heard that a committee could amend a bill. 

Mr. HILL. I hold in my hand several amendments to appro- 

tion bills, made by the Senate Committee on Appropriations, 
ing the appropriations. 

Mr. TELLER. The committee never in its history made an 
amendment which was an increase, 

Mr. HILL. The Senator, of course, is splitting hairs upon that 


sean. I mean proposing and reporting amendments to 


Mr. TELLER. That is a very different thing. Does the Sena- 
tor from New York, or any other Senator, suppose that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs will not have the same right to propose 


amendments to bills? If that is a vice of the system, it is not to 
be corrected by this proposed change. ‘The rules of the Senate are 
explicit, and nobody need misunderstand them. I propose to call 
the attention of the Senate now to the rule: 
Rute XVI. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

1. All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on 
Apguourent ions, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, 
which shall be referred to the Committee on Commerce; and no amendments 


shall be received to any general appropriation bill, the effect of which will 
be to increase an appropriation already contained in the bill, or to add a new 


item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the provisions of some 
existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previously pessed by 
the Senate during that session; or unless the same be moved by direction of a 


| standing or select committee of the Senate, or proposed in pursuance of an 


estimate of the head of some one of the Departments. 

2. All amendments to general appropriation bills moved by direction of a 
standing or select committee of the Senate, proposing to increase an appro- 
priation already contained in the bill, or to add new items of appropriation, 
shall, at least one day before they are considered, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on oy a and when actually proposed to the bill, no amend- 
ment proposing to increase the amount stated in such amendment shall be 
received; in like manner amendments proposing new items of appropriation 
to river and harbor bills shall, before being considered, be aan to the 
Committee on Commerce; also amendments to bills establishing post-roads, 
prepcains new post-roads, shall, before being considered, be referred to the 

Yommittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


_ Mr. President, most of this rule will be in force after the pend- 
ing resolution shall be adopted, if it be adopted. because all that 
is proposed to be stricken out by the first amendment is this: 

That paragraph 1 of Rule XVI of the standing rules of the Senate be 
amended by striking out the words “All general appropriation bills shall be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, except bills making appro- 
priations for rivers and harbors, which shall be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce,” and inserting the following. 


That is what I understand is to be stricken out. The remainder 
of the rule I have read remains and will be in force. I suppose 
any little technical differences that may arise may be arranged by 
- amendment to the rule as it now stands. It is not quite com- 
plete. 

It is apparent to everybody, I think, who has ever looked into 
it, that that has been the practice of the Senate, and that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has nothing more than an advisory 
power. That committee could come here and say to the Senate, 
‘* We think these appropriations ought to be increased, unless they 
fall within the rules which are laid down.” I have not hada very 
extended service on the Committee on Appropriations, and I con- 
fess that Iam not so very much in love with the committee tlrat 
it would break my heart if the committee should be dismantled 
and the appropriation bills should be sent to other committees. I 
shall get along just as well whether I am on the committee or off 
of it, so far as that is concerned. But I do not believe that there 
has been any dereliction on the part of that committee in the many 
years I have served in the Senate. 

I do not know what the complaint is. First it seemed to be that 
there had been careless and hasty legislation on the part of the 
committee; but it appears that the only cases complained of had 
been discussed openly in the House and in the Senate, and it was 
the action of one body or the other or of both, and the committee 
had no more responsibility than any member of the Senate. 

I heard a very remarkable statement by a Senator who was ad- 
dressing the Senate upon this subject —that because Senators were 
not members of the Appropriations Committee they did not have 
any intere&t in legislation coming from the committee and did not 
feelany responsibility for the conduct of affairs which were reported 
upon from that committee. Will not that be just as true here- 
after asitisnow? If theSenator from Virginia {Mr. DANIEL] who 
made that statement is not a member of the Committee on Military 
Affairs he will have no more interest or feel no more responsibility 
when the Committee on Military Affairs reports the Army appro- 
priation bill than he had heretofore when the Committee on Ap- 
propriations reported the Army appropriation bill. 

Every member of this body can not be placed on one particular 
committee, nor can one-half of them. One Senator said that there 
are a great number of States that are not represented on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. That must be true of every committee. 
It is utterly impossible to so divide and parcel the power of this 
body that every State will have representation on every commit- 
tee, or that each State will have a representative on a committee 
that deals with every great subject. The largest committee of 
this body has not to exceed 15 members, and that is the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, I understand. You have 90 members in this 
body. So there can be nothing in the argument that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations does not have a representative from every 
State. 

A Senator suggested that the cotton interest does not have a 
representative on that committee. The cotton interest certainly 
does have representation on that committee. There are at least 
two Senators who reside in the region of country where cotton is 
raised, Until very recently, at least, it might have been said that 








1896. 





the appropriation bill comes here which provides for the judiciary, 
for instance? Knowing exactly what it costs to pay the judges 
and what it cost the year before to maintain the courts, is it not 
our duty to report to the Senate in favor of such an appropriation 
as shall not leave a deficiency? We have a standing law that no 
department of the Government shall create a deficiency, and yet 
there has not been a year for the last ten years that the deficien- 
cies have not been from six to fifteen million dollars. When those 
appropriations were passed through the other House there was 
as great certainty that the deficiency would exist as there was 
when the deficiency was reported from the Treasury Department 
to the House of Representatives at the coming session. The Sen- 
ate being the conservative body, the body that does not appeal to 
the people for support as the other House does, it was thought the 
Senate could afford to take the responsibility of keeping the ap- 

ropriations where they rightfully belonged and of seeing that the 
Bovernment was not strangled or starved. 

If there have been extravagant appropriations it is the fault of 
the Senate and not of the Committee on Appropriations. I ven- 
ture to say that rarely ever have we passed a general, great big 
appropriation bill that the Senate has not put on against the pro- 
test of the committee sometimes large sums of money. In some 
cases I recollect that the Senate has put on very large sums of 
money. The Senate had a right to put on those sums, and it must 
not be presumed that the Senate put on anything that ought not 
to have goneon the bill. The committee might have had different 
views, but the Senate itself is the determiner of those questions, 
and it put on the amendments. 

I believe that the most economical and logical arrangement that 
could be provided for now exists. I believe that one body, com- 
posed of members of the Senate, ought to have a general supervi- 
sion and a general care of all the appropriation bills; that the 
body which recommends the appropriations to the Senate should 
know exactly whatis being appropriated. Thatcan not be known 
if you have ten or fifteen committees each reporting an appropria- 
tion bill. Howcan any other committee that sit down to consider 
the question before them know what the other committee is going 
todo which may not report until after they have reported? When 
you have one committee you have everything under the eye of the 
committee. They know first what is the revenue. Then they 
know what is necessary to the successful carrying on of the Gov- 
ernment and for bringing the appropriations within the revenue. 
You can not know when you have twelve or fifteen committees, as 
~~ will have if you commence this new system, because, as I said 

fore, the system will be enlarged rightfully and properly. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania |Mr. QUAY] has moved an 
amendment which is in perfect keeping with the principle that is 
proposed to be started upon. There can be a half dozen more such 
amendments moved. There are matters now left to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations that do not rightfully belong to that commit- 
tee if they are not to have general supervision and general direction 
of all the appropriation bills that come before the Senate. I am 
confident that it will increase the public expense. I do not see 
how the Senate itself can be informed properly as to what is the 
condition of the finances and what is the condition of the appro- 

riations unless there is somebody charged with the duty, as has 
nm done heretofore, and that is the chairman of the Committee on 
os a eeag of informing the Senate, first, what is the revenue, 
then what can we afford to appropriate and what is necessary to 
be appropriated, which the committee determine after consulta- 
tion with the Secretary of the Treasury and the officials charged 
with submitting reports on that subject. 

Mr. President, I do not know, as I said before, that it is of an 
consequence whether or not the public expenses are increased. 
We can go on, I suppose, and continue to do what we are doing 
now—run in debt and borrow money to pay expenses; and as I 
learn to-day that we have such wonderful credit that we have re- 
ceived bids for our bonds to the extent of $500,000,000, i suppose 
we will keep right along running in debt. Asis suggested to me, 
the country has got into a condition where there does not seem to 

any legitimate business except bond buying and bond selling, 
and I ee we need not disturb ourselves, but let the next gen- 
eration deal with the matter. 

Mr. PEFFER. We had better borrow while our credit is good. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. There isone thing on which I should like 
to congratulate the country, and that is that after all the talk 
about our lack of credit, if i am not misinformed, when we want 
to dispose of $100,000,000 of bonds we have more than $500,000,000 
bid for—$568,000,000, a Senator says. If those bonds had been 
offered as they ought to have been offered, if the Secretary of the 
Treasury had stated, ‘‘ I will receive bids at a fixed figure,” in my 
plement the amount of the bids would have been very much 

. I know people who would have liked to have bid upon 
those bonds, but they did not know how to bid, and were com- 
pelled to go to their bankers to bid. This is a little outside of the 
question before the Senate, except that I think the financial ques- 
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tion is one that perhaps is appropriate to debate at all times, be- 
cause it seems to be so little understood, and there seems to be so 
little known about it. Especially do I think it is not out of place 
after the suggestion we had from the Senator from Wisconsin 
{Mr. VILAS] and some others about the extremis that the Govern- 
ment was in a year ago, when it made the wonderful sale to the 
syndicate. 

I remember that then the Senator made the Chamber sound 
with his doleful cry of the lack of credit; how we had kept the 
wires hot between here and Europe begging the foreigners to take 
our securities. I think that some of us then said that if the 
Administration had turned their eyes inside and addressed them- 
selves to the American people they would have found an abun- 
dance of support, and that is shown to be true now. Clumsy 
and awkward as has been this transaction, miscalled a popular 
loan, but not a popular loan, yet there has been $568,000,000 bid. 
I do not know what the average will be, but it will be way above 
what I understand was proposed to be given by the syndicate. 

I will state again that I have before me now the reasoning of 
several gentlemen upon the question before the Senate, but I do 
not care to stop to read it. They are men of large experience in 
public affairs, and they declare that the system under which we 
are now operating is a proper and safe one, and that the proposed 
system is a dangerous one. I do not care to read it because I do 
not suppose it makes very much difference. Each Senator will 
think for himself upon the question. 

Senators who intend to vote for the resolution did not need, so 
far as Iam concerned, to make any excuses as to why they are 
going to vote in that way. If they think the public service would 
be better served by the adoption of the resolution, I should have 
a very poor opinion of them if they did not vote forit. Itisa 
question simply of judgment, I suppose. I do not believe any 
good will come from the adoption of the resolution. I believe 
some harm may come from it, and I believe will come from it. 
But I shall not take personal offense because somebody thinks 
that Iam not so well qualified to discharge the duties on a com- 
mittee of this kind as he is. Very likely he may be correct. So 
I shall not go into grief or mourning whatever may be the result. 

I shall myself very much regret to see the course that has been 
pursued here for so many years, and, I think, successfully and 
satisfactorily, abruptly destroyed practically without any notice at 
all, and to see the different committees taking up the appropria- 
tions bills and reporting them. I imagine that at the present ses- 
sion they will be extremely careful that the appropriations re- 
ported are not excessive; they will be moderate and economical 
now; but I believe you will find that there will be an extension 
gradually, little by little, and in the end we will all regret that 
we did not adhere to the old system. 

I repeat that that system has really met with no complaint in 
the Senate until within the past few days, and the specific com- 
plaint so far as it has been made, has been shown to be without 
the slightest foundation. 

Mr. BATE. As there seems to be no likelihood that we shall 
come to a vote on the question to-night, several Senators desiring 
to speak on the subject, [suggest that we have an executive session. 
With the consent of the Senator from Idaho, who has charge of 
the resolution, I will move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I have no objection to that course. 
can have a vote on the resolution to-morrow, however. 

Mr. BATE. Ido not want to insist upon my motion at the ex- 
pense of the resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. It will not interfere with the resolution or dis- 
place it. 

Mr. BATE. Is there any chance to get a vote to-night? 

Mr. HILL. If nobody wishes to speak we might secure a unani- 
mous-consent agreement to vote on the resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from New York knows very well 
that the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations wishes to 
submit some remarks, and the Senator from New York can not 
expect the Senator from Iowa to go on at this hour. 





I trust we 


Mr. HILL. I did not understand that the Senator from Iowa 
desires to speak. If he does, of course he should have the oppor- 
tunity. 


y 
Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Iowa stated that he desires to 
discuss the matter fully, and I think he should be accorded an op- 
portunity to do so. 
Mr. HALE. There are several Senators who wish to speak. 
Mr. HILL. There will be plenty of time. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolu- 
tion: 

A bill (S. 708) to amend section 4 of an act to provide for the 
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adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads, and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1547) to extend the jurisdiction of the United States 


circuit court of appeals, eighth circuit, over certain suits now 
ding therein on soe and writ of error from the United 
tates court in the Indian Territory; and 
A joint resolution (8S. R. 23) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to use a portion of the appropriation for new iron roof for 
foundry at navy-yard, Washi , D. G., in the act entitled 
“An act making a or the naval service for the fiscal 
ear ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes,” for repairs to 
walls of said foundry. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The followi g bills received this day from the House a ee 
sentatives wer« severally read twice by their titles and ref: to 
the Committer, on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 67) authorizing the St. Louis, Oklahoma and South- 
ern arene See to construct and operate a railway through 
the a erritory and Oklahoma Territory, and for other pur- 

; an 

A bill (H. R. 4444) providing for commissionersto negotiate with 
certain Indians for the surrender or modification of any rights 
claimed by them to hunt on the unoccupied public domain of the 
United States. 

The bill (H.R. 578) for the relief of Frances R. Jack, Elizabeth 
J. Jack, and Matilda W. Jack was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Thomas H. Jackman, to be pesnesies at Peabody, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts. His commission will expire 
9, 1896. Reappointment. 

Alonzo H. Ale, ae at Cass City, inthe county of 
Tuscola and State of Michigan, in the place of A. W. Seed, whose 
co on expired January 19, 1896. 

Irving McArthur, to be postmaster at Lapeer, in the county of 
Lapeer and State of Michigan, in the place of T. Edward West, 
whose commission expired December 16, 1895. 

J h W. Bean, to be postmaster at Derry Depot, in the county 
of Roc ham and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Silas 
G. Clifford, whose commission expired mber 16, 1895. 

Edgar F. Dell, to be postmaster at Woodbury, in the county of 
Gloucester and State of New Jersey, in the place of Joseph B. 
Roe, whese commission will expire February 8, 1896. 

Patrick Hurley, to be postmaster at Potsdam, in the county of 
St. Lawrence and State of New York, in the _—_ of Eunice J. 
Eastman, whose commission expired January 6, 1896. 

Annie Larrabee, to be postmaster at Oyster Bay, in the county 
of Queens and State of New York, her commission having ex- 
pired December 17, 1895. Reappointment. 

Henry C. Sargent, to be postmaster at East Aurora, in the county 
of Erie and State of New York, in the place of Albert H. Lap- 
ham, whose commission expired January 19, 1896. 

Theodore Smith, to be postmaster at Goshen, in the county of 
Orange and State of New York, in the place of Robert J. Hock, 
whose commission expired January 19, 1896. 

Charles F. Terhune, to be tmaster at Binghamton, in the 
county of Broome and State of New York, in the place of Charles 


The bill (H.R.1816) for the relief of Michael Ryan was read | A. Hull, d 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. BATE. Under the circumstances, no one being ready to 
speak further on the question now pending, I think it is a very 
suitable time to have an executive session. I therefore move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and -five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were ned, and 
(at 6 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Thursday, February 6, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 5, 1896. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Second Lieut. Danie! J. Ainsworth, of Virginia, to be a first 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to 
succeed George H. Gooding, promoted. 

First Lieut. George H. Gooding, of Virginia, to be a —— in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, in place of Thomas 
8. Smyth, deceased. 


POSTMASTERS, 


William A. Bucknam, to be postmaster at Truckee, in the county 
of Nevada and State of California, in the place of Laura E. Buck- 
nam, whose commission expired January 27, 1896. 

Charles Harrington, to be postmaster at Essex, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut, in the place of Alfred E. God- 
dard, whose commission will expire February 8, 1896. 

Thomas J. O'Sullivan, to be postmaster at Derby, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of Charles 
N. Downs, whose commission. will expire February 8, 1896. 

J. L. Fulcher, to be postmaster at Wa boro, in the count: 
of Burke and State of Georgia, in the place 
whose on expired January 6, 1896. 

Hoyt H. Harden, to be postmaster at Ellsworth, in the county 
of Hemeath: end Bite at thadnin, tn: the plans of Auwtttea B. Dey- 
commission expired February 5, 1895. 


whose commission will expire February 8, 1896. 
Gain A. Web. hone at Madison, in the coun 
of Somerset and State of , in the 


eS mneetee 5 

George be eed Cr eathnennideed 
, to 

Plymouth and begpe f omen ret commission will 


expire February 9, 1896. Reappointment. 


Christopher Whitney, to be postmaster at Franklinville, in the 
county of Cattaraugus and State of New York, in the place of 
Margaret Andrews, whose commission expired December 17, 


1895. ; 
Leonard W. Young, to be a at Bayshore, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York, in the place of Josiah Robbins, 


whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

8S. Henry Van Dyck, to be aster at Coxsackie, in the county 
of Greene and State of New ork, in the — of George H. Scott, 
whose commission expired January 6, 1896. 

Reuben R. Fre.nan, to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the 
county of Ross and State of Ohio, in the oe of George H. Tyler, 
whose commission expired January 6, 1896. 

Selden B. Palm, to be postmaster at Warren, in the county of 
Trumbull and State of Ohio,in the place of Frank M. Ritezel, 
whose commission expired January 21, 1896. 

Sarah A. Bachman, to be postmaster at Slatington, in the county 
e— and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Francis A. 


J. M. Doolen, to be postmaster at Quanah, in the county of 
Hardeman and State of Texas, in the place of William M. Griffith, 
whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Peter Bradshaw, to be postmaster at South Pittsburg, in the 
county of Marion and State of Tennessee, in the place of John I. 
Ingle, removed, 


F. P. Kanester, to be postmaster at Cleveland, in the county of 
Bradley and State of Tennessee, in the place of Wallace K. Shed- 
dan, w commission expired January 11, 1896. 


Mary W. Chase, to be r at Derby Line, in the county 
of Orleans and State of Vermont, in the place of Eugene B. Chase, 


A. B. Claytor, to be postmaster at Bedford City, in the count 
of Bedford and State of Virginia, in the place of William ! 
Mosby, whose commission expired January 26, 1896. 





CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 5, 1896. 


POSTMASTER. 


Wilbert W. Lewis, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county 
of Summit and State of Ohio. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn February 5, 1896. 
POSTMASTER. 


James M. i aSe Gertaoatter at Oyster Bay, connty of 
Queena, in the hate ct How ork. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 5, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry M. CouDEN. ' 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PRIZE FIGHTS IN TERRITORIES AND DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CATRON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to introduce a bill, and I 
ask that it be read to the House for information, after which I 
will make an explanation and then ask for its immediate consid- 
eration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Mexico asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report. This bill, the Chair understands, has not been 
reported by a committee, and the House should pay attention 
to it. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it along bill? 

Mr. CATRON. No; it has only three sections. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that this is a bill that has not 
been reported by a committee. 

Mr. CATRON. This is a bill to provide for the, prevention of 
prize fights in the Territories and the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I hope gentlemen will allow this bill to be 
read. I do not think there is a man in the House who will object 
to it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do [ understand the gentleman to say it has 
been considered by members of the committee informally? 

Mr. HENDERSON. It has by individual members. 

The title of the bill is as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5566) to prohibit prize fighting and pugilism and 
fights between men and animals, and to provide penalties therefor, 
in the Territories and the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask that that bill be sent to 
the proper committee. I object to its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say thatit was submitted 
to the House without having first received the approval of a com- 
mittee because of the exigency which the gentleman from New 
Mexico stated. 

Mr. HENDERSON. This prize fight is set for the 14th of this 
month, and unless the bill is considered now it can not get through 
both _ House and the Senate and to the President for his ap- 
proval, 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then I ask for an explanation 
of the bill. 

Mr. CATRON. Iunderstand, and it is notorious, that a series 
of prize fights have been advertised to come off at or near El Paso, 
in the State of Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not in Texas. 

Mr, CATRON. At or near El Paso, but not in the State of 
Texas, as they can not come off there; to commence on the 14th of 
the present month and continue until they are concluded. The 
New Mexico line is within about 3 miles of El Paso, and can be 
reached on the Southern Pacific Railroad from that city. The 
poem of the Territory of New Mexico, as the public prints 

ave announced, has stated that he knows of no lawin New Mex- 
ico by which these prize fights can be stopped. I believe they 
could be stoppedif the governor desired to stop them; but it seems 
that he has no such disposition. The Congress of the United 
States can control these Territories, and can control this District 
of Columbia. As I understand, the purpose is not only to bring 
these prize fighters into New Mexico, just across the line from the 
city of El Paso, where they are now collecting, and have this series 
of fightsfor a number of 8; but it is also the purpose to import 
to that town a lot of bull fighters from the City of Mexico, who 
are now en route from Mexico. The bill I have prepared is an 
exact copy of the law that has lately been adopted by the State of 
Texas at a special session of the legislature of that State, except 
the second section, which —— for the punishment of those 
who aid, abet, or assist in the matter. Unless Congress can act 
upon the matter at once, these fights will go on. If this billshould 
go to a committee to be consiiinred the probabilities are that it 
will not reach this House in time to pass the Senate and get tothe 
President for his approval before these fights can be had. I there- 
fore ask that we may have immediate consideration of this bill. 

Mr. KNOX. I will ask the gentleman a question for informa- 
tion, if he will names me. Does this bill provide that ang tety 

present at a pri fists 


ht or any encous:ter wi 
a independent of thet age, 
onment of not than five years? 


be punished by impris- 
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Mr. CATRON. It provides for the punishment of those who 
aid, abet, and assist. 

Mr. KNOX. It might as well provide for capital punishment. 
I object. to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Let the bill be referred to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


OUTLETS ON THE GREAT LAKES. 


Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
reported a resolution, No. 40, calling on the Secretary of War for 
information, cost, and estimates of making surveys of certain out- 
lets on the Great Lakes; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GROUT. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont calls for the 
regular order, which is on agreeing to the amendments to the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. The Clerk will report 
the first amendment upon which a separate vote is asked. Are 
there any amendments upon which a separate vote is not asked? 

Mr. GROUT. As I understand, Mr. Speaker, a separate vote 
has really been demanded on only two amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that the gentleman 
from Alabama requested separate votes. 

Mr. WHEELER. Ouraction will depend upon the vote on this 
amendment which comes first. 

Mr. GROUT. Let me ask the gentleman what amendment he 
refers to as coming first? 

Mr. WHEELER. The German Orphan Asylum. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 38, lines 10 and 11, strike out the words “For the German Orphan 
Asylum, maintenance, $1,800." 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, let us take a vote now on the other 
amendment proposed by the committee, striking out lines 16, 17, 
and 18 on page 39 and inserting what is known as the Hainer 
amendment, remitting these several charities to the board of 
children’s guardians. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 39, in line 16, after the words “‘ place to pace strike out the re- 
mainder of the para —_ and insert ‘* $45,200; in all, $47,200: Provided, That 
the institutions for children, including industrial and reformatory, namely, 
the Church Orphanage of St. John’s Parish; the German Orphan Asylum, 
including its care of colored foundlings; the St. Ann’s Infant Asylum, the 
Association for Works of Mercy, the St. Joseph Asylum, the House of the 
Good Shepherd, and St. Rose’s Industrial School, heretofore receiving aid 
by specific ees are hereby remitted, except as herein specifically 
appropriated for, to the appropriation herein made, and to the said act of 
July 26, 1892, to provide for the care of dependent children in the District of 
Columbia, and to create a board of children’s guardians, for all rights and 
benefits which they may have under the provisions of the said act.” 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, that comes after the other. 

The SPEAKER. The other amendment has been voted upon. 

Mr. WHEELER. But the one that we desire a separate vote 
upon has not yet been acted upon, I understand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentle- 
man from Alabama. 

Mr. WHEELER. We asked for a separate vote on the amend- 
ment striking out the St. John’s Orphan Asylum, and also on the 
amendments striking out St. Ann’s Infant Asylum and the House 
of the Good Shepherd. I suppose the action so far taken does 
not preclude action on those amendments afterwards. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands not. It is the right 
of any member to have a separate vote upon any amendment. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment just reported. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. As I understand it, to vote aye is 
to vote in favor of the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BRUMM. I should like to have that amendment reported 
again, if it can be done. 

The SPEAKER. It can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MILES. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 51; so the 
amendment was adopted. 


I ask for a division. I desire to 








1340 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 5, 





The SPEAKER. Does any gentleman desire a separate vote 
upon any other amendment? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire a sepa- 
rate vote on the amendment striking out the Church Orphanage 
Association of St. John’s Parish. 

The SPEAKER. Is there a demand for a separate vote upon 
any other amendment? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I desire to have separate votes 
also upon the amendments striking out the St. Ann’s Infant 
Asylum and the House of the Good Shepherd. 

he SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 38, lines 8, 9, and 10, strike out the words ‘‘ For the Church Orphanage 
Association, St. John's Parish, maintenance, $1,800." 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
occupy one minute. 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
ing to the amendment. 

r. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRUMM. As I understand, the appropriation that is em- 
bodied in the amendment already adopted provides for these insti- 
tutions, and 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BRUMM. But I have not finished my question. Now, if 
I am correct in that, would not the retention of this provision in 
the bill be giving an additional specific appropriation for a pur- 
pose that is already provided for? 


The question is on agree- 





TheSPEAKER. The Chair hardly thinks that is a parliamen- 
tar ~— . The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 
r. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. S er, I rise to a parlia- 


mentary ae. I desire to know just what is the vote to be 
taken. My understanding is that the Committee of the Whole 
House struck out this item—that that is the amendment of the 
committee—so that now to vote ‘‘aye” is to vote in favor of strik- 
ing out the  Pareesea- 

e SPEAKER. A vote in the affirmative is a vote to sustain 
the action of the committee. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 
‘ Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for a division, Mr. 


peaker. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 99, noes 47; so the 
amendment was to. 
The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 
ee ee strike out the words “For St. Ann's Infant 
TheSPEAKER. Isaseparate vote asked upon this amendment? 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask a separate vote. 
The — being taken, the amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 
nent Ry, Seginging ° = — out the words “for House of the Good 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. Isa se te vote asked for upon any of the 
remaining amendments? not, the Chair will put the question 
upon them all together. Does the gentleman from Alabama desire 


a se te vote u any of them? 
. WHEELER, We will not ask for separate votes on any 
more of the amendments. 


The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on agreeing to the re- 
maining amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. The — is on the of the bill. 

Mr. CRISP. On that, Mr. Speaker, I demand the ee and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, 47 gen- 
tlemen voted in the abrentive, and the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will take their seats, and the House 
will be in order, so that the mses of members may be heard. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I risetoa parliamentary sequiry. Is it com- 

t now to move a t of this bill to the committee 

at reported it? 

The SPEAKER. The impression of the Chair is that it is not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I supposed this was the time when that mo- 
tion should be made. 

saage of the bill; snd tis Chair was elenghy enmenting the:roll 
passage e an was ply suspen: e 
call in the interest of order,so that the responses of members 
The Clerk will call the roll. . 


I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Sup- 


pose that on the vote about to be taken the bill should fail to pass. 
would it then be in order to move to recommit? ' 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would not like to undertake to 
answer that question without a little more examination. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I think it would be. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the roll call. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 135, nays 144 
not voting 77; as follows: ; . 


YEAS—135. 
Acheson, De Witt, Howe, Reyburn, 
Dingley, Howell, Russell, Conn, 

Aldrich, Doolittle, uff, Sauerhering, 
Allen, Utah Draper, Hulick, Scranton, 

drews, Ellis, ull, Shafroth, 

Arnold, Pa. Evans, Hyde, Simpkins, 

old, Fairchild, Jenkins, Smith, fl. 

Baker, Md ‘aris. Joy, Smith, Mich. 
Baker, N. 7. Fletcher, Kirkpatrick, Snover, 

" Fowler, Knox, Southard, 
ey. Gamble, ey, Sperry, 

Bartholdt, Gardner, Leighty, Stahle, 

Bell, Colo Gibson, Leonard, Steele, 
Bingham, Gillett, Mass. Linton, Stewart, Wis. 
Bishop, Graff, Loud, Stone, C. W. 
Bowers, Griffin, Loudenslager, Strode, Nebr. 
Broderick, Grout, Mahon, Strong, 
Bromwell, Hadley, McCall, Mass. Taft, 
Brosius, Hager, McCall, Tenn. Tayler 
Brown, Hainer, Nebr McCleary,Minn. Thomas, 
Brumm, Halterman, McEwan, Towne, 
Burrell, Hanly, Mercer, Tracewell, 
Cannon Harmer, Miller, Kans. racey 
Clark, Mo. Hartman, Minor, Wis. Treloar 
Cook, Wis. Hatch, Moody, Van Voorhis, 
Cooke, Tl Hemenway, Morse, Walker, Va. 

» r, Henry, Conn. Newlands, Wanger, 
Cor’ Henry, Ind. Northway, Washington, 
Crowther, Hepburn, Otjen, Watson, Ind. 
Crump. Hermann, Perkins, Wilson, Idaho 
Curtis, lowa Hicks, hillips, Wilson, Ohio 
Curtis, Kans. Hilborn, Pickler, i 
Danford, Hill, Pitney, Wright. 
Dayton, Hitt, Ray, 

NAYS—14. 
Abbott, Denny, Ww, Settle, 
Avery, Dinsmore, Mahany, Shannon, 

Babcock, lliver, McClellan, Sherman, 
Bailey, Elliott, S.C McCreary, Ky Shuford, 
Baker, Kans. Erdman, McCulloch, r 
Bankhead, Fischer, McDearmon, Spalding, 

tt, Foote, McKenney, Spencer, 
Bartlett, Ga. Gillet, N. Y. cLaurin, Stallings, 
Bartlett, N.Y. Griswold, MeMillin, Stephenson, 

lknap, Grosvenor, Meredith, Stewart, N.J. 
Bell, Tex. Grow, Meyer, Stokes, 
rry, Miles, Strait, 

Black, Ga. Hardy, Miller, W. Va Strowd, N.O. 

tner, Harris, Milnes, Sulzer, 

Brewster Harrison, Money, Swanson, 
Burton, Mo Hart, Moses, Talbert, 
Calderhead, Heatwole, Neill, Tarsney, 
Catchings, Henderson, Noonan, ‘ate, 
Chicke b Hendrick, Ogden, Tawney, 

y. Hooker, Overstreet, Terry, 
Clark, Towa Hurley, Owens, Tucker, 
Cobb, Hutcheson, Parker, Turner, Ga. 
Cobb, Mo. Johnson, Cal. Patterson, Turner, Va. 
Cockrell, Johnson, N. Dak. ayne, Underwood, 
Coffin, Jones, Pearson, Updegraff, 
Colson, Kem, Pendleton, adsworth, 
Cooper, Fla. Kiefer, Poole, Warner, 
Cooper, Tex Kyle, Powers, Wheeler, 

x, Latimer, gh, White, 
" La 2g, Wilber, 
Culberson, Lefever, chardson, Williams, 
mings, Lester, Robbins, Willis, 
Curtis, N. Y. Lewis, Robertson, La. Wilson, N. Y. 
q Linney Ro Wilson, S.C. 
Daniels, Little, Russell, Ga Woodman, 
De Armond, ng, Sayers, Yoakum. 
NOT VOTING—77. 
Aitken. Dock Livingston, Raney, 
Allen, Miss. Dovener, Lockhart, Reeves, 
Anderson, Do ‘ Lorimer, Robinson, Pa. 
ew ener, Maddox, usk, 
Atwood, Ellett, Va. \ Shaw, 
Beach, Fenton, rsh, Skinner, 
Bennett. Fitzge . McClure Southwick, 
Black, N. ¥. Foss, McCormick, Sparkman 
Blue, Heiner, Pa. McLachlan, Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle, Hopkins, cRae Sulloway, 
Buck, Howard Meiklejohn, Tyler, 
Bull, Hubbard, illiken alker, Mass. 

Burton, Ohio . Miner, N.Y Walsh, __ 
Clarke, Hunter, Mondell, Watson, Ohio 
Codding, Johnson, Ind. seoniey. Wellington, 
Connolly, Kendall, Mu ; Woodard, 
Co err, oe 5 Woomer. 
Cowen, P, y; 
pee Lawson Price, 

Crowley, Leisenring, Prince, 


So the House refused to pass the bill. 
DOCKERY 


pls. Horas) it 


MEIKLEJOHN is 


MoRagE}. 


ere my 


I am paired with the gentleman from Illinois 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘no.” 
of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, my colleague 
paired with the gentleman from Arkansas {Mr 

colleague present, he would vote ‘“‘aye.’ 








1896. 


Mr. McRAE. An‘I should vote “no.” 





Mr. LAWSON. I desire to vote. 

TheSPEAKER. Was thegentleman in the Hall when his name 
was called? 

Mr. LAWSON. I was not. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman under the rules can not 


ote. 
7 Mr. LAWSON. If permitted to do so, I should vote ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have my 
vote recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present during the roll 
call, and did he fail to hear his name? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I was not present. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman can not vote. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. If 1 had been present,I should have 
voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. BARRETT. I desire to give notice that if on this vote the 
bill fails to pass—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I submit that the gentleman can not de- 
bate the question. 

Mr. BARRETT. 


I wish to give a parliamentary notice. I give 


notice that if on this vote this bill fails to pass I shall to-morrow | 


move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Icall for order. 
is going on. 

he following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Dockery. 

Mr. CoLtson with Mr. KENDALL. 

For this day: 

Mr. ODELL with Mr. Mappox. 

On this vote: 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. McRag. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
plause. 

Mr. GROSVENOR and Mr. BARRETT addressed the Chair. 

Cries of ‘‘ Regular ed 
eSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENoR] 

is recognized. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
this bill failed to pass. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to reconsider the vote 
by which the House refused to pass the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 


We can not hear what 


[Ap- 


I move to reconsider the vote by which 


mittee on Appropriations without instructions. 

Mr. CRISP. I submit that debate is not in order; we are oper- 
ating under the previous question. I move that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want the gentleman from Georgia and 
others to know the purpose of my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia moves that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Crisp, there 
were—ayes 71, noes 148. 

Mr. CRISP. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 61 voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken on the motion to lay on the table; and 
there were—yeas 86, nays 192, not voting 78; as follows: 


I suppose I may say that if this motion to | 
reconsider prevails I shall move to recommit the bill to the Com- | 


YEAS—86. 
Bailey, De Armond, McCulloch, Sorg, 
Baker, Kans. Denny, McDearmon, Sparkman, 
Bankhead Dinsmore, McKenney, Stallings, 
Bartlett, Ga. Elliott, 8. C. McLaurin, Stokes, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Erdman, MeMillin, Strait, 
Bell, Tex. Hall, Meredith, Strowd, N.C. 
Berry, Harrison, Meyer, Sulzer, 
Black, Ga. art, Miles, Swanson, 
Boatner, Hendrick, Money, Talbert, 
Broderick, Hutcheson, Moses, Tarsney, 
Buck, Jones, Neill, Tate, 
Catchings, Kem, Noonan, Terry, 

y; Kyle, Ogden, Tucker, 
Clarke, Ala. Latimer, Otey, Turner, Ga. 
Cobb, Ala. Lawson, Owens, Turner, Va. 
Cobb, Mo. Layton, Patterson, Underwood, 

Krell Lester, Pendleton, Wheeler, 
Cooper, Tex. Little, Richardson, Williams, 
x, Livingston, Robbins, Wilson, 8. C. 

, Maguire, Robertson, La. Yoakum. 
Culberson, McClelland, Sayers, 

McCreary, Ky. Shuford, 
NAYS—192. 
Baker, Md. Boutelle, Cannon, 
Baker, N Bowers, Clark, Iowa 
Barney, Brewster. Clark, Mo. 
Barrett, Bromwell, Codding, 
Bartholdt, Brosius, Coffin, 
lknap, Brown, Cook, Wis. 
Bell, Colo Brumm, Cooke, Ill. 
nett, Burrell, Cooper, Wis. 
Burton, Mo. Corliss, 
Burton, Ohio Crowther, 








Crump, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Danford, 
Daniels, 
Dayton, 
De Witt, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Eddy, 
Ellis, 
Evans, 
Faris, 
Fischer, 
Fletcher, 
Foote, 
Fowler, 
Gamble, 
Gardner, 
Gibson, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff, 
Griffin, 
Griswold, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hadley, 
Hager, 


Hainer, Nebr. 


Halterman, 
Hanly, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 


Abbott, 
Aitken, 
Allen, Miss. 
Apsley, 
Atwood, 
Barham, 


| Beach, 
| Black, N. Y. 


Blue, 

Bull, 
Cxlderhead, 
Coickering, 
Colson, 
Connolly, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cousins, 
Cowen, 
Crain, 
Crowley, 
Curtis, lowa 
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Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Heatwole, 
Hemenway, 
Henderson, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Ind. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hilborn, 
Hitt, 

Howe, 
Howell, 
Hulick, 

Hull, 
Hurley, 
Hyde, 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, Cal. 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Joy, 

Kerr, 
Kiefer, 
Kirkpatrick, 
Knox, 
Lacey, 
Lefever, 
Leighty, 
Leonard, 
Lewis, 
Linney, 
Linton, 
Long, 

Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Low, 
Mahany, 
Mahon, 


McCall, Mass. 
McCall, Tenn. 
McCleary, Minn. 
McEwan, 
McLachlan, 
Mercer, 
Miller, W. Va. 
Milnes, 
Minor, Wis. 
Moody, 
Morse, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet, 
Parker, 
Payne, | 
Pearson, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Pitney, 
Poole, 
Powers, 
Pugh, 

uigg, 

ay, 
Reeves, 
Reyburn, 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Sauerhering, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shafroth, 
Shannon, 
Sherman, 
Simpkins, 


NOT VOTING—%3. 


Dockery, 
Dovener, 
Downing, 
Ellett, Va. 
Fairchild, 
Fenton, 
Fitzgerald, 
Oss, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Heiner, Pa. 
Hicks, 
Hill, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, 
Howard, 
Hubbard, 
Huff, 
Huling, 
Hunter, 
Johnson, Ind. 


Kendall, 
Kulp, 
Leisenring, 
Lockhart, 
Lorimer, 
Maddox, 
Marsh, 
McClure, 
McCormick, 
McRae, 
Meiklejohn, 
Miller, Kans 
Milliken, 
Miner, N. Y. 
Mondell, 
Mozley, 
Murphy, 
Odell, 
Price, 
Prince, 
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Smith, Ml. 
Smith, Mich. 
Snover, 
Southard, 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Stahle, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, N. J 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stone, C. W. 
Strode, Nebr. 
Strong, 
Sulloway, 
Taft, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, 
Thomas, 
Towne, 
Tracewell, 
Tracey, 
Treloar, 
Updegraff, 
Van V oorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Va. 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Watson, Ind. 
Wellington, 
Willis, 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N.Y. 
Wood, 
Woodman, 
Wright, 


Raney, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Royse, 

Rusk, 

Shaw, 
Skinner, 
Southwick, 
Spencer 
Stone, W. A, 
Tyler, 
Walker, Mass. 
Walsh, 
Watson, Ohio 
White, 
Wilber, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Woodard, 
Woomer, 


So the motion to lay on the table the motion to reconsider was 


rejected. 


The SPEAKER. 


The question recurs on the motion of the gen- 


tleman from Ohio, to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


refused passage. 
Mr. CRISP. 


tellers. 


On that I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered, those rising in support of 
the demand being less than one-fifth of the last vote. 
Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I ask tellers on the yeas and nays. 
Tellers were aie, 
The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Crisp and Mr. GRosvENoR as 


The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 70, noes not 


counted. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 


I waive further count. 


So, no further count being demanded, the yeas and nays were 


ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 188, nays 82, not 


voting 86; as follows: 


YEAS— 1838. 

Acheson, Brumm, Fairchild, Hemenway, 
Aitken, Burrell, Faris, Henderson, 
Allen, Utah Burton, Mo. Fischer, Henry, Conn. 
Anderson, Burton, Ohio Fletcher, Henry, Ind. 
Andrews, Cannon, Foote, Hepburn, 
Arnold, Pa. Clark, lowa Fowler, Hermann, 
Arnold, R. I. Clark, Mo. Gamble, Hicks, 
Avery, Codding, Gardner, Hilborn, 
Babcock, Coffin, Gibson, Hill, 
Baker, Kans. Cook, Wis. Gillet, N. Y. Hitt, 
Baker, Md. Cooke, Il. Gillett, Mass. Hooker, 
Baker, N. H. Cooper, Wis. Graff, Howe, 
Barham, Corliss, Griffin, Howell, 
Barney, Cousins, Griswold, Huff, 
Barrett, Crowther, Grosvenor, Hulick, 
Bartholdt, Crump, Grout, Hull, 
Beiknap, Curtis, Kans. Grow, Hurley, 
Bell, Colo. Dalzell, Hadley, Hyde, 
Bennett, Danford, Hager, Jenkins, 
Bingham, Daniels, Hainer, Nebr. Johnson, Cal. 
aan De Witt, Halterman, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Boutelle, Dingley, Hanly, Joy, 
Bowers, Dolliver, Hardy, Kerr, 
Brewster, Doolittle, Harmer, Kiefer, 
Broderick, Draper, Harrts, Kirkpatrick, 
Bromwell, Eddy, Hartman, Knox, 

rosius, Ellis, sh, Lacey, 
Brown, Evans, Heatwole, Lefever, 
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Leighty, Moody, Scranton, Tracewell, 
Leo Morse, Shafroth, Tracey, 
Lewis, Northway, Sherman, 4 
Linney, Otjen, Sim Upde, : 
Linton, Overstreet, Smith, iL Van Voorhis, 
pong, rker, Snover, Wadsworth, 
Loud, yne, Southard, Walker, Va. 
Loudenslager, Perkins, Spalding, Wanger, 
Low, Phillips, ape ; Warner, 
Mahany Pickler, 8 . 

Pitney, Stephenson, Watson, Ind. 
McCall, Tenn Poole, Stewart, N.J. e mn, 
McCleary,Minn. Pugh, Stewart, Wis. ite, 
McEwan, 2 g; Stone, C. W. 

c n, y, Strode, Nebr. Wilson, Idaho 
Mercer. Reeves, Strong Wilson, Ohio 
Miller, Kans. Royse, Sulloway, \ 
Milnes. Russell, Conn. homas, Woodman, 
Minor, Wis. Sauerhering, Towne, Wright. 

NAYS—82. 
Bailey, Denny, ‘McDearmon, Sparkman, 
Bankhead. Dinsmore, McLaurin, Spencer, 
Bartlett, Ga. Downing, MeMillin, Stokes, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Erdman, Meredith, Strait, 
Bell, Tex. Hall, Meyer, Strowd, N.C. 
Berry, Hart, Miles, Sulzer, 

, Ga. Hendrick, Money, Swanson, 
Boatner, Hutcheson, Neill, Talbert, 
Buck, Jones, Noonan, Tarsney, 
Catchings, Kem, en, Tate, 
Garey: Kyle, y, Terry, 

rke, Ala. Latimer, Owens, Tucker, 
Cobb, Ala. Lawson, Patterson, Turner, Ga. 
Cobb, Mo. La Pendleton, Turner, Va. 
Cockrell Lester, Price, Underwood, 
Cooper, Fila. Little, Richardson, Wheeler, 
Cooper, Tex Livi Robbins, Wi b 
x, re re, Robertson, La. ‘Wilson, 8. C. 
Gummi MoCreary, Shuford er 
mmings . Ky. ord, 
De Armond, MoGuilock, Sorg, 
NOT VOTING 
Abbott, Dovener, MoClare, Settle, 
Adama, Ellett, Va. eCormick, Shannon, 
Aldrich Elliott, 8. C. McKenney, Shaw, 
aca. Miss. —. cRae er ms 
6 zgerald, Smith, Mic 
wood, 088, pieiklalop Va. Southwick, 
h, Ha: en Stall 
Black, N.Y. Heiner, Pa. Miner, N.Y. Steele, 

ue, Hop ‘ Stone, W. A. 
Bull, How: Taft, 
Calderhead, Hub Mozley, Tawney, 

cke 4 Huling, Murphy, Tayler, 

n. Hunter, Newlands, Wy. er, 
Connolly, J , ell, er, Mass. 
Cowen, Kendall, mn, Ww 

Kulp, Powers, Watson, Ohio 
Crowley, nring, Wilber, 
f Raney, Wilson, N. Y. 
Curtis, lowa Lorimer, Reyburn, Woodard, 
a Maddox, Ro , Pa. Woomer. 
Dockery, Marsh, Russell, Ga. 

So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the of the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. , L move to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on A: ons with instructions to reexam- 


ine and report a new of so much of the bill as appears 
— the subhead ‘ Per Choiti 


KERY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 


I The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
aa GROSVENOR. Andon that motion I demand the previous 
question. 


Mr. a KERY. I hope the gentieman will withhold that for 
a@ moment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have not yielded the floor. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to submit a parliamentary inquiry, 
and understood that the Chair had already recognized me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized gentleman for 


* iit DOCKERY. 1 desire Chair 

, a. 8 to aneira- the whether, un- 
der the motion of the gentleman Ohio to recommit, it will 
be competent for the Committee on A tions, in the event 
that the motion prevails, to review other paragraphs of the bill 
than the oe tends. mentioned by him, relating to charities? 

The SP. . The Chair thinks not. 

= GROSVENOR. Now [ask the previous question on the 
motion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr, CRISP. I believe, as there was no debate before the pre- 
soe ease there is now, under the rule, a certain time allowed 

‘or debate. 

The SPEAKER. Buttherewas debate on the general question, 
which the Chair thinks precludes further debate under the opera- 
tion of the previous question on this motion. 

Mr. .. But, a. Sees that question has been ex- 
hausted; the ous q has already operated to a conclu- 
sion; and we have now an entirely new proposition, subject to 
debate under rulings heretofore made. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 


Georgia. 

Mr. CRISP. In the Twenty-seventh Congress, on page 128 of 
the Journal of the first session, I find the following: 

The House having yesterday decided to reconsider the vote of the 7th in- 
stant, adop the resolu the amendment proposed by Mr. Rayner 
to the resolu was read; and, after some conversation as to whether that 
amendment was in order or not, Mr. Rayner withdrew it, and the question 
again recurred on Mr. Wise’s resolution, when Mr. Barnard submitted a 
question of order, as follows. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
I should like to know what the gentleman is saying, and I can not 
hear a word. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia will be kind 
enough to suspend for a moment. The House will please be in 


oO % 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman please refer to tho 
rule again on which he bases his proposition? 

Mr. CRISP. I will repeat, so that my friend from Ohio wil! 
understand it. The point that I made to the Speaker was that 
this motion of the gentleman, not having been previously debated 
and the previous question having been ordered upon it, that under 
the rules there was a limited amount of debate upon it—fiftecn 
minutes upon aside. The Speaker suggested that the previous 
question had been ordered upon the passage of the bill, which is 
true, and which, if not divested by the vote of the House, would 
cut off all debate upon ona collateral motion or any motion that 
might follow after, and the point that I was proceeding to make 
was that it had been decided in the Twenty-seventh Congress that 
the reconsideration of a final vote by the House divested the ques- 
tion of the previous question and left it again open to debate and 
to amendment, and I was proceeding to relate what took place. 
It is very short and I will read all that appears in the Journal: 

The House resumed the consideration of the questions arising out of the 
motion of Mr. Fornance, of the 8th t, to reconsider the vote of the 7th 
instant adopting the resolution moved by Mr. Wise for the appointment of 
a committee to report rules for the government of the House and adopting 
temporarily the rules and orders of the last House of Representatives. 

The House having yesterday decided to reconsider the vote of the 7th in- 
stant adopting the said resolution, the amendment proposed by Mr. Rayner 
to the resolution was read; and, after some conversation as to whether ¢!1t 
amendment was in order or not, Mr. Rayner withdrew it, and the question 
again recurred on Mr. Wise’s resolution, when Mr, Barnard submitted a 
question of order, as follows. ; 


To this I desire to call the special attention of the Speaker. It 
aes that at that time they put their questions of order in 
ting. This is stated in this way: 

The House had passed a resolution adopting certain rules and orders for 
its own government; this resolution was passed under the operation of the 
previous question by which the House determined that the question on tho 
resolution should be taken without further debate. Yesterday the House de- 

rmined to reconsider the vote adopting the said resolution. This restored 
the question on that resolution to the ition in which it stood at the mo- 
ment of taking the first vote thereon; the previous question still applies, and 
the question must now be taken without debate or amendment— 


That is, the question of order presented. 


The 8 er decided that the House having reconsidered the vote adopting 
the resolution, the proceeding was restored to the precise pons at which it 
was when the qu to agree to the resolution was put; that the question, 
Will the House agree to the resolution? imm tely recurred upon the pass- 
ing of the vote to reconsider, and it was the question now before the House; 
that, as that question had been decided on the 8th instant, under the opera 
tion of the previous question; the previous question now operated upon it, 

ently it was not open to debate or amendment. 

From this decision Mr. Wise appealed, on the ground that a previous ques- 
tion expended itself when once put and decided; that having been put on tho 
8th instant and decided, it could no longer be applied to the present proceed 
ing unless renewed; and, consequently, that the proposition before the House 
was open both to amendment and debate. 

» Mr. Profit moved the previous question on the appeal, and it was seconded 
y a member. 
‘A call of the House was then moved by Mr. Adams, and was refused. 
And the previous question was put, viz, Shall the main question be now 


t? 

And np in the affirmative. 

And the question was put, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the House? 


And passed in the negative | Not ----0 200710 p 


So that the decision of the Chair was reversed, and it was 
decided that the previous question, when once put, no longer 
operated, 

So far as I have been able to ascertain, Mr. Speaker, from that 
_s this there has been no different ruling. 

.DINGLEY. Ishouldliketo ask the gentleman from Georgia 
if he thinks that is a parallel case to the present? Supposing after 
reconsideration had been hada motion been e to amend, 
and then the previous question had been ordered by the House upon 
that motion, would the gentleman contend that in this situation 
of the bill the amendment could have been debated fifteen minutes 
on either side after the previous question had been ordered? 

Mr. CRISP. That is a different question. ] 

a DINGLEY. And does it not apply to the motion to re- 
t? 
Mr. CRISP. Well, that is the real question, whether or not 


‘that is the identical question. I should think that if an amend- 
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ment were offered under those circumstances, and the previous 
uestion were ordered upon it, it is likely it would not be debat- 


. Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman from Ohio has moved to re- 


commit, and then has moved the previous question, and the 
House has ordered the previous qu mon that motion. Now, 
on what ground does the gentleman from Georgia claim that this 
question is open to discussion? 

Mr. CRISP. The rule I claim it under I will read to the gen- 

an. 
= DINGLEY. You refer to the fifteen minutes’ debate. 

The § . The Chair desires to ask the gentleman from 
Maine if he understands that the previous question has been 
ordered generally or only on the motion to recommit? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The previous question has been ordered on 
the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. Then, if the previous question was divested by 
the carrying of the motion to reconsider, the motion for the pre- 
vious question is only upon the present _question—that is, the 
motion to recommit; and the rule of the House says: 

And the same right of debate shall be allowed whenever the previous ques- 
tion has been ordered on any proposition on which there has been no debate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does not the word “proposition ” refer to any 
bill that has been offered, or does it refer to an incidental motion 
on a bill that has already been considered or being considered? 
The suggestion I made was: Suppose the gentleman from Ohio 
made a motion to amend this very bill instead of moving to re- 
commit, and then had moved the previous question and the House 
had ordered the previous question on the motion to amend, would 
the gentleman from Georgia contend that because of the rule that 
has just referred to that he had the right of fifteen minutes’ 
debate on the motion to amend, the bill having already been con- 
sidered by the House, and this being merely an incidental matter? 
Has the gentleman considered as to whether that rule was in- 
tended to apply to a proposition of this character? 

Mr. CRISP. Here is a distinct proposition, which disposes of 
the bill. This takes the whole bill from the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It would no more than a motion to strike out 
all after the enacting clause, and the motion would be an inci- 
dental one arising on a proposition that has already been con- 
sidered by the House. 

Mr. CHISP I do not see how the gentleman can draw that 
distinction. Here is a proposition to recommit a bill or to com- 
mit a bill, as you please, which bill has been divested of the pre- 
vious question entirely, and the gentleman makes this independ- 
ent ar and the previous question has been ordered upon it. 

Mr. INGLEY. But I want to ask my friend from Georgia is 
a motion to recommit a bill that has already been before the House 
any more an independent proposition than a motion to amend would 
be? He would not contend, surely, that a motion to amend a bill 
already the House would admit, after the previous 

uestion had been ordered, of fifteen minutes’ debate on either side. 
e gentleman from Ohio has moved, and the House has ordered, 
the previous question on the motion to recommit, which is an in- 
cidental motion on a proposition that has been considered and 
debated by the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it strikes me that the phrase- 
ology used there could have no application if it did not apply toa 
question of this kind. Debate has been provided for under cer- 
tain ces, and then, as if to cover cases of this sort, the 
provision of the rule which the Chair has just read was incorpo- 
rated, and it seems to me that it is useless if it does not apply to 
poraene of this sort. There is no exception to it as read by 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the general parliamentary ques- 
tion is a very important one, much more important in its opera- 
tion the future than upon anything in the present, or its 
operation this question. 

Mr. CRISP. Before the gentlersan proceeds, I desire to say 
that I agree with him as to its importance. I only want five min- 
utes; and if the gentleman will give me five minutes I will with- 

w the point and the Chair can consider it at his leisure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well; I suggest that the matter be 
left over. The gentleman can have five minutes. 

The . The gentleman from Georgia has the floor, 
unless he yields it. 


Mr. CRISP. I have stated that I will withdraw the point of 
order from the consideration of the Speaker, conceding that it is 
& very mpesetent one, if the gentleman from Ohio will simply 
withhold his demand and let me have five minutes for debate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am willing that the gentleman shall 

ve the same amount of time as 1 be allowed on this side. 

Mr. — I only wanted five minutes on the motion to re- 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think, Mr. Speaker, that is a fair prop- 

, because the parliamentary question is one that is far- 
and important. Tack tnandmous consent, pending this 


motion to recommit, that there be ten minutes of debate, five 
minutes to the gentleman from Georgia and five minutes to the 
gentleman from Dlinois |[Mr. Canwon}. 

Mr. LACEY. Before that is put, I would like to ask a question. 
This is a parliamentary question that will come up further on. 

I would like to ask in this connection, because we want to know 
what the rule is on this subject 

Mr. CRISP. Weare not going to have any ruling until the 
question has been investigated more thoroughly. 

Mr. LACEY. But, Mr. Speaker, I observe that Rule XVII omits 
any provision for the fifteen minutes’ debate which was provided 
for in the last Congress. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is provided for elsewhere, in Rule 
XXVIII, paragraph 3. 

Mr. LACEY. ‘The question is,whether it is provided for there. 
That rule provides only for what is to be done on a motion for the 
suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER. No; ‘‘And the same right of debate shall be 
allowed whenever the previous question has been ordered on any 
proposition on which there has been no debate.” 

The question seems to turn on the meaning of the word “ propo- 
sition” in the rule. The Chair has his impression about it, but if 
the House does not desire to have it decided now, the Chair will 
put the request for unanimous consent made by the gentleman 
from Ohio. Is there objection to the request? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] is 
entitled to five minutes. 

Mr.CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I desire that five minutes only for 
the purpose of congratulating the majority in the House of Rep- 
resentatives on their capacity to ‘‘ transact the public business.” 
[Laughter.] I have been a member of this House quite a number 
of years; there are other members who have had a much longer 
service; I have made some inquiry, and I believe that this is the 
first time in the history of the Government that a general appro- 
priation bill has been brought into the House, duly considered, 
and, upon a yea-and-nay vote, the House has refused to pass it. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Now, Mr. Speaker, that isa 
noteworthy event. I recollect that our friend who now occupies 
the Speaker’s chair, in the last Congress and in the Congress pre- 
ceding, used very often to stand about where my friend from Dli- 
nois |Mr. CANNON] now sits, and congratulate this side of the 
House on their capacity to “‘ transact the public business,” and it 
affords me infinite pleasure now to return the compliment, and to 
say that whatever our misdoings or shortcomings may have been, 
we never reached that state of disorganization where we were 
unable to frame and pass an ordinary general appropriation bill. 
[Laughter. Appiause on the Democratic side. ] 

This bill applies to the District of Columbia. It appropriates 
for the support of this beautiful city, of which we are all so proud, 
and we have been told time and time again during the considera- 
tion of the bill that we were acting as a board of aldermen or a 
common council. Now, that being so, I want to say to you, my 
friends on the other side, with the utmost good nature, that you 
have written yourselves down, by your action here to-day, as in- 
competent to discharge the duties of a board of aldermen for the 
city of Washington. [Applause on the Democratic side, and 
laughter.}| You present a bill tomake appropriations for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. It is considered in the House, some of our 
friends earnestly assail it. You amend it, and I doubt whether 
any of you know now exactly what this mutilated billis. [Laugh- 
ter.] The bill is brought to a vote, and a majority of the House 
vote it down. Then, by a little effort of the leaders on your side, 
by a little stirring around the edges and lobbies, and by the prom- 
ise: ‘‘If you will vote against this motion to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table and will help us to reconsider this bill, we 
will recommit it, and the committee will fix it right” [laughter ]— 
in that way you have got your party, in the main, together; and 
all that means just this—you confess before the whole country, in 
spite of all your professions of capacity, that you are incompetent 
to transact the ordinary public business of the United States. 
[Laughter. Applause on the Democratic side.}] You have not 
only shown it on this bill, but you have shown it on the bond bill 
that you have passed; you have shown it on the tariff bill that 
you passed here some time ago; and, though I am no prophet nor 
the son of a prophet, I predict that there will hardly come amonth 
or a week from now until the time this Congress adjourns in 
which it will not be developed by your action here that your ma- 
jority is utterly incapable of intelligently and properly transact- 
ing the publ business of the United States. [Applause on the 
Democratic on) 

Mr. CANNON. 
[Mr. area: 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the difference between this 
side of the House and that side is, that this side of the House is 
= of rectifying any mistakes that we may make, while that 
side of the House is not. [Applause on the Republican side.) 





I yield one minute to the gentleman from Ohio 
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The SPEAKER. If there is no objection (and the Chair hears 
none) Po penton from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] has the floor 

Mr. DERSON. I yield to the inquiry of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHAR N. Iunderstood the gentleman from Iowa 
to say that this bill had been considered and reported by tho 
Judic Committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has the Judiciary Committee authority 
from the House to sit during the sessions of the House? If not. } 
do not see how it is possible thatthe bill can have been considered 
by the Judi Committee since objection was made this morn- 
ing to its consideration. 

r. HENDERSON. Well, if the gentleman wishes to raise 
that point, I will say we considered it in an informal way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have not raised any objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Every member of the committee has been 
consulted and has assented to the bill as now a 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It occurs to me that a bill of this impor- 
tance, making certain acts felonies and prescribing penalties there- 
for, including punishment in the penitentiary, ought to be very 


Mr. HENDERSON. The bill has been considered carefully, and 
every member of the committee has given his assent to it and has 
a that it be brought wp in this way. 

r. BAILEY. In reply tothe gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hey- 
DERSON], I want to say that while I agreed that the bill be reported 
and have no objection to its consideration, I do not want to be re- 
garded as nsible for what the bill contains. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CuLper- 
— and I gave the measure the closest examination, and we 

e such changes as to meet the objections. Every member of 
the committee was consulted. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Does this bill cover cockfights? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Well, if a cock is an animal it does. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Idonotthinkitis. [Laughter.} Or I will 
say to the gentleman, as Diogenes expressed it, it is if it has no 


feathers. nee.) 

Mr. DERSON. The gentleman is a high authority on 
everything connected with the turf. I do not feel it necessary to 
_— further. 

yield two minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 


That side of the House posed a tariff bill on one occasion, and it 
came back here with amendments, 644 mistakes, 644 blunders; 
and what did that side of the House do? They did not have the 
capacity to extricate themselves out of the mess, but ener 
headlong into it, and the people of the United States have punished 
them and will continue to punish them for their incapacity. 
{Laughter. Applause on the ublican side. ] 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. S er, first, in answer to the leather and 
— which proceeds from the gentleman from Georgia —_ 

RISP], let me say that substantially this bill which has just 
recommitted, or one similar to it, was passed in the Fifty-second 
Congress, while that gentleman had the honor to be Speaker, by a 
substantially solid Democratic vote; while as to this bill, which, I 
repeat, is in substance the same as the bill then pane there is 
almost a solid Democratic vote against it. Let that go for what 
itis worth. This bill was reported to the House with the entire 
approval of the minority of the committee. It has been developed 
here for three or four days that the House of Representatives, upon 
both sides, if we can ju from the votes, has not been satisfied 
with a portion of this bill, and, as is perfectly proper if the House 
is not satisfied, it recommits the bill to an or of the House, a 
committee of its own creation, with instructions to further con- 
sider and report a bill for consideration by the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON. A small portion of the bill. 

Mr.CANNON, Yes. No doubt that committee will proceed to 
oonoe) with the direction which the House has given. [Ap- 
plause. 

So far as progress by this House is concerned, and our compe- 
tency to _—— never in the history of this country has any 
House of Representatives made such a good record for action 
touching important legislation as has been made by this House. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] And with that fact staring 
us in the face, we can afford to let the gentleman from Georgia 
rail. [Renewed applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SKERY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. If 
this bill shall be recommitted to the Appropriations Committee 
and reported back from that committee, will the provisions as to 
charities require consideration in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that question when the 
bill is reported back. 

Mr. KERY. [also desire to ask whether any other portion 
of the bill than that covered by the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio will be open to amendment and consideration in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can only give an impression, which 
is that it will not be, but does not undertake now to give a final 
decision upon the question. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] to recommit the bill with the 
instructions which have been reported to the House. 

The motion was ae to. 

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


PROHIBITION OF PRIZE FIGHTING, ETC, 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, this morning a request was 
made for unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill pro- 
hibiting prize mr neg | in the Territories and the District of Co- 
lumbia. Objection was made by the — from Massachn- 
setts [Mr. Knox], and the bill was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. at committee has considered it, and now I ain 
authorized to report it back and ask its immediate consideration. 
Various amendments have been made, or rather the bill has been 
recast or redrafted so as to meet the objections of the objectors. 
I presume it is for me to ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill, which I now do. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked for the imme- 
diate consideration of the substitute bill, which will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





re 
Mr. OX. Mr. Speaker, my objection to this bill was strictly 
a legal objection, and was not made because I was in any way 
opposed to the principles or pur of the measure. The second 
section of the bill, as it was offered, provided, according to the 
reply made by the Delegate from New Mexico, that any person, 
no matter of what age or sex, who might be found present at a 
personal encounter where an admission fee was charged, was to be 
regarded as guilty of a felony and punished by imprisonment :or 
a minimum term of five years. The third section, which under- 
took to define a fight with a man or an animal, declared that it 
meanta personal encounter where blows were exchanged. Clearly 
that would apply to a football match, and very likely to nearly 
all the college athletic games. I very much question, if the bill 
were enacted in that form, whether it might not send to the peni- 
tentiary some of the sons of members of this House for a minimum 
term of five years. 

Mr. HENDERSON. ay punishing the wrong fellows. 

Mr. KNOX. Yes, sir. But by the reference to the Judiciary 
Committee those elements have been eliminated from the bill, 
and it now applies strictly to a fight between man and man or a 
fight betweena man andananimal. The bill being thusamended, 
I am heartily in favor of its purpose, and I hope it will be speedily 
considered and ° ’ 

Mr. HENDERSON. [I ask the previous question on the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a question before that? 

Mr. DERSON. Certainly. 


A bill (H. R. 5566) to prohibit prize fighting and and fights between : 
d animals and to provide penal Terri Mr. BARTLETT of New York. According to what statute, or 
District of Columbia. oes " nite Tae in conformity with what statute, may I , has the bill been 


Be it enacted, ete,, That any person who, in any of the Territories or the 
District of Columbia, shall voluntarily engage in a pugilistic encounter be- 
tween man and man, or a t between a man and a bull, or any other ani- 
sel. for money or for other of value, or for any championship, or upon 


framed? What has been the model, in other words, on which the 
committee acted? 
Mr. HENDERSON. Well, we followed more closely the Texas 


result of which any money or anything of value is bet or , or to | legislation than any other, because that was enacted to catch the 
goo which any admiguien Sve te charged, liber Cinectiy or nti . shall be | game fellows that we were after. ; , 
Snes fe tak content ek Ui aes cals or eae ee ee ean Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Are the penalties the same in 
Sec. 2. By the term “ encounter,” as used in this bill, is meant | each case? 
oF ‘withou Uloves, between {wo ot more men, for money of for a rive of ay Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What is the penalty in Texas 
other thing ; of New York. e penalty i . 
the result of. wing money Scares “Jmbet b bet or wagered, oF to Mr. CATRON. Not less than two nor more than five years’ 
ace which any edmiasion feo to charged, etther directly or y. im 


t. 
Pr ee of New York. Why increase the penalties in 
. Mr. HENDERSON. Well, in that respect we are acting entirely 
independently of any of the States, It did not seem to the mem 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid 
tion of this bill? ; 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to address an inquiry to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa. I do not want to object. 
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bers of thecommittee any too much of a penalty, because the senti- 
ment of the country is absolutely against this barbarous practice, 
and if we are going to act let us doit in such a way as to show 
our determination to put a stop to it. 

We left, too, the football playing out, I will say to my friend 
from New York, although from the exhibitions that I have seen 
of the game myself I would have been very glad to include it 

laughter], but we left it out to please my friend, the gentleman 
om Massachusetts ot Knox], and other gentlemen. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I wouldask whether this would 
not bar out all amateur contests as well? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Well, it will certainly bar out all prize 
fighting, whether it be a prize fight for a prize in a college or 
elsewhere, no matter where. There is no doubt of that. If they 
are going to have prize fights for prizes, with or without gloves, 
either in the prize ring or in the colleges, they will certainly come 
within the provisions of this bill. The bill has been made broad 
enough to cover all cases of misdemeanor of this character, whether 
it be by college students, or by the Morrisseys, or anybody else. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is it not a very much more 
severe statute than that oo in any State of the Union? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Well, I do not know as to that. 

Mr. KNOX. This bill, as it comes from the committee, does 
not include amateur contests, such as exhibitions of boxing. The 
third section provides for that. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I think the gentleman from 
Iowa will admit that it covers any prize fight or amateur contest 
in any college or anywhere else. 

Mr. MORSE. If it does not it ought to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Let meask the gentleman from Iowa whether | 


this would cover fights between the bulls and bears in the bucket 
shops of Washington? [Laughter. 

r. HENDERSON. ell, I wil 
one who is more familiar with that branch of the subject than I 
am. I have no acquaintance with the bucket shops of Washing- 


ton. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the bill go so far as to prohibit prize 
fighting on naval vessels of the United States? I remember, ac- 
cording to the public journals last summer, that a prize fight was 
reported to have taken place on one of the vessels of the United 
States Navy. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I do not think the bill reaches that class. 


have to leave that to some | 
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We ae we would leave that to the efficient officers of the | 


Navy. e thought that this was a matter which would require 


very prompt action, and did not want to provoke any trouble with | 


regard to getting it through. The able chairman of the Naval 
Committee, now sitting before me, cancontrolthat matter. I de- 
mand the ro question. 

Mr. BA 
parliamentary inquiry. Has unanimous consent been given for 
the consideration of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it was given. 
The Chair asked, very distinctly, at the time the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] was occupying the floor, and there 
was no objection. 

Mr. MEREDITH. We did not understand what the bill was, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I did not understand that 
unanimous consent had been given. I thought a discussion took 
mee and that that question was not put to the House at the 

e. 


The SPEAKER. It was submitted. 

Mr. MEREDITH. We did not understand that this bill was 
before the House for consideration, and under the circumstances I 
think the gentleman ought to withdraw it. 

Mr. BOATNER. Before the gentleman from Iowa demands 
the previous question I would like to make a single suggestion, 

i HENDERSON. Everybody is anxious to get on with the 
bond bill and I do not wish to take up any more time than is 
necessary, but I yield to my colleague on the committee for a 
su on. 

. BOATNER. I would suggest to the gentleman whether 
the severity of the 
the conviction of offenders? An imprisonment for five years at 
hard labor might not be too severe for an aggravated case coming 
under the provisions of the bill, but cases might arise where there 
had been an infraction of the law and the juries would hesitate 
to convict and it would be difficult to obtain conviction under a 
penalty so severe. I suggest that a reduction of the penalty be 
made, so that it be not less than one year or more than three, for 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I think that the penalty is 
none too severe. It is ney the judgment of the best 
oe in America that severe penalties should be enforced to 

up this practice. 

Mr. BOATNER. I want to suggest to the gentleman that the 
experience of judicial proceedings is that what the public may 


XXVITI—85 


malty fixed in the bill might not endanger | 


TLETT of New York. Before that, let me make a | 











1345 


consider to be a very severe punishment frequently prevents con- 
viction, and that while the public sentiment of the country at 
this time may and does support this severe penalty, yet that sub- 
sequently it may be considered too severe. if we make the penalty 
not less than one year nor more than five, that would allow the 
punishment to be graded according to the nature of the offense. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman’s proposition is to have it 
not less than one nor more than five years, in the discretion of the 
court? 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes, not less than one nor more than five. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iam willing to consent to that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BOATNER. 
the gentleman. 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not understand that this bill has any re- 
lation to dueling. [Laughter. | 

Mr. HENDERSON. Oh, no; not at all. We can not afford to 
—_ that. [Laughter.] I ask the previous question on the bill 
and the amendment which has been suggested. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Would it be in order to move to recommit 
this bill to the Judiciary Committee? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I make that motion, sir. This bill has not 
been printed. It has not been read by the members, and we do 
not know what its effect is. 

Mr. HENDERSON. We know very well what its effect is, and 
we know this fight is coming off on the 14th, and this bill must 
pass both Houses and get to the President before that time. States 
have acted quickly, and why can not the American Congress act? 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. MEREDITH. I make the motion that this be recommitted 
to the Judiciary Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put the motion at the proper 
time. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the bill so that it will read: 

And upon such conviction shall be punished by imprisonment in the peni- 
tentiary not less than one nor more than five years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the 
bill, and pending that the gentleman from Virginia | Mr. Mere- 
DITH] moves that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MerepirTH, and it 
was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

THE FINANCIAL BILL. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and 
protect the coin redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of 
certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of 








I offer that amendment, with the consent of 


| revenue. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
House bill No. 2904, with Mr. Payne in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill, with the 
amendments of the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 2004) entitled ‘‘An act to maintain and protect 
the coin redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of indebt- 
edness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue,’’ do pass with the following 
amendment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That from and after the passage of this act the mints of the United States 
shall be open to the coinage of silver, and there shall be coined dollars of the 
weight of 412} grains troy, of standard silver, nine-tenths fine, as provided 
by the act of January 18, 1837, and upon the same terms and subject to the 
limitations and provisions of law regulating the coinage and legal-tender 
quality of gold; and whenever the said coins herein 
received into the Treasury, certificates may be issued th 
now provided by law. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury hall coin into standard silver 
dollars, as soon as practicable, according to the provisions of section 1 of this 
act, from the silver bullion purchased under authority of the act of July 14, 
1890, entitled * An act directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue 
of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes,’ that portion of said sil 
ver bullion which represents the seigniorage or profit to the Government, to 
wit, the difference between the cost of the silver purchased under said act 
and its coin value, and said silver dollars so coined shall be used in the 
payment of the current expenses of the Government; and for the purpose of 
making the said seigniorage immediately available for use as money. the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to issue silver cer- 
tificates inst it, as if it was already coined and in the Treasury 

Sec. 3. That no national-bank note shall be hereafter issued of a denomina- 
tion less than $10, and all notes of such banks now outstanding of denomi-. 


wrovided for shall be 
1erefor in the manner 
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ernment of France does not it the free coinage of silver, and 
maintains her full legal-tender silver at a parity with gold pre- 
cisely as the Government of the United States maintains our silver. 

There is no doubt of the power of the United States to redeem 

eenbacksor pay any Government obligationsinany kindof money 
that it chooses, or even to repudiate the entire debt. A Govern- 
ment can not be sued or its assets attached. A Government note 
or bond is a debt of honor, and the only assurance the holder of a 
Government note or bond has that he will receive what he or the 
creditor who sold him such promise loaned to the government, 
is his confidence in the good faith of the nation which gave it. 

The only question for the nation which gave the promise is not 
oneof technical power to discharge the debt in inferior money, for 
it has that power, but one of honor and good faith. And even 
this question must be considered in the light of the fact that the 
life of a nation is not limited like that of an individual to a few 
brief years, but will probably go on for many generations and 
centuries. It is certain that any nation will sooner or later come 
into straits where its reputation for good faith in the payment of 
its obligations will not only secure for it credit which would have 
not otherwise been granted, and credit, too, on terms far more 
advantageous than would have otherwise been possible. What- 
ever may happen, I feel assured that the people of this country 
will see to it that every dollar of the money which they have bor- 
rowed and for which obligations are now outstanding, all of 
which has been gold or its equivalent, will be paid in money of 
equal value to that which we have received. [Applause. ] 

And when nothing is to be gained by any other course, wisdom, 
if nothing else, would dictate that we talk very little about expe- 
dients which would be regarded by the world as looking to repu- 
diation. For so long as we maintain the policy of preserving the 

arity between our gold and our silver coin—and we can not have 
both gold and silver at the same time as money unless we do pre- 
serve that parity,—so long as we do preserve it not one farthing is 
to be gained by forcing upon any unwilling creditor a kind of 
money which, for any reason, he may distrust. 

In fact, if we would drop that kind of talk and speak boldly and 
honestly of our intention to maintain our good faith, all kinds of 
money would be accepted without the least question by anyone. 
Why, sir, I am informed that until 1893 the bondholders accepted, 
even in payment of bonds, the current currency of the country 
without any question, in large part because there was no reason 
to distrust our good faith and our purpose to maintain the two 
kinds of money at a parity. 

THE SILVER DOLLARS IN THE TREASURY. 


Mr. Chairman, judging from much that I have heard here and 
elsewhere, there is an impression that we have in the Treasury 
of the United States a large mass of silver dollars belonging to 
the Government that could be used for the purpose of redeem- 
ing the greenbacks. But where are they, Mr. Chairman? I have 
here the report of the Treasury Department for yesterday. How 
many silver dollars are there in the Treasury? Three hundred 
and fifty-three million dollars, besides the fund set aside for the 
redemption of the Treasury notes. What is the condition of that 
$358,000,000? Three hundred and forty-six million dollars of 
silver certificates are outstanding against them. Who owns the 
346,000,000 silver dollars deposited, represented by $346,000,000 of 
silver certificates outstanding? Not the Government, but the 

ple of this country; there is scarcely a citizen of the United 
tates who does notown some of them by having in his possession 
a silver certificate. Only 7,000,000 of silver dollars outside of the 
fund under the act of 1890 are in the Treasury to-day, belonging 
to it in such a way as to be made available for the redemption of 
the greenbacks. Therefore what is proposed is to disturb conti- 
dence in this country still more—tocreate the impression that we 
propose to repudiate something whether we do or not,—all be- 
cause of simply $7,000,000; and every one of these silver dollars 
can be used for other purposes, instead of greenbacks, and thus 
maintain the confidence which existed from 1879 to 1893. 

There is no excuse in the present condition of the Treasury for 
parading abroad throughout this country again what is already 
the law, unless you propose to repeal the parity act of 1890 and in- 
crease a distrust which already exists. The end of using these 
$7,000,000 for redemption purposes does not justify the means. 

Mr. McRAE. I ask the gentleman to tell us how much silver 

ion there is in the Treasury purchased under the act of 1890, 
and why that should not be coined into silver dollars and used to 
redeem the Sherman Treasury notes, and thereby to that extent 
relieve the drain upon the gold reserve? 


THE TREASURY BULLION AND THE CERTIFICATE DEVICE. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I am coming to that. My friend from Ar- 
kansas asks, why not use the silver bullion which was purchased 
under the act of 1890 by the use of Treasury notes? We are using 
it every day, gradually and safely, under the operation of the un- 

ed provisions of the act of 1890, for the redemption and can- 
ion of these Treasury notes. But should it be used for the 
redemption of the greenback? Are you not aware, my friend, 
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that there is a redemption going on every day—a redemption of 
Treasury notes with silver dollars coined from the fund of silver 
bullion that was purchased under the act of 1890? 

Mr. McRAE. To what extent? 

Mr. DINGLEY. More than $18,000,000. 

A MEMBER. Nineteen million dollars. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Nearly $19,000,000 has been redeemed, and 
most of it in the past year and a half. 

Now, let us consider what the process is that is going on, and 
going on safely, at the present time. We have in the Treasury as 
a redemption fund eniien the act of 1890 silver bullion that cost 
$124,000,000 and $13,000,000 of coined silver dollars, against one 
hundred and thirty-seven millions of Treasury notes. Under 
that act it is provided that this silver bullion shall be coined as 
fast as it may be required for the redemption and cancellation of 
Treasury notes that may be presented for redemption in silver 
dollars. How does it happen that while this volume of Treasury 
notes was originally over $155,000,000 it is to-day only $137 ,000,000? 
There is going on a process of redemption and cancellation of 
Treasury notes by the substitution of silver certificates, gradually 
and safely, as business demands. This comes under a provision 
of the act of 1890, which provides that the volume of outstanding 
Treasury notes shall at no time exceed the silver dollars coined 
from the bullion purchased under this act and the cost of the 
uncoined bullion; sothat when a Treasury note is redeemed in sil- 
ver it must be immediately canceled, as the silver dollar or silver 
certificate representing the silver dollar goes into circulation in 
its place. 

Now, this fund of silver is being constantly used in this way. 
Holders of Treasury notes are voluntarily presenting them every 
day at the Treasury for redemption in silver dollars. Why? Be 
cause the policy of the Treasury Department is to gradually place 
the smaller denominations of our paper money in silver certiti- 
cates. Whenever it is desired to obtain a larger amount of ones, 
twos, or fives, the way in which they can be most speedily ob- 
tained is to ask for the redemption of the larger denominations of 
Treasury notes in silver dollars, and the immediate issue, on the 
deposit of those, of silver certificates in the denommations of ones, 
twos, and fives. 

Now, when this process is going on safely, why propose by one 
bold stroke to increase rapidly and illegitimately the distrust that 
exists in this country and to put into circulation a larger volume 
of these notes than can be used in the ordinary transactions of 
business, causing them at once to be presented at our custom- 
houses for the payment of customs duties. What is gained by 
such a process? If you force these notes out quickly, as proposed 
by the provision of the Senate bill, every dollar of them will 
within six months be back, bemg paid in for customs duties in 
lien of gold. Then gentlemen will wonder why we do not receive 
more gold from customs duties. 

If, on the contrary, the act of 1890 continues to be executed as 
it is being executed to-day, within a comparatively few years, as 
business revives, every dollar of the $124,000,000 of silver bullion 
that is now in the Treasury belonging to that fund will have been 
coined and used in redeeming and canceling Treasury notes, in 
lieu of which will have gone out silver certificates, gradually as 
business desires them, and whatever profit may have accrued 
from the coinage will have been covered into the Treasury. That 
is the safe way of using the bullion in the Treasury and convert- 
ing it into money and at the same time eliminating the Treasury 
notes from our currency. 

Now, what is proposed by this measure which has come from the 
Senate? Itis proposed to make one grand grab; to violate the good 
faith pledged by the act of 1890, and alarm the business public. 
But what is really proposed? Look for a moment atit. It pro- 
poses to direct the issue at once of about $40,000,000 of silver cer- 
tificates, representing, as it is said, the seigniorage or profit that 
would accrue after the $124,000,000 of silver bullion is coined 
although not a dollar of it has been coined. Now, what is a silver 
certificate? Take one out of your pocket, if you please, and read 
it. ‘* This certifies that there have been deposited in the Treasury 
of the United States” $5, $2, or $1, as the case may be, ‘* payable 
to the bearer (or holder) of the certificate on demand.” 

Now, what does the Senate substitute propose? It directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue certificates certifying that 
$40,000,000 silver dollars have been deposited in the Treasury for 
their redemption, when, as a matter of fact, there has not been one 
dollar deposited or even coined. Why, such a proposition has 
never before been heard of in finance outside of the Congress of the 
United States. on) Direct your Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to certify to a falsehood, and then wonder why anybody dis- 
trusts the good faith of the Government of the United States! 

But what is gained? If you will only consider a moment, and 
wait, and allow the act of 1890 to work its own salvation, you 
will have obtained and covered into the Treasury every dollar of 
the seigniorage or profit, and done it without violating the good 
faith of the nation and in a way that will noi disturb public confi- 
dence. The road of good faith is straightforward in this matter; 
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theroad of bad faithistortuous. Honesty, Mr. Chairman, straight- 
forward dealing, is not only the right thing but is good policy for 
a nation as well as an individual. 
I am sure that the House, when it comes to consider what is pro- 
posed to be accomplished here, will see that the -_ : ition can 
wi 


only increase the distrust that already exists, an make the 
road to recovery longer and more difficult. Buteven if we should 
concur in the Senate’s proposition, how would it help us in the 
redemption of the greenbacks? Will some gentleman please tell 
me how the Senate provision, which directs that silver certificates, 
which are to be issued on a pretense that they represent deposited 
dollars not yet coined,shall be used in meeting current expenditures, 
not devoted to redemption pu —and this, let me say, is the re- 

ly to the gentleman who asked a few moments ago, ‘‘ Why not use 

he $124,000,000 of silver bullion which was purchased under the 
act of 1890 to redeem greenbacks and Treasury notes? ”’-——will some 
gentleman please tell me how this provision can add anything to 
the redemption fund? 

Mr. TERRY. I understand you to make the point that if the 
certificates are issued now there would be no silver dollars to 
meet them? 

Mr. DINGLEY. There would be no silver dollars that had 
been — as against certificates issued in this way. 

Mr. TERRY. I understand that; but do you make the point 
that if a silver certificate were issued, and the holder should take 
it to the Treasury for redemption, and demand his silver dollar, 
that he could not find a dollar there? 

Mr. DINGLEY. If he found any he would have to take some- 
— else’s dollar—— 

r. TERRY. Now right at that point—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I must decline to yield, as my time is rapidly 
assing. I say that we have 346,000,000 of silver dollars in the 
reasury, against which there already exists $346,000,000 of silver 

certificates, certifying that these dollars have been deposited to 
their credit—silver dollars which do not belong to the Govern- 
ment, but to the holders of the certificates; and if any more silver 
certificates are issued without depositing new silver dollars to 
——- them they are based upon a fund that does not exist. 

r. Chairman, it is said that although nothing will come for 
greenback-redemption purposes, either from the silver dollars 
that could be availed of to-day in the Treasury or from the fund 
which remains as against the Treasury notes, purchased by the 
issue of Treasury notes, yet, somehow or other, by the adoption 
of free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 we will furnish a 
fund for redemption. How, pees What is the free coinage of 
silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 t is authorizing the individual 
owner of silver to go to our mints and have there 371} grains of 
fine silver converted into a silver dollar at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment. And who gets the dollar? The owner of the silver 
bullion gets it—a silver dctiar for every 50 cents’ worth of silver 
so long as the parity is preserved—and the Government gets not 
a cent of it. How are you going to get silver dollars for the 
eee fund out of the free coinage of silver? The 

vernment gets nothing by such coinage. It loses, on the con- 
trary, the cost of coi , whatever it may be. Even with such 
coinage, the only way the Government can get such silver dollars 
for its sresnbacheolumetien fund is by issuing bonds to buy 
them, and if silver and gold are to be maintained at a parity, cer- 
tainly the Government will have to pay the same for coined sil- 
ver as for gold. 

Where, then, is the advantage to the Government and to the 
—_ who do not own silver bullion? It is replied that it will 

ound in the restoration of silver to its former place as a yoke- 
fellow of gold, by which this country will have both gold and sil- 
ver freely coined and permanently concurrently in circulation as 
the money of the people, or, in other words, full bimetallism. 

If it be true that opening of the mints of this country alone to 
the free and unlimited coinage of private silver at the ratio of 
16 to 1 would give this country the permanent concurrent coinage 
and circulation of both gold and silver as money, which is the 
popular understanding of the meaning of bimetallism, then such 
coinage would be welcomed. 

SOME CONCEDED PRINCIPLES. 

But what is the evidence, Mr. Chairman, that the opening of the 
mints of this country to the free and unlimited coinage of private 
silver on the basis of ing 16 ounces of silver the equivalent 
in coinage of 1 ounce of gold would result in bringing gold as well 
as silver to be coined and ently concurrently circulated, 
when in every market of the world 32 ounces of silver is now the 

uivalent of 1 ounce of gold? 

t must be conceded that under free and unlimited coinage of 
private silver bullion after a sufficient time had ela to give an 
rtunity to get into full operation, there could be no material 
erence in market value between 371} grains of fine silver in 
the form of bullion before coinage and 371} grains of silver coined 
into a standard silver dollar; for no owner of silver, here or abroad, 
would sell 371; grains of silver bullion materially less than he 


could dispose of a silver dollar coined from such silver, when ho 
could have his bullion converted into such dollar without cost to 
himself. This is exactly what is found to be the case under the 
free and unlimited coinage of gold. The gold bullion required to 
mint a gold dollar is worth the same before coinage as after. 

It follows from this that gold would not be brought to our 
mints for coinage on the basis of regarding 1 ounce of gold as the 
equivalent in coinage of only 16 ounces of silver unless such open- 
ing should change the absolute and relative value of gold and sj]- 
ver builion in the markets of the world from the ratio of 32 to |. 
as now exists, to the ratio of 16 to 1; or, in other words, should 
practically double the value of silver as measured in gold. Fr 
unless this miraculous change in relative value should be worked 
by opening the mints of this country alone, gold would not }je 
taken to our mints for coinage, and even that already coined 
would be withdrawn from use as money, and both gold bullion 
and coined gold would become merchandise and be sold and ex- 
ported as such. Inother words, we should be left with only silyor 
as our metallic full legal-tender money and should become a silyor 
monometallic nation on a silver basis. 

THE REAL ISSUE. 

Mr. Chairman, the issue between those who hold that free and 
unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 by this country 
alone would result in giving us the permanent concurrent coinaye 
and circulation of gold and silver—for I am not addressing iny- 
self to those who desire silver monometallism—is thus narrowed 
down to a consideration of the question as to whether such coin- 
age would so change the relative value of gold and silver in every 
market of the world as to make 16 ounces of silver the equivalent 
in value or purchasing power of 1 ounce of gold, when now it 
requires 32 ounces of silver to be such equivalent. Those who 
favor such coinage must demonstrate that this marvelous change 
would be wrought 7 it before they can reasonably ask the people 


of this country to take the enormous risk of its failure. 
I trust, therefore, that in the discussion which is now opened 
those who advocate the adoption of the policy of opening the mints 


of this country alone to the free and unlimited coinage of silver at 
the ratio of 16 to 1 will not spend their time in mere assertion: 
and declamation about the importance of bimetallism, which the 
country understands to mean the permanent concurrent coinae 
and circulation of both gold and silver full legal-tender money, 
and the disadvantages of monometallism, but will present to the 
House and country the grounds on which they assume that such 
coinage would result in giving us such bimetallism rather than 
silver monometallism. 

For myself, never was more confident of any fact in finance 
than I am that such coinage of silver as is proposed would specd- 
ily drive gold from its use as money in this country and leave us 
with nothing but silver—in other words, silver monometallisin— 
precisely as such a policy has resulted in Mexico. I shall listen 
attentively and with a receptive mind to any facts and arguments 
which may be adduced to maintain otherwise, for the reason that 


I heartily welcome the use of silver as full legal-tender money in 
a manner and to any extent which will preserve the parity of 
gold and silver and give us both metals as our property money. 
By the action of our Government in the past, by the declarations 


of both the — political parties in 1892, and by the enactment of 
a law with but few dissenting votes by the last Congress, we have 
declared our ary, tee: to s ily seek the concurrence of a suffi 
cient number of leading commercial nations in an international 
agreement for the free coinage of silver which would make jer- 
manent full bimetallism possible. Under that law we are stand- 
ing to-day in the attitude of asking other countries to cooperate 
with usin this movement. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. What is the condition of the people of 
Mexico oats 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam not discussing at present the question 1s 
to what would be theresults of silver monometallism. Iam disc uss- 
ing simply the question as to whether with free coinage of silver 
in this country alone we can secure the concurrent circulation o! 
both silver and gold. Iam not discussing the question of whether 
it would be wise to drive out gold and have nothing but silver, 
which the gentleman wants to discuss. That is another question. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Then, may I ask the gentleman if [ ain 
to understand from his argument, and I do not wish to put a wrong 
interpretation on it, he would rather have gold monometallisin 
and di than prosperity and silver monometallism? 

Mr. DINGLEY. hatever ee of prosperity there 
may be here from causes very different from what my friend 
assumes, even the adversity of the United States is prosperity such 
as Mexico never dreamed of. 

Let it be kept steadily in mind, however, while we are steadily 
looking to a solution of tiis problem by an international agree- 
ment, the only way in which,in my judgment, full bimetallism 
can be eee as maintained, that what we, as well as France, 
now have—for France and the United States are maintaining tenta- 
tively precisely the same coinage policy—is not gold monometal- 
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lism, but limited bimetallism, under which we carry about five 
hundred millions of silver, nearly four hundred and twenty-five 
millions of which is full _— tender, and about five hundred and 


seventy-five millions is gold, but every dollar, together with every 
dollar of our paper, maintained at a parity of value. 

Mr. McMIL . Does not the gentleman believe that it would 
be safe for the Government to coin at once all the silver bullion 
remaining in the Treasury? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have given my reasons for entertaining the 
belief that so large coinage at once would increase the distrust; 
but to issue silver certificates on the profit of coinage not yet un- 
dertaken would be in the highest degree unwise. 

Mr. TERRY. Did we have bimetallism under the act of 1792? 

Mr. DINGLEY. We had an approach to it. 

Mr. TERRY. We did not have concurrent circulation then, 
did we? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, we hadit part of the time, and 
the variation never exceeded 2 per cent. But I must decline to 
take up time in answering questions that are outside of the partic- 
ular point I am discussing, because if gentlemen concede that we 
are not to have concurrent circulation of the two metals under 16 
to 1 free coinage, then that is all lamarguing. I think we should 
have silver monometallism as the result of free coinage at the ratio 
of 16 to 1 by this country alone. That is all I am endeavoring to 
demonstrate, and if that is admitted, then my object is secured. 


THE ARGUMENTS FOR 16 TO 1 FREE COINAGE. 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to examine as briefly as may be the argu- 
ments presented by those who hold that the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 will givethiscountry full bimetal- 
lism, or the concurrent coinage and circulation of gold and silver 
as full legal tender money. 

The argument on which the friends of 16 to 1 free silver seem 
to more especially rest is that the opening of our mints to such 
coinage will create an unlimited demand for silver at a fixed price 
of $1.29 per ounce—the price demanded by this ratio—and this 
would make the market price of silver bullion in every market of 
the world. 

This would be the case if it were true that free coinage by this 
country alone would create an unlimited demand for silver at the 
fixed price of $1.29 per ounce. The fallacy of the whole argu- 
ment omes apparent when it is considered that the demand 
for silver by our mints alone would not be unlimited, but re- 
stricted to the demand of purchasers of silver dollars, and that 
the price received by the owner of silver for each 371} grains is 
not a fixed price, but what a stamped standard silver dollar will 
exchange for in the markets under free and unlimited coinage. 
Those who accept this argument unconsciously accept the ‘‘fiat” 
idea that whatever the Government stamps $1 is thereby given an 
exchange value to that amount, regardless of its intrinsic value 
or its redeemable promise to pay such value—a theory which went 
down in disgrace under our greenback experience until specie 
redemption was established in 1879. 

An absurd exaggeration of the theory of the bimetallic tie, as 
held by the scientific advocates of bimetallism, and in which I con- 
cur, has been adopted by some of the advocates of 16 to 1 free sil- 
ver, to which I desire to refer. This theory holds that where the 
unit is measured in two metals at their commercial ratio at the 
time this ratio is fixed, then when one metal begins to rise there 
is an increased demand for the other metal which tends to restore 
the equilibrium so long as the conditions of production of either 
metal remain substantially the same. But no scientific advocate 
of bimetallism ever held that this alternating demand could suc- 
cessfully operate except within narrow limits and when the coin- 
age ratio had been established at the commercial ratio. 

It must be evident that the bimetallic tie is very weak when only 
a single nation has opened its mints, and that its power rapidly 
increases as the number of nations uniting in maintaining a com- 
mon coinage ratio is enlarged. It is for this reason that inter- 
national free coinage of silver becomes the hope and safety of full 
bimetallism, while independent free coinage, especially at a ratio 
widely different from the commercial ratio, must inevitably lead 
to disorder and silver monometallism. 

Again, it is contended that the sole cause of the decline of silver 
was the closing of the mints of Europe and of the United States to 
its free coinage, and that if the mints of the United States shall be 
— immediately silver will assume its old relative value to 


But do not those who present this argument see that even if it 
be conceded that the sole cause of the decline of silver has been the 
closing of the mints of Europe and of the United States to its free 
coinage, the remedy would be not the opening of the mints of this 
country alone, but the opening of the mints of Europe also—in 
other words, international free coinage. 


THE EXAMPLE OF FRANCE. 


Mr. Chairman, it is also argued with great confidence that the 
poen mints of France alone maintained the relative value of gold 





and silver at the ratio of near 15} to 1 for the first seventy-four 
years of this century, and therefore that the opening of the mints 
of the United States alone to the free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 
would also change the commercial ratio of silver and gold bullion 
to 16 to 1, notwithstanding it is now 32 to 1. 

It is sufficient tosay in reply that when France adopted thecoin- 
age ratio of 154 to1 this was the commercial ratio of a and gold 
bullion; that not only France, but every country in Europe main- 
tained substantially the same coinage ratio; that during the first 
sixty years of this century the annual production of silver never 
rose above 29,000,000 ounces per annum; and that soon after 1865 
the annual production of silver began to rise abnormally, reach- 
ing 55,000,000 ounces in 1874, when not only France, but the other 
countries of the Latin Union, to wit, Belgium, Switzerland, Italy, 
and Greece, which had joined France in opening their mints to 
silver nine — before, were forced to close them, and have kept 
them closed against the free coinage of silver ever since. 

Surely what France, aided by the other countries of the Latin 
Union, was unable to do in the face of the rise in the annual pro- 
duction of silver from 29,000,000 to 55,000,000 ounces, and a decline 
of only 3 cents per ounce in the price of silver, it would be absurd 
to expect the United States could do single-handed in the face of 
a rise of the annual production of silver from 55,000,000 ounces in 
1874 to 160,000,000 in 1893, and a decline of 50 cents per ounce in 
its price. 

THE OVERSHADOWING CAUSE OF SILVER DECLINE. 

It is this abnormal increase in the production of silver in the 
face of a constantly declining price—indicating beyond question 
such achangein the conditions of mining that has greatly reduced 
the cost of producing silver, after making due allowance for the 
effect of the closing of European mints to silver—that has been 
the chief factor in causing the remarkable decline of silver in the 
past twenty-two years; and unless these conditions of silver pro- 
duction materially change, it is idle to claim that if the mints of 
the United States could be opened to the free coinage of silver on 
the basis of 16 to 1, the old relative value of silver and gold which 
existed before these new conditions came in would be restored. 

Theassertion so frequently made that the mere legislative suspen- 
sion in 1873 of a law authorizing the free coinage of silver caused 
the decline of silver, when for twelve years prior to that time 
almost no silver had been coined by our mints for circulation, 
affords a most remarkable illustration of the potency of a persist- 
ent iteration of an absurdity. 

The only way, Mr. Chairman, in which the closing or opening 
of mints to the coinage of silver can bring about a rise or fall of the 
metal is through a diminution or an increase of the demand for 
silver bullion. It is significant in this connection to recall that 
the United States has used five times as much silver as money in 
the seventeen years since 1878 as it used in the first seventy years 
of the existence of this Government under the Constitution. And 
it is worthy of note also, as an indication of the comparatively 
small influence of a demand for silver by the United States alone, 
that notwithstanding this country purchased, between 1890 and 
1893, 54,000,000 ounces of silver per annum—substantially the 
American product, and one-third of the product of the world—yet 
after a temporary boom silver began to fall more rapidly than be- 
fore, undoubtedly for the reason that the small increase of price 
at first so increased the profits of silver mining as to stimulate 
production more than ever. 

The fact must not be overlooked also that while it is probable 
that the value of gold, which had declined somewhat under the 
large Californian and Australian production from 1850 to 1865, 
rose again as the production declined after 1865, yet since 1890 the 
increase of production has been greater than ever before, rising 
from $118,000,000 in 1870 to $205,000,000 in 1895, with the proba- 
bility that the production this year will reach $250,000,000, which 
is almost twice the production of any year of the Californian period. 

THE “DOLLAR OF THE FATHERS.” 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, to say that nothing can be more illogical 
and mischievous than the constant assertions which are being 
made, if men would but stop to think, about restoring what they 
cali the dollar, the silver dollar of ‘‘the Fathers.” What do you 
mean by that? Do you mean tosay that the coinage ratio of 16 to 1 
is a Divine ordination? Do you mean to say that it is something 
that has been established by the Divine will and is to be con- 
tinued for all time? What do you mean? Why, when Christo- 
pher Columbus discovered America 10} ounces of silver was the 
equivalent of 1 ounce of gold, and that being the commercial ratio, 
the coinage ratio was made the same in those countries which main- 
tained the two metals at a parity. 

Did the fathers in 1792 proceed to say, ‘‘Oh, let us restore the 
dollar of Christopher Columbus”? [Laughter.}] ‘‘ Let us adopt 
a ratio of 10} to 1 in our coinage; because when the venerable 
Christopher discovered this country that was the ratio of Divine 
ordination.” [Laughter.] They did not do anything of the kind. 
They treated the subject as common-sense business men; and 
Alexander Hamilton, Secretary of the Treasury, proceeded to do 
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what? From an investigation in every market of the world he 
ascertained what the commercial ratio of gold and silver was, and 
he found that his investigation showed that it was 15 to 1. 


So the fathers that ratio. In other words, they adopted 
the dollar unit, and measured this unit in the two metals at a ratio 
of 15 to 1 by weight, on the supposition that this was the commer- 
cial ratio, and therefore that both would be the same. What took 
ecg’ In process of time it was discovered that this ratio that 

d been established departed slightly, less than 2 per cent, from 
the commercial ratio, and that a time oo gold (gold 
being undervalued) came to the mint. So in 1834 the sons of the 
grandfathers came forward and changed the ratio to 16 to 1, su 
posing that to be the then commercial ratio. They made a mis 
of a very small fraction and undervalued silver. The result was 
that by 1840 very little silver was brought to the mint; and in 1858 
we were obliged to reduce the weight of silver in our fractional 
silver coins to prevent them from going out of circulation and into 
the melting pots. 

So it seems that ‘‘the fathers” of that day did not conceive the 
notion that there was a div ordained ratio of any kind. In 
——s a ratio they were simply following the commercial ratio, 
and, so long as the commuercial ratio varied but slightly, the bi- 
metallic tie held the two metals together. was less than 
$15,000,000 of full legal-tender silver in circulation in 1860. Less 
than $15,000,000! Simply from the fact that we had undervalued 
silver by our ratio of 16to1. From 1862 to 1873 not a dollar of 
either gold or silver was in circulation as eane. Why? Simply 
= the reason “e- = -—_ ee anenen nS \ 

e greenback, w and cheaper mo: ways 
drives out the more valuable. That issometimes sultebGeedhemts 
Y “Ttit will notinterrupt the distingished 

. Me ‘ notin - 
tleman, I would like to ask him one question at this point. Tr I 
understand his argument the whole tenor of it is that the increased 
production of silver made nm the action taken by the nations 
of the world inst the coinage of silver. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have not said that. I have not undertaken 
to say what influenced Germany. There are different theories 
about it,and I can not decide between them. But we do know 
that at the time Germany closed her mints to the free coinage of 
silver the silver doilar was worth 3 cents more than the gold in 
the — dollar, and that is a sufficient answer to the assumption 
so often made that some people who were creditors procured in 
1873 the suspension of the coinage of silver in this country in 
order to increase the value of their loans. If they were goin 
to do that I should think they would have made silver the me 
to be coined and would have demonetized gold. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would like to ask the gentleman, in this 
connection, whether it is not true that at the time of the passage 
of the demonetization act of 1873 silver was still at a premium, as 
it was when Germany demonetized it? 

Mr. DINGLEY. inly. But the premium was very small, 
and in 1874, when the Latin Union closed their mints, silver had 
declined moo three cents. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the depreciated value of silver could 
not have been the cause of its demonetization. 

Mr. DINGLEY. in 1873—of course not. 

Mr. CLARK of Iowa. Did not Germany go to the gold stand- 
ard because of the forty-seven different kinds of silver money that 
existed in that country? 

MEXICO AS AN OBJECT LESSON. 

Mr, DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, we need not, however, rest the 
case on reason and past experience alone, for we have at our doors 
an object lesson of the results of 16} to 1 equal and unlimited coin- 
age in Mexico. For years Mexico has tricd such coi . She 
avoided what is facetiously called ‘‘ the crime of 1873.” Her laws 
to-day permit the coinage of both silver and = at the ratio of 16 
to 1, and yet not a dollar of gold is taken to her mints or is foun 
in use as money. She has silver as her metallic-money, and 
is to-day a silver monom c — Notwi i e 
coins a large amount of silver—$29, in 1893—for the reason 

current in China, thus 


law, but it is sim 
Mc 


Suen oie stat 400 000 of le, yet Mexico 

i er experiment iy e, *s 
mints and Mexico’s demand i silver aa seem to have 
—— effect im raising the price of silver or preventing its 


THE OPINION OF SCIENTIFIC BIMETALLISTS. 
There is not a scientific bimetallist outside of politics in the 
whole world who believes that under the t conditions 


was 
finance , asuf- 
bination is made the nations of the world toshow 
that such a ratio can be to her mints to free 


ready to unite in any movement that gave promise of bringing 
the two metals together as yokefellows under free coinage; but, 
udded the French minister, it is not in the power of France alone 
nor in the power of the United States alone to secure full bimetal- 
lism unless a sufficient number of commercial nations shall enter 
into the combination to so increase the demand for silver as to 
bring the two together on a ratio that shall take into account the 
existing situation. 

Let us take up this question as a ical and scientific one, and, 
while temporarily using all the silver we can carry in parity, seek 
to secure such concurrence of nations as will a about perma- 
nent bimetallism that will give us both gold and silver as our 
money. Iam with you heart and hand in that effort, but I can 
not consent as a re entative of the American people, having 
no personal in at stake in this matter one way or the other 
except the common interest of a citizen of the United States—I can 
not consent to shut my eyes to facts that every intelligent man, if 
he will only open his eyes and observe them, must take into careful 
consideration. 

Let us assume that the closing of the mints of Europe has had 
some effect in causing the depreciation of silver; but let us con- 
cede that the increased production of silver at a constantly re- 
duced price has had more effect. Let us consider this question 
in a business way and then we shall not err. I know of no ques- 
tion that it is more dangerousto commit to the stormy and chang- 
ing sea of politics than this question of money; and I deplore 
beyond expression that such a question as this should have been 

into ward caucuses and conventions and treated on a 
isan and political basis. 

Mr. i n, while the le of this country generally desire 
to secure a restoration of full bimetallism whenever it can be ac- 
o_o and maintain the parity of the two kinds of money, 
yet I believe that our ple never will consent to any policy 
which it is believed will cause the two metals to separate, will 
drive out gold and make us a silver monometallic country. [Loud 


and prolon applause. 

Mr. WHEEL obtained the floor. 

Mr. CRISP. Before the gentleman from Alabama begins his 
remarks, I want to give notice, in response to the notice given by 
the gentleman from Maine, that at the end of this debate I shall 
move that the House concur in the Senate amendments. I merely 
make this announcement so that it may be a basis of the argument 
which may be made on that side of the question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before moving that the committee rise, I wish 
to say that there are many gentlemen who desire to make remarks 
upon some phases of the question before us, and it has been thought 
wise that we should have, during the time of this general discus- 
sion, upon which I will not at present undertake to fix any limit, 
though I hope we may see our way clear to do so to-morrow— it has 
been thought best that there should be evening sessions for discus- 
sion only. There are gentlemen who are ready to speak in the 
evening—— 

Mr. CRISP. To-night? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have understood there are gentlemen ready 
to speak to-night. Of course we do not = that the gentleman 
from Georgia will be ready to go on to-night. 

Mr. CRISP. It seems to me that the gentleman ought to have 
suggested this arrangement earlier in the day if he proposes it to 
take effect to-night. I do not know of anyone who will be ready 
to to-night. 

r. DINGLEY. There are three hours that might be occupied 
in debate this evening; and if not occupied, some gentlemen who 
desire to must inevitably lose their opportunity, because 
this debate can not be prolon to a very great extent. 

Mr. CRISP. I think the gentleman from Maine does not real- 
ize how unjust his suggestion is. He has himself occupied nearly 
two hours. If when the debate began he had suggested that there 
would be a session for debate this evening, gentlemen would have 
been to go on to-night. But it is now within five min- 
utes of 5 o’clock, and gentlemen can not be e ted to be ready. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands there are some gen- 
tlemen who are ready to speak this evening. 

Mr. view of the suggestion of the Chair, it seems 
to me that gentlemen who desire to speak this evening ought to 
have the opportunity todoso. I think the time onght to be oc- 


cupied, 
. Jonnson of California addressed the Chair. a 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. I rise because I have a right to 
rise as a member of this body. I rise to speak upon this proposi- 
tion to close debate. alo.) 
The CHAIRMAN. — man wishes to be heard upon 
that , the Chair recognize him. , 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say in 
ly to the remark of the gentleman from Maine that he did not 
think general debate on this question would be allowed much be- 


o-morrow—— 
Mr. DINGLEY. I did not say that. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of California. 


I wish to say that for one I pro- 


test against any such proposition. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. This is the most important ques- 
tion that can come before us; and there are many of us who de- 
sire the opportunity to debate it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I simply said I hoped we should be able to 
determine to-morrow when the debate will close. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Maine might accom- 
lish his object by giving notice that there will be evening sessions 
or debate, beginning with to-morrow evening. 

Mr. BRUMM. That would be fairer. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think it has been understood there would be 
evening sessions on this bill. It is my desire that we may have 
evening sessions for debate, and a number of gentlemen have said 
tothe Chairman that they would be ready to speak in the evening. 

Now, the Chairman informs me that other gentlemen are ready 
to proceed to-night. 

he CHAIRMAN. There are some gentlemen who have ex- 


pressed a desire to speak to-night. 
Mr. DINGLEY. That being the case, I move that the commit- 


tee now rise. 

Mr. BRUMM. Before that, if the gentleman will permit me, 
there are a number of amendments, as I understand, that will be 
offered when the proper time comes to the bill, and I ask leave 
that they may be offered now, simply for information, and printed 
in the RecorD, so that members may have them before them in 
discussing the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no objection to the printing of the 
amendments for information in the REcoRD, so far as I am con- 


rned. 

Mr. BRUMM. I ask unanimous consent, then, that members 
who may desire to offer amendments may have them printed in 
the Recorp for the information of the House, so that they may be 
before the members as the debate proceeds. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Merely for information, of course. 

Mr. BRUMM. Certainly; merely for information. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, that amendments to be proposed to 
the bill may be printed in the Recorp for information? 

There was no objection. 

Under the consent given, Mr. BRuMM submitted the following as 
an amendment to be proposed to the bill: 


At the end of line 16, section 2, insert: 

* Provided, That when the commercial value of either gold or silver bullion 
shall be less than the coinage value of the same, then the seigniorage upon all 
coinage of gold or silver bullion shall be retained by the United States equal 
in amount to the difference between the coinage value and the commercial 
value of the same when presented at the mint.” 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire submitted the following amend- 
ment, to be offered at the proper time: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause in the bill and insert: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to purchase, from 
time to time, at the market price thereof, not exceeding $1 for 371.25 grains 
of fine silver, such quantities of silver bullion which is the product of the 
mines of the Uni States as its mints can coin in connection with its 
other necessary coinage, and to pay for the same with the coined silver of 
the United States, and a sufficient number of silver dollars to carry into ef- 
fect the provisions of this act is hereby appropriated, out of any of the coined 
silver in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; and for this purpose, and 
to supply any deficiency in the coined silver held by the Treasury, caused by 
the = Seem herein authorized, the Secretary of the Treasury may coin the 
whole or any part of the silver bullion owned by the United States. 

“Sxo. 2. tu the request of the party selling the said silver bullion 
the Secretary of ihe Treasury, at his discretion, may pay for the said bullion 
in silver certificates authorized by the act of February 28, 1878, as amended 
by the act of March 3, 1887, and the coined silver dollars in lieu of which the 
certificates are paid shall be retained in the Treasury for the payment of 
the same on demand. 

“Sgro. 3. That no silver bullion shall be purchased under the provisions of 
this act wnless the owner thereof shall ot to the satisfaction of the Secre- 
Te the Treasury that it is wholly the product of the mines of the United 


“So. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause the silver bullion 
purchased under the provisions of the preceding sections of this act to be 
coined into silver dollars, of the weight and fineness now provided by law, 
as rapidly as the capacity and general business of the mints will permit, and 
ifatany time the quantity of such bullion, purchased as aforesaid, shall be 
equal to the ordinary mint capacity for six months, no more silver bullion 
= pegeetiened until the bullion on hand shall have been reduced below 
such limit. 

“So. 5. That the Secre of the Treasury, from time to time, and as fre- 

uently as once a month, shall cancel and destroy of the United States notes 
issued under the authority of the acts of February 25, 1862, 
July 11, 1862, and March 3, 1863, or of the Treasury notes issued under the au- 
thority of the act of July 14, 1890,an amount equal to the silver dollars coined 
u the authority of this act for which notes had not previously been can- 
celed, and no new notes shall be issued to take the place of the notes thus de- 
stroyed. Whenever the face value of the said notes in the Treasury is less 
pean 885,000,000, none of the said notes shall be used or paid for any purpose, 
but paid into the Treasury shall be held for cancellation as is herein 
provided, and the coinage of silver dollars shall in no month exceed the value 
of said notes awaiting cancellation. 2 
. 6. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall first cancel all of the said 
notes in the of the denomination of $5 or less, and shall not issue 
any new notes of aless ee ga $10 to take the place of any of those 
worn or mu . 

“Suc. 7. That no notes of a less denomination than $10 shall be 
issued to or by any national bank. ; 

8 That nothing herein contained shall be held to limit or prevent the 











issuing of silver certificates on the silver dollars coined under this act. Such 
issues are hereby expressly authorized in the manner now provided by law, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury may issue them in such denominations, 
noe less than $1, as he may deem most convenient and appropriate for circu- 
ation. 

“Sxc. 9. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby 
repealed 

“Sec. 10. That this act shall take effect sixty days from and after its pas- 
Sage. 


Mr. SPALDING submitted the following amendment: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That a monetary commission be, and the same is hereby, constituted, 
to consist of 21 members, who shall be appointed as follows: Seven members 
shall be appointed by the President of the United States, 7 members by the 
Senate of the United States, and 7 members by the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States. The persons appointed to this commission shall 
be selected for their familiarity and well-known ability in monetary matters 
and shall be as far as possible nompolitical. 

“It shall be the duty of said commission, when appointed, to inquire into 
the whole subject-matter of coinage, ratios, currency schemes, and such 
other subjects which directly or indirectly affect the monetary affairs of the 
United States, and said commission is hereby advised and instructed to use 
their utmost endeavors to procure reliable information on this subject 

Said commission shall sit from time to time, after the passage of this act, 
until the lst of December, 1896, at such times and places as they shall elect, 
and shall as soon as possible after the sitting of Congress in December, 1896, 
submit a report of their investigations to Congress, with such recommenda- 
tions and observations as they may deem fit and proper 

The amount of $100,000 is hereby appropriated out of the funds in the Treas 
ury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to pay the expenses of 
said commission. 


Mr. TOWNE submitted the following amendments: 


Amend section 1 of the Senate amendment by striking out the words “ pas- 
sage of this act,” in line one, and insert the words “Ist day of January, 
1899,’ and by adding at the end of said section the following: * Provided, That 
the number of grains of standard silver, nine-tenths fine, contained in each 
dollar herein authorized to be coined may be changed before this act goes 
into effect, as hereiafter provided.” 

Strike out section 2 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 2. That the President is hereby requested and authorized immedi- 
ately to extend to such of the leading commercial nations as have closed their 
mints to the free coinage of silver an invitation to send commissioners to 
meet, as early as practicable and at some convenient place, five commission- 
ers to be named by the President on behalf of the United States, of which 
commissioners he shall appoint not more than two from any one political 
party, for the purpose of agreeing upon a ratio at which the free and equal 
coinage of both gold and silver shall be authorized by the several nations be 
coming parties to such agreement; and that upon the report of said commis 
sioners of such an agreement, the President shall make proclamation of the 
fact and of the ratio of coinage so agreed upon, and thereupon the first sec 
tion of this act shall be deemed to be so changed as to authorize the number 


of grains of silver in the dollar therein provided for to be fixed at the num 
ber property exprentnentante ratio. he sum of $100,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to carry out the provisions of this section.” 


Amend by striking out sections land 2 and inserting the following 

*“SecTION 1. That from and after the passage of this act the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to receive at any United 
States mint, from any citizen of the United States, silver bullion of standard 
fineness, and coin the same into silver dollars of 412.5 grains each, which shall 
be full legal tender for all debts, public and private. The seigniorage on the 
said bullion shall belong to the United States, and shall be the difference be 
tween the coinage value thereof and the market price of the bullion in New 





York on the day the deposit is made, and all expenditures for coinage done 
under the provisions of this act shall be paid out of said seigniorage; and the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall deliver to thedepositors of such bullion either 
standard silver dollars equal in amount to the price thereof as aforesaid, or 
Treasury notes of convenient denominations promising to pay an. equivalent 


number of dollars.” 

To substitute for the Senate amendment the following: 

“SEcTION 1. That any person may deposit for coinage in any mint of the 
United States gold bullion or silver bullion not less than $50 in value. and 
sufficiently pure not to require refining before being coined; and the same 
shall be coined free of charge, the gold into the coins authorized by existing 
law, and the silver into dollars containing fifteen and a half times as many 
grains of pure silver as there are grains of pure gold in the gold dollar, and 
nine-tenths fine, being 359.91 grains of pure silver and 39.90 grains of alloy, a 
total of 399.9 grains of standard silver. 

Sec. 2. Said depositor, in exchange for such bullion, shall receive, at the 
option of the Secretary of the Treasury, either coins similar to those into 
which the metal deposited is coined, or Treasury notes of convenient denom 


inations promising to pay an equivalent number of dollars, which notes upon 
presentation for redemption shall be payable in either gold or silver coin, at 
the option of the Secretary of the Treasury. The gold coins, silver dollars, 
and Treasury notes herein provided for shall be full legal tender for all debts, 


public and private. The existing silver dollars shall be retired and recoined 
according to the ratio herein provided, the profits accruing therefrom to be 
applied to the expenses of maintaining the mints. 

Sec. 3. This law shall become operative when the Governments of France 
and Germany shall have adopted laws under which gold and silver. at the 
ratio of 1 to 15}, shall have equal access to their mints, and the full legal 
tender function be conferred upon the gold and principal silver coir and 
upon the passage of such laws by said Governments of France and Germany 
the President of the United States shall make proclamation of the fact, and 
thereupon this law shall take effect and be in force. 

Mr. CORLISS submitted the following proposed amendment to 
the bill: 

Refer the bill, with Senate amendments, to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, with instructions to prepare and submit to the House a bill that 
shall — acurrency for the United States to be composed of both gold 
and silver as standard money, without regard to the currency laws of a 
other nation, and with such restrictions and under such provisions as will 
secure the maintenance of the parity of values of the two metals, so that the 
purchasing and debt-paying power of the dollar, whether of silver, gold, or 
paper, shall be at all times equal. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Speaker accordingly resumed the chair, and Mr. Payne 
reported that the Committee of the Whole House, having had 
under consideration House bill No. 2904, had come to no resolution 
thereon. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that it has been 
the understanding that there would be evening sessions for debate 
to-day and to-morrow at least; and while I will move presentl 
that the House take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening, I. 1 
ask that the evening session begin to-morrow at 7.30, in order that 
gentlemen who desire to speak may have an opportunity to do so 
and be in readiness. 

Mr. CRISP. Will my friend from Maine, in the same connec- 
tion—as it may relieve the pressure somewhat—also ask unani- 
mous consent that gentlemen be permitted to print remarks in 
the Recorp, for, say, a od of ten days, on this question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iwilldoso. I ask unanimous consent, also, 
that gentlemen may be permitted to print in the REcorD speeches 
on this question for the period of ten days, with the understand- 
ing that they shall be such speeches as would a be deliv- 
ered, if an opportunity had occurred, on the floor of the House, 
and not be a compilation of chapters from books and essays, and 
from magazines, which shall be excluded under this consent. I 
make this suggestion because once before, when similar consent 
was given, members immediately began to reprint in the REcoRD 
all the books in the library. [Laughter. ith the understand- 
ing, therefore, that it is to be such speeches as may ordinarily be 
delivered in the House, with such extracts as are usually read and 
belong to a speech, and not chapters of books or magazines and 
matters of that kind, I make the request. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Maine? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I now ask unanimous consent that the House 
take a recess until 8 o’clock, the evening session to be for debate 


only. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Maine? 

,. There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent also that the debate 
take place in the House to-night as in Committee of the Whole— 
the general debate only. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Maine? 

There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H.R. 173) to provide American registers for the barks 
Minde and Johan Ludwig; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 108) to authorize the Attorney-General 
to transfer to William Henry Clifford a portrait of the late Mr. 
Justice Clifford, now in the Department of Justice. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills an 6 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 

A bill (8S. 1547) to extend the jurisdiction of the United States 
circuit court of appeals, eighth circuit, over certain suits now 

nding therein on a and writ of error from the United 
Btates court in the Indian Territory; 

A bill (8.708) to amend section 4 of an act to provide for the 
adjustment of ianad grants made by Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, 
and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (8. R. 23) ay the Secretary of the Navy 
to use a portion of the appropriation for new iron roof for foun- 
dry at navy-yard, Washington, D. U.,in the act entitled, ‘An 
act making appropriations for the naval service for the fisca year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes,” for repairs to the 
walls of said foundry. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. Before announcing the recess, the Chair de- 
sires t6 suggest the passage of an order which the Chair will read: 


Ordered, That the bill (H. R. 5210) a seqeteieaate provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 90, 1897, and for other purposes, be printed as it passed to be en- 
grossed and was recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. 
This request was made, there being some doubt whether it could 
be properly printed under the rule. Is there objection? 
ere was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. KuLp, for ten days, on account of important business. — 
To Mr. LEISENRING, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 


ness, 
The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Payne to 


preside as Speaker pro tempore during the session of this evening; 
and then (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House was de. 
clared in recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 
Mr. Payne as § er pro tempore. 

_The SPEAKER pro tempore. The special order to-night is the 
bill H. R. 2904, and the session is limited to general debate only. 
The Clerk will report the title of the bill. A 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2904) to restore the coinage of silver dollars, and for other 
purposes. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman from Colorado dag BELL] for thirty minutes. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I very much dislike to 
take the floor so early this evening, especially as I did not expect 
it and have made no ar rangements for a discussion. However, 
it is well known that this discussion is not intended to change votes 
for or against this measure. Every Representative on this floor 
was tabulated for or against this overshadowing question before 
he took his oath of office. The mere fact that the bonding and 
anes interests have an overwhelming majority in this 

ouse is not direct evidence that the great majority of the Amer- 
ican people whom we are presumed to represent are in accord 
with this view. The Government, in fact,-has gotten away from 
the people and political manipulation and false issues have secured 
Representatives for the gold standard for many bimetallic constit- 
uencies. As the silver question has been, is being, and will be 
thoroughly discussed in all of its phases, I will devote the most 
of the short time allotted to me to the history of parties and the 
objects of this contest. It seems to me that on all occasions the 
wee: f and aims of the parties destroying a part of the currency 
should be burned into the minds of the people as a pertinent fact 
in every monetary discussion. 

The first great contest between capital and labor in the United 
States had the banks, bondholders, and money dealers upon one 
side and the great masses of the people upon the other. It took 
the extreme nerve and determination of a Jackson to break the 
shackels of the banking power when our country had but a few 
people. We were then admonished by the incisive Benton that 
‘*the royal tiger has gone into the jungle and crouched on his belly, 
he awaits the favorable moment of emerging from his covert and 
springing on the body of the unsuspicious traveler.” He did 
emerge in 1862, when the Government was floundering in the throvs 
of a great internecine war. Hon. E. G. Spaulding, chairman of 
the subcommittee of Ways and Means, father of the greenback, 
and author of Spaulding’s Financial History of the War, says at 


page 18 et seq: 


After the lega)-tender bill was reperted from the Committee on Ways and 
Means by Mr. Spaulding, and published in the newspapers of the principal 
cities, opposition to it manifested itself in various ways. At first the Now 
York press were generally opposed to the legal-tender clause. * * * Del 
oak ie some ag nks in tg ork, oa Philadelphia 
ap oppose e . ey organized by 
sppaiating Mr. ee A. Mercer, of Philadelphia, as chairman, and invited 
Finance Committee of the Senate and the Committee on Waysand Means 
of the House to meet them at the office of the Secretary of the Treasury on 
Saturday afternoon, panneny 11, 1862. The invitation was accepted, and the 
convention assembled accordingly at the Lom ae od f Department. * * * Mr. 
James Gallatin, of New York, made the principal speech against legal tender, 
and on behalf of himself and the bank committees from New York, Boston, 
and Philadelphia, and members from boards of trade associated with them, 
submitted the full plan for raising money to carry on the war, namely: 
“First. A tax bill to raise, in the different modes of taxation, $125,000,000 
over and above dvties on imports. 
“Second. Not to issue any demand Treasury notes, except those author- 
ized at the extra session in July last. 7 
“Third. Issue $100,000,000 Treasury notes at two years in sums of $5 and 
aypees. to be receivable for public dues of the Government except duties 
on 
* Fourth. A a of the subtreasury act, so as to allow the banks to 
become depositories of the Government of all loans and to check on the banks 
from time to time as the Government may want money. ; 
“Fifth. Issue 6 per cent twenty-year bonds to be negotiated by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and without any limitation as to the price he may 
obtain for them in the market. 
“Sixth. That the Secretary of the soaneney be empowered to make tem- 
y loans to the extent of any portion of the funded stock authorized by 
with power to hypothecate such stock, and if such loans are not 
Berry to seli the stock hypothecated for the best price that can be 


The subcommittee of page and Means, through Mr. Spaulding, objected 
to any and every form of * yy by Government through Wall or State 
street, to begin with; o to the knocking down of Government stocks 
to 75 or 60 cents on the dollar, the inevitable result of throwing a new and 
large loan on the market without limitation as to price; claimed for Treas 


ury Boe pm as much a <—- yajue as the notes of banks which have sus- 
n e en’ c 
peti finished with firmly re 


o 


which yet circulate in the trade of the North, 

y refusing to assent to any scheme which should per- 

mit a speculation by brokers, bankers, and others in the Government secu’ 
rities, and particularly any scheme which should double the public debt of 
the country and double the expense of the war by damaging the credit of the 
Government to the extent of sen it to “ shin” through the shaving shops 
of New York, Boston, and Philadelp’ 








1896. 


The bankers and bondholders then made a most vigorous fight 
against any money being issued by the Government that could 
not be shaved by them or any other governmental policy which 
did not assure them interest-bearing bonds for a safe investment 
for their money. The House passed a bill making the greenback 
a full legal tender, which met the approval of the whole country, 
excepting this very small wlass. These banking committees and 
their allies induced the Senate to make them partial legal tenders, 
not receivable for import duties or the interest on the public debt. 
This gave the dealers in ready money the objeet.sought; that is, 
gave them a forced market for their gold and enabled-them to run 

ld to a premium. Thaddeus Stevens of Pennsylvania, of the 

ays and Means Committee of the House, said: 

I have a melancholy ee that we are about to consummate a cun 
ningly devised scheme which will carry great injury and great loss to all 
classes of people throughout this nation except. one. 
believe that no act or legislation was ever heralded with as much joy through- 
out the length and breadth of this nation by every class of people, without 
exception, as the bill which we passed and sent to the Senate. 

Co lations from all. classes—merchants, traders, manufacturers, me- 
chanics, and laborers—poured in upon us from all quarters. * * * It is 
true there was a doleful sound came up from the caverns of bullion brokers 
and from the salons of associated banks. Their cashiers and agents were soon 
on the ground and st goon the Senate witb a little deliberation to mangle 
and destroy what had caused the House months to digest and consider and 

. & 8 It makes two classes of money, one for the bankers and brokers 
and another for the people. It discriminates between the rights of different 
classes of creditors, allowing the capitalists to demand gold and compelling 
the ordinary lender of money on individual security to refuse notes which 
the Government had purposely discredited. 
is the bankers and brokers and nobody else. 


The money dealers secured, in part, in 1862, their old demands 
that had been frustrated by Jackson. In 1870, when they prevailed 
upon Congress, in the name of patriotism and the public credit, 
to make their bonds payable in coin instead of legal-tender money, 
they made another valuable gradation. In 1873, when they de- 
monetized silver, they intended to double the value of their securi- 





* * * And that favored class 


afterwards discovered that silver 
they became determined to reinstate it. On the 5th day of Novem- 
ber, 1877, in the House of Representatives, by a vote of 163 for to 
84 against, a free-coinage bill passed. The sentiment then in 
the United States was overwhelmingly in favor of reinstating the 
standard silver dollar. The people everywhere denounced its 
demonetization as a crime and a theft. On the same day that the 
bill passed the House August Belmont wrote Senator SHERMAN, in 
the name of the public credit, to resist and stay the hand of the 
silver forces, and wound up his letter with this paragraph: 


With my colleague I | 
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were forced upon the country against its avowed will. Think 
for a moment of the familiarity and confidence that must have 
existed between Secretary Sherman and August Belmont & Co. 
to justify the latter in referring-to Congress as being in the pos- 
session of a blind and dishonest frenzy. 

_Continuing this history, second volume of Sherman's Recollec- 
tions, at page 1069, Mr. SHERMAN’S connections. with the act of 
1890 are given in his own language, namely: 

The authorship of this law has been generally credited to me, and it was 
commonly called the Sherman silver law, though I took but little part in 
framing the legislation until the bill got into conference. The situation at 
that time was critical. A large majority of the Senate favored free silver, 
and it was feared that the small majority against it in the other House might 
yield and agree toit. The silence of the President on the matter gave rise 
to the.apprehension that if a free-coinage bill should pass both Houses he 
would not feel at liberty to veto it. Some action had to be taken to prevent 
a return to free silver coinage, and the measure evolved was the best obtain- 
able. I voted for it, but the day it became a law I was ready to repeal it if 
repeal could be had without substituting in its place absolute free coinage. 


The act of 1890 was not an act of the silver people, but a law 
of the gold-standard pex ple, the intention being to destroy silver 
by degrees and as rapidly as possible. The bankers and money 
changers had full possession of the friendly ear of the Treasurer 
in those days, have it to-day, and have had it for the past twenty 
years, 

The Secretary and Comptroller of the Treasury have spent much 
of their time during this Administration in appearing before 


| bankers’ associations and organizations, have been extolled and 


toasted at their banquets, indicating that the Government only 


| recognizes the views of money dealers in all governmental finan- 


| cial operations. 


These financial syndicates have had constant 


| access to the President and the Secretary and Comptroller of the 


| any talk of any issue of bonds. 


Treasury officially, socially, and in every other way. The Wash- 
ington Star of January 3, 1896, in offering an apology for these 


manifest connections with the Government, said: 
ties, and their intentions were aay og og —— = pore 
AC pen secretly destroyed | 


It is said at the White House that the 
Messrs. J. A. Stewart, J. F. Woodward, and E. R. Bacon, of New York, has no 
connection with the financial situation. They came in response to an invita- 
tion to attend the Cabinet dinner given by the President and Mrs. Cleveland 
last night, which invitation was extended, so it is said, long before there was 
Mr. Stewart and Mr. Woodward were mem- 


resence in the city last night of 


| bers of the syndicate which floated the last Government loan, and conse- 


Sound financial policy and love of our country’s fair name alike demand | 


from those to whom the administration of its affairs have been intrusted the 
most uncompromising hostility to the blind and dishonest frenzy which has 
taken hold of Congress, and I sincerely hope that you will be seconded in the 
task before you by the support of the President and your colleagues. 


On the 9th, two days afterwards, August Belmont & Co. wrote 
Senator SHERMAN that they would not call for bids on bonds, as 
such action would be held by those advocating legislationin favor 
of silver, as proving that such legislation was not prejudicial to 
the national credit and the refunding of our national debt. On 
the 10th, Mr. F.O. French, of New York, wrote Mr. SHERMAN as 
follows: 

Our business people are very much alarmed at the rumored strength of the 
silver people, and as they apprehend the gravest disasters from the success 
of the Bland bill, a committee of gentlemen connected with insurance and 
trust companies, as well as with the banks, go to Washington to-morrow to 
present their views to the Finance Committee. 

On the 29th of November Mr. Belmont 
MAN, among other things— 

The bonds are selling at ninety-nine to one-fourth in gold in open market, 
and it seems to me very doubtfu licy to offer bonds by us to the public at 


this moment and thus assist the advocates of the old silver dollar by our ap- 
parent indifference to the injustice and dishonesty of the Bland bill. 


In the second volume of Mr. SHERMAN’S Recollections, at page 
603 et seq., he gives this correspondence in full, and it is the only 
correspondence exhibited upon this subject except Mr. SHERMAN’S 
re nelly assuring them that everything will come out 

ght. 

Mr. SHERMAN also writes to Senator W. B. ALLISON, appealing 
to him to so amend the silver bill— 


that we can have all that is out of it without the folly that might come 
from it if it resists our funding and resumption operations. 


In answer to this, Mr. ALLISON, in the Senate, put on what is 
known as the Allison amendment, reducing silver to a commod- 
ity, in the Bland-Allison Act. 

The ae I wish to make here and to impress upon the public 
is the fact that in 1862 the money changers were trying to accom- 

lish the same object that they are trying to accomplish to-day; 
t in 1877, with the country overwhelmingly in favor of the free 
coinage of silver, the bankers and brokers were the only men who 
Were consulted by the Secretary of the Treasury, and their views 


again wrote Mr. SHER- 





quently their presence here at this juncture was naturally regarded as sig- 
nificant. 

These influences have been the real financial cabinet of the Gov- 
ernment for a quarter of a century. 

Unquestionably the original intention was to allow a private 
syndicate to enrich itself again at the Government expense. Pub- 
lic sentiment forced an apparent popular loan, which was but a 
popular banker’s loan. There can be no such thing as a popular 
or public loan for gold. Gold is now the bankers’ money. The 
= have no gold. As greenbacks or gold is deposited with the 
yanks itis sorted out, laid away, and never paid out over the coun- 
ter except as customers purchase it at a premium. I know of 


| numerous individuals who desired to bid for some of these bonds 


but could not get the gold without going to the banks and paying 
a premium therefor. We have two kinds of money to-day, the 
bankers’ money and the people’s money. The gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DinGLey]} aul others insist that where we receive 
gold for bonds we are in duty bound to repay in gold, but these 
gentlemen are not willing to say that where we sell bonds for sil- 
ver or other forms of money the bondholder should be repaid in the 
same kind of money that he furnished. 
Section 3 of the syndicate contract of February, 1895, is: 


The Secretary of the Treasury hereby reserves the right within ten days 
from the date hereof, in case he shall receive authority from Congress there- 
for, to substitute any bonds of the United States bearing 3 per cent interest, 
of which the principal and interest shall be specifically payable in United 
States gold coin of the present weight and fineness, for the bonds herein al- 
luded to, such 3 per cent bonds to be accepted by the parties of the second 


part at par, i. e., at $18.60465 per ounce of standard gold. 


The President, in his message of February 8, 1895, stated to Con- 
gress: 

The arrangement just completed, which after a careful inquiry appears, 
under present circumstances und considering all the objects desired, to be 
the best attainable, develops such a difference in the estimation of investors 
between bonds made payable in coin and those specifically made payable in 


gold in favor of the latter as is represented by three-fourths of acent in an- 
nual interest. 


In the agreement just concluded the only saving in interest to 
the Government if 3 per cent gold bonds should be substituted for 
4 per cent coin bonds under the privilege preserved would be 
$539,159, amounting in thirty-six years, or at the maturity of the 
coin bonds, to $16,174,770 in addition to the millions he gave them 
on the undervaluation of the market price of the bonds. 

Congress refused to grant the privilege to issue gold bonds. 
The President therefore sold these bonds on a silver basis with the 
direct understanding that they were payable in silver dollars at 
the option of the Government,and his private bond syndicate 
charged him, according to his own language, $16,174,770 therefor. 
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After paying his select syndicate this sum for the privilege of 
paying in silver, he and his Secretary — in giving them. gold 

nterest and refuse to pay in silver, thus giving them this addi- 
tional $16,174,770. 

No one can ye examine the official records without con- 
cluding, first, that silver was demonetized by and in the interests 
of the bond syndicates and money dealers of the world without 
the knowledge or consent of the American people. The history 
of the transaction since conclusively shows that the same power 
that destroyed silver in 1873 has controlled every President of the 
United States and every Secretary of the Treasury from that time 
until this and hae managed and controlled the Senate or the House 
= Representatives at every session of Congress in its own selfish 

terest. 

I know this history is old to many, but in my experience converts 
to this cause can only be made by inducing the people to-read and 
examine the facts for themselves. 

The present Banking and Currency Committee in the House and 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures have been made 
up in favor of the single rd.and bank rule. What is the 
significance of the condition in the Senate? These powers only 

rate upon one House at one time. To give some indication of 
the iden of the Banking Committee in the House, [ here —— 
an interview purporting to have been with the chairman of that 


committee, as follows: 
BALTIMORE, January 80, 1896. 

Hon. J. H. WAL«Ker, chairman of the House Committee on Banking and 
Soave, in an interview upon the financial situation, printed by the u- 

‘turers’ Record, says: 

“There never was a body of legislators more anxious to know what ought 
to be done under the circumstances and more anxious to do the right thing 
than the House of Representatives to-day. Congress will enact. any measure 
that the bankers are agreed among themselves will relieve the Un States 
Treasury. That is what we want, and will enact no measure them- 
selves, in the very breath they ask for it, say will not relieve the Treasury, 
and will only allow the banks to issue moremoney an rther 
the Treasury in redemption and only increase the bank dividends. Congress 
will giadly pass any measure to make banking more table if the bankers 
themselves wil| say it will at the same time relieve the United States Treas- 
ury situation. If this session Congress adjourns without some com- 
gebenere measure to compose the finances of the country, the will 

wholly to blame for its failure in standing off and refusing to come to 
the assi: ce of the Committee on Banking and Currency while the commit- 
tee is begging them to come to its relief with their councils and support. 
The committee will give most diligent heed to any ee they may 
make that has the slightest chance of passing the House, but it will not con- 
sider old schemes that have failed in every congrem for twenty years and 
if passed the bankers themselves say would not relieve the Treasury." 

I am sorry that the people have not learned that this and all 
other great questions must be settled by the electors. No man in 
this House is open to a change of action should a change of con- 
viction take place. It is the voter in the conntry that we must 
address and convince before this great question can be settled. 
When Coxey’s army was marching on Washington the people and 
the railroads were blocking the way. A great divine interrupted 
and said, ‘‘All of our woes came from W; m, and it is meet 
that they should return to the of their birth; let them.go.” 
But it was the voter that sent the woe makers to Washington. It 
is the electors that continually send them, and it is with the 
ae first and Congress afterwards that this great question must 

settled. It is a most rare thing that a member of this House 
horney contravenes the wishes of the vote-controlling infiu- 
ences of his oT at home. The only new argument made this 
year over those of a quarter of a century ago is that we have now 
reached such a depth in the mire of the gold standard that we can 
not now safely extricate ourselves. 

This has been the epee? of the Paes < the Treasury and 
of the Secretary of the Interior, and will the apology of all 
those or from the advocacy of a double standard to that of 
the single gold standard. It must be borne in mind at all times 
that the money dealers of New England and of the Middle States 
and of nearly every large city in the United States now have com- 

lete control of the election infiuences and safely select and tabu- 

te representatives of their own conviction at the election pri- 
maries. They have an overwhelming majority in this House that 
are ready to deny the truth of Sunslinilions , yes, as it has been 
said, of the reliability of the laws of gravitation even, in support 
of the gold standard. 

A few days ago I heard a Western Republican, a , and 
a Southern Democratin this House comparing notes. T = 
that they all believed the money question the overshado 
aie ai on sda ckinlditeseliiestiemmmens 
unison on great qui ves 
were divided and in different political parties. It is safe to 





say that a decided majority of the 
the money question is of overw and must'be 
settled in favor of the double ,»and that a sufficient 
— full legal-tender must be asa 

y, 


PrWvibore thay-ere greatly deficient isin ateckieabeinestion. ise 
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people at large have learned to oopiee what they call party ma- 
chinery. They regard it.as beneath them, and Ae it i “ oad 
through a great machine that one-eighth of the people control the 
other'seven-eighths directly against the interests and wishes of this 
great majority. The people must learn that they must unify, con- 
centrate, and build up a good machine of the people and for the 
people for the purpose of destroying the great machines of the few 
that operate against the wishes of the many. The people are con- 
stantly wond-~ing why it is that the few controlthe many. It is 
because the few are organized and concentrated on a fixed purpose 
and the many are disorganized and their influences divided. The 
great generals that have succeeded in the past in conquering supe- 
rior numbers always.attributed their success to a complete dis- 
cipline and fortunate attacks on a disorganized and straggling 
enemy. 

While our forces are so disorganized many votaries of the cause 
let the parade and cry of high tariff or low tariff, or some local 
measure, divert them from the cause for the time being. This is 
done at the ballot box. Immediately after the independent silver 
men met in Washington and determined to make this the over- 
shadowing issue of future cam old party managers at once 
became alarmed, fearing the disintegration of the party machin- 
ery that oa them in power. They at once began to connect a 
high tariff or a low tariff with the silver issue, some claiming 
that a high or a low tariff was more important in their States 
than financial reform. The New York Mercury of January 27, 
1896, sums it up in this language: 


Considerable anxiety and uneasiness exists in political circles at Washing- 
ton concerning the ee parent of the silver men in the ensuing Presi- 
dential canvass, as matured at their recent convention here. Hitherto the 
efforts of ‘ultra silver men to accomplish anything definite politically in 
their several meetings and conventions at the National Capital have failed. 
All they could do was to secure the a’ we of a small number of leaders, 
and, under the auspices of Senator Stewart of Nevada and General Warner, 
President of the American Bimetallic League, fulminate resolutions and pro- 
tests and send them out through the country broadcast. The last conven- 
tion, however, was quite an oes meeting, numerously attended and 

rticularly enth in which Republicans, Democrats, and Populists 

rea on silver apparently pooled their issues on that question, 
elim all others. 

The trouble hitherto with silver leaders has been that they would not “ fuse” 
with Populists because of their advocacy of variousimpractical propositions, 
such as were enunciated in the Ocala eee The situation now ~ mate- 
rially ¢ since contentions of the Populists have been laid 
aside temporarily, if nota oned entirely, and their leaders, especially such 
men as Senator a. < Nort?: Carolina, and those of similar caliber, are 
now willing to join hands solely on the silver and other financial issues. It is 
this fact which seems to disturb the poli , since, if this movement can 
be so manipulated, en supremacy in Colorado, Idaho, Utah. Montana, 
Washington, Oregon, the two Dakotas, Nebraska, Missouri, and pos- 
sibly elsewhere may be rdized and ‘the silver States of the South may 
follow suit. Inthiseventasquare-out eeertp ean be formed, and a Presi- 
See platform. The result of such acom- 
bination, if effected, would ee impair, if not destroy, party lines, 
and, if not t operate to throw the election of the President 
into the House for lack of a majority of the electoral college for either can- 


didate. 

In view of these facts belief is expressed that the particular strategy of the 
manipulators of the convention was to bring about this very condition of 
affairs, and they have high hopes of success. 


It will be remembered that this is but a sample of the views of 
the gold of the East. 

Immediately after the silver meeting old party managers began 
to claim that other subjects, suchas the tariff on lead or wool, were 
more important to their ive States in the West than the 
silver question, and started the cry for a union of the two inter- 
ests, notwithstanding the fact that they have been claiming for a 
quarter of acentury that the money question was the overshadow- 
ingissue of the age. Thisis another question that must be settled 


by the voters. hile they permit those in office and those expect- 
ing to contro and expecting benefits therefrom to load 
down this o question with issues that will inevitably 


revent a union of the forces of the South and West, the only 
easible opportunity for a successful determination of this issue, 
just so long will a settlement of this question be delayed. 

It seems to me that it is worse than folly, it is criminal, for the 
voters of the United States to further delay aligning themselves 
according to their convictions on this great question. The voters 
must have it seared into. their minds that every man who advo- 
cates international bimetallism, high tariff or low tariff and bi- 
metallism, or the union of the money question with any of. the 
old threadbare political issues, advocates further delay, and if not 
an intentional enemy to monetary reform is, nevertheless, as 
potent for harm ashe could be if his intentions were genuine. 

As I was leaving my home in Colorado in November, a good sil- 
ver man at heart and a late arrival from the State of Nebraska 
assured me that our Senators would be heartily seconded in the 
silver cause by Senator THURSTON, of the State of Nebraska. He 
said he had beena follower of him in the campaigns last year, and 
hewas one of the most able advocates of silver in the United 
States. He did not make the distinction that he was only an in- 
ternational or an American-product bimetallist, which, in effect, 
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means an indefinite continuance of the gold standard. At every 


ity the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THuRsToN] 
eran aouindl the silver cause. It must be seared into the 
minds of every advocate of monetary reform that those advocat- 
ing international bimetallism, coimage of the American product, 
or anything other than the un ualified return to the bimetallism 
of the Constitution as it existed from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment down to 1873, is, in effect at least, a deadly enemy to the 

sess of the silver cause. 

wrt is: not now a question of maintaining our financial liberties. 
They have been lost, and the potent question now is to recover 
them. As long as members of Congress owe allegiance to political 
caucuses; to some other issue, they will be diverted at every ses- 
sion of Congress; and this is a practical redemonstration of the 


fact that the people at home and at the ballot box must divide | 
upon this great question. In fact, the time has come when some | 


means must be adopted whereby all of the overshadowing 
national issues shall submitted to a direct vote of the people 
and let them divide upon these questions, rather than into polit- 
ical parties. If not, our Government will be but Republican 
in form. 

The desk of every member in Congress from the great labor 
districts of the country is swelled to overflowing with petitions 
for some device or plan by which the people may be permitted to 
vote upon all-controlling governmental questions of the age, un- 
influenced by party politics, prejudices, or party expediencies. 
The diver-qrobaciag States have had numerous opportunities 
since 1878 to dictate the rehabilitation of silver. At one time a 
‘ single vote for party instead of for the cause laid it aside. At 
other times two or three votes withheld from the great Eastern 
question of tariff could havesecured it. Butrepresentatives from 
silver States, instead of subordinating all other issues to the suc- 
cess of this one, have voted for it and then obeyed the will of the 
Eastern manufacturers and voted for their chief industry without 

uiring a compensating vote for our absorbing interest. 

This short-sighted and one-sided policy has continued until the 
East has secured the laws about as they desire. This is the first 
session of Congress that the Eastern Republican has felt independ- 
ent. It is the first time in twenty years that he has felt safe in 
defying and ignoring his Western Republican brethren. Isit now 
too late to save this long neglected cause? Has the West trifled 
with this all-important question until the great South, which has 
been true to the cause, has lost all hope and will despair? I hope 
not. The task will be tenfold harder than it would have been 
in 1890, when the McKinley tariff was threatened. 
fold more difficult than it would have been at any time prior 
thereto. 

This House thoroughly understands the question. The people 
of the South and West understand the question, but with the 
great moneyed influence of Europe and the East thrown against 
it, they must subordinate every other issue to its success or the 
fight is now lost. It has been repeatedly demonstrated in this 


kept a uniform pace with the price of silver. 

t has been repeatedly demonstrated here and abroad that the 
divergence between gold and silver operates as a bounty of at least 
100 per cent in favor of the silver-using countries. 

It has been repeatedly demonstrated that with a fixed par of 
exchange between gold and silver America would control the 
wheat and cotton markets of the world. It has been repeatedly 
demonstrated that with the mint of one of the great commercial 
nations of the world thrown open to free coinage it would fur- 
nish such a demand for silver that it would pull down the price of 
ens and raise the price of silver, making a parity at the fixed 
egal ratio. 

_ it has been repeatedly demonstrated here that it is not the rela- 
tive quantity of the metals in existence, but the legal ratio and 
open mint of a great nation, that fixes the value. 

It has been repeatedly shown on this floor and in the country 
thatevery gold-standard country has been gradually and constantly 
embarrassed ever since 1873, and that every silver-using country 
om phenomenally prosperous and progressive from that 


The er of the past thirty years —— a tale ae oe > 
creasing debt, increasing poverty, and declining hope in all gold- 
standard countries. . 

Work is required among the people. Itisfutilehere. We need 
organizers, rather than educators. The people have always been 
educated upon this subject, but uneducated in feasible methods of 
making their will potential for results. 

Subordination of party, subordination of all other interests, or- 
ganization, and singleness of pu will yet prevail and give us 
gold and silver and full legal-tender money and a Government by 


and for the e. 
Mr. ‘ON. Mr. Speaker, I availm of the privilege 
accorded to members, to printin the Recorp idianiaaapenth, 


It will be tein- | 





| grave responsibility. 


| qualities of money. 


delivered by Hon. J. W. Bariey, at Sherman, Tex., on the 1ith 
day of last June: 
FREE COINAGE OF SILVER. 

FELLOW-CITIZENS OF GRAYSON County: I have come, upon 
your invitation, to speak to you apon one of the most important 
questions that can engage your attention or the attention of your 
Representative in Congress. It appeals directly to the personal 
interest of every citizen, whatever may be his station or pursuit 
in life; it concerns alike the accumulations of the rich and the 
daily wages of the poor; it affects the relation of every debtor 
and creditor in the land; it largely determines the profits of our 
merchants and manufacturers; and upon it ina great measure 
depends the prosperity of our agricultural classes, the products of 
whose toil constitute three-fourths of our annual exports. 

Certainly no thoughtful man can approach the discussion of a 
question so important and so far-reaching as this without a sense of 
He must feel that if, consciously or uncon- 
sciously, he aids in the dissemination of false doctrines he does his 
countrymen an incalculable harm, while, on the other hand, if he 
can help them to a better understanding of it, he will render them 
a permanent and valuable service. Deeply impressed with this 


| view, I have exercised the best faculties of my mind in a long and 


patient study of the subject, and though, of course, I do not hope 
that all of you will agree with me in my conclusions, I am certain 
that those of you who know me will concede that I have sincerely 
desired to ascertain the truth. Whether I have succeeded or not, 
is for you to judge; and without intending to flatter you in the 
least I beg to say that I consider you entirely competent to form 
a correct judgment. Iam not one of those who believe that the 
money question is beyond the comprehension of the people. I 
belong neither to that class who seem to think that anybody can 
understand it without any study at all, nor to that other class who 
seem to think it so hopelessly abstruse that no ordinary man can 
understand it with any amount of study. The truth in this case, 
as in all others, lies between the two extremes. No man, how- 
ever gifted he may be, can understand it without studying it, but 
any man of common sense who will study it can understand it. 
Before entering upon the reasons which have induced me to 


| favor the immediate restoration of silver to the position which it 


occupied in our financial system prior to the act of Febrnary 12, 
1873, I desire briefly to remind you of the origin, the uses, and the 
To some of you it may seem unnecessary to 
eccupy your time in restating such elementary ideas, but it is es- 
pecially true of thescience of money that unless we keep constantly 
before our minds a clear and definite conception of its first prin- 
ciples, we can never hope to comprehend it. 
THE ORIGIN OF MONEY. 

All of the great economists agree that money originates in the 
necessities of commerce and civilization, and that without it 
neither could advance beyond a very imperfect state. Without it 
exchange would require as much or more effort than production, 


, mor | thus entailing such a loss of time as would discourage that diver- 
ouse that the prices of products all over the civilized world have | 


sity of occupation which enables labor to acquire skill and to ob- 
tain its best reward. To make my meaning plain by illustration, 


| let us suppose that a tailor should need a pair of shoes; it might 


take him longer to find a shoemaker who needed a coat than it 
would to make the coat after he had found him. He might find 
shoemakers who wanted hats, or bread, or meat, but he might not 
find one who desired a coat. The shoemaker himself, in his turn, 


| might go hungry before he could find a baker who needed his 


a ——— 


shoes. To secure themselves against such mischances the tailor 


| would be his own shoemaker and the shoemaker, his own baker. 


But under such a system neither commerce nor the mechanic arts 
could flourish, and agriculture would be subjected to even greater 
inconveniences. 

Suppose a farmer desired to exchange one of his surplus cows 
for cloth. His first difficulty would be at home in finding a cow 
of the size to fetch exactly the amount of cloth he needed, and he 
would perhaps find it necessary to take one which was wortha little 
moreoralittleless. Thatdifficulty would be atroublesome one, but 
it would not be the most troublesome one which the farmer would 
encounter. Whenhehad selected the cow which would most nearly 
bring him the cloth he wanted, his next and greatest difficulty 
would be to find somebody who had the cloth he wanted and who 
wanted his cow. He would not be apt to find a butcher who kept 
cloth. Indeed, there would beno such business as that of a butcher 
in a community where all transactions were conducted by barter 
andexchange, because butchers could not maintain shops where the 
hardware merchant could only take meat of them when they were 
willing to take nails of the hardware merchant, or where the lum- 
ber dealer could only patronize them when they wanted lumber, 
and it would be a little awkward, to say the least of it, to exchange 
steaks for shingles every morning. What is true of the farmer's 
cow is trueof his cotton and wheat, and the only way to overcome 
such difficulties was to find some one thing that would be accepted 
in exchange for all things. This one thing is called ‘‘ money,” and 
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it has enabled society to subdivide its labors so that each man, by 
devoting himself to some one employment, can become an expert. 
Thus, and thus only, was it possible for mankind to achieve mate- 
rial progress. 


THE USES OF MONEY. 

The uses of money flow naturally from the origin of it, and there- 
fore it is precisely as we might expect that its first or primary 
use is as a medium of exchange—as the one thing which will be 
accepted in return for all things. But after we have agreed to 
receive money for goods we still can not execute the agreement 
until we have also agreed upon the relative values; that is, how 
much money for how many goods. 

The gradation from this point to the next is easy. Nothingcan 
be more natural than that this one thing which is given and taken 
for all other things should become the one thing according to 
which the value of all other things should be estimated; and hence 
money becomes, in its second use, what is generally but loosely 
called a ‘‘standard of value.” Eminent scholars have affirmed 
that society could better dispense with money as a medium of ex- 
change than asa measure of value. They reason that, if there were 
no money, business could still be conducted by barter; but if there 
were no measure of value, each commodity would have to be com- 
pared with every other commodity, and as between any hundred 
articles there are 4,950 possible ratios of exchange, the price list 
would be an endless document. Under such a condition nobody 
would ever attempt to deal in anything except the commonest 
necessaries of life. 

As commerce expands and industries multiply men enter into 
contracts for payments to be made at future times, and in such 
instances money serves a third use, as ‘‘a standard of deferred 
payments.” Among a progressive and highly commercial people 
thi» third function of money is perhaps more important than either 
of the other two, and it grows more important with each succeed- 
ing year; because as a nation grows older and richer it increases 
the number and length of its time contracts. 

QUALITIES OF MONEY. 

The uses of nates Sey clearly indicate the qualities which it 
ought to possess. ing intended as something which all men 
wiil accept for their property, it ought to be something which, like 
their property, has a value, an intrinsic value, if you please, And 
as it must perform so many different exchanges it ought to be 
easily susceptible of division into suitable for small trans- 
actions, and yet so valuable that its will not encumber larger 
ones. Again, as the value of all other property is to be fixed by 
comparison with money, it ought to be as steady as possible in its 
value, because its variations can not fail to introduce uncertainty 
end confusion in all business. If the variations should happen 
to be rapid or violent merchandising would become a mere gamble, 
or else the storekeeper would be compelled to mark new prices on 
his goods with the pioneng of each new week. 

Important as stability in the value of money is in reference to 
our daily purchases and sales, it is incomparably more important 
when considered as “‘a standard of deferred payments.” Here 
alterations not only confuse the trader, but they work an inevita- 
ble injustice—an injustice against which no caution and no wis- 
dom can provide. If the value rises, the debtor suffers a hardship; 
and if it falls, the creditor suffers a loss. Of course I know, and 
every other thinking man knows, that absolute fixity in its value 
is unattainable so long as the — law of supply and demand con- 
tinues in operation, and therefore in choosing a substance out of 
which to coin money we do not strive to find something invaria- 
ble; because we know that it can not be found, but we choose that 
which varies the least, both in frequency and extent. 

The earlier economists took corn as their measure of value, but 
it does not require very long nor +o mga pe thinking to per- 
ceive their error. The annual production of corn is intended to 
meet the annual consumption, only a small surplus from 
year to year, and consequently a short or an abundant. crop must 
produce an immediate and great effect on its value. If a drought 
one year cuts the yield one-half, the price will double in six 
months, while if favorable seasons the next + rane uce more 
than a usual crop, another twelve months tness another 
sharp movement in its price. No perishable commodityef which 
the annual eee is intended to meet the annual consumption 
can be safely established as ‘‘a measure of value,” or as ‘‘a stand- 
ard of deferred payments.” If a bushel of wheat were now our 
unit of value instead of the gold dollar, the man who promised on 
the ist day of January to pay a thousand units on the Ist day of 
June would have found it necessary to part with twice as much 
property to have procured the thousand units when the debt 
mat as when it was contracted. 

SA ONES SER OS te ee ee een ene ae 
of value ee is not consumed in its use, and which 
wa gem accumulating through the ages until the annual su ply 
will but a small p on tothe suiuting steak ona will or 
this reason but slightly its value, The precious metals alone 


A TT A 


answer this requirement together with the uirements of in- 
trinsic value and divisibility. Gold and anes each and As 
possess the qualities which fit them for use as money in such a de. 
gree as almost to persuade us that they were designed by an All- 
wise Creator for this special service of man. The question, then 
resents itself, if both metals possess all of the attributes essential 
or their use as money, why shall we not use them both as such? 
OBJECT OF DEMONETIZATION. 


In the beginning of this controversy between the advocates and 
the opponents of a single standard there was no attempt to con- 
ceal the fact that the only object in demonetizing one of the metals 
was to increase the value of the other. The struggle began almost 
immediately after the gold discoveries in California and Australia 
which were followed by a fall in the value of money and a rise in 
the price of property. During the ten years succeeding those dis- 
coveries, as compared with the ten years preceding them, the price 
of agricultural products and all other property rose 25 per cent. 
Few men in this day would be willing publicly to avow that this 
was a condition calling for the interposition of the law-makers, 
But it was different then. 

The monometallists of that time openly proclaimed it to be an 
evil, and, without perplexing the public mind over ratios and 
parities, they boldly declared that inasmuch as the fall in the 
value of money had resulted from the enormous yield of the 
newly discovered mines, it ought to be counteracted by demone- 
tizing one of the metals. But our friends on the other side dis- 
claim all responsibility for the argument of their predecessors, 
and bitterly resenting the assertion that they favor increasing 
the value of money, they retort with the counter assertion that 


we are endeavoring to debase the currency. Either it is true, as 
we ren against them, that they advocate a policy which has 
constantly appreciated the value of our monetary unit, or else it 


is true, as they charge against us, that we advocate a policy which 
will depreciate it, use if our dollar is an honest one their 
dollar is too dear, while if their dollar is an honest one our dollar 
is too cheap. The core of this whole question is bound up in this 
statement, and I hope you will hear me attentively while I care- 
fully consider it. 

Perhaps we can obtain a clearer view of it if, instead of think- 
ing about dollars, we will think of the bullion which composes 
the dollar. It has become such a settled mental habit to regard 
the dollar as fixed and unchangeable in its value that, although 
we all know that it is not fixed and that it does change, yet it is 
notalways easy to avoid aconfusion of thought when we undertake 
to point out its changes. Not only will it be conducive to clear- 
ness on our part to consider the bullion rather than the coin value, 
but our opponents can hardly object to this method of argument, 
because it is their principal insistence that the coin value and the 
bullion value ought to be identical. I do not disagree with them 
on this point; and, furthermore, it will not be amiss for me to say 
in this connection that I subscribe fully to the doctrine that the 
law can add nothing to the value of any article except by affect- 
ing the supply of it or the demand for it. But it is precisely this 
qualification, so indispensable to a correct statement of the eco- 
nomic principle, that our opponents always omit. 


HOW LAW AFFECTS VALUE. 


To exemplify the importance of this qualification let us imagine 
that to-morrow the law should forbid every person to eat bread 
made of wheat. The — of wheat would immediately fall, and 
why? Not because the law said that men should not eat wheat 
bread, but because, the law having said that, the demand for wheat 
would diminish and its price would fall in consequence of the 
diminished demand. To prove that this is not a distinction with- 
out a difference, if the day after the use of wheat as bread had 
been prohibited a new use for it could be found equal in value and 
extent to its bread use, its price would remain the same, although 
the law discriminating against it would still be on the statute 
books, because the diminution in the demand for it for one purpose 
would be neutralized by an increased Gemand for another purpose. 

There is another and unanswerable proof of the soundness of 
this distinction in the fact that the price of corn would neces- 
sarily rise, though corn would not even be mentioned in the law 
against wheat; but there would be an increased demand for it to 
supply the want formerly supplied by wheat, and this increased 
demand would increase its price. It is as true of gold and silver 
as it is of wheat and corn that the law can affect their value by 
affecting the supply of them or the demand forthem. The intelli- 

nt friends of silver do not expect that free coinage will add any- 

ng to the value of silver bullion or take anything from the 
value of _ bullion a in so far as it may affect the condi- 
tions of their supply and demand. 

I am sometimes asked if the law can add 50 per cent to the value 
of silver why can it not add 100 per cent to the value of paper, as 
the Po claim it can, I could answer that an increase in the 

for one article might be able to raise its price 50 per cent 
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and still pe utterly unable to raise the price of another article 100 
per cent. But the true and better answer is, that it is not incum- 
bent upon us to prove that free coinage will make the silver bul- 
lion in the present silver dollar og in value to the gold bullion 
in the present gold dollar; provided we can prove that the silver 
in the silver dollar is worth as much to-day as it was in 1873, when 
the present unit of value was established, and that the gold in the 
gold di Mar is worth double as much now as it was then. Can we 
prove this? Let us see. 


WHICH IS THE HONEST DOLLAR? 


In 1878 the 4124 grains of standard silver in the silver dollar 
were worth a fraction more than the 25.8 grains of standard gold 
in the golddollar. In the next year the 25.8 grains of gold became 
a fraction more valuable than the 412} grains of silver, and the 
divergence has grown wider with the years. This far we all agree. 
No man disputes their relative value in 1873, or their relative value 
in 1895. 

Our disagreement begins when we attempt to account for the 
great difference which has occurred between these two dates. 
Our adversaries insist that this difference is attributable entirely 
to a fall in the value of silver, and we insist that it is due to a rise 
in the value of gold. This is purely an issueof fact, and a dispas- 
sionate investigation of it ought to bring reasonable and disinter- 
ested men to a somewhat similar conclusion. Comparing gold 
with silver and silver with gold will not aid usin our: inquiry. 
Such a comparison will simply show that a great difference exists, 
but will still leave one side to ascribe it to a fall in the value of 
silver and the other side to a rise in the value of gold. This 
method of argument could be continued until the end of time 
without leading us any nearer to the truth. 


MEXICAN DOLLAR ARGUMENT, 


This is the vice of the Mexican dollar argument which some 
gentlemen seem to think so conclusive and over which they ex- 
hibit such a peculiar satisfaction. A very warm friend of mine 
a few days ago asked me how it was that twenty years ago a Mex- 
ican silver dollar would buy as much as our silver doHar, and that 
now our dollar will buy as much as two Mexican dollars. I told 
him that it was simply because the Mexican dollar passed at the 
bullion value, while our silver dollar passed at the value of a gold 
dollar, gold being our unit of value and the Government receiv- 
ing the silver dollar the same as the gold dollar. He replied that 
he understood that, but what he wanted to know was, if the Mex- 
ican dollar, which passes at its bullion value, is only worth half 
as much as our dollar, did that not prove that the value of silver 
had fallen? I answered that the only thing which his comparison 

roved was that there is a difference between our dollar and the 

fexican now that did not exist twenty years ago, but this differ- 
ence might be due either to a fall in the value of the Mexican dol- 
lar or a rise in the value of ours; and to prove which it is it was 
necessary to introduce another element in the comparison. Isaid 
to him, ‘‘ Suppose we state the proposition in this way: Twenty 
years ago a Mexican dollar would buy as much as our dollar; now 
our dollar will buy twice as much as a Mexican dollar, but the 
Mexican dollar will still buy as much as it would then, and our 
dollar will buy twice as much.” Iasked him if he did not think 
that the trouble was in our dollar rather than in the Mexican dol- 
lar. My answer satisfied him and I believe that it will satisfy all 
who weigh it. 

THE TRUE TEST. 


Instead of comparing gold and silver with each other we must 
compare both of them with other things if we expect to demon- 
strate a rise in the value of one or a fall in the value of the other. 
In this comparison we must take 1872 as the initial point, because, 
our purpose being to ascertain whether the ratio between gold 
and silver has been dislocated by the upward movement of gold 
or the downward movement of silver, we must base our compari- 
son upon conditions which existed before this dislocation began. 
Beginning with 1872 we must first ascertain the relation which 
ee and silver bore to the various kinds of property at that time, 

have here a book published by the Treasury Department which 
Se the price of our principal agricultural products. 

it gi 
rice for 1872 is given as 22.19 cents per pound. According to this 
ble 25.8 grains of standard gold in 1872 would buy 4} pounds of 
cotton, and 4124 grains of statidard silver, being worth 3 cents 
more than 25.8 grains of standard gold, would have bought a frac- 
tion more than 4} pounds of cotton. 

Now, let us compare gold and silver with cotton since 1872. I 
will not take a single year to suit my purpose in the argument, 
but I will take the average price for the twenty-two years from 
1872 to 1894, and I will show that during all these years 25.8 grains 
of gold would buy double as much as it would in 1872, while 412} 
— of uncoined silver would buy more than it would have 

ught then. During these twenty-two years the average price 


On page 


99 


wwe 





ves the New York price of cotton from 1848 to 1894, and the | 
E | to his advantage. 
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of cotton was slightly less than 114 cents per pound, and therefore 
25.8 grains of gold would buy nearly 9 pounds of cotton. Since 
1872 the average price of 412} grains of silver, measured in gold, 
has been slightly over 80 cents, and therefore during this time 
112} grains of silver would buy nearly 7 pounds of cotton, show- 
ing that gold has doubled its purchasing power over cotton, and 
that silver has not lost, but has actually increased its purchasing 
power. What is true of cotton is also true of wheat. In 1872 the 
farm price of wheat was $1.24 per bushel, and 4124 grains of silver 
would buy a fraction more than eight-tenths of a bushel of wheat. 
The average price of wheat for the twenty-two years from 1872 to 
1894 has been 85 cents per bushel, and the average price of 4124 
grains of silver, measured in gold, has been slightly over 80 cents; 
therefore 4124 grains of silver would purchase during all this time 
over nine-tenths of a bushel of wheat, or 10 per cent more than it 
would in 1872. 

If we go from the farm to the factory or the storehouse ¢ve shall 
find the same story repeated. I can take the silver dollar and, 
passing it at its bullion value, I can buy across any dry goods 
counter in Sherman to-night more calico, more linen, and more 
domestic than I could have bought twenty-two years ago. I can 
take 100 silver dollars and drop them into the melting pot and, 
after the stamp and superscription of the Government have been 
burned off them, I can take the metal to any hardware establish- 
ment in Texas and bvy more nails, saws, hammers, axes, plows, 
and more of all other implements of labor than I could have bought 
in 1872. Not only this, but every man, woman, and child in this 
audience to-night knows that 25.8 grains of gold will buy twice 
as much from the dry goods merchant, twice as much from the 
druggist, and twice as much from the hardware dealer as it would 
twenty-two years ago. 

With these undisputed and indisputable facts before us, it is no 
wonder that even the most extreme advocates of the single stand- 
ard have been compelled to admit that, as compared with these 
great commodities, the value of silver has not fallen and the value 
of gold has risen. But to avoid the force of this admission, it is 
alleged that silver has actually fallen and that gold has not actu- 
ally risen, and that the appearance to the contrary is due to the 
fact that there has been an improvement in the method of produc- 


| ing manufactured goods and an enormous increase in agricultural 


production. That the cheaper production of goods will culminate 
in a lower scale of prices no sensible man can doubt; nor willany 
candid man deny that an increase in the production of cotton and 
wheat will lower their price, unless there is a corresponding in- 
crease in the demand for them. I think it unquestionable that 
these agencies account for a per cent of the decline in prices, but 
that they account for all of it, or for the greater part of it, I believe 
to be susceptible of overwhelming disproof. 

My judgment is thatthe fallin the price of goods resulting from 
improved methods of production has not been greater than the in- 
crease in the purchasing power of silver. Iam confirmed in this 
belief because if new and cheaper processes of production had 


| caused the present prices, these prices would have followed close 


upon the introduction of the new and cheaper processes of produc- 
tion, but such has not been the case. The decline has been gradual 
and constant, and must have been produced by some cause like 
the constant and gradual appreciation in the value of money. 
Moreover I know that there were great improvements in making 
goods from 1848 to 1873, and yet the scale of prices from 1348 to 
1873 was a rising one, nobultietentine the improvements in pro- 
duction owing, as everyone admits, to the increased supply of 
money. From 1873 to 1895 the processes of manufacturing goods 
have been improved, but not at a greater rate than from 1848 to 
1873, and yet the scale of prices from 1873 to 1895 has been a fall- 


| ing one, because the demand for money has increased more rap- 


idly than its supply. 

But even if Ishould be wrong in this supposition, and if improved 
methods of production have exerted a more powerful influence 
over prices than I think they have, it does not follow that I am 
wrong in my complaint against the increase in the purchasing 
power of the dollar. The position that the merchant has no right 
to complain about the lower price of his goods if they will procure 
him the same quantity of other commodities, is equivalent to say- 
ing that no improvement in the methods of production shall inure 
If you tell the farmer that he must be satisfied 
so long as his produce will buy as much cloth as formerly, and 
you tell the manufacturer that he must not complain so long as 
his cloth will buy as much produce as ever, you deny both of them 
the benefits accruing from the inventions of genius, and reserve 
their blessings for the money lender, half of whose dollars will buy 
as much of the farmer’s produce and as much of the manufac- 
turer’s cloth, while it will take twice as much of the farmer’s prod- 
uce and twice as much of the manufacturer’s cloth to buy the 
same number of the money lender’s dollars. If the exchangeable 
value of all property falls together, no man will be able to procure 
more of what he wants with what he produces than before, and 
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the producers will not be benefited. The only man who will 
= his purchasing power increased will be the man who owns 
ollars. 






COTTON AND WHEAT. 


In his Memphis speech Mr. Carlisle attempted to account for the 
fallin the price of wheat and cotton on the theory of their in- 
creased production. This is what he said: 

The production of cotton in this country in 1872-73 was 2,974,351 bales, con- 
taining an average of 439 pounds net weight, while the production in 1893-94 
was 7,549,817 bales, containing an average of 474 pounds net weight, or an in- 
crease of nearly 200 per cont in this country alone, besides the t increase 
that has taken: place in competing countries; in 1894-9 the production 
here was muci larger, being nearly 10,000,000 bales. According to the statis 
ties of the Agricultural Department ee of wheat in this country 
in 1872 was 240,997,100 bushels, and in I 400,207,416 bushels, or nearly twice 
as much, and there has also been an enormous of production in com- 
peting countries. 

You will observe that he gives the cotton crop of the United 
States for 1872-73 as 2,974,351 bales. If he intended to give the 
crop of that year he understated it nearly a million bales, but as 
the figures he gives are exactly the crop for 1871-72, assume that 
the date was an inadvertence. But giving him the benefit of this 
ary ese tion, he is still amenable to the charge of unfairness in 

ing for his comparison the crop of 1871-72, which was 1,377,966 
bales less than the crop of the preceding year and 956,157 bales 
less than the crop the following year. 

Mr. Carlisle knows as well as any man how unsafe it is to gen- 
eralize from particulars which are too narrow. He knows that 
the conditions of supply and demand with reference to a single 
article in any single year might be such as entirely to mislead us. 
It is only by taking a series of —_ or a number of articles that 
an proven Ae: rule can be safely deduced. But, ignoring this plain 
principle, Mr. Carlisle takes the cotton of 1871-72 and com- 

ing it with the cotton crop of 1898-94, declares that there has 

en an increase in the production of nearly 200 per cent; whereas 

if he had taken the crop of 1870-71 he would have found the increase 

to be less than 75 per cent, and if he had taken the cropof 1872-73 
he would have found it to be less than 95 per cent. 

This is not the only fair criticism of his speech on this score. 
He gives the increase in the uction without intimating in the 
remotest way that there has any increase in theconsumption, 
and yet Mr. Carlisle must have known thatthe increase in our popu- 
lation exceeds the increase in the production of cotton in 1894 as 
compared with 1870-71, and nearly equals it as compared with 
1872-78. Nor is this all. Every man who is familiar with the his- 
tory of cotton culture and cotton manufacture knows that the in- 
crease in population does not fully measure the increase in the 
consumption of cotton, because it is now usedin making many of 
the finer fabrics for which it was once supposed to be unfit. 


PRICE AND PRODUCTION OF COTTON. 


There is still another anda conclusive answer to Mr. Carlisle as 
to cotton. If, instead of taking a single year, as he did, we take 
a period of years, we can completely refute hisargument. Ihave 


from 1849 to 1858 was 3,000,000, an 
increase of 50 per cent. t notwithstanding this increase of 50 
Re eS ran eens 
per pound for the a 12 cents per pound for the second. 
Now let us compare series of years immediatel, 
immediately after 1873—we can not take a period of ten years, for 
that would carry us back into the war, but taking five years each 
way we find that the average production for the five years from 
1867-68 to 1871-72, inclusive, was 3,085,000, while the a’ pro- 
duction for the five years from 1873-74 to 1877-78 was 4,390,000 
bales, an increase of 40 cent. The average price for the five 
from 1867-68 to 1 ean nD Dee enno nina ie 
, a de- 
from 1 
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PRICE AND PRODUCTION OF WHEAT. 
In the extract from the Memphis speech which I have read, Mr, 
Carlisle says: 


The production of wheat in this country in 1872 was 249,997,100 b: als 
in 1894 it was 460,267,416 bushels, or nannie berieo as much. mails, and 


Here, again, Mr. Carlisle takes a single year and compares it 
with another single year, giving the increase in production with- 
out asingle word about the increase in consumption. Fair-minded 
men who earnestly desire to know the truth might well distrust 
a teacher who states one element of value and suppresses the 
other, which is just as important. It appears from Mr. Carlisle’s 
own figures, however, that the increase in our production of wheat 
in 1894, as compared with 1872, was 83 per cent, and this increase 
in the production of wheat was met and nearly counterbalanced 
by an increase of nearly 80 per cent in our population; and the 
growth of population has been much less than the increase in the 
consumption of wheat; for it is within my memory when many 
industrious families only used flour once a week, while now they 
use it daily. 

If we accept Mr. Carlisle’s explanation that the difference in 
production explains the difference in the price of wheat in 1872 
and 1894, how will he explain that the wheat crop of 1890, which 
was only 399,262,000 bushels, was worth less per bushel than the 
crop of 1882, which was 504,188,470 bushels, or why the crop of 
1893, which was 396,131,725 bushels, was worth 40 per cent less 
= bushel than the crop of 1891, which was 611,878,000 bushels. 

t will not suffice to answer thatthe production of other countries 
made this difference, because the world’s crop in 1882 was larger 
than it was in 1890, and the world’s crop in 1891 was larger than 
it was in 1893. 

A comparison of these four years might be misleading, and so 
let us subject the world’s crop for a period of years to this test of 
overproduction. Beginning with 1882, when the crop was 2,25s,- 
982,485 bushels, and taking the ten years up to and including the 
unprecedented crop of 1891, we find that only three out of the ten 
crops exceeded the crop of 1882, and the average was in round 
numbers 2,180,000,000 bushels, or nearly 80,000,000 bushels less 
than the of 1882. But in the face of this lower average pro- 
duction, and in spite of the fact that the world was increasing its 
population and its consumption of wheat, the price steadily de- 
clmed. No reasonable man can believe that the difference in pro- 
duction has made the difference in price, for there is practically 
no difference in production. The conflict between the Secretary's 
theory and the cold matter of fact is irreconcilable, and his theory 
must be rejected. There being no difference in the conditions of 
supply and demand, nothing can explain the difference in price 
except the increase in the v; of money. 


THE PRECIOUS METALS. 


I now desire to invite your consideration to some facts which 
must have affected the value of money. It must be remembered 
that gold and silver are articles of commerce, and are bought and 
sold like oe else; and that, like everything else, their value 
is de i by their supply and demand. This being true, it 
could not be otherwise than that the value of gold has enormously 
increased since 1878, because the demand for it since that time has 
increased out of all ion to the increase in its supply. Since 
then Germany, Ho , and Austria-Hungary, which had been 
silver-standard countries, have adopted the exclusive use of gold, 
and the United States, France, Italy, Belgium, and several smaller 
nations, whose mints had stood open to gold and silver alike, have 


passed to a a gold ‘ 

In order that you may form some idea how this increased de- 
mand has been ioned to the increased supply, and how it 
must therefore have affected its value, I will a attention 
to three tables which appear in this book — by the Treas- 
ury Department. On 95 you will find a table giving the 
world’s production of fold. and silver from 1792 to 1892. If you 
will make the addition you will find that the world’s production 
sm from 1879, the year we resumed specie payments, up to 

including 1892, when the table concludes, was $1,535,000,000. 
On page 106 is another table exhibiting the amount of gold and 
silver in the United States on the ist day of each July, from July, 
1870, to 1898. 

By reference to this table you will see that in 1878 we had only 
$25,000,000 of gold, and even this amount included the subsidiary 
silver coin then in circulation. inning the fiscal year 1879 with 
only $25,000,000 in gold, we increased our stock to $664,000,000 in 
1892. On 149 of this same publication is a table which shows 
that the Uni States consumed $192,000,000 of gold in the arts 
and manufactures from 1880 to 1892. Subtracting the $25,000,000 
with which we began the fiscal year of 1879 from the $664,000,000 
with which we closed the fiscal year of 1892, we have $639,000,000 
absorbed in our monetary uses; and adding to this the sum of 

consumed in manufactures and in the arts, we have 
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$831,000,000 as the total increased demand of the United States for 
gold from 1879 to 1892, while the increased supply of the whole 
world was only $1,535,000,000. 

With this increased demand on the part of this one country, equal 
to more than 55 per cent of the increased supply of all the world, 
and with an increasing demand on the part of other nations to 
meet the needs of their expanding commerce and population, I 
submit to your common sense, my countrymen, if there is any es- 
cape from the conclusion that the value of gold has been vastly 
augmented. If there is still a doubt in your minds, that doubt 
must be dispelled when I show you from this same Treasury pub- 
lication that while the gold production of the world from 1873 to 
1892 has been $2,210,961,206 the gold coinage for the same time 
has been $2,7 7,7 
tion of $576,948,469. Some part of this excess represents recoinage; 
but after making proper allowance for that, the world has been 
compelled to lay its plate and jewelry under contribution to meet 
its increasing demand for money. 

SILVER SUPPLY AND DEMAND. 

The defenders of a gold standard point to the greatly increased 
production of silver as an evidence that its value must have de- 
clined. I would be the last man here or elsewhere to deny that 
an increase in its production, unless accompanied by an increase 
in thle demand for it, would produce a fall in its value. If, how- 
ever, the increase in the demand has kept pace with the increase 
in its supply, its value must have remained stable, for it is not 
supply alone nor demand alone, but supply and demand together, 
which regulates value. 

With this criterion in our minds we can pursue our investiga- 
tion with a reasonable hope of arriving at the truth. Our start- 


ing point, of course, must be 1873, because whatever may be the | 


change in the value of silver growing out of its production, it 
must be explained by the difference between its production then 
and its production now. From 1873 to 1592 the entire silver pro- 
duction of the world was $2,400,000,000, and during that time sil- 
ver constituted the only money of over 800,000,000 people, to say 
nothing of the amount required by gold-standand countries for 
subsidiary coinage. If every dollar of silver produced in the 
world had been employed by countries which use it exclusively as 
their money it would have provided an increase of less than $3 
per capita in the twenty years. Fortunately we are are not left 
to guess about the demand for silver as related to its supply. 
he mint reports of the various countries show that the world’s 
silver coinage from 1873 to 1892 was $2,322,000,000, leaving only 
$78,000,000 for use in manufacture and in the arts. That this 
amount was grossly inadequate will appear from the report of the 
Director of our Mint, which shows that from 1880 to 1892 this coun- 
try alone consumed in manufactures and in the arts $91,000,000 
worth of silver, or $23,000,000 more than the entire world’s sur- 
plus. And, moreover, though we have been a gold-standard 
country since 1873, from 1879 to 1892 we have absorbed over 
$700,000,000 worth of silver, while the entire world’s production 
was only about $1,800,000,000, showing an increased demand on 
the part of this one gold-standard country equal to over 40 per 
cent of all the silver produced in the world. It is certain that the 
consumption of silver since 1873 has exceeded its production, and 
that to supply the coinage demand, together with the demand for 
manufactures and the arts, we have encroached upon the accu- 
mulations of former years. 
There have been so many and such inexcusable misrepresenta- 


tions as to the output of the silver mines in the last twenty years | syme the use of both metals, we could say to gold-using countries 


that many intelligent men believe that the production of silver 
has been three or four times as much as the production of gold, 
and that it will admit of indefinite extension, and yet the Treas- 
ury statistics show that, while the production of silver since 1873 
has been $2,400,760,533, the production of gold for the same time 
has been $2,210,961,206, or a difference of less than $191,000,000 in 
twenty years. A successful business man said to me a few days 
ago that the increased production of the silver mines in the United 
States alone since 1873 was enough to overstock the world, and he 
was astounded when I presented him with a Treasury report 
showing that our increase in silver production has been but slightly 
greater than our increase in population. The world’s highest 
production of silver in any one year from 1792 to 1892 was $196,- 
000,000, which was less than 2} per cent of the stock on hand. It 
is incredible that an increase of 2} per cent in any one year could 
seriously impair the value of a great mass of any article. An in- 
crease of 2} per cent in the annual production of corn or cotton or 
any perishable commodity would not seriously affect its price. 

t, fellow-citizens, I must not detain you longer on this 
branch of the question. Nine-tenthsof the men on the other side 
are estopped from denying that monometallism has depreciated 
the price of property and appreciated the value of money, because 
they profess themselves intensely desirous of restoring bimetal- 
lism ugh an international agreement; and they can not be so 
anxious to restore the double standard unless the single standard 


14,679, an excess in the coinage over the produc- | 


isan evil. But when driven to acknowledge the insufficiency and 
injustice of monometallism they resist the restoration of bimet- 
allism upon reasons which it will be interesting for us to examine. 
The three principal objections which they offer are: 

First, that silver ischeap money; second, that the free coinage 
of silver will derange our foreign commerce because our dollar 
will not be worth 100 cents in all the markets of the world, and 
third, that free comage does noi mean bimetallism, but simply 


| means a substitution of silver monometallism for gold monomet- 


allism. I have already disposed of the first objection in consider- 
ing another aspect of the question, and I trust that I have made it 
plain that instead of the objection being against the cheapness of 


| silver it is properly against the dearness of gold. 





INTERNATIONA! COMMERCE 


The objection that free coinage will derange our foreign com- 
merce because our dollar will not be worth 100 cents in the mar- 
kets of the world is based upon a misconception of the nature of 
international trade and of the function which the precious metals 
perform in such trade. Two years ago when I declared in a pub- 
lic speech that money is not used in the settlement of interna- 
tional balances, but that they are settled with bullion, and that 
even if coin is used at all, it is used as bullion and at its bullion 
value, I was viciously assailed. I did not reply. Knowing per- 
fectly well that I was right, I was content to abide my vindica- 
tion, but I hardly expected my critics to be rebuked by having my 
statement repeated by the Secretary of the Treasury in so short a 
time; and yet this is exactly what has come to pass. In his Mem- 
phis speech, Mr. Carlisle lays down the doctrine in these words: 

There is no legal tender in international trade. Whether payments are 
made in gold or silver coins, or in gold or silver bullion, actual! intrinsic value 
determines the amount or quantity to be delivered, no matter what may be 
the legal-tender laws of the different countries, and no matter though they 
may have the same or different ratios of value between the metals within 
their respective limits. 

It is true that he made this statement for the purpose of enfore- 
ing his opinion that the coin value and the bullion value of the 
metals ought to be the same—a proposition from which I do not dis 
sent; but whatever may have been his purpose in stating the fact, 
that does not alter or qualify the fact itself. and hereafter when 
gentlemen talk about wanting a dollar worth 100 cents in all the 
markets of the world they must be reminded that Mr. Carlisle 


himself has said there is no such thing as a dollar in the markets : 
of the world, and that when you take a dollar into those markets ‘ 


it ceases to be a dollar and becomes a mere commodity, to be sold 
according to its weight and fineness. With this fact admitted, 
the catch phrase of a dollar worth 100 cents in all the markets of 
the world becomes utterly meaningless and can not be imposed 
upon intelligent men much longer. It is difficult to see how any 
sensible man can deceive himself or be deceived about this matter. 
The least reflection upon it must convince him that nothing but 
our domestic trade can be affected by the legal value of a dollar, 
because in our trade with other countries we do not use dollars. 

We give and receive goods in exchange for goods, and the balance 
of trade, whatever it may be and whoever must pay it, is, as Mr. 
Carlisle himself affirms, paid in the metals at their bullion value. 


| So far from hindering our commerce with foreign nations, noth- 





ing could be better calculated to promote it than a return to the 
coinage system under which we could trade with all nations with- 
out those disturbances in the par of exchange which embarrass 
trade between countries using different metals. If we could re- 


that we would trade with them, buying what we wanted of them 
and selling what they wanted of us, the balance to be paid or re- 
ceived in gold. Wecould also say tothe silver-using nations that 
we would buy their goods and sell them ours, receiving or mak- 
ing payment of the balance in silver. Under a system like that, 
this Republic could carry her commerce into all the regions of the 
earth and drive the merchantmen of Great Britain from the high 
seas of the world. 
SILVER MONOMETALLISM. 


The third objection, that free coinage will simply substitute sil- 
ver monometallism for gold monometallism, is as untenable as the 
first and second objections. In the first place, to give it even the 
semblance of correctness they are compelled to reject the long- 
established definition of bimetallism and to set up a new one 
which has no sanction in reason or authority. Bimetallism, as 
every student of the question knows, means no more than that 
the mints of the country shall be open to the free and unlimited 
coinage of both metals into standard money of legal-tender qual- 
ity; and it does not require the concurrent circulation of both 
metals. The scientific truth which underlies and supports the 
theory of bimetallism is that by allowing the people a choice be- 
tween the two metals, whenever one unduly imereases its value 
they will abate their demand for it, which will tend to counteract 
the increase in its value, and will increase their demand for the 
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other, which will tend to increase its value, thus preserving their 
equilibrium. 

The fear that if we resume the free coinage of silver our gold 
will all immediately leave the country is groundless. This same 
prediction was made with — confidence before the Bland law 
was passed in 1878. It was freely asserted that if we entered upon 
even the limited coinage of silver it would only be a few months 
until our only metallic eee would be a debased and mutilated 
silver coin. [remember well that a great man, whose fame is a 
part of the history of my native State, was so certain of this result 
that he refused to obey the instruction of the Mississippi legislature, 
and in a speech replete with evil prophecies, not one of which was 
ever fulfilled, he worked out the problem just as his successors 
do to-day. After estimating the gold in the country at between 
$150,000,000 and $200,000,000, he argued then, as Secretary Carlisle 
argues now, that the coinage of silver was tedious and slow; that 
it would require many years to coin as much silver as the gold we 
had; and that as the beginning of silver coinage would immedi- 
ately expel all of the gold, there would be a great contraction of 
the currency. 

Despite these predictions of disaster, the Bland bill became a 
law, being passed by Democratic votes over the veto of a Repub- 
lican President, and instead of losing our gold the stock of it con- 
tinued to accumulate until within ten years after its enactment we 
had over $700,000,000. These gentlemen seem to think that if 
we did not use silver we would have no trouble in keeping all the 

old which we produce. They forget that during the eleven years 

rom 1848 to 1859 we produced $595,000,000 worth of gold, and yet 
in 1859 we had only $250,000,000 in the country, which shows that 
during a time when the silver question was not an issue we were 
able to keep only 45 per cent of our gold. The only effect which 
the legal ratio has on the exportation of the metals, where both 
are used and one is undervalued, is that whenever it is necessary 
to send either abroad to settle balances or make purchases the 
undervalued one, being worth more relatively as bullion than as 
coin, will be sent, because in foreign markets it is treated as 
bullion and not as coin. 

But aside from making purchases and paying balances neither 
metal will ever be exported unless it becomes more valuable in 
other countries than in this; and whenever an ounce of gold is 
worth more elsewhere than it is here and the difference in its value 
above the cost of transportation will net a fair profit to the ex- 
gocker it will'be exported, whether we use one metal or both. 

othing obeys the law of attraction so certainly and so quickly as 
the precious metals. They always go, and go or: to the mar- 
kets where theysell for the highest price; and it is the special vir- 
tue of bimetallism that when one of them is in such demand as to 

eatly enhance its value it can be relinquished and the other used. 

he delusion that gold must be kept at any price is a relic of what 

is known in the history of political economy as the ‘‘mercantile 

theory,” which dominated the business and economic thought of 

Europe until exploded by Adam Smith more than a century ago. 
THE RATIO. 

The gold expulsion argument proceeds upon the assumption that 
the ratio of 16 to 1 is not correct and that, though it is incorrect, 
the friends of silver will not correct it. This is purely a 
and unwarranted. The intelligent advocates of bimetallism insist 
as sincerely and as strenuously as anybody that all dollars in this 
country shall be of equal value, and we have over and again 
p ourselves that if we can restore silver to its equal privi- 

ege with gold both at the mint and before the law we will make 
the silver bullion in the silver dollar worth the gold bullion in the 
gold dollar. What we cage: against is the folly and injustice of 
judging the relative value of the two metals while one of them is 
money and the other acommodity. We know that it is impossible 
to institute a true comparison under such circumstances. If you 
desired to compare the height of two men you would not stand 
one on the roof of this opera house and the other on the sidewalk, 
but you would take the man on the sidewalk up to the roof of the 
opera house or you would bring the man on the roof of the opera 
house down to the sidewalk before you would undertake to tell 
exactly what was the difference in their height. 

If you were intelligent, after you had stood them side by side, 
the first thing you would do would be to look at their feet and see 
if we were on a level, because you would perfectly understand 
that the difference in their heads might be —— y the differ- 
ence of the levels on which they stood. But when you had put 
the feet of both on the same level, you would know that the er- 
ence in their heads measured the difference in their height. That 
is precisely our position on this question. Before we compare 

« these two metals we desire to put them on the same plane, and 
this can only be done by resuming the free coinage of silver. Of 
course we can not resume without a ratio, and as we must begin 
somewhere, I prefer to begin where we left off. After we have 

done this, and have ascertained what the difference is, it then 
becomes our duty to consider the cause of that difference. If it 


has been caused by a fall in the value of silver, we must put more 
silver in the silver dollar in order to preserve the stability of the 
unit; if it has been caused by a rise in the value of gold, we must 
take some gold out of the gold dollar in order to preserve the sta- 
bility of the unit. 

This suggestion is neither novel nor dangerous. We have a prec- 
edent for it, and a precedent, too, established by the second founder 
of Democracy. uring President Jackson’s Administration the 
parity of our gold and silver coins was displaced, but the states- 
men of that generation did not propose to demonetize either 
metal on that account. They a recognized the necessity of 
readjusting the ratio, and carefully weighed the matter to see 
whether the displacement had been caused by the depreciation of 
silver or the appreciation of gold. Their conclusion was that the 
trouble lay in the appreciation of gold, and they corrected it by 
taking some of the gold out of the gold dollar, thus equaiizing tho 
value of the two coins and preserving the stability of the mone- 
tary unit. Why can not we do the same thing? There is noth- 
ing sacred either about the ratio between the two metals or about 
the quantity of metal in either coin. The sacred thing, against 
which no Congress ought to legislate, is the value of the coin, 


THE DOLLAR AND THE YARDSTICK. 


I often hear men say that the dollar ought to be as fixed and un- 
changeable as the yardstick, and though I thoroughly agree with 
what they say, I doubt if I agree with what they mean. The 
analogy between the yardstick as a measure of length and the 
dollar as a measure of value is imperfect, for the reason that the 
yardstick is simply and only a measure of length, while the dollar 
is not only a measure of value, but is also a medium of exchanve 
and a solvent of debts, and it is for these latter uses that it is 
sought. Nobody ever buys or sells a dollar to be used as a meas- 
ure of value. In fact, though the law now decrees the gold dollar 
to be the unit of value, the coinage of it is expressly forbidden, 
and all which have been coined have been called in to be recoined 
into pieces of other denominations. 

If dollars were not needed to pay debts and perform exchanges 
there would be no demand for them and their value would be 
inconsiderable. But they are needed for these purposes, and in 
this fact lies the a of making the value of the dollar as 
invariable as the length of the yardstick. You will instantly 
perceive the difference. The demand for yardsticks can have no 
possible effect upon their length. If there was but one in Amer- 
ica to-night and every merchant in the land was bidding for it, 
the a might be $1,000, but its measure would still be the same; 
or if there were 100,000,000,000 yardsticks in the country, with 
every merchant supplied and no man wanting to buy one, the 
— of the yardstick might be less than a hundredth of 1 cent, 

yut every yardstick of the 100,000,000,000 would measure exactly 
36 inches. 

The dollar is altogether different in this respect. If there was 
only one dollar in this country it would be difficult to compute 
its value, and it is certain that if there were one hundred billion 
here every one of them would be worth less than 5 per cent of what 
they are to-day. Nothing can be surer than that the length of 
the yardstick is not in the least affected by the number of them in 
existence, and it is equally certain that the value of each dollar 
is largely governéd by the number of them in circulation. 

If the yardstick were made of a material that would extend and 
contract its length as the demand for it increased or decreased, 
then we would have a yardstick analogous tothe dollar. Suppose 
we had such a one and suppose the demand for it had been steadily 
increasing for twenty years, and that with the increasing demand 
of each year it had been growing longer until it was now 72 inches 
long instead of 36. Would any man venture to say that it would 
be an honest measure of length? And yet it would be justas hon- 
est as a dollar which has doubled its value. Perhaps the apolo- 
gists of the lengthened yardstick would contend, as do the apolo- 

ists of the more valuable dollar, that the yardstick had not grown 

onger, but that everything else had grown shorter, and, though 
we could show that it had formerly been the length of an ordinary 
man’s arm, and that it was now twice that long, they would insist 
that the yardstick was all right, but that in consequence of the 
overproduction of men their arms had grown shorter. 
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THE BEST MONEY. 


Our opponents tell us that they favor the gold standard because 
gold is the best money in the world. If = mean by this that 
gold is the dearest money in the world, I will grant it; and I will 
also grant that if the dearest money is the best, then gold is not 
only the best money now but it is getting better all the time, 
because it is constantly growing dearer. But, my countrymen, 
we do not think that the dearest money is necessarily the best 
money. We believe that the best money is the money which is 
the most unchangeable in its value. We do not differ with the 
advocates of the gold standard in our desire for the best money, 
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but we differ with them as to what constitutes the best money. 
They consider that the best which possesses the highest value, 
while we consider that the best which possesses the greatest sta- 
bility of value. 

Iam as much in favor of an honest dollar as any living man, 
but I am as much opposed to one which is too dear as I am to one 
which is too cheap. I want a stable dollar, and a stable dollar 
neither goes up nor down. I am so much in favor of stability in 
the value of the dollar that I would not hesitate to change the 
metal in it in order to preserve its value. If a man who knows 
nothing about the money question will listen to the superficial 
declaration about the dishonesty of changing the bullion in the 
coin he will conclude that the important quality of our dollar is 
not its value, but the quantity of metalin it. The absurdity of 
this contention is palpable. We all affirm that the most desirable 
quality in a dollar is invariability. 

What do wemean by invariability? Do wemeaninvariability in 
the amount of the metal which it contains, or do we mean invaria- 
bility in value? The question answers itself. The unit being 
one of value and not of quantity, the invariability which it ought 
to possess is the invariability of value, andthe metal in it ought to 
be changed whenever a change is necessary to preserve its value. 
Under the operation of a single gold standard our money has lacked 
the essential quality for twenty years, and the lack will probably 
be intensified in the years to come. 
after the demand for gold to be usedin the manufactures and the 
arts has been supplied the annual addition to the money of all the 
world is less than $80,000,000, and this sum is scarcely sufficient to 
repair the wasteof existingstock. With a volume of tradeenlarg- 
ing faster than the volume of money, the value of the dollar must 
continue to increase. 


DEBTS ABSORB PROPERTY. 


But what is the harm, I have heard it asked, if the dollar does 
increase the value? if it takes twice as much property to buy it, 
will it not buy twice as much when you get it? This statement 
of the question is not broad enough. It presupposes only the buy- 
ers and sellers of property and does not embrace the buyers and 
sellers of money. A large majority of our people use borrowed 
capital, and from time to time are commeliod to buy money with 
which to discharge their obligations, and it is upon them that the 
misery and injustice are inflicted. 

To-day we own $70,000,000,000 worth of property and we owe 
$35,000,000,000, the dollars which we owe being equal to one-half 
of the property which we own. If the value of these dollars in- 
creases during the next twenty years as it has during the past 
twenty years, in 1915 the value of the dollars which we now owe 
will equal three-fourths of the property which we now own; and 
if in another twenty years a similar increase in the value of the 
dollar occurs, in 1935 the value of the dollars which we now owe 
will be equal to all of the property which we nowown. Thus the 
owners of our present indebtedness can sit idly down, and, living 
upon their current interest, they will see the silent and pitiless 
accretion in the value of their dollars absorb the property on which 
~~ hold their mortgages. 

o business can survive this ceaseleas grind. In the end, the 
active users of capital will be crushed and all enterprise will be 
discouraged; the profits of merchandising will be absorbed by the 
growing burden of debt and merchants will be forced into bank- 
ruptcy; the progressive men who have borrowed money and built 
cities will find their property eaten up by an unearned increment 
and their families impoverished; mills will pass out of the hands 
of their owners into the hands of their mortgagees, and we shall 
have a state of society in which no workingman prospers and no 
prosperous man works. 
entreat my countrymen to avert. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
PEARSON] is recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, before I begin my very brief re- 
marks I should like the Clerk to read two extracts from the news- 

per which I send to the desk, the leading Democratic newspaper 
in the State of North Carolina, the Charlotte Daily Observer. 


The Clerk read the following from the address of the national | 


executive committee of the People’s Party: 


The line of battle has already been drawn. In thecoming fight every voter 
must be on one side or the other. He must line himself up with the gold 
combine, with trusts, monopolies and British tories, or he must line himself 
up with the ~ in support of the candidate who will be nominated at St. 
Louis on July 22. s , 

The Democratic wing of the gold party and the Republican wing of the gold 
party will nominate candidates who belong to the British gold trust and who 
stand for the same evils that now curse humanity. 


The Clerk also read the following from the Washington corre- 
spondence of the Charlotte Daily Observer: 


I quote the written words of an intelligent and responsible man who has 
talked with some of the silver Republicans in Congress within two days: 
“The silver Republicans realize that they have no chance of getting what 
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| they want from the republican national convention. They are now fully 
determined not to support a gold candidate for the Presidency nor to accept 
any but a plain silver platform. This means that when the time comes they 
will have to break with their party on the national ticket and vote for asilver 
candidate if any is in the fleld. other than a Populist. If the Democrats will 
come out for silver the support of these Senators will be given to the Demo- 
cratic ticket.” 


Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, I regret to observe that many 
gentlemen to whom I desired especially to address myself to-night 
| are not here. Some of them, I dare say, are in their rooms: some 
at the theater; some at the Princeton alumni dinner, and a great 
many of them are in’ North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I have only 
| two things t@ say, one that will perhaps occupy three minutes and 
| the other about seven minutes; and but for the declarations which 
the Clerk has read I should not have undertaken to tax the atten- 
tion of the House to-night. 

When this bond bill was introduced and forced through the 
House with so much haste that the distinguished gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] did not give us any chance to be heard, and 
did not give us a chance even to ‘‘ kick,” I stated the reasons for 
my opposition to that measure in the REcorD. I undertook there 
to say that the measure would not pass the other branch of this 
Congress, and that certainly it would not pass the White House. 
And Iam here now to say that the measure which has been de- 
| clared here as the voluntary policy of the Republican party is one 
of which I challenge the wisdom, of which I challenge the Re- 
publicanism, of which I challenge the necessity. And without 
being a soothsayer,I shall venture to say that when the grand 
quadrennial assize of the Republican party meets on the west 
bank of the Mississippi River, as it will in June next, this volun- 
tary declaration will not be incorporated as a plank in that Repub- 
lican platform. I deny that the Republican party is willing to go 
upon record declaring that it favors a policy of borrowing money 
rather than of earning money. [Applause. | 

In this connection I wish to say that whatever that grand tri- 
bunal may do and whomever it may nominate—whether it be that 
leader of leaders from the State of Maine, Hon. Tuomas B. Reep, 
or whether it be that spotless statesman who sits in the other wing 
of this Capitol and whose whole life has been a synonym of purity 
and of faithful service to his country, Hon. WILLiAmM B. ALLISON, 
or whether it be that magnetic son of the State of Ohio whose 
name is synonymous with the bed-rock principle of the Republican 
party, the principle of protection—whoever may be the nominee 
of that convention, he is going to get my vote. ee } 

In the deliverance which the Clerk has read I am classed as a 
silver Republican. He did not read the whole of that deliverance, 
but only as much as I could allow time for in the limited period 
accorded me. There have been two deliverances recently upon 
the subject of what is called the new silver party. One is in that 
paper, addressed to the voters of my State; and it is an invitation 
to all of us Republicans, Populists, and Democrats to break up the 
old party lines and go into the silver party. Iam glad to recog- 
nize that a distinguished representative of that party, and the only 
one named as such in the Congressional Directory one NEw- 
LANDS], sits before me. With great respect to him and tothe pur- 
pose that he has in view, I say now that I take the earliest oppor- 
tunity to decline the invitation which the leader of the Populist 
party has framed in the letter which has been read. I decline it 
not only in my own name, but in the name of 125,000 true Repub- 
licans in the State of North Carolina to-day. Weare not going to 
break the ranks; and we are not going into a new party which 
has one single idea, and which will not receive 50 electoral votes 
in the next Presidential contest, as we know and as they know. 
[Applause. ] 

But I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that the eloquent and the very 
closely knitted speech that we listened to this afternoon from the 
| honorable chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means [ Mr. 
DINGLEY] has not done so much damage to the cause of silver as 
a certain other pronunciamento which has shattered all the tra- 
ditions of a century, and which has astounded the old fathers, 
whom we recognize and honor here in this Congress—a pronuncia- 








| mento which was uttered under such circumstances, with such 
| intemperance of language, with such ferocity of threats, that it 
reminded me of the dreadful images in Calphurnia’s dream, where 


she sees in fancy— 


Fierce, fiery warriors, fighting upon the clouds, 
Which drizzled blood upon the capitol 


We heard there of agrarian joining with communist; 
heard of tramps moving on the Capitol; we heard of dynamite; 
we heard of anarchy; we heard of shotguns; and we heard of 
pitchforks. I desire to say to my silver friends that I as much as 
any of them desire the restoration of silver to its dignity and 
functions as a money metal, but that their cause is not going to 
be advanced by any such language as that. Their cause is not 
| going to be advanced by hoisting the red flag of anarchy or the 
| black flag of dynamiters in this country. 


we 
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In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I know that the ublican 
will solve this question in such @ way as to give very largest 
ible coinage of silver that is consistent with the it of this 
overnment, The ay ty party stands for the credit of this 


nation; it stands for the honor of the country; it stands for the 
glory of the American flag; it stands for freedom to all men. 

And now, one word more in reference to that pronunciamento, 
that invitation to carry us over into a new secession movement, 
you may callit. We have tried that in the past. We tried it at 
the instance of South Carolina some thirty-six years ago. She in- 
vited my State to join her in the secession movement and we de- 
clined, and continued to decline, until we were driven or rather 
dragged into that horrible conflict and South Carolina got thor- 
oughly pence. 

Mr. TALBERT. I deny it; and she is not ashamed of the act. 
She would do it again under like circumstances. 

Mr. PEARSON. Iam ashamed of the fact and ashamed of any 
man who would indorse secession or the motives which lead to it. 
(Applause. |, 

Mr. TALBERT. Ido. Lindorse it, and every word of it. 

Mr. PEARSON. I have heard it said that if hell ever breaks 
loose in this country it will be in South Carolina, and I believe 
that is true, from the exhibition made here to-night. [Laughter 
and applause. | 

This autocrat, who has built up his power partly on class preju- 
dice and partly by the nullification of the Constitution of the 
United States, may mark your State with ruin, but fortunately 
his control stops at the line of South Carolina. [Applause.] 

Mr. TALBERT. The Republican party has ruined the whole 
nation. 

Mr. PEARSON. We might not have regretted so much the 
whipping received by South Carolina, but unfortunately we got 
ee ourselves, 

r. TALBERT. South Carolina never was whipped and never 
willbe. She got tiredof whipping the other fellows. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. PEARSON. It is pro now to draw a new line—not a 
Mason and Dixon’s line, but a kind of northwest and southeast 
line. I do not know where the termini may happen to be placed, 
but I thank God the Mason and Dixon line has been obliterated 
from the map and is only a memory in the minds of such men as 
my honorable interlocutor. [A ause.] Thank God, we have no 
more sections, and I believe the ublican party, standing as it 
does for the honor of the country, the glory of the flag, the doc- 
trine of protection to every section of nion, is the party to 
which every honest silver man should belong; because, while other 
a may have something tosay about it, the Republican party 

the only party that will have anything to do about it. [Ap- 
plause on the floor and in the es. 

Mr. TALBERT. We have very few such men in South Caro- 
lina and do not want them. 

Mr. PEARSON. In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I append extracts 
from various State Republican conventions in condemnation of 
bond issues, which I commend to the careful consideration of the 

ouse. 

REPUBLICAN STATE CONVENTIONS CONDEMN BOND ISSUES. 
{Massachusetts Republican, October 5, 1895.] 


The last ress provided a revenue shamefully inadequate, and by the 
issue of bonds on to succeeding Administra’ the burden of their 


outlay. 

[New York Republican, September 17, 1895.] 
We denounce the Democratic Administration for its gross t 
of the finances of the nation. It already has added more than $165,000,000 to 
the national debt and the burdens of the people, and there is every evidence 
that this increase is to be continued. 


{Kentucky Republican League clubs, May 1, 1895.] 


We believe in the doctrine of American in 
dustries, and American homes; and we attribute the unparalleled ° 
dep of the comntey to the utter failure of the - 
tion in its f which created 
national distrust has driven capital from the factories 
and labor into the streets, reduced the revenues of the t, and in- 
creased its bonded inde 

[Ohio Republican, May 28, 1895.) 


We denounce the present Democratic Administration, whose vicious and 
vaciflating course has brought us distress at home and humiliation abroad. 
Tt has inaugurated a peter ae toward ultimate free trade, which has 
deranged business, crippled our industries, distressed our homes, and dealt 
labor a serious blow. ith deplorable incommpesency © has failed to raise 


sevens ae . eo =e the poten yin — on 
wo years, , mainly" y expenses, selling in 
queras to favored foreign ayualoakes tee of the Government at prices 
far below their actual value. 


(Pennsylvania Republican, August 28, 1895.) 
upon the Democratic tin South Sop 0 constantly qrowing 
deficit in receipts, as compared expenditures, thus compelling bor- 
rowing of money in large amounts at exorbitant premiums in time of peace 
to tain the credit of the Government. For the failure of the Democratic 
the wants of the Gov- 


inability and faithlessness in the discharge of the high trust committed to its 
care Wn its history continues to excite the contempt and 
thoughtful citizens.’ 


FEBRUARY 5, 


[Utah Republican, 1895. ] 

The first State Republican en i 
August 28, 185. ee chtca tan Oe Lain Chiy, 
_ “We condemn the action of the present national Administration for issu- 
ing Government bonds in time of peace to meet a deficit caused by unwise 
and un-American leghstotion, and for its unprecedented and unpatriotic 
coalition with a s icate of foreign money lenders to procure the sale of 
Government bonds adversely to the interests of the people.” 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, on the threshold of my 
remarks upon this question I desire to say in behalf of the constit- 
uency I have the honor to represent in this House that it is not 
selfish interest which controls their opinions upon this subject, as 
has been so repeatedly charged by the advocates of a single gold 
standard. Neither is it the poverty of our people which causes 
them to seek for an enlargement of our primary money. In veri- 
fication of these expressions it is only necessary to refer to the sta- 
tistics of the last census report, from which it appears that the per 
capita wealth of the people of the Pacific Coast States and Territo- 
sies is more than twice the per capita wealth of the average of all 
of the Eastern States. The State of Idaho stands fourth in the 
Union in per capita wealth, and the individual citizen of that 
State, as shown by this census report, is three times wealthier than 
the individual citizen of Maine and twice as wealthy as the aver- 

e individual citizen of Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, and New 
York. The per capita wealth of our population, as shown by these 
statistics, which are undisputed, must be proof positive that our 
people are not so poverty-stricken that they are therefore unrea- 
sonable in their demand for more metallic money. 

The silver in our State is found either in conjunction with gold 
or lead in almost every instance, and the mines are of value be- 
cause these combined products can be marketed at a profit. The 
fact that our people have beeninterested in the production of silver 
has perhaps caused them to give this matter more investigation 
than the agricultural population of the United States; but I make 
the assertion, and in so doing believe that I am clearly within the 
facts, that the agricultural population of the United States has 
paffered infinitely more from the demonetization of silver than have 
the silver-producing States and Territories of the Pacific Coast, 
and the record I haveabove referred to abundantly proves it. The 
fact that we are producers of silver has caused our people to in- 
vestigate the subject and therefore to be more earnestly concerned 
about it and interested in it than would otherwise be the case. 
The result of this investigation has convinced these people that 
the demonetization of silver in 1873 was a national mistake and 
that no permanent prosperity can come to the United States until 
our country has returned to true bimetallism. 

The conclusion arrived at by our people on this subject after 
such investigation is not new or original with them, but is the 
same conclusion that has been reached by the ablest statesmen of 
our nation since the adoption of the Constitution. It has been the 
habit of the advocates of a single gold standard, and especially 
the metropolitan press, to ridicule the financial theories adopted 
by the advocates of bimetallism, and especially those advocates 
coming from far Western States. Ridicule needs no reply, for it 
is not argument. It may be worth while, however, to refer to the 
fact that such illustrious men as Washington, Hamilton, Jef- 
ferson, Robert Morris, Jackson, Webster, Clay, Lincoln, Grant, 
Garfield, Thurman, and Blaine have advocated, in the halls of 
Congress and elsewhere, the free coinage of silver and gold as 
basic . The records which these statesmen have left can 
be produced to substantiate the truth of this assertion. The gold 
advocates do not question their patriotism on other matters and 
have always been the first to refer to them and their records on 
other questions. It would seem, therefore, that the advocates of 

i are not without support in their advocacy of this idea 
from the statesmen of our country who have gone before. 

Mr. Speaker, it is the oy oy of my remarks to, as briefly as pos- 
sible, give reasons for the faith which is in us, and, in order to do 
this, it is necessary to briefly refer to some historical facts which 
bear upon the question. 

From time immemorial silver and gold have been the money 
metals of the people of the world. The earliest records of history 
find them in use, side by side, in all stages of civilization, Until 
1816 silver and gold continued to be used as primary money by all 
civilized nations. During that year England, then the greatest 
commercial nation in the world, demonetized silver. This was fol- 
lowed by similar legislation in the UnitedStates in 1873, German 
in 1874, and shortly thereafter by France, Belgium, Switzerland, 
Spain, italy, and % 

For a fair consideration of this subject it is necessary, however, 
to briefly review the legislation of our own country thereon and 
the status gold and silver occupied at the time of the adoption of 
the Constitution. 

‘HE UNIT OF ACCOUNT. 


Bimetallists contend that gold and silver is the money of the 
Constitution, and that all legislation since that time until 1873 
has been enacted with that understanding uppermost in the minds 
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of thelegislators. In this connection it may be proper to consider 
the much mooted question as to what was, at or about the time of 
the adoption of the Constitution, the monetary unit of account. 
A representative of the gold-standard people on the floor of this 
House pretends to believe that gold was the unit of account, or 
at least that silver was not expressly declared to be this unit by act 
of Congress. From the best evidence attainable, from the discus- 
sions of the question at that time by eminent statesmen, and from 
contemporaneous history, as well as legislation, it seems to me it 
is conclusively proven that the silver dollar was the unit of ac- 
count, and was intended so to be by the early financiers of our 
Government. All the information on the subject certainly goes 
to prove that gold was never by anyone at that time considered 
the metal out of which was to be coined the unit of account. The 
most that the present friends of a single standard can contend for 
is that this unit must have been based on both metals. There is 
so little to verify the correctness of this view and so much to | 
prove the truth of the silver unit, that I shall ask the indulgence 
of the House to briefly go into the history of the origin of the unit 
of account. 

The friends of silver maintain that the unit of account adopted 
in the coinage act of 1792 was the Spanish milled dollar, contain- 
ing 371} grains of pure or 416 grains of standard silver, and in sup- 
port of that contention I will refer to the positions taken thereon 
by representative financiers and statesmen of that day. 

Robert Morris, a man of great learning,and who had devoted 
much time and labor to the investigation of financial questions, 
made a report to Congress in 1782. That report urged the neces- 
sity for the establishment of a unit of account in our monetary 
system, and argued that the same was as necessary and essential 
as other units adopted in the commercial world for the determina- 
tion and measurement of commodities which were the products | 
of human labor. He discussed at some length the advisability of 
whether the unit ought to be affixed to gold and silver or to either 
of them alone, and finally arrived at the following conclusion: 


There can be no doubt, therefore, that our money standard ought to be 
affixed to silver, for the demand which commerce might make for either of 
the precious metals in preference to the other would vary this real standard 
from time totime, and in every payment a man would get more or less of real 
value for his debt, according as he was paid in the coin of greater or less value 
in relation to the real standard. The eo of commerce require that the 
lowest divisible point of money,or what is more properly called the money 
unit, should be very small. 


Mr. Morris measured a unit so small that its practical value was | 
open to very serious question. It appears to have been so infini- | 
tesimal that the statesmen of his day did not favor the adoption of 
it, and it did not meet withthe approval of the people. 1t appears 
conclusively from the record which he has left us that he person- 





ally favored a silver unit. 

Thomas Jefferson, in his Notes on the Establishment of a 
Money Unit and of Coinage for the United States, which ap- 
peared at the same time with Mr. Morris’s report, and was com- 
municated to Congress in 1782, takes the position that the unit 
suggested by Mr. Morris would be entirely too small for practical 
uses, and gives very substantial and conclusive reasons why it 
ought not to be adopted. After enumerating the requirements 
which the unit of money ought to possess, Mr. Jefferson says: 

The Spanish dollar seems to fulfill all these conditions. 


It is ame from Mr. Jefferson's statement that the conten- 
tion of the gold-standard advocates of to-day, to wit, that he did 
not advocate a silver unit, is entirely without foundation, for he 
plainly advocated the adoption of such a unit and that to corre- 
spond in weight with the Spanish milled dollar. Mr. Jefferson 
further recommends in this communication— 


That the money unit of these States shall be equal in value to a Spanish 
milled dollar; that it shall be divided into tenths and hundredths; that there 
shall be a coin of silver of the value of the unit, another of the same metal of 
the value of one-tenth of a unit, one other of copper of the value of one hun- 
dredth of a unit; that there shall be a coin of gold of the value of ten units. 


It is observable that Mr. Jefferson entirely sustained Mr. Morris 
on the decimal feature of our notation of money, and that he ad 
vocated a silver unit, differing only with him as to the amount of 
silver which that unit should contain. There was no Spanish 
milled dollar of gold; there was no dollar of gold in circulation 
anywhere at that time; there was no piece of gold money which 
corresponded to the value of the Spanish milled dollar which was 
then suggested as the unit. In fact, it is not intimated, inferen- 
tially or otherwise, by any statesman of that day who gave any | 
consideration to this subject that gold was intended to be the 
unit of account. 

The “‘ Grand Committee on the Money Unit,” appointed by Con- 
gress in 1785, reported July 6, 1785, to Congress “ That the money 
unit of the United States of America be one dollar,” and its report | 
was unanimously adopted. 

The Treasury board reported to Congress on the 8th day of 
April, 1786, recommending as a money unit the silver dollar; and 
eet of that year Congress adopted the following resolu- 

on: 
Resolved, That the money unit of the United States, being by the resolu- 





tion of Congress of the 6th of July, 1785, a dollar, shall contain of fine silver 
375.64 grains. And that there shall be two gold coins, one containing 244.268 
grains of fine gold, equal to ten dollars, and to be called an eagle; one con 
ee _ 134 grains of fine geld, equal to five dollars, and to be called a 
ialf eagle 





It seems to me that it is conclusively apparent from these ref- 
erences that up until this time there had been no assertion or 
desire for the double unit of account or for a gold unit 

Alexander Hamilton, perhaps the greatest financier of his day 
and one of the greatest statesmen America has ever prod d. in 


















his report on the establishment of a United States mint, presented 
to Congress in April, 1791, says: 

Contrary to the ideas which have heretofore prevailed in the estions 
concerning a coinage for the United State ugh ) i 
tation, ising from a difference from those ideas, the Secretary i n the 
whole, strongly inclined to the opinion that the ] ere x ven 
to neither of the metals for the money ». Its 
able, as has been observed, not \o attach the unit ex« vely t tf the 

ils, because this c t be lone effectively wi { r t ea 
tures and ch ter of one of them as money and reducing it s ition 
of mere merchandise ” 

The conclusion to be drawn from the observations whic] been made 
on the subject is this: Tha unit in the coins of t Uni ht 
to correspond with 24} grains of pure gold and with 37 r 
ver, each answering to a dollar in the money of account ‘ 4 
plan the unit in money of account will continue t ea ar al ts lta 


, cents, and mills, or tenths, hundredths, ar 


Pp aime: 1 
It will be observed from the foregoing that the ratio wh 
report established was practically 15 of silver to 1 of gold 
The coinage act of 1792, which was adopted by the C 
reads as follows: 


Sec. 9. That there shall be, from time to time, struck and c d at the said 
mint coins of gold, silver, or copper of the folowing denominati ‘Ss, 
and descriptions, viz: Eagles, each to be of the value of ten d ‘ i 
and to contain 2474 grains of pure or 270 grains of standard gx half eagles, 
each to be of the value of five duilars, and to contain 134 grains af pure or 1% 
grains of standard gold; quarter eagles, each to be of the value of two dollars 
and a half dollar, and to contain 61j grains of pure or 67! grain t rd 
gold; dollars or units, each to be of the value of the Spanish milled dollar, as 





the same is now current, and to contain 871) grains of 
standard silver. 

While Mr. Hamilton may have inclined to the belief that there 
should be two units of account, a gold dollar and a silver dollar, 
each of specified weight, or, to express the same thing in another 
way, one unit the material of which was to be silver and another 
unit the material of which was to be gold, and while his report 
would tend to show that this was his view of the matter 


pure or 416 grains of 


, hever- 
theless we must not lose sight of the fact that Mr. Jefferson, the 
grand committee referred to, the board of Treasury report, and 
many of the statesmen of that day had given this matter careful 
consideration, that it was a question of vital importance to the 
whole people and must have been considered by them and by their 
representatives generally at that time. It is, therefore, only fair 


to assume that other infinences besides those of Mr. Hamilton— 
which we will admit must have been powerful—had to do with 
concentrating the opinions and thought of the day on this ques- 
tion into the statute of 1792, and that those opinions, except Mr. 
Hamilton’s, were unquestionably in favor of a silver unit of the 
weight of a Spanish milled dollar. When we consider that Mr. 
Hamilton was not averse to this unit, but in fact approved of it, 
while insisting on the gold unit as well, it is only fair to assume 
that the coinage act of 1792 reflected the sentiments of the states- 
men of that day and meant just what it said, although in this 
reflection and meaning it may have n¢gcessitated a compromise of 
Mr. Hamilton’s views to some extent. That act does not declare 
that there is a gold unit or that any piece of gold money shall 
constitute a unit; it never refers to the gold unit in any way ex- 
cept to say— 

Eagles, each to be of the value of ten dollars or units— 
While it does say that there shall be coined— 
dollars or units, each to be of the value of a Spanish milled d: 
now current, and to contain 371; grains of pure or 4ligr 


lar as the sameis 
ains ot standard silver. 

In other words, the positive and unequivocal requirement of 
this statute is that there shall be established and created a silver 
dollar which shall be the unitof account, while the statute nowhere 
says, inferentially or otherwise, that such a gold dollar shall be 
created. On the contrary, it simply measures the valne of that 
gold dollar in units, and these units are silver dollars created by 
the same act. How any friend of the single gold standard can 
deduct from history and the record of this legislation the conclu- 
sion that— 

This act was intended to attach the momey unit to gold and silver alike 
is past finding out. Moreover, if the position which the gold 
advocates take on this question were true, it certainly does not 
help their cause, for it would simply establish a bimetallic union 
or standard, which the friends of silver now contend for. It is 
plain, however, that this was not the intention of the fathers of 
our country in framing financial legislation for the people; that 
it was not the result of their best thought and investigation. 

I have therefore gone into this question of the unit of account 
with this detail for the purpose of showing that the much-despised 
white metal of to-day was good enough to be made the unit of 
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account by our forefathers, who were considered to be the wisest 
statesmen of their day and generation, and who have not had 
superiors in the flight of time since. 

REVIEW OF OUR FINANCIAL LEGISLATION, 

Mr. Speaker, the next legislation in our country succeeding the 
act of 1792, creating the mint, was the act of June 28, 1834, which 
reduced the quantity of gola in the gold coin, and made the ten- 
dollar piece contain 282 grains of pure gold, one-tenth of which 
would be 23.2 grains as constituting the gold dollar. This act 
therefore changed the ratio from 15 to 1 to practically 16 to 1. 

The act of January 18, 1837, made the coins nine-tenths pure 
and one-tenth alloy; the silver 871+ grains of pure silver, or 
4124 grains of standard silver. 

he act of February 21, 1853, reduced the amount of silver in 
subsidiary coin, so that the half dollar contained 192 grains of 
standard silver and the other subsidiary coins in the same propor- 
tion. By the same act the legal-tender quality of the subsidiary 
— was limited to $5, but the silver dollar was yet of full legal 
tender, 

The act of February 21, 1857, authorized the recoinage of all 
foreign subsidiary coin and repealed prior acts which made them 
legal tender. 

e act of February 12, 1873, omitted the silver dollar from our 
coinage laws and made the gold dollar of 23.22 grains of pure gold, 
or 25.8 grains of standard gold, the unit of account. 

The act of Februry 28, 1878, known as the ‘‘ Bland-Allison Act,” 
rovided for the purchase of not less than $2,000,000 nor more 
han $4,000,000 worth of silver monthly, and that such silver 

should be coined into standard dollars of 4124 grains each of 
standard silver. as provided in the act of January 18, 1837. 

The act of July 14, 1890, known as the ‘‘Sherman law,” au- 
thorized the purchase by the Government of 4,500,000 ounces of 
silver monthly and the issuance of Treasury notes in payment 
therefor. These notes were redeemable in coin at the discretion 
of the Secretary and were legal tender. It also uired the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to coin each month 2,000,000 ounces of sil- 
ver so purchased into standard silver dollars until the ist day of 
July, 1891, and after that time to coin as much as might be neces- 
sary to provide for the redemption of the Treasury notes therein 

rovided for. The purchasing clause of that act was repealed 
ovember 1, 1893, and we have had no legislation affecting silver 
since, so that to-day we are on a single gold standard and silver 
is practically without legislation in this or any other great com- 
mercial country making it primary money. 
TRUE BIMETALLISM. 


Mr. Speaker, the true bimetallists contend for the free and un- 
limited coinage of gold and silver at the ratio of 1 to 16 by the 
United States, acting independently of all other nations. 

As the opponents of this doctrine practically all admit that the 

t commercial nations of the world, acting together, could coin 
ese metals without limit, it is unnecessary for me to go intoa 
discussion of the advisability of free coinage in this manner. I 
will, therefore, chiefly confine my remarks to the propriety of this 
country entering upon the free and unlimited coinage of both 
metals independently. 
RATIO. 


First let us consider the ratio. While the matter of the ratio 
is not one that goes to the principle of bimetallism, nevertheless 
some fixed ratio must be agreed upon by the friends of free coin- 
age, and by almost universal consent the ratio of 16 to 1 (exact 
mint ratio, 15}§ to 1) has been considered the proper one for 
adoption. In support of the contention that this has been sub- 
stantially the commercial ratio prior to 1873, financial statistics 
establish beyond doubt that for all the time during which the 
world took a careful account this ratio was practically main- 
tained. It is noticeable that a marked change took place in the 
commercial ratio with the demonetization of silver in 1873, and 
that silver has been falling in value ever since as compared with 
gold, until the ratio is now about 30 to 1.. We maintain that this 
record subsequent to 1873 furnishes absolutely no criterion by 
which to judge the merits of either metal as basic money, because 
during this latter period silver was denied its proper mintage 
“oe by the United States and every other great commercial 
nation. 

It is unfair, unjust, and illogical to criticise the white metal for 
its failure to maintain its ratio with gold after all of the great 
money-using nations of the world had destroyed it and taken away 
its function as money. The law of supply and demand controls 
the value of gold and silver as it doese other product of human 
industry. lf of the world’s demand for gold and silver is now 
and always has been created by the laws which attach a money 
function to these metals. On the other hand, half of the demand 
has been given to them by virtue of their use in the arts; and when 
we take away 50 per cent of this demand for one of the metals, and 
the supply thereof remains practically the same, manifestly it must 

as compared with the other, for which there is a constant lim- 


ited demand in the arts and an unlimited demand at the mints of 
the world. If gold had been demonetized in 1873 and silver had 
remained basic money, it must be apparent to even the unthink- 
ing that the ratio between silver and gold would have been in- 
versely as much disturbed. 


NO DEMAND FOR THE DEMONETIZATION OF SILVER. 


Aside from the evils of the demonetization act, it may not be 
————- to say that there was absolutely no demand for such 
legislation in 1873 or at any time prior thereto from the American 
people, and had the people understood that their representatives 
were attempting the enactment of such a law there would have 
been a protest against it from the entire country. The time 
selected for this legislation was peculiarly opportune. There was 
practically no metallic money in circulation at that time. The 
paper circulation, issued of necessity during the war, had pre- 
vented our return to specie payments until 1879. Moreover. the 
Congress itself did not understand that any such legislation was 
being attempted. The most conspicuous members of Congressin 
1873 have so stated, and it may be proper to refer to some of them 
now. 

Senator Thurman, on February 15, 1878 (volume 7, part 2, Forty- 
fifth Congress, second session, page 1064, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD), 
said that he thought the bill in question was simply a bill to re- 
form the mint laws. } 

Senator Conkling’s inquiry in the Senate on March 30, 1876 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 4, part 3, Forty-fourth Con- 
gress, first session, page 2062), established that he had no concep- 


tion of such legislation at the time. Senator Hereford said in the 
Senate, February 13, 1878, that he did not so understand the bill; 
likewise Senator Howe, February 5, 1878, and Senators Voorurrs 
and Blaine on February 15, 1878. 

In the House it may be said that the true meaning and purport 


of the bill was likewise not understood. General Garfield did not 
so understand it. (See CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 7, part 
1, Forty-fifth Congress, second session, page 989. ) 

Neither did Mr. Bright. (See CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 

7, part 1, second session Forty-fifth Congress, page 584. ) 
or Mr. Holman. (CON GRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 4, part 6, 
Forty-fourth Congress, first session, es. page 193.) 

Nor Mr. CANNON. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 4, part 6, 
Forty-fourth Congress, Appendix, page 197.) 

Nor Mr. Burchard. (Ibid, page 4560.) 

Nor Mr. ee of Pennsylvania. (CONGRESSIONAL REcorRD, 
volume 7, 2, Forty-fifth Congress, second session, page 16()).) 

It therefore appears from the record that not only did the peo- 
ple fail to understand what their lawmakers were doing when 
silver was demonetized, but that their representatives in Congress 
did not understand it. It seems incredulous that an act so far- 
reaching as this, which was not demanded by the people, nor ap- 

roved by the people, and not even indorsed by Congress know- 
ingly, should yet remain upon the statute books to disgrace the 
methods of legislation in the United States. Nevertheless, so fur 
it has been im ible to secure its repeal. The same influens 
which forced England to demonetize silver in 1816 have been pro- 
ducing their effects in our country. 

ENGLAND'S REASONS FOR THE GOLD STANDARD. 

In this connection it may be interesting to know the reason 
England’s greatest statesman gave why that country could never 
consent to a return to bimetallism. r. Gladstone, in a speech 
delivered in Parliament on a motion to reconvene the Interna- 
tional Monetary Conference in March, 1883, said: 

I suppose there is not a year which over our heads which does not 
largely add to the mass of British investments abroad. [am almost afraid 
to estimate the total amount of the property which the United Kingdom 
holds beyond the limits of the United Kingdom, but of this [ am well con 
vinced, that it is not to be counted by tens or hundreds of millions. One 
thousand millions of pounds ($5,000,000.000) probably would be an extremely 
low and inadequate estimate. Two thousand millions ($10,000,000,00)), or 
something even more than thas, is very iikely to be nearer the mark. 

I have a profoundadmiration tor qos tan principles. I can goa great 
length in moderation, in recommending their recognition and establishment, 
but if there are these two thousand millions ($10,000,000,000) or fifteen hun- 
dred millions ($7,500,000,000) of money which we have got abroad, it is a very 
serious matter as between thiscountry and other countries. 

We have nothing to pay them; we are not debtors at all; we should get no 
comfort, no consolation out of the substitution of an inferior material, of a 
cheaper money, which we could obtain for less and part with for more. We 
should - no consolation, but the consolation throughout the world would 
be grea’ 

The re utterances give a complete exposition of the views 
entertained by those controlling national affairs in creditor Eng- 
land and of those individuals who constitute the creditor class in 
this country, although they are rarely uttered with the same 
frankness. 

ENLARGEMENT OF OUR BASIC MONEY NECESSARY. 

Mr. Speaker, bimetallists contend that there is not enough 
basic money in the United States to do the business of our coun- 
try. Basic money practically measures the value of all things 
and determines prices of all staple products, because all other 
money issued must be redeemed in it. It is a well-recognized 








rinciple of finance that the aggregate of money in circulation 

Tt therefore follows of necessity that a decrease of our primary 
money is simply a contraction of our currency of the very worst 
kind and must result in lowering prices. It is advisable here to 
consider a feature of this question which has seriously vexed bi- 
metallists from time immemorial, to wit, the clamor for irre- 
deemable money. Theoretically, silk-ribbed paper may be a per- 
fect money, but practically it has always resulted in disaster to 
the nation which issued it, unless its redemption In coin was pro- 
vided for. ‘The reason for this is that the financial world lacks 
confidence that there will be a limit to an issue of this kind of 


money 


Legislative bodies are prone to an overissue, and the success of | 


a limited issue has uniformly brought about an overissue sooner 
or later. This is the experience of all nations where this experi- 
ment has been tried. The Creator of the universe has placed a 


limit upon the production of the precious metals. This limit is | 


fixed by nature, and it is not given unto man to pass it or disre- 
gard it. The precious metals are concealed in the unyielding rock 
in the bowels of the earth, and are only wrested therefrom by 
man’s energy under great privation and toil, and in limited quan- 
tities. The experience of ages teaches, therefore, that it is safer 
to trust to the limit placed upon the production of money mate- 


rial by nature rather than to the limit which the judgment of | 
finite man would prescribe in legislative bodies. It is this princi- | 


ple which underlies the theory of metallic money made out of the 
precious metals. 


From the earliest record in the world, by universal consent, the | 
nations of the world have recognized the virtues and the neces- 
e production of these metals has | 


sities of this metallic money. \ 
kept pace with the wants of man throughout Christendom from 


the time he first began to barter until to-day, and judging the | 


future from the past, it is fair to assume that their production 
will continue to supply his wants in the matter of a proper medium 


ofexchange. For the foregoing reasons true bimetallists can have | 


no lot or part with those who believe in irredeemable paper money. 


I will therefore refer briefly at this point to our Populist friends, | 
who have under false pretenses secured some recognition as bi- | 


metallists. 
THE RECORD OF THE POPULIST PARTY ON THE MONEY QUESTION. 
The honest advocates of bimetallism in the United States have 
been seriously handicapped by the advocates of irredeemable paper 


money in the past. The Greenback party had an ephemeral ex- | 


istence, and did what harm it could in this respect, but it has long 
since taken the course of all political organizations advocating the 
creation of irredeemable paper money by the National Govern- 
ment. Theorganization most conspicuous along these lines now is 
the so-called Populist party or People’s Party. This party hashada 
more or less precarious existence for four or five years, but has 
never attained standing in the _— centers of population in the 
United States. Judging from the votes it has polled at the elec- 
tions for the last three or four years, it is not destined to become 
a national party. It is not so strong to-day in the Eastern States 
as the Prohibition party, and if the claims of the Western mem- 
bers of the Populist —_—s wit, that it is a free-coinage party— 
are true, there would be no hope of its ever accomplishing this pur- 
se, because it has had sufficient trial now to demonstrate that 
it will not become a national political organization of strength 
— to enable it to enact its theories and ideas into legisla- 
on. 

In the middle West it had a temporary success, particularly in 
Kansas and Nebraska, where its calamity incantations brought to 
the surface some unique characters. Its greatest success has been 
in the area of country between the Mississippi River on the east 
and the Rocky Mountains on the west. If it has any claim to ex- 
istence as a national organization those claims must be based on 
the record and accomplishment of this party in the area last desig- 
nated. If the advocates of bimetallism hope to receive aid and 
assistance from this political organization, it is fair that they 
should judge it from the record which its members from this dis- 
trict have made, because this district practically includes all of 
the area where that party has been successful. 

POPULISTS IN FAVOR OF FREE TRADE. 

In the Fifty-third Congress this party had 10 members in the 
lower House. All of these members voted for the Wilson bill as 
it originally passed the House of Representatives. (See Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, Fifty-third Congress, second session, volume 
138, page 1796.) That bill practically destroyed the sheep industry 
and the lead-mining industry of the Rocky Mountain region, 
because it practically put lead and wool on the free list. It 
injured every other industry of the people which I represent, yet 
every Populist member supported it. This bill was materially 
modified in the Senate and many of the fangs of the monster were 
there extracted by Democratic assistance, and I therefore assert 
that the Populist party is now, and from that record was, more of 


a free-trade party than is the Democratic party. 
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Now, is its claim to be a free-silver party worthy of consider 
ation, and by virtue of that claim is it entitled to receive sup- 
port from a people profoundly confident of the correctness of that 
principle? To this I answer, ‘‘No.” The Populist party is not 
now and never has been a believer in the principle of bimetal- 
lism; it is not now and never has been a believer in metallic money 
of ultimate redemption; it does not betieye in a metallic basis for 
our money issue. On the contrary, it is a fiat money party. Itis 
a political organization which believes the United States should 
issue irredeemable paper money; that the edict of the Government 
alone makes money, and that there is no necessity for the use of 
gold and silver as money. I make the assertion that the Populist 
| party has advocated the free coinage of silver solely because it 
would increase our circulating medium; in other words, that it 
| would make more money; that it would take in a commodity out 
of which more money might be made, and not from an honest de- 
| sire for true bimetallism. In support of these statements I refer 
to the records of the leaders of the Populist party, because it is 
| from these records that we have a right to judge that political or- 
ganization, and not from what may be proclaimed by some indi- 
vidual members of it who have never had an opportunity to make 
a record for or against anything. 

Senator PEFFER of Kansas is unquestionably the leader of the 
| Populist party in the United States, and is so recognized in the 
| Senate and out of it. He has introduced a number of bills on the 
| money so. which show what he and his party would do if 

they had the power. I will mention a few of them. 
| August 14, 1893, Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill ‘*to increase the 
| circulating medium by issuing Treasury notes payable in lawful 
; money of the United States.” The Secretary, under that bill, is 
| directed to prepare irredeemable Treasury notes aggregating 
| $300,000,000, and they are declared to be full legal tender. 
| On the 16th of August, 1893, Mr. Perrer introduced “A bill to 
| authorize the issue of $600,000,000 of money, and for other pur- 
| poses.” Under that bill the Secretary is directed to prepare $600,- 
| 000,000 of declaratory legal-tender money made of aluminium or 
| silk-threaded paper. There is no redemption provided for. 
| On August 21, 1893, Mr. PErrer introduced ‘A bill to provide 
for the immediate issue and circulation of Treasury notes.” The 
Secretary, under this bill, is directed to prepare immediately 
Treasury notes to the amount of $250,000,000. They are made 
| payable in lawful money, and are declared to be of full legal tender. 
No redemption. 

On October 1, 1893, Mr. PEFFER introduced ‘‘A bill to provide 
for the employment of labor and the prosperity of the people of 
the United States, and for other purposes.” Under this bill the 
Secretary is directed to have prepared and issued six thousand 
millions of dollars and cover the same into the Treasury. The 
bill also appropriates $600,000,000 to be loaned to the States and 
Territories in proportion to the inhabitants thereof, to be expended 
for the improvement of public highways,etc. There isno redemp- 
tion for this vast issue of money provided in the bill. 

On the 19th of March, 1894, Mr. PEFFER introduced ‘A bill to 
| provide for the improvement of public roads, and for other pur- 
poses.” This bill authorized the Secretary to have engraved five 
; hundred millions of Treasury notes; they are declared to be full 
legal tender, and no redemption is provided for; said notes to be 





expended for the improvement of public roads. 

On the 13th of April, 1894, Mr. Perrer introduced ‘A bill 
to provide for the issue of Treasury notes to be loaned to States, 
counties, townships, municipalities, villages, and individual citi- 
zens.” This bill instructed the Secretary to have engraved two 
thousand five hundred millions of dollars, Treasury notes; declared 

| them to be full legal tender, and provided for no redemption in coin 
| or otherwise. This money was to be loaned to the people on 
mortgage security. In this bill land was declared to be of no 
value and free of any price whatever, the buildings and improve- 
ments alone being declared of value. 

This makes an aggregate issue, if the bills of the Populist Sena- 
| 

| 








tor had become law, of ten thousand one hundred and fifty mil- 

lions of dollars of irredeemable paper money. This is $145 for 

| each man, woman, and child in the United States, more money 
than the whole world possesses to-day. There is absolutely no 
suggestion in any of these bills that a dollar of this vast issue 
shall ever be redeemed in gold or silver or anything else; but it 
is fiat money pure and simple. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Nebraska, a more conservative member of the 
Populist party, introduced February 6, 1894, in the Senate “A 
bill authorizing and directing the issue of an increased volume of 
constitutional legal-tender money.” Under this bill the Secretary 
was directed to prepare $500,000,000 legal-tender notes, which were 
to be redeemed in lawful money of the United States in ten years. 


of irredeemable money which might be made, which must be 
apparent to even the unthinking is not redemption at all. 

hat these bills reflect the sentiments and wishes of the Populist 
party is proven by the declarations of the representatives of that 


| In other words, they were redeemable in this or any other issue 
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speeches which were delivered both in the House 
tatives and in the Senate of the United States. I shall 
now refer to some of these declarations, which can be verified by 
a reference to the Recorp: 
Senator Perrer said, in a speech delivered June 13, 1892, that 
“paper money was just as good as any other money.” 


party in various 
of 


r. Pervrer also said in a speech in the Senate, printed in the 
RecorD under date of August 24, 18938: 


So far as Iam concerned, I had rather see all of our coinage laws wiped ou 
place gold and silver on he markets the same as we do wheat and corn an 
‘s worth of both metals 


cotton, let the Government purchase every dollar 

Which is offered, and as long as the people want silver and gold to rest their 
r upon, la aaa let it rest as a basis without and with- 

out cou without any sort of c The time is 


not far distant wh -n the people will discover that they ao netnesd gold 

or silver to base their paper upon. os — 
Mr. Perver introduced an amendment to the bill for repeal of 
a aN ep 29, 1898, which a the Secretary 
Treasury ve prepared $250, Treasury notes, 
declaring them to be cease Extitontebaneneg teaontiee 
viding for any redemp' of them in gold or silver. In advocat- 
me, is a 6 eee of that date, he 

in answer to a4 q from Senator Hoar, that this 
issue of money was redeemable in lawful ew whether 
money was irredeemable money or mone 
of that onantinens, pro a 


and in su 

Sooleenalle os money, all of the Populist Senators, to wit, 

ALLEN, IRBY, KYLE Prerrer, and Stewart, voted “aye.” 

Pt the 1 1008, Me. reine’ bill #2 Goal Ge aeeel clause 
m on ; use 

of the Sherman Act, said: 7” 

Mr. , I have shown that is not a “sound and 
Lhave shown that silver is less 
that bimetallism is a bette: 
one silver alone, and ae pe pe ee et 
even on gold and silver combined, but on all commodities of commerce. 7 

He further says in said speech: 

re eee ere 

he and 
on t for ta 90 a ing or of the gold and silver mines of the 


a currency,” which 
yetees, celjoct eaty $0 Che Suoely ond Comand of comedies. A 
metallic currency, Se oe ee an be reckoned but if 
ete Get gave Cie purpetent . 


He also says in said speech: 


All things considered, no pent seems so well adapted eee busi- 
ness purposes as well executed paper netes. The material is eas procure- 
ment, reasonably durable,and easy to count, and handiein 
or small amounts. Tt is easy toconceal abou the person, small of 
and tof weight. * * Intrinsic or ue In the material 
which is endowed with the function is not only wnnecessary, but 
it should be further stated that such value is a great and sometimes 
fatal objection to the money material. 


Senator James H. Kyun, of South Dakota, in a speech delivered 
in the United States Senate October 2, 1898, said: 


Along the betwee of his are finger boards pointing to the folly of a 
curreney dug out Ge re aaa and so scarce as to cause 
stagnation to all lines of industry. is a growing sentiment, Mr. Presi- 
dent, among the of our nation that we may readil discard both gold 
and silver and t a new circulating medium which is more convenient, 
and it will not, like the present standard, be currency only in name. Very 
little business is done with gold and silver. If we were limited to-day in our 
eurrency to gold and silver every branch of from coast to coast 
would be in stagnation. A metal basis is a delusion caleulated to blind the 
masses and enrich the few. Treasury notes are the people’s money, based 
not upon the output of this or that but on the wealth of the nation. All 
this goes to prove that money is money if the of law, no matter of 
what material made, so long as a strong Government is behind it. Iam not 
able to discover why we should be —_ in order merely to procure a 
circulating medium, to search the bowels of the earth and tax the resources 
of our people, when a most excellent and desirable article is at hand. 


He further says in said speech: 
Exc of dollars is not redemption and never can be. A dollar is re- 
deemed when it is received in revenue by the Government issuing it, and not 


In speaking of this plan, he further says in the same Speech: 

It is the economic system of the future by which financial standards will be 
solved when legislators and nations have become enlightened and when we 
have become tired of quarreling over these so-called precious metals, which 
are but one degree removed from the cowrie shells of the barbarian. 

Jerry Simpson, the most conspicuous apostle of P. who 
has yet served in the House of ntatives, statedin a speech 
printed in the Recorp, under date of August 20, 1893, that— 

Those who believe with me and my party bold the tion that it does not 


matter what material your money is eof. We to the position that 
anne 6 Seow of the value of all and so as society— 
and I take it here understand the bea mere 
cooperative society—so oo ee es Oe ae ae 
of these things as money receive it in payment of all debts, public and 


pe Ss pass for money. That is what we understand it tomean; and 
80 you select gold or silver, or any other commodity, you are sure 
have a fluctua currency, because the article that it is based upon will 
actuate according to supply and demand. 


behind your currency. Iam one of those old flat back 1 7 

you to hear about. I believe that this Governnent, with te ae 
and resources, can issue a currency based upon the entire wealth of the 
people that will be more secure than any currency based on either gold or 
silver, and J am for silver coinage because it takes in another commodity. 

January 5, 1892, Mr. Simpson introduced in the House “A bill 
(H. R. 135) to establish a department of finance and commerce, 
and for other purposes.” This bill, after providing for Govern- 
ment grain warehouses and the loaning of Government money on 
grain and other a products and on farm lands at 2 per 
cent per annum, further provides as follows: 

Sxc. 15. One year from and after the of this act the coinage of gold 
and silver coins above the denomination of 2% cents shall cease, and three 
—- from the date of the passage of this act such coins shall no longer be a 
egal tender, and the United States shall provide for the redemption of all 
such coins at their face value by exchanging them for legal-tender paper 
money, and manufacture them into bars and keep the same on sale. 

Mr. Hudson, a Populist member of the Fifty-third Congress, 

n epening on the bill to repeal the Sherman law, 
August 19, 1893, referring to the Populists, said: 

While they do not believe that the free of silver will give them the 
immediate relief which is now needed, they eve that it will gradually but 
certainlygive them moremoney. (See ConGRmsSIONAL Record, Fifty-third 
Congress, first session, volume 138, page 511.) 

The foregoing is a partial record which the Populist party has 
made on the money question in Congress, and it must be apparent 
to the most coneal o that this record proves beyond the 
ee. of a doubt that this political organization has no nse 

@ metallic basis for the money issues of our Government, but, 
on the con , is absolutely committed to the idea of an irre- 
d 


eemable paper currency. 
repay ee ee t be e from some of the 


political freaks who belong to this party in the East, if it ever met 
with success there, I shall refer to an interview with the so-called 
Gen. Jacob 8. Coxey, of Commonweal fame, published in the 
Washington Star, under date of November 26, 1895, when Mr. 
Coxey was in this city. In response to the question whether he 
was affiliated with the Populist party, he responded in the affirm- 
ative, stating: 

My chief desire is to get the idea— 

Referring to his bond bill— 
in the platform, and if the man goes withit, all well and good. Theold leaders 
Sil ad rane opiaion uve wenting dine igerdngon the eitver qucstion his 
é have led me to the belief that the rank and file of the party 
are me. They want more money in circulation, and they do not intend 
to wait for the slow of mine. They demand that the printing 

be put to work, and the quicker the wheels begin to turn the better 
y¥ will be suited. 

Mr. Coxey was the ame candidate for Congress in his dis- 
trict three years Ore and last year was the nominee of that party 
for governor of Ohio and received 52,000 votes, so it is fair to as- 
sume that he voiced at least the Eastern sentiment of his party on 
the financial ——. 

It therefore follows that the advocates of bimetallism have noth- 
ing to expect from a party controlled by a leadership whose senti- 
ments on this question are those outlined above. Nevertheless, 
there will ultimately come such a profound awakening on this 
subject that the people will force the issue of the free coinage of 
silver to such an extent that it will finally triumph. 

CAUSE OF DISPARITY. 

Mr. Speaker, the friends of a single standard cite the market 
price of gold as stationary, and the market price of silver as fluc- 
tuating, in order to show the fallacy of attempting to use both of 
these metals as basic money. The statement of a proposition so 
absurd as that should need no refutation. Gold to-day enjoys an 
unlimited market. The law of the United States makes 25.8 
grains of standard gold a dollar, and this dollar measures the 
value of everything produced in the United States, including silver 
bullion. Givenan unlimited demand for an article ata fixed price 
with a limited supply, and it necessarily follows, as the night the 
day, that the price so fixed will be maintained. 

ilver enjoys no such advantage as this. We have a constantly 

in ing supply of silver and a limited demand in the arts and 
—— y no d for it as a money metal. Its value, there- 
ore, is fluctuating, as is the value of every other staple product 
under like conditions. Abandonment of silver and the substitu- 
tion of gold alone as the primary money of the world was not tho 
result of the ication of the law of natural selection known as 
the “ survival of the fittest,” but was the result of concerted action 
of those whose interest it was to contract the volume of primary 
money throughout the world. Notwithstanding the demonctiza- 
tion of silver, its vaiue has remained practically stationary com- 
pared with all staple products of human toil. It has not decreased 
when measured in wheat, corn, cotton, or any other staple prod- 

when measured in these products, 


act; but gold, has doubled in 
value since that time. 
THE HISTORY OF FRANCE PROVES THE BIMETALLIC PRINCIPLE. 


‘When Engiand demonetized silver she was the greatest money’ » 
using and commercial nation in the world. Yet even that terri 









did not result in eeeerention. " he 
vommercial ratio existing throughout the world between gold anc 
oliver was scarcely disturbed by that legislative enactment. The 
stability of the value of silver and the advisability of its use as a 
money metal could not have received better indorsement than the 
result of that action has established for it. For almost sixty years 
thereafter the ratio between gold and silver was maintained 
throughout the world. Our country was not then ranked as a 
great commercial nation; it was not ranked as a great money-using 
nation. France, however, at that time enjoyed that distinction 
reeminently, and it is to the action of the French people that 
= are indebted for the most positive proof of the stability of sil- 
ver as amoney metal. France accorded silver equal rights with 
gold to entry at her mints during this long period, and France, by 
virtue of her unlimited mint demand for silver, maintained its 
ratio with gold notwithstanding England’s antagonism. There is 
no fact better established in history than this. No other nation 
aided France in doing this,for the reason that the French ratio 
differed from that of other oe and it was their ratio which 
ntrolled the market price of silver. ; 
The people of Penns did not demand cooperation from other 
countries in order to maintain silver as basic money, and yet in 
1874, when the interest gatherers and money changers of that 
nation had secured such power that they compelled the overthrow 
of silver there, France had in metallic money $900,000,000 of gold 
and $700,000,000 of silver in circulation. Bimetallism had not 
driven gold from France, but, on the contrary, had secured for 
her a bounteous supply of both metals, gold in greater abundance 
than silver. If France could accomplish this during more than a 
half century of time, when her population was less than 35,000,000 
souls and her wealth and resources infinitesimal when compared 
with ours, then we contend that this nation, with a population 
of more than 70,000,000 ple, with an area of more than 3,600,- 
000 square miles, and with resources, production, and consump- 
tion greater than any other people on the earth, can surely do the 
same thing. 

The vastness in area has much to do with the wants of the peo- 
ple, so far as primary money is concerned. A dense population 
congested in a small area of country, with effete notions and fixed 
habits, does not demand the circulating medium that the same px P- 
ulation would in a country of vast area whose resources are largely 
undeveloped. It is contended by the gold advocates that the busi- 
ness of the world is done by checks and that a very small per cent 
of it is done with actual money. This is true, to a limited extent, 
in the great centers of population. The exchanges in London and 
New York are unquestionably performed in this way, but in all 
fairness these clearing-house exchanges do not represent the busi- 
ness of the world. The vast daily transactions among the people, 
in which an exchange of commodities is brought about, constitute 
the business of a nation. 

This business is done not by checks, but by actual money. It 
is not checks which move the crops, but actual money, as is well 
known and appreciated by all financiers. When this season is on 
there is always a scarcity of metallic money; checks do not an- 
swer. The great wealth-producing sections of our country, nota- 
bly the Mississippi Valley, the granary of the world, require 
actual money in the daily transactions of life. Therefore I say 
that if France, during that long period of time, with a dense pop- 
ulation and a limited area of resources which were developed, 
could alone maintain the parity between gold and silver by inde- 
pendent coinage at her mint ratio as against all the world, then 
the United States, occupying its vantage ground in the financial 
world and with its wnltenited resources, can certainly accomplish 
the same end. 

SILVER MONOMETALLISM NOT THE RESULT OF BIMETALLISM. 

Mr. Speaker, itis contended, however, that if our country adopts 
bimetallism, independently, that the result must be silver mono- 
metallism, becanse gold will be higher valued than silver and will 


blow at the white metal 


leave the United States for Europe by virtue of the operation of | 


the so-called Gresham law. The experience of France, just re- 
ferred to, proves the incorrectness of this assertion, but for the 
P of this argument alone grant for a moment that the claim 
of the gold advocates is true. We have, according to the last 
mint report, about $600,000,000 in gold in the United States. 
return to bimetallism will drive this amount of money out of our 
country it surely must increase correspondingly the quantity of 
the world’s money in Europe, where we find a market for our 
surplus staple products, wheat, cotton, petroleum, etc. This would 
ohance the value of these products enormously abroad, and con- 
sequently at home, bringing increased prosperity to all of the peo- 
ple of the United States, a calamity surely not to be dreaded by 
the American people. 

The a exportation of these products necessarily following as 
a result o 
would take place by a refusal of foreign countries to accept our 
silver, must certainly result in an immense balance of trade in our 


favor, which balance would either have to be settled in gold or | the country under bimetallism would consist of every dollar's worth 
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this, and the limited importations which it is claimed | 
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silver. if settled in silver, it would consume all of the surplus 
silver of Europe, and more, during a single season; if settled in 
gold, it would of necessity bring our gold back, and sooner or 
later much more would follow it. This, it seems to me, would be 
the logical result of such a condition, even if the worst should 
come and gold should leave us as predicted by the enemies of bi- 
metallism. However, there is nothing to base such a prediction 
on. The lessons of histcry are against it. Theclear anderstand- 
ing and logic of the situation is against it. Moreover, under bi- 
metallism the United States could protect its basic money con- 
stituting its reserve, as the Bank of France has uniformly done, 
if that became necessary, by paying in that coin of which its 
Treasury was most extensively possessed at the time the demand 
was made and by refusing to pay in gold when the demand for 
that coin was made for the purpose of export. 

It is further claimed by the gold advocates that the world’s pro- 
duction of silver and gold has varied so much in the past, com- 
paring one with the other, that it is unsafe now to return to bimet- 
allism. They especially cite the variance existing since 1873. Let 
us examine the situation and see if it is reasonable to have any 
fears from this source. What is the light of history on this fea- 
ture of it? : 

In the year 1818 the world’s production of silver was forty-six 
times the world’s production of gold; yet France coined seven 
times the amount of gold that year that she did silver, and France 
was the only great nation on a bimetallic basis. 

In 1852 the world’s production of silver was four and one-half 
times that of gold; yet France coined five times as much silver as 
gold during that year, and the French mints were open to the un- 
limited coinage of both metals. 

From 1821 to 1830 the world’s production of silver was thirty- 
two times that of gold, yet France controlled the world’s price of 
silver, maintained the parity, and made identical the commercial 
and mint values of these metals by her open mints. If she could 
do this single handed and alone when the production of silver as 
compared with gold was as 32 to 1, is it unreasonable to suppose 
that the United States could have accomplished the same thing in 
1894, when the production of silver as compared with gold was as 
19to1? In 1853 French financiers became alarmed at the enor- 
mous production of gold in the world,and especially inthe United 
States, and feared that the parity could not be maintained between 
the two metals; yet the result shows that it was so maintained, 
and the commercial and mint ratio of both metals was that year, 
and remained until 1873, practically 15} to 1, the mint ratio estab- 
lished by France. 





NO FEARS OF A DELUGE OF SILVER UNDER BIMETALLISM. 
Mr. Speaker, if this nation adopted independent bimetallism, the 
coined silver of France, England, Germany, and other European 
nations would not leave those countries to settle affairs of trade with 


us which would necessarily result, for the reason that the coined 
silver of France is overvalued at 3 per cent as compared with our 
silver at the contemplated ratio of 16 to 1, while the silver coin of 
| Germany and the other nations is about the same as that of France 
| and that of England is 13 per cent higher than ours. It is th 
fore absurd to say that the coined silver of European nations 
| would be shipped here as a result of bimetallism. Some alarmists 
| claim that their plate and manufactured articles would be melted 
and dumped upon us in the shape of bullion. If eu ird 
statement needs any reply, it is simply to say that the silver in the 
plate would be more valuable than silver bullion here, because it 
would possess the mint value there, plus transportation charges 


| here and the value of the labor which fashioned it into the works 
| of art. 

IS SILVER MONEY UNPOPULAR? 
| 

' 


Bimetallists are sometimes confronted with the statement that 
the people will not use silver on account of its bulk and the incon- 

| venience of carrying it, and consequently it is unfit for use as 
standard money. History does not bear out the truth of this 
| statement, but on the contrary very substantially controverts it. 
| Silver has always been popular with the people. The silver dol 


, 


|lar has been uniformly known as the ‘‘dollar of the people 

| Their transactions in life are usually small and the dollar is use- 
ful as a medium of exchange for most of them. It therefore has 
uniformly been popular and never has been rejected by the people, 
| 80 far as history goes. But if the demonetization of silver almost 
| @ generation ago has prejudiced the masses of the people against 
silver to such an extent that they prefer to use paper money, there 
unquestionably would be no objection from biimetallists to the 
gratification of the people's desire in this respect, if it existed, 
| both as regards gold and silver. 

Bimetallists do not contend that there shall be no other money 
| in circulation under a bimetallic standard except gold and silver. 
On the contrary, I think they all advocate the issuance of certifi- 
| cates redeemable in coin for every dollar deposited with the Treas- 

ury, when the same is demanded. In other words, the money of 











of gold bullion brought to the Treasury coined at the rate of 25.8 
grains standard goid for a dollar, and every dollar’s worth of sil- 
ver coined at the rate of 412} grains standard silver for a dollar, 
and the issuance of this money, either as gold and silver coined or 
in the shape of coin certificates, as above stated. 

I have given you some of the reasons why we believe in bimet- 
allism,as I promised, Let them be met and controverted by argu- 
ment and not by vituperation andabuse. The ple are alive to 
the issue and will force it to a settlement. congratulate the 
country that the advocates of a gold standard have been deployed 
into the open and are not longer permitted to masquerade as 
bimetallists. [Applause. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. DANiELs] is recognized. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, this bill comes before the House 
certainly under very exceptional circumstances, to say nothing 
about the principle upon whieh itdepends. After a careful exam- 
ination and a fair amount of discussion the House sent over to the 
Senate Chamber a bill calculated to meet the requirements of the 
Government as to the loan of money and as to the means of sup- 
plying deficiencies in the revenues of the United States. It was 

ntended and expected that this bill would receive the approval of 
the Senate, as being well adapted for the production of those re- 
sults; but it comes back to us with a line drawn through every 
word of the bill, and an entirely new bill added to what was sup- 
d and believed to be so thoroughly adapted to the situation of 

e country at the time of its passage here. 

This bill as it now comes before the House is substantially one 
of those sporadic efforts that ‘Shave been so frequently made by 
which silver is to be coined without limit or restriction upon a 
rationof 16to 1, At notime, when a similar propositior. has been 
brought before the House of coining silver upon this ratio, has 
silver found so low an estimate or price in the commercial ope- 
rations of the world. It has sunk step by step from the time when 
it began to fail to keep up its ratio to go das a money metal until 
to-day its relation commercially with the gold coinage of the 
United States is about 50 cents on the dollar; and it is with this 
commercial valuation, and that is the only thing in its favor, that 
is now proposed by the Senate of the United States and recom- 
mended to this House that a policy shall be adopted of providing 
for the free and unlimited coinage of silver upon this ratio. 

It might be very well, to meet the exigencies of business and the 
rogress of affairs in this country, to provide from time to time 
or the coinage of a certain amount of silver coin,‘more especially 

that of a subsidiary character, bearing a fair relation to the com- 
mercial value of the bullion itself; but no proposition has been 
made to meet the exigencies or to supply the people with circulat- 
ing coin under circumstances of this character and of this descrip- 
tion. On the other hand, a proposition is made, and insisted upon 
without qualification, and under no circumstances apparently to 
be abandoned, that we shall resort again to the cuinage <f the sil- 
ver dollar without reference to any other forra of silver coinage 
upon this ratio of 16 tol. Weareasked through the instrumental- 
ity of this bill to provide for the coinage of silver of this propor- 
tionate valuation, notwithstanding the fact that when the dolar is 
coined and Pee before the people for use and circulation it is 
worth but 50 cents in amount. 

Now, at no time within the history of this country has such an 
effort been attempted with the hope that it could successfully be 
attained oo the legislation of the two Houses of Congress. 
It is true that the assertion has been made from time to time that 
silver coinage should proceed upon this basis and upon this basis 
alone; but it has failed to secure the approval or the approbation 
of the people. I am satisfied, for my own part, that an American 
policy would be just and judicious in reference to the coinage of 
silver; that so much of it should be coined as will meet the require- 
ments of the business and commercial operations of the people 
of the country; but that is not what the silver advocates Soci: 
They do not desire the coinage of a proportionate or fixed amount 
of silver that may be adapted to the wants and the requirements 
of the business interests of the country; but they require that 
every ible amount that can be placed in the Treasury of the 
United States shall be coined into silver dollars upon this excep- 
tional ratio. 

Now, suppose this bill shall be passed and this result shall be 
atiained by means of its operation. Then every silver dollar that 
may be produced from silver in this country or brought here froma 
foreign country may be taken to the Treasury of the United States 
and there coined for the benefit of the owner of the bullion. 
Where will this bring us? What effect will it have on the busi- 
ness interests of the country? It necessarily will not meet the 

uirements of that business; but by adding so large an amount 
to the silver coinage of the country it must necessarily inflate the 
currency and produce a speculative condition, ins of a firm, 


stable advancement of business, It is inevitable that this should 
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be the result. So that there is danger that lurks in the path, even 
if this silver coin could be made acceptable to the people and they 
would take it out and use it among themselves. 

But the bill does not contemplate, as the act of 1878 did not con- 
template, that the amount of silver coinage shall go into circula- 
tion and be used in the business of the country. On the contrary, 
it is provided in this bill that whatever silver may be coined under 
the extensive authority of this bill may be taken to the Treasury 
in sums of not less than $10, and the amount shall be evidenced by 
the fact of a silver certificate issued to the person who deposits 
the silver. Now, what will be the result in case this bill should 
become a law in this respect? Will it be to even send the silver 
among the people of the silver States for use and circulation, or 
will it be to deposit it and pile it up in the Treasury of the United 
States? We can better determine what the result must necessa- 
rily be by looking back and seeing what did occur under a similar 
provision of the law which was enacted in 1878. 

At that time it was provided that the Treasury should buy not 
less than 2,000,000 ounces of silver every month, and should coin 
not less than that amount into silver Aetlers. and that those silver 
dollars, together with the preceding silver dollars coined by the 
Government, should be a legal tender for the payment of debts 
between individuals unless it was otherwise stipulated in the con- 
tract. 

It would be expected, where provision was made by these gen- 
erous means for the coinage of silver if the people were willing to 
support this system of coinage, that when the money was created, 
when the silver was coined, that they would be willing to take it 
out of the Treasury and use it in their business and employ it in 
the operations of their domestic affairs. How has the fact turned 
out to be? Why, under the provisions of the law of 1878, instead 
of taking out and using silver in the business operations of the 
country, the report of the Secretary of the Treasury for the Ist of 
February, 1896, in this respect similar in its character to earlier 
reports from time to time made by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, shows that the coined silver has remained in the Treasury. 
Has it gone into circulation? Have the people desired it? Have 
they obtained it and used it? By no means, but the last report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury shows that there is now in the 
Treasury, of standard silver dollars, the sum of $366,659,953 of 
this silver coinage. 

This of itself demonstrates the fact that the people have no 
friendship for the coinage of the silver dollar, as this bill has pro- 
vided in terms it shall be made, if it becomes a law. On the con- 
trary, their preference is in favor of the silver certificate, although 
that certificate is not a legal tender and can only be used for the 
purpose of paying debts and obligations due tothe Government. If 
occasion arises for the payment of a debt due to an individual, 
and he objects to taking the silver certificates, the party holding 
those certificates must go to the Treasury and get his silver dollar 
to be used for the purpose of making a tender. Thesilver certifi- 
cate is of no possible use for this purpose, but it may be used for 
the object of obtaining from the Seonsary an equivalent amount 
of silver dollars, which may be used in tender and satisfaction of 
debts between individuals. 

The circumstance that silver has remained in this manner as so 
much dead property in the Treasury of the United States, and 
that these silver certificates, which are payable only in silver, are 
preferred to the silver dollar itself, demonstrates the inclination 
on the part of the people of the United States to abstain from the 
use of the silver dollar and to prefer in all their operations the sil- 
ver certificate, although it may not be a legal tender for the pay- 
ment of a debt. 

Similar results followed the issuing of the Treasury notes under 
the act of 1890. It istrue there was no provision there made for the 
immediate coinage of the silver bullion that should be bought by 
issuing these notes, and they were made payable at the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, either in silver coin or gold. 
Yet a large amount of this silver, in fact the greater part, if not 
the entire amount, of the silver still remains within the Treasury 
of the United States. There is no disposition either to coin it or 
to take that coin and put it into circulation; but the people are 
more than satisfied with the Treasury notes, issued under these 
circumstances, as a substitute for the silver. 

It is aaeenens. sir, from these facts that the people have no de- 
sire for the general —- of silver. They certainly have no 
desire for the coinage of silver on the basis of 16 to 1; but if the 
silver is to be coined at all, that it shall be coined in such a man- 
ner as to receive their confidence and their approval by making 
its valuation, as nearly as may be, when coined, of the commer- 
cial value of the silver itself. . 

Mr. LINNEY. [should like to ask the gentleman a question 
for information. Isit not true that under the construction placed 
upon the act by the Secretary of the Treasury and the President 
these silver certificates are now paid in gold? 

Mr. DANIELS. No, sir. 








| 





| 
/ 
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Mr. LINNEY. Does not the President speak of them as gold 
cote penete 
Oo DANIELS. No, sir; not the silver certificates. 

Mr. LINNEY. Then it is another class of silver notes? ; 

Mr. DANIELS. The Treasury notes. Under the construction 
of the Administration the Treasury notes are payable in gold or 
silver. Those are the notes that were issued under the act of 
1890, but the silver certificates issued under the act of 1878 are 

7 , in silver coin. 
payable INNEY. That is what I wanted to know. ; 

Mr. DANIBLS. That is the situation, and that is the difference 
(te a you take these silver certificates which you 
are talking about, based upon the purchase of bullion under the 
act of 1890, and carry them to the Secretary of the Treasury and 
demand gold upon those certificates, what ought he to do? 

Mr. DANIELS. Well, the Secretary of the Treasury has con- 
cluded, under the authority of the Administration, that he must 


pay those Treasury notes in gold; but he never has concluded and | 
never has been required to pay the silver certificates in coin of that | 


description. : : 

Mr. COX. The Treasurer has paid a considerable amount of 
those certificates in gold. 

Mr. DANIELS. Silver certificates? 

Mr. COX. Yes, silver certificates. He has paid them in gold. 

Mr. DANIELS. I think the gentleman is in error. 

Mr. COX. No,I am not in error. 

Mr. DANIELS. The gentleman may be right on the subject, 
but my recollection is otherwise. 

Mr. COX. But if he declines to pay the silver certificates in 
gold, while paying the greenbacks in gold—if he does that, has he 
not destroyed the parity between the two kinds of paper money? 


Mr. DANIELS. Well, that will depend upon the manner in | 
which the paper continues to circulate between individuals in | 


the transaction of their business. They have usually accepted 


these certificates as the fair equivalent of the silver dollar, which | 


is a legal tender for the payment of debts, and in that manner the 
silver certificates have been kept and maintained in circulation. 
Now, it has been the claim of the advocates for the issuing of 
silver coin of this description that they are following out the 
theory and the laws of the early period of our Government. 

Mr. Speaker, when this Government was formed the men con- 
cerned in its formation had passed through a sea of tribulations 
arising out of the depreciated and worthless money that had been 
issued by the Government of the Confederation, and they were 
disposed—indeed, that was one of the objects of the formation of 
the Federal Government—to put anend finally and forever to the 
issuing of paper of this description, so that when the considera- 
tion of Congress and of the Treasury Department was directed to 
this subject it was determined to issue gold and silver coins upon 
substantially the basis of 1l6to1. Butat that time gold and silver 
bore such a relation to each other that that was their intrinsic 
commercial value, and it was not intended, nor was it advocated 
by any person at that time, that depreciated silver should be put 
in circulation, silver coin bearing a deficient relation to the actual 
value of the metal. 

The purpose, then, was to place the coinage of the two metals 
upon substantially the same relative footing, to coin gold of the 
quality and description defined and provided for in the act, and 
to coin silver on the basis of 15 or 16 to 1, because that was the 
fair commercial relation that those two metals bore to each other, 
they being the metals most useful and best adapted for the pur- 
pose of creating a circulating medium. That relation, however, 
was established not because the fathers were wedded in any re- 
spect to or had any special preference for the ratio of 16 to 1, as 
is the case with the silver advocates of the present day, but it 
was because the ratio then established expressed the existing 
commercial relation between the value of the two metals. 


Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Will the gentleman kindly explain what | 


made that particular relation as to value between the two metals 

in 1792, when it was determined to establish a ratio of 15 to 1? 
Mr. DANIELS. It was the commercial value that each metal 

held in the market, the metals bearing that relation one to the 


other, and it was for the purpose of maintaining that commercial 


relation in the coinage that that ratio was established. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. If the gentleman will excuse me, I fear 
he did not quite understand my question. The question was: 
What was it that produced that relation between the two metals 
at that time? 

Mr. DANIELS. The probable production of the two metals 


themselves, by which they sustained in the market substantially | 


that relation toeach other. Atleast that was the relation accepted 
by the Government of the United States in providing for the sys- 
tem of coinage, and it continued after that down to 1878, without 
substantial variation, silver bearing substantially the same rela- 
tion to the gold bullion of the United States that was established 
in the early history of the Government. It is true that changes 


—— 


did take place, but they were of an insignificant character; they 
simp!y related to a small percentage upon which the coins were 
attempted to be equalized. 

Silver became more valuable than gold in the market as a coin 
metal, and consequently it went out of the country, and it became 
necessary either to reduce the quantity of silver in the dollar or 
to increase the quantity of gold in the gold dollar in order to keep 
silver in the country. The effort of the Government has been 
from time to time, under all circumstances, to maintain this fixed 
relation as far as possible between the two kinds of coin, and to 
see how successful they have been in this respect we need only go 
back to the history of our currency and note the attention and the 
caution that have been exercised and that have found their way 
into the laws of the United States, securing this result of a stable 
and uniform currency for the people of the United States. It is 
to the credit of the Government of the United States that no 
| effort has ever been made to impose upon them a spurious or 
| depreciated currency by the Federal Government. 

A different result has arisen in some measure, at times, from the 
very liberal legislation of the different States providing for their 
| banking systems, under which bills were issued without adequate 
security,and the people from time to time became involved in 
tremendous losses; but from the Government of the United States 
no such source of peril has ever emanated. On the contrary, the 
effort has always been to provide the people with intrinsically as 
fair, as stable, and as honest a currency as was possible under the 
existing circumstances. The Government has always exercised 
the greatest wisdom and the greatest care in this respect. It was 
not until the civil war that any departure was made from the 
established course of procedure, and even then it was not for the 
purpose of giving the country a depreciated currency, but for 
the purpose of issuing a paper currency to meet the special exi- 
gencies of the situation, with the promise, with the determination, 
with the provision made by law, that in the end that paper should 
| be redeemed in gold or silver coin. 

The faith of the Government was pledged to the maintenance 
| of that system and to the redemption of that paper, and while the 
paper did depreciate because of the fact that so large an amount 
| of 1t was necessarily issued in order to carry on the functions and 
meet the obligations of the Government, people never lost sight of 
the fact that this paper was secured; that it had behind it not 
only the property but the good faith of the people of the United 
States. Under these circumstances, while the money ran down 
in its actual value, there never was a doubt on the part of the pa- 
| triotic people of this country that the time would arrive when the 

war would cease and this money would be redeemed in the sub- 

stantial coin of the country similar to that which had character- 

ized its history from the formation of the Government down to 

the time when the war began. And their faith has been justified 
| by the occurrences which have since taken place. The act of 1876 

provided a redemption fund for this paper, by which it has been 
| brought up to such a standard of value that it is recognized as a 
| safe, stable, and perfectly reliable currency, not only in this 
| country but in European countries, wherever this money may by 
chance be taken. 
| 
| 


Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TERRY. I understood the gentleman to say, in response 
to the inquiry of my friend on the right, that the reason the 
commercial ratio of the two metals was about 16 to 1 in the early 
days of the Republic was the relative production of the two metals. 

Mr. DANIELS. No; the substantial, the commercial value of 
the two. 

Mr. TERRY. But the gentleman stated in reply to the inquiry 
of my friend on the right that the commercial ratio was about 
16 to 1 on account of the relative production. 

Mr. DANIELS. I said nothing about relative production; but 
that probably contributed very :auch to the establishment and 
maintenance of this system of value. 

Mr. TERRY. Is it not true that from 1801 to 1840 the output 
of silver and gold was more than 71 of silver to 28 of gold, and 
| that the present comparative output is about 20 of silver to 15 of 
gold? 

Mr. DANIELS. I presume the gentleman is correct in his state- 
ment as to the relation that one metal bore to the other. But 
| the relative production of the metals was, until recently, of such 
a character as not to excite any possible fear, because of their equal 
and unlimited coinage and their ability to maintain, in the judg- 
ment of the people, the valuation that was given them by the im- 
| pressions put upon them at the mint. 

Mr. TERRY. But the point is this: That at a time when we 
were getting a much greater silver output relatively to gold than 
| we are now silver was worth more than it is now, and that hence 
| the widening in the difference of the commercial ratio is not due 
| to an increased output of silver. 

Mr. DANIELS. Because the growth of the country required 
| the use of this additional amount of coin, the gold production was 
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unequal to the demands and requirements of business, and it was 
supplemented by the production of silver. But what have we 
Selore us now? Have we any such e tations, in view of the 

resent situation and of the future which may be expected soon 
to dawn upon us if a bill of this character is to become a law? 
Instead of having simply so much silver coin as would be required 
by the people for the transaction of their business, the currency 
would be inflated by free silver coin, and speculative tendencies 
would be developed in business occupations and pursuits to the 
detriment of business interests, followed finally by the insolvency 
of a large poeen of the people of the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I donot like to interrupt the gentleman, 
but I am anxious tolearn. I spring ‘‘from the alkali,” as the 
New York World puts it, and I want to get some new ideas, if 

sible. The gentleman says that he is in favor of a stable basis 
our currency. I should like toask him what he means by that? 

Mr. DAN . Such a well-supported currency as will be safe, 
adequate, or commensurate to the transaction of the business of 
the country. That is what the Government is really under obli- 
gation to provide—a } ngpronaes safe currency adequate to the busi- 
ness transactions of the people of the country. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Ido not think the gentleman understood 
me. My question is, What is a stable basis for our currency? Is 
it one that does not change? Is it one which, relatively to the price 
of all other products of human toil, becomes less in value, or is it 
one that constantly increases in value when measured in all the 
other products of human toil? 

Mr. DANIELS. I sup , Mr. Speaker, that every form of 
currency which may be devised will more or less under 
different circumstances. But what I mean by a stable currency 
isa seaveney thoroughly well sustained in its real value, intrin- 
sically equal to its coined or face value, capable of being safely 
used in the system of business exchanges in the operations of 
human affairs. {Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


[Mr. SHAFROTH addressed the House. See Appendix. ]} 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. SHarrotu] has expired, and the gentleman from 
Arkansas is recognized. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, the large attendance upon this 
House and in the galleries convinces me that the people still love 
the Constitution and their country. In my opinion the burning 
issues which now confront the American people are more porten- 
tous in their ultimate effects upon the people of this nation and 
of the world than has at any time in the past demanded their at- 
tention; and these questions must be settled for weal or for woe by 
the sovereign electors of this nation at the ballot box, or else we 
must go onin the struggle for the rights of the masses against the 
encroachments of organized wealth and corporate greed until the 
conflict grows so sharp that we will find our country in the midst 
of a ceaseless conflict, and the institutions we so much love go 
down in the struggle. 

Viewed from a financial standpoint, there are two distinctive 
forms of government, or, in other words, two distinctive financial 
systems and each formed to suit its peculiar kind of government. 

The one system is suited to all forms of government where 
the industrial masses or the plain laboring people have no voice in 

vernmental affairs, where the people do not rcale, but are ruled 
ey a king or monarch, or by an unsympathetic and arrogant aris- 

racy. 

The other is suited toa government where the people are the 
masters; where no ruler is known except the law; where every 
man has an equal show in the eventful race of life. 

The one system consists in bimetallism—gold and silver money 
and paper convertible into gold and silver on demand, coined and 
issued by the Government for the benefit of all the people, and in 
suflicient quantities to meet the demands of trade and commerce, 
and thereby to so energize business as to furnish employment to 
all our laboring on at reasonable wages and to afford them 
opportunities to become independent, home-owning, liberty-lov- 
ing, patriotic citizens, surrounded by the comforts of life and 
blessed by all the incentives and hopes that animate the human 
heart, inspiring them to build up and maintain a Government 
for the common good of all the people. 

The other system, and the one we oppose and shall continue to op- 
_ as long as we have a voice in the councils of the nation, and 

e one that should receive the antagonism of all patriotic Ameri- 
cans, may be designated as “ gold monometallism” or the ‘‘ British 
gold standard. ” 

It seeks to make gold the sole and only unit of value, to make 
gold the only money of final payment, and to give to banking cor- 
porations the sole authority to issue mania toneies notes to be 
used by the people as a circ medium for the transaction of 
the business of the country. Under this system, when fully ma- 
assed ae Sottnn egell -nomay G8 ae eee oe 
cept such amounts of nonlegal-tender subsidiary silver coinsas may 
be used for small change. 
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Then what little gold we have would be held by the banks as a 
reserve and as a standard of value. This would, as every honest 
man who is disinterested must confess, place the currency of the 
country in the hands of corporations and speculators. in other 
words, it would turn over to these Sapeese and heartless insti- 
tutions the power to issue and control the whole volume of the 
currency, and place our trade and commerce, our people and our 
Government, in the hands and under the control of these moneyed 
corporations that have no sympathy with the toiling millions, 
They are without patriotism, with no God but gold, and no des- 
oo aren themselves without regard for the sufferings 
of the people. 

When fully enthroned in power they would be as exacting and 
cruel toward the plain masses of our people as the most brutal 
tyrant that ever bathed his robes in human blood. They love the 
government best that gives them most. They extol the leader 
who, under the euphonious names of ‘‘ Sound Money,” *‘ Safe Cur- 
rency,” and ‘‘ Honest Dollar,” point to them as the gods of finance 
and the saviors of the people, and spurn the patriotic intelligence 
of the sons of toil as unworthy to be considered or consulted upon 
these grave governmental and constitutional questions. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are three crowning evils of the Brit- 
ish gold standard about which I desire to speak. 

I might properly designate them as the three black-winged angels 
of death, commissioned by the enemies of free government to go 
_— the — and rule kingdoms, destroy republics, and enslave 

e people. 

‘First, It destroys our foreign commerce and drives gold from us. 

Second. It builds up Asiatic competition that will destroy our 


ries. 
Third. It must end in a bonded indebtedness that will place the 
chains of slavery upon innocent and unborn generations. 
— three propositions, Mr. Chairman, I will discuss in their 
order. 
THE GOLD OUTFLOW AND HOW TO PREVENT IT. 


Those who are willing to content themselves with the mere 

cial view of our financial condition charge our present 

pitiable and defenseless situation to the greenbacks and Treasury 
notes. 

The retirement of the Government notes will not have the 
slightest effect in stopping the export of gold. It might, to some 
extent, relieve the asury, but would cripple, rather than re- 
lieve, the country. This gold is demanded to settle our balances 
of trade, and whether supplied from the vaults of the Govern- 
ment or drawn from the channels of trade, it would nevertheless 
be lost to our Government. 

The advocates of the British gold standard will tell you that 
our silver and silver certificates are kept at oo only because they 
are indirectly redeemable in gold. If that be true these moneys 
could likewise be made the instruments to raid the Treasury, and 
the logic of their arguments would therefore also require the 
destruction and retirement of not only the silver certificates, but 
also the silver doilar, before the Treasury would receive the de- 
sired protection against the necessary consequences of the heresy 
of redeeming only in gold. 

But those of our countrymen who seek a solution of these 
troubles must look beyond these mere shadows to find the rem- 
edy. long as we pay out to foreign countries more than we 
receive, so long will our condition grow more agitated and eni- 
barrassing. 

The foreign debt of our Government and people now exceeds 
$5,000,000,000. The interest charge we would have to pay upon 
this, at the low rate of 4 per cent, would be an annual tax upon 
our gold supply of $200,000,000 annually. Add to this freights 
paid to foreign shipowners and the expenses of Americans trav- 
eling abroad, and the sum total of our annual foreign payments 
is simply appalling. And this balance is rapidly increasing from 
year to year. 

The following carefully prepared tables and estimates, made from 
the most authentic sources, will give the account of the United 
States with foreign countries for the fiscal year ended June #0, 
1895. This startling picture should be carefully studied by eve~y 
prudent man before he takes his stand along with the gold-stan«- 
ard advocates: 


ACCOUNT AGAINST THE UNITED STATES, 1895. 


Interest, at 4 Es SINR aivcin co tiew neces cccseeeccese 
Freight paid foreign shipowners for carriage of 84.5 

per cent of our imports, or $590,000,000 out of a total 

of $699,000,000, allowing a charge for transportation 

equal to 8 per cent of the value of the produce im- 


Less freights paid American shipowners for carria; 
of Shon cant of our exports, of ws out of 
$758, charges or freigh equal 
ee omkat tee 
Balance due 
Expenditu 





1896. 





ACCOUNT IN FAVOR OF THE UNITED STATES. 





mestic CXpOrts...... +. ~<00- -<ee-+ sews enn s see ene eee en ewe ewowwee e 
Foreign CX POPES ...-cce ccone oo none seecee weceneecees weewne wan wwennenes 14, 145, 566 
807, 588, 165 

Total exports.-.. 807, 588, 165 

Lees total imports... -...------<--<-00 <o4+ noose ween wae nn owen e weee G81, 988, 065 
Merchandise balance im favor of the United States__........ 7, 588, 200 

Wot gold exports... ~~ <<< ~ <2 ~~ own ese nenns oo oem n wn 31, 984, 449 


of silver coin and bullion ........-......... $37,674, 797 
Tass tagorte of silver ore tt included for 18% in the 
general statement of merchandise exports and im- 





ports as prior to 1804. ......---------0--+----=+---- ome YD eo 
Total account in favor of the United States.............-..-- 134, 590, 550 
Balance due and unpaid-...-...-----------------------0++++--+--<9<- 180, 169, 450 


Thus for the last fiscal year we added $180,000,000 to our debt 
and on this additional debt interest must be paid in 1896. So next 
year the interest te be something like $207,000,000 instead 
of $200,000,000. In this way our debt grows and must continue 
to grow under the policy of gold monometallism that depresses 

ices of our exports. 

Not until we reourn to true bimetallism, the unlimited use of 
gold and silver, and advance the price of our wheat and cotton 
and other exports, can we hupe to escape these humiliating condi- 
tions. The gold standard, which depresses our prices, especially 
of the commodities, wheat and cotton, which constitute the great 
bulk of our exports, costs us more than 3600,000,000 annually, 
which is plainly shown a comparison of our prices now, under 
the gold standard, with the prices we received in 1873, under the 
free and unlimited coinage of = and silver. 

The figures given in the following table for the year ending 
June 30, 1895, are not mere estimates, but the result of actual cal- 
culations of the comparative prices of the 16 commodities repre- 
senting over two-thirds of our exports and 26 articles representing 
nearly one-half of our imports. Nigiee 

A comparison of the prices of these commodities in 1873 and in 
1895 gives the following disastrous results. 

At 1873 prices our trade balance for the year 1895 would have 
been as follows: 

1895. 


At prices equivalent to those received in 1873 our exports of do- 
mestic produce amounting to $793,892,599 would have been 
eal an heen iaiadeeinnwegwsweemcwenne scene ip tity See 
Reexports amounting to $14,145,566 would have been worth 22, 272, 901 


Ovr gross exports which were valued at $807,538,165 would have in 





I ata ene cngmmiowe voowowesve were o= =~ Lewsdwmpete comonweg ---- 1,769,061, 584 
The same ee imports which were imported at a valua- 

tion of $731,969,965 would have cost, at prices equivalent to 

SN INS sient 8 6 cttdeetemns oscecommiwener awwceeus 1, 152, 523, 308 


Leaving a total balance in our favor of_.................... 616 B 
Add net gold exports -........----. eveee cw ewses BU sew oo «eevee ese 





Add net silver exports of coin and bullion --.--. . $87, 674, 797 
Less imports of silver ore ....................... -- 10,636,896 
-_—_ 27, 087, 901 
Making the total balance that the same amount of effort that 
we expended in our foreign trade in 1895 would have put to 
Nes ita wenn dee webernaleuncuibes aun censoces 675, 560, 626 
lance actually due on foreign trade for 1895. ................... 550 





184, 590, 


Loss to our foreign trade for 1895 directly due to the fall in 
prices caused by the demonetization of silver in 1873 _......... 540, 970, 076 


Thus if we had received 1873 prices for our exports, and paid 


1873 prices for our imports, the amount of effort that we expended | 


in 1895 in our foreign trade would have resulted in a net balance 
in our favor of $675,560,626. 


We could have paid our interest charge of $260,000,000 and had | 
the sum of $475,560,626 due us, which would of necessity have | 
caused this sum of money to be paid to our people, and instead of | 


gold being exported it would be flowing into the vaults of our 
Government and into the pockets of our people. [Applause. ] 
But England, the great consumer of our exports, does not want 
& rise in prices. Weowe her. We sell and she buys. And the 
lower the prices go the more produce it ‘takes to pay our debts. 
Mr. Giffen, one of the ablest writers on political economy, says: 


A creditor nation is able to draw more from its tributaries who have to 
pay in the appreciating money than it would otherwise be able to draw. To 


pay the same debt they must send to their creditors 30, 50, perhaps 100 per | 


cent more of produce than they would otherwise have to send. 

doubt that in this sense the weight of a gold debt of a debtor country like 

India or the United States has enormously increased of late years. 

_ Gold monometallists in England want low prices. 

inthe United States want an advance in prices. 
As an evidence of what England wants I submit the following 

paragraph from the London Times: 


It seemsimpossible to have bimetallists understand that there is quitea inne 
° 


number of us for whom ageneral rise in prices has no charms whatever. W 
like them low, and the lower the better. If they all went down to half their 
3S ures we should rejoice, because we have nothing to sell and many 


y. For those who have things to sell we do not feel any great 


This explains their position, but why an American gold bug 
ee Sires Rte Batsich policy, if disinterested, no man can 
oe, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


$793, 392, 580, 


276 | 


, 449 | 


There is no | 


Bimetallists | 
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Gold monometallism has brought us to this humiliating condi- 
tion, and in order to maintain it the President has been compelled 
to issue bonds and saddle a burdensome debt upon the people. 

Our foreign creditors have become the dictators of our policy. 
They take our gold and compel us to issue bonds. And the gold 
monometallist all over the country applaud the President's courage 
because he so kindly submits to British dictation. 

How long shall this continue? Let the unboucht millions de- 
cide. 

If our foreign debts are permitted to goon increasing, as they must 
and will under the gold standard, prices must continue to fall, and 
as prices continue to fall we are called upon to export a greater 
and greater quantity of produce. More bushels of wheat and corn 
and more bales of cotton must be sold to meet our foreign obliga- 
tions. 

You may retire the greenbacks and Treasury notes, and still the 
grinding process will go on and continue until it ends in the ab- 
jeot slavery of the producing classes. And this, too, at no distant 
day, for our property is rapidly passing into foreign hands, and 
our Government seems submissive to the dictates of foreign cred- 
itors. 

There is but one way to avert these calamities: Stop the depre- 
ciation of things we sell to pay our debts. Abandon the gold 
standard. Return to the free coinage of gold and silver. Pay in 
the money of the Constitution and of the contract. We can then 
preserve our commercial independence and escape dependence 
upon foreign money lenders, the degradation of our Government, 
and the slavery of our people. [Applause. ] 

ASIATIC COMPETITION. 


But, Mr. Speaker, there is another evil growing out of the 
gold standard, more destructive to our industries and tar more 
disastrous to the great army of our honest and patient working 
people than the proposition just presented. There are to-day 
more than 1,000,000,000 people whose governments are upon the 
silver basis and who have not felt the shock and paralysis of fall- 
ing prices which has well-nigh prostrated our single gold standard 
countries. 

I have never seen any fact nor read any statement from any dis- 
interested economist that refutes or denies that prices in all silver- 
using countries have remained stable and substantially the same 
since the demonetization of silver in 1873; and all admit that since 
the fall in the value of silver or the rise in the value of gold, which- 
ever you may choose to call it, every country on earth having the 
single gold standard has been swept with panics, and universal 
loss and depreciation in prices have brought want and gloom to 
the masses all over the land. 

That these conditions have existed in this country since the de- 
monetization of silver is within the personal knowledge of every 
man who has lived daring that period. Every piece of property 
stands sponsor for the declaration and every farm in the great 
| agricultural South and West is a mute but living witness of the 
| truth of this declaration. 

The sworn records from all the States of the Union show that 

| in the year 1894 there was a falling off in the valuation of property, 
as compared with the previous year, in all the States lying be 
tween Pennsylvania and the Pacific Ocean on the west, and the 

| Gulf of Mexico on the south, of the astonishing sum of $412,510,985; 

| and every farmer living in this broad and fertile region has felt 
the crushing grasp of this cruel monster—the British gold stand 
ard. 

Let Mr. Giffen, the head of gold monometallismn in England, an 








| swer. Inhis essay on the changesof prices and incomes in 1 
says: 
The fall in prices in such a general way as to amount to what is known as 
| arise in the purchasing power of gold is generally—I 1 r 
sally—admitted. 
And he further said: 
All the evidence points to a continuance of this appreciation 
And in speaking of the effects of the situation he frankly said 
i 
i 


Debtors pay more than they would otherwise pay and cre 


more, and this appreciation is a serious matter to those who have « 
pay. 
Mr. Goshen, for many years Mr. Gladstone’s chancellor 
| exchequer, and also Professor Jevons declare the same truth, and 


fully concur with Mr. Giffen. 

These three leading gold-standard advocates, not only of Eng 
land but of the world, frankly admit that gold has largely in- 
creased in its purchasing power, and that consequently prices 
generally have greatly fallen. And yet the new converts to 
English faith in this country deny it, but whether their denials 
are unselfish and wholly patriotic I can not say. 

| _ But in silver-standard countries the situation is just the reverse. 


| Their standard when measured by their own products has re- 


mained stable. There has been no preceptible change in the gen- 
| eral level of prices in their country. They have not been sub- 
jected to the disastrous effects of constantly falling prices.. They 
have been free from financial panics. Their people have been as 
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pene and happy as at any previous time in their history. 
he ounce of silver will, in their country, pay for as much labor, 
buy as much of the necessities of life, and pay as much of debt as 
it ever would, but when compared with gold, then the appreciation 
of gold and the disparity between gold and silver appears. 

he result of this condition is that if a Japanese manufacturer 
makes a plow or other articles at a cost to him in Japan of $10 
and exports it to the United States and sells it for $10, valued 
under the gold standard, his plow will have brought him in his 
home money about $20. So that the premium on gold, amounting 
to about 50 per cent, operates as a bonus to him of 50 per cent, rep- 
resented by this premium on gold. 

And upon examination we find that this condition has inspired 
the re interests of Ja and China to such an ex- 
tent that it actually threatens our factories, not only with hurtful 
competition, but with actual destruction. There are to-day, in 
actual operation in Japan, 57 cotton mills, with 834,000 spindles. 
And the additional factories that are being 7, constructed 
gives promise that in the near future there will be 700,000 more 
spindles going. 

During last year England sold to Japan and China machinery 
amounting to $50,000,000, which shows the wonderful progress of 
manufactures in those countries. 

The following interview appeared in the Philadelphia Item, 
December 14, 1895, with the Japanese consul-general at New 
York, which shows clearly the growing danger: 

WHAT NONFREE SILVER IS DOING. 
(The Item, Philadelphia, Pa., December 14, 1895.] 

The Japanese consul-general of New York says that he thinks Japan is on 
the eve of building upa large trade of Japanese products in the United 
States. He says Japan hasan ample supply of low-cost coal, and is buying 
and maitog Os best machinery for a large export trade. 

He adds that hemp and cotton carpets, wall paper, copper and bronze ware, 
crystal ware, silk handkerchiefs, raw silk, pongee, umbrellas, rags, beer, 
tobacco, coal, and matches are among the leaders. 

Besides these, Japanese agents are now offering bicycles at $12.50, sashes, 
doors, and blinds, and wool a at astonishingly low prices; in fact, no line 
is now drawn limiting what that country pro s to do in selling to the 
United States as well as to all gold-basis countries so long as silver continues 


depreciated. 

‘Take the above bicycle as an example for all the other goods. It is claimed 
equal to the best in this country, and at the price mentioned is delivered 
duty and freight free in San Francisco. 

The $12.50 received fur each bicycle isin gold. This is sold for silver, equal- 
ing $20 to the Japanese manufacturer. He pays fifteen of his silver dollars 
for making, ra duties, etc., and clears a net profit of $5 in silver. 

This same method of profit is available to the Japanese for everything they 
are able to preduce, as well as selling coal in the San Francisco market. 

be consul-general says that coal would be so sold now if the ships had a 
return cargo. 


The following statement made by William M. Bunker, editor 
of the Stock Report, a reputable journal of San Francisco, in 
answer to an inquiry made by the Hon. WILLIAM M. STEWART, 
shows more in detail the character of this competition: 


SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., November 80, 1895. 
Hon. WILLIAM M. STEWART, Washington, D. C.: 


The Daily Report of November 23 gave details of a Japanese invasion of the 
American markets. Articles of Japanese manufacture since the close of 
their war are being received of equal quality with American manufactured 
goods, and at prices solow that our manufactories of these articles must close 
unless relieved by Congressional action. agers stated that H. E. Reynell, 
of Kobe, Japan, established an agency in San cisco, in the Crocker Build- 
ing, Mr, Edward O. Burns being their agent, for the sale of Japanese manu- 
factured goods for the pe of underselling American products. Similar 
agencies are being established East and West now by representatives of Japa- 
nese houses. The agency here is now selling the best lor matches in 
tin-lined box, in box and case lots of 50 gross in a case, delivered to the mer- 
chant freight and duty paid, at 30cents per gross. He also sells doors, sashes, 
blinds, and all articles of woodenware, one , Stock, etc., of Japanese 
manufacture at from 30 to 50 per cent less than they can be manufactured 
for in this country, with ali freight and duty pass by the Japanese importers; 
also clocks, watches, Diayetes, boots, shoes, clothing, hats, caps, gloves, fan 
goods, and notions on similar terms. Their agents are buying cotton-mill 
machinery and shipping to Japan and wil! take our cotton from here to Japan 
and send it back manatacturel for less than it can possibly be manufactured 
in this country. They also take cargoes of Pacific Coast lumber, manufac- 
ture the same in Japan into woodenware, etc., and return same here manu- 
factured at 50 per cent less than our manufacturers’ wholesale prices. 

A meeting has been called in San Francisco for the Chamber of Commerce, 


| Board of Trade, and Manufacturers’ Association to memorialize Congress for 


' yelief. The ——- of the port of San 
eport, 


Francisco, in an interview with the 


editor of the s of ly increased importations of Japanese 


goods of all kinds. He alsonotesa c insilk goods. They were formerly 
all white, but are now colored to beat the coloring of France or America. 
. * . . * * 
WM. M. BUNKER, 
Editor Daily Report. 


This difference in the value of gold and silver caused by the 
exclusion of silver from the mints represents the difference of ex- 
change between gold-standard and and silver-standard countries, 
which is about 50 per cent. 

The producers of wheat and cotton first felt the injurious 
effects of this Asiatic competition and this divergence in ex- 
change. For a hundred an ounce of silver in the Asiatic 
countries has represen the value of a bushel of wheat, with 
very little fluctuation. Although this may appear phenomenal, 
the fact stands established beyond any question, and remains true 


The Asiatic capers his wheat to Liverpool, which brings him 
there an ounce of silver, as it did before the demonetization of si]- 
ver. He coins this silver at home into from $1.30 to $1.37, accord- 
ing to the ratio established in the particular country. 

ile our mints were open to the free coinage of silver our peo- 
ple could ship their wheat to Liverpool and receive an ounce of 
silver for each bushel of wheat and return home and have it coined 
into $1.29 of silver money; but since the closing of our mints he 
can not do this. 

The Asiatic can have his silver coined into money. The Ameri- 
can can not, but must suffer the difference in exchange; and while 
his competitor realizes $1.30 a bushel for his wheat the American 
realizes about one-half, or 60 cents, for his wheat when measured 
by the gold standard. 

The same is true of cotton or any other commodity that must 
meet this competition in the foreign markets. 

Before the demonetization of silver our pny to the mar- 
kets, our fertile lands, improved means of production, and the 
activity and skill of our poe made us masters of the open mar- 
kets; but not sonow. These conditions, operating as they do to 

ive their competitors a premium or bonus over the fruits of our 
arms, is building them up and pullingus down. Their countries 
are a scene of progress and enlarging agriculture. On every hand 
the cry is to enlarge the farms. Plant more wheat and more cot- 
ton. t the forests give way to our rising civilization, our grow- 
ing agriculture, and our expanding commerce; but with us it is 
different, sadly so. Amid the rich harvest fields of the South and 
West the cry is overproduction. Plant less wheat and less cotton. 
Reduce your acreage, and let your labor stand idle and beg em- 
ployment in the face of your wasting fields. 
his advice can be heard from farmer, pulpit stand, and press. 
While our much inferior neighbors are fast taking the markets of 
the world, while we are fighting at shadows, while our modern 
patriots are a parity of the metals, the ratio, the 50- 
cent dollar, etc., the Mongolian races are aenns victories over 
our commerce and over our factories that should alarm every 
patriot for the safety of our nation. 

These appalling conditions, Mr. Speaker, must be met; met 
— patriotically, and with courage, or the great Anglo- 

axon race must go down in the conflict, and our boasted Republic, 
the hope of the world, but the victim of British greed oe hate, 
must melt before the rising Oriental sun. 

For many years the pauper labor of Europe has alarmed our 
laboring people, but here are 1,000,000,000 people whose competi- 
tion, under the gold standard, will close our factories, reduce our 
laboring people to pauperism and want, and utterly annihilate our 
agriculture, and drive our commerce from all the seas. 

In the presence of these dangers, and surrounded by these con- 
ditions we should demand the restoration of silver and reestablish 
the parity of exchange between the nations of the world; rehabili- 
tate our factories and farms; reestablish the conditions of universal 
prosperty. [Applause. } 

Mr. Speaker, if I could to-day with mathematical certainty 
make known to this House and the country what twenty-three 
years of the gold standard has cost the people of this nation there 
would not be an advocate of that cruel system in this Capitol or 
at the other end of the avenue but whose knees would knock to- 
oo like Belshazzar’s when the hand appeared upon that fright- 

ul night and wrote upon the wall: 

Mene, mene, tekel, upharsin. Thou art weighed in the balances, and art 
found wanting. 

Sir, the broken fortunes, the wrecked homes, the crushed hopes, 
the shrieks of woe, the suicides, the army of tramps thrown upon 
the world by its cruel decree, make a picture that would appall 
the stoutest heart and make the vilest miscreant of earth hide his 
face in shame. 

But, Mr. S er, we need not dwell in conjecture or mere 
speculation. e have only to look at the operations of our Treas- 
ury under the rules and practices inaugurated by the Republican 
predecessors of Mr. Carlisle, which he so blindly followed, in 
open defiance to the doctrines of the Democratic party. 

By the written law of the land the greenbacks and Sherman 
notes are made redeemable in coin; but our distinguished Secre- 
tary prefers to travel the unlawful paths of his Republican pre- 
decessors, rather than give the gold gamblers and speculators an 
honest Democratic rebuke. ; 

This same scheme of rai the Treasury was attempted in Mr. 
Cleveland’s first Administration, when Daniel Manning was Sec- 
sony of the . Mr. Manning went to New York and 
called the gold raiders ther and gave them this plain Demo- 
cratic talk: 

GENTLEMEN: The is willing to furnish gold for any legitimate de- 
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first day, the second day you will be paid 20 per cent in silver, and the third | 
day 30 per cent, and so on until one-half is paid you in silver. ; 4 
gut,” exclaimed the astonished panier oe is in violation of the implied | 
ion that the Government will pay in gold.” 
oN os mistake about that, gentlemen,” replied Mr. Manning, “the | 
law says ‘coin,’ and the Treasury will exercise its undoubted prerogative.” 


That ended the gold raiding. The Government won the victory | 
just as soon as its Secretary showed that he had backbone. And 
it could win the same victory to-day. Manning’s way was Jack- 
son’s way. Jackson said: ‘‘{ take the responsibility,” and ordered 
the removal of the deposits from the United States Bank, telling 
the banking ring that if they wanted a panic they were at liberty 
to proceed. ; 

{f President Cleveland would only suggest to Mr. Carlisle the 
propriety of administering to these mercenaries a dose of Man- 
ning’s medicine, the Government would be saved from the humil- 
iating process of the ‘‘endless chain.” When statesmen took hold 
of one endof the chain, the thieves would release the other, and the 
credit, as well as the dignity of the Goverment, would be main- 

ined. 

‘The Treasury is amply able to take thiscourse. We have to-day 
more than $50,000,000 in silver bullion in the Treasury which be- 
longs to the Government; and we have, in addition to that, a cash 
balance of more than $170,000,000. 

But rather than take this course, Mr. Carlisle chooses to con- 
tinue to issue bonds for more gold, and parade the country, mak- 
ing speeches in defense of his Republican practices, trying to con- 
vince the commercial world that our money is not good, and that 
the public credit is in danger. If Mr. Carlisle was a merchant, 
and should make such speeches about his own business, he would 
be closed by attachment in ten minutes. 

This course is sought to be justified upon the ground that it is 
necessary to maintain the parity. They seek to maintain silver 
by refusing to extend to it the same privileges that gold enjoys as 
redemption money. They hold one up and strike the other down. 
They claim to be the friend of silver, and with remorseless hand 
plunge the dagger into its heart; and notwithstanding all this, the 
irredeemable silver dollar stands to-day at par, not by reason of 
this treatment, but in spite of it. 

Dr. Sagrado said of his patient: 

I poured hot water down his throat till he could paddle in it, and I bled him | 
oS was not a drop of blood in his body, and yet he came devilish near 

y 

We have many political Sagrados in this country of ours who 
use the same high degree of scientific learning in the treatment of 
our finance. 

We are a great, recuperative, and strong people, able to regain 
strength almost as fast as we are bled; but it would make glad 
every honest heart to see how the very desert places would bloom 
and blossom beneath the righteous sun of a beneficent Govern- 
ment that would maintain honest bimetallism in the interest of 
all our people. [Continued applause. ] 

The defenseless efforts being made to maintain the single gold 
standard in the very teeth of our statutes and in open violation 
of the plainest principles of our Government has, during the | 
— Administration, already cost us $262,000,000 in interest- | 

aring bonds, and the burden has only begun. 

In order to perpetuate and maintain the gold standard, the green- 
backs, amounting to $346,000,000, and the Sherman certificates or 
Treasury notes, amounting to $154,000,000, must also be redeemed | 
and canceled, and $500,000,000 more of interest-bearing bonds 
issued to accomplish that purpose, giving us in bonds $762,000,000. | 
And when these bonds shall have gone into the hands of the 
national banks the same war will be inaugurated against the sil- 
ver dollar and silver certificates that is now being waged against | 
the greenbacks and Sherman notes, and they, too, will be retired 
in order to protect the gold reserve, which will necessitate the 
issuance of $340,000,000 more bonds. This will give us a bonded 
indebtedness of $1,102,000,000, which will cost us, interest at 3 per 
cent, $33,060,000 annually. 

This, Mr. Speaker, is the cost the people must pay for the 
destruction of their own money. The place now occupied by this 
money will be filled by national-bank notes. The banks will fur- 
nish the people their money at 10 per cent interest, if they can put 
up the collateral. 

Let me recapitulate, and show what this change of our fiscal 
system will cost us in thirty years: 


Bonds already issued.._.....- Siindintedieaicamdsenetavecosavecse, QO08, 000,008 
Bonds to retire greenbacks and Sherman notes. -.......-..------- 500, 000, 000 
Bonds for retirement of silver dollars, etc................--.----- 340, 000, 000 


‘1 102, 000, 000 
Interest for thirty years at 3 per cent...............-------------- 991, 800, 000 


093, 800, 000 
Fay the people borrow of banks (low estimate) 500,000, 000 
Interest for thirty years at, say, 5 per cent..........--...---.---- 750, 000, 000 


ts 





ee oo  sceaaedacen 3, 343, 800, 000 
This is $300,000,000 more than the civil war cost the United 
States. Itis five times as much as all the gold in the United States. | 
It is almost three times as much as all the money of all kinds ir | 
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the United States. I[t is nearly as much as all the gold in the in- 
habited world. 

It would be far better for us, Mr. Speaker, if every dollar in 
gold in the United States were cast into the bottom of the deep 





| rather than place the chains of this bonded slavery upon the necks 


of our people. 

Well may I repeat the words of the once great Carlisle: ‘‘ The 
destruction of one-half of the money metal of the world would be 
more disastrous to the people than all the pestilences, wars, and 
famines that ever occurred in the history of the world.” 

And yet, Mr. Speaker, honorable gentlemen will stand within 
these walls and declare that they are the friends of silver, that 
they are bimetallists, and cast their votes against this bill. 

They may deceive themselves, Mr. Speaker, but they can no 
longer deceive an honest and confiding constituency. It may be 
the voice of Jacob, but it is the hand of Esau. : 

Double dealing will no longer be tolerated by the people. The 
Republican party has pretended in its platforms and before the 
country that it was in favor of silver as one of the standard mon- 
eys of the country, but when by its vote it shall defeat this bill 
it will give the lie to its pretensions and stand before the country 
in its true light as the party that demonetized silver, established 
the gold standard, the mother of national banks, and, with its 
hands still black with these crimes, is willing, in defiance of the 
wishes of the people, to defeat this beneficent measure and au- 
thorize the issuance of an unlimited amount of bonds. 

You are in absolute control of this House, but instead of giving 
relief you have decided todo nothing this session toward relieving 
the people. You choose to increase taxation and give an addi- 
tional power to issue bonds rather than give relief. 

Our people, Mr. Speaker, are a patient, patriotic people, but the 
point of their endurance has been reached, and you can already 
hear the mutterings of their discontent, and when you defeat this 
bill an outraged and indignant people will rescue the Government 
from your hands. The Democratic party, elected in 1892 by an 
unprecedented majority, was overwhelmed in defeat. Her stand- 
ard bearer, Mr. Cleveland, turned his back upon the cardinal prin- 
ciples of the party and espoused the Sherman idea of finance, 
divided his party, disappointed the hopes of our people, and con- 
verted triumphant victory into ignominious defeat, and the same 
ignominious defeat awaits you in 1896. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. } 

The majority of the American people are Democrats; and while 
they are loyal to their party, they are also loyal to its fundamental 
principles. When their trusted leaders deceive them, it must be 
expected that they will administer just such a rebuke as the party 


, received in 1894. 


But, Mr. Speaker, this does not indicate the putrefaction or 
decay of the party. It only shows that the party possesses the 
elements topurifyitself. Let the rank and file of the ‘* unwashed” 
Democracy become aroused, and they will take charge of their 
party machinery and impress upon its candidates and platforms 
their patriotic convictions. 

The Democratic party will live as long as constitutional gov- 
ernment is maintained; and I believe the perpetuity of our insti- 
tutions, personal liberty, home rule, just taxation, and the hopes 
of our industrial people depend upon the destiny of that party. 

No surer means for the defeat of free coinage can be adopted 
than to induce a part of its number todraw awayfromit. Divide 
its forces upon the advocacy of bimetallism to warring factions 
under the names of new parties, and you make victory an easy 
task for the enemies of the money of the Constitution. 

The great body of the Democratic party is for free coinage of 
gold and silver, and her great heart beats in sympathy with the 
struggling masses of the world. Let her brave and patriotic sons 
gather hope and courage, and as one man take charge of her con- 
ventions, nominate her candidates, write her platforms, and vic 
tory is at hand. Rescue her flag, consecrated by a thousand 
victories and made glorious by seventy years of government ad 
ministered in the interest of all our people, from the hands of those 
who have defiled it, and place it in the hands of a man in touch 
with the cardinal principles of the party, and victory is ours. 

I can hear her battle songs of liberty. I can see the long col- 
umuns of her soldiers, made up from farm and shop, as they charge 
upon a retreating foe. I can see stock jobbers, gold gamblers, 
and protected plutocrats flying in utter confusion before the tramp 
of her invincible hosts. 

We can do this; it is our duty todo it. We owe it to ourselves, 
our children, and our country. I urge this course upon my coun- 
trymen, believing that it is the only sure road to victory. |Re- 
newed applause. | 

The iipvine is a copy of the bond bill as it passed the Repub- 
lican House: 

An act to maintain and protect the coin redemption fund, and to authorize 


the issue of certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of 

revenue. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That in addition to the authority given to 
the Secretary of the Treasury by the act approved January 14, 1875, entitled 
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“An act to provide for the resumption of specie nts,"’ he is authorized 
from time to time, at his discretion, to issue, sell, and d of, at not less 
than par in coin, coupon or registered bonds of the United States, 
amount sufficient for the object stated in this section, 
8 per cent interest per annum, ble semiannually, and 

re of the United States, fn coin, after five years from their date, and 
payable in fifteen years after their date, with like qualities, iy ‘ and 
exemptions provided in said act for the bonds therein autho 5 ,- the 
Recretary of the Sveneeny shall use the proceeds thereof for the redemption 
of United States legal-tender notes, and for no other pete: Provided, That 
nothing im this shall be construed to repeal or modify an act ap 
May 31, 1878, entitled “An act to forbid the further retirement of 
States jegal-‘tender notes.” Whenever the Secretary 
offer any of the bonds authorized for sale by this act or by the resumption 


act of 1875 he shall advertise the same and authorize subscriptions therefor to | 


be made at the Treasury Department and at the subtreasuriesand designated 
depositories of the United States. 
Suc. 2. That to provide for an 

may heren{ter occur, the Secretary 
his discretion, to issue certificates of indebtedness of the United States to an 
amount not exceeding $50,000,000, payable in three years after their date to 
the bearer in lawful money of the United States, of the denomination of $20, 
or multiples thereof, with annual coupons for interest at_the rate of 3 per 
cent per annum, and to sell a of the same for not less than an equal 
amount of lawful money of the United States at the epee y Soe a 
and at the subtreasuries and designated depositories of the United States 
and at such post-offices as he may select. And such certificates shall have 
the like qualities, privileges,and exemptions provided in said resumption act 
for the bonds therein authorized. And — thereof shall be use 
tor the purpose prescribed in this section, for no other. 


The following is a copy of the above bill as amended by the 
Senate: 


That from and after the of this act the mints of the United States 
shall be n to the coinage of silver, and there shall be coined dollars of the 
weight of 4124 grains troy, of standard silver, nine-tenths fine, as provided by 
the act of January 18, 1857, and upon the same terms and su to the limi- 
tations and prov of law regulating the coinage and 1 -tender quality 
of gold; and whenever tke said coins herein ed for be received into 
the Treasury, certificates may be issued or in the manner now pro- 


vided by law. 
oe That the Secretary of the shall coin into standard silver 
@oliars, as soon as practicable, according to visions of section 1 of this 
act, from the silver ballion purchased under au y of the act of July 14, 
= entitled “An act directing the hase of A bp ane the a 
reasury notes purposes,” ae said silver 
bullion represents onupiocnge se profit to the t, to wit, 
the difference between the cost of the silver under said act and its 
coinage value, and said silver dollars so coin ee Se ane 5S So paramere of 
the current expenzes of the Government; and for the of ng the 
said seigniorage immediately available for use as money, the Secretary of the 
ear. hereby au and directed to issue silver certificates against 
meee t was already coined and in the Treasury. 


Ho. 8. That no nat l-bank note of a denomina- 


be hereafter issued 
tion less than $10, and all notes of such banks now outstanding of denom 


tions less than that 


° ry shall 

under the a of the act of July 14, 1890, when ae 
tion, in standard silver or in gold coin, using for redemption of cad 
notes either gold or silver coins, or both, not at the option of the holder but 
exclusively a eS een ee 
monly called ** ks,” when so shall be reissued as provided 
by the act of 31, 1878. 

Kegpem tee ie I support the amendment of the Senate, and 
upon this issue I appeal to the country. 

io TINNEY Mr Speaker Thad not intended to anythi 

‘ : i . say ing 

we ee Spake I will subeatt Roonaan b- 
rec r, su my e su 
stitute that been t from the Senate to the I ee 
much prefer, Mr. Speaker, the substitute to the House bill. I will 


legal upon 
= the ean oa bg a 
q regarded as a pretty good authority n in 
the United States, but throughout the world. . 
Now, sir, according to the Soh ie Oenaboee nm our 
colanage lanve tay the powers duah be tn tus Gedted this defi- 
tion of coinage has 
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Frpruary 5, 


my best ju t is that it is safer to limit the coinage of silver 
to the American uct. All the American product should be 
coined into legal-tender coins. This is absolutely necessary to 
provide an adequate redemption fund. The Chief Executive of 
the United States has informed this Congress in his first message 
at this session— 

That the Treasury notes issued in payment of silver purchased under t 
law of 1890 were ay treated as gold obligations, at the option of tne 
holder. These notes on the lst day of November, 1893, when the law compelling 
the monthly purchase of silver was repealed, amounted to more than $155.- 
000,000. The notes of this description now outstanding, added to the United 
States notes still undiminished by redemption or cancellation, constitute a 
volume of gold obligations amounting to nearly $500,000,000. These obliga- 
tions are the instruments which, ever since we have had agold reserve, have 
been used to deplete it. 

_It thus appears, Mr. Speaker, that the basis upon which our 
financial system now rests is too narrow. Sixty-five million dol- 
lars, which is about the amount of the gold reserve, is insufticient 
to meet the ever-present demand of $500,000,000, which, as fast 
as they are paid, are at once reissued. Hence the President's re- 
markable utterance that— 

This redemption does not redeem, and this payment is without acquittance. 


This condition is like a cone on its apex. The stupendous voi- 
ume of money necessary to our national prosperity must have a 
broader basis than $100,000,000 to rest upon. The coinage of the 
American product of silver into legal-tender coins will supply 
this great want and render wholly unnecessary any further issue 
of Government bonds. 

Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, the coinage of metals, so far as the 
United States is concerned, should be confined closely to the two 

eat metals that have heretofore existed and which have hereto- 
fore been considered as the best representatives of money—I mean 
hard money, to wit, gold and silver. In the past ages of the 
world both gold and silver have been nized as money. I 
recollect calling upon one of the ablest divines I ever knew, the 
Rev. Mr. Tidball, an old blue-stocking Presbyterian, who had 
given forty years of a noble life to the study of theology, and [ 
asked him to collect for me, if he could, from the Holy Scriptures, 
and to give me from revealed truth, the various texts touching 
this question of silver, and that grand old servant of the Almighty 

ted me, I believe, with sixty-nine references, and gave me 
this information, that in those sixty-nine references, drawn from 
revealed truth, from a source that could never err, in every one 
<= them silver was recognized as the current money of the mer- 
chants. 

In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, I believe if you will examine 
the books you will find that the gold talent and the silver talent 
bore about the relation of 16 to 1. I believe, furthermore, that if 
scholars will examine the question they will find that the old 
shekel, the silver shekel and the gold shekel, bore about the same 
relation of 16 to 1, showing thataccording to the edict and decree of 
the God of the universe this ratio of 16 to 1 was established long 
a the distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy| 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to notice one or two of the objec- 
tions that are made against the coinage of silver. It has been 
asserted upon this floor, and it will be asserted whenever a speech 
of any length is made by those who oppose silver coinage, that the 
friends of silver are actuated by some personal interest. I heard 
the t made the other day in the Senate by ~— and dig- 
nified tors that the free coinage of silver would only result in 
benefiting the owners of silver ore, the owners of the lands in 
which siiver is found, and thus inure to the benefit of a class and 
not of the masses. I deny that. Let us see if it can be proven. 
Who are the owners of the silver in the United States? You do 
not know to-night, Mr. Speaker, but what you own the richest 
mine there is in this country. 

No man upon this floor, no man that ever has been upon this 
floor, can tell but what the very ground on which this Capitol 
stands is rich with an inexhaustible store of the white metal. No 
living mortal knows but what the immense blocks of stone out of 
which this great building is made will be torn down by the hand 
of the miner in less than fifty years from this time in search of 
silver. Prior to 1861 it was supposed that we had no silver in the 
United States. Since that time it has been ascertained that God 
Almighty has blessed us with more silver than all the other coun- 
tries in the world Prior to 1861 we had to resort to for- 
a to supply our wants, principally the Spanish milled 

. But after 1861, and ially after the seventies, when it 
was ascertained thatthe greatest natural gift that God had blessed 
us with was silver, we turned our backs oo it and so, in a busi- 
ness — committed business suicide, if such an expression is 


But I take the tion, Mr. a that so far as anyone 
now can know, 80 far as it is possible for human intelligence to 
, the argument is a sound one that silver and the silver 

interest are more uni diffused throughout this country 
than the timber interest, than the water-power interest, than the 
stone-quarry interest, than the iron interest, than almost any inter- 
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est you can of. Why, sir, a few years ago it was supposed 
that we had no silver in the Piedmont region of country where I 
live, but it turned out but a few months ago that an enterprising 
fellow-citizen from the great State of New York travelec down 
through that country and while passing over the mountain known 
as Grandfather Mountain—a great mountain that has been lying 
there in the shape of a grandfather on his back from the begin- 
ning of time down to the present without having been approached 
by anybody amcene perhaps, for the purpose of herding cattle 
upon it—that old New Yorker, passing through the laurels there, 
discovered some evidences of silver, and a man went to work 
upon it, and to-day that is regarded by some of the best business 
men of our country as the finest property in the district that I 
have the honor to represent. = . 

In all probability there is within that mountain, deep down, 
placed there by the hands of Omnipotence, a silver interest greater 
in value than all the rest of the property in the district. Is it not, 
then, a suicidal policy for the people of the United States at this 
time, when they are just beginning to learn that the greatest gift 
that has been bestowed upon them by God is silver, to turn their 
backs upon it, especially when, as I remarked a while ago, before 
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the sixties, and back in the Revolutionary time, we had to resort | 
to foreign silver, to the Spanish milled dollar, even, to save this 


great and glorious country of ours? And it is respectfully sub- 


mitted that we can only protect this great interest by its coin- | 


age; for that was the purpose of its creation. 

At this point an idea strikes me, drawn from our country’s his- 
tory. 
Stare of Pennsylvania. It was without a charter. Its stock was 
all paid in the Spanish milled dollar. How did it happen to be 
organized? It was without a charter. It was organized upon a 
report that the Army was about to mutiny and disband because 
of the impossibility of getting provisions. Those grand old Penn- 
sylvanians made a donation of 3,000,000,000 of rations and 300 
hogsheads of rum for the Army. But those supplies could not be 
transported. So this bank was organized, and every dollar of its 
subscription was paid in the white metal, the Spanish milled dol- 
lar. And by these means those 3,000,000,000 of rations and 300 
hogsheads of rum made their way to Washington's army, and thus 
in all probability that army succeeded by reason of the employ- 
ment of the Spanish milled dollar in the organization of the first 
bank that was ever organized in these United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I deny that the friends of silver or even the own- 
ers of the silver mines are reasonably or justly liable to the charge 
of being actuated by unpatriotic motives. Let me see about that. 
Sup it were proved beyond controversy that there was not a 
single ounce of silver east of the Rocky Mountains, but every par- 
ticle of it lay west of the Rockies. Even then it is a godsend to 
this country that it exists there in the abundance that it does. 
Why do I say that? In the first place, there is territory enough 
west of the Rocky Mountains for almost every citizen of New 
York, Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, and Maine, where I believe 
they hate silver, or rather I will say pg es oo it—there is ter- 
ritory enough there for every one yet to become an owner of real 
estate and thereby obtain an opportunity to become the owner of 
the white metal. But suppose they did not do that. Still the 
existence of the metal there asa part of our national wealth, though 
undeveloped, opens up hundreds of thousands of avenues of hope 
to the young, to the active, to the poor of this country, who would 
otherwise find these avenues of hope closed. 

Sir, let me give a practical illustration. A few years ago there 
was a poor fellow in my part of the country, a plowman, work- 
ing, I am told, for 35 cents a day. The idea struck him that pos- 
sibly he could better his condition by going out to the ‘ woolly 
West” andhuntfor silver. Seated upon a mule, he passed through 
a portion of the wilderness country in the State of Montana. By 
accident he discovered some silver. He went to work and real- 
ized from that enterprise a large sum of money, $50,000 I have 
been informed, at the start. That poor. plowman came home 
after organizing a company; he returned to the very neighbor- 
hood where he had worked for 35 cents a day as a plowman; he 
az broad acres in the beautiful valley of the Yadkin, and 

» now has under his employment a large number of hands. He 
stimulated several other industrial enterprises in that neighbor- 
hood; and thus Montana’s silver has blessed the plowmen of North 
Car Here is an instance where an humble plowman availed 
himself of those natural resources away across the Rocky 
Mountains and is to-day a public benefactor to the section in 
which he originally resided. , Mr. Chairman, I take the position 
that we are all interested in this silver question, and the argu- 
ment that only the owners of the discovered mines are benefited 
is without force. 

_But sa it should turn out presently that great mines of 
silver d be found in the State of Maine or New York, how 
long would it be before those two States would make a complete 
somersault upon the silver question? They would not be able to 
their ground quickly enough. 


| can civil war be prevented? 


The first bank organized in the United States was in the | 
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Mr. Speaker, I recollect reading once in an old book a com- 





ment upon logic. One of the old philosophers said, “If you will 
give me Aristotle's system of logic, 1 will force my enemy toa 
conclusion; give me the syllogism and that isall I ask.” Another 
old philosopher replies, *‘ If you will give me the Socratic system 
of interrogatory, I will ran my adversary into acorner.” Another 
old philosopher, standing by, said, ‘* My brethren, if you will give 
me a little ready cash, I will always gain my point: I will always 
drive my adversary to a conclusion, because,” said he, ‘a little 
ready cash is a wonderful clearer of the intellect.” 

So, I say, if it should turn out that silver should be found in 
large quantities in the East, in the State of New York, the State 
of Maine, the State of Massachusetts, the State of North Carolina, 
or South Carolina, to the same extent that it exists in Nevada, 


what would be the result? Why. we of the East would be just as 
anxious to have the white metal recognized in the legislation of 
the country as the gentlemen who represent the States of the 


Pacific Coast. 


Mr. Speaker, I plead for the plowmen of the Republic. They 
constitute the great conservative, productive force of this Republic 
whose interest we can not ignore. Possibly 90 per cent of that 
class of our people would be benefited by the enlarged usé of sil- 


ver as money. It is recorded in the Wisdom of the Ancients, 
that in the reign of Henry VIII the question was presented to the 
minds of the best leaders of thought of the British Empire, ‘*‘ How 
What remedy can be applied 

that greatest national disorder, civil war?” The only remedy that 
then appeared satisfactory was this: Let the British Empire so 


govern its subjects that the greatest possible number of plowmen 
shall be the owners of their own plows. Let all the American 
products of silver be coined into legal-tender coins, and the plow- 


men of the land, the toiling masses, will have new lines of hope 
opened up to them. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

And then, on motion of Mr. Smmpxrins (at 10 o’clock and 35 min- 


| utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commau- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Attorney-General, with accom- 
panying papers, recommending an increase of the salary of the 
warden of the United States jail, District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a letter of the Attorney-General submitting for an appropriation 
the account of C. R. Evans for legal services—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Attorney-General relating to 
the reimbursement of Capt. John R. Bullis, Twenty-fourth Inian- 
try, United States Army—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to 
which was referred the resolution of the House (No. 40) calling 
on the Secretary of War for information, cost, and estimate of 
making surveys of certain outlets on the Great Lakes, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 254); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SPERRY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5473) 
concerning delivery of letters in towns, villages, and other places 
where no free delivery exists, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 255); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 4585) to regulate passen- 
ger rates on railroads in the Indian Territory, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 257); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FISCHER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2912) granting to the 
Atchison and Nebraska Railroad Company and the Chicago, Bur- 
lington and Quincy Railroad Company, its lessee in perpetuity, the 
right of way over a part of the Sac and Fox and Iowa Indian Res- 
ervation, in the States of Kansas and Nebraska, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 258); which said 
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bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2921) to repeal 
section 6 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to define the duties of pension 
agents, to prescribe the manner of paying pensions, and for other 
purposes,” approved July 8, 1870,and now being section 4784, Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 259); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4566) to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter, re- 

rted the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
360); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4785) 
to incorporate the National University, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 261); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2654) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to punish false swearing before 
trial boards of the Metropolitan police force and fire department 
of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved 
May 11, 1892, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 262); whichsaid bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bill (H.R. 
8216) granting an increase of pension to James Hurley, reported 
the same without amendment (Report No. 263); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

“) the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
Ows: 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 5550) for torpedo boats and torpedo- 
boat destroyers—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5551) to amend sections 4520, 4522, 4526, 4530, 
4564, 4566, 4568, 4572, and 4612 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to the employment, care, discharge, and payment 
of seamen employed on merchant vessels—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fishieries. 

By Mr. ROYSE: A bill (H. R.5552) to provide for the allot- 
ment of lands to Indians without ay their tribal relations 
and to authorize the leasing of Indian in certain cases—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 5553) to exempt the wages and 

roperty of persons engaged in interstate commerce from execu- 
on, attachment, garnishment, distress, or other legal process in 

ein cases, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 5554) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate condemned cannon to Ben H. Porter Post, No. 
164, Department of New York, Grand Army of the Republic—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H.R. 5555) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to organize national naval volunteers in all 
States bordering upon the Great Lakes—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. : 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 5556) to amend sections 4582, 4588, and 
4600 of the United States Revised Statutes—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5557) to amend sections 4556, 4557, 4558, and 
4559 of the Revised Statutes, sone $e the inspection, equipment, 
and repair of merchant vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R.5558) to amend sections 4590 and 4597 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to offenses com- 
mitted by seamen employed on merchant vessels, and providing 
— for such offenses—to the Committee on the Merchant 

arine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5559) to permit the location 
of mining claims in the Cascade Forest Reserve, in Oregon, and to 

_ roadways over the same—to the Committee on the Public 


By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 5560) to regulate the transmission 
of certain free matter through the mails—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post- 
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By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 5561) to extend the civil service 
to the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

7 Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H.R. 5562) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to recognize the organizations of the Sons of Veterans as 
part of the military reserve of the United States—to the Committee 
on my | Affairs. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H.R. 5563) to amend an act entitled 
**An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United 
States "—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H.R. 5564) authorizing the Ar- 
kansas Northwestern Railway Company to construct and operate 
a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. COOKE of Illinois (by request): A bill (H.R.5565 to 
amend sections 713 and 714 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H.R. 5567) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Navy to donate 1 condemned cannon and 15 cannon balls 
to McDowell Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Enid, Okla.— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5568) to amend an act entitled “An act to 

rovide for the appointment of additional judges of the United 
States court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes ”"—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5569) prescribing the punishment for injuries 
to property in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 5681) to authorize the con- 
struction of a life-saving station at the extreme end of Mononomoy 
Point (Chatham), Massachusetts—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A resolution (House Res. No. 157) for 
the recognition of the Cubans as belligerents—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 5419) granting an increase of pension to George 
Roney—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 5226) to es increased pension to Gen. James 
C. Parrott—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 4410) to increase the pension of Elise Blenker 
from thirty to fifty dollars—Committee on Pensions dicharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 606) for the relief of Mary Chambers, widow of 
Thomas Chambers—Committee on War Claims discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Memorial of the city council of Hoquiam, Wash., favoring leg- 
islation on the Nicaragua Canal—Committee on Foreign Affairs 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

lution of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce urging 

—- of Nicaragua Canal bill—Committee on Foreign Affairs 

ischarged, and referred to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 5570) for the relief of Samuel 
Cloyd, of Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.5571) for the relief of Robert Stone, of Ten- 
nessee—to the Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5572) granting a pension to Susan Fields, 
widow of Jason Fields—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H.R.5573) for the relief of 
Robert A. Russell—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 5574) granting a pension to Hans 
Castor, of Newport, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 5575) for the relief of Daniel C. 
—— of Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. —, for relief of Hugh J. Brady—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. : : 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H.R.5577) granting a pension to 
Vinson M. Woodrome—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. ~~ to remove the charge of desertion from 
eo of Stephen Williams—to the Committee on Military 
I, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5579) for the relief of John McCain—to the 
i on Military Affairs. 
Coniso, a bill (H.R. 5580) r—_ a pension to Archibald Hun- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. COLSON: A bill (H.R. 5581) for the benefit of the ad- 
ministrator of E. B. Treadway, deceased, late of Owsley County, 
Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. — 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 5582) granting pension to certain battalions 
of Kentucky State Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 





hie a bill (H. R. 5583) for the relief of Tyni B. Turpin—to the 
ittee on Claims. 

bs ny CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H.R. 5584) for the relief 

of Sarah E. B. Smith—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOKE of Illinois (by request): A bill (H. R. 5585) for 
the relief of William L. Orr—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5586) to place the 
name of Mary J. Smith on the pension roll—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. , , ; 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5587) to grant a 
pension to Frederick Higgins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ions. 
? By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5588) to pay Eugene 
Hagan, of Topeka, Kans., the sum of $4,000—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5589) to pay David Overmyer, of Topeka, 
Kans., the sum of $2,733—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 5590) for relief of Mrs. Mary 
E. V. Jones, widow of Col. James A. Jones, Twenty-fifth Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 5591) for the relief of the trus- | 
tees of the German Evangelical Church of Martinsburg, W. Va.— | 


to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5592) for the relief of the trustees of the | 


Methodist Episcopal Church of Martinsburg, W. Va.—tothe Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5598) for the relief of the trustees of St. 
Joseph’s Catholic Church, at Martinsburg, W. Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5594) for the relief of the trustees of Trinity | 


Episcopal Church of Martinsburg, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 5595) for the relief of Stewart 
J. Donnelly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 5596) for the relief of E. F. Korns, 
late postmaster at Phillipsburg, Kans.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. FOOTE: A bill (H. R. 5597) for the relief of Charles 
Deal—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5598) to increase the pension of Frances O. 
Robertson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H.R.5599) for the relief of Alonzo 
Platt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5600) to increase the pension of Enoch Weath- 
ers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5601) granting a pension of $100 per month to 
Mary Stuart Lasselle, widow of Brig. Gen. William P. Lasselle— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HART: A bill (H.R. 5602) to pension Flavius J. Wil- 
liams at $50 or month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5603) to correct the military record of John 
Mullarkey and grant him an honorable discharge—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HANLY: A bill (H.R.5604) to correct the military 
record of Robert H. Pyke—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5605) to correct the military record of Micajah 
Powell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 5606) for the relief of Morton A. 
Pratt—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 5607) for the allowance of cer- 

tain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United States 
Treasury Department—to the Committee on War Claims. 
_ By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 5608) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel Cousens, late of Company K, 
Thirty-second Regiment Massachusetts Infantry Volun\teers—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5609) granting an honorable discharge to 
Albert Lockee, alias Shipley—-to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 5610) for the relief of 
George T. Stevens, assistant surgeon Seventy-seventh New York 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 561i) for the relief of the 
estate of Phillip W. Engs, deceased, late of New York City, N. Y., 
and Enoch Marshall, of Fauquier County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 
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By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 5612) granting a pension to 
Nathan Mitchell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 5613) for the relief of E. H. Mur- 
rell—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5614) for the relief of Arthur Connell—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 5615) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Nathaniel and William Offutt, late of the parish 
of St. Martin, La., deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 5616) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James McCue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5617) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.5618) granting a pension to James Bell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R.5619) granting a pension 
to Mary Bemus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H.R.5620) to pension George E. 
Reid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 5621) for the relief of 
Maria 8. Poe, and to have her name put on pension roll—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 5622) conferring jurisdiction on 
the Court of Claims to rehear and render judgment in the case of 
William Donnely and Patrick Egan—tothe Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 5623) increasing the pension 
of W. W. Ferguson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5624) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Stoner, of 
Montgomery County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5625) to increase the pension of Lucinda 
Stamper, of Lee County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also,’a bill (H. R. 5626) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Henry Maddox and grant him an honorable dis- 
charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5627) for the relief of Matilda Tutt 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 5628) for the relief of Thomas 
Fletcher Foley, alias Thomas Fletcher—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 5629) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Needbum Bullard, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 5630) to increase the pension of 
A. D. Manion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H.R. 5632) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Diana Clark, widow of Capt. Charles Clark, of Company B, 
Thirtieth Iowa Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to the 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Robert J. Linton and 76 other 
citizens, of Bellevernon, Fayette County, Pa., praying for the free 
navigation of the Monongahela River—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Robert A. russell, to ac- 
company House bill for relief—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York (by request): Petition of Mrs. 
William Simmonds and others, praying against the sale of beer to 
immigrants landing at Ellis Island—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

Also (by request), petition of Ellen Kinsey and others, praying 
against the oak of beer at Bedloes Island and Fort Wadsworth, on 
Staten Island—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BELKNAP: Memorial disapproving the bridging of the 
Detroit River, adopted by the directors of the Board of Trade of 
Chicago, I1l.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CANNON: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Chi- 
eago, Ill., protesting against bridging the Detroit River—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of 153 citizens of Coraopolis, Alle- 
gheny County, Pa., praying for a free Monongahela River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of L. O. Okey and other citizens 
of Graysville, Ohio, praying for the passage of the service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Frances E. Willard and others, 
protesting against Senate bill No. 1035, to establish a bureau of 
military education, etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of George W. Wood, relating to the retirement 
of greenbacks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. EDDY: Resolutions passed ata mass of the citi- 
zens of Minneapolis, Minn., protesting against the ou com- 
om upon the Armenians—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

By Mr. ".LLIOTT of South Carolina: Petition of Boyd, Brown 
& Brunson and other citizens of Florence County, 8. C., in favor 
of placing the Winyah Bay bar improvement under the 
qeuponems contract system—to the Committee on Rivers and 


Har : 

By Mr. FLYNN: Petition of W. B. Poole and 200 others, of No- 
ble County, Okla., praying for the passage of the free-home bill— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr, GROW: Petition of Union ex-Prisoners of War Asso- 
ciation of Altoona, Blair County, Pa., in favor of the service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of Hezekiah Moore and other ex- 
soldiers and ex-sailors of the Union Army and Navy during the 
rebellion, requesting the of apension bill granting a pen- 
sion of $8 to each man who served not less than ninety days—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of Emma 8. Jones and other mem- 
bers of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Busti, 
Chautauqua County, N. Y., urging the prohibition of the sale of 
beer and spirituous liquors at Bedlloes Island and Fort Wads- 
worth, on Staten Island, and at Ellis Island—to the Committee 
en Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of the citizens of Port- 
ville, N. Y., relative to atrocities trated upon the Armenians— 
to the Committee on Pons 8. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions 
of Forestville, Limestone, Nile, and Dunkirk, N. Y., against the 
sale of liquors at Bedloes Island and Fort Wadsworth and at 


Ellis Island—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Whitman Agricultural Company and 
others, of St. Louis, Mo., ur the passage of House bill No. 
2779, for the improvement of the Mississippi River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of F. L. Coats and others, of Richburg, N. Y., 
against Sunday-observance bill (H. R. 167)—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Two petitions of citizens of 
Sacramento and Oak Park, Cal., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 58, restricting immigration, introduced by Hon. WILLIAM 
4 Stonz—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

on. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of George N. Morgan Post, No. 4, 
Minneapolis Minn., for the of House bill No. 306—to the 
Committee on Invalid P : 

By Mr. LACEY: Two petitions of William H. Ryan and 36 
others, Josiah Thornton and 18 others, all of the county of Noble, 
eanene free homes in Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Pub- 

ic Lands. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolution of the New York Mercantile Ex- 
change, praying for the of a pending bill regulating the 
manufacture and sale of an article known as ‘‘filled cheese "— 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: Petition of 64 ex-Union soldiers 
and inmates of Waupaca Soldiers’ Home, asking for graded serv- 
ice pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of members of Company E, Fourth 
Regiment Iowa National Guard, in behalf of House bill No. 2294 
for the organizing and Soiree of the militia of the severa 
States—to the Committee on the Militia. = 

By Mr. PRICE: Papers to accompany a bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Nathaniel and William Offutt, deceased, 
late of the parish of St. Martin, La.—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Binghamton, N. Y., in behalf of the Sunday-rest law 
fon the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 

umbia, 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of Thomas G. Brown 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Chaplin, Conn., favorin 
@ service-pension law and a um rate for widow’s pension 0: 


$12 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
so, papers relating to removai of the charge of desertion in 
* case of George A. Daniels—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: Petition of George Eldridge, C. A. Free- 
man, George W. Bloomer, W. L. Nickerson, and others; also of 
yy SE 

; wnhers an an - 

ing vessels, for 4 establishment of a life-saving station at the 

e southwestern t of Mononomoy Beach, Chatham, 

Mass.—to the Commi on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 
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By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: Petition of a large number 

of residents of the counties of Passaic and Morris, N. ~ , for more 

stringent regulations with reference to immigration, and for the 
assage of the Stone bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
aturalization. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Petition of 100 citizens of 
Ashland, Wis., asking for legislation to secure a better grade of 
renee fe the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

on. 

By Mr. STRONG: Petition of George E. Reid, for the passage 
of a bill granting him a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. CHARLES W.STONE: Resolutions of the Philadelphia 
Association of Union ex-Prisoners of War, in favor of House bill 
No..306—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
W. D. McLean, alias Donald McLean—to the Committee on Mili- 
-~ Affairs. 

y Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Henrietta M. Freeman, 
Sarah E. Tiffany, and others, to forbid the sale of intoxicating 
a a at certain places—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 


Cc. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of V. R. Harris and others, 
of Erin, Tenn., favoring the passage of the bill for the relief of 
book agents of the Methodist Publishing House, Nashville, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of Robert M. Woods and others, 
asking that protection be secured to American citizens on Turkish 
soil—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. - 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, February 6, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrizury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT announced his signature to the follow- 
ing enrolled bills and joint resolution, which had previously 
received the signature of the Speaker of the House of Representa- 


tives: 

A bill (5.708) to amend section 4 of an act to provide for the 
adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads, and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1547) to extend the jurisdiction of the United States 
circuit court of appeals, eighth circuit, over certain suits now 

nding therein on a and writ of error from the United 

tates court in the Indian Territory; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 23) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to use a portion of the appropriation for new iron roof for 
foundry at navy-yard, Washington, D. C., in the act entitled ‘An 
act making a oo for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes,” for repairs to the 
walls of said foundry. 

SENATOR FROM OHIO. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present the credentials of Joseph Benson 
Foraker, elected a Senator to represent the State of Ohio for the 
term commencing the 4th of March, 1897. I ask that the creden- 
tials be read, printed in the RecorD, and placed upon the files of 
the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


THE STATE OF On10, Executive DEPARTMENT, 
Columbus, Ohio, January 16, 1896. 


To the President of the Senate of the United States: 

I, Asa 8. Bushnell, governor of the State of Ohio, do hereby certify that at 
the time and in the manner d ted in the certificate hereto attached, 
J h Benson Foraker was duly elected to the office of Senator to represent 
the State of Ohio in the Congress of the United States for the constitutional 
term of six years, ing on the 4th day of March, A. D. 1897. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto subscribed my name and caused the 

+ seal of the State to be affixed at Columbus, the ltth day of January, in 

e year of our Lord 1896, and in the one hundred and twentieth year of the 
Independence of the United States of America. 

[SEAL. ] ASA 8S. BUSHNELL. 

By the governor: 

SAMUEL M. TAYLOR, Secretary of State. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iaskthat the accompanying paper be printed 
in the REcorb. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 
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1896. 


The accompanying paper is as follows: 
THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF OHIO, 
Columbus, Ohio, January 15, 1896. 


: Itis here ed that the senate and house of representatives of 
ltt: Jee bereny eer te State of Ohio did,in each house on the 14th day 
of January A. D. 1898, that being the second Tuesday after the meeting and 
organization thereof, openly, by a viva voce vote of each member present, 
name a person for Senator to represent the State of Ohio in the Congress of 
the United States for the constitutional term of six years, commencing on the 
4th day of March, A. D. 1897; that Joseph Benson Foraker received a majority 
of the whole number of votes so cast in the senate, and that the same was 
entered on its journal by the clerk thereof, and that said Joseph Benson 
Foraker also received a majority of the whole number of votes so cast in the 
house of representatives, and that the same was so entered on its journal 
by the clerk thereof; that at 12 o'clock meridian, of the day following, to wit 
the 15th day of January, A. D. 1896, the members of the two houses convened 
in joint assembly in the hall of the house of representatives of said general 
assembly, whereat was read that portion of the journal of each of said houses, 
of the preceding day, relating to and showing the result of said vote. 

Whereupon, it appearing from the journals of the senate and house of 
representatives, respectively, that Joseph Benson Foraker had received a 
majority of the votes in each house, the president of the joint assembly de 
clared that said Joseph Benson Foraker, having received a majority of all 
the votes cast in said senate and in said house of representatives, was duly 
elected to the office of Senator in the Congress of the United States from the 
State of Ohio for the constitutional term of six years, commencing on the 


| A. D. 1897. 
éth day of March, A. ; ASAHEL W. JONES, 
President of the Senate. 


DAVID L. SLEEPER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 





Attest: 
A. ©. CAINE, 
Clerk of the Senate. 
JoHN R. MALLOY, ; 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


To his excellency Asa S. BUSHNELL, Governor of Ohio, 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I presenta petition of the Whatcom Board of 
Trade, of New Whatcom, Wash., in behalf of the bill introduced 
by me to provide for fortifications and other seacoast defenses. 
In the course of the statements of the petition it is set forth that 
there are fortifications in British Columbia in the immediate 
vicinity of the city from which this petition proceeds. _ It is repre- 
sented that the city of Vancouver is fortified, also the cities of 
Victoria and Esquimalt, British Columbia, and that though 
placed in such a perilous position near the frontier there is not a 
single fortification on the coast of the State of Washington, nora 
gun or man to defend it. The petitioners represent that the in- 
terests involved are very great, many populous cities line the 
shores of Puget Sound, that the interests of 200,000 people and a 
foreign commerce, excelled only by the ports of New York and 
San Francisco, are at stake, and that our national interests in that 
region require fortifications. I shall not comment at length upon 
it. The petitionisa very earnest one, andis wellexpressed. It is 
signed by the members of the board of trade, the city council, 
and numerous other citizens. I move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Ialso present a petition signed by many citizens 
of the State of Washington, including the governor, judges on the 
bench, and prominent lawyers of the State, in favor of Senate bill 
988, having for its object the removal of contests and litigations 
in the United States Land Department from that Department to 
courts of the United States. Amongother things, it is stated that 
the rights of the settlers to their homesteads are often violated, 
owing to the inefficiency of the Land Department, in that it has no 
compulsory process for the attendance of witnesses, and that it is 
compelled under existing laws and circumstances to adjudicate 
the rights of contestants without the proper facilities and with- 
out the process or authority of the courts. [ move that the peti- 
tion be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
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of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the passage of Senate bills No. 1172 | 


and No. 1242, to amend section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States to improve the merchant marine engineer service, 


and thereby also to increase the efiiciency of the Naval Reserve; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the city council of Cosmopolis, 
Wash., praying for the speedy construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal under the control of the Government; which was referred 


to the Select Committee on the Construction of the Nicaragua | 


Canal. 
He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Seattle, Wasb., praying that an appropriation of $10,000 be made 


| 


| citizens in Turkey, and extending sympathy to the 


1379 


—— 





United States be requested at as early a date as possible consist- 
ent with due regards for the rights of Spain as a friendly nation 
to recognize the belligerent rights of the revolutionary party now 
existing in the Island of Cuba. I move that the pe tition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of Benjamin T. Clark and 
105 other citizens of Bound Brook, N. J., and the petition of 
Luther Walling and 60 other citizens of Belford, N. J., praying 
for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. ALLEN. I present the petition of J.J. Boyle and 300 other 
private soldiers of the California Soldiers’ Home, located at Los 
Angeles, upon the subject of discrimination in pensions. The 
petition is short and important, and I asic that it be read and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be read. 

The petition was read, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, as follows: 

So.prers’ Home, Los Angeles, Cal., January 3 


Having seen with regret, if not alarm, the rapid formation of cla n our 
once free Republic, and noticed the constant tendency of the legislation to 
foster and encourage the same, it is with profound satisfaction we vy the 
position taken by United States Senator ALLEN of Nebraska in op} the 
granting of special pensions of extravagant and unreasonable sums t we wid 


ows of officers, while those ex-soldiers who sacrificed as much, if 1 lore 
are put off with a mere pittance, if not rejected altogether on som« ! 
cality. 

We therefore desire to express our very highest admiration of the Senator 
in daring to stand up in the present United States Senate and oppo he 
principle being put in law that makes one citizen better than another in con- 
sequence of wealth or position. The following is Senator ALLEN’s own lan- 
guage as delivered before the United States Senate on January 14, 1806 

*T want to go on record as opposed to any distinction between the widow 
of a private soldier and that of brigadier-generals, major-genera! r any 
other generals. 

‘It was the plain private soldier who met the blunt of the war." 





Believing, as we do, that all men are born equal and are entitled to equal 
and exact justice, we desire that the above sentiments be immortalized—the 
Declaration of Independence must not be crushed. 


Signed by J.J. Boyle and 300 other ex-soldiers 


Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Society for the Preven- 
tion of Criminal Malpractice of Boston, Mass., praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to section 2893 of the United States 
postal criminal statutes; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

tle also presented resolutions adopted by the Massachusetts 
Commandery of the Naval Order of the United States, favorin 
the passage of the bill to erect a monument to John Paul Jon 
which were referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition,in the form of resolutions adopted by 
the members of the Congregational Church of Hatfield, Mass., 
praying for the speedy interference of Christian nations to put 
an end to Turkish atrocities; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Colonel Fred Taylor Post, 
No. 19, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Repub 
lic, of Philadelphia, Pa., and a petition of Ellis Post, No. 6, De- 
partment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ger- 
mantown, Pa., praying for the passage of House bill No. 306, 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors confined in so-called 
Confederate prisons; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Encampment No. 73, 
Union Veteran Legion, of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage 
of the bill forbidding the desecration of the American flag; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Catholic Central Organiza- 
tion of Erie, Pa., praying for the speedy recognition as belliger- 
ents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom, and 
extending sympathy to the suffering Armenians; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted at a meeting of citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., praying 
for the enactment of legislation granting protection to American 


or 
+ 
8; 


sullering 
Armenians; which was ordered to lie on the table. e 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of Morgan Post, No. 4, 
Department of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., praying for the passage of House bill No. 306, 


| granting pensions to soldiers and sailors confined in so-called Con- 


for the purpose of flax tiber experiments on Puget Sound; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
Mr. SQUIRE. I present a petition from the city of Spokane, 


federate prisons; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 
Mr. GEORGE presented the petition of Eugenia M. Allen, of 


| Nanachehaw, Miss., praying that she be granted compensation 


Wash., in which it is stated that in consequence of the near rela- | 


tions, commercial and otherwise, of the United States to the peo- 


le of Cuba the citizens of the United States can not refrain | 


} 
| 


| 


feeling a deep interest in the restoration of peace in the | 


for loss of property taken from her plantations in the States of 
Mississippi and Louisiana by United States naval and military 
forces during the late war; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition, in the form of resolu- 


Island of Cuba. The petition also prays that the President of the | tions adopted by the Congregational Club of Crete, Nebr., praying 
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for the enactment of legislation granting protection to American 
citizens in Turkey and ae sympathy to the suffering Ar- 
menians; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry soldiers of the late war, 
residing at the Soldiers’ Home, Grand Island, Nebr., praying for 
the repeal of the arrears of pension act of June 29, 1880; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 300 citizens of Omaha City, Nebr., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Spokane, 
Wash., praying for the speedy recognition as belligerents of the 
Cuban patriots in their struggle for freedom; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Vancou- 
ver, Wash., praying that an aeocerenes be made for the improve- 
ment of the Columbia River between the city of Vancouver and 
the mouth of the Willamette River; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the town council of Cosmopolis, 
Wash., praying for the speedy construction of the Nicaragua Canal 
under the control of the Government; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the erection of a bridge with 
spans across the Detroit River; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHILTON presented petitions of J. 8. Garrison and sundry 
other citizens of Timpson, of George Harris and sundry other 
citizens of San Saba, of Volney Ellis and sundry other citizens of 
Hallettsville, and of E. C. Dickinson and sundry other citizens 
of Rusk, allin the State of Texas, praying for the enactment of 
legislation for the relief of the book agents of the Methodist Epis- 
Pa Church South; which were referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. FRYE. I present the memorial of Mr. Austin Corbin, of 
New York City, in favor of the establishment of a free port at 
Fort Pond Bay, Long Island, in connection with Senate bill No. 
561, introduced by me by request December 5, 1895. I move that 
the memorial be printed, together with the bill and the annexed 
papers, as a document, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petitions of Seer Fisher and 124 
other citizensof Allegheny County, of Edward Weed and 59 other 
citizens of Allegheny County, of H. A. Carr and 44 other citizens 
of Flatwood, of George Wallace and 90 other citizens of Craw- 
ford County, of W. 8. Chapman and 74 other citizens of Alle- 

heny County, and of H. E. Dorwood and 90 other citizens of 
arbon County, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
assage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were re- 
erred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association of Chester, Pa., praying for the repeal of the ninety- 
day divorce law of Oklahoma and Arizona Territories, and sub- 
stituting in its stead the stricter divorce law of the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a — of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association of Chester, Pa., praying for the passage of a Sunday- 
rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association of Chester, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation raising the age of consent from 16 to 18 years in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented a —— of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association of Chester, Pa., praying for the enforcement of the 
compulsory-education law in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Encampment No. 73, Union Vet- 
eran Legion, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the 
bill forbidding the desecration of the American flag; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I desire to have changed the statement of a 
memorial presented as a remonstrance in my name on Tuesday. 
It isa memorial of the North Capitol and Eckington Citizens’ As- 
sociation of the District of Columbia and relates to the enactment 
of legislation granting to the Eckington and Soldie:s’ Hlome Rail- 
way Company the authority to extend their tracks in the city of 
Washington. The memorial contains suggestions as to the legis- 
lation pe ee and is in no sense a remonstrance against the ex- 
tensions of the road sought for. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 347) to remove the charge of de- 
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sertion and grant an honorable discharge to Helmuth F. Soeckel 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

e also, fromthe same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment intended to be ee to the Military Academy 
appropriation bill, submitted by Mr. ViLas on the 30th ultimo, re- 

can it with an amendment, and moved that it be referred to the 
Sommittee on ae and printed; which was agreed to, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (8.583) for the relief of Sidney W. 
Moss, of Oregon City, Oreg., reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8.532) for the relief of H.W.Shipley, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 3009), granting to the Brainerd and 
Northern Minnesota Railway Company a right of way through 
the Leech Lake Indian Reservation and Chippewa Indian Reser- 
vation, in Minnesota, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1442) toamend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief and 
civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota,” 
reported it without amendment. 

r. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.1820) for the establishment of a light-house 
and fog signal at or near Point Arguello, Cal., reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 415) removing the charge of desertion 
from the name of Frank A. Land, of Nathrop, Colo.. reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.553) granting to Ira Bacon, of Company 
A, Fifty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteers, an additional 
bounty of $100, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was 
agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S.R.54) authorizing the National 
Dredging Company to proceed with the work of dredging the 
channel of Mobile Harbor, under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3964) to reorganize the customs col- 
lection district of Alaska, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1764) to reorganize the customs collection district of 
Alaska, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. ELKINS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1102) for the relief of Lorenzo Thomas, 
jr., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the Library, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1922) creating an art commission 
of the United States, and for other purposes, reported it without 
amendment. 


HEARINGS BY COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. FRYE on the 16th ultimo, reported 
it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous cou- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and the same is hereby, 
authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as may be necessary, 
to report such hearings as may be had on bills pending before said committee, 


and to have the same printed for the use of the committee, and that such 
stenographer be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1973) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the ey record of Frederick A. Noeller; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa- 
per, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 1974) for the relief of Mrs. Har- 
riet D. Newson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1975) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Julia Jones Duncan, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Samuel 
A. Duncan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
comment papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

Mr. T URS ON introduced a bill (S. 1976) granting a pension 
to Catherine E. O’Brien; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1977) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John C. Knapp; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Commit on Pensions. | 
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uest) introduced a bill (S.1978) to provide pen- 
alan ie. aes ve was read twice by its title, and 

‘ommittee on Pensions. 
referred to introduced a bill (S. 1979) to improve the efficiency 
of the personnel of the Navy and Marine Corps of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 

i Naval Affairs. 

— SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 1980) for a relief light vessel 
on the Pacific Coast; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
Y ittee on Commerce. 
00 oe Se introdnced a bill (8.1981) for the relief of Herman C. 
Funk, late general-service clerk, class 1, United States Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
ili Affairs. 
“— ‘OU AY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1982) for the relief 
of Anna V. Ingerton, widow of William H. Ingerton, late lieuten- 
ant-colonel Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry; which was read twice | 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the | 
ittee on Claims. 
7 PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 1983) removing the charge of 
desertion from the name of James Richardson; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to | 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 1984) to authorize the Indian 
and Oklahoma Union Railway Company to construct and operate 
a railway through the Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MANTLE introduced a bill (S. 1985) to provide for the dis- | 
posal of the abandoned Fort Shaw Military Reservation, in Mon- | 
tana, under the homestead and mining laws of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 1986) for the relief of Enoch 
Davis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 1987) to provide street en- 
trances for alleys in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District | 
of Columbia. 

| 








Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 1988) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Joseph G. Marsh, 
of U. 8. S. Galena; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1989) to authorize the payment to | 
Rear-Admiral John H. Russell of the highest pay of his grade; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1990) authorizing the purchase of 
that portion of the unpublished correspondence and manuscripts 
of President James Monroe known as the ‘‘ Gouverneur collec- 
tion;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1991) granting a pension to Mary 
Abercrombie Shufeldt; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 71) authorizing 
the wearing of the distinctive badge adopted by the Sons of Vet- | 
erans, United States Army, upon all occasions of ceremony; which 
be read twice by its title, and referred to Committee on Military 

airs. 


CAPE LOOKOUT HARBOR OF REFUGE. 


Mr. PRITCHARD submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to inform 
the Senate of the United States as to the probable cost of providing a harbor 
of refuge at Cape Lookout, on the coast of North Carolina, said harbor of 
refuge to be capable of sheltering the largest vessels. 


BIDS FOR BONDS. 


Mr. HILL. I submit a resolution and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
at his earliest convenience to transmit to the Senate a statement of the bids 
for the bonds recently advertised for sale by him and opened yesterday, giv- 
ing the names and residences of the bidders, the amounts bid, and any other 
-— ed information which may be desirable for a proper understanding of 


t 
d bids. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Isuggest tothe Senator from New | 
York that instead of saying ‘“‘opened yesterday” he say ‘opened | 
on the 5th.” 

Mr. HILL. Very well; let it read ‘opened on the 5th.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution as modified, 

The resolution as modified was agreed to, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





38] 


CENSUS OF EX-SOLDIERS. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I submit a resolution which I desire to 
have read, printed, and lie over under the rule. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Whereas a proviso contained in section 17 of an act entitled “An act to pro- 


vide for taking the Eleventh and subsequent censuses,” approved March 1, 
1889, reads as follows: 


** Provided, however, That said Superintendent shall, under the authority of 
the Secretary of the Interior, cause to be taken on a special schedule of in- 
quiry, according to such form as he may prescribe, the names, organizations, 
and length of service of those who had served in the Army, Navy, or Marine 
Corps of the United States in the war of the rebellion, and who are surviv 
ors at the time of said inquiry, and the widows of soldiers, sailors, or ma 


rines"’; and 
Whereas the said section further provides that “the only volumes that 
shall be prepared and published in connection with said census shall relate to 


population and social statistics relating thereto, the products of manufac- 
tories, mining, and agriculture, mortality and vital statistics, valuation and 
public indebtedness, recorded irdebtedness, and to statistics relating to rail- 
road corporations, incorporated express, telegraph, and insuran ompanies, 
a list of the names, organizations, and length of service of surviving soldiers, 


sailors, and marines, and the widows of soldiers, sailors, and marines 
Therefore 
Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 


rected to inform the Senate whether the schedule relating to the names, 
organizations, and length of service of those who had served in the Army, 
Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States in the war of the rebellion was 
prepared and the information required taken; and if so, whether the said in 
formation was published as required by said section 17 of the act named, and 
if not so published, the reasons for withholding said publication 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over and be 
printed. 
DISCRIMINATION AGAINST AMERICAN PRODUCTS. 
Mr. THURSTON submitted the following resolution: which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and is hereby, directed to furnish 


to the Senate of the United States, at his earliest convenience, copies of all such 
laws, decrees, and regulations promulgated by the Governments of Germany, 
France, Belgium, and Denmark as in their present operation discriminate 


against the admission into the said countries of American cattle, meats, and 
other agricultural products. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H.R.5566) to prohibit prize fighting and pugilism and 
fights between men and animals, and to provide penalties there- 
for, in the Territories and the District of Columbia; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

THE REVENUE BILL AND SILVER COINAGE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], com- 
ing over from a previous day. The resolution will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. QuAY that House bill 
2749, reported by the Committee on Finance with an amendment, 
be recommitted to that committee with instructions to report the 
original bill and the amendment as separate propositions 

Mr. TURPIE. I gave notice last Tuesday that at the conclu- 
sion of the routine business of the morning hour to-day I should 
call up the joint resolution (S. R. No. 66) introduced by me and 
move its reference to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
and that on the motion to refer I would submit some remarks 
upon the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Indiana that we are still under the head of morning busi- 
ness. The resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania is a part 
of the morning business. 

Mr. QUAY. Before the resolution is taken up for considera- 
tion I desire to modify it by striking out all after the word ‘* com- 
mittee ,” in the third line, and insertingin lieu thereof *‘ for further 
consideration.” I understand that it is the desire of the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] to proceed with the con- 
sideration of his joint resolution to-day. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to have the amendment read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out of the printed resolution all after 
the word ‘‘ committee,” in line 3, in the following words: ‘‘ with 
instructions to report the original bill and the amendment as sep- 
arate propositions,” and insert in lieu thereof ‘ for further consid- 
eration”; so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That the bill H. R. 2749, reported by the Committee on Finance 
with an amendment, be recommitted to that committee for further consid- 
eration. 

Mr. QUAY. I believe that under the rule I havea right to 
make the modification I have suggested. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be modified as 
indicated. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania 
if he will not be kind enough to permit the resolution to lie over 
without prejudice, that the Senator from Indiana may address the 
Senate, after which I shall ask the Senate to take up Senate joint 
resolution No. 48. 

Mr, QUAY. Ihave no desire to press the resolution immedi- 
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ately, and if the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber will 

ee to the arrangement, I will agree that it shall go over until 
Monday, at the conclusion of the morning hour, in order that the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] may pr th his remarks 
this morning, and that the joint resolution which the Senator from 
North Dakota has in c may be a of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator a to modify his resolution. 
I suggest to him that he present his modification now, so that it 

rinted with the resolution. 
3 AY. The modification has already been made. 

Mr. RRIS. I was not aware of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me there can be no objection at 
all to recommitting the bill to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HILL. There is objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not see any necessity for delay. I im- 
agine, as a matter of course, that this is a formal proceeding. I 
hope the resolution will be disposed of in that manner, so as not 
to stand in the way of other business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will submit to the Senate 
the request of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. The reguest is, I presume, distinctly understood. 
It is that the resolution shall go over until the conclusion of the 
morning business on Monday, and shall then be disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. is there objection? 

Mr. GRAY. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will again submit it to the 


Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. I may not object, but I want to know a little 
more about it. I do not see any necessity to put it off. There is 
certainly no necessity to recommit the in order to accomplish 
all the tor from Pennsylvania desires, because if he wishes to 
have a vote on the silver amendment as a te proposition, it 
can be offered as an amendment to the o: billas it now stands, 
and that amendment will take precedence of a motion to strike 
out andinsert. The sense of the Senate can be taken on it just as 
well; there is no complication whatever about it. If you want a 
vote on the two propositions se tely it can be offered as an 
amendment to the original DS perfect the bill. You 


bill 
can then move to strike out. Ali the votes can be taken in theSenate 


the way the bill now stands that could be taken after recommitting 
it. I see no possible object in referring the bill back to have the 

ropositions separated, when it is entirely within the power of the 
Renate in the ordinary way to reach a separate vote upon the 
questions. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to know what the request is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the request. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent that the 
ea resolution shall go over until the close of the morning 

usiness on Monday. 

Mr. QUAY. That request, I will state, is made of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania by other Senators on this floor, and he acqui- 
esces in it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN subsequently said: I submit an amendment to 
the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. I 
ask that it be read and printed and lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. Add to the resolution the following: 

And with the further instruction, that the committee report the following 
as an amendment to the House bill No, 2749: 

“ That there shall be deducted from the customs duties that are or may be 
imposed by law upon articles imported from other countries into the United 
States for consumption, 10 per cent of such duties when such imports are 
made in vessels of the United States or in vessels of the country in which 
such imported articles were produced: Provided, That the country in which 
such articles are produced shall by law provide so that silver bullion the 
product of mines in the United States shall be admitted to coinage in the 
mints thereof on equal terms with gold bullion, and shall be received, with- 
out discount or discrimination, in payment for all customs dues on articles 
imported into such country, as full legal-tender money.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will lie on the table 
and be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER. 


Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. If I remember correctly, there is a resolu- 
tion on the table, offered by me on the 4th instant, which I ask the 
Chair to lay before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], 


Eo from a previous day. 
Mr PIE. I wish to make this point of order: I gave notice 


on last Tuesday that sone at the conclusion of the routine busi- 
ness of the morning hour, I desired to be heard on the joint resolu- 
tion regarding the election of United States Senators by direct 
vote of the people, and the resolution referred to by the Senator 
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from New Hampshire is not a part of the routine business of the 
morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
that the resolution is part of the morning business. 

Mr. TURPIE. But the point I make is that it is not part of 
the routine business of the morning hour, which is the presenta- 
tion of petitions, reports of committees, and whatever is in regu- 
lar order as a part of the routine business of the morning hour, 
But the suellioaiion of a resolution on the table going over from 
day to day is not a part of the routine business, although it is part 
of the business of the morning hour. I want — ly, because 
I had asked it many days ago, the courtesy of the Senate to be 
heard at this hour. 

Mr. GALLINGER. While I do not agree with the contention 
of the Senator from Indiana that a resolution which comes over 
under the rules does not become a part of the morning business of 
the next day, I have no disposition to press the matter, and will 
simply ask that the resolution in relation to pension statistics 
heretofore offered by me may go over until the next legislative 


day. 

The V ICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

Mr. STEWART. The resolution of inquiry submitted by me 
ought to be passed at once or it will be of no avail. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution heretofore submitted 

by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stzwart] will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submit by Mr. STEWART 
February 4, 1896, as follows: ; 

Resolved, That the of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, directed 
to fu the Senate an estimate of the probable increase of the revenue if 
bill H. R. 2749, entitled ‘‘A bill to temporarily increase revenue to meet tho 
expenses of Government and —— against a deficiency,”’ should become a 
law; and what would be the duty per pound in United States money on the 
different grades of imported wool according to the present market price; 
and is the proposed duty on wool provided for in said bill sufficient to com- 
pensate for or correspond with the increased duties proposed on woolen 


8 
Mr. TURPIE. I now ask to have taken from the table the joint 
resolution introduced by me on Tuesday last and that it be read. 
The VICE-PRESID. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
inamoment. The ee en is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion which the Chair has laid before the Senate and which has 


been 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Nevada will allow the 
resolution to go over. I desire to offer an amendment to it, and | 
have had no sppcctaniy to prepare it. 

Mr. STEWART. I have no objection to that, but I want to 
obtain the information which the resolution calls for. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the resolution go over without prejudice. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well; I have no objection if it goes over 
without ea so that it may come up to-morrow. 

The vi -PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion will go over without losing its place. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
joint resolution referred to by the Senator from Indiana, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. R. 66) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, providing 
for the election of United States Senators by a direct vote of the 
people of the United States, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of resentatives, etc. (two-thirds of cach 
House concurring therein), That the following amendment be proposed to 
the iogiciatunes of the several Sta which, when ratified by three-fourths 
of said legislatures, shall become and be a part of the Constitution, namely: 

That section 3 of Article I be so amended that the same shall read as fo! 


lows: 

“Sue. 3. The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators 
from each State, who shall be chosen by a plurality vote of the people of the 
several States, for six years, and the electors in each State shall have the 
qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of the State 
legislatures, and each Senator shall have one vote. 

** When vacancies happen in the representation of any State in the Senate, 
the executive authority of such State may fill the same by appointment un- 
til the time of the next general election, at which a Senator may be chosen 
by the people to fill such vacancy.” 

This amendment may not be so construed as to affect the election or term 
¢ —— who may be chosen before it becomes valid as a part of the 

nstitution. 


Mr. TURPIE. I move to refer the joint resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Privil and Elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion sub- 
— by the Senator from Indiana, on which he is entitled to 

e floor. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, it is said that the present mode of 
electing United States Senators was provided by the counsels and 
was approved by the wisdom of our ancestors. In one pointof view 
their wisdom excelled that of this generation. er. 
icies and made laws for their own day and age. y loo at 
the United States as it then existed, both as to the people and the 
Government. They made no provision touching the right of suf- 
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frage the members of the House of Representatives 
en the —_ of the several States having the 


i i uisite in each State for electors of the most nu- 
ares eens of the State legislature. That portion of the peo- 
le who voted for such members of the legislature in each State 
were thus treated as representatives of the whole body politic. 
The portion of the people thus entitled to vote was compara- 
tively small—not numerous. Universal manhood suffrage, now 
grown so familiar to us, did not exist in any of the colonies at the 
time of the Revolution, nor in any of the States at the time of the 


i f the Constitution. Other qualifications besides those | 
cael residence continued for many years to limit the num- | 


restrict the power of the electors. ; 
bef, was doubtless the general extension of the right of suffrage 


in the several States which led to the gradual decline of the func- 


heir legislatures. } 
tic hen the nn of citizens in a State first became voters voting 


only for members of the legislature and for Representatives in | 


gress, it was not long before they extended the use and appli- 
cane of the ballot to the choice of other officers. Governors, 
judges, the whole corps of administrative officers in the several 

tates and in the counties and Soe composing the same 
are now directly chosen by the people. In the older States one 
after another were made elective and the legislatures have been 
deprived of their former power of choosing these officers; in the 
new they have never been invested with that power. It might be 
said in a certain sense, even under these ancient forms of govern- 
ment now abolished, that the 2 le chose the governor because 
they elected the members of the egislature who elected him, or 
that the people in effect elected the chief justice because he was 
appointed by the governor so chosen. But the history of political 
reform for more than a century makes answer that this condition 
of things did not satisfy the wishes of the people—did not satisfy 
the just demands of a free ballot or of civil liberty. 

The system of election by proxy has been wholly abandoned 
and overthrown in the several States. The — long and well 
established is that each citizen shall personally and immediately 
have his voice in the election of every public agent concerned in 
the administration of the Government. Andif any man should 
in any State now propose that the governor, or the judges, or the 
auditor of public accounts should be chosen by proxy—that is, by 
the legislature—and should cite the practice of our forefathers as 
a model or example, he would be reminded that the wisdom of 
our forefathers was shown in adapting ways and means most suit- 
able to their time and condition, that the wisdom of their descend- 
ants is to be shown in the same manner, and that the progress 
and growth of free institutions preferred and required the new 
and direct methods of election rather than the old. Itis now 
time for us to pay a rational deference and respect to the memory 
of our ancestors, not by adhering to what they under different 
and other circumstances did, but by doing what they would have 
done under our present conditions. 

Unfortunately, while the natural growth of the franchise has 
gone on—until it comprises in each of the States the whole num- 
ber of male adults—the artificial polity, in respect to the composi- 
tion of this body, continues unchanged. The ancient form of 
choice remains, but this form lacks now the substance. As com- 
pared with political conditions in 1779, we have in a very real 
sense a new people living and acting under an old system. A 
portion of the community, which had been formerly of small ac- 
count in its direct influence upon the Government, has expanded 
and become strong, and it demands a place suited not to its for- 
mer weakness but to its present power. We have already very 
perceptibly felt the pressure of the new wine in the old bottles 
in that continuous assault upon the constituent membership of 
this body, in the harsh denunciation of the action of legislatures 
in choosing the same, in that impatience and vehement expres- 
sion of indignation at any action at all in conflict with that of the 
House of Representatives, and this doubtless not because the 
action of the two Houses may have been diverse but because 
the House is recognized as being of and from the people and 
the Senate is not of or from the same source. It may be said 
that these things are and always will be incident to our position 
in the public service, but this incessant disparagement of the con- 
duct and action of the Senate increases daily in volume and sey- 
erityand can not be disregarded. It is greatly enhanced by our re- 
fusal to submit the question of a change in the mode of our election, 
as it would be much diminished and allayed by the submission of 
this amendment, whether it were adopted or rejected. In some 
parts of the country it has already been mooted—publicly dis- 
cussed—whether our present system of government would not be 
improved by an entire abolishment of the Senate. 

do not say that this overture has received the sanction of any 
considerable number of our people, but the fact of its agitation 
is not to be overlooked in determining our action herein. This 
suggestion is much aided by our attitude of hesitation and delay. 
Every reform necessarily implies a change in some existing 
method. Ail change is not reform. But the question of sub- 














mitting a proposed change in our policy to the arbitrament of 
decision by the sovereign people may become almost as material 
and necessary to public order and to the general welfare as its 
adoption. 

THE INVISIBLE EXECUTIVE 


It may be said without disparagement of our numerous fellow- 
citizens of other races that the prevalent and dominant type of 
our governmental institutions is in its origin Anglo-Saxon. The 
political history of that race for seven hundred years in England, 
the old home of our ancestors, may be summarized as a prolonged 
contest, sometimes with arms on the tented field, sometimes in 
the high debate of Parliamentary councils. between the preroga- 
tives of the Crown and the franchises of the people. Very slowly 
but surely the people have overcome the Crown, until in these 
latter days the House of Commons, at first an unimportant and 
quite insignificant factor, has become the ruling power in the 
nation. 

Many of the best men among our Revolutionary founders, having 
an intense sympathy with the people in this great historic conflict, 
entertained misgivings as to the effect of our own Constitution 
at the time of its adoption. They were jealous of the powers 
conferred on the Chief Executive. They said plainly the Pres- 
ident may become, if not in name, in fact, a king. The power 
of the Executive, exerted through official patronage, always in- 
creasing with the growth of the country. might in the end result 
in serious menace to the liberties of the citizen. These grave ap- 
prehensions of the encroachment of the Executive authority have 
thus far not been realized. The intense devotion of our people to 
the autonomous freedom of the several States and the extreme de- 
testation of the use of Presidential patronage to control opinion 
have checked this power, and we have been comparatively safe 
from its operation. 

The danger to our institutions, and especially to the free ex- 
ercise of our legislative functions, comes from another quarter. 
That levity of assent which we have used in the creation of cor- 
porations both in the State and in the nation has reared from 
small beginnings a power unnamed, unknown, not mentioned in 
the Constitution, which, like the famous genii of the Arabian 
tales, at first confined in a small space, but unwittingly released 
and let loose, overshadows the whole country with its gigantic 
form. This power is much greater than that of the constitutional 
executive—with infinitely larger patronage, with a proletariat 
composed of thousands of dependents; aiming at a dominion un- 
restricted by law, and despising liberty. Neither the dogma nor 
the practice of the division of powers is known to or recognized 
by this autocracy. 

These numerous creatures of our own too facile legislation are 
wholly artificial, gifted, as is said by Blackstone, with a sort of 
legal immortality by reason of their prerogative of perpetual suc- 
cession. 

These organizations are decided by the courts to be persons, 
residents, citizens. These residents never remove, these citizens 
never disappear, these persons never die. I have heretofore al- 
luded to the enormous growth and number of our bodies cor- 
porate in my remarks of December 6, 1894, in the Senate upon 
this subject. 

‘* Many appellations or epithets have been given to this time of 
ours. Perhaps one, as appropriate as any other, at least in our 
own country, would be the Age of Incorporations. 

‘The jurisdiction and province of these institutions is no longer 


confined to great enterprises, the construction of public works, 
the distant transportation of freight and passengéys, the opening 
of mines or quarries. Gainful pursuits of any kind are seldom 
now undertaken by persons as such. We have companies duly 
chartered and organized for the manufacture of almost every 
article, utensil, implement, or commodity sold in the t 


‘* Not only the carrier, the wagoner, the brazier, the shoemaker, 
and the smith have disappeared—the workmen in every art and 
mystery have vanished. The company has taken their room and 
place; they are forgotten or wholly merged in the corporate life 


and service. 

‘* Nor is this strange transformation limited to matters of gain or 
profit. This universal hunger for incorporation, this world-wide 
riddance of personality, this negation of private action, finds nu- 
merous objects for its exerciseelsewhere. For the redress of every 
wrong that is done under the sun there is some society formed and 
duly chartered. For the cure of every ill to which our race is sub- 
ject, for the diffusion of every benefit whereof it may partake, there 
is a body corporate, with its president, vice-president, and board 
of directors, duly appointed according to the statute in such case 
made and provided. 

‘Is a pervading sense of separate weakness the secret of this 
rushing movement toward collective effort? If so, the men of our 
generation must have been deeply touched by a sense of their 
own infirmity. 

‘“* Whatever may be the motive or the reason for this tendency 
or condition, it obtains, 
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‘This deluge of incorporations has not only reached but covered 
every field, valley, and height of human enterprise.” 

Had these incorporated societies confined themselves to their 
legitimate business, the pee to be made by skill, diligence, and 
ingenuity in theirseveral crafts and vocations, and had been there- 
with content, they would still have been accounted as among the 
most remarkable phenomena of the present century. But they 
are not thus content or satisfied. They aspire to control the po- 
litical functions of the Government and toenlarge their gains by 
direct legislation having for its object the increase of the value of 
their shares and dividends. 

To this end certain of these associations have formed an organ- 
ism, representing the aggregate mass of incorporations having the 
same or like interests—which is called the trust—alias the pool— 
otherwise the combine or combination. The life and force of this 
organism is concentrated in what is known as the executive com- 
mittee. This new executive assumes strange powers, uses strange 
methods, methods unknown before. 

it resembles very much the Grand Council of Ten, so famous in 
the history of Venice. The members of that celebrated council 
were unknown, except to each other. The time and place of their 
meeting were unknown. No written record was kept of their or- 
ders or proceedings. Its power wassupreme. Whomsoever they 
bound in Venice was imprisoned. Whomsoever they condemned 
died by the hands of the executioner. Whatsoever law of the Re- 
ange or decree of the senate stood in the way of their administra- 

on was suspended, annulled, or repealed. 

The organic law of this country provides very carefully for a 
distribution of powers. This new executive of the trust will 
brook no such distribution. Its avowed pu is to control 
the executive, to control the judicial, and who 2 fee supplant the 
legislative department of the Government in matters apper- 
taining to the province of the pool. 

The Constitution of the United States declares that the Congress 
shall have power to levy taxes, duties, excises, and imposts, but 
the invisible executive of the trust dictates absolutely what mer- 
chandise shall be free, what articles shall be exempt from taxation, 
what things shail be subject thereto, and the rate and per cent of 
the levy. In this mysterious syndicate which decides upon the 
act and fact of taxation, the people are without any kind of repre- 
sentation. 

Herein taxation without representation is now as real a griev- 
ance as in the days of the colonial era before the Revolution. 

The Constitution provides that Congress shall have the power 
to regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the several 
States. This invisible executive declares with imperious and im- 
perial fiat, ‘All regulations are mine.” 

The old Executive (I speak of the office, not of the person) has 
the power to veto a bill after its ; the new executive 
claims and exercises the power to veto a bill or any part thereof 
before its passage. The old Executive holds a term of office last- 
ing four years. Thenewexecutive holds a term in —— , un- 
limited. This is a terrible power, an absolutism beyond that of 
the Czar or the Sultan, —— irresponsible, and irremovable. 

Yet it is the offspring of a ublic, born of those franchises 
granted so lavishly, a progeny deformed and monstrous which 
turns to rend the people who gave it life and being. 

Herein lies our danger most manifest. Liberty is of little mo- 
ment when it is thus dominated by a despotism unseen, impalpa- 
ble—amenable to no authority. 

It may indeed be asked how is all this related to the subject in 
argument? Most closely, very directly. For it is alleged, and has 
been now for many years bruited with every circumstance of no- 
toriety and publicity, that the central bureau, the chief power- 
house of this malevolent and intriguing usurper, is located at the 
capitols of the several States wherever and whenever a member 
of this body is to be chosen. Destroy the scene of its operations, 
this arena of its exploits, and it at once disappears. Dissolve this 
incorporeal aggregate of the trust, with all its dependents, retain- 
ers, and —t into the original units which com it, and we 
shall restore the ballot of opinion unawed, unbought. An act of 
faith such as the choice of a United States Senator by the people 


at a general election would render this evil genius of the Republic | 


powerless for harm, 

There is a virtue in the movement of popular opinion induced 
by a general election akin to that found in the tidal movement of 
the waters of the ocean—it dissolves and destroys all impurities; 
the whole mass is cleansed in every — Everywhere is felt the 
touch of the invigorating savor. There is that integrity, that 
fearlessness, in the ter not found in the lesser number, 
cially when the smaller number acts in a Pe perc sac character. 
The mass of men do not share the bribes of the tempter, and they 
treat his menace with disdain, 

INHERENT EVILS OF THE PRESENT MANNER OF CHOOSING. 

As has been formerly stated in the discussion of this proposed 
amendment, one of the greatest evils of the present manner of 
choosing United States Senators is the inability of the State legis- 
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latures to perform this duty. The failure of the legislatures to 
elect is becoming more and more frequent. When, during the 
last session, the instance was cited of some of the new States in 
the far West whose legislatures had adjourned after holding a 
session and balloting unsuccessfully for the full constitutional 
term of their existence, it was answered that these States were 
new, that their legislatures were without experience in the func- 
tion of Senatorial elections, and that these conditions had made 
their action unavailing. But what will be said in relation to the 
condition now existing in the States of Delaware and Kentucky, 
two of the oldest States in the Union, in which the legislatures 
have had a nee experience in the election of United States 
Senators, where there was every motive and reason for a choice, 

et the difficulties found in the representative elements of the leg- 
islative bodies have proved almost insuperable? 

In the State of Delaware the general assembly balloted every 
day of the session from the first Tuesday in January, 1895, until 
Thursday, the 9th day of May following, without an election, and 
on the last day and in the last hour of the last day left us only a 
contest instead of a Senator chosen. The present status in the 
State of Kentucky, where the legislature is so evenly divided as 
necessarily to impose upon a very small minority the power to 
determine the — natorial election, is an instance of like 
difficulty. This equilibrium of parties in the State legislatures 
and consequent domination of minor sections of opinion therein 
is an increasing mischief, due to the present mode of choice, not 
inherent in our general polity. Noone has any right to disparage 
either the existence or action of a third party, or to deny its legiti- 
mate proportional voice in the conduct of public affairs, but when, 
as in some cases it has already occurred and is likely to occur in 
many more, the third party has set aside on either hand the voice 
of existing majorities, has impeded or wholly defeated the action 
of the greater number, such a defect in our system must give us 
pause, room, and opportunity for grave deliberation. 

An examination of our internal political history will show that 
ever since the organization of parties, at the close of the second 
Administration of Washington, there has always been a third 
party. Extremely variant in name, policies, and purposes, yet 
there has constantly been a mass of voters who entered a sort of 
interlocutory dissent to the ideas and principles, whatever they 
may have been, of what were known as the two dominant parties 
of the country. This element of dissent has sometimes attained a 
representation in the House of Representatives; sometimes in the 
Senate; occasionally, though more rarely, it has reached the elec- 
toral college; but it has been much more frequently known and 
recognized in the legislatures of the States thanelsewhere. There, 
if it have made any progress at all in public estimation, it is sure 
to be found. It has aright to be there, but it is owing to our 
present imperfect mode of choosing Senators that its presence be- 
comes so potential, and that its power becomes vital, crucial, out 
of all proportion to the small number of voters who at the polls 
are known as its adherents. 

A third party at the present time has somewhat of political 
representation in both branches of Congress, and in several States 
has a large number of followers. Sometimes it is said to be nu- 
merically larger than ever before, but this may be doubted. A 
third party from natural causes will increase as our population 

ows larger. Certain men will always prefer the byways to the 
etme paths of political action, and the greater the number of 
men the more frequent will be the instances of departure. Judg- 
ing the future by the past, it is quite certain that, although the 
third party now in vogue may disappear as others have done, a 
third party of some kind is to be accounted as a constant quantity 
in American politics, and, in defiance of all arithmetic and all 
rules of number and order, the third pair becomes and has be- 
come in the history of this country the first or the second; and 
yet there is always a number sufficient to form another third 
party. Whether the state of a equilibrium in our legisla- 
tures, now so frequent, arises from the presence and action of a 
third party or from the personal divisions and private dissensions 
in one or the other of the principal parties there represented, the 
result is the same—the failure to choose, or the compulsory choice 
of some one not preferred by and not representative of the wishes 
and opinions of the ternumber. The election of United States 
Senators by a plurality vote of the ee would instantly remove 
this growing evil, and would immediately restore and perpetuate 
the legitimate rule of the majority voting. 

To these evils more particularly noted must be added the com- 
plications which are liable to occur at any time from the death of 
one or more members of the general assembly, a mortality which 
would not disturb in any way an election by the popular suffrage; 
and also the perple and perpetual conundrum of legislative 
apportionment, g more and more intractable—both these 
causes of mischief constantly growing, not only in the frequency 
of their occurrence, but.in the intensity of their operation, as the 
number of States and legislatures is multiplied. Itis not, however, 
from the consideration alone of the grievous ills which beset the 
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present system that acietee is argued anddemanded. Had these | 
manifold and pernicious ills of the old method no existence, we | 
should yet insist, upon the grounds of the political sovereignty | 
and moral supremacy of the people, that those for whom all laws 
are made should directly choose the lawmakers. 

I wage no Parthian warfare upon the past. We turn to the 
past, not to traduce or to denounce it, but with the most loyal 
sentiments of reverence and admiration, yet gathering therefrom 
both the law and the lesson of real political development. 

Forty-five senates in the severa: States are to-day elected by the | 

ypular vote. Every State in the Union has placed its legislative 
department directly under the control of the people. Why should 
not the Senate of the States united be chosen in like manner? — 

A free representative democracy, with a constituency of 70,- 
000,000 of inhabitants, must of necessity be a government of 
legislative proxies, but these proxies ought to be chosen by their | 
principals, the people. 

There is no room, no reason for the functions of middlemen in 
a transaction of such momentous character. _ nt 

Such a change would be in full harmony with the spirit of the | 
Federal compact, would marvelously improve its symmetry, | 
would establish that more perfect union which our fathers de- 
signed, not as finished, like some sculptured work of art in still 
life, but as capable of amendment, as susceptible of living growth, 
actual advancement, and continual progression. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

ARKANSAS AND CHOCTAW RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iask unanimous consent to take from the 
table for present consideration the bill (H. R. 3812) to authorize 
the Arkansas and Choctaw Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Choctaw Nation, in the Indian Ter- | 
ritory, and for other purposes. It will take but a moment to 

ass the bill. It is a very important bill, I will state, and a simi- 
ar measure has been reported from the Senate Committee on | 
Indian Affairs. I desire that the Senate shall act upon the House | 
bill instead of the Senate bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object, but I shall be glad if the Sena- 
tor from Missouri will state briefly the substance of the bill and | 
from what committee it comes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill merely authorizes this corporation | 
to complete its railroad from Arkansas into the Indian Territory. | 
It has now completed 10 miles of that part located in Arkansas, 
and the balance is under rapid construction—all of the ties, tim- | 
bers, and steel rails purchased, and most of the rails have been de- 
livered. It is believed that all of the line in Arkansas would have 
been completed, but it was deemed advisable by the promoters to | 
await the survey of the whole line, as the survey in the Indian | 
Territory might show that it would be better from an economical 
standpoint and in other respects advisable to change the location 
- the line in Arkansas from its present terminus to the Choctaw 
ine. 

A bill for this purpose was introduced in the other House and | 
another in the Senate. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs] 
reported the Senate bill, and the other House passed its bill. 
There are very few changes in the House bill from the bill as re- 





ported by the Senator from Arkansas. I have conferred with the 
members of the Committee on Indian Affairs and they agree to 
the passage of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the bill (S. 1579) to authorize | 
the Arkansas and Choctaw Railway Company to construct and | 
operate a railway through the Choctaw Nation, in the Indian 

erritory, and for other purposes, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INCLINE RAILWAY ON HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, 


Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R.2175) to extend the time for the comple- | 
tion of the incline railway on West Mountain, Hot Springs | 
Reservation. It is a little bill which will take but a moment, be- | 
ing practically in one section. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of | 
—ew from Arkansas for the present consideration of the | 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. If itis the intention of the Senate to act | 
upon the joint resolution relating to the distribution of seeds, I 
hope we will proceed to its consideration. 

. BERRY. I appeal to the Senator from North Dakota. 
Senator after Senator on the other side has had permission for the 
Penge of bills, and I have not asked for the consideration of any 
other bill during the entire session. It will not take five minutes, 
and I ask him to allow the bill to be passed. 
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Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have given repeated notice that I 
would call up the joint resolution. I have just yielded for a bill 
which it took almost a half hour to read, and I do not see that I 
can afford to yield further if I have any rights here in the premises. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from North Dakota can yield for 
five minutes. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator will lose more than five minutes 
before he gets the joint resolution through. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Then I shall have but twenty minutes 
left before the unfinished business is laid before the Senate 

Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill. ’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. LODGE. What is the bill? 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The bill was read, and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BRAINERD AND NORTHERN MINNESOTA RAILWAY, 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— ‘ 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Having yielded to one or two Senators, 


| [accord the same courtesy to the Senator from Minnesota. 


Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3009) granting to the Brainerd and 
Northern Minnesota Railway Company a right of way through 
the Leech Lake Indian Reservation and Chippewa Indian Reserva- 
tion, in Minnesota. It is a bill which has been passed by the other 
House and has been reported favorably by the Senate Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The bill was read. 

Mr.CALL. IasktheSenatorfrom Minnesota if the usual clause 
is contained in the bill, that Congress reserves the right to alter, 
amend, or repeal the act? 

Mr. NELSON. Ithinkitisinthe bill. The bill has been before 
the Interior Department and has been approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Mr. CALL. Isuggest to the Senator that it has been the custom 
of Congssess, as in the bill just passed a few minutes ago, to insert 
a clause to the effect that Congress reserves the right to alter, 
amend, or repeal the act. 

Mr. NELSON. An amendment will simply delay the final pas- 
sage of the bill. They are required to build the road within three 
years, and as a matter of fact almost all of the road is really built. 

Mr. CALL. I think the Senator ought to add that clause, as 
it has been the custom. 

Mr. NELSON. I hope the Senator will let the bill stand as it 
was passed by the other House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection tothe present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 

Mr. CALL. I move as an amendment, in accordance with the 
uniform custom of the Senate for many years, to add at the end 
of the bill as an additional section: 

Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act 

Mr. NELSON. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

PROHIBITION OF PRIZE FIGHTING. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senatea 
bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 5566) to prohibit prize fighting and pugilism and 
fights between men and animals and to provide penalties therefor 
in the Territories and the District of Columbia was read twice by 
its title. . 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senate to pass that bill at once. 
I have examined it. As the members of the Senate are aware, the 
rize fighters after going from Texas to Louisiana and then into 
Mexico have been driven out of Mexico, and they are now pro- 
posing to have their prize fight in New Mexico. This is a pro- 
posed United States law to prohibit it there. It ought to be passed 
now, so as to become a law within a few days. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading. read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I yield the remainder of 
the morning hour to the Calendar. 

SIOUX INDIAN LANDS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the present 

consideration of the bill (H. R. 3728) to amend section 21 of an act 


1386 


entitled ‘‘An act to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux 
Nation of Indians in Dakota into rate reservations, and to se- 
cure the relinquisiment of the Indian title tothe remainder, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 2, 1889. The bill was reported 
by me a few days ago from the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, in line 
28, after the word ‘‘shall”, to insert ‘“‘be for a longer period than 
ten years, and shall”; so as to read: 

Provided, That such leases shall be for a longer period than ten years, and 
shall not in the aggregate embrace or cover more than one-third the area of 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The amendment as stated is not what was 
intended. It should read that no lease shall be for a longer period 
than ten years. I wish to correct the amendment so as to make 
it read ‘‘that no lease shall be for a longer period than ten years.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be modified as 
indicated by the Senator from South Dakota. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ST. LAWRENCE RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. HILL. I ask the Senate to take up the bill &. R. 1464) to 
amend chapter 76, laws of 1898. The title of the bill does not dis- 
close its real purpose. Its real purpose is to extend the time within 
which a bridge over the St. Lawrence River can be built. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill. It ao to amend section 4 of 

Bre act approved February 9, 1893, authorizing che St. Lawrence 
Railway Company, of the State of New York, to build and main- 
tain a bridge across the St. Lawrence River at some point in St. 
Lawrence County, State of New York, by extending the time for 
the completion of the bri to Fe 9, 1898. - 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passe. 


REMISSION OF FINES AND FORFEITURES. 


Mr. WHITE. I ask leave to call up the bill (S. 1740) to amend 
— 5204 —— — — of the mene — relative 
to the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to remit or mitigate 
fines, penalties, and forfeitures, and for other purposes. Y 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It poses to amend sec- 
tion 5294 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, approved 
December 15, 1894, so as to read: 
aS eee any fine, Sen or forfeiture provid i eet 
mae vessels or discontinue any tion to recover penalties or relating 
to forfeitures denounced in laws, excepting the penalty of imprison. 
ment or of removal from office, “ee such terms as he, in his d tion, shall 
Say a eee 
‘ty of any informer to the share of ne y shall have been deter: 


any 
mined by a court of compete risdiction prior to eee for the 


nt ju 
remission of the penalty or forfeiture; and the Secretary have authority 


to ascertain the facts upon all such applications in such manner and under 
such regulations as he may deem proper. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from California to state the pur- 
pose of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE. The bill simply adds the word “ forfeitures” to 
the power already possessed by the Secretary of the Treasury to 
remit the penalties in certain cases, so as to obviate a technical 
difficulty experienced by the Department. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to beengrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
R. G. M. BROWN. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1477) authorizing the President of the 
United States to nominate Lieut. Commander R. G. M. Brown, 
now on t): retired list, to be a commander on the retired list. 
The bill ».as reported unanimously by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs a1. is recommended by the Secretary of the Navy. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proweeien to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move to strike out the preamble of the 


bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PROPOSED DISTRIBUTION OF APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. A resolution by Mr. Dusois proposing an 
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amendment to paragraph 1 of Rule XVI of the standing rules of 
the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thepending questionison the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. Add to the resolution: 

All appropriations relating to the construction, poten, or maintenance 
of public buildings and grounds shall be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Rule XXV shall be amended as follows: 

“The Committee on Finance shall consist of 15 members.”’ 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to havean explanation of the amenda- 
ment. 

Mr. QUAY. As the Senator from Idaho declines to accept the 
amendment, I will not — it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Icould not hear the remark made by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. When I offered the amendment yesterday I re- 
quested the Senator from Idaho to accept the amendment, as [ 
thought it was in the line of the general idea of the resolution, 
He declined to do so, and I will not press it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania withdraw the amendment? 

Mr. QUAY. Ido, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn, 

Mr. FRYE. There was an amendment offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], I remember. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Notice has been given of that 
amendment. It may now be offered, but it has not yet been in 
order to offer it. 

Mr. CALL. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SmoreTary. Add at the end of the resolution: 

After the a porn bills shall be reporte< to the Senate by the several 
committees they shall be referred to the Committee on Appropriations for 
consideration and report to the Senate of the total amount of the appropria- 
tions and such recommendations in relation to the amount of such appro- 
priations and the changes in such bills as may be necessary to keep them 
within the revenues of the Government and adequate for its requirements. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Ca.i.|, 
upon which the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to make some observations, not upon 
the amendment, but upon the resolution, at this time. Ofcourse, 
I will yield to the Senator from Florida if he so desires. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not desire to take the floor from the Senator 
from Iowa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa will 


proceed. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. ALLISON. With pleasure. 

Mr. DUBOIS. On December11, soon after the meeting of this 
Congress, I made a speech on the pending resolution. I was ar- 
guing as to the extraordinary powers of the conferees, and from 
what has occurred in the Senate since I am satisfied I used an 
illustration which would properly be considered as a reflection 
upon the confereesand upon the distinguished chairman of the Coii- 
mittee on Appropriations. I did not intend that at all, but I used 
the following language: 

A provision was slipped into that bill — 

Referring tothe sundry civil appropriation bill— 
by the conferees withdrawing all the public lands which were embraced 
within the arid region of the country from settlement until certain impossi- 
ble conditions are complied with. 

The facts were that that amendment was added in the other 
House to the bill; that the conferees on the part of the Senate en- 
deavored to get it out; and that the distinguished Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] added another provision which modified the 
House amendment. Ithink this explanation is due, because Ihave 
no disposition whatever to reflect upop, the Committee on Appro- 
priations, much less its distinguished chairman. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am much obliged to the Senator from Idaho 
for himself making this explanation, as it certainly was due to 
the conferees that it should be made. 

Mr. President, this is not a new subject that we have in the 
Senate at this time. It has frequently appeared here before; but 
it appears now in rather an unusual way. The established cus- 
tom and rule of the Senate has been and is that all questions of 
public importance or that relate to the organization of this body 
shall have, in the first instance, the consideration of a committee 
of this body. During a somewhat prolonged period in this Cham- 

I have never known a case where it was suggested by a Sena- 
that a proposition should be referred to the appropriate com- 
for its consideration and rt in the first instance that 

that has not been done, We have in this Chamber and have had 


Does 











almost from the foundation of the body a Committee on Rules, 
whose duty it is to prepare or modify or change the rules of the 
Senate and bring into the body the reasons for such proposed 
change. i i ld la 

The Senator from Idaho, on the 5th day of December, the thir 
day after the convening of the present session, offered this propo- 
sition and asked, not that it be referred to a committee, but that it 
lie on the table in order that he might make some observations 
respecting it. On the 1ith day of December the Senator from 
Idaho expressed his views upon this subject, and then the resolu- 
tion again went to the tabie. Day before yesterday the Senator 
from Idaho called up the resolution, displacing an appropriation 
bill of an urgent character, and asked the Senate to consider it. 
A large majority of this body, I agree, voted to consider the reso- 
lution, and I find no fault with that vote or with the consideration 
that is now geing on, except that before it is disposed of and be- 
fore we take a final vote upon it it is our duty, it seems to me, 
that it shall have the considerate care of one of the standing com- 
mittees of this body. That will be necessary for the reason that 


the proposed amendment of the rulesas it now stands is impossible | 
of execution consistent with the other rules of the Senate which | 


are to be left unchanged, as I shall presently show. If we adopt 


the resolution now it will be necessary for the Committee on Rules | 


of itself to take up this question anew and deal with other rules 
that are inconsistent with the provision proposed by the Senator 
from Idaho. I think this isa question of importance to the orderly 
and necessary procedure of the Senate. But laying aside that 
question, believing as I do that this is an unwise provision, I shall 
endeavor to give some reasons, in my mind at least, why the pro- 
posed change should not be made. 

Lhave before me Rule XVI, quoted yesterday by the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], but which I desire to quote again for the 
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reason that it shows how careful this body has been in the past | 
to surround the question of the consideration of appropriations of | 


ublic money from the Treasury of the United States. 


this body from time immemorial which has thrown around the 
appropriation of public money such safeguards and restrictions as 
will guard the public Treasury. 

Rue XVI. 

1. All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, 
which shall be referred to the Committee on Commerce; and noamendments 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill the effect of which will be 
to increase an appropriation already contained in the bill, or to add a new 
item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the provisions of some 
existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previously passed by 
the Senate during that session— 

The last clause was a modification of the rule; it was an inno- 
vation— 
or unless the same be moved by direction of a standing or select committee 
of the Senate, or proposed in pursuance of an estimate of the head of some 
one of the Departments. 

‘‘Or proposed in pursuance of an estintate of the head of some 
one of the Departments,” which, you see, gives a marked signifi- 
cance and distinction to the estimates made by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, as the estimates are bound to be so made now by 
law. There must be the report of cither a standing or a select 
committee, an estimate from the head of a Department, or the 
passage of a bill by the Senate at the session when the amend- 
ment is proposed which authorizes the expenditure. 

In addition to that there is a second clause, which provides for 
amendments, as follows: 

2. Allamendments to general appropriation bills moved by direction of a 


standing or select committee of the Senate, proposing to increase an appro- | 


priation already contained in the bill, or to add new items of appropriation, 
shall, at least one day before they are considered, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and when actually proposed to the bill, no amend- 
ment proposing to increase the amount stated in such amendment shall be 
received; in like manner amendments proposing new items of appropriation 
to river and harbor bills shall, before betee considered, be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce; also amendments to bills establishing post-roads, 
proposing new post-roads, shall, before being considered, be referred to the 
mmittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


We shall be in the anomalous position, I will say as I go along, 


if this resolution shall pass, of having all the other committees of | 
this body reporting bills and amendments here, having had them | 
considered in their committees, whereas all amendments to these | 


bills coming from any other committee or any other source must, 
under this rule, be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
which has had no part in the consideration of the bills themselves. 
This illustration alone shows how important it is that amend- 
ments proposed to the rules of the Senate shall, before we ar 

upon here to finally vote upon them, have the judgment of 
the appropriate committee as to all the changes which are necessary 
in order to harmonize the present rules with those proposed. 

But I read this rule for a wholly different purpose than to call 
attention to this situation; and I shall not stick in the bark as to 
the rule. The intent and purpose of this rule was to limit and 
restrict appropriations of public money in such a way that there 





Rule XVI | 


5 ae : : | to decide on the forms of stating and keepingaccounts; * * ti 
is a modification, it is true, but not a serious one, of the rule of | 
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could not be forced upon appropriation bills legislation which 
might not be convenient or agreeable to either House of Con- 
gress, or especially to that House which refused to consider such 
proposed amendments. In other words, it was to throw around 
appropriations such safeguards and conditions that they would 
not be left, if I may use the word, to the caprice or the sudden 
consideration of a majority of any legislative body. 

Why was this done as to appropriation bills? I have given the 
reason. It was that legislation should be considered with delib- 
eration in both Houses, and that it should not be within the power 
of either House to say the Government will only be carried on on 
condition that you will accept the legislation we want. It 
in effect saying to the Senate of the United States, ‘‘ You can not 
put legislation upon an appropriation bill and coerce the coordi- 
nate body by saying to them ‘ you must take this legislation as a 
condition of the appropriation of public money to carry on the 
Government.’” It was to throw around the House of Represent- 
atives the same restriction, because their rules are of the same 
character as ours, and they are more rigidly enforced than are the 
rules of this body. 

Mr. President, what is the process under the law and under the 
rules of the two Houses whereby money is appropriated which 
has been gathered into the Treasury either by taxation or by sell- 
ing bonds which are torun thirty years orany other length of time, 
taxing the present generation for the interest and the next genera- 
tion for the principal? Early in the history of this Government 
one of the first laws which was passed by Congress, dating on the 
2d day of September, 1789, soon after the Department of the 
Treasury was established by law, provided in the second section 
of an_ act to establish the Treasury Department, found on page 
65, volume 1, of the Statutes at Large— 

That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to digest and pre 
pare plans for the improvement and management of the revenue, and for the 


support of public credit; to prepare and report estimates of the public reve 
nue and the public expenditures; to superintend the fthe revenue; 


was 


* coLLecTtiIon « 


Inake ro- 


port— 

I do not quote the whole section— 
and give information to either branch of the Legislature, in person or in 
writing, as he may be required, respecting all matters referred to him by the 
Senate or House of Representatives, or which shall appertain to his office 

So that in the first statute establishing the Treasury Department 
these estimates which come into our rules had a status and stand- 
ing, giving the Secretary of the Treasury power to make estimates 
to both Houses of Congress. Under our rules, when so made, 
these estimates are given the sanction and power of a bill which 
may have passed this body. This was modified by the statute of 
May 10,1800, foundin volume 2 of the Statutes at Large, page 79, 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to digest, prepare, and lay before Congress at the commencement of every 
session a a on the subject of finance, containing estimates of the public 
revenue and public expenditures, and plans for improving or increasing the 
revenues, from time to time, for the purpose of giving information to Con 
gress in adopting modes of raising the money requisite to meet the public 
expenditures. 

It is under that ancient statute that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury now makes his report direct to Congress rather than to the 
President of the United States, as other departmental officers do. 

There are some intervening statutes, but I shall not trouble the 
Senate with them. In the act passed August 26, i642, it is 
vided in section 14, volume 5, of the Statutes— 

That it shall be the duty of the several heads of Departments 


pro 





nicating estimates of expenditures and appropriations to Congress and toan 
of the committees thereof, to specify, as nearly as may be convenir the 
sources from which such estimates are derived and the caleula Ss upon 
which they are founded, and in so doing to discriminate betw ! t 


mates as are conjectural in their character and such as ar i 
actual information and application from disbursing officers; and ! 
nicating the several estimates reference shall be given to tl 
ties by which they are authorized, the dates there 
and section in which the necessary provisions are contained 

So the Book of Estimates since 1842 has been required to show 
not only that the estimates are authorized by law, but also the 
date of that authorization, the amount, and the volume in which 
it is to be found. 

These provisions were changed by section 3 of an act approved 
March 3, 1875, page 370, volume 18 of the Statutes, as follows: 








That it shall be the duty of the heads of the several Executive Department 
| and of other officers authorized or required to make estimates, to furnish to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, on or before the Ist day October of each 
year, their annual estimates for the public service, to be included in the Book 
of Estimates prepared by law under his direction; and the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall submit, as a part of the appendix to the Book of Estimates, 


such extracts from the annual reports of the several heads of Departments 
and bureaus as relate to estimates for appropriation and the nec« t 
therefor. 

I have one other statute which I wish to read. All these 
utes relate to the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury and heads 
of Departments respecting expenditures authorized by law. This 
is found on page 254, volume 23 of the Statutes at Large: 

Hereafter all estimates of appropriations and estimates of deficiencies in 
appropriations intended for the consideration and seeking the action of any 


stat- 
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of the committees of Congress shall be transmitted to Congress through the 
Secretary the of Treasury, and in no other manner; and the said Secretary shall 
first cause the same to be properly classified, compiled, indexed, and printed 
under the supervision of the chief of the division of warrants, estimates, an 
appropriations of his Department. 

Thus curtailing the power of the head of any Department to 
make an estixmate for any appropriation until it has been submit- 
ted to the Secretary of the Treasury, approved by him, and trans- 
mitted to the two Houses of Congress. Such estimates are trans- 
mitted, so far as the Senate is concerned, to the Senate from that 
desk, being addressed to the presiding officer of the Senate. 

It may be asked why it is that I have quoted these statutes. I 
have quoted them for the purpose of showing that from the foun- 
dation of the Government it has been recognized that it was nec- 

essary that the greatest care should be exercised in order that the 

appropriation bills should be divested, so far as possible, of legis- 
lation, unless the legislation should appear to be necessary in mak- 
ing the appropriation. 

Jur fathers, the men who framed the Constitution of the United 
States, supposed that they had guarded carefully and well the pro- 
visions relating to the revenues and to the expenditure of public 
money. They deemed it wise, at least, to insert in the Constitu- 
tion a provision restricting the power of Congress respecting the 
great questions of taxation and expenditure, drawing that provi- 
sion from the custom of centuries in the English Parliament. 
They provided, it is true, only that— 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives. 

In other words, that the taxing power of the people should not, 
in the first instance, be a part of the power of the Senate of the 
United States, though, of course, we have the power of amend- 
ment in this body, for the constitutional provision further says: 

But the Senate may propose or concur with amendments as on other bills. 

Then, although the language of the Constitution covers only 
** bills for raising revenue,” it has been held from the organiza- 
tion of the Government that the constitutional power carried 
with it also the power of appropriating money. e have in this 
Chamber on three different occasions contested that power with 
the House of Representatives, one of them a most memorable oc- 
casion, wherein the Senate actually prepared appropriation bills 
and sent them to the House of Representatives; but that House 
laid them upon the table and paid no attention to them. Again, 
it was contended that we had power in this Chamber to originate 
appropriation bills, and a committee was appointed by the two 

ouses, called a committee of high privilege, wherein that ques- 
tion was debated for months, a report made in the House of Rep- 
resentatives denying that right, and a report made in the Senate 
asserting the right. But so well grounded now is the situation 
regarding appropriation bills that the Senate never undertakes 
to originate such bills. 

So the appropriation bills which are dealt with in the pending 
resolution and in the pees rule are not bills which originate here 
at all, but are bills which come to us from the other body, and come 
to us under their rules. Therefore it is necessary for us to adapt 
our rules to the House rules respecting the number of bills and 
what they shall embrace. So it has been that my friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] and my friend from New Jersey [ Mr. 
SEWELL] have, temporarily at least, withdrawn the logical con- 
sequence of ar argument that has been made in this Chamber 
for a change in the distribution of appropriation bills. 

It is argued here that the appropriation bills ought to be dis- 
tributed ause the several committees have necessarily more 
knowledge of the subject matter of appropriations than can a sepa- 
rate and distinct committee have upon the same subject. If that 
be true, there is not a single topic of legislation that should not be 
divided and distributed among the several committees of this body. 

It is true that my friend from Idaho |Mr. Dusots}, in his kind- 
liness and generosity to the Committee on Sarees leaves 
to it a skeleton of three bills, one being called the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial a bill, another the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, and the other the deficiency appropriation bill, 
for all deficiencies. If the logic of those who argue for this chan 
be correct, then these bills of all others should be divided and dis- 
tributed among the committees of this body. If the argument be 
that the Committee on Anorens can have no knowl of 
Army affairs, or of the affairs of the Navy, or of the affairs of the 
Interior Department, why should they appropriate money for the 
War Department, or the Navy ent, or the Interior De- 

rtment? It naturally follows, or would seem to follow, that if 

is bill should be sent to the Committee on Military Affairs, be- 
cause that committee necessarily has more and better knowledge 
regarding the distribution of money appropriated for the Army 
they will also have a better Snowleden the personnel o: 
those who are in the War De t and the com: tion that 
ought to be given to those who are Shave sonionete and this a 
— to every other ee, the Government. If you strip 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation of the 
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provisions relating to salaries and compensation there would be 
practically nothing left of it. 

I wish to ask some Senator who favors the pending resolution, 
if it be necessary that the expenditures which are made by the 
judicial department of this Government, including the expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice, be made by the Committee on 
the Judiciary, why should not those made for all the courts of the 
United States also be considered by the Judiciary Committee, now 
so ably presided over by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr, 
Hoani, and recently so ably presided over by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. PuGH] who sits near me? The members of that 
committee are dealing with judicial subjects all the time; they 
are considering legislation in relation to the courts of justice, re- 
garding the marshals and the district attorneys, and keep, as it 
were, an eye, and a keen one, upon all the subjects relating to 
the powers of the United States courts and their jurisdiction. 
That necessarily gives that committee a knowledge of these sub- 
jects. So I might illustrate by other heads of Departments and 
by other committees. 

The argument made is an argument for the absolute dismem- 
berment of the Committee on Appropriations. In other words, 
the Senators who have argued have, in my judgment, argued 
from wrong premises. Take the sundry civil bill, which is pro- 
— to be left in the hands of the Committee on Appropriations. 

et me analyze that for a moment, and see if the arguments which 
have been made here would not necessarily take the sundry civil 
bill practically from the Committee on re ery and dis- 
tribute it among the various committees which have been named. 
They, it is said, are especially and distinctively qualified for the 
performance of the service required in making appropriations. 

Take public buildings. I hold in my hand the appropriations 

for the current year. it there is nothing in this question of appro- 
— except simply how much the committees can have, or 
10w much they think ought to be appropriated, surely the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, which makes a special 
examination of all these topics, ought to have control of this sub- 
ject. Last year we appropriated nearly $4,000,000 for public build- 
ings in the United States. Is there any reason why the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds should not have charge of that 
subject? If there is a reason, it is to be found in the logic of this 
whole situation, and that is that the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds might be willing to appropriate ten or twelve 
million dollars, or $20,000,000, if you please, and still appropriate 
it wisely and judiciously for the Government itself. In a country 
like ours, extended as it is initsarea, with populations growing with 
immense rapidity, with cities springing up in a week or in a year, 
where the Government carries its power and its influence through 
its courts, through its postal service, and throvgh all the ramifi- 
cations of a great country such as ours, is the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds to appropriate, and, 1 have no doubt, 
properly to appropriate, ten, fifteen, or twenty million dollars for 
public buildings? 

Why do not those who favor this scheme treat these committees 
alike? It has been said on this floor over and over again that Sen- 
ators are equal and States are equal. So they are; and so they 
ought to be; and so they will bein this Chamber; but the question 
of the division of labor among the committees is a question as to 
the wisest and best method of reaching true results; and there- 
fore it is that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
although they might report in favor of the appropriation of ten 
or twenty million dollars a year, must be, in a sense, limited in 
their appropriations and in their power by the revenues of the 
Government in the first place, ay in the second place, by the 
necessary distribution of these revenues among all the depart- 
ments of our Government, and the necessary expenditures to be 
made therein in order that our progress may be continuous. 

Now, take the Committee on Commerce, so long and so ably 
—s over by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] who sits in 

mt of me. For a good many years the Committee on Com- 
merce has had charge of the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

Mr. HILL. The Committee on Commerce es always had 
charge of that bill, has it not? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; not always. 

Mr. HILL. When did it not have it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it has had that bill since 1846. I may 
be mistaken as to the date, as I speak from memory. 

Mr. HILL. It has always had. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Commerce has not always 
had it. That is my recollection. If the Senator from New York 
knows differently I will be corrected now. 

Mr. HILL. Iam advised that the Committee on Commerce has 
always had charge of that bill, if not directly, then indirectly, it 
having been customary for the Finance Committee, which always 
had c riations and finances prior to 1867, to 
ill to the Committee on Commerce. It 
the constant rule to do that. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. That is practically done with | 


respect to every other committee of this body. 

Mr. HILL. I will a . 

Mr. ALLISON. I will come to that matter, if the Senator from 
New York will excuse me. Does the Senator wish to interrupt 
me for anything special? If he does I will yield, but I do not 
wish to proceed further with this branch of the subject. 

Mr. HILL. I simply wish to call the attention of the Senate 
and the Senator to the fact that prior to 1867 the Committee on 
Finance had control of appropriations as well as the question of 
ATE ALLISON. I am familiar with that. , 

Mr. HILL. And the change was made then, in 1867. 


Mr. ALLISON. Then since 1867 the Committee on Commerce | 


has had charge of the river and harbor bill. I was mistaken as to 
the date. : eo 
Mr. HILL. Idonotstatethat. I say that prior to 18671 think 
it was customary to refer river and harbor matters to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. That is my recollection. — 
Mr. ALLISON. The same custom was in existence then that 
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prevails now; that is, consultation with committees as to appro- 


priations affecting their particular duty. ; 
Mr. HILL. It is not a custom now, but a rule with respect to 
the river and harbor bill. 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well. But now let us look into the sun- | 


dry civil bill a little further. 


Light-houses, beacons and fog signals, Life-Saving Service, Rev- | 


enue-Cutter Service, Coast and Geodetic Survey—those are all at- 
tributes, if I may use that word, of the Committee on Commerce. 
All those subjects are under the jurisdiction and control of that 
committee, and the appropriation last year for the purposes I have 
just stated amounted to nearly $5,000,000. If the logic of the Sena- 
tors who argue for the resolution is correct, then the Committee 
on Commerce should have those items also. 

Take the Fish Commission. Why is it that the Committee on 
Fisheries is not embraced in the resolution? Why should not it 
have control of the appropriations for fisheries? It is a separate 
and distinct committee and one of the most important and ablest 


necessarily know but little on the subject, according to the logic 
of our friends. 

I do not wish to go into the details of all the questions in rela- 
tion to the different appropriations, but here is the Committee 
on Public Lands, presided over by the mover of the resolution, 
recently made its chairman, and familiar with the whole topic. 
We appropriate for public lands $1,200,000 annually. Why 
should not the Public Lands Committee take control of that ap- 
propriation and deal with it rather than that we should have a 
select committee specially devoted to that and kindred subjects? 

Mr. CHANDLER. May [ ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 


Mr. CHANDLER. If that appropriation were contained in a | 


single bill, by the customs and usages of the Senate would it not 
be proper to send the bill to the Committee on Public Lands? 
Why not? 


| 
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frien 1 the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] sitting near 
me, as its chairman and managing the affairs of the committee 
during his chairmanship with great ability, surrounded by other 
gentlemen of distinction and ability. If it be true that the ap- 
yropriations should be thus distributed, I will ask my venerable 
friend the Senator from Vermont {Mr. PrRocror]—not so vener- 
able as I am, either—to tell me why we should make two bites at 
a cherry and leave the appropriations for arsenals, military posts, 
military parks, national cemeteries, and miscellaneous objects 
under the War Department, which embraces a variety of small and 
great things, including National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers and State and Territorial Homes, amounting to three or four 
or five million dollars annually, to be provided for by a special 
committee designated for that purpose? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Does the Senator from Iowa wish me to give a 
reason now? 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to give the Senator a reason in the line 
of the logic of those who support the resolution, which is that the 
other committees are better calculated to deal with those subjects 
than a committee whose only business it is to deal with appropria- 
tions of public money. 

Mr. PROCTOR. One very good reason why they should not be 
changed, I think, is because the appropriation bills originate in the 
other body. They are sent here all framed, and it is not for us to 
tear them to pieces. The pending resolution contemplates nothing 
of the kind. 

Mr. ALLISON. That isan answer, but it is not the answer that 
meets the logic of those who are arguing for the resolution, be 
cause the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] da 
yesterday introduced an amendment providing that those appro- 
priations should also go to the Committee on Military Affairs, a 
logical movement. ; 

Mr. PROCTOR. Yes; and he withdrew it on consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. He withdrew it on consideration, and I sup- 
pose after consultation, giving notice that a joint resolution was 
required for that purpose; and how long does it take my ingenious 
friend from Vermont to prepare a joint resolution to reach any 


before 


| purpose he has in hand? 
inthisbody. Yetthe appropriations for this branch of the Govern- | 
mentareto be considered by the Committee on Appropriations, who | 


} 


So I could go on with the appropriations. Notwithstanding the 
fact that the Committee on Commerce has the question of rivers 
and harbors before it under the rules, the Committee on Appro- 


| priations is now bound to consider and does consider all appropria- 


tions for rivers and harbors where specific contracts have been 


| made or where the appropriations run for a limited and specific 


period. Last year there were appropriations amounting to $9,000,- 
000 for river and harbor improvementsinthe sundry civil bill. I 
think by the resolution those matters are taken away from the Com- 


| mittee on Appropriations and that it will be necessary under the 


Mr. ALLISON. Under the argument of the Senator and those | 


who are associated with him that is the logic of the situation; and 


the rules of the Senate are brushed aside, it seems, without refer- | 
ence to a committee. Howlong will it be before theSenator from | 


New Hampshire himself will be clamoring for such a change of 
the rules as will authorize the distribution of which we are now 
speaking? 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). Does 





the Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? | 


Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator does not wish to mislead any- 
one. 


Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The resolution takes the appropriation bills | 


according to the existing custom and makes a little different dis- 

tribution of them from the present system. TheSenatorfrom lowa 

is trying to prove, I understand, that because that is done therefore 

each appropriation bill should be taken and cut upintotwenty or 

y pieces. That does not follow at all from the argument. 

ere may be a little reform in this world without absolute de- 
struction of all human institutions. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is true, and it was stated two or three | 


times yesterday that we are engaged at this time in a great re- 

form, in a sort of evolution; and I suppose we are. I was only 

arguing the logic of the gentlemen who insist that this distribu- 

a be made for the orderly division of the work of the 
ate. 


Now, take the Military Affairs Committee, with my distinguished 





resolution now proposed for the Committee on Commerce to take 
charge of those appropriations. Ido not see, of course, how they 
can be segregated from the sundry civil bill. : 

So I might go on and speak of these matters, but I mention 


them merely for the purpose of illustrating the logic of the Sena- 
tor from New York |[Mr. HILL], who says that the main reason 
for the resolution is to distribute the power of the Senate. The 


Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] is a little more dis 
creet and a little more gentle to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. He says he wants to destroy the monopolistic power of 
the Senate. He has gathered a phrase from my friend, the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PErrEeR], on that subject. 

Whatis the power of the Committee on Appropriations? Under 
therulesit istoreport appropriationsauthorized by law and nothing 
else. If all the committees which 1 have named have a better 
knowledge of what should be the appropriations which are author- 
ized by law, then, of course, all the appropriations which are left 
to the Committee on Appropriations should be assigned to those 
several committees. Especially is that true of deficiencies. Here 
is the Army appropriation bill, and there is a deficiency in the ap- 


| propriation for the Army or for the Soldiers’ Homes or for some 


other branch coming properly within the jurisdiction of the Com 
mittee on Military Adnire. Why should such a deficiency be sent 
to the Committee on Appropriations when the original appropria 
tion, the source and origin of the deficiency, was considered by 
another committee? That is true of every other deficiency, and 
yet this skeleton of a committee is left with a view of dealing with 
and gleaning from those old appropriations the deficiencies which 
have been created or which are made necessary by reason of ex- 
penditures beyond the appropriations. 

Mr. President, from the reasoning, then, of those who favor this 
sweeping change it would seem that it is easy to provide for all the 
appropriations without the Appropriations Committee. I think 
the philosophy, if I may use that word, or the reasoning which 
requires a separate and distinct committee to deal with appropria- 
tions is manifestly wise. Until 1867, as the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Hii1] has already called attention to the fact, the Com- 
mittee-on Finance dealt with these subjects. We went through 
the period of the war, expending millions upon millions of dollars, 
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raising armies to the extent of nearly 3,000,000 men, and during all 
that perilous period we, in this y, assisted in raising revenue 
and in appropriating money chiefly under the guidance and direc- 
tion of the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who 
is still familiar with those scenes and times. 

In the House of Representatives it was never supposed that the 
Committee on Ways and Means would be deprived of this power 
until 1865. I was then a member of the House, and I can speak 
of what Iknow. Then under the exigencies of the election of a 
Speaker of the House it was found necessary to divide up the Com- 
mittee on Waysand Means in order to form two other committees. 
And at that time the war was practically ended, because the divi- 
sion did nct take place until December, 1865. Up to that time the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the other House dealt not only 
with the appropriations, but with the enormous internal and 
external power of taxation, and, in addition, with the power to 
raise revenues by the millions upon loans authorized to be made 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. I repeat what I said a moment 
ago, that that division would not then have been made except 
under the exigency of enlarging the number of committees. 

Now, the reason why the power of taxation and the power of 
expenditures were lodged in a single committee from the founda- 
tion of the Government for the first seventy-five years of its exist- 
ence was that taxation and expenditure should go hand in hand, 
that revenues and expenditures should be within the control and 
direction of men who knew the aggregate of the revenues and the 

ate of the expenditures, so t a wise Government, which 

desired to maintain its credit, would not by appropriations ex- 
nd more money than by taxation it rai for revenue. We 
not then reac this modern system whereby a Government 

in a single year can expend $69,000,000 more than it receives from 
its revenues and make the e diture from money borrowed from 
the people upon the idea and the pretense that it is done to main- 
tain the parity in value of the money circulation of our country. 

I maintain, andI say it nowas I may not think of it again, thata 
Government can notlong endure if it borrowsmoney in order to pay 
its current expenditures. In the last two anda half years we have 
expended $130,000,000 more than we have received into the Treasu 
by means of our revenue laws. In the last month we ran behin 
three millions andahalf, Is itnot worth while, then, for ustotake 
some account of our revenues as compared with our expenses? 
For one I want them to meet as nearly as we can make them meet, 
and I hope that before jong we shall be able to replenish the reve- 
nues which were provided for in the act of two years ago through 
the income-tax legislation, but which were lost by virtue of a de- 
cision of the Supreme Court. Can it be that we will go on, upon 
this side or upon the other side of the Chamber, and appropriate 
$30,000,000 or $40,000,000 more than is likely to be received into 
the Treasury from taxation, and borrow money for the purpose of 

ying the current expenses of the Government at the rate of 
B70,000,000 or even $25,000,000 a year at 4 per cent, running for 
thirty years? 

When our ditures and revenues were supposed to be equal 
to each other, it was supposed by the men who preceded us that 
taxation and appropriation should go hand in hand. But in 1865 
in the other House they changed that system, so that there were 
. Committee on Appropriations and a Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

I may be mistaken, I may be wrong, but I think that a matter 
of this character—taking money ont of the Treasury or putting 
money into it, either by appropriation or by taxation—should be 
in the hands of a single committee of this body. Now, why do I 
believe it? I believe it becanse I think the Committee on Appro- 
priations, as a committee, should have no other charge than that 
of appropriating moneys provided by law. 

I will recur in to the question of other committees, and I will 
illustrate it. Take, for example, the appropriations for the Army. 
The Military Committee has been organized and is organized for 
the purpose of framing laws and supervising regulations for the 
Army of the United States. If it also has thrown into its hands 
and under its control the gk aren of money for the Army 
there is no committee of this body to supervise the expenditure. 
Without reflecting upon any committee of this body or w any 
department of the Government, it is the most natural thing for 
the committees which have care and control of these great sub- 
jects to think that liberal appropriations are wise and advisable 
respecting them; and probably they are. What is true of the 
Army is also true of the Navy. How often do we find appropria- 
tions far beyond the necessities or the power of the Government 


under existing conditions to expend the money? When I say that. 


Iam not speaking against an enlargement of the Navy or against 
an increased appropriation for fo ons. 

By some division of power in this body we now have a Commit- 
tee on Coast Defenses, which has taken from the Committee on 
Military Affairs a of its duty as to new projectiles and new, 
important, and inventions in guns, gun carriages, 


powder, etc. The Committee on Coast 
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of many of those subjects. I believe, as I have no doubt we all be- 
lieve, that we should improve and increase our coast defenses and 
provide liberally for the enlargement of our Navy; but we can 
only do it by carrying with it one of two things—either taxation 
or the power to borrow money. 

So it seems to me that as to these two great branchesof our Gov- 
ernment, it is wise that their supervision should be in the hands 
of a separate and distinct committee, which can see, as it has hith- 
erto done, how much we can afford to appropriate for these ob- 
jects, unless we are to carry with the appropriations a provision 
that money shall be borrowed for that purpose. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Iowa a question at 
this point? How would it be possible for the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, for example, at a time when some extraordinary ex- 

nse is thought desirable (Iam not speaking of an emergency, 

ut when the tendency was to increase the expenditure for the 
military establishment), to cut their coat according to the cloth, 
to use a homely phrase; in other words, how could they know what 
the Treasury would bear unless they sent around to all the other 
committees to whom the different appropriation bills had been dis- 
tributed, and brought themselves into consultation with each one 
of them in order to forma rational and sensible view of what 
would be proper under the circumstances? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is absolutely true, unless they were to 
provide by loan for expenditure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Is not that very thing done in the other 
House where these bills originate? Do notall these appropriations 
go to the Military Committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, ~ 

Mr. GALLINGER. that where the bill originates the Mili- 
oy Committee has charge of the appropriations? 

r. ALLISON. Where the bill originates that committee has 
charge of the appropriation. But that is no argument—— 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa, before 
he proceeds, if that is not all the more reason for retaining in the 
Senate the present arrangement, that is, that there shall be a place 
where all the appropriations shall come under one head? 

Mr, ALLISON. thank the Senator from Massachusetts for 
that eupeeesicn, It is a very good one. 

Mr. L. The Senator from Iowa will allow me to suggest 
whether any committee now has supervisory charge of the appro- 
priations for rivers and harbors inthe Senate. We get along very 
well with that measure, do we not? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithinkso. The Committee on Commerce has 
supervision. 

r. HILL. Has any other committee supervision, I ask? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations have every 
step in the river and harbor bill as a part of their duty. I mean 
the information which is given is always found in the room of the 
Committee on Appropriations as respects river and harber bills 
and every other appropriation bill. If the Senator has watched 
the tables which have been printed from time to time, he will sce 
they always embrace all questions respecting rivers and harbors. 

Mr. HILL. It has no committee supervision? 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course it has no committee supervision. I 
did not understand the Senator from Delaware to suggest that it 
was committee supervision; itis committee information that must 


be oa 

Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator to argue that there should 
be one committee having supervisory power over all appropria- 
tions, and therefore I suggested that when it comes to a question 
of logic the existing rule, which the Senator is commending, allows 
the Committee on Commerce to have power without restriction 
over the question of rivers and harbors. Therefore one is as illog- 
ical as the other. 

Mr. GRAY. It is a question of degree, That is the only com- 


mittee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr.-President, I do not judge of a great ques- 
tion by taking a single instance as an illustration. Iam now upon 
the point, and I want to call the attention of the Senatorfrom New 
York to it, that it does seem wise in the long years which flow on 
that the committee which originates legislation, whether it be to 
expend $50 or $50,000,000, ought to have some committee that is 
thoroughly independent in this body (I mean independent as re- 
spects that particular subject) to give the amount of money that 
can be appropriated for that expenditure this year and next year 
and the following years, if there is not money enough to provide 
for it ina single year. 

Mr. HILL. Isug to the Senator that if he entertains those 
views his duty would be best discharged by moving an amend- 


ment to the rules taking away from the Committee on Commerce 
this very that it has so wisely exercised. 
Mr. N. Iam arguing now at large. 


Mr. HILL. Quite at large. 
Mr. ALLISON. Lam not arguing from the single illustration 
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ittee on Commerce, which is a great committee of 
pa ag which has jurisdiction of rivers and harbors under 
he law. 
tng aR AY. Will my friend allow me to suggest, in reply to 
the question of the Senator from New York, that the example 
which he cites of the Committe on Commerce in regard to the 
appropriations for rivers anf harbors is one exception to be taken 
out of the general jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions? I should like to ask him whether, that one exception hav- 
ing been taken out, it logically follows that it would be wise to 
take many more out? One being taken out for reasons that may 
be peculiar to itself, leaves that one committee segregated in its 
jurisdiction from the mass of appropriations, and with the Ap- 
ropriations Committee, to whom it can always refer and obtain 
information as to all other appropriations which are to deplete 
the Treasury. It is a question of degree. : 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course; but the Senator from New York 
will answer that question. 

Mr. HILL. There is nothing to answer. I venture the asser- 
tion that the Committee on Commerce has never sent a commu- 
nication to the Committee on Appropriations asking how much 
the pension expenditures ap are going to be, or any other 
question pertaining to it. 1 those things are known to every 
committee, because they are published, and therefore not only 
every committee knows them, but every single member of the 
Senate has equal information in regard to them as the appropria- 
tions progress. The only point involved is simply this: The Sen- 
ator was suggesting, in answer to our proposition to enlarge the 
jurisdiction of several of the committees, that you might go fur- 
ther; that the logic of the situation required you to go further. 
Our answer to that is that the logic is just as much at fault on 
the other side, because the argument in favor of having one com- 
mittee supervise all the appropriations is not kept in view by the 

resent arrangement, where you have a single great exception. 
Be course it is quite difficult now to draw the line, as it is some- 
times difficult to draw the line at what age a party shall be per- 
mitted to vote, but some age has to be fixed. So in making this 
arrangement by the proposition of the Senator from Idaho some 
line had to be drawn, and this, in my judgment, is the best that 
can be made. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to make a 
single suggestion in regard to the point that more than one com- 
mittee should have charge of the appropriations? The factis that 
the Committee on Commerce every year brings a bill in here that 
is reduced by many millions of dollars; it brings in a billin excess 
of what the majority of the Senate consider to be appropriate and 
necessary. 

Mr. HILL. Allow me to say that shows that possibly the wis- 
dom of the Senate is greater than that of any one committee. 

Mr. CALL. It also shows that the Senator from New York is 
entirely wrong in his proposition. 

Mr. HILL. That does not follow. 


Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to say | 


a word to the Senator from Florida? 
Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 


Mr. GEORGE. That propositionshows that itis perfectly safe | 
to leave to the Senate the amount of theappropriations to be made | 


in any one bill. 

Mr. CALL. Not to one committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, it is curious that I can not 
make myself understood by the Senator from New York. Of 
course I 
single exception; but the logic of his observation is that the Com- 


mittee on oy ey should not exist because all the things | 


that can be done by that committee are to be more wisely done by 
a distribution of power in this Chamber among thirteen commit- 


I have heard it said sometimes that we do too much in the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and that we are at times overrun and 
overridden with work. That is true, and I wish it were not true. 
It has been especially true since the change made in the House of 
Representatives, because under the rules of the House a single 
committee that deals with an appropriation bill has no concern as 
to when it shall come to the Senate. They hold it back some- 
times until nearly the last day of a short session and then it comes 
in here, and these bills are necessarily thrown into our committee, 
and they are considered, I will not say hastily, but they are con- 
sidered with considerable inconvenience to those Senators who 
aioe to be members of the Committee on Appropriations. 

ut suppose the bills are divided up as is proposed. If that is 
done, I want to make a prediction, that when we reach the end of 
a short session there will be a struggle here between the twelve 
committees on the last day of the session as to which of them shall 
ee in its report first. In other words, the orderly procedure in 
th Houses, it seems to me, has always required that this great 


(penance ene 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





ow, as he does, that the Committee on Commerce is a 


| 








Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask my friend from Iowa a 
question. Oneof the plausible arguments made in favor of divid- 
ing up the appropriation bills is that each committee charged with 
the appropriation might then, without waiting for the action of the 
other House, prepare its bill, and then the two bills would be pre- 
pared as they are presented. The Senate has the same powe r of 
appropriation at the beginning of a session, and by its own com- 
mittees, as the House. : 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The provision in the Constitution that reve- 
nue measures must originate in the House of Representatives does 
not apply to appropriation bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. I touched on that question in the absence of 
the Senator. I have said that that is a mooted question, but the 
Senate never has passed an appropriation bill that has been as- 
sented to by the other House. So the power is exercised bv the 
other House. ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate has undoubtedly power to pass 
an appropriation bill to the fullest extent that the other House has, 
and it does it. We pass every day bills providing for the appro- 
priation of money, sometimes enormous amounts. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; that is done. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to interpose, but will the Senator 
from Iowa allow me? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I happen to have studied this particular question 
some time ago, and I| think it is still fresh in my memory. 

The phrase in the Constitution is that the bills for raising reve- 
nue must originate in the House of Representatives. Of course, 
the letter of that provision does not include bills for merely ap- 
propriating the moneys so raised, but the House of Representa- 
tives at a very early day contended, and has ever since adhered to 
the contention, that the spirit of that constitutional provision in- 
cluded general measures for the expenditure of revenue, the gen- 
eral appropriation bills, because in every appropriation bill, cer- 
tainly in every general appropriation bill, it must be a germane 
amendment, but perhaps an amendment forming a new provision 
for raising the money which would be expended—that is, if you 
are to expend for a general Government purpose $40,000,000—the 
Senate or the House might or might not agree to that bill, ac 
cording as they found a practicable way of raising the money, 
and therefore the two subjects were inextricably connected. 

Now, when that matter came up between the two Houses, Mr. 
Webster said from his seat in the Senate that, whatever might 
be his opinion, from the necessity of the case it was a subject 
which must be determined by the House of Representatives. As 
will be seen on a moment's reflection, whatever may be the opin- 
ion of the Senate, it is impossible that any view as to the right to 
originate an appropriation bill should prevail which is not the 
view of the House of Representatives. I think there were com- 
mittees in both Houses that made written reports. The Senate 
acquiesced in that view and the House have maintained it ever 
since. I believe the first term I served in the House, from 1869 to 
1871, when the Senator from Iowa was there—at any rate about 
that time—the question was again raised and the House of Repre 
sentatives appoimted a committee that made a new report; but 
the Senate again acquiescedinthe view. Sothatpractically, what 
ever may be the letter of the Constitution, it is as well settled as 
any constitutional rule in the country that the House must orizi- 
nate general appropriation bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. That, I think, is wellsettled. Mr. President, it 
seems to me, then, without going at large into this question, be- 
cause I do not wish to consume time, inasmuch as we have sep- 
arated the raising of revenue and given that to one committee it 
is wise that we give the final supervision of the expenditure of 
money to another committee. That looks to me like a safe and 
conservative method of dealing with the people’s money. 

The Senator from Virginia |Mr. DANIEL] yesterday dealt with 
some force upon the idea that here is an equality of States, an 
equality of representation, and toillustrate how badly certain sec- 
tions of the country were treated as respects the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, he stated that not a single cotton State had a mem 
ber upon that committee. The logic of my friend from Virginia 
would be that the money gathered in the Treasury is a sort of 
grab bag for the States, and that in its general distribution the 
States not represented on the committee were badly treated as 
distinguished from the States represented on the committee. 

Mr. President, I have been a member of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations for twenty-two years. The State im which I live has 
as little interest as any State, and, I might say, perhaps a less 
interest, in all the appropriations that are considered by that com- 
mittee than any other State in the Union. We have had a few 
public buildings, and that is all. But the appropriations treated 
of in the Committee on Appropriations are not marked by State 
boundaries. They are appropriations that have no relation to 


subject of appropriation of money should be allotted to a single | States. Take the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
committee 


tion bill, covering as it does an average of over $22,000,000. What 
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isitfor? Itis forthe le who are carrying on the varied affairs 
of this great Government of ours chiefly in the city of Washing- 
ton, hat is the postal appropriation bill? It is a bill whic 
carries the mails from every part of this country to every other 
part by land carriage and a carriage. The expenditure of 
that Department is $90,000, annually. The revenues that pay 
the expenditures are derived from 2-cent postage. If the constitu- 
ents of my friend from Virginia write more letters than mine, 
then they Rey more than do other sections of the country for this 
service. ere are two bills that cover $113,000,000 of the $400,- 
000,000 that have been suggested by my friend as not justly and 
equally distributed among the States. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask him 
a@ question? 

r. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. Does the Senator suppose that the people who 
live in that broad stretch of territory between the Potomac and 
the Rio Grande do not know a little more about what is the neces- 
sity for appropriations for me yee Fae vy facilities than those who 
live in California or in Iowa? ould he not rather represent his 
own State in telling its needs as to appropriations than have a 
Senator from Texas or from New Hampshire do it? 

Mr. ALLISON. If there was any discrimination, that is true; 
but the postal service runs upon every railroad of Virginia, as it 
does upon the mountains. It runs upon every water craft in Vir- 
ginia.as it does on the Mississippi. 

Mr. DANIEL. But the fast through mail, for which a special 
appropriation is made, does not. 

r. ALLISON, If my friend will allow me, that is a most un- 
fortunate illustration which he hasadduced. The fast mail, called 
vial mail facilities, began in 1879, and it was intended for the 
ulf States, and old Virginia as well. It begins in the State of 
Virginia. That is the only place in that part of the United States 
where special appropriations have been made for fast mails. IfI 
have been criticised for one —e more than another, it was be- 
cause I supported and sustained fora long series of years a special 
appropriation for the benefit of the Senator’s constituents against 
the protest of different Postmasters-General and public officers of 
our country. 
Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Iowa whether it is 
ible to have every district of country represented on the Post- 
ftice Committee any more than upon the Appropriations Com- 
mittee? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not see how it is possible. The appro- 
priations that are considered by the Appropriations Committee 
are not like the rivers and harbors appropriations, where there is 
a distribution; they are appropriations that depend upon laws to 
execute the various branches of the Government service. I have 
given two illustrations, the postal appropriation bill and the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial a bill. Take the 
Army and Navy appropriation bills that in the aggregate, exclu- 
sive of rivers and harbors, because that is an army expenditure, 
amount to $50,000,000 annually. Is it of any advantage toa man 
in a cotton State to have the privilege of voting the fixed salaries 
and compensation of the army officers and privates and the naval 
officers and privates? The question of the distribution of appro- 
priations, the grab-bag principle, does not appertain to our com- 
mittee at all. 

It is necessary that the Committee on Appropriations shall be 
within reasonable limits as to numbers. e are told by gentle- 
men who are now active in the promotion of this scheme of my 
friend from Idaho that the difficulty with the Committee on Ap- 
propriations is that it is too small, and if we would enlarge it 
there would be no objection to continuing the plan which has 
prevailed since the Committee on yt ning omy was organized. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to say distinctly that I myself never 
heard of any such proposition. ° 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not saying the Senator did. I am only 
saying, if I may be permitted now to speak on these topics, that 
it is a curious thing that only a month ago we thought it neces- 
sary to relieve somewhat the burdens of the Committee on Appro- 
priations by adding four to its membership, and now it is to be 
relieved still further by distributing its bills practically to all the 
other committees who can possibly take jurisdiction of the subject. 

Now, I want to say a word or two as ne another phase of 
the question that has been dwelt upon by Senators in this debate. 
It is that the Committee on Appropriations upon the part of the 
Senate has been guilty of eae appropriations over the 

m 


bills as passed by the other House, friend from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] especially co himself that 
the Indian affairs have been transferred m the ordi com- 


mittee to the Indian Affairs Committee in the House of re- 
sentatives, and that there has been a great improvement in the 
legislation in that regard, except that the Senate had put on 


1392 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 6, 





doubtful and illegitimate claims and swelled the appropriations, 
Without speaking invidiously or criticising any committee of this 
or the other House at - time, I want to say that as respects the 
Indian appropriation bills they were largely increased under the 
new régime. 

They came to the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate 
with treaties and contracts innumerable that were put on in the 
House. Although they have arigid rule there as to legislation upon 
appropriation bills, it was legislation to execute what they called 
existing treaties, and they were existing treaties. Therefore the 
Indian appropriation bills were swollen largely in the House of 
Representatives. They were swollen in this Chamber over tho 
heads of the Committee on Appropriations by the Indian Affairs 
Committee of this body, in many instances, but I will not stop to 
name them. Whatever may have been the condition of appro- 
priations as respects Indian affairs, that can not be laid to the door 
of the Committee.on Appropriations, or to the fact that the Indian 
appropriation bill was not in the custody of the Indian Affairs 

ommittee of the Senate rather than in the custody of a commit- 
tee especially provided for that purpose. 

Now, one word further on the question of increases of appro- 
priations in bills. These increases of bills are inevitable for two 
reasons. Iam not speaking of the present House because I am 
not authorized to do so; but the House of Representatives have 
uniformly made less appropriations than they ought to have made 
to carry on the ordinary business affairs of our Government. Tho 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] said the other day that 
they had made the appropriations for nine months and confessed 
that they had made them for nine months, leaving a deficiency 
for three months in order to show a small sum appropriated. 

Mr. GEAR. May I ask my colleague a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 


Mr. GEAR. Is it not generally understood that in some of the 
committees of the House they have recommended the appropria- 
tion of less money than was necessary and then they have come 


over to the Senate and asked for an increase? 

Mr. ALLISON. That has often occurred, but I am not speak- 

ing of what occurs privately; I am speaking of the public record. 

ake the judiciary appropriations, with which every member 
of the Judiciary Committee is familiar. It has become almost a 
settled rule in the House to appropriate for only sixmonths. That 
has been done for two or three years. I hope it will not be done 
this year. The bill that is now on your tables, known as the 
urgent deficiency bill, is largely composed of deficiencies in the 
judicial department of our Government, because when those appro- 
priations were made they were made with a full knowledge that 
there would be large deficiencies. I know how difficult it is to 
make accurate estimates for the | peomyre service, because, in the 
nature of things, no committee and no Attorney-General can make 
an accurate estimate of what will be the expenditures of the courts 
in any given year; but for the purpose of keeping down appropria- 
tions and for the purpose of going upon the hustings on dilating 
upon the extravagance of the Senate and holding us up here on 
the cross-roads of public opinion as appropriating the people’s 
money beyond the just needs of the Government, they have in 
past years in the House of Representatives neglected to appro- 
priate the necessary funds to carry on the operations of our Govy- 
ernment. 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] the other day 
criticised with severity the Committee on Appropriations because 
of their extravagance and appropriating money when it ought not 
to be ye tg a There may be illustrations of that, I know, 
and doubtless they will occur to Senators on both sides of the 
Chamber. I recollect very well in the closing hours of the last 
Congress that the Committee on Appropriations had a whole day 
of its time occupied in the pressure upon it to consider an amend- 
ment, which came to us from the Committee on Claims, appro- 
ape: in round numbers, $7,000,000 for the sugar bounty. We 

id not take cognizance of that question; we did not undertake to 
deal with it, but it was forced upon us under the sixteenth rule by 
a standing committee of this body, which sent it to us, and under 
the rule the amendment could have been offered on the floor of the 
Senate, and if it had received a majority could have been voted 
into the sundry civil bill. It came to us in that way, being 1n 
order under the machinery of this Chamber provided by the six- 
teenth rule, and we were obliged in the closing hours or days of 
the session to take up and ascertain the very right of the mattter 
as to a great appropriation involving six or seven million dollars. 
The committee y decided, it is true, by a bare majority vote, 
that that was a just and fair amendment, modified as the com- 
mittee amended it, and it was proposed here in the Chamber by 
the Senator from Kentucky [jir. BLACKBURN] now absent. 

So, whatever pressure there is upon the Appropriations Com- 
mittee in the last days of the session comes from the fact that 
other committees of t ———— that measures which they have 
failed to secure and accomplish in their regular bills shall, in the 
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legislation, be put on appropriation bills. Therefore it is, 
thes or je bills are Mistributed every committee of the Senate 
will have it within its power to legislate by and large upon all 
the great public topics which appertain to subjects within its ju- 
risdiction and offer them as amendments to appropriation bills, 
and if they can get a majority of the Senate to agree that they 
are proper to be put on, it can be done. 

Mr. HAWLE . May I ask the Senator a question there? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. | ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will it not, then, be just as much out of order 
to legislate on appropriation bills as it is now? 

Mr. ALLISON. It will. The point I make is that the Com- 
mittee on A ppropriations is obliged to deal with these questions, 
whether willing or unwilling, whether they ought to go on an 
appropriation bill or be kept off, the object being to secure these 
legislative provisions upon appropriation bills so that they may 
pass the other body without being publicly debated there. 

It has beensaid and it has been believed that legislation and the 
appropriation of money should be segregated and kept apart so far 
as possible. There are instances, it is true, where the Committee 
on Appropriations, under the estimates of the Departments, pro- 
vides appropriations which have not been previously authorized 
by law. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] and the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], having been chairmen of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, know that as to our foreign service 
it is largely fixed on appropriation bills, so far as the salaries of 
our consuls and our ministers are concerned. The law upon the 
subject was passed in 1878. So, where it is necessary to enlarge 
our commercial or our diplomatic influence or power, these in- 
creases have generally been made upon appropriation bills. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] yesterday put in the 
REcorD a table showing increases and diminutions of salaries and 
the expenses of officers as found in appropriation bills. I do not 
know why he went so far back as the Fifty-first Congress to find 
a table, when a similar table is annually prepared by the clerks 


of the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate and House of | 


Representatives. I have the last table which was prepared, and 


I call the attention of the Senator toit. It shows a large number | 


of increases of officers. This was under the beneficent influence 
of a Democratic House of Representatives. 

Mr. HILL. An increase of officers? 

Mr. ALLISON. Both an increase of officers and an increase of 
salaries. 

Mr. HILL. On appropriation bills? 

Mr. ALLISON. On appropriation bills; some of them coming 
from the other House; none of them, I believe, put on in the Sen- 
ate. I think my venerable and kindly predecessor will bear me 
out when I say that very rarely indeed have salaries been increased 
upon ap ropriation bills. 

Mr. TLL. Where did the increase of the salary of the minis- 
ter to Mexico come from? It crept in through the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

r. ALLISON. It was done through the Committee on Appro- 

riations, after having been recommended by the Committee on 
a Relations, and it was a wise and just thing, so far as I 

now. 

Mr. HILL. The point was, that it was said that the Appropria- 
tions Committee could not change existing law, and one of the 
arguments made was that they could not change salaries. My 
point was that while that was technically true, yet they were con- 
stantly doing it, and I cited numerous instances where they had. 
This gives them additional power, and virtually they have the 
control of the increase of salaries. Now it appears that the in- 
crease of the salary of the minister to Mexico was through the Ap- 
ere Committee. 

r. ALLISON. But the Senator does not draw the distinction 
between increasing and the increase going through the committee. 
This was a proposition made by another committee. 

Mr. HILL, If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Excuse me. I wish to make my own point 
and then I will listen to the Senator. The proposition is that the 
Committee on Appropriations, under the rules, can either sanc- 
tion such an appropriation or can allow it to be presented in the 
Senate and agreed to. I do not know which was done in this in- 
stance, but I am not here to say to the Senator from New York 
that salaries are not increased and that salaries are not dimin- 


ished on appropriation bills. There are certain salaries which | 


have no other designation than on appropriation bills—that is to 
say, there is no statute, for instance, which says that a certain 
clerk in a Department shall have this or that salary. The clerks 
in the Departments are classified 1, 2, 3, 4, and now classified, [ 
believe, downward to $720. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I hold in my hand the act making appro- 


priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of | 


Government for the Fifty-third Congress, second session, and 


XX VITI—88 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1393 


I find under the office of Sergeant-at-Arms an amendment in- 
serted by the Senate: 





And $500 additional while the office or assistant doorkeeper is held by Isaac 
assett. ; 


I find in the third session, on the same bill, this provision in- 
serted by the Senate: 


For clerk to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage and clerk to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining, at $2,100 each, for the fiscal year 1896 only, 
$4,200. c 


Those must have been increases made by the Senate Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from New Hampshire undoubt- 
edly was inattentive, or at least my observation escaped him, when 
[said there were certain salaries which were only fixed in appro- 
priation bills. Notably so with the salaries of the officers and 
employees of the Senate. There is no law outside of the current 
appropriations from year to year which says what the salary of 
this, that, or the other officer here shall be. Those salaries are all 
found in appropriation bills. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly; I agree to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ladmitthere are instances where persons well 
known to us here receiving inadequate compensation have re- 
ceived higher compensation in that way; but the great bulk of 
these increases--I am now trying to analyze the table inserted in 
the RECORD by the Senator from New York—do not come from 
| either the House Appropriations Committee or the Senate Appro- 
| priations Committee. . 

Mr. HILL. How have they got in, I should like to know? 

Mr. ALLISON. Through the statutes, through the laws. 

Mr. HILL. Do the increases get in through the laws? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not speaking of increases just now. Take 
anew law—and there were numbers of new laws passed last year 
the one in relation to the Steamboat-Inspection Service, for in- 
| stance, which passed this body and the other House. We had to 
provide for that. Therefore the appropriations to carry out that 
ow go into this table as increases of public officers and increases 
of appropriations. Soas to the mineral lands in Montana, Idaho, 
| and other States. We were last year confronted with such laws, 
and were obliged to provide for their enforcement in the appro- 
priation bills. There was passed here, as Senators will remem- 
ber, a statute as to the lands in those States. It was passed at the 
very last moment, and we put a provision in one of the appropria- 
tion bills for a of those people aggregating $30,000, 
I might give other illustrations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How about thelight-houses? A great many 
of them were established by special act and had to be appropriated 
for. 

Mr. ALLISON. Appropriations had also to be made for the 
Light-House Establishment. Wenever insert an appropriation for 
| a light-house unless we have one of twothings. One is that it has 
been estaBlished by law through the Committee on Commerce of 
this body and through the like committee in the other body, or 
| else the Secretary of the Treasury says to us that by some acci- 
dent of flood or fire the light-house in existence has been swept 
away, and therefore he asks for an appropriation to rebuild it. I 
do not see the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] here now, but 
| not long ago a flood raged upon the Atlantic coast and around the 
| Chesapeake Bay, which swept down nearly $400,000 worth of pub- 
| lic pre — The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] will 
| remember it well; and, among other things, there were nine light- 
| houses, if I remember correctly, which were swept from their 
moorings and carried out into the ocean. We were called upon 
in this Chamber, by an urgent letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in the interest of the seamen and navigators of the 
ocean, that we should straightway appropriate a large sum of 
money for that purpose; and I think we appropriated $200,(00. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, in the 
Fifty-second Congress, second session, a statement of the appro- 
priations, etc., develops the remarkable fact that 2,480 instances 
of increases are to be found, and 166 decreases. I think the Sen 
ator will not find that those relate to the Light-House Establishment 
or to any department of the Government such as that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator calls my atten- 
tion to page 314, and gives the grand total. Of course I have not 
the time to examine this in detail, but my eye has just turned 
upon it, and I will give him some information astoit. First ser- 
| geants, by the Army appropriation act, were increased from $22 
| to $25 a month, making $430; and sergeants from $17 to S18 a 
month, making $2,027. In other words, of those increases of 2,480 
officers, 2,450 were sergeants in the Army, one portion of them 
having their pay increased $1 and another $3 a month. This 
amendment must come clearly to the memory of two Senators 
who sit near me, who were interested in the subject, one of whom, 
I think, offered the amendments whereby these appropriations 
were made, and said they were just to this meritorious class of 
soldiers. 
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Mr.GORMAN. They were reported from the Military Com- 


mittee. 

Mr. ALLISON. They were reported from the Military Com- 
mittee, I have no doubt, and presented here. 

So you may take these bills from year to year, and you will find 
the appropriations have had reasonable care, and that the com- 
mittee has given reasonable attention to these great subjects. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to in- 
terrupt him there? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Is it nota fact that nine-tenths of the increase 
of appropriations and of officers and their compensation come of 
necessity from the passage of laws passed during a session before 
action on the appropriation bills. for which we are compelled to 
appropriate? 

’ r. ALLISON. Undoubtedly it is so in a very large number 
or cases. 

Mr. FRYE. That wastrueespecially in the caseof thesteamboat 
inspectors. That bill was reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce, passed both branches of Congress, and while it increased a 
large number of salaries, it decreased others. It literally destroyed 
about a dozen or a offices of inspectors, and, taking the law 
altogether, it reduced the expenditure $12,000 a year. 

Mr. ALLISON. My eye falls upon another item in the table 
— by the Senator from New York, of the salaries of light- 

ouse inspectors, Life-Saving Service, superintendents of the Gulf 
coast, a have been increased from $1,200 to $1,500. I 
do not remember whether that was put on by the Committee on 
— riations or the Committee on Commerce. 
r. FRYE. The Committee on Commerce reported it, and it 
became a law. P 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true, I believe. 

I ms mention these things for the p of showing to my 
friend from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] that under the rules and 
under the practice of the Senate the committees of this body have 
unlimited power to deal with appropriations at their sweet will by 
complying with the provision which gives them a committee in- 
dorsement and referring their amendments to the Committee on 
“Wp rantue Gn ttee on A ti lize the 

ow can the Commi on Appropriations monopo! power 
of the Senate? It is within the power of every other committee to 
put gyves upon our wrists in Chamber if we refuse to appro- 
priate as they wish us to appropriate, by securing the adoption of 
appropriations if they are such as to meet the judgment of Sen- 
ators upon this floor and can be met by the revenues of the Gov- 
“When. to analyze. the eystem. as to these 
en you come yze as appropria- 
tions, you find thatthere is no wrong; and yet itis proposed now, 
without reference toa committee, without giving a standing com- 
mittee of the body the power to give us jodapnens upon the 
question, to put the Senate to a yea-and-nay vote upon a single 
roposition which takes away from the Committee on ria- 
ms the jurisdiction which it has over these bills, and prac- 
tically declare that the committee itself shall be disbanded. 

It may be a wise thing in these een es it may be a wise 
thing in a Senate of 90 members to thus, without the examina- 
tion of any one of its committees, upon the motion of a single 
member of this body, brought in here without much debate up to 
this time, to take a vote upon a proposition to divide among the 
committees of the body the great power of appropriating money 
in accordance with law, if it be a great power, or if it be one of 
the ordinary powers which appertain to this body, to take from 
the committee especially designated for that purpose, most of its 
members having devoted the greater portion of their term of serv- 
ice to membership upon it, the power of supervision and control, 
and dividethat power among the various committees here 3 

Mr. HILL. I understand the Senator from Iowa to complain 
because this resolution has not been referred to the Committee on 
Rules and rted upon by that committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, Mr. President; the Senator is: mistaken. 
I do not complain. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator makes the t and that the 
resolution ought to have been so ref . Isimply to call 
his attention to the fact that no one has made any such motion, 
that no one made such a motion on the day the resolution was 
presented, and no one made any such motion after the argument 
of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBois]. I desire further to call 
the Senator’s attention to the fact that there 
and I donot know but more, amendments to the rules—good, bad, 
and indifferent—which have been referred to the Committee on 
Rules, and that committee has not madea , either adversely 
or favorably. It has made no reportin this ber in five i 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, this proposition has been 
the Senate a number of times. In the which I made here 
on the 11th day of December I called tion to the fact that 
the Committee on Rules would not report back these proposed 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





FEBRUARY 6, 





amendments; and I gave the Senate notice in that speech that I 
wished them to consider the resolution on its merits, so that when 
they sent it to the Committee on Rules it should go there with 
the vote of the Senate showing how the Senate stood on the prop- 
osition. The distinct proposition was laid down in my remarks 
that the resolution was not to be referred to the Committee on 
Rules because we could never get a report from the Committee 
on Rules in regard to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly the Senator, before committing 
the resolution to the committee, asked the Senate to decide, and 
then have it referred to a committee. We all understood that. 
But the Committee on Rules, at the time the resolution was 
offered, and when the Senator’s speech was made, was an imper- 
fect committee, and not organized. That committee now consists 
of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who is chair- 
man, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MitrcHELL], the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
TELLER], the Senatorfrom Kentucky [Mr. BLacksurn], the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. Harris}, and the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Gorman]. Here are seven of the Senators of this body 
who are familiar to us. Is it a wise thing for us to deal with a 
great question like this, imperfectly presented to us, without tho 
report of a committee? Are we to decide and judge first, and 
hear the evidence afterwards? 

I do not complain; it is not a subject of complaint in this body; 
but we have provided a number of committees selected to deal 
with particular questions in the division of powers in this body, 
and here is a great Committee on Rules, familiar with all parlia- 
mentary rules of procedure, organized for the consideration of 
such a subject as this, and yet the Senate is called upon by a yea- 
and-nay vote to deal with the question, when it has never been 
examined, so far as we know, except by a single member of this 
body. Mr. President, thisis anexceptional thing. You may ran- 
sack your records and you will find that no important question has 
ever been considered in this Chamber that met with discussion or 
debate which was not first referred to a standing or select coin- 
mittee of this body. Nothing is passed here without unanimous 
consent, unless it has been first referred to a committee and had 
the judgmentof the men who are selected to investigate such ques- 
tions as are submitted to their care. 

I have occupied much longer time than L intended; but I vepeat 
here is a great public question: going to the very foundation of 
public expenditures, relating to the credit of this nation, that is 
sought to be dealt with here by Senators without: reference to a 
committee. I may be wholly mistaken in my views regarding it; 
I may be wrong; but I believe where. proposed legislation is pro- 
jected into this body and an attempt made to secure its adoption 

and in the other House, under which large expenditures of 
oe would once it is a that or a See apa should 
supervised by a committee designat y this y for that 

Pp , and that those expenditures should, from year to year, 
and from time to time, have some relation to the condition of the 
Treasury of the United States, and its power to pay the expenili- 


appropriations. 

ectly well—and I make no distinction in that re- 
spect—that the honorable Senators who preside over these various 
committees have probably greater ability and more knowledge of 
the special topics committed to their charge than has the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. But what I am undertaking to show 
is that if the ent upon which these changes are to be made 
isa@ sound one, it isan argument for the dismemberment and de- 
struction of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. ; 

Mr. NELSON. What right has the Senator to assume in his 
argument, as he does, that any one of the committees named in 
the resolution is not as competent to deal with appropriation bills 
as a subcommittee of the Committee on oy rere 

Mr: ALLISON. Mr. President, one of the last observations | 
made was-that they are just as capable, and I have no doubt more 
capable than the Committeeon Appropriations. I certainly do not 
impugn the ability or the bility or the power of any commit- 
tee of this body. Weare all equal here, thank God. 

Mr. NELSON. Does the Senator assume that those committees 
will be more negligent of the laws than the Committee on Appro- 
priations? . 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. I have wholly failed in my 
argument if I have not shown that the wisdom in the considera- 
tion of these questions lies in the fact that when the law author- 
izes the ture of money and when that expenditure is au- 
thorized to be made there should be some committee having charge 
of all these in order that we may see that the 
credit of our Government is maintained and continued, and that 
our —— are somewhere within the limits of our rev- 
enue. is my argument, if it is worth anything. 
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Mr. NELSON. Does the Senator maintain that the only guard- 
ian of this matter is the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the efforts of the Senator and 
his allies remind me of a —— a very eloquent and able paper, 
which had much influence during the war. Its title was *‘ How 
a free people conduct along war.” I perceive that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations is very earnestly opposed to this measure, 
and that it is prolonging a very able debate, I do not say beyond 
proper limitations; but in the meantime I hope it is not gaining 
any recruits from this side of the question. — ; 

The only thing about this proposition which gives me any sort 
of regret or 
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hesitancy is that I am afraid some of the men whom | 


I most love in the world do not like it, but I do no not think that | 


ought to stand in the way of my sincere judgment of what will be 
better for the Senate and for the legislation of the country. 

The very wide field of appropriations still left open tothat great 
committee covers some of the most important bills, carrying a 
multitude of items in which there is most likely to be extrava- 
gance. Thatisevident. 

There are but eleven subjects of expenditure that are to be dis- 


tributed, and the name is legion of the matters to be attended to | 
outside of those eleven bills. I can not helpsupposing that itis bet- | 


ter to give a great subject to a committee of men who ordinarily 


have some special reason for being on a committee than to give | 


it to three men, which practically is the rule now. 
of it is the consideration of three men in the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, with whom I find no fault, with whom my inter- 
course has been agreeable. 


The upshot | 


I have been to them many and many a time to get slight changes | 


made in appropriation bills, sometimes to add something to the 
expenditure; sometimes I was backed by the favorable judgment 
and report of some select committee. Ido not complain of the 
reception given me there; but I have more than once felt that the 
two or three gentlemen, able as they were in general and in the 


neral field of a did not know as much about some | 


ings as some other committees did, and I will give you one 
reason. 

To speak of what I know most about, and not because I have 
any special reason for boasting at all, I sincerely think the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs could better consider and dispose of a 
bill to support the military establishment than any three gentle- 
men of the Appropriations Committee. One reason is that we are 
eleven in number, and that we are decently qualified you may 
perhaps infer from the tabulation which [ have just made. There 
are eleven men on the committee. Eleven of them have been sol- 
diers on one side or the other. Seven of them were bred to the law 
and have more or less given themselves to the practice of the law. 
Six of the eleven have been honored by their States with what 
with us in New England is the high office of governor; and two of 
them have been Secretaries of W ar. 

I submit that the odds are that we can as speedily and with a 
better knowledge of the subject pass upon the details of the bill 
for the maintenance of the Army than can the gentlemen of the 
Appropriations Committee. 

I confess that one of my reasons for wishing this thing is that I 
would rather have the bill for the support of the Army for three 
or four weeks in the Military Committee room than to have it 
three days in the hands of three men of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. I think there will be nodanger of our being extrav- 
agant. I think we may be even a little wiser than the Committee 
on Appropriations sometimes are in diminishing the sums given 
some few things and raising the sums given to others. 


Lam not troubled, Mr. President, with a fear of the extravagance | 


of the United States Senate. I do not apprehend that the eleven 
committees would rush the Government into a deficit of revenue, 


for I think we are as anxious to have wise appropriations and ap- 
—— that come within the just needs of the public service | 


Pp. 
as they are. 

I am sure, speaking for the Committee on Military Affairs— 
other committees will speak for themselves—that it would not 
desire to unduly increase appropriations, and would have some 


regard for the general condition of the revenue and for the pro- | 


priety of all subjects referred to them. 

I am not prepared to make a long speech, and do not care to. I 
have practically nothing moretosay. I shall vote for this change 
in the rules, 

One thing further, however, occurs to me. 
Towa complai 
reported upon by the Committee on Rules. The Committee on 
Rules, I hope, will forgive me—I do not mean to be discourteous— 
but if the Senator will read the list of members who constitute 
that committee I think he will find that every solitary man of 
them is o to the proposed change. If he will consult his- 
tory he will find that this subject has been before the Committee 
on Rules more than once, and never has had the honor of being 
reported adversely or of being reported at all, 
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I admit that this proceeding is a little bit revolutionary, but I 
think we can forgive our friend from Idaho for learning some- 
thing so early. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Idaho if he 
desires to press the resolution to a vote this evening? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Ido. I very much desire to have a vote on the 
resolution this evening. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to make one two 
observations about the resolution before the vote is taken. I 
shall be brief, because the hour is late and I donot think the mat- 
ter which I have to submit is very weighty anyhow. 

This proposed change in the rules is not a new matter to my 
thoughts. Ihavelong felt tsat the presentarrangement, by which 
all these important matters were referred to one committee, was 
wrong in two aspects—wrong as a deprivation of other members of 
the Senate of their equal participation in the important legislation 
of the Senate, and wrong in another aspect, that these bills come 
to us very frequently from the House of Representatives at so late 
a period in the session that time is not allowed for one committee 
to give that calm and deliberate consideration which the matters 
deserve. So lam informed, and it has been so stated in 





or 


he de- 


bate here to-day, that the committee has found it necessary to act 
by subdivision. Being a large committee, and it being impossible 
from the lateness of the season and the want of time for the whole 
committee to act, they proceed at once to divide out the various 


appropriation bills to subcommittees composed of three Senators. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Those subcommittees report back to the full 
committee and the full committee considers their action. 
Mr. GEORGE. lIamvery glad theSenatortoldmethat. When 
any of the committees, if the resolution shall pass, shall have acted 


| upon a matter, they will report to a higher body than the Com- 
| mittee on Appropriations for their final action and judgment. 





| matter. 


| over the whole affairs of the country? 
The Senator from | 
that this matter has not been referred to and 


So there seems to have been, so far as I have listened to the de- 
bate, a kind of tacit concession made on all sides that the Appro- 
priations Committee possesses almost the power of legislation and 
of determining what shall be appropriated and what shall not be. 
I do not understand that to be the office of any committee. The 
Senate has committees for one purpose and for one purpose only, 
and that is to inquire into the subject-matter referred to them and 
then to report to the Senate their best judgment as to that subject- 
If that is the condition, it seems to me there can be no 
dispute about the proposition that the various committees named 
in the amendment to the rules—I will call some of them: The Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, the Committee on Foreign Relations, the 
Committee on Military Affairs, the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
the Committee on Pist-Offices and Post-Roads. the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, etc.—have better opportunities for discharging the 
duty which the Senate imposes upon them by referring to thema 
bill than this general committee. 

The Committee on Military Affairs, as was stated by the honor- 
able Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEy], taking it for an 
example, is composed entirely of men who at some time in their 
lives have been devoted to the military profession. That commit- 
tee has charge of the whole military establishment. It is its duty 
to look into and inquire what laws ought to be passed, what regu- 
lations ought to be made, how many soldiers we ought to have, 
what kind of guns we ought to have, and all that sort of thing. 
It seems to me that ona bill providing money for the military 
establishment of the country the powers of that committee ought 
not to stop at the very point where they are most essential. The 
committee can inquire, it can decide how many soldiers we ought 
to have, what sort of guns we ought to have, and all that, but it 
can not decide how much money shall be appropriated for the 
purpose. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that is not the right thing to do, 
So with the other committees. Every one of them, if they dis- 
charge the duty imposed on them by the rules of the Senate, 
ought to be familiar, and more familiar than anybody else, with 
the special subjects to which their duties relate. They have no 
power, as I remarked, a to recommend, and is not the rec- 
ommendation of the Naval Committee, for instance, as to how 
many ships we need, what kind of ships we ought to have, how 
much money we ought to appropriate for them, better than the 
recommendation of a committee which is charged in this general 
way under our rules with a kind of supervision or jurisdiction 
So on that ground, Mr. 
President, I favor the resolution. 

But it is urged that if we divide out the appropriation bills no 
relation will be preserved between the money we appropriate and 
the money we have on hand to appropriate. Let us see how that 
is. In the first place I ought to observe that it is the sworn duty 


of every Senator here in the discharge of every office given to him 
by the Senate to perform the duties of that office with reference 
solely to the public good and not to be influenced by a kind of 
esprit de corps to favor the Department over which he has super- 
vision in preference to any other Department. 


I will not assume, 
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therefore, that the Military Committee, or the Naval Committee, 
or the Post-Office Committee will be influenced by any other con- 
sideration than a desire to appropriate the exact money which is 
needed for the public service and which the condition of the Treas- 
ury will enable them to appropriate. 

ut itis said that each committee, not knowing what the report of 
every other committee is, may make extravagant serccemations, 
muy meee beyond the means of the Treasury. But 
the reply to that is as stated by the Senator from Florida in refer- 
ence to the river and harbor bill, that the last and final tribunal 
to decide how much money is to go to this thing and to that thing 
and to every other thing is the Senate. When it was urged that 
the Committee on Commerce had appropriately discharged its du- 
ties in reference to rivers and harbors, it was suggested that very 
large appropriations, too large appropriations, had been reported; 
and the Senator from Florida very properly stated that the Senate 
cut them down and made themright and proper. The Senate can 
do that with reference to every other bill. 

Now, one other observation, and I believe I shall have said all 
I desire to say upon the subject. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISO# | seems to complain that the amendment is illogical; that 
we ought to have gone further; that we ought to have conferred 
upon the Judiciary Committee power to consider appropriation 
bills with reference to the judiciary; and other amendments were 
suggested. I desire to state, in response to that argument, that 
as the rule now is, as was well suggested by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. HILt], we have departed from the rules of logic 
on the subject. We have already taken away one of the appro- 

wiation bills from the general Appropriations Committee and 
oe given it to the Committee on Commerce. 

J wish to state further that it is the chief excellence of Anglo- 
Saxon institutions that they are illogical. Those institutions have 
grown up according to the needs and according to the experience 
of the people who live under them, and there is nothing now more 
illogical than the Constitution of the United States. The very 
first section of the Constitution says that all legislative power is 
granted to a Congress composed of the Senate and the Saase of 
Representatives, and yet there is another provision which says 
that a bill can not become a law without the approval of the Pres- 
ident. Another provision of the Constitution vests all judicial 
power in the Supreme Court of the United States, and such other 
courts inferior to that as may, from time to time, be established. 
And yet, in the very same Constitution, we have a provision that 
a very large part of the judicial power of the United States is vested 
in this y—the trial of impeachments, and a part of it in the 
House of Representatives—the preferring of articles of impeach- 
ment. Then in reference to the executive power vested in the 
President in another part of the Constitution there is an apparent 
contradiction. There is not the logical sequence of giving to the 
President, as the Constitution says in that article, all executive 
power; but we find this body associated with the President in the 
making of treaties and the appointment of officers. : 

Then in another part, when all officers are to be ne by 
the President of the United States, it provides that those officers 
of the United States who a to be officers of the Senate shall 
be elected by the Senate, and those officers of the United States 
who happen to be officers of the House of Representatives shall be 
elected by the House of Representatives. 

So there is nothing in the argument that we are illogical or in- 
consistent. All Anglo-Saxon people when they have come to ar- 
range institutions of government have not undertaken to pursue 
the rules of logic to their final conclusion; but they have adopted 
this thing and that thing or the other thing, sometimes a little 
contradictory and crossing the lines of each other, because experi- 
enceand observation have shown that thoseinconsistent provisions 
in tne Constitution and in our institutions are best for the Anglo- 
Saxon people. We are bound by the rules of logic only when we 
undertake to prove the truth of a single proposition, when we 
have legitimate and honest and true premises; but when we come 
to framing institutions for a people we are bound to follow the 
rules of common sense, the rules of experience, the rules of ex- 
pediency—those thinzs which our common setise, our observation, 
and our experience have shown to be best. 

Now, what has experience shown in reference to a division of 
the appropriation bills? We are not without experience on that 
subject. The House of Representatives several years ago adopted 
about the same thing, I believe, which is proposed to be adopted 
here. Has any complaint arisen as to the practice in the House 
under the changed rule? On the contrary, we find every single 
member of this body who served in the House of Representatives 
under those rules testifying here to their excellence. It was said 
on the one hand, that if we divided out the bills it would largely 
increase the appropriations, and it was answered on the other 
that that had not been the experience in the other House, and we 
had the very extraordinary assertion that the House committees 
on purpose ref to appropriate the necessary amount in order 
that the Senate should take upon themselves the odium, if it be 


an odium, and I do not think it is, of adding to the appropriation 
bills the amount necessary to carry on the Government. 

Here let me make one observation in reply to the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. He spoke of the large urgent deficiency bills 
as being made necessary by the parsimony of the other House, 
Does the Senator forget that there can be no insufficient appro- 
priation by the House alone; that there must be the concurrence 
of the Senate as well as of the House in order that there can be a 
deficient appropriation bill? He seems to have forgotten that 
a So if there be anything in the suggestion which was 
made, I believe, by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockREL1] 
that the other House did not make the necessary appropriations 
for some reason or other which was satisfactory to them, [ answer 
by the statement that if they sent such bills to us we have failed 
to do our duty as to supplying the deficit. 

Mr. CALL. We did our duty and the House would not assent 


to it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I crave the indulgence of the 
Senate for a few minutes. For the sake of brevity partly, but 
more for fear that my treacherous voice might give out and I 
would be compelled, following an illustrious example, to pass the 
as over to the Senator from New Hampshire to read, I 
1ave reduced what I wish to say to writing. The notes were made 
while the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] was speaking’, and 
as he is not in his seat to be embarrassed by the remark I may say 
that the Senate will understand how very difficult it was while 
the smooth, mellifluous, and captivating flow of his eloquence was 
going on to give attention to anything else. 

I can not see the danger of increased appropriations from this 
proposed change. It makes a number of committees who would 
naturally make common cause against amendments in the Senate 
increasing appropriations, while it is often the case that they now 
make common cause, and successfully, to increase them. Now, itis 
a proposition almost self-evident, and one that I do not think the 
members of the Committee on Appropriations will seek to contro- 
vert, that with a given fixed sum of money the committees on the sub- 
ject-matter of the general appropriation bills could distribute this 
money to the best advantage, because they are constantly acquir- 
ing, session after session, a personal knowledge of the needs of their 
branches of the public service. 

Take the $5,000,000, for example, which is appropriated by the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. That bill provides for the 
building and repairing of streets, alleys, sewers, aqueducts, support 
of schools, hospitals, prison, jails, etc. The District of Columbia 
Committee make many visitsin the course of the year to the objects 
of the appropriation, and become personally acquainted with the 
situation. 

The same is true in a great measure of the other committees. 
The Committee on Military Affairs is in constant communication 
with the Department and officers of the Army, who come from all 
parts of the country, and its members necessarily acquire in the 
course of their term of service, long or short, a large amount of 
information. 

There is a large element of safety in this change, by reason of 
this personal knowledge. Personal observation is the best evi- 
dence; and parties naturally go to the committee having the sub- 
ject-matter in charge with their views, pro and con, on any matter 
under consideration. So they are all the time accumulating infor- 
mation. On the other hand, the Committee on Appropriations 
can have little knowledge except what they acquire in the very 
brief and hurried hearing in the committee room. The hearing is 
so hurried necessarily that there is little opportunity to get ad- 
verse evidence. This gives the persistent beggar a great advan- 


ge. 

Now, it being granted, as it must be, that the committee on the 
subject can make the best distribution of a given sum, then the 
only remaining question is, can they not be trusted to fix the sum? 
I fully believe they can. Every committee will take pride in 
keeping within proper limits. The several committees will natur- 
ally stand by each other in the Senate to resist an increase, while 
the present system tends to lead applicants for amendments to 
combine against the Committee on Appropriations. We have all 
seen this tendency and its resulting evils. If the change should 
result in increasing expenses, the Senate can be trusted to apply 
a remedy by limiting the sum of the appropriations and specify- 
ing the amount, if necessary, that each should have. That is an 
improbable event, but it is a remedy that would certainly be ap- 
plied if the evil should be found to exist. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How long would it take the Senate to come 
to a conclusion as to the amount that the respective committees 
should allow to each branch of the service? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not think it necessary to cross that river 
until we come to it. I have no doubt means will be found to cross 
a we ever reach such a river. But I do not believe we ever 
will. 

The Senators coming here from the other body bear strong tes- 
timony that the distribution works well there. We hear of n0 
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suggestion of its returning to the old:system. ~ I do not believe | 


there would ever be any such suggestion here if the change was 
e. 
oe of this measure claim that it is a slight upon the 
Committee on Appropriations to make this change. Certainly 
there is no such feeling on my part. I have always been well used 
by that committee. T have never sought to goon it. The com- 
mittee is a very able one, and has done its work as well as such a 
tremendous overburden of work could be done in the short time 
ilable for it. 
—s come to a point to which I have been asked to refer. I 
should not have spoken at allexcept forit. The Committee on Ap- 
ropriations, if the change is made, will, in my opinion, have more 
important work and be more desirable as an assignment than any 
other business committee, if I may use that term. Certainly I 
should prefer it to any other committee except Finance. I would 
gladly exchange, if this transfer of bills is made, any two commit- 
tee assignments I have outside of a chairmanship. Why, Mr. 
President, a committee having the sundry civil bill in charge would 
have, I believe, with the 381 items of that bill, more work, if it 
gave proper time to its consideration, than any other committee 
of this body. Nearly all of its provisions require separate consid- 
eration. They cover the entire country and an infinite variety 
of subjects. Again, Mr. President, this committee will have, if 
this change is made, in my opinion, more to do than its entire work 
when this committee was first constituted. It has grown—espe- 
cially the sundry civil bill—with great rapidity, and must continue 
to increase as the country grows and public wants increase. I 
have looked back to a period of twenty to twenty-five years ago, 
and I think anyone must be satisfied that more time should now 
be given to the three bills than was then required for all the bills. 
I will refer to some of the ght npr a Take, for example, 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1871. The 
sundry civil bill was then thirteen million and odd thousand 
dollars. It is now, in the last bill, $46,000,000. The legislative bill 
has increased less, but it has increased from $18,000,000 to about 
22,000,000. The entire appropriations for that year were $161,- 
000,000, and this included the deficiency bills, which were more 
than double what they were the present year. It also included the 
Army bill at that time, which was also considerably larger, as the 
military establishment has been reduced since. It was a third 
larger. The pensions were $30,000,000. So it can be readily seen 
that. taking those items and considering that many of the appro- 
riations, especially the Post-Office, which was then over $26,000,- 
)00, the entire service then was decidedly less than would be re- 
quired now, I believe, on a single bill; certainly less than would 
be required on all three, which aggregate $80,000,000. 
But, Mr. President, I did not intend to take so much time. I 
have, as I said, no criticism to make on the Committee on Appro- 
riations. Ido not believe any can justly be made. But I be- 
ieve in this change upon principle, that it is the truest system; 
that it will work well in practice, as it has in the other House, ac- 
cording to the great balance of testimony. I do not attach much 
weight to the scarecrows and prognostications of disaster with 
which the Senator from Iowa has favored us. He fights bravely, 
as he ought, to present his side of the case, to retain all the great 


powers and dutiesof hiscommittee. I respect him forit. If any | 


were needed, it furnishes another evidence of hiseminent qualifica- 
tions for the highest position in the gift of the people. I say that in 
his absence. I almost wonder, in view of the great trouble that he 


has imagined, that the Senator did not claim that the unprece- | 


dented low state of the barometer to-day was a protest from the 


very heavens against this change. But I have faith to believe | 
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that the skies will clear, and that the sun will shine, and that the | 


atmosphere of this Chamber will calm down, whatever way this 
question is decided. The measure is right in principle, and there 
is no question in my mind but that the Senate will go on safely, 
easily, and harmoniously under it when once adopted. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, I dislike very much to tres | 


— upon the attention of the Senate, but I have been requested 
y several Senators, by reason of the fact that I have had the op- 


portunity for many years in the House of Representatives to wit- | 


ness the practical working of a distribution of the appropriation 
bills, to say just a word in relation to it. 

I happened to be a member of the other House when the distri- 
bution of the appropriation bills was made. It was resisted there 


at the time as it has been resisted here, and I believe it isa matter | 
of parliamentary history that from the hour all appropriations | 


were committed to one committee in the House of Representatives 
every effort to distribute appropriations and divide responsibility 

m met with the severest opposition. Itisbuthuman. Men 
love power and will not readily surrender it. 

The distribution of these bills in the House of Representatives 
occurred in the Forty-ninth Congress, at the instance of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, composed at that time of the er, Mr. Car- 
lisle; the Representative from Pennsylvania, Mr. Randall, an 
ex-Speaker; Mr. Morrison, of Illinois, now on the Interstate Com- 
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merce Commission; Mr. REED, and Mr. Hiscock, a committee of 
five distinguished and experienced legislators and parliamenta- 
rians. After thorough consideration of the matter by that com- 
mittee, they reported unanimously in favor of the distribution of 
the appropriation bills, with the single exception of Mr. Randall. 
The report was presented by Mr. Morrison, of Illinois, and I hold 
that report in my hand, from which I desire to read some brief 
extracts as showing the considerations which influenced the Com- 
mittee on Rules of the House in making the proposed distribution, 
and in this extract we have a brief, but interesting history of the 
division of appropriations. 


For nearly forty years— 
This report says— 


of our history the appropriations were made in one act, entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the support of the Government.” 


One bill, it will be observed, covering the entire service of the 
Government. 


The first separate bill for the expenses of the Post-Office Department was 
passed in 1844. 

In 1847 the appropriations were made in nine separate bills, namely: Army, 
civil and diplomatic, deficiencies, fortifications, indians, Military Academy, 
Navy, pensions, and Post-Oftice. 7 : 

In 1856 the consular and diplomatic appropriations were for the first time 
embodied ina separate bill. In 1857 the legislative, executive, and judicial 
bill first appeared in its present form. 

In 1862 the sundry civil bill was established, containing the various miscel 
laneous items not embraced in the other bills. and in 1880 the Agricultural and 
District of Columbia bills were established, the Agricultural bill being trans 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture. With but few exceptions the river 
and harbor bill was prepared and reported by the Committee on Commerce 


until the creation of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, in 1883, when it 
was assigned to that committee. 
As showing the great increase of appropriations for the support of the Govy- 


ernment, it may be stated that each one of our principal general appropria- 
tion bills embraces as much money as the whole amount of the net ordinary 
expenditures of the Government during the first ten years of its existence, 
and the specific objects to be investigated and provided for in these bills have 
so greatly increased in number that it has become a very considerable task 
even to enumerate them. For several years past the various general appro- 
priation bills have been reported at such late periods in the session as to pre- 


clude their careful and thorough investigation by members not on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


The committee is of opinion that the distribution proposed will enable all 
these bills to be reported at earlier periods in the session, will permit a more 
careful and thorough consideration of each bill by the committee having juris- 
diction of it, and also by the House, resulting in more considerate and eco 


nomic legislation, and will obviate the necessity for the passage of any of 
these bills under a suspension of the rules, which has been sofrequently done 
in late years. 

This proposition, as I said, coming from the Committee on Rules 
and me unanimously, except for the dissenting opinion of 
Samuel J. Randall, of Pennsylvania, was debated for several days 
in the House of Representatives and finally, at the close of the 
debate, with a view of testing the sense of the House on the single 
question of distributing the appropriation bills, a motion was 
made to strike out of the report that portion of it which distrib- 
uted the appropriation bills to the several committees named, and 
upon a yea-and-nay vote the yeas were 70 and the nays 227—a 
most decisive vote. So the distribution was consummated, six 
bills remaining with the Committee on Appropriations and eight 
distributed to the several committees having jurisdiction of the 
subject-matter embraced in the several bills. 

For ten years this system has been in operation in the House of 
Representatives, and I never heard during my membership in 
that body, after this distribution, the faintest suggestion from 
any source that it would be wise or desirable to return to the old 
practice; and 1 have no hesitancy in saying that in my judgment 
if such a proposition were made to-day in the House it would not 
command a dozen votes in that body. 

There were several reasons which actuated the House in mak- 
ing this distribution. First,it was thought that it was a fitting 
thing to do. No one was then able to present any sufficient rea- 
son why, for instance, the Committee on Agriculture, having that 
subject particularly in charge, should not make the appropriations 
for that Department. Their attention is entirely given to that 
subject, and it was thought not only a fitting, but a wise and ap- 
propriate thing to do to allow the Committee on Agriculture to 
make the appropriations for that Department. So with the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs and all the other committees. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] the other day suggested 
that this proposition is more sweeping than the proposition of the 
House, because it proposes to take from the Committee on Appre- 
priations the bill for fortifications. Let me suggest tothe Senator 
that the reason why that bill was not taken from the Committee on 
kg at the time the distribution was made was because 
under the House rules there was no committee on fortifications. 
Had there been such a committee at that time I have no doubt it 
would have been given control of the appropriation for coast de- 
fenses. 

But without going over each of these committees—— 

Mr. HALE. That is not the only difference between the pend- 
ing proposition and the practice in the other House, 
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Mr. BURROWS. No; pensions and the District of Columbia 
were left with the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. There were six bills, were there not? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. And there never has been any proposition since 
the Committee on Fortifications was provided for for sending the 
bill to any committee except the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr, BURROWS. No; there is no committee in the House on 
fortifications, so that the bill had to go from necessity to the gen- 
eral Committee on Appropriations. But there is a Committee on 
Fortifications and Coast Defenses of the Senate, and I allude spe- 
cially to the poor of a reference of that bill to such committee 
not because I happen to be a member thereof, but it will serve as 
an illustration of the ee ee of — our — to the sev- 
eral committees clothed with jurisdiction sub ay pel ~- 
be considered. The Committee on Coast ee. 
knowledge, been investigating that oon anaes important austen 
for the last month or six w before it a large number 
of ae from the War and Navy! sperma and has gone into 
the subject re At its head distinguished Senator 
from Washington, Mr. Squire, with whom is associated the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, General HAWLEY, the Senator from 
General GoRDON, und the ex-Secretary of War, Senator Proctor, 
and other tlemen of long and distinguished service, alice 
mit that the Committee on Coast Defenses thus constituted will 
be able to eaten tier ee defenses and fortifi- 
cations wisely and wit ust appreciation of the needs of this | J 
service. 

This was one of the reasons which actuated the House in mak- 
ing the distribution of the a bills. There was another 
reason which, I presume, eens ae enn —— affect the Senate. It 
had grown to be the prac that the Committee on 
Senne aeek anaes aien The 


ttee on Appro’ were in the habit of these 
bills in committee until toward the close of the session, 


puntions would bring forward an i 

SE ees ea ak the aes I having the t of 
and insis m proceed with the tion 

bille 4 or the wheels of the enn would eee 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from Michi whether he 
has ever heard from any source any intimation that ever in any 
single case in the history of this body an appropriation bill has 
been held up for that purpose, either for — or to antagonize 
other measures, or for any purpose whatever? 

Mr. BURROWS. The Senator, if he observed what I stated a 
moment ago, will recall that I said ne that I did not know 
what the practice was in the Senate; I was stating one of the 
reasons which actuated the House in making the distribution; but 
whether that practice has obtained here I am not advised. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Senator from Michigan ever heard it in- 


timated? 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, I have made no inquiry on that subject. 
I was confining tnyself to the reason which actuated the House 
in making a distribution of the a bills. The Senator 
knows better than I can — w whether the appropriation 
bills are ever used in the te to thwart or iapotndinaanalia onsidera- 
tion of other measures, or to interfere in any way with other and 
im t leg — . a 

r. HAL think Im entire confidence, appealin 

to all members, that in all the discussion and y with which 
this proposition has been pushed that has never Woeeininet 

Mr. BURROWS. The Denedier will bear me pb mente oe Ihave 
not so stated. On the contrary, I disclaimed an; ert ee 
that subject. 

Mr. HALE. On the contrary, the Committee on — 
ine has eagmaneen and reported and pressed the bills as an it 


ont. BURROWS. But the evil grew to such magnitude in the 
House of resentatives that the 
a these bills back to ee 


great a tion, , involving 
della lars, under a suspension of the a. 


There is another reason given for the distribution of these bills 
in the House of Representatives, and that was that it moe create 


and the more the 

epee nee membership, the more 

general will be the interest, and the greater will be the attendance 
and attention to public business. 

But it is that if we are to make distribution of 

these bills among the various why not assign to the 


© 


Committee on Patents the appropriations for patents and to the 
Judiciary Committee the appropriations for the judicial service. 
A sufficient answer to that proposition is that there is no such 
scheme proposed. These fourteen —- en bills cover 
in fact every conceivable branch of the public service. Itis simply 
porposed to put these bills with committees that have the subject- 
matter embraced in those bills under special consideration. 

These were some of the considerations which influenced the 
House in distributing the a riation bills. There were other 
reasons assigned, which I will not detain the Senate to enumerate. 

But it is said, Lee things, that itis necessary that these 
appropriations shall in charge of one committee, that such 
committee may confer with the Committee on Finance and ascer- 
tain the ities as to revenue, so that they may make their 
rs to conform to the receipts of the Government. 

romember the statement of General Garfield in the House 
that it was important that the distribution should not be made; 
that the Committee on Appropriations and the Committee on 
Ways and Means should stand “ back and back,” the one facing 
the resources of the Government and the other its expenditures. 
One would j from the argument that it is the habit of the 
Committee on ticns constantly to confer with the Com- 
mittee on a to ascertain how much money there probably 
would be in ape oe Ca Finance Committee to con- 
fer constantly with the on Appropriations with a view 
S advisi committee how much money could be expended. 
udge Kelley said a word in regard to that, to which I beg leave 
to call attention, which, I think, is en a Judge Kel- 
ley, in reply to that suggestion, said 


Mr. Keniny. The gentleman from Geor ae to 4. ey fallen into an 
functions 


error as to = our ———— — The Ways and 
Means to the history of our 
country, bills for reventi, an mal ‘hen until thes the season comes for report- 
ing ancther bill, <a of revenue, the Ways and 
Means Committee yt Gy ht The idea that each year tho 


Ways and Means Committee much money as the A priations 
Committee wants to a riate or wants to expend is a fanciful 
has had none during the sixteen 

have had the honor to be on the Committee on Ways and Means. Wo 
Appropriations Committee nineties the Com- 

mittee on Waysand Means what amount of money they were ly to appro- 
, of the Committee on Ways and 


eans sa to the ttee on A ations, we will not give you more 
~. so my ee lam quite sure the business men of the country would 
Pangea! that their p: if they were to hear it was now to be so ar- 
= a toe tan tariff sho ty, each Congress to meet the opin- 
ns re Ways and Means Committees. The theory is 


: a a one. 


ndge Kelley said further on, in reply to another suggestion, 
witch try to quote in this connection: 

Sir, it may be that the wisdom and honesty of the House are concentrated 
in a single committee thereof, but Ido not believe it. I find myself one of 
a — Re ntatives, who, I believe, preeeme a fair average of the pros- 
t men of their respective districts. If it is true that we 
aoe — — men to determine what appropriations ought to be made, what 
existing offices ought to be abolished or reduced in consideration under the 

plea of economy, and what laws ought to be repealed or enacted, why not 
ehange our laws and save the mre =e other3l0 members? If, sir, you have 
better guaranty of in ty telligence in the case of a committeo 
of 15, operating, ? far as the Y eblic is concerned, in the dark, with a guar- 
dian at the door of the committee room to prevent intruders from spying 
into the rocedure, than you have with 325 men, each directly responsible to 
an inte nt constituency, ope in the broadest eleotrie. light, with the 
repeeuaanees of the press eyeing them with the microscope and the tele- 
in order that every tuent may judge of the wisdom and integrity 
of t their aects—if the secret committee offers the better guaranty I have mis- 
calculated probabilities. 


Mr. President, the chief objection urged in the House at the time 
this distribution was made, and the chief objection presented here 
to the distribution of these bills, that the membership of the Senate 
may eee in the great work of this body, is that it would 
increase expenditures, and that it would not be safe to trust to the 
other committees of this body the a po amar of public funds. 
That was combated at the time in the House of Re mtatives, 
but of course it could be answered only as a matter of speculation. 
But we have now had the practical working of this distribution in 
the House of Representatives, and I have taken occasion to have 
prepared a statement showing the aggregate of appropriations for 
ten years previous to this distribution and the ten years since, the 
appropriations carried by the bills retained by the Committee on 
Appropriations and the appropriations made by the committees to 
whom the bills went after distribution. The bills referred to the 
other committees in the House of Representatives aggregate in 
ap ions, ten years previous to the distribution, $955,000,000, 

the distribution, during ten years, the same bills carried 
$1,470,000,000, in round numbers, or an increase of the appropria- 
tions by the committees to whom these bills were distributed of 


$533,000,000. 

The six bills left with the Committee on A riations durin 
the ten years the distribution carried $1,256,000,000, an 
after the distribution the committee retaining these six bills made 


an increase of $878,000,000. The increase of tion in the 
eight bills not by the Committee on A iations dur- 
ing the ten years of the distribution was $533,000,000 and the in- 
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crease in the bills retained by the Committee on Appropriations 
was $878,000,000. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator oi 

Mr. BURROWS. In a moment. Of course it is fair to say 
that the expenditures of the Government in all branches greatly 
increased, but it demonstrates the one fact that with the bills 
the Committee on Appropriations retained the appropriations in- 
creased to $878,000,000, while the other bills were increased only 

3,000,000. ; 

ts HALE. Now, is it nota fact—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Allow me to conclude the statement. 

Mr. HALE. Very well; I will wait. 4 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to say one thing further. The only 
instance of a decrease in appropriations on any bill is that of the 





Army bill, which was taken from the Committee on Appropria- | 


tions and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. The 
decrease in that committee during the ten years after the distri- 
bution was nearly $19,000,000. I cite this simply as tending to 
show that the claim of Senators that the distribution of these bills 
will tend to increase expenditures is not borne out by the history 
of the appropriations. ; 

Mr. LE. Now will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Is it not the fact that when the Senator adds to- 
gether the items of appropriations on the bills left in the hands of 
the Appropriations Committee and compares them with the bills 

rted by the several committees, the great increase in ten years 
that is charged to the Committee on Appropriations comes from 
the consideration that is always occurring to us here, and that is, 
the overwhemingly large pension appropriations? That bill was 
retained by the Committee on Appropriations, and they are made 
subject to the charge that their aggregate appropriations had 
largely increased when a great portion of the increase was attrib- 
utable to the immense and constantly growing aggregate of the 
pension appropriation bill. ar 

Mr. COCKRELL. From thirty to onehundredand fifty million 
dollars. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BURROWS. If the Senator will allow me one word there 
I will yield the floor and the Senator from New Hampshire can 
reply, or I will yield to the Senator in just a minute. 

r. GALLINGER. No; the Senator will cover it all. 


Mr. BURROWS. Possibly I will not cover it as the Senator | 


from New Hampshire can, who is so familiar with the pension 
uestion. Whatis said by the Senator from Maine is true, that 

e pension appropriations have largely increased. That bill was 
left: to the Committee on Appropriations; and while I include in 
this statement the increase of pensions, the Senator will observe 
that I also include in the other statement the increase in the ap- 

ropriations for the Post-Office service, amounting to $319,000,000. 
te you will eliminate $319,000,000 from the Post-Office appropria- 
tions on the one hand and strike out the increase by reason of 
pensions on the other, you still have an increase of $195,000,000 
under the bills distributed, and an increase of $137,000,000 by the 
bills retained by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. President, I have submitted reluctantly all I care to say on 
this subject. LIrose simply for the purpose of stating that, so far 
as the House was concerned, this distribution has worked well; it 
has contributed to the general interest in legislation in that body; 
it has facilitated the consideration and the report of the appropria- 
tion bills; and I believe that the proposed distribution, if made 
here, would increase the general interest of the individual mem- 


bership of this body in matters of vital and common concern, | 
facilitate the business of the Senate, and promote the public wel- | 


fare. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator from Michigan takes his 
seat I would be glad to ask him to state again the aggregate amount 
of the increase of appropriations of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in those ten years. What was the total? 

Mr. BURROWS. The total was $878,000,000. 

_ Mr. ALLISON. Although these figures are somewhat illusory, 
if I may add a word, I will state that I have a document before 


me which shows them in detail, and of this increase $719,648,000 | 


was for pensions alone. So nearly the total increase of the six 
bills of which the Senator speaks was owing to increases of pen- 
sions, certainly to the extent of $719,000,000 in ten years. 

Mr. BURROWS. Thatistrue. ‘he increase of pensions was 
$719,000,000; but, leaving out the increase in pensions, the increase 
aside from that was $138,000,000, while the increase carried by 
the bills assigned to the other committees, leaving out the Post- 
Office appropriations of $319,000,000, which, of course, increased 


ve ly year by year, was $195,000,000. 
te HALE. Mr. President, the statement of the Senator from 


Michigan, who comes to this body as a veteran of the House, is 
most interesting. In the reasons he gave why the House adopted 
the system of distribution he struck upon one which was, as | be- 
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lieve and know from long service in the House, the great and pre- 
vailing reason that brought about the radical change adopted 
there. It became a necessity. The conduct and management of 
appropriation bills, in the manipulation by which they were made 
to antagonize other measures, the delays to which the body was 
subjected, with the result that appropriation bills carrying mil- 
lions of dollars, after having thwarted the purposes of the House 
and turned aside other legislation, were passed under a suspension 
of the rules, became intolerable. 

1 know from my service in the House of Representatives on the 
Committee on Appropriations that there was a world-wide differ- 
ence between the condition there and what it is here. There was 
there constantly occurring what never occurs here, the question 
whether or not the House would take up appropriation bills. 
Those bills were antagonized to at one time and destroyed the 
right of way and turned aside a great revenue bill which was be- 
ing presented. In my day—and the Senator from Iowa | Mr. AL- 
LISON] will bear me out, and I think the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts _ Hoar], in the statement—there were constantly 
those conflicts until it became the settled conviction of men in the 
House that the only remedy was to destroy the evil, and the only 
way to destroy the evil was in the manner indicated. That never 
obtains here. No man, however long he may have been in service 
here, has ever known anappropriation bill to be used for any pur- 
pose except to expedite business. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions, in dealing with these bills, sits day and night and reports 
them here at as early a day as possible, and at a very early day 
after receiving them from the House of Representatives, and by 
common consent and the rule and practice of the Senate they have 
the right of way over everything else and are pushed at once to @ 
passage, and thereby got out of the way of other bills. 
| There is another thing to which the Senator has referred, a be- 
| lief that appropriation bills would be matured more quickly, 
| sent to this body at earlier dates, and thereby expedite early ad- 
| journments. The result is found to be precisely the opposite. I 
| have tables here—I did not have the pleasure, as I was called out, 

of listening to all the Senator from Iowa said, and it may be that 
| he put them in—showing that since this change, instead of the 
| appropriation bills in the House, which are in the hands of the 
individual committees, coming to this body earlier than they did 
| when they were prepared and put through by a single Appropria- 
| tions Committee, they are later now. So that, interesting as the 
Senator’s statement is, and well conceived and presented as it was, 
attracting the attention of this body, the two great reasons which 
| he has furnished disappear absolutely, one great reason not obtain- 

ing here, and never has, and the other, the expedition of the bills, 

not being borne out by the facts. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not propose at this late hour 
in the afternoon to undertake to contribute anything of conse- 
quence to the discussion. I have listened to it as one of the most 
interesting and practical discussions which has occurred in the 

| Senate for many years. It has been argued with great earnest- 
| ness and ability and fullness of information and argument on both 
sides; but I have listened in vain, having heard nearly every speech 
| which has been made, for any answer to, or any attempt to an- 
swer, the one important argument which has been adduced against 
| making this change—if one has been made it has been when I did 
not happen to hear that part of the debate—and that is, if this 
change be adopted, there will be no responsible body or organ or 
authority anywhere to graduate the total expenses of this Govern- 
ment with a consideration of what the Government can afford in 
|each year. Every item of expenditure is to be made, so far as 
this change goes, by gentlemen interested in a particular subject, 
for I take it that it is the mark of a good committee, as well as 
the old maxim of law says it is the mark of a good judge, to ex- 
| pand its jurisdiction. Every committee which proposes one of 
these great appropriations of public money is to do it without the 
| slightest consideration of what the total expenditure of this year 
can be or ought to be. 

Take the Committee on Commerce, which has the separate ju- 
| risdiction of an appropriation bill now, and has had for a good 
while, and I therefore take that for an illustration. The river and 
harbor needs of this country, according to the estimates, would 
require an annual expenditure of seventy or eighty million dollars. 
It would be money well spent; it would be money which you and 
| I, being business men—if we had the responsibilities and the prop- 

erties and the duties which this Government has—-would right- 
fully and wisely expend upon rivers and harbors alone, if we had 
| the money and could afford it, in any particular year; and yet 
| Congress never expends more than from 20 to 25 per cent of the 
| amount which the War Department has recommended as required 
by national and international commerce. 

So take the matter of coast defenses. It would be a wise thing, 
| if we had the money, to expend $100,000,000 this year in defending 
| our coasts. 
| Mr. HAWLEY. That is utterly and absolutely impossible. 
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Mr. HOAR. I understand it is absolutely impossible. It is im- 
sible considered in relation to the revenues of the Government; 
ut if we had a hundred million dollars in the Treasury which we 
could apply economically and profitably to that subject and could 
st acomplete system of coast defenses to-morrow in this country, 
it would be areasonable and wise expenditure to make. We ould 
not enter into a foreign war, as everybody knows, this year, if 
the necessity for one came, except at the risk of having our great 
commercial cities bombarded and laid under contribution. 

So in regard to the Navy. Everybody knows that the public 
desire for a complete and fit navy to patrol the séas and protect 
our commerce could not be gratified in one year orinten. So of 
the matter of public buildings and of a great many other things. 
There ought to be and should be somewhere a committee or other 
authority whose duty it is to take every one of these expendi- 
tures and see what can be fairly and conveniently afforded in any 
one year, without bankrupting or discrediting the Government or 
putting undue burdens upon the people. 

What householder, what farmer, what business man makes his 
annual expenditure for desirable objects without counting the 
cost, adding up all the expenditures, and considering what that 
year can spare or can afford? 

Now, it is said that the House of Representatives, formerly hav- 
ing a committee whose duty it was to make that estimate and con- 
sideration there, haschanged that policy. For that reason so much 
the more the Senate ought to adhere to it. The House could not 
safely or wisely have made such a change in its policy unless it 
had known thatelsewhere all these expenditures were to be brought 
under a single eye, compared with each other, and their compara- 
tive importance considered in relation to the resources and the 
capacity of the Government. 

r. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

st HOAR,. For what purpose—to ask a question or to make a 
speech? 

Mr. HILL. To ask a question. 

Mr. HOAR. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. I ask the Senator whether he thinks that the few 
appropriation bills which have already been reported by the Ap- 
propriations Committee have been made with an understanding 
of what the House committee is going to report hereafter? 

Mr. HOAR. I willanswer the question. They have been made 
with an understanding as to what the Senate committee intends 
to report hereafter, however the House committee may report. 

Mr. HILL. Let me ask the Senator, further, how can the Sen- 

ate committee know what they are going to report on bills which 
have not yet reached them from the House? Have they prede- 
termined the question? 
. Mr. HOAR. Our Appropriations Committee is made up of 
men whose minds have n soaked with this knowledge and in- 
formation, who have been in the habit of doing this thing year 
after year. They are absolutely cognizant; they know what is 
coming over from the House of resentatives; they know what 
is going to pass in that House in all the general items of appro- 
priation just as they know what is likely to happen in the Senate 
or to ee in their own committee. 

Mr. L. How could the Senate Committee on Sareea 
tions know that the District of Columbia appropriation bill was 
going to be defeated yesterday? 

Mr. HOAR. There will bea District of Columbia appropriation 
bill here before this session is over. The Senator n not be 
frightened about that. The Committee on Appropriations deal 
with nih | one of these ms eng ng bills with a full knowledge 
that whether it passes before or after a certain time there has got 
to be $6,500,000 appropriated for the expenditures of the District 
of Columbia. 

That brings me to the only other point which I ought to make, 
and that is that this is, as it seems to me, a very time in the 
session and in the year to make this proposed change. The Sena- 
tor from Idaho, it is true, introdu this resolution at the very 
beginning of the present session, as hundreds, and I do not know 
but thousands, of resolutions and bills are introduced by Senators 
to bring the matters to which they refer beforethe body. Hecalled 
it up two weeks after, made some remarks upon it, and dismissed 
itagain. It has now got to be within three weeks of the end of 
winter, within three weeks of the time when, in the short session 
of Congress, Congress is ready to adjourn. Now the Appropria- 
tions Committee consists of men who, by an experience of years, 
are thoroughly familiar with this subject, and with this subject 
in'the aspect in which I have endeavored to state it, and they 
are prepared to take up and deal with this years’ expenses by 
the experience they have had and the expectation they have had 
up to within a day or two, that, of course, they were to discharge 
this function. On the other hand, the membership of these va- 
rious committees is made up very largely of new men, of men who 
have not special experience in the subjects committed to those 
— committees which men of long service on those committees 

ve, 
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Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish this point, and I shall then yield to 
the Senator from Idaho. 

I have looked over these various committees, and the Senate 
will be ses ani to see on each of them how many gentlemen 
there are who are altogether new to the subjects proposed to be 
committed to those committees; some of them new to service in 
the Senate; none of them, even the elders, having had the respon- 
sibility of dealing with these subjects with reference to making 
appropriations. 

t seems to me that, if the resolution passes, it ought not to 
take effect until another session of Congress; that it will be a very 
bad thing indeed for us to make this sudden change, wrenching 
the proceedings of the Senate all awry, committing these subjects 
to men who have not expected to take them up until within the 
last two or three days of the present session. ‘At this time, when 
we are so eager to have a short session, and both parties are so 
eager to have an economical session, I think that it is very unwise 
indeed to make our appropriations and go before the people with 
appropriations made without any common oversight of the whole, 
and made by gentlemen who have not even during the present 
session of Congress been preparing themselves to deal with the 
oe roposed to be committed to them. 

r. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I desire to interrupt the Senator 
from Massachusetts to make the statement that at the close of the 
last session of Congress I introduced this resolution. It was not 
allowed to be considered then. That would seem to have been a 
very proper time, according to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
for its consideration. At the very beginning of the present session 
I reintroduced it, having given notice at the previous session that 
I should do so. There has been opportunity at all times to con- 
sider it, but no time seems to have been a fitting time. I should 
have been glad to have it considered earlier, but I was put off by 
one pretext and another until the bond bill came in, and pretty soon 
the tariff bill will come up. So it does not seem as though there 
was any fitting time for this resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator understood, and the Senate 
understood, that I did not make that observation as imputing any 
laches to the Senator, but only as pointing out, however the fact 
may have occurred, that the committees of this body, the Appropria- 
tions Committee and the others, have not been expecting to have 
any change of jurisdiction in the middle of the session. I think 
the matter ought to go to the Committee on Rules. I think so 
for the reasons stated by the Senator from Iowa, among others, 
that this resolution cuts into a great many rules that are not named 
in the resolution. That was one reason for the rule, which was 
debated when the matter was taken up, which required notice to 
be given of every rule and part of a rule to be afiected by a pro- 
posedamendment. Here are a great many rules that will become 
totally inoperative, or at any rate difficult of construction and ap- 
plication if this amendment shall pass. 

Mr. HALE obtained the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Maine yield to a motion 
to adjourn? It is now twenty minutes to 6 o’clock. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. MILLS. Letushave some understanding about this matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. DUBOIS. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MANTLE (when his name was called). lam paired with 
the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] on the main ques- 
tion. I do not know whether it is proper for me to vote on this 
question or not. 

Mr. BERRY. If my colleague [Mr. Jones of Arkansas] were 
present, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MANTLE. Then I withhold my vote and announce that, 
if he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IrBy}. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], but I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voorueegs], and I 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. QUAY. If my colleague were present, I have no doubt he 
would vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL. I vote “‘ yea,” then. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DUBOIS (after having voted in the negative). I ask if the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru]} has voted? 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


Mr. DUBOIS. I am paired with that Senator, but will transfer 
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my pair to the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], and let 
my vote stand. 
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observe it on all votes on this question. In the press of matters 
I failed to give the notice to the Senator from New Hampshire 


r. FAULKNER. I suggest that that Senator would vote the | until after he had voted. 


same way as the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator from Wyoming asked me to do 
this, and said to me a few days ago that he wished me to protect 
his pair. : 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator from Wyoming a WARREN | 
asked me to protect his pair with the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Monrny}. : ; ’ ; 

Mr. CLARK. On the main question I am paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. If he were present, he 
would vote ‘‘ yea” on this vote and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think there is some mistake by the Sena- 
tor from Idaho in reference to the pair of the senator from New 
York [Mr. MurpHy]. He is paired with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and I so stated to the Senator from 
Wyoming some time to-day. I understand that there is a letter 
here from the Senator from New York making that statement. 

Mr. NELSON. I am paired with the Senator from Missouri 
{Mr. VEsT]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I became a little confused. There is no ques- 
tion about how the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmitH] 
would vote. His pair and mine have been transferred and the 
senior Senator from New Jersey stands paired with the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. WarREN]. I think they would both vote 
‘‘nay.” Iam quite certain the Senator from New Jersey would 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. I question that very seriously. From in- 
formation I have, I think the Senator from Idaho is mistaken. 


Mr. LINDSAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I | 


am paired with the Senator from Nebraska |Mr. ALLEN]. Not 
supposing the pair extended to a motion to adjourn, I voted. I 
transfer my pair to my colleague [Mr: BLACKBURN], and will let 
my vote stand. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. [rise to assist in this matter if possible. The 
senior Senator from Pennsylvania |Mr. CAMERON] is absent and 
not paired on this question. He would vote ‘“‘yea,” if present, 
and so the Senator from Mississippi — WALTHALL], who has a 
general pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania, was at liberty 
to vote on this question, and voted ‘‘ yea,” as both Senators would 
vote the same way. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 


Mr. WOLCOTT. If I could be permitted to make the state- | 


ment, I am quite sure I should get it right. 

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the negative). I desire 
to know if the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBRiDE] has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 
vised, 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania {Mr. CAMERON] and will let my vote in the affirmative 
stand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. As I am somewhat responsible for the 
pairs on the Republican side, and as I am frequently called to 
account the next day by Senators saying that their pair had not 
been protected, I desire to call attention to the fact that the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINs] has a pair with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], who, I think, has voted. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have a general pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from West Virginia oe ELKINS|, but I am thoroughly 
aware of the obligations of a pair and my duties under it, and 
I am voting in accordance with what I regard as my understand- 
ing with him. 

r. HALE. The Senator from New Hampshire has charge of 
party pairs, but this is in no degree a party question. The pairs 
which are arranged on political questions are not applicable in the 
least to this question. Iam paired generally with the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs], yet he and I agree on this question. 
So the arrangement does not apply here in the least. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the two Senators from West Vir- 
ginia would vote differently on this proposition. However, I 
accept the little lecture from the Senator from Maine with all due 
humility. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ought to have objected to debate on the 
part of the Senator from Maine, and I do object to debate on the 
part of my colleague. [Laughter. ] 

I voted ‘‘nay.” Iam paired with the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. Murpuy] on all political questions and on any other 

uestion where he sends me notice. He sent me notice by the 
nator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], who did not give it to me. 
Am I right, Lask? — - 

Mr. GORMAN. I received notice from the junior Senator from 

New York [Mr. MurpuHy] requesting me to call the attention of 


the Senator from New Hampshire to his pair, and asking him to | Chamber, 


Mr. CHANDLER. Therefore, I now withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator from Oregon {| Mr. McBrIpE]} would 
vote ‘‘nay” if he were present. I suggest to the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] that the Senator from New York | Mr. 
Murpuy], if he is not paired, be paired with the Senator from 
Oregon at McBrIpeE]. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Idaho be responsible for 
that statement? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I shall vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. QUAY. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GeorGr] had 
recorded his vote before £ could obtain the floor. I was about to 
say, in response to the suggestion of the Senator from Idaho | Mr. 
Dusots], that the senior Senator from Pennsylvania |Mr. Cam- 
ERON], my colleague, is also absent. He would vote * yea,” if 
present, and it would seem to me that it would be proper to pair 
him with the Senator from Oregon | Mr. McBRIDE] instead of the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who is present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Two pairs have been announced with the Sen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. MITcHELL]. 

Mr. VILAS (after having voted in the affirmative). I was 
about to correct that, if the Senator from Rhode Island will allow 
me fora moment. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], and he desired me to protect him upon 
this vote. I transferred my pair to the Senator from Indiana 

Mr. VOORHEES], but inasmuch as the Senatorfrom Kentucky [ Mr. 

sINDSAY] says that the Senator from Oregon | Mr. MircHe.t} has 
a special pair with the Senator from Kentucky | Mr. BLACKBURN}, 
who is absent, it is unnecessary that the transfer should be made, 
and my vote can stand because I am at liberty to vote irrespective 
of the pair. 

Mr. HILL. The difficulty with that arrangement is that the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDsAy] is paired with the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] and he has transferred his pair 
and voted. 

Mr. PASCO. That is the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
LINDSAY}. 

Mr. LINDSAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired on this question with the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
ALLEN]. I transferred my pair tothe Senator from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. CAMERON]. If that stands I have aright to vote. Other- 
wise I shall withdraw my vote. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Thatisright. Let it stand. 

Mr. VILAS. I suggest that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
LINDSAY] transfer his pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES]. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then I will transfer my pair so that the Sen- 
| ator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is paired with the Senator from 
| Indiana [Mr. VOORHEEs] and let my vote stand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the result be announced. 

| Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). There 
| has been a good deal of controversy about pairs, which induces 
| ine to announce the fact that I have a standing pair with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. Morritu]. But as he and I always 
agree upon questions of adjournment and absolutely agree upon 
the question lying behind this adjournment, I voted ‘‘ yea,” and 
| I elect te’let my vote stand. 

Mr. HILL. I desire simply to say that the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. HARRIs] has a perfect right to vote, because the Sen- 
| ator from Vermont | Mr. MORRILL] is paired on this question with 
| the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IrBy] by an arrangement 

made to-day. 
|, Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resuit be announced. I insist upon 
| proceeding in order. 

Mr. VEST. I have a standing pair with the junior Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. He and I agree on this question, 
but at the personal request of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
son] I announce a special pair upon this particular vote with the 
Senator from Vermont {[Mr. MorRILu]}. 

Mr. HILL. A pair has already been announced for the Senator 
| from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL] with the Senator from South Caro- 
| lina [Mr. Soni 

Mr. VEST. L[understand; but the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS] agrees on this question with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MorRRILL]}. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from New York is right as to 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morri.u], of course I do not 
wish to be—— 

Mr. HILL. I ask the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] to 

—_ how it is. He has charge of the pairs on this side of the 
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Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRiL1] 


ing ijl— 
Mr. PETTIGREW. If the Senator will allow me, I will state 
that I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 


RBY }. 

Me! ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. HILL. I ask the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] to 
state how it is, 

Mr. ALLISON. At the personal and special request of the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRIL1], who asked me this morn- 
ing to secure a pair for him on every phase of this question, I 
asked the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to pair with him, 
and I hope that pair will stand unless some other Senator is paired 
with him, 

Mr. PASCO. I will state, in nse to the inquiry of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hint, that the arrangement was 
made as he states, but the pro change is entirely fair, as the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Irspy] is left paired with the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PerriaREew]. 

Mr. HILL. I made the arrangement at the request of the 
Senator from Florida [{ Mr. Pascol. I did not suppose any other 
arrangement would be made without his consent. The only way 
to keep the pairs straight is to have one man look after them. 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw 
my vote under my special pair with the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. Morrii.}. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—#. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Hoar, y 
Allison, Faulkner, Lindsay, well, 
Bacon, Frye, Me Millan, Thurston, 

te, Gear, Mitchell, Wis. Vv 
rry, Gibson, Morgan, Wal 

Brice, Gorman, Pasco, Wetmore, 
Caffery, Gray, Perkins, Wolcott. 
Call, Hale, Platt, 
Cockrell, Harris, Pugh, 

NAYS—29. 
Baker, -Davis, Martin, uire, 
| oi ane. i an lman, 

rown, € nger, e urpi 
Burrows, George, Palmer, White.” 
Butler, Hansbrough, Peffer, Wilson. 
Carter, Hawley, Prite 
Chilton, Hill, Proctor 
Daniei, Lodge, Roach, 
NOT VOTING—2. 

Allen Gordon, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Blackburn, Irby, —" Teller, 
Cameron, Jones, Ark. Murphy, Vest, 
Cannon, Jones, Nev. Pe Ww, Voorhees, 
Ohandler, Kyle, Sherman, Warren. 
Clark, McBride, Shoup, 
Elkins, Mantle, Smith, 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 7, 1896, at 12 o’clock 
meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tunspay, February 6, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry M. CoupsEn. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
wroved,. 
, ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the regular order. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman will withhold that for a mo- 
ment, I have a matter of some importance which will take but a 
few moments—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I regret very much that I can not withhold 
the demand; but more than 50 gentlemen have just such matters, 
and I have been compelled to refuse ali such requests, 

Mr. BAILEY. ‘This will take but two or three minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I regret very much to be compelled to decline; 
but if I grant this request, I would have no ground on which I 
could refuse it to others. I think under the circumstances, Mr. 
Speaker, I must demand the ar order. 

I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 2904. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Patt one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 


A bill (H. R. 1464) toamend chapter 76, laws of 18938; 

_ A bill (H. R. 2175) to extend the time for the completion of the 
incline ~~ a West Mountain, Hot Springs Reservation; 

A bill (H. R. 3812) to authorize the Arkansas and Choctaw 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through 
the aa ation in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses; an 

A bill (H. R. 5566) to prohibit prize fighting and pugilism and 
fights between men and animals, and to provide penalties therefor, 
in the Territories and District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(S. 1591) to extend the mineral-land laws of the United States to 
lands embraced in the north half of the Colville Indian Reserva- 
tion; in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested. 


BOND REDEMPTION FUND. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. PAYNE in the chair. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I was recognized last night 
just before the termination of the session, but the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. McLsorin] desires to occupy ten minutes 
this morning, and with the permission of the Chair I will not take 
the floor until after he concludes. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. Chairman, I had not. expected to take 
any part inthisdebate. When the bond bill was before the House 
a few days ago I fully expressed my views thereon. 

The silver question has been so thoroughly discussed that it is 
not now a question of argument. It is a question of brute force 
and money on the one side, and of manhood and votes on the other 
side. Areference, however, tothe State which I havethe honor to 
represent, by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pearson], 
renders it necessary for me to say something in addition to what 
my friend and colleague, Mr. TALBERT, said last evening on the 
spur of the moment. 

In the first place, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
PEARSON | meee of South Carolina ‘‘ carrying us into a new seces- 
sion movement.” 

Mr. Chairman, itis a useless task to discuss the motives which led 
to that terrible war. Neither the right nor wrong belongs to one 
side alone. But I want to say here, that our people acquiesce in 
the result of the war;. and that to-day there is not a State in this 
Union whose people are more loyal, more devoted to our common 
country, than the people of South. Carolina. I venture the asser- 
tion that should foreign aggression threaten us no more loyal sons 
would be found in any section of this Union. 

Our people ae not for slavery, but because they believed that 
the principles of local self-government, equality in taxation, and 
all those fundamental questions which have lain beneath every 
contest for freedom were at stake; and, Mr. Chairman, to-day we 
are just as devoted to: the principles of liberty and of justice as 
any people. Itis time, Mr. Chairman, when the last vestige of bit- 
terness should be wiped out, when the only memories left, is pride 
and glory for those of both sides who fought, bled, and died for 
principles which they believed were sacred. Ourpeopleare glad, 
sir, that the Union was preserved. The time has come when the 

ple of South Carolina, are prouder of these United States, more 
oyal to a nation’s flag, than they are to any State. whose star is 
but one of these constituting the bright galaxy, which makes 
America the grandest and greatest among the nations. of this earth. 

Mr. Chairman, the time has come when Representatives on the 
floor of this House, who for cheap applause would revive the bit- 
ter recollections of thirty years ago, should be frowned down by 
the great, the generous, and the forgiving American public. God 
speed the day! 

It comes, sir, with poor grace for a Southern man to refer to his 
own section, his own yon e, a sister’s children, as the gentleman 
from North Carolina did last evening. I yield to none in love for 
this great country, and my patriotism is not bounded by State 
lines, not cram by partisan bigotry, nor yet paralyzed by race 
prejudices. But, Mr. Chairman, [ love my native home, the soil 
which gave me birth. I love my people, hot-headed, impulsive, 
but loyal and true. Their faults I would condone, their virtues 
I wo extol. And, Mr. Chairman, I shrink in horror from the 
** bird which would befoul its own nest.” 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pearson] refers in 
bitter terms toa h made by Senator TILLMAN in the Senate 
as “ hoisting the red flag of anarchy or the black flag of dynamiters 
in this country,” and as trying ‘to carry us over into a new 
secession movement.” I am not here to answer for Senator TILL- 
MAN; he is fully capable of taking care of himself; but, sir, it 
would have been better had some Senator possessed the nerve 
and courage to reply in an arena where he could be fitly answered, 
not. behind these walls and through the eloquent. mouth of the 
gentleman from North Carolina. In my State, when I thought 
Senator TILLMAN wrong I have said so,and opposed him; where 
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him right, I defended him. Let me tell the gentleman 
Lae Carclina that the manner in which this speech is re- 
ceived is an omen of trouble. Those awful words were but the 
echo of unexpressed thought in the bosoms of millions of Ameri- 
can citizens. Instead of referring to Senator TILLMAN as an an- 
archist, let my friend turn his abuse upon those who rendered it 
ST for such utterances, to go unchallenged in the United 
at 





es Senate. I was present, sir, and witnessed the shock to 

“Senatorial dignity,” and when all eyes turned toward the ‘* Da- 
vid” from New York he failed to produce his “ sling” and smooth 
rocks which have slain so many Goliaths. There are all sorts of 
anarchists in this country; the poor devil, shivering with cold at a 
switch crossing, the maniac in the legislative gallery, and the fat, 
round anarchist, robed in power, who, by changing the unit of 
value, has robbed the toiler of his just reward, and the producer of 
the fruitsofhislabor. 

Oppression and extortion in high pom breed the most disas- 
trous forms of anarchism. Rid us of this class, and the former 
will disappear and the u House recover its normal ‘‘ Senatorial 
dignity,” which of late been so rudely disturbed. [Laughter 
and applause. } 

[Mr. WHEELER. addressed the committee. See Appendix. | 


[Mr. JOHN SON of North Dakota addressed the committee. 
See Appendix. | 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE was recognized. 

Mr. BRUMM. I would like to have the gentleman from North 
Dakota resume the floor for the purpose of answering a question 
for information. I am sure that the House will extend his time, 
because this is a matter of a great deal of importance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman had yielded the floor and 
the Chair recognized the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BRUMM. I hope the gentleman will take the floor—— 


Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. May I resume the floor for 
the remaining eight minutes? 


The CH 


recognized. f 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Mr. Chairman, I have on former 
occasions so fully discussed the general ae involved im the 
free coinage of silver by this country alone that I had proposed at 
this time to largely confine myself to some observations on the sub- 
ject of prices of certain commodities, but on that topic the very 
able argument and demonstration of the gentleman from North 
Dakota, just concluded, seems to have produced so much feeling 
and excitement that, as a matter of prudence, to allow the blood to 
cool, which now seems somewhat heated, I propose first to present 
briefly an answer which seems conclusive to the question which 
has been repeatedly asked in this House and elsewhere as to the 
reasons for the passage of the act of 1873, if confessedly by friend 
and foe the silver dollar was then worth 103 cents. It would seem 
that if such were the fact that it was a vain and useless thing, and 
in the imterest of accurate history upon a subject about which 
there have been so many loose statements and so much reckless 
misstatement I ask the attention of the House for a few moments. 
We were in 1873 on a paper basis, there being no gold in cir- 
culation, nor silver, and our currency consisting at that time only 
of irredeemable paper. 

Why, then, wasit necessary tolegislate upon the subject of coin- 
age? It was becausethe friends of honest money looked forward to 
the timeas notfar distant when we should resume specie payments, 
and the legislation in relation to the mints was in such a discord- 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania has been 


ant condition that it seemed necessary to codify and systematize | 


it. In doing that it seemed desirable to put it upon a basis which 
should be permanent, which should be adapted not simply to the 
conditions of 1873, but to the conditions of 1879, of 1880 and suc- 
ceeding years. 

The recommendation for the passage of the mint act was made to 
Congress by a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury early in 
1870. Accompanying it were communications alluding to the fact 
that the dollar of silver was then worth 103 cents, but that bill 
was pending in this House and in the other House for nearly three 
years. It was under consideration while times and circumstances 
and conditions were changing, and when the Forty-second Con- 
gress met, in December, 1872, it was confronted with a different 
condition of affairs than existed when the bill was first presented 
in April, 1870, and the Secretary of the Treasury, in communi- 
cating to Congress under date of the 2d of December, 1872, called 
attention to the changed condition of affairs. I read from the re- 
port of Secretary Boutwell, and from that part wherein he speaks 
of this very act, the passage of which he recommended. 

In the last ten years the commercial value of silver has depreciated about 

8 per cent.as compared with gold, and its use as currency has been discon- 
tinued in Germany and some other countries. The financial condition of the 
United States has prevented the use of silver currency for more than ten 
and I am of opinion that wpon g of public policy no attempt 

be made. to introduce it, but that coinage should Be limited to com- 
mercial purposes and designed exclusively for commercial uses with other 
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The intrinsic value of a metallic currency should correspond to its commer- 
cial value, or metal should be used only for the coinage of tokens redeemable 
by the Government at their nominal value. As the depreciation of silver is 
likely to continue, it is impossible. to issue coin redeemable in gold without 
ultimate loss to the Government, for when the difference becomes considera- 
ble holders will present the silver for redemption and leave it in the hands of 
the Government, to be disposed of subsequently at a loss 

If the policy should be adopted of issuing silver com irredeemable, but 
whose intrinsic and nominal value should correspond to gold, the time must 
come when the country would suffer from the presence of a depreciated silver 
currency, not redeemable by the Government nor current in the channels of 
trade. 

These were words of almost prophetic wisdom. 

\t the head of the Treasury Department then was one of the 
ablest and most accomplished financiers that ever occupied that 
position in the history of this nation, a straight-forward, hard- 
headed, broad-minded Yankee, trained in the school of practical 
business affairs, who looked, not simply at the conditions that 
were present, but at the canses which produced those conditions. 

Now, let us see what they were? On December 2, 1872, he made 
that communication to Congress, written presumably in Novem- 
ber. I have before me a statement of the Director of the Mint of 
the price of silver, month by month, during the year 1872. Com- 
mencing in January, it was $1.33 an ounce, and the silver dollar 
was worth $1.03. In November, when this report was written, 
and the attention of Congress was called to the fact, the price of 
silver was $1.30 an ounce, and the silver dollar was worth less 
than $1.01. 

During those few months it had depreciated 2 cents on a dollar, 
and everything indicated that the depreciation would continue as 
it did. Why? The Secretary of the Treasury looked undoubt- 
edly at the production of silver. When his recommendation was 
first made in 1870, the production of silver in the United States 
was $16,000,000, coinage value. In the next year it had increased 
nearly 50 per cent, and was $23,000,000. The following year it 
was $28,000,000, and the next year it was $35,000,000, a constant 
and progressive increase in the production. The production of the 
world showed a practically similar increase, rising from $51,000,000 
in 1870 to $65,000,000 in 1873 and to nearly $82,000,000 in 1874. 
So that when this act was last presented and the attention of Con- 
gress was asked to it by the careful financiers who were watching 
history and watching the economic forces that were at work they 
presumed that these causes would continue, and they desired to 
place this Government upon a basis, when it resumed specie pay- 
ments, where it would not be confronted with the necessity of 
using but one metal and having no gold. That that was under- 
stood by Congress I desire to demonstrate by quoting from the 
speech of the chairman of the Coinage Committee, Hon. William 
D. Kelley, of my own State. I quote from the Congressional 
Globe of 1872. He says: 

Hence all experience has shown you must have one standard coin which 
shall be a legal tender for all others, and then you may promote your domes- 
tic convenience by having @ subsidiary coinage which shall circulate in all 
ya of your country as legal tender toa limited amount and be redeema- 
ile at its face by your Government. The values of gold and silver 

This is what I wish to call attention to— 

The values of gold and silver continually fluctuate. You can not determine 
this year what will be the relative valuesof gold and silver next year. They 
were 15 tolashort timeago. They are 16 now. 

So I say that the careful student of history will see that that 
act was passed for a proper and wise purpose, based upon the con- 
ditions existing at that time and future conditions that must in- 
evitably result from forces then in full play. 

When the new Congress assembled, in December, 1873, the 
Secretary of the Treasury made reference incidentally to the fact 
that this country had ‘adopted the gold standard and demone- 
tized silver,” and spoke of ‘‘ the depreciation in the market value 
of silver as compared with gold, which has been going on for 
some time,” and of the purchase by the Government of ‘*as much 
silver bullion as could be conveniently used in giving employment 
to the mints,” thus clearly indicating the conditions existing and 
the governmental policy being pursued. The Director of the 
Mint, in his report under date of November 1, 1873, discusses the 
effect and operation of the act of 1873 at great length, under the 
heading, printed in capital letters, ‘“‘Gold the standard or 
measure of value—silver subsidiary.” 

L held here in my hand that report. With that official state- 
ment and explanation before them, with the fact that at that 
time, when the new Congress assembled, in December, 1873, the 
price of silver was only $1.27 an ounce and the value of the silver 
dollar only 98 cents, was any movement made to repeal that act? 
In this House were such eminent bimetallists as Richard P. Bland, 
of Missouri, who has only just closed his long and distinguished 
service in this House. At the head of the Democratic member- 
ship of the Coinage Committee was the present eminent Senator 
from Texas, RoGEr Q. Mitis. In this House were the now ven- 
erable William S. Holman, of Indiana, and Senator Beck, of Ken- 
tucky, all ardent bimetallists. 

With the facts stated in that report before them, with the value 
of silver less than the value of gold im the dollar, was any move- 
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ment made to repeal that act? In former history, in 1864, when 
Congress made a mistake and undertook to regulate the value of 
gold, and the mistake was discovered, in less than fifteen days the 
same Congress which passed the bill had blotted from the statute 
books their own work. Did they do it in 1873 or 1874? No. On 
the contrary, the eminent Senator from Nevada—and Nevada was 
represented then by those two distinguished and able champions 
of silver, JoHN P. JONES and WILLIAM M. StEwartT—the eminent 
Senator Stewart from Nevada said, on the 1ith day of February, 
1874, in the Senate of the United States: 


I want the standard gold, and no paper money not redeemable in gold. 


And less than ten days later he said: 

Gold is the universal standard of the world. Everybody knows what a 
dollar of gold is worth. 

Will gentlemen undertake to say that the act of 1873 was clan- 
destinely passed without purpose? If it was, let me submit to you 
a practical question. In 1876, when the Democratic national con- 
vention assembled and sought with a fine-tooth comb to find all 
the sins of transgression and omission committed by the Repub- 
lican party, did it make the least mention of this terrible crime 
against silver? Inthat convention were such eminent silver cham- 
pions as the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorRHEES], who was on 
the committee on resolutions, and who had been a member of this 
House in 1873, when this bill passed. The subject of finance was 
so thoroughly considered in that committee and convention that 
there were two reports and a heated discussion on it. 

In that convention sat my genial friend whose seat I now oc- 
cupy, Mr. Lester of Georgia, one of the vice-presidents of the con- 
vention; his colleague, the distinguishe:«*:ntleman from Georgia, 
Judge TURNER; the aggressive champion of free silver from Ten- 
nessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, and that eminent Democrat, prominent 
then, prominent often in this House and elsewhere, the Hon. 
WwW. QP. Breckinridge, of Kentucky. Yet in that memorable ar- 
raignment of all the sins of the Republican party, real and fancied, 
no man undertook to charge to it the ‘‘ enormous, monstrouscrime 
of 1873.” Why not? No man who reads the arraignment of the 
Republican party embraced in that platform of 1876 will believe 
that this charge would have been omitted had there been any 
basis on which to plausibly rest it. 

But now what has been the effect of that act? If it has re- 
duced prices, as alleged—if the demonetization of silver has sent 
down the prices of the products of this country, of the wheat, of 
the cotton, and the other products—if that is true, it is worthy of 
serious attention and ought to be carefully considered. Gentle- 
men said last night, and gentlemen frequently say, ‘‘ Here is a list 
of 26 articles, and the depreciation has been so much.” Do they 
name the articles? Certainly, they name two articles. We have 
been deluged with charts, not as illustrative and not as accurate 
as the charts that have been exhibited in your sight to-day by the 
gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. JoHNSON]; but in former 
years we have been delu with charts showing the prices of 
what? Silver, wheat, and cotton. Nothing else. 

Now, then, is there any connection between them? If the re- 
duction in the price of wheat and the price of cotton was due to 
the appreciation of the money metal or the medium of exchange, 
the same law and the same force would apply to all the other prod- 
ucts, unless there are exceptional forces which make a difference 
in particular cases. If the ——— of the money standard 
has caused a depreciation in the price of wheat, it would cause a 
depreciation in the price of corn, oats, potatoes, and tobacco. Cer- 
tainly it would. But it did not. No, sir; the reason why wheat 
depreciated in price was because the cost of production had been 
lessened; the productive power of a day’s work had been mar- 
velously increased, as demonstrated to you by my friend from 
North Dakota, and because the cost of transportation had been 
wonderfully reduced. I read briefly from Schoenhof’s ‘ History 
of Money and Prices,” just published, and you will find in the 
Statistical Abstract for 1894 the tables showing that in the single 
element of the cost of transportation there had been a reduction 
of 20 cents per bushel in the rates between Chicago and New 
York between 1873 and 1894, 

Schoenhoff says: 

The through freight cha on grain by the loting penta from Getenge to 
New York ave about $1.20 per 100 pounds from November, 1865. They 
had fallen in 1870, for the same month, to 60 cents, and averaged at that rate 
till about 1873. Thence, in 1874 to 1880, the rates fell to 40 and 35 cents, and 
from thence came down to rates varying between 20 and 25 cents in 1890. 

What is worthy of note is that rates of freight, when once lowered, have 
never come back to old positions. * * * 

But taking the six months from July toJanuary, when the bulk of the har- 
vest is being abtpped, we average for 1870, per bushel, 15} cents; for 1873 even 

cents; for 1876, 16 cents; for 1880 we have 14 cents; for 1884 we have 16 
cents; for 1888 we have 8 cents; for 1890 we have about 4 to 5 cents, which is 
-: average for 1892 and may be considered as the general average rate 

If we go back no further than 1873 we can state that a difference in freight 
charges from Chicago to New York of 20 cents per bushel over the present 
rates hasaccrued tothe Eastern consumer and to the Western farmer alike. 


A further benefit to the Western farmer and the European consumer isin the 
fall of ocean freight of fully 10 cents in this period of about twenty years. 


We in America certainly have to take this margin into consideration 
(about 30 cents per bushel, the saving of freight to the consumer of the farm- 
er’s surplus) when we speak of the fall in the price of his wheat. 

Subtract 20 cents from the price of 1873 and you will see how it 
affects the average price of wheat in these years. 

But let me call your attention to the contrasts in the matter of 
culture and prices between wheat andcorn. Both are food prod- 
ucts. Wheat is mostly produced on large farms, by the employ- 
ment of great amounts of capital, by the application of improved 
machinery and power; produced in exceptional localities. Corn 
is produced in every State in this great Union. It is consumed 
generally where it is produced. The element of the reduction in 
the cost of transportation does not enter into its value. The em- 
portent of power increasing the productiveness of individual 
abor does not materially enter into its value. The small farmer 
grows corn just as he always did and pursues practically the same 
methods in Maine, in Pennsylvania, in Oregon, and all over the 
country. He follows his own plow, behind his own team, cuts his 
own corn, husks his own corn, and disposes of and frequently eats 
his own corn. There has been no material change in the methods 
of production. There has been no material change in the ele- 
ment of transportation, for corn is an article of home consump- 
tion; and there has been no material change in price. I have 
before me tables of prices furnished by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, which I will insert in the Recorp. The price brought by a 
bushel of corn in 1872, immediately prior to the demonetization of 
silver, was 39.8 cents a bushel—the average price. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ido not desire to interrupt the gentleman, 
but I desire to ask him for information—at what place? 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Thatisthe average price through- 
out the country, given by the statistician of the Agricultural De- 
partment. In 1872 it was 39.8; in 1892 it was 39.3 cents per bushel. 
The average for the decade of 1870 to 1880 was 44.17 cents per 
bushel; for the decade between 1880 and 1890, 40.75 cents per 
bushel; for the first four years of the present decade, 41.25 cents 
per bushel. Allowing for the fact that there was some apprecia- 
tion, some inflation of paper prices in the first decade, and you 
will find a wonderful stability in average price, because there were 
no exceptional influences affecting the price. 

Take oats, produced largely in the same way. I am not going 
into details, but the prices in 1872 were 33.6; in 1892, 31.7, and the 
average for the first decade was 36, for the second 32, and for the 
third 33. Take potatoes, in which there is no special improve- 
ment in the methods of cultivation. You plant them as you 
always did and you dig them as you always did. They were 
worth 59 cents in 1872, 67 in 1892, with the average price corre- 
sponding from year to year. 

Referring briefly to the other commodity so frequently men- 
tioned, the price of cotton, which has depreciated during these 
years; and why? There have been improved methods of cultiva- 
tion and handling. Iremembersomething of the rather primitive 
methods that were in vogue thirty years ago, when I was trying 
to raise cotton, and pretty unsuccessfully. With respect to that 
commodity, also, you will find that the cost of transportation has 
diminished just as the cost of transportation of wheat has dimin- 
ished, the conditions being the same. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman will permit me to inter- 
rupt him, I understand him to say that there have been some 
improvements in the methods of production of cotton. I wish he 
would state to the House just one. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. In the application of power to 
ginning, and the application of power in baling and compress- 
ing. hen I was raising cotton we ginned by hand and pressed 
by turning the long lever with a mule, and you do not do it so 
now. Then enormous fields of extra production have been opened. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to ask the gentleman if he is not 
aware of the fact that the great mass of the cotton crop is ginned 
and pressed in that way to-day? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I am not aware that the vast 
majority of the crop is produced in that way. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And does not the gentleman know that the 
ginning has nothing to do with the production? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Iam aware that fhe application 
of steam power has made a good deal of arevolution in many locali- 
ties, SF ibly not in the gentleman’s section. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ibegthe gentleman’spardon. If it had made 
arevolution anywhere it would have made it inmy section, because 
that isa ant cotton region. 

Mr. C LES W.STONE. It is possible, Mr. Chairman, that 
there is some section in this great country where the possibilities 
of modern improvement and progress have not reached, and if so 
I make the necessary exception. 

‘ Mr. WILLIAMS. Ido not want to interrupt the gentleman, 
ut— 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. AndIdo not want the gentleman 
to interrupt me, because my time is limited. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, the element of transportation in determining price is a very 
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important one, and has changed materially since 1872. 
further from Schoenhof on Money and Prices: 

In cotton the rates by steamer from New Orleans to New York, in 1873, aver 
aged 60 cents per 100 pounds; in 1880, 45 cents; in _1892 32 cents. The all-rail 
rates from Atlanta, Ga., in 1886 were 85 cents; in 1893 they were 67 cents. 
Ocean rates have followed a similar course as in wheat. 


Then, sir, another element in the question is that eotton seed is 






I read | medium of this nation had rested upon gold and silver in the pro- 


now worth about half as much as the staple, and was practically | 


valueless in 1872. , é 
about as much is received now as in earlier years. 

Again, take tobacco. 
which apply to the price of cotton should not apply to that of to- 
bacco? The methods of the production of tobacco have not been 
materially changed, and the element of transportation is not in- 
volved to the same extent as in the case of cotton. Now, what 
has been the price? I have here the average price of tobacco for 
the decades I have been considering. For the first the average 

rice has been 8.87, for the next 8.41, and for the third 8.01, show- 
ing a remarkable stability of price. 

The fact is that exceptional influences, cheapening the cost of 
production and lessening the cost of transportation, have materi- 
ally affected the prices of wheat and cotton, and have not operated 
to nearly the same extent on other agricultural products. They 
have, however, operated even more strongly on silver. The field 
of production has been vastly increased and the methods of min- 
ing, concentration, and reduction have been wonderfully cheap- 
ened and increased in effectiveness. This was fully explained by 
William H. Beck, a practical miner, in his testimony before the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures of the Fiity-first 
Congress, in part as follows: 

In my observation in the far West I see causes there that I think are tend- 
ing very much to depreciate the value of silver. When I went to Montana in 
1886 it cost us to transport our ores from Dillon to Omaha $24 perton. That 
transportation now costs $10 per ton. It cost us then to treat the ores $17 a 
ton. ow it costs $8 and $10. Mining powder cost us 50 and 60 cents a pound. 
We can buy it now for 20 and 22 cents a pound. It cost us then to board a 
man $la day andmore. We can coit now foralesssum. Machinery is bet 
ter,and improvements in mining machinery are being continually made 
Concentration of ores is extending very largely. Many of ourores that were 
considered of no value a few years ago are now quite profitable. — 

When I first went to Colorado in 1878 the superintendent of a silver mill at 
Georgetown told me that he could not afford to treat ores that assayed less 
than $20 to the ton. By concentration ores can now be profitably handled 
that yield as low as $5 aton. By os scientific processes of treatment low- 
grade ores, running 2 or 3 ounces of silver and 3 or 4 or 5 per cent in lead, will 
yield a good profit. 


So you have similar causes operating on wheat, cotton, and | 


silver, and necessarily producing similar results. The price 
of each has fallen, but in different and varying degrees. Neither 
has any relation to the other nor influence on the other in matter 
of price, but each yields to the influences operating on itself, 
which, as I have shown, are effective to produce the result found, 
and a result not found in other commodities not subjected to these 
influences. Prices of many haveremained stable, some have fallen, 


some have increased. No one disputes the marked increase in the | 


rate of wages of labor, which enters as the most important element 
into the value of all commodities. 


circulating medium, give us, in other words, an inflation of the 
currency, and it will raise prices. Now, is that necessarily a 


So that for the cotton crop, seed and staple, | ; ; as 
| ver currency approximating half that amount, where and how is 


What is the reason why the same forces | silver unjustly or unfairly treated? 


portion of 8 to 1}. How has it rested since? Why, you have got 
practically in circulation to-day approximately equal amounts cf 
silver and gold. You have got in this country to-day more nearly 
a typical bimetallic currency—not a bimetallic standard, but a bi- 
metallic currency—than can be found in any other great nation 
of the world. And where is thecomplaint? With four hundred 
millions and over of standard silver dollars, with a subsidiary sil- 


W hat more can you do unless 
with the cooperation of other nations? 

But the gentleman from Colorado says—and it is the old hack- 
neyed illustration which we have heard for years and years—if 
you should take two kinds of grain—corn and wheat—both used 
for food, and the Government should stop the grinding of the one 
and confine the people to the use of the other, would not that inev- 
itably tend to appreciate the price of the one that was kept in use 
and to depreciate the price of the one that was rejected? Ianswer 
that question put to us so often by saying that if the gentleman will 
make his illustration conform to the facts, if he will assume that the 
Government had been receiving wheat and corn, storing the wheat 
and issuing obligations for it, issuing storage certificates, if you 
please, for it, until the accumulation had reached 400,000,000 
bushels, while there could not, by any possibility, be forced out 
among the people 60,000,000 bushels of it for actual use, while 
all the corn was freely used, if the proposition were then made to 
the Government, not simply to resume grinding wheat for use, 
but to accept every bushel of wheat grown in the United States, 
or in the world, and guarantee for it to the owner $1, when it was 
really worth only 50 cents anywhere else, and force every man in 
this nation to take it for $1 when he could buy it for 50 cents 
elsewhere, I would say that the Government ought not to do 
that. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, silver is a national product, relatively unimpor- 
tant when compared with our great agricultural staples or the 


production of our manufacturing industries, but still a national 


product, and the men who mine it should be fairly treated; but I 


| can not aid in the effort to double the value of their product at the 


| 


risk of cutting in half the wages of the laborer, the pension of the 
soldier and his widow, and the accumulated savings of our people. 
The credit and power of this nation are great. It can sustain at 
par its present stock of silver coin, greater relatively to that of 
gold than that of France, of Germany, of Great Britain, of Rus- 
sia, the other great commercial nations; but it has reached the 
limit of safety. Further advance in that direction, solitary and 
alone among the enlightened nations of the world, it can not take 
without inevitable disaster. 

Now, sir, I have just one word more to say and then I shall be 
through. The gentleman from Utah [Mr. ALLEN] asked the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] during his very able speech— 
and asked the question as if it were one that was difficult to an- 
swer: ‘‘ What is the condition of the Mexican people to-day?” 


c , ‘ | That question I shall answer, in connection with the statement 
But, gentlemen say give us an increase in the amount of the | 


fact? If it is a fact, why have not pricesincreased while we were | 


increasing the amount of our currency by injecting into it over 
fe hundred millions of silver dollars, as we have done since 
1878 

Butitis said, and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH] 
has eloquently dilated upon that point, that in 1873 we took the 
burden of sustaining the circulating medium of this country, 
which had previously rested upon two metals, and imposed it on 
one alone, and that the consequence was the appreciation of the 
metal that was retained and the depreciation of the one that was 
rejected. Was the gentleman candid in that statement? Did he 
mean to say that in 1873 the circulating medium of this country 
rested on gold or silver or on both? He knows, and every man 
knows, that at that time the currency of this country was an irre- 


deemable paper currency, and that it so continued for six years wages which defies all power of reduction; which robs the laborers of all sense 


thereafter. e knows, and every man ought to know, that when 
we did come again to a specie circulation we came to it with sil- 
ver as an important element, and that our currency system then 
rested more heavily upon silver than ever before in the history of 
this nation. 


that by Mexican law there is in that country a complete system 
of unlimited coinage of both gold and silver upon practically equal 
conditions, the charge for the coinage of silver being a trifle less 
than the charge for the coinage of gold, but the mints being open 
to both metals without limit or restriction; and the result has been 


| that Mexicois under a flood of silver and has coined practically no 


| 


He knows, and every man ought to know, that when we re- | 


turned to a specie basis in 1879 we coined more legal-tender silver 
dollars in that one year than we had coined in the whole eighty-six 


— of the previous history of the Government—aye, sir, double | 


he amount. What was the proportion of gold and silver in our 
currency in 1873 and prior to that time? I have before me a state- 
ment of the Director of the Mint showing the figures. From the 
foundation of the Government until 1873 we te gore $795,091,- 
690 of gold currency, and we had coined $143,813,598.70 of silver 
currency, of which $8,031,238 was in standard silver dollars. 
Up to that time, then, the burden of sustaining the circulating 


| 


| 


gold. 

The question is asked, ‘‘ What is the condition of the people un- 
der that system of coinage?” In answer I will ask the Clerk to 
read from the Bulletin of the American Pepublics, entitled ‘‘ Mex- 
ico,” pages 105 and 106—a publication issued by our State Depart- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Labor is abundant in Mexico; in some places the suppiy is greater than the 
demand, and as the laboring classes can live on such frugal diet and need so 
little clothing, wages, except for imported skilled labor, are small. 

Speaking of these classes a Mexican newspaper says: 

‘One of their greatest evils at the present time is the existence of a scale of 


of dignity or of feeling of association with the rest of their fellow-citizens, 
and having reduced them to a condition of abject debasement, deteriorates 
to a jike extent their productive power and the measure of their utility 
Instead of claiming and occupying the position of an important and essential 
element in the process of the development of the country’s resources, they, 
the laboring clagses, are content to regard themselves asa plant, or machinery, 

r h moves by extraneous aids only, and has no power of volition, and no 
desire to exercise it if it had.”’ 

Mr. John Bigelow, late minister to France, once said that the laborers of 
Mexico lived at a less expense than a farm horse in a New England State 

The hacendados, as the large landowners are called, own immense tracts of 
land, and the hacienda, or manor, is a congregation of buildings forming at 
times quite a settlement, and is generally fortified 


*€ * * * * * ” 


_The hacendado usually works his possessions in accordance with the tradl- 
tions handed down from the time of the Spanish conquest—a veritable feudal 
system. He is not only a landowner, but he is a dealer in provisions, cloth- 








ing. etc. His peons, as the laborers and tillers of his soil are called, are de 
scended from those his father had before him, and they are paid, live, and 
work as their progenitors were and did. The peon is born under the shadow 
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his father's 
same pay, 


of his master’s house, grows up, and remains under him, f 
steps in everything; using his same implements and receiving 
generally from 27 to 87} cents a day. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Chairman, let me say that if 
the condition of affairs there shown is prosperity I trust the day 
is far distant when such “ prosperity” shall come to the United 
States. We want no such cheap wages; such cheap civilization; 
such cheap methods of living; norsuchcheapmoney. [{Applause.] 





ADDENDA. 


Unirep STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
DIVISION OF STATISTICS, 
Washington, D. C., Janwary 10, 1896. 
Srr: In compliance with your request of recent date, I send you herewith 
a table giving the annual average farm price for the United States of corn, 
wheat, oats, potatoes, and tobacco, as estimated by the Department of Agri- 
culture, for the years 1870 to 1803, inclusive. 


Respectfully, 
HENRY A. ROBINSON, Statistician. 
Hon. CHoartas W. Stone, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Annual average farm price for the United States of corn, wheat, oats, and pota- 
toes per bushel and of tobaceo per pound, from 1870 to 1893, inclusive. 














December 1— Corn. Wheat. Oats. Potatoes. | Tobacco. 
Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. 
54.9 104.2 43.3 2 10.6 
48.2 125.8 40.1 59.6 9.8 
39.8 124 33.6 59.9 10.4 
48 1b 37.4 70.5 8.3 
64.7 94.1 fe 67.7 13.1 
2 100 36.5 38.9 8 

37 108.7 35.1 65.5 7.4 
35.8 108.2 20.2 SE Bbtnvickibences 
31.8 77.7 24.6 58.9 5.6 
37.5 110.8 33.1 43.6 5.8 
30.6 95.1 36 48.3 8.2 
63.6 119.3 46.4 90.9 9.6 
46.4 88.2 87.5 55.7 8.4 
42 91 3B 42 9 

%.7 64.5 23 39.6 8.2 
82.8 V7.1 28.5 44.7 7.7 
36.6 68.7 29.8 46.7 7.4 
44.4 68.1 30.4 68.2 10.6 
M1 92.6 27.8 40.2 7.7 
28.3 69.8 22.9 40.3 7.2 
50.6 83.8 42.4 77.7 7.7 
40.6 83.9 81.5 87.1 8.4 
39.3 62.4 31.7 SID icsiinistpsicisiatige 
36.5 53.8 20.4 598 8.1 









From this table the following averages for the several decades are compiled: 
Corn. Wheat. Oats. Potatoes. | Tobacco. 
verage: Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. 
187)-1880......... 44.17 106. 35 36. 49 58,14 8. 87 
1880-1800. ........ 40. 75 83. 44 32.08 51. 66 8.41 
1800-1804. ........ 41.25 60.18 38.75 60. 18 8.01 
Average London price of bar silver 925 fine during the 1872, by months, 
and the equivalent value of an ounce 1,000 fine in Uni States money. 
United 
Pence. | States 
money. 
. BS 
Ss 
1. 3331 
1. 2290 
1.3214 
1.3166 
1.3181 
1.3181 


1. 8235 

1.3181 

Insnidonesh ts nsnenapeeeeeanth nine eihesioabaasia tulad dieeaiingsseaiineliaiaiaiaaleatin 1. 3043 

BPO 2 ccctcc cevtqccdeventitntniinbidesniebanniaal 1, 3082 
TE GPUENED....ncsweseidensindecassdepeticbsdiasnd | 1, 3218 








BUREAU OF THE MINT, January 27, 1896. 
R. E. PRESTON, Director. 


Average price of silver, by months, during the calendar year 1873. 


SORREEG —20c0e oye cemceeunwnnans conteedntnnnatimanneneuntinneiinna encom . 8118 
ERED cones acousvececench cobennnngnad keetataansswadbaniunidinanmanneties 1.3118 
PERO ..cacsonenccotsivsscsisgucdinsnnnedesnlbiinaubiminndedbengtbinieanie terete 1.3111 
DET .cosnuncs~s castusonvannannedsdbtnenabainteieiaalamipianiiibnincidditn 1.3097 
ips en tres dniattanis omnia wnaieudiapniaciaeniagiaiiaimatadndsaeinaiaas gaits 1. 3070 
Sn csncencsusccenasnarescatake sabpuiiidananaanisinmainniies | ae 
ET ciigiadsbndoes aanbin an seoecapeaitiniillilianee taieiiedisiiieliatat ati t ten tit ieee 
SE béranct »0cndedénarestncsucionbel adnan niinianniohadinkedemeilenasion 1. 20834 
FO DT IIE RIE IE SN ET 1. 28581 
Octo i opt tas wins tise aca aaa aa ila 1. 28786 
IID, cxnisinss-cesnntrnatitngsipiitine tniiwcentitibemssiigilcie-calianaiieadlipas dalla 1.27143 
I eiiimsttiertnegsicinte cttaretiitisatinnincaes msiintn ersecnlapectlniieaicbiiinidias tidings tailing ile ian italia: |* Sn 
Ocenia sti nennepvismunivivditietinisgieniiile vimenaunes: 
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[From Statistical Abstract of 1894.} 


Freight rates on wheat, by lake, canal, and rail, from Chicago to New York, 
1857 to 189k. P 


[Prepared by Mr. J. C. Brown, statistician New York Produce Exchange. } 





Average rates per Average rates per 

















bushel. bushel. 
Calenda: Bylake| By —_—_.,. 2 Calendar “<eige - ee 
year. y lake ake year. | By lake | By lake | ,,. 
and and a and ind | By all 
canal.*| rail. , canal.*| rail. rail. 
Cents. | Cents. | Cents. Cents. | Cents. | Cents, 
I cs thinned ARMIN satiate citi 9.58 11.8 16.5 
a a os Sada DE th cade 11.24 15.8 | 20.3 
Boas Roe ee. oe Rt Ss oes 9.15 11.4 17.7 
BR ctiecpncinsce 26.98}... Psi oct |. aera 11.6 13.3 | 17.3 
j 2.5 t........- a I a dais 12. 27 15.7 19.9 
Ee bacacia aa Sn 8.19 10.4 14.4 
BRIE Ne EN OO eee 7.89 10.9 14.6 
8 b........ I lah ERS giles 8.37 11.5 16.5 
DOG Ficcoseaes RRR BI ii enlieena 6.31 9.55 | 13.125 
SE i sccesereinrese hg a 5. 87 9.02 | 14 
| Saha alate A 8.71 12 16.5 
22.79 29 42:6 || 1987 .....-... 8.51 12 +15. 74 
25.12 25 5.2 1 sees... 5.93 il $14.5 
17.1 22 SEB IE ceenccene 6.89} +8.7 15 
20. 24 25 31 ie sian 5.85 8.5 14.31 
24. 47 28 SS | Mek ......... 5.96 8.53 | 15 
19.19 23.9 | 83.2 || 1989......... 5.61 7.56| 14.23 
4.1 16.9} 28.7 | 1008 __....... 6.33 8.44] 14.7 
11.43 14.6] 24.1 || 1804......... 4.44 7 12. 88 


* Including canal tolls until 1882, but not Buffalo transfer charges. 
Averages of officially published tarifts. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE MINT, 
Washington, D. C., February 6, 1896. 


Statement of the coinage of gold and silver from 1798 to 1873. 











Description. 
a oe a aticignicettpinhdraeamneinm $795, 091, 690. 00 
saint uelninaten meivicenepnsiginnennsesceatel 8,081 , 238.00 
A AEE AANETEAET TENTS A 76, 734, 964. 50 
Dee ee neeamummiownnoceneemmomsn | 59,047,396. 20 
SESS EERE SETA ALAR TOI | 143, 813, 598. 70 


TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRa®r} 
is recognized for forty minutes. 


[Mr. McRAE addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. Jonn- 
—" ized for thirty minutes. 

Jo IN of California. Mr. Chairman, I favor the pro- 
visionsof this Senate bill. Ishall voteforit. In giving the reasons 
why I propose to vote for that bill I shall not attempt to fill you 
with statistics or to you withamap. Ishall attempt to give 

ou some reasons which seem to mestrong enough to induce every 
ublican on this floor to vote in favor of concurring in the 
Senate bill. 

It 1s related in the chronicles of old that at one time a cunning 
artificer in metals hung over the road a most beautiful shield, one 
side of it embossed in gold and the other side embossed in silver, 
and both elaborately carved. 

Two knights coming in opposite directions, one from the east 
and one from the west, sae at a short distance to admire the 
shield. He of the east said, “ What a glorious golden shield I see 
beforeme.” The knight of the westresponded, ‘Sir Knight, it isa 
beautiful shield; but it is silver.” He of the east responded, ‘‘ Do 
= mean to say that I lie in reference to it? Sure it is golden.” 

he knight from the west replied, “I know it to be silver.” From 
words they came to blows; and they killed each other in defense of 
the opinions that they had. While lying weltering in their blood 
and breathing their last, an honest peasant camealong and, looking 
on both sides of the shield, said, ‘‘ What a beautiful shield it is, 
with gold on one side and silver on the other.” And the knights 
said, ‘‘ God forgive us for killing ourselves; that we did not look 
on both sides of the shield before we fought, and thus save our 
valor and our blood for our common enemies.” 

And so to-day the American people are fighting among them- 
selves because they do not look on both sides of this question of 
the money of the country. The men from the East are for gold 
and the men from the West, like knights in legend, are for 
silver. The Republican party and the Democratic party alike are 
divided smeatenbatbes upon this question. I have noright to 
— for the Democratic party. sew enjoy internecine strife, 

y thrive on factional quarrels, and they are most dangerous at 
election times after they have broken each other’s heads at prima- 


ries and conventions beforehand. [Langhter.] But I do claim 
some 
United 


t to speak to the Republicans of this House and these 





tS Seas 





I deprecate the manner in which this discussion has been car- 
ried on in the newspapers, and to some extent upon the floor of 
this House and in the other House, with reference to the epithets 
that have been bandied between one side and the other. On one 
side you will hear expressions of ‘‘ gold bugs,” ‘‘emmisaries of the 
Rothschilds,” and on the other side we hear the expression ‘‘ silver 
lunatics,” and ‘‘silver cranks.” To cail names is no argument. 
It amounts to nothing. I am willing to admit that the gold men 
commenced calling names, and I am of the opinion that they fol- 
lowed the example set them by a young lady who heard her mother 
having a row with a neighboring woman. She thrust her head 
out of the window and shouted, ‘‘ Hurry up, mother, and call her a 
thief before she calls you one!” [Great laughter. | 

These gold gentlemen commenced calling names for fear the 
silver men would commence that game first. I will admit that if 
they did commence to call names, the silver men made a very 

xd second in the race. [l.aughter.] Now. all such bandying 
of epithets, and such talk as that, to my mind, is worse than 
time wasted. Particularly is it unnecessary and unsuitable for 
us Republicans. We can not afford it—and I am speaking to 
Republicans now as a Republican—we can not afford to have dis- 
sensionsin our ranks. Titus would never have planted the Ro- 
man eagle over the streets and temple of Jerusalem but for the 
dissensions and factional fights that kept the Jews cutting each 
others’ throats and expending more power in that than in fighting 
the common enemy. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Andso to-day, when 1 meet Republicans on the outside, I say what 
is the good of fighting in the party; we must not fight ourselves. 
The Democratic party is like Joe Bagstock, ‘‘ tough, very tough, 
and hard to kill.” [Great laughter.| I attended the funeral of 
the Democratic partyin 1872. Isaw its estateadministered upon. 
T saw the auction of the effects of the decedent, with Belmont of 
New York as auctioneer, to a syndicate composed of so-called 
liberal Republicans. Horace Greeley, Charles Francis Adams, 
and Carl Schurz conducted the negotiations and made the pur- 
chase, and the result of the election of 1872 was disastrous alike 
to buyer and to seller. 

The Democracy was worse beaten that year than ever before, and 
the fumes of the bargain killed poor old Greeley, made Charles 
Francis Adams an imbecile, and reduced Carl Schurz to the faded 
condition of a civil-service reformer. [Great laughter. ] 

And yet in 1874 the Democratic party, for the first time in the 
history of probate courts, came fresh and undiminished in estate 
out of the probate court and, through some strange transmigration 
of souls that would puzzle Buddha himself to explain, aroused the 
American people and elected a majority of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And they have 
made a Democratic desert of this House ever since, except for two 
Republican oases, the Forty-seventh and the Fifty-tirst Congresses. 
(Laughter. Applause on the Republican side. } 

Now, it is wise to look at these things. It is wise to remember 
also that in 1876 this same party, that is now supposed to be dead 
and buried, scared us almost to death when it came to the election 
of a President, and since that time every good Democrat has said, 
and no doubt if you will strip the clothing from our Democratic 
friends here you will find inscribed on their bosom the legend, 
‘‘ Tilden was de jure President and Hayes was only the de facto 
President of the United States.” [Laughter.] Wecan not afford, 
then, to underrate their strength. e can not afford, then, to 
omit or refuse to do anything that is necessary for the purpose of 
bringing our ranks together in order to win the election, for in 
the campaign of 1896 we shall find the Democratic party, in the 
language of the prize fighters, ‘‘ slightly disfigured, but still in the 
ring,” and an antagonist worthy of our best endeavors. This 
House is very mar en pe nee but is our majority perma- 
nent? We can not tell until after the election of November, 1896. 
Therefore we must not be unduly enthused over our 130 majority 
in the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

We can not win this year by ado-nothing policy. A do-nothing 
policy is unworthy of our party, unworthy of its history, unworthy 
of its membership, unworthy of its aims, and will as surely result 
in defeat as the election in November, 1896, comes around. Cen- 
— Ambassador Bayard is not enough [laughter]; secondin 
Cleveland in Monroe doctrine ecstacies is not enough [renewed 
laughter]; cheeseparing on appropriations is not enough [ap- 
plause]; denouncing the Democratic y and the President of 
the United States and drawing parallels between what they did 
in reference to the Wilson-Gorman tariff bill and our own action 
on. that subject is not enough. [Applause. 

If we wish to win we must give the e something besides a 
do-nothing policy. Our self-appointed and our duly elected lead- 
ers of the party say to us, ‘“‘Oh, do nothing, gentlemen; just pass 
the appropriation bills and go home. Wait until we elect a Sen- 
ate and a ident that are in accord with our party, and then 

just see what we will do for the people.” But, Mr. Chairman, 
that policy will not win this yearin my opinion. We must give 
some substantial fruit from the tree of Republicanism, 
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now so strongin this House. Mere words, mere promises, for next 
time will not do. We must act for ourselves and for this body. 
For four years we have belabored the Democracy because they 
did nothing, although in power, and we at the same time prom- 
ised to act, to do something, if the voters of the country would 
turn the Democrats out and put usin. Hence a do-nothing pol- 
icy is worse for us than usual, and will not satisfy the hunger of 
the masses of our constituents, who are clamoring for remedial 
legislation. 

What have we to do with the Senate or with the President? 
Let us do our duty as we find it before us, and leave the Senate 
and the President to work out their own salvation. [Applause.] 
[am reminded of a story of an old colored preacher who, speak: 
ing of the Bible, said that he believed init. ‘‘ Whatever is com- 
manded in this book,” he said, ‘‘I will do. If I should read in 
this Bible that it was my duty to jump throngh a stone wall, I 
would try. Jumping at the stone wall belongs to me; going 
through it belongs to the Lord.” [Laughter. | 

So Lsay let us do our duty as the House of Representatives and 
leave it to the people to teach the Senate and the President to do 





their duty and to pass the wise bills that we send them. [| Laugh- 
ter and applause.] Tama Republican. I want to see a Repub- 
lican President elected. I believe we shall elect him. But I wish 
to avoid all question; I wish to make assurance doubly sure. I 


believe this is one of the turning points in the campaign. I may 
be mistaken. You may say that [ am throwing cold water on the 
party that I love. You maysay that Iamwrong. If so, my only 
excuse is that [am uttering in public the sentiments I utter in 
private; that I am appealing to my fellow-Republicans in the 
only manner that I can to get their ear and attention to do some- 
thing for the people, to act in such a way as to hold the party 
together in every State, and to recognize the appeal of hundreds 
of thousands of Republican voters. 

[ have no fear of the consequences to the Republican party if it 
does its duty and if its representatives fully understand all the 
questions before it. [Applause.] But I say to my Republican 
friends, looking at this political campaign as I do—and I have 
gone through many a campaign, sometimes successful, sometimes 
beaten, but always ready to fight [laughter ]—I say to you that if 
the Democratic party of this nation has the courage of its convic- 
tions and, when it meets in Chicago in July, adopts a free-silver 
plank in its platform, if it does not beat us next November we 
shall at least. be worse scared during the tight than we were in 1876. 
{Laughter and applause. | 

i make no prophecies. I indulge in no threats, but I wish in 
time of fair weather to prepare for storm; 1 wish to keep peace in 
our own ranks. I wish to do right by our voters. I wish to do 
right by the people, and I wish that we would do something in re- 
gard to this question. The silver question will not be suppressed. 
It raises its head in every State, yea, in every county of our nation. 
It is the most discussed by the plain people of the land of any 
question before them. It must be met. The cries of its friends 
must be answered. It is the part of good generalship to increase 
our army and to cement our forces. 

I do not believe in the policy of certain United States Senators 
who have made the cause of silver a stink even in the nostrils of 
its friends. I do not believe in the motto of the old Roman who 
ended every speech by saying, ‘‘ Carthage must be destroyed.” [ 
do not believe it is right or proper to stick a silver amendment 
upon every bill. Noman who isa real friend of silver will act 
as some men have acted in the Senate. Asa friend of silver I 
repudiate such conduct. I amin favor of free silver. I am in 
favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver. [am ready to 
work for it, to speak for it, to vote for it, but I do not want it 
thrust upon me in the morning and at noon and at night. I do 
not want to be waked up in the dead hour of the night and called 
to a caucus, in order to put a free-silver amendment upon every 
bill that is brought before the House of Representatives, and no 
true friend of silver does. [Applause.] But I do believe in my 
party doing something for the cause of silver. 

I feel thatitis absolutely necessary. Ifeel that we need the votes 
of the silver men. To gain those votes honorably should be our 
aim. We should not make improper bargains or enact any meas- 
ure not in full accord with Republican principles. But in the 
strict line of our duty to our party, in direct accord with Repub- 
licanism as enunciated from every Republican platform save one 
in the United States, we should recognize silver as entitled to aid 
at our hands and should do something to cause its rehabilitation 
as money ofthe nation. This is alllask. Thisis what lam plead- 
ing for in my feeble way without going into the history of metals 
or furnishing you with tables of weights and measures and values 
and prices. 

Have you gentlemen who so glibly talk about your majority on 
this floor and the certainty of electing a Republican President 
this fall—have you gentlemen who so glibly talk about the strength 
of gold monometallism—have you gentlemen who talk and feel so 
strongly in reference to sound money, as you call it,ever thought 
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that there are 9 States of this Union, polling 37 electoral votes, 
that are solid for free silver—Republicans, Democrats, and Pop- 
ulists alike? Are those men not entitled to some recognition? Ts 
not such a large portion of the United States to be considered in 
legislation? Are its interests to be ignored, its wishes disregarded, 
its appeals to be ignored, and its people told that they are like 
children, knowing not their own wants? 

One other State ought to be solid for free silver. Its conven- 
tions are solid, but its Representative votes against the platform 
on which he was elected. But there are 9 States, with 37 elec- 
toral votes, solid for silver. Are the people in those States all 
crazy? Aretheyall ‘‘cranks”? We people in California consider 
ourselves reasonably well informed, Speaking for the other six 
Congressmen in California, I will say we are reasonably nice men. 
Of course I am willing to be counted anything; but I am speaking 
of others. [Laughter.] 

But our people are united as never before on this question. 
Every State convention in California—Republican, Democratic, 
Prohibition, and Populist—passed resolutions in favor of free coin- 
age of silver. Hence all the voters of California—proud, golden 
State of the Union—are together on this question, and I speak for 
them all here to-day. 

Are they all crazy? Are they all lunatics? Are they all mis- 
taken? Perhaps they are. If they are cranks, if the people of 
these nine States are lunatics, remember that Oliver Cromwell’s 
Tronsides that won every battle, that gave freedom to England, 
that made the commonwealth of England respected all over the 
world, that carried the British flag in triumph wherever they 
went—remember that Cromwell's Ironsides were three-fourths 
crazy on religion; and they were irresistible in battle. So if we 
are ‘‘cranks,” we are rather more dangerous than sensible peo- 
ple, and should be cultivated as friends, not ignored, [Laughter 
and applause. | 

The Republican national platform of 1892 was for silver; there 
is no question about that. Why, sir, we could no more have 
carried a single State in 1892 upon a gold platform than we could 
carry this Congress in opposition to the will of a certain four or 
five men here. [Laughter.] Thirty States of this Union in their 
Republican State conventions passed resolutions in favor of silver. 
I have not time to read the platforms, but with the permission of 
the committee I will print them in my speech with the names 
of the States. I simply call attention to a few of those States; and 
the reason I do so is because I want to understand how any human 
being from North Dakota, or Indiana, or Illinois can vote against 
siiver on this floor; and I want to hear some explanation when we 
come to a vote. 

I want to understand how oupety from Delaware, or from 
Iowa, or from Kansas, or from Michigan, or Minnesota, or Mis- 
souri, or Nebraska, or North Carolina, or West Virginia can vote 

ainst silver on this floor. There is not anybody herefrom South 

arolina or Alabama who —— the Republicans of those 
States [laughter]; but I should like to know how any man from 
those States is going to vote against silver when all the parties 
that speak therein have announced themselves in favor of free 
silver. [{Laughter. 

How is it in the State of Mississippi, where you recently had a 
Senatorialelection? Every candidate for the United States Senate 
was for free silver except one, and he was so badly beaten he did 
not know he was in the race. How, then, is any man from that 
State going to vote against free silver? How are any of these 
Republicans from Tennessee, from Texas, or from good old Ver- 
mont, and how, I would like to know, is even a man from the 
State of Maine going to vote in favor of gold monometallism, when 
the Republican platform of the State of Maine in 1894, the plat- 
form upon which all four of these men were elected, declared 
openly and squarely that the Republican was opposed to 
monometallism, either gold or silver. Yet I presume that some of 
them, perhaps all of them, will vote inst silver. 

Only one State, and that the State of New York, has opperenty 
declared against silver. That is not to be wondered at. ‘‘ Ephraim 
is joined to his idols.” [La eee te The State of New York be- 
lieves in Wall street; and so far as New York is concerned, if the 
Democrats want the State of New York to lead them to defeat 

, [am perfectly willing that rg Gary oy have the State of 
ew York. [Laughter.] I say that that is the only State that is 
apparently against silver. Every other Republican State in this 
nion has either passed resolutions in favor of silver (and the 
States that have done so number 30) or has passed resolutions in 
favor of bimetallism, which was intended to make the voters believe 
they were in favor of free silver, and hence I havea right to claim 
from the record that the Republican party of the United States, 
barring New York, was in 1894, when we were elected, practically 
unanimous in favor of silver and its remonetization. 

I might remark right here that there are 25 Democratic 
States—solidly Democratic—that have pronounced for free silver. 
I am sorry to be compelled to say right here—and I say it to 
answer a possible claim that may be made that we do not need 


to carry the West to elect our President because we can get elec- 
toral votes in the South—that I take no stock in the hope of carry- 
ing a single Southern State at the Presidential election except 
West Virginia. Particularly is our case worse than hopeless if 
we refuse to recognize silver and stand upon a gold monometallic 
standard. Do you suppose that those gentlemen who control elec- 
tions down South propose to allow anybody to carry those States 
for the Presidency except the Democratic candidate? If you do 
you are very badly fooled. The State of West Virginia perhaps 
may be carried by us, but that is the only one. 

Twenty-five Democratic States, I repeat, have pronounced solidly 
for free silver. The Populistic party is also for free silver. There 
is a large number of them, although they do not make so much 
show here. Are these people, thus numbering millions of voters, 
located in every State of the Union, representing all shades of 
business and thought—all parties and creeds—all crazy, as I asked 
before? Why not, then, do something for silver, when its friends 
are so numerous, its demands so slight, and our Republican party 
platforms have so uniformly recognized it and pledged relief? It 
is in the mouth of every orator; it is inscribed upon the platform 
of every political party in this nation; it is recognized as a money 
metal by all these States; and even the States that have pronounced 
against silver have pronounced in favor of a bimetallic convention 
with foreign countries, thus squarely ee in favor of sil- 
ver as a money metal of the country, but seeking merely to post- 
pone its rehabilitation, not because it is not right, but for fear we 
could not do it alone and must ask help of foreign countries to 
manage our own financial affairs and settle upon our own money. 

For one I do not believe in foreign infiuences in this country 
either in a matter of money or anything else. Iam in favor of 
the Monroe doctrine, not merely when it comes to the onslaught 
made on the little Central and South American Republics, but I 
am in favor of that doctrine when it comes to defending the 
United States against the onslaught of that mightier power, 
a than any army even that marched under Napoleon, the 
men that control the money markets of the world. { Applause. ] 

Why not support the Senate bill, Mr. Chairman? Why do you 
not support it? Why will you not give us something for silver? 
I would for one, answering my friend from Maine [Mr. Dinc- 
LEY], not care one brass farthing whether the bill is an answer to 
the House bill or not. I do not care whether it is polite to us or 
not. It is for silver; it is a legal bill, and I favor it because it does 
something for one of our great interests, because it answers the 
appeal made by Republican voters through conventions and elec- 
tions. I do not want the House to beso very polite, as was a young 
lady of whom I once heard, who, when the house was on fire, when 
she was cut off by the flames and stood at a window, the only mode 
of escape being by means of a ladder, when a brawny, grimy fire- 
man came up through the smoke and the flames, with the ladder 
crumbling under his feet, and offered to save her, said: ‘‘ No, sir; 
you can not take me down that ladder. I have never been intro- 
duced to you, and I can not get into your arms; I prefer to burn.” 
[Laughter. ] 

I am not so awfully polite that I can not accept the bill simply 
because it is not an answer to ours. This isa bill for silver, and I 
accept it onthat ground. If you think it too much for silver, then 
do not throw it aside, but amend it; modify it, change it. Show us 
some middle ground, some biil on which we can all agree. Give 
us some measure of relief. This on the face of it appears to be a 
relief for silver, and we are for it on that ground. If itistoo strong 
a bill, then dilute it; give us something, though, that will help the 
silver cause. It is needed by the country. ‘It will aid our party 
and the people alike. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not regard this Senate bill as a bed of Pro- 
crustes, upon which every man must lie, and if he is too short he 
shall be pulled out by machinery until he fits the bed, and if he 
is too long that he shall be sawed off until he is of the required 
length. {Laughter and applause.) I do not regard it as the sine 
qua non of legislation, but it is for silver, it is in the right direc- 
tion. You may amend it, but _— us, oh, give us something, and 
make the bill, if it is not satisfactory to you, better by your own 
amendments, and we will accept it. pa and gaa 
But give us something which will legislate in favor of silver. 

Some of us think this bill is a g: one. Some of us are going 
to vote for it. Some of you think it a bad one and are going to 
vote against it in its present shape. If so, and perhaps you have 
a majority, then your majority will enable you to change it and 
make it better, but gives us some remedy, some relief under the 
circumstances. Do not wrap the mantle of criticism around your 
shoulders and say about this bill, “It is all wrong,” and then fade 
away into the heavenly realms of your own greatness and refuse us 
any relief. [Laughter.] 

mething should be done for silver. We are like the three 
little boys who hid under a tree during a thunderstorm. Said 
one, ‘* Bill, can you pray?” “No.” ‘Tom, can you?” ‘ No.” 
‘‘ Neither can I,” then said the boy, ‘‘ but, by George, something 
has got to be done!” {Laughter.] So, if you think this is not 
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a prayer, and if you are not satisfied with it, give us some- 
thing for silver that will bring relief; something that will legis- 
late for silver, for something should be done. [Applause.] Do 
not turn your back and say that ‘it is not good”; it is not the 
‘original Jacobs”; it is not the “ original ‘Pond’s Extract”; that 
it is diluted and needs modification, and then content yourselves 
with such condemnation and refuse to do anything except find 
fault with this bill. Doas you please with it—modify it, amend it, 
reform it, but giveit to us in someshape or other. If itis not right, 
give us something that is right, in your estimation, and we will 
accept it. Every man here says he wishes to do something for 
silver. Now is your accepted time. Arrange some bill if not 
pleased with this one, and show your faith by your deeds. ‘‘Ac- 
tions speak louder than words”; hence I beg you to act for the 
interest of silver, and not merely talk sweetly, promise much, 
and do nothing. 

Mr. DINGLEY—no; I beg pardon; I believe that itis proper to say 
the gentleman from Maine. My friend from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
says the proper way is to keep still and do nothing; that time will 
work out its own solution; that relief will come by waiting, as I 
understand it. Perhaps it will; but you all remember, and per- 
mit me to call attention to the fact, that when the Dutchman 
undertook to teach his horse to live on nothing he said that no 
sooner had he succeeded in getting the animal down to one straw 
a day than the fool up and died. [Laughter.} So it is with this 
country. You cut us down to a straw a day, and that straw a 
mere promise to do something for silver; and the first thing you 
know we will be in very great trouble, almost financial death, and 
you will then have to ery some sort of a remedy, that can be 
much easier and safer administered to-day. 

You say that this bill is not right. You listened for two hours 
yesterday to the remarks of the eloquent and distinguished gen- 
tleman from Maine, which I “ae from your standpoint were 
convincing. Did you tender us, l ask the gentleman, anything at 
allasaremedy? You said the medicine was bad that we wanted 
when you took the chalice from our lips, but you tendered us noth- 
ing in its stead. This is not right. We silver people are entitled 
to something; we silver Republicans are entitled to something. 
Give it to us. No, you reserved simply the right to object, as I 
have heard gentlemen say frequently upon this floor. That is all 
you did. Is that the way to treat this question? You said it was 
our duty to convince you, or rather the people who sympathize 
with you, in reference to this silver question, that something was 
needed to be done for silver, and that the demonetization of silver 
was wrong. 

We say no. We say that the gold men began this war; that 
they caused all the trouble; they disarranged matters, and must 
explain why satisfactorily or be forever estopped from denying 
our position. We say that they began it in 1873. ‘In that year 
times and people were reasonably prosperous. Silver was at a 

remium, as you yourself have stated, in 1873. The records of 
Tnited States history may be searched in vain for the utterance 
of any man or any set of men, for a single word in an) paper 
or pamphlet or magazine; may be searched in vain for any meet- 
ing or assemblage or convention, for any resolution or any plat- 
form, for any public speech or private utterance, in favor of the 
demonetization of silver in 1873. [Applause. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from California 
has expired. 

Mr, JOHNSON of California. I ask unanimous consent to con- 
tinue my remarks. 

Mr. BOWERS. I ask that the gentleman have fifteen minutes 


more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALKER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I will consent to an exten- 
sion of the gentleman’s time if I can have the floor when we com- 
mence the session to-morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not make that promise, as 
the time is already parceled out. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. Chairman, I am entitled, as a member 
of the committee—— 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I believe I have been recog- 
nized as entitled to the floor, to speak immediately. If I can have 
my time I shall not object. 

e CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the 
time of the gentleman from California be extended fifteen minutes? 

Mr. SETTLE. lf this arrangement is to deprive me of the very 
limited time which has been allotted to me, I shall have to object. 

The CHAIRMAN. It certainly will. 

Mr. SETTLE. Then I object. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Iam entitled to fifty minutes as a member 
of the committee, and I yield a portion of my time to the gentle- 
man from California. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can not be done under objection. 

Mr. MeLAURIN. Mr. Chairman, I believe I am entitled to 


that time, as I understand it, as a member of the committee. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not recognize the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. : 

Mr. McLAURIN. I should like to know if the objection of 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SETTLE] extended to 
my granting a portion of my time tothe gentleman from California? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. McLauRIn] that the gentleman from North 
Carolina as SETTLE] had been promised recognition at the end 
of the half hour accorded to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. WALKER]. If the time of the gentleman from California is 
now extended, of course that will take away the time of the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SETTLE}. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Why, no; it will not. Wehave 
got all day to-morrow and all day Saturday. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this question is out of order. 
Objection has been made. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order.”] 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I will yield to the gentleman 
rather than have this discussion go on all night. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. WALKER] yields to me, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. Joun- 
son] is not in order. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. WALKER] desire to be recognized? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. WALKER] has yielded to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts yield? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I desire to have thirty min- 
utes to discuss this question. If I can not have it at any other 
time, I want it now. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I will yield time to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. WALKER] myself. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I will yield all my time to 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Jonson], with the under- 
standing that the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. McLAaurRIN] 
is to give me his time. [Applause. } 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes; I will give the gentleman my time. 
[Applause. ] 

he CHAIRMAN. What portion of his time does the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] yield? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. All of it—thirty minutes, 
[Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. McLAURIN. And I will return the same amount to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts out of my time. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from California |Mr. Jonn- 
SON] is recognized for thirty minutes longer. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, during this de- 
bate the silver Republicans, as they are called, have unanimously 
been willing to extend the time for debate asked for by any mem- 
ber upon this floor. When the gentleman from Maine — 
DINGLEY] asked for further time he was given an hour; and yet 
these men who call themselves Republicans and who want to dis- 
rupt the party upon this question, refused one of their own mem- 
bers an opportunity to close his remarks. I thank the gentleman 
from Massachusetts for his courtesy in giving me his time, and I 
will assure him that issomething that neither my friends nor my- 
self will forget; and I want to say to the other gentleman that I 
never forget a favor and never forget an injury. [Applause.] 
And if it means war, and they want war, I want to say, for one, 
that the silver Republicans of this House are willing to take up 
the gauntlet at any time and set the lance in rest with any of 
them upon this question. [Loud applause. } 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I was saying at this time, in 1873, when 
silver was demonetized, no human being asked forit. You can 
search the records of the United States in vain to find one soli- 
tary utterance in favor of the demonetization of silver: The 
pages of history are absolutely barren in that regard. No mortal 
man at tha} time had the hardihood to advocate the demonitiza- 
tion of silver. But it was accomplished. It is a fixed fact; and 
we have had to meet it and face it ever since. Now, all that the 
silver men want, speaking so far as I understand the voice of the 
silver Republicans, and speaking so far as I understand the voice 
of the silver Democrats, all that we silver men want is to put the 
United States back in the same position it occupied in 1873, when 
silver was coined in the mints of the United States without let or 
hindrance. [Applause.] 

This is all that this bill proposes todo. If you think that is too 
much, change it, amend it, and we will accept it for the time. 
Ever since 1873 times have been hard; labor has been unemployed; 
strikes have been frequent in the United States. Wheat—not- 
withstanding the claim of my friend and namesake from North 
Dakota—wheat has sunk so low that it needs the sound of the 
trumpet of some financial archangel Gabriel or the statistics of 





-MARTIN N. JoHNSON to bring it up toa fair price. [Laughter and 


applause.]| The United States has been a constant borrower of 


ne mae 


mt POE HA A ARITA PAN Se MMe Net I AF ACHE BE 6 eg rn YM a 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


money since 1873. The United States borrowed $162,000,000 last 
year, in time of profound peace. The United States has just 
recently offered a loan of $100,000,000 more; and right here, Mr. 
Chairman, let me interject a remark: If ever I was proud of the 
United States of America; if I ever felt proud to be an American; 
if ever I felt proud that the Stars and Stripes float over a reunited 
country, a common American country, it was when I read in the 

pers this morning of the offering from the le of the United 
Btates, North and South, East and West, of ,000,000 to take a 
loan of $100,000,000. [Loud applause. It spoke volumes in favor 
of our nation and its wealth and stability, and it made me proud 
to be an American. [Applause.] 

Now, this ne has been borrowed by the United States since 
1878, for what? To keep up a gold reserve, not to keep up any 
silver reserve. No such borrowing of money was prior 
to the demonetization of silver. © such bond issue was then 
needed. They have continued to borrow money ever since to keep 
up this gold reserve. We are borrowing it — day, but nobody 
is happy. The country is not doing well, and we say that the 
principal cause of it is silver demonetization. Perhaps silver de- 
monetization is not entirely the cause, but silver demonetization 
is admitted by all to be one of the causes, and I believe all will 
also admit it is the main cause of the trouble now u the coun- 
try. Now we ask you to put this country back to where it was in 
1873, nothing more. Itis notan unreasonable request. It is made 
by many millions of voters. It should be heeded. We need those 
votes next November. 

We ask you to quit trying the Keeley cure upon the United 
States. [Laughter.] We ask you to go back to silver. We ask 
you to put the nation back to where it was before ee got to doc- 
toring the United States with asingle gold stan . Why, in 
1878 Uncle Sam was healthy and was doing well in iaeilenian, 
The country was prosperous. We did not need to borrow money 
in time of peace. You commenced a in that year 
with your vaunted gold standard, and I am id if you keep up 
with your gold cure and your gold bonds you will find that the 
epitaph that was placed upon tombstone of the man who died 
in Maine many years ago, and which reads— 

I was well; I wanted to be better; I took physic and died— 


will apply to the people of the United States under your financial 
management. [Great laughter and applause. 

So we say now that we want you to quit ring in that way; 
we want you to adopt the same rule for the nation you would 
adopt for your own family. If your family —— failed to 
effect a cure or to benefit the patient, you would discharge him 
and try another doctor. You have tried Dr. Gold for this nation 
for twenty-three years, and the result has been trouble. Try Dr. 
Silver now. Give him a chance and seeif the condition of the 
patient does not improve; at least take him into consultation with 
the other physician; let him assist. ger oe understands the 
condition which existed in our nation in , and we simply ask 
you to go back to that condition. 

Gentlemen say they are in favor of bimetallism, but that they 
are opposed to free silver; that they are in favor of bimetallism, 
but they are opposed to the ev ny Rg silver. They remind me 
of a man who was a candidate for legislature in the State of 
New York at a time when the question of the adoption of the 
Maine liquor law was before the people. He said: 

Fellow-citizens, Iam in favor of the Maine liquor law; I believe it is a godéd 
law; I believe it would oem temperance; but, f =aree, lam op. 
posed to the enforcement of the Maine liquor law becanse it interferes wi' 
persona! liberty. 

Laughter. ] 

ou gentlemen who say that you are in favor of bimetallism and 
et refuse to vote any relief to silver arelike thatman. Youarein 
vor of the law but opposed to its execution. You are in favor 
of silver but opposed to doing anything forit. [Laughter and 
a If you think that the free and unlimited coinage of 
ver is too much, give us less. Amend the bill. Provide that 
> ave - eo remap anaes ath poo ——- _— 
of the Uni tes and put a ibitory tariff upon foreign sil- 
ver and I will = accept that and thank you in behalf of the 
rr for it. It will not be enough, butit be something, and 

will do good and keep our promises to the people. 

Give ussome relief in this matter and we be content. But 
do not turn a deaf ear to, as we think, the wishes of the majority 
of the people of the United States. Do not turn a deaf ear to, as 
we think, the opinions of nine-tenths of the farmers of the United 
States. Do not turn a deaf ear to, as we think, the opinions of 
three-fourths of the people of this country, asexemplified in party 
platforms. Do not turn a deaf ear to the opinion of three-foarths 
of the Republican party of the United States, as exemplified in the 
Republican party platform. Do not refuse to do something for 
silver. Silver and gold are the money metals recognized by the 
Constitution. Silver was once the unit of money in the United 

Silver was once coined in the mints of the United States. 
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Silver and gold poth were, prior to 1873, the money metals of 
United States, and we ask you to restore that condition of ooo 

In the history of Rome, one of the legends of that old empire 
and republic was that at the battle of Lake Regillis, when the 
Romans were nearly driven to defeat and when it seemed as 
though the republic must go down before the power of their in- 
vaders, the spirits of Castor and Pollux, the deities that ruled over 
the fate of Rome, came down from heaven, drew swords in behalf 
of the Roman army, and led it to victory. So to-day we can say 
to you, If you give relief to silver, on the one hand the spirit of 
the gold mines of the United States will come forward, bearing the 
rich and ro metal that enables the world to move, and on 
the other d will come the spirit of the silver mines, bearing the 
white metal so to the world, and, like the shades of Cas- 
tor and Pollux, that carried the Romans to victory, these two 
spirits, these two metals, working hand in hand, will make this 
nation strong, prosperous, and forever happy, united, homogene- 
ous, and free. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr.SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, [listened throughout the remarks 
of the gentleman from California [Mr. enn eae was highly 
entertained from the beginning until the end. I understood him 
to say at the start that he proposed to give the Housesome informa- 
tion on the subject of the coinage of silver and to deprecate the 
fact that too many of the discussions upon this floor did not deal 
with the true inwardness of the question. I expected him, there- 
fore, to answer the question of the ene agua from 
Maine [Mr. DinGL&y] who, in his remarks yesterday, asked those 
gentlemen who think as does the gentleman from California— 

Can we, by the action of the United States Government alone, independent 
of all foreign countries, put the world's product of silver in the attitude of a 
yokefellow with gold? 

I expected, I say, that the gentleman from California [Mr. Joun- 
SON] would have answered that question, and his great ability 
warranted me in entertaining the expectation that he would keep 
his promise and would offer some argument showing how that 
could be done. But the gentleman's answer has been mere rhetoric, 
mere assertion, filled with a great deal of denunciation of those 
who differ from him. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not in favor of the gold standard. I 
am in favor of just as much use of silver in the money of this 
country as it is possible to maintain under existing conditions, 
holding the silver coin upon a parity equal in purchasing and in 
debt-paying power with gold, ut I do not believe that this coun- 
try, by its individual, independent action, can assimilate into the 
currency that we have the world’s product of silver, either at the 
ratio of 16 to1 or at a larger ratio. I favor the use of silver in 
our system, but I agree with the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] that under — conditions it is not possible for the 
United States to — a policy other than that of the limited 
coinage of silver until we can reach an iuternational agreement 
among the commercial nations of the earth. 

What limit would I favor placing = the coinage of silver? 
I would like to see a measure offered which would assimilate the 
entire product of the American mines. I do not believe that that 
can be done without auxiliary legislation. I do not believe it can 
be done and silver maintained upon a parity with gold unless 
means are adopted which will give this Government a regular gold 
revenue, and on that line I should like to have an opportunity to 
vote for a proposition oe the payment of not less than 50 
per cent of the customs dues in gold. 

Representing in part the State of North Carolina, let me say to 
the gentleman from California [Mr. JOHNSON], in response to his 
remark that he does not pin any faith upon the idea that one sin- 
gle Southern State will give its vote to the Republican candidate 

or President at the next election—let me say to him thatif he rep- 
resents a constituency and a people who think and talk as he does, 
North Carolina and other States of the South will be found more 
yb to the cause of the Republican party than he or his people. 
pplause.] Professing to be a Republican, professing love for 


fre organization of the party, the utterances we have heard from 


his lips, if carried to their legitimate conclusions, mean nothing 
more nor less than that while professing loyalty, love, and affec- 
tion he is ana very life out of the organization for 
whose success he dec himself so anxious. 

I recognize the fact that in North Carolina, and in every other 
State of this Union, perhaps, there are wide differences of opinion 
amvung citizens with regard to this question of the coinage of sil- 
ver. As to this substitute from the Senate, I agree with the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DinGLEy] that the Senate should have 
made some specific response to the proposition which was offered 
by the House. There are some things in this substitute with which 
I am in full sympathy. I should like to see the discretion of the 
Secretary of ny li restricted and limited. I voted in the 
last Congress for the coinage of the seigniorage; and I should like 
to see such a measure as that passed. ‘ I would like, under the 
other proposition, to see an amendment offered which would limit 
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i ilver to the production of mines located within the 

ee Onited States; and I should like to see an additional 
amendment which would provide this Government with a gold 
revenue, so as toenable the Secretary of the Treasury to maintain 
these coins upon a parity with our other coins. Every child in 
this country knows that the aseneerene value of gold and silver 
is wide apart from their coinage value. 
“i We hour saa about the union in political battles between 
the West and the Sonth. It is urged that they have a joint inter- 
est in these questions. I know of no silver mine operated within 
the borders of any Southern State that is producing a sufficient 
amount of silver to make it an item worthy of consideration by 
the Southern people or the nation. When we say that the South- 
ern people want free coinage of silver, I understand that they are 
not actuated by any sentimental attachment to silver as a metal. 
The breadth, the length, and the scope of our demand is that we 
want the volume of money increased; but, for one, I do not want 
to see the volume of money increased by the substitution of a 
fluctuating and depreciating currency; for I concur with those 
eminent statesmen who have declared the idea that of all curses 
that ever befell the laboring class of our people none is greater 
than that of an unstable and fluctuating currency. Always the 
cheaper money finds a resting place in the pockets of the laboring 
and agricultural classes of our people. ; 

The South, therefore, having no silver mines, is not interested 
in the cause of silver personally or directly as are the gentleman 
from California and his constituency. He has mines in his State. 
There are mines of silver in the West; and I can well understand 
how it is to his benefit and to the benefit of his people that the 
Government of the United States should by law be compelled to 
accept every ounce of silver which is mined in his State or other 
Western States at double its value, receive 50 cents of bullion 
and stamp it as $1, and allow him and them to make their pur- 
chases with it as such. . ; 

The Southern people have no such direct interest as have the 
Western people in this coinage question. Therefore I say the 
South in this controversy is not an ally of the West. Hence all 
this talk of a union between the South and the West in political 
battles is farfetched and has nothing in it. So far from being 
allied, the South and the West stand to-day in the attitude of 
rivals. The West is a largely icultural country; the South is 
an agricultural country. The West therefore is, in the markets 
of our own country, not our ally but our rival. We of these two 
sections have no union in point of interest by virtue of being agri- 
cultural countries and communities. I believe that the future 
prosperity of the South lies not in the direction of the future 

rosperity of the West, in agriculture and in mining, except so 
ar as iron ore and coal are mined in the South. Our future lies 
in the direction of stimulating and encouraging the growth of 
manufacturing establishments. 

Thus much in reference to the talk of a union between the South 
and the West in behalf of labor. I prophesy that so far as my 
own immediate country is concerned never will such a union be 
brought about. 
there are thousands and thousands of intelligent and patriotic peo- 
ple who believe that the Republican party is broad enough and 


able enough to solve this question, not on sectional lines, but with | 


a patriotic intelligence that has regard for the welfare and the 
paar of every section, North, South, East, or West. The 

publican party, which was originated in a spirit friendly to the 
laboring classes, stands to-day unwilling to commit itself to a finan- 
cial scheme or theory which would inflate the currency by the sub- 
stitution of depreciated money, which would be the greatest curse 
to the American laborers and farmers that ever befell them, not 
even excepting Democratic rule. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the cause of our depression is not 
the refusal to open the mints of the United States to the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver. Some Democrats say that it is; some 
Republicans say so, and almost all the Populists make that claim. 
The President of the United States sends a message to Congress in 
which he says that the condition of our country is due to the 
existence of the greenbacks in our circulation, and advises their 
retirement. If the President is right, if the greenbacks are a 
threatening menace to our country’s prosperity, pray tell me why 
it is that that evil which exists and which you say is inherent in 
the greenback lay dormant until the Democratic party came into 
power in this country? [Applause. ] 

If there is an evil which is inherent in the greenback, and which 
lay dormant throughout all the Republican Administrations, 
never did you discover it until the Democratic party came into 
control in the Government. Under Republican rule, when our 
revenues were equal to our expenditures, when the credit of the 
Government was unassailed and unassailable, the greenbacks per- 
formed an important function in the finances of the country. 
They at par, and we never heard a word against them. 
But when the Democratic party came into power disaster followed, 





In North Carolina and other Southern States | 
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and they hunted around for some excuse to account for it. The 
Administration says that the greenback is the cause of it. I be- 


lieve with the Republicans, who say that the cause of our trouble 
is that our revenues are insufficient to meet the expenditures of 
the Government. [Applause. ] 

Iam, Mr. Chairman, therefore opposed to the retirement of the 
greenbacks according to the suggestion of the President of the 
United States. Iam in full sympathy with the measure which 
passed the House, and is now pending in the Senate, for the in- 
crease of the revenues of the Government by raising the tariff 
duties; and I believe that should the Senate prove patriotic enough 
to pass that bill, and the President of the United States himself 
give an exhibition of that patriotism to which he has invited the 
House so frequently, and rise above party 27d approve the bill, or 
allow it to become a law, that the atmosphere will be so cleared 


that prosperity will return immediately to our country. [Ap- 
plause. | 
One other word I desire to submit in this connection. Since 


this Administration came into power we have sold $162,000,000 of 
United States interest-bearing bonds running for thirty years, 
We closed out the first deal with a syndicate, and but for the agi- 
tation in this House I believe, but for the provision in the bill re- 
ported by the Ways and Means Committee, and promptly passed 
here, which directed the President when he issued bonds to offer 
them first as a popular loan, the subscription to the second lot 
would have been closed out, as was the first, at a rate of about 104. 
Reluctantly, after much discussion and dissatisfaction, and against 
his will, finally the President offered the bonds as a popular sub- 
scription. 

The Administration papers, from one end of the country to the 
other, and Democratic officials began to prophesy that the loan 
asked for would bea failure; and yet we are informed in the papers 
that the bids for these bonds aggregate $558,000,000 and over, and 
that the bids for them are not at 104, but that they range from 
110 to 120, the average saving to the Government by this popular 
loan being estimated on this issue of bonds of $100,000,000 at be- 
tween seven and ten millions of dollars. I say, Mr. Chairman, 
that the bidding upon these bonds is a confirmation of the wis- 
dom of the Ways and Means Committee of the House. I repeat 
it is a confirmation of the wisdom of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee as well as of the House in requiring the Secretary of the 
Treasury not to be allowed to close out the bids or deal with a 
syndicate, but that he should be compelled to offer the bonds to 
the people as a popular subscription. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, speaking for myself only, I propose to 
vote against the Senate substitute unless it can be amended in 
conformity with the suggestions that I have thrown out in my 
remarks. Unless we can restrict the coinage under this bill to 
the American product, unless we can at the same time provide 
the Government with a revenue enabling it to maintain a parity 
between these coins, it is my purpose to vote against the substi- 
tute. Iam not an enemy of silver. Iam a friend to the metal, 
and I want to see it coined to the very fullest extent consistent 
with safety. But never will I consent to or vote for the free coin 
age of silver except under an international agreement or unless 
we can have limited coinage of the American product alone. 
| Applause. Ly 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to very briefly call 
the attention of this House to one feature of this bill that in my 
opinion is not receiving sufficient attention, and that is that by its 
provisions there does not appear to be any intention of using 
these silver dollars when coined. They are to go into the Treasury 
along with all the other silver dollars, and certificates are to be 
issued. 

Why buy all this silver that no one wants? Why not print fiat 
money and have done with it? It is pure inflation anyway, and 
the more there is of it the less is its purchasing value. I believe 
to-day the worst feature of our monetary system or lack of sys- 
tem is these certificates. 

If silver is desirable to be coined into money, by all means let 
us use it to the fullest extent that it can be absorbed in the 
channels of trade. But do not let us deceive ourselves into think- 
ing that we are assisting the silver industry or promoting the 
use Of that metal or increasing its value by purchasing it to the 
amount of hundreds of millions of dollars and storing it up in 
the United States Treasury. 

These certificates which we issue against this silver pass as 
money by virtue of an act of Congress. They would just as 
readily pass if there was not a dollar of silver in the Treasury. 
In their present use they take the place which should be filled by 
our legal-tender notes. They thus drive these notes ont of use 
and place them in a position where they are the more readily avail- 
able to draw gold from the Treasury. 

If there was not asuperabundance of paper notes in circula- 
tion greenbacks would be in constant use and could not be spared 
from daily use for a run on the Treasury. 
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These so-called certificates, actually warehouse receipts, whether 
issued for gold, silver, or currency,should be called in and can- 
celed, and that for which they were issued paid out. 

If silver is such a good thing, there can not be the least objection 
to its use in daily transactions, and I am satisfied that its use in 
this way would very soon convince the most enthusiastic silver 
advocate that quite enough of it had been coined. [Applause. } 

Under the consent given, Mr. LonG submitted the following as 
an amendment to be proposed to the bill: 

At the end of section 1 of the Senate substitute add the following: 

“ Provided, That this section shall apply to the coinage of the aifver mined 
in the United States of America only.” 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee submitted the following amend- 
ment: 

At the end of section 1 add the following: 

* Provided, however, That this section shall apply to the coinage of the silver 
mined in the United States of America only.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, unless some gentleman desires 
to be recognized, I will move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. If any gentleman desires to be recognized 
for five minutes, the Chair will recognize him. _—- a pause. | 
The gentleman from Maine moves that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Speaker accordingly resumed the chair; and Mr. PAYNE 
reported that the Committee of the Whole House, having had 
= consideration House bill No. 2904, had come to no resolution 

ereon. 


GAINESVILLE, M’ALESTER AND ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which [ send to the Clerk’s desk 
(S. 879), to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to grant tothe Gaines- 
ville, McAlester and St. Louis Railroad Company a right of way 
through the Indian Territory.” 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of section 9 of the act entitled “An 
act to grant to the Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis Railroad Company a 
right of way through the Indian Territory,” approved March 1, 1893, be, and 
the same hereby are, extended for a further period of three years. 

Suc 2. Thatsection 1 of said act be so amended as to make the city of Fort 
fa the terminus of said road on the western border of the State of Ar- 

aANnSAS. 


The Committee on Indian Affairs recommended the following 
amendments: 

Sno. 3. That section 3 of said act be amended to read as follows: 

“Spo. 8. That a right of way of 100 feet in width through said Indian Ter- 
ritory is hereby granted to the Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis Railway 
Company, and a strip of land 100 feet in width, with a length of 2,000 feet, in 
addition to the right of way, is granted for such stations as may be estab- 
lished, but such grant shall be allowed but once for every 10 miles of the road, 
no portion of which shall be sold or leased by the company, with the right 
to use such additional grounds where there are heavy cuts or fills as may be 
necessary for the construction and maintenance of the roadbed, not exceed- 
ing 50 feet in width on each side of said right of way, or as much thereof as 
may be included in said cut or fill: Provided, That no more than said addition 
of land shall be taken for any one station: Provided Surther, That no part of 
the lands herein granted shall be used except in such manner and for such 
purposes only as shall be necessary for the construction and convenient op- 
eration of said railroad, telegraph, and telephone line, and when any portion 
thereof shall cease to be so used, such portion shall revert to the nation or 
tribe of Indians from which the same shall have been taken.” 

So. 4. That section 6 of said act be amended by striking out all after the 
word “ Provided” and inserting the following: “ That a map of definite loca- 
tion showing the entire route of said road a the Indian Territory shall 
be filed and approved by the Secretary of the Interior before any part of 
the said road shall be constructed.” 


Mr. FISCHER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Texas 
rey this bill has been considered by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs? 

Mr. BAILEY. It has, and it has been favorably reported. 

Mr. FISCHER. Certain amendments have been suggested. 
Have they all been adopted? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; the amendments are indicated in the bill 
and in the report. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This is not a bill for a new rail- 
road through the Indian Territory, as I understand it, but it is 
simply to grant an extension of time to a_ company already pos- 
sessing a right of way through the Indian Territory. 

Mr. BAILEY. Simply to extend the time. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I doubt whether there is room in 
the Indian Territory for any more new railroad rights of way. 

[ a oa There might be some question about that. 
ughter. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the amendments 
proposed are House amendments to a Senate bill? 

r. BAILEY. This is a Senate bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. “he committee have reported it 
back with a favorable recommendation, and with the amendments 
which are printed in italics in the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
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Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BAILEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


IMMIGRATION SERVICE, 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee on 
Accounts to present a privileged resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resoived, That the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization be, and 
the same is hereby, authorized and directed to visit Ellis Island, in New York 
Harbor, for the purpose of inspecting the immigration service and of ascer- 
taining in what respect any existing laws or methods may be so amended as 
to fairly carry out the objects and purposes of such laws; and that the sum 
of $560, or so much thereof as may be necessary to carry out the objects of 
this resolution, be, and the same is hereby, coptepstaser from the contingent 
fund of the House to defray the expense of this inspection and investigation, 
and the Clerk of the House is hereby directed to advance said sum to the 
chairman of the committee. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I desire in this connection, if the gentleman 
will yield to me for a moment, to obtain leave to print in the 
RECORD a statement of the relative force of the last House and of 
the present House, inasmuch as there was some confusion in the 
minds of several gentlemen the other day, perhaps, in respect to 
the matter. This statement is prepared by the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. I do not know that I shall object, 
but I think we ought to see the = 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very well; let it go over. 

The resolution reported by Mr. LonG was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LONG, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (H. R. 178) to provide American registers for the barks 
Minde and Johan Ludwig; and 

Joint resolution G. Res. 103) to authorize the Attorney-Gen- 
eral to transfer to William Henry Clifford a portrait of the late 
Mr. Justice Clifford, now in the Department of Justice. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Hutina, for four days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
To Mr. Ty er, for three days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 
ORDER OF MEETING. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House may now take a recess until 7.30 o’clock this evening, 
the House to continue in session until 10.30 o’clock; that at 10.30 
o’clock this evening another recess be taken until 10.30 o'clock to- 
morrow morning, the time to be occupied exclusively in debate 
upon the bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. eee) 
asks unanimous consent that the House now take a recess unti 
half past 7, the evening session to continue untilhalf past 10; that 
then a recess be taken until half t 10 to-morrow morning, for 
debate only upon the bill now before the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Andin connection with that I ask that the bill 
=o be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

heSPEAKER. And the gentleman further asks that during 
that time the bill be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from lowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN] to act as Speaker pro tempore this evening. 


LEAVE TO SIT DURING THE SESSION OF THE HOUSE. 


' Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WANGER. I ask unanimous consent that committees 
mo gegen to-morrow at half past 10 may sit from that hour 
until 12. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimousconsent is asked by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania _ WANGER] that committees may be al- 
lowed to sit during the session of the House to-morrow morning. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

And then, in accordance with the order adopted by unanimous 
consent (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.),the House took a recess 
until 7.30 p. m. 
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EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order by Mr. | 
HEPBURN as Speaker pro tempore at 7.30 o'clock p. m. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is in order upon House | 
pill 2904, to maintain and protect the coin redemption fund and to 
authorize the issue of certificates of indebtedness to meet tempo- 
rary deficiencies of revenue. — a 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, gain by any indi- 
vidual or any nation at the expense of honor is irretrievable loss. 
It is well, I believe, to keep this in mind as we consider the proposi- 
tion of free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to1. 
To such a proposition I am ey opposed for many reasons. 
I am opposed to it because I have the honor torepresent a district 
in which reside many thousands of laboring men, and I demand 
that when any one of them earns a dollar he shall not be paid with 
50 cents; we must remember that the drops of sweat which gather 
on the honest brow of toil are of much greater value than the very 
best dollars that we can make. 

Iam opposed to it because it would very soon bring financial 
disaster to the large commercial interests of my district and the | 
country at large. It can well be stated, in the light of experience, 
that fiat money is certain to be followed quickly by the fieri facias 
of the sheriff. Asdomestic money the free coinage of silver means 
not only a change, but an abandonment of the standard recognized 
by this country and all the great commercial nations of thé world. 
And it means more; it means the adoption of a fluctuating base | 
by which all home commerce will be measured, and with it would | 
follow such an unending train of financial disaster and ruin as we | 
have never witnessed. ere the American Congress to accede to 
such a proposition and embody such doctrince in a statute, every 
creditor would at once demand payment of all debts due him. 

The depositors in all our banks would quickly withdraw their 
balances, and the banks would be compelled to collect their loans 
rapidly to meet such demands. Inturn, the great active business 
class of men, the intermediate class between the capitalist and 
laborer, a class of men who are often borrowers, and who are, in 
fact, the live, active, really valuable business men of this country, 
themerchant, the manufacturer, the coal operator, andsuch others, | 
could not meet the immediate demands of the banks and would go 
down to financial ruin, thus throwing out of employment hun- 
dreds of thousands of laboring men. Who can measure the ruin, 
distress, and suffering that would be entailed? I feel sure that 
this House of Representatives, which has become and certainly is 
to-day the thoughtful and conservative body of the American 
Congress, will not follow the wild and visionary views of the 
United States Senate. 


| 

The great business interests of this country to-day have seen 
and learned that they must look to the House and not to the | 
| 

| 

| 

| 


Senate for protection and for horest money, and they are to-day 
watching us with intense anxiet;.. Do any of us fear the disap- 
proval of some of our constituents, and, thus fearing, will we | 
adopt the tactics of the timeserver and demagogue by evading or | 
remaining silent on the issue confronting us? I well know tha 
there are in my district some so-called free-silver men. By my | 
remarks Ican not expect their favor, but they shall know that 
upon this important question I have the courage of my convic- | 
tions. Like all of you, I care for my political future, but I care | 
very much more that this nation be honest; honest with itself | 
and honest with all its people of every class; that this country, | 
the heritage of a mighty people, shall be prosperous; that my peo- | 
le and your people an all the people shall be contented and | 
appy; that soon again we shall emerge from out the cold shadow 
of adversity into the warm sunlight of prosperity. [Applause. | 

Let us address ourselves now and here to the great task before 
us, and demonstrate to our own people and to the world at large 
that by our act we will not agree with that radical body. known | 
as the United States Senate, and that by this House no financial 
dishonor shall blacken the pages of our glorious history. 

That there is great business depression, that there are many 
who are unemployed, and that wages are too low will be readily 
admitted. High wages is always proof of general prosperity. If 
we were enjoying the prosperous condition of a few years ago, | 
we would hear much less of the free and unlimited coinage of sil- 
ver. Adversity is the fertile parent of wild theories, and with 
every period of business rome the speculative or incompe- 
tent or indolent citizen who fails is prompt to attack the financial 
system of the Government as the cause of his misfortune. Con- 
gress is powerful, but it has not the power to make 50 cents 
worth a dollar or legislate money into the people’s pockets di- 
rectly; neither can we produce crops and control markets by 
statute. There are business principles, practices, and laws higher 





than an statute we can enact; and you may pass laws enough to 
fill the Congressional Library, but no amount of talk, theory, or 
legislation can change the conditions of human life. 


ut, Mr. Speaker, the currency question, as I view it, is in no 
sense the 


cause of our financial troubles. A few years ago, when 
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we were enjoying great prosperity, we had about the same quan- 
tity and just the same kind and quality of currency that we have 
to-day. We must look deeper for the cause; and in doing so let 
us keep in mind this truism—that any individual or any nation 
whose expenditures exceed the income will, sooner or later, meet 
with financial disaster. Is not this true as proven by all business 
experience; and will we not apply the same business principles te 
our Governmental affairs as we do to the general business of 
everyday life? If we will, then will we be able to discover the 
cause of our financial troubles, and having discovered the cause 
we can remove it. 
Let me give you a few statistics: 
IMPORTS FROM EUROPE 


During year 1895 


: $385, 6S6 
During year 1894 


205. O77 


Increase, 1895 -_. 88. GOS, 977 


Thus it appears that during the year 1895, since the Gorman- 
Wilson tariff went into effect, we bought from European coun- 
tries foreign goods worth $88,608,977 more than we bonght in 
1894, Now, having seen how we increased our purchases by this 
large sum in a single year, let us look at our exports or sales and 


| learn what kind and manner of business we have been doing. 


Here are the figures. 
EXPORTS TO EUROPE 


During the year 18% -... 
During the year 1895 


yi - o~ 
. $700,870, 822 


627, 075, 138 


Pde rte in piccdmndnde 72, 805, 689 


Thus it is clear that during the year 1895 we sold to European 
countries $72,895,689 worth less of our American products and 
manufactures than we did during the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1894. And in the year 1895 we spent $88,608,977 more money in 
European countries, and they spent $72,895,689 less money in this 
country. So our loss for the year’s deal, under the Gorman- Wilson 
bill, exceeded $160,000,000. Is it not, then, apparent to the most 
casual observer that the cause of our trouble is the so-called tariff 
measure passed by the Democracy in the Fifty-third Congress? 
That measure largely increased our purchases or imports and de- 
creased our sales or exports, thus spending more than our income, 
which, as we have seen, always brings disaster. Not only this, 
but it has destroyed our industries, almost ruined the farmer, 
caused the loss of over $100,000,000 in wool growing alone, and, 
worse than all else, it has turned out upon the highways hundreds 


| of thousands of honest laborers who are begging for bread be- 


cause the opportunity to earn it has been denied them. 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, this is not a party question, it is a business 
question, and one of common humanity. The laboring men of 
this land care not for your fine-spun theories of finance, or your 
treatise on political economy by college professors, but they do 
care for the opportunity to earn fair wages by honest labor; and 


| they not only care for it, but demand it, as citizens of this great 


Republic. 

Are we, indeed, so blind to our interests that we can not ‘‘see 
Let me read you an article taken 
from the London Financial News, of October 8, 1895: 


Once more the board of trade returns are of a gratifying charact and 
the improvement has, fortunately, occurred all around. The imports of the 
month were worth £30,618,854, an increase of £378,593, or one twenty-fifth of 


l percent. There still remains a deficiency on the nine months, but the fig 
ure has been reduced to £662,301. Had it not been for the lower prices ruling 
for wheat and cotton throughout the greater portion of the year this dé 

crease would not have to be recorded, for in Salk the import trade of the 
nine months has exceeded that of 1894. Luckily, our exports have been 


advancing by such leaps and bounds that the lower range of prices has not 
affected their monetary value to the same extent as it has the imp For 
the month the gain is £1,862,620, or ten fifty-eighths of 1 per cent, and for the 


nine months the augmentation reaches £5,157,866, or three-nineteenths of 1 
per cent. 

One rather odd feature about these figures is the fact that one-half of the 
increase comes under the head of yarns and textile fabrics, although one de 
partment of our textile industries has been very hardly hit. The great pros- 


| perity of the wool trades has, fortunately, more than offset the retrogres- 


sion in cotton, though that reflection brings small consolation to Lancashire 
The total gain for the nine months under yarn and textiles is £3.297,675, and 
as the value of woolen tissues taken by the United States has been about 
£950,000 and of worsted tissues nearly £3,000,000 greater than in 18%, no fur 
ther search for the origin of the improvement in the trade returns need be 
made. The lowering of the American tariff has been our salvation and it 


| can not be said that we have shown much reciprocity, for, instead of taking 


the increased value of our shipments across the Atlantic in kind, we seem to 
have bought less American produce. Itis needless to go beyond our own 
board of trade returns to find an explanation of a good deal of the monetary 
trouble in the United States. 

Practically every penny that was subscribed here toward the recent 
American loan has been got back through the expansion in the exports of 
woolens and worsteds, but the United States has not confined her increased 
purchases to those articles. Last month she bought less raw wool than in 
September, 1894, but had to pay more for it. She took more cotton piece 
more iron, more alkali, and more of sundry articles which need not be speci 
fied. In some instances the rapid growth of the preceding months resulted 
in a slight check in September, but in all these cases the figures of the nine 
months show a big advance on 1894. On the other hand, we have paid a good 
deal less for American wheat, flour, bacon, hams, cheese, tallow, and cotton, 
to mention only those articles in which the contraction is almost apparent. 
The fact that the Argentine Republic heads ths United States in respect of 


maize is not without significance. : 
Thus the trade balance between the States and this country is moving rap 
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idl ainst the former, and it would require a large and regular transfer- 
enue of securities from New York to London to redress this tendency and 
restore the former pomiten. And with india, Argentina, and Australia 
keeping up and even improving their positions as —< wheat to this 
country, with Argentina sending more as the United sends less tal- 
low, it will not be easy for the Americans to regain their old footing in our 
market. Last month India and Argentina sent us more wheat than the 
United States, and Russia and Roumania ther also topped the American 
figures. These are all factors that must be borne in mind in judging the out- 
look in the United States, and it is unfortunate that they are so ey 
overlooked in that country itself. The increase in the purchase of Briti 
manufactures may not be maintained; but, on the other hand, the United 
States must count on the competition in wheat and maize becoming more and 
more intense as time goes on. 

The movements in the imports last month were not of a nature to call for 


the coke oven, the tannery; let us again hear the happy melody 
of the loom and the factory, again listen to the clicking of the 
reaper in the fields of grain which will yield the farmer profit and 
not loss, and then we shall not need to issue more bonds and shall 
hear no more of deficits and er Treasury. [Applause. } 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Speaker, the bill now under consid- 
eration by the House is a bill ‘‘to maintain and protect the coin 
— fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of in- 
debtedness to meet a temporary deficiency of revenue.” 

As it originally passed this House the bill in effect provided 
that the Secretary of the Treasury should be authorized from 
time to time, at his own discretion, to issue, sell, and dispose of, 
at not less than er in coin, coupon or registered bonds of the 
United States, to bear not to exceed 3 per cent per annum inter- 
est, payable semiannually, and redeemable by the United States 
a ae after five years, and payable in fifteen years from their 

ate. 

For the purposes of this discussion I do not care to enter into 
a consideration of section 2 of said House bill, inasmuch as the 
objections to the first section are conclusive. 

The bill as passed by the House went to the Senate and was there 
considered by its Finance Committee, which reported back a sub- 
stitute, the ——_ of which is that ete for the coinage 
of silver by the United States as provided by the act of January 
18, 1837, or, in other words, opens the mints of the United States 
to the unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. 

I did not have the honor, sir, of holding a seat in this House as 
a Sen of the State of Utah when the original House bill 
was here considered and passed. Therefore I think it fit that I 
should not only give my reasons in support of the passage of the 
Senate amendment, but should also give my reasons why we 
should accept it in preference to the bill which originally passed 
this House. 

The people of the United States are opposed, and opposed on 

cs ee safe economic unds, to the creation of bonded debt in time of 
nn nn ce nnee a nnnne nnwnneennncsne ewan sneecoecnweensensacsces peace. It has m said by those who own money and seek in- 
savncceses cncecces senses seeunesecsencsunesccescnsaccnsnes gil, 448,449 | vestment for it in such ways that it will be absolutely safe and 
beyond the reach of the tax collector, that great public debts are 
a source of ers stability, and strength to the nation. The 
statement has no foundation in fact, and when the theory is carried 
into the practice of government it is fraught with direful conse- 
‘quences to the people who adopt it. Anything which adds to the 
burdens of the producing classes of a nation can be nothing but 
hindrance to them in the race of life. They are those who in the 
final — carry all the burdens of taxation and of private and 
public debt. How, then,can a nation be strengthened by increas- 
ing the burdens of those who create wealth? Useless debt in- 
curred in times of peace is an economic crime, a crime for which 
not only that generation which incurs it must be punished, but a 
crime which affects even the children of the third and fourth 
generations. 

And yet to one who studies the financial history of this nation 
there can be no escape from the conclusion that the men who own 
and Ss control the money of this nation have been labor- 
ing for the past twenty-five yearssteadily, persistently, and cruelly 
to increase the indebtedness of the nation, that they might find a 
source from which they could draw additional revenues and addi- 
tional gains. 

The first attempt was to retire the greenback absolutely and 
completely from circulation. Under the distress which was thus 
caused came such an upheaval of public sentiment that those 
who had initiated this movement were forced to give way and a 
law was passed that the greenback, whenever taken into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, should be canceled and reissued. 

the demonetization of silver in 1873, done, as I believe, in the 
dark by stealth, without the desire of the people and against their 
present welfare and their future prosperity, a blow was struck 
at the integrity of the United States, under which it has reeled 
and sta; for the last twenty-three years. In spite of con- 
tinued discussion in the Congress of the United States, in spite of 
Congresses elected pledged to the restoration of the white metal 
to its use as money, in spite of the growing distress of the agri- 
culturists of the nation and the narrowing profit in all business, 
in spite of all true principles of monetary science this economic 
evil has been persisted in, and now, more than twenty years after 
the great wrong against the people of the United States was 
wrought, it is — to take another step which inevitably must 
stifle industry and overwhelm our people with greater indebted- 


ness. 

Though the first attempt to retire the greenbacks had failed, 
those who had sought to compel their retirement had not yielded 
their point. The advocates of the coinage of silver have hereto- 
fore asserted that the next in this oe seem of the money 











the arrivals of sugar and guano from Peru, the larger purchases of goats’ 
wool, due to the briskness of business in mohair goods, and the fact that South 
Africa has sent us more, while Australia has sent 1 sheep's wool. In the 
cmporee spirits have gone up considerably, and mining would seem to be 
thirsty work, for nearly all the increase has gone to South Africa and Aus- 
tralia. We have ae referred briefly to cotton piece goods, which con- 
tinue to decline both in erty and in value. Central and South America, 
with the sole exception of Brazil, are buying more freely, and so is Japan, to 
which country we are sending more yarn, also, thanks, no doubt, to t dis- 
organization of native industry by the recent war. India is, of course, reduc- 
ing her purchases, though Bengal and Burmah constitute exceptions in the 
case of yarn. To Brazil we owe a satisfactory increase in jute, yarn and 
pieces, while Germany joins with the United Statesin absorbing more woolen 
and worsted yarn. It is rather odd to find that iron is going to America in 
larger quantities. 


Let us now, Mr. Speaker, notice how, in another direction, 
eur financial affairs have been managed by the present Democratic 
Administration, and also make some comparisons: 


Between August 31, 1865, the date upon which the national debt reached its 
Nighoot point, and March 1, 1893, the amount of the Government's outstanding 
obligations was reduced by $1,881,967,.873. Toaccomplish this remarkable feat 
of debt paying, bonds were surchased before their maturity and canceled to 
the amount of $770,809,750. The reduction of the national debt by four-year 
periods, is given on March 1 of each fourth year, as follows, cents omitted: 
IE AR cave cnseus cencnnetescnewinenaens painimipebvewsuevhas $280, 430, 492 
EE. cncutinden abeccectuewe dns 
OT ET IEE 

























le OER conisinsese nsretaleeninmegmtnahinnmiphlenadteniienanerniaia 1, 881, 367, 873 

On March 1, 189%, the national debt had been increased by $105,328,774, and 
on December 1, 1895, by $57,273,470, making the total increase under the pres- 
ent (Democratic) Administration $162,602,245.—-New York World. 

To this frank avowal of Democratic deficie and imcompetency, we must 
now add another $100,000,000 of debt, autho: by the Democratic Secretary 
of the Treasury on January 6, 1896, making the total Democratic debt $282,- 
602.245 within thirty-five months, as compared with the Republican decrease 
of debt of $1,881,867,878 within three h red and thirty months, the monthly 
averages being: 

Republican monthly decrease of debt 1865-1893.................... $5, 701, 114. 77 
Democratic monthly increase of debt, 1893-1806................... 7, 502, 921. 28 

Mr. Speaker, I confidently believe that the great masses of 
the American people at this time fully realize that because of the 
incempetency of the present Administration there must be a 
change, so that full power in all the departments of the Govern- 
ment may be given to the Republican party to enact such legisla- 
tion, as they surely will, as will again give us prosperity in our 
business, comfort in all our homes, and contentment at every fire- 
side. God speed the day when again the honest laborer shall have 
_ — at honest wages paid in honest money. [Loud 
applause. 

t do not abuse, and will not attack, the present Administration, 
The facts and figures which I have ez speak in louder and more 
emphatic tones than I can utter. it were cruel to sneer at its 
impotence, then the feeble must be pitied. As to the Republican 
party, its financial views and ific financial doctrine, I am not 
authorized to speak, but asa Republican I have my own opinion, 
and I believe I am in accord with very many Republicans. 

I favor as money gold, silver, and paper, interchangeable on 
equality, each dollar as good as every other dollar. I favor bi- 
inetallism and free coinage based on international agreement. If 
this can not be had, then I favor the coinage of silver limited only 
by the ability of our Government to make and keep each silver 
dollar as good as every and any other dollar and maintain the 
honor and integrity of the nation. [Applause. ] 

Let us not be deceived by the cry of our free-silver friends, that 
the great debtor class has interests which free silver will protect. 
We must not forget that for every dollar owing by any debtor 
there is a dollar due to a creditor. Simple justice demands that 
the creditor should receive from the debtor the same kind of money 
in value which he advanced, and common honesty demands that 
the debtor should return to the creditor just as good money as he 
received from him. 

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, that, in my judgment, 
the financial question will speedily settle itself, when by a wise 
system of protective tariff we shall have sufficient revenues to pay 

business and - 


our expenses; when by such system our great man- | owners against the producers of the United States and the world 
ufacturing interests are and thus our laborers | would be to force destruction of the national paper currency. 
and protect them against the low wages of labor. Let us | Citizens of the Republic have not realized this until within the last 
again see the smoke continually ascend from iron furnace, | few months, but now the purpose is boldly declared and we are 
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r ith the proposition that the greenback and silver cer- 
eae from our circulation. And when this shall 
be done there will be left to us nothing but our gold, our token 
silver, and such national-bank currency as the owners of bonds 
and money in their self-interest may allow to be issued to the peo- 
ple of the United States. Then it will be discovered that silver, 
the silver that we have coined or have held as bullion within our 
Treasury, is a further menace to the gold standard, and the third 
and last step in this series of contractions will be taken, and silver, 
if the scheme can be carried to its ultimate end, will be retired 
from use, except in so far as it may be utilized as small change by 
the people. It is well that this purpose of the gold monometallists 
at last stands revealed, since men more and more will realize the 
cost to the nation of this futile and foolish attempt to do its busi- 
ness on a money basis which is constantly decreasing as compared 
with the increase of population and the opportunities which will 
arise thereunder for the use of money. son 

If the House stand by the proposition which it made to the 
Senate and refuse to concurin the amendment made by that body, 
and the Senate should recede from its position as declared in the 
amendment presented tous, there would be given tothe President 
and the Secretary of the Treasury the right to issue bonds in 
times of peace; and for what? To maintain a gold reserve. It 
is thereby confessed that gold monometallism is a failure; it is 
thereby confessed that we can not maintain it under the practice 
of the executive department, unless from time to time we increase 
our national indebtedness, put greater burdens of interest upon | 
our people and the far greater and farther-reaching burden of a | 
continued fall in prices, and the consequent diminution of the | 
ability of the ple to pay the burdens which are thus heaped 
upon them. hen is this purchase of gold to cease? 

No one will dispute that there is distress abroad in the land; 
no man in this House has the temerity, sir, to arise here and claim 
that the United States are prosperous. In 1893, sitting in the gal- 
leries of this Chamber and those of the Senate, I heard men 
declaim on the great prosperity that would come to America if the 

urchasing clause of the so-called Sherman Act were repealed. 

he President of the United States said, in effect, that the pur- 
chase of silver by the Government had produced the financial 
distress which was prevailing in our land, and he called upon the 
Congress of the United States to pass in a day a bill which would 
relieve the Government from the necessity of purchasing 4,500,000 
ounces, or any amouut at all, of the white metal. The bill was 
passed, the aos clause of the Sherman Act was repealed, 
and no relief came. Instead of that which had been fondly pic- 
tured, came the necessity of supplying from time to time gold to 
maintain the so-called reserve—gold purchased with bonds of the 
people, purchased sometimes under the terms of a secret contract 

or less than their market value. 

The President and his Secretary of the Treasury have had at all 
times their means of relief at hand. If they thought it necessary 
to maintain in the Treasury a given amount of gold,it was at 
their option at any time to pay out silver upon the obligation of 
theGovernment. The people would have been benefited, the bond- 
holders and the gold speculators would have been stopped in their 
raid upon the Government Treasury. But these high officials re- 
fused to exercise this option,and under a law which conveys no 
authority to them for this purpose purchased gold and used it to 
pay the running expenses of this Government. 

ow, sir, it is proposed to give to these officials,and to those 
who may succeed them, the right, under cover of law, to issue 
bonds at any time with which to buy gold in order to maintain 
the gold reserve. Why does gold leave the Treasury? Simply 
because it is more valuable for export than it is for use within 
the United States, and because under the low prices which exist | 
we are unable to export of all of our other products sufficient to 
pay the demand against us of foreign countries. This would be 
equally and increasingly true had we no greenbacks, no Treasury | 
notes, no silver dollars. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a sound economic reason why bonds should 
not be issued at such a time as this—a reason which lies at the | 
foundation of monetary science. The people of the United States 
are suffering from a contraction of their real-money volume. 
They now have as their real money, money of ultimate redemp- 
tion, according to the estimates of the Treasury Department, about 
$550,000,000 of gold. No doubt this estimate is far beyond what 
the facts will warrant. In order to account for this sum of gold 
within the United States it is necessary to assume that outside 
of the $175,000,000 which are in the vaults of the banks, and the 
$50,000,000 which it is estimated are in daily circulation among 
the people of the mountain and Pacific Coast States, there are 
$310,000,000 in circulation among the people of the East, or hidden 
away _——. What man of intelligence believes that the people 
of the East have hoarded any such sum of gold as this? It is not 
im active circulation. Gold, as we all well know, is not in daily 
circulation among the people of the North, South, and old West. 
If they have this enormous sum it must be hoarded by them, with- 
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drawn from active use as money by the people themselves. And 
every time that the Government steps into the market and buys 
$100,000,000 of gold it contracts the money market in so far and 
produces an evil effect upon business and production. All men 
acknowledge that the effect of contraction is to depreciate the price 
ot products; that the expansion of the money volume increases the 
price of products. By contraction business is hampered, credit 
must be withdrawn, and failures may ensue. Therefore, instead 
of easing monetary conditions, the sale of bonds and the purchase 
of gold with the proceeds must inevitably have the effect of con- 
tracting the volume of money in circulation and of forcing down 
the price of all the products which we produce and offer for 
sale. 

a een above speech was.made I have received a cir- 
cular from Dimock & Co., of New York, bankers and brokers, 
which, in commenting upon the bond issue, confirms my statement 
above. Extracts from the circular are as follows: 


The work necessary to the preservation of a gold standard, so auspiciously 
begun, is far from complete. During the last five years the Government 
banks of Europe have added nearly six hundred millions of gold to their 


reserves. In the same period the New York banks and the United States 
Treasury have together reduced their gold reserves nearly one hundred 


millions. Yet all natural conditions were incomparably favorable to the 
United States. The trouble is unpalatably stated in a recent issue of a well 
known politico-economic publication: ** The history of our national economic 
and Sicasibestiey cman eocivil war isan almost unbroken record of fatuous 
ignorance and empirical experimentation, and insolent disregard of the best 
established inductions of science.” It is of small nse to take up one form of 





be issued in its place, The original issue of national baa nates wae cae 
mental folly, and without support from any sound principle of economic or 
financial science. Gold can only be drawn to this country and kept here by 
sufficient contraction of the circulation to create the vacuum necessary 

The sentimental advance in stocks which followed the favorable develop 
ments of the bond call was even more than we anticipated, but the reaction 
must soon set‘in. The pyrotechnics are over and we have now to face for 
months the most serious contraction of recent times. } 

Mr. Speaker, it is claimed upon one side that the source of this 
difficulty is the lack of revenue, and upon the other side of the 
Chamber that there is no lack of revenue. The question of reve- 
nue does not enter into the consideration of the question before 
us. In my opinion, at no time and under no conditions should 
the executive department of our Government have the right to 
issue and sell the bonds of its people in time of peace. To give 
the right to the Executive is to grant a power which will be used 
for the benefit of the few and add burdens to the many. No 
power except the Representatives of the people sitting in Con- 
gress should be granted the opportunity of creating or increasing 
such indebtedness. Therefore I shall vote to concur in the Senate 
amendment, because it does not confer upon the Executive the 
right to sell the bonds of the people in time of peace, while the 
original bill does grant this power. 

It is not my purpose, in what I shall say upon this occasion, to 
go into any extended discussion of the question presented to us by 
the Senateamendment. Thereasons for and against the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver, irrespective of the action of other na- 
tions, and at the ratio which existed under the law of 1837, have, 
for the most part, been presented again and again. But the rapid 
march of events has brought more distinctly into view within the 
past two years the extent of the evil which is being brought upon 
the United States by its adherence to the views of the gold mono- 
metallists. As briefly as may be, I shall view the question from 
the standpoint alone of our debtor relations to the nations of Eu 
rope and the new trade relations which must inevitably spring 
up and have arisen between ourselves and the silver-using nations 
of the world if our present financial policy be maintained. 

The United States can not protect her citizens against low 


prices and maintain a monometallic gold standard so long as she 
is a debtor to the nations of the world. The people of the United 
States must pay abroad annually upon the interest of their debts, 
public and private, in the expenses of their traveling citizens, 
and to the nations which carry their commerce upon the seas 
about $250,000,000 over and above the excess of their exports over 
imports. This amount, which by some is made even greater, 
must be paid year by year, or else our foreign indebtedness must 


increase and must be paid either with the other products of 
toil or with our gold. We have not produced, and will not pro- 
duce in the future, gold sufficient to pay this demand upon our 
resources. During the last year we produced about one-fifth of 
this sum. Therefore we must pay the balance either with the 
gold which has accumulated in the United States during the 
period when silver was continuously coined, or we must pay it 
with our products, or increase our foreign debts as we have done 
continuously since 1862. 

Wecan not say to the nations of the world that we demand such 
or such a price for those products which we send abroad to pay 
this balance, but we must go into their markets and offer them 
for such a price that foreign nations will purchase, or we must 
pay the annual demand upon us by means of the gold which we 
produce or have aenemiated. Therefore, to meet this drain 
which never ceases, if we would maintain the supply of gold which 
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we have we must force the price of the product which we export 
down to a —_ where we shall be able to meet or undersell the 
products of other nations. 

Since the first blow was aimed at silver, year by year, almost 
month by month, there has been a steady and persistent decline 
in the price of our great products which enter into competition in 
the world’s markets with those of other nations, and the effect has 
been to not only reduce the price of that which we sell abroad, 
but also to reduce the price of that which we sell at home. The 
decline in the price of our chief exports has not yet ceased and is 
shown for 1895 as follows: 

About three-fourths of our exports in value consist of the 
following-named items: Cotton, wheat, wheat flour, bacon and 
hams, lard, corn, pork, beef, tobacco, and cheese. The value of 
our exports of the above-named articles in 1894 was $510,012,686. 
In 1895 the value of our exports of the same product was only 
$452,719,941, a decrease of $57,292,745, a decrease amounting to 
11% per cent. Ascompared with the prices of these exports in 1894 
there was so great an average fall in their value that had we 
obtained the prices for these exports which we received in 1894 
there would have been placed to ourcredit by their sale $552,486,345 
instead of the $452,719,941 which we scbualle received; so that in 
1895, as compared with 1894, upon these ten articles our total loss 
was $99,766,404. 

Therefore the statement which the Secretary of the Treasury 
makes wherein, to account for the decrease in the value of our ex- 
ports, he says that this decrease is due to ‘‘ the improved crop con- 
ditions in other countries” which, he writes, ‘‘aécount largely for 
the diminished exports of domestic produce in 1895,” is without 
foundation and utterly misleading. The inference to be drawn 
from the language of the Secretary is that we shipped less of these 

roducts abroad in 1895 than we did in 1894, and eessieoe received 
ess money for them, while the statistics prepared in his own De- 
partment and under his own direction show that there was an in- 
crease in the amount of the above-named products exported to 
foreign countries from the United States in 1895 as compared with 
the year 1894, amounting to 8} per cent. 

Nor will this fall in the price of our chief exports cease with the 
year 1895. Prices must go lower and lower until the level made 
necessary by the single gold standard is reached, and when that 
shall have been done we will be upon the level, not of Mexico, but 
of China, 

The gentleman from Maine in opening this debate with 
dramatic fervor asked if we wished to Mexicanize the United 
States. This gentleman, with the adroitness for which he is dis- 
tinguished, did not pursue the subject further. Other gentlemen 
upon this floor have undertaken to show that the people of Mexico 
are indolent, uneducated, oftentimes slaves to their masters, and, 
generally speaking. utterly unfit to be compared with the citizens 
of this great Republic. For the sake of argument I will admit 
that what has been said by the adherents of gold monometallism 
upon this floor during this debate is true. What followa? If 
such a people at a time when every gold-using nation in the world, 
nations which boast themselves as being superior in intelligence 
and business ability, finds itself upon the verge of bankruptcy 
and looks with dismay into the future—I say if such a people at 
such a time are found prosperous and business of all kinds within 
the limits and under the laws of that people is flourishing, failures 
are rare, and dividends are large, surely they must have some 
great advantage which enables them to thrive and prosper when 
other nations are increasing their debts and the burdens of taxa- 
tion. It can not be found, according to these gentlemen, in their 
blood, because they are Mexicans; it can not be found in their cus- 
toms, because they are antiquated; it can not be found in their 
energy, because the people are lazy; it can not be their soil, since 
it is no more fertile than that of gold-using nations; it can not be 
their sunshine, because it contains no more life-giving power than 
the rays which fall upon our own people. There can be but one 
explanation of the continued and increasing prosperity of Mexico, 
and that is found in the fact that she uses silver as money and 
has the advantage of the difference in exchange over goid-using 
nations. 

The following extract from the Mexican Herald will show the 
exact condition of affairs with relation to matters therein spoken of: 


Mexico is now in ition to invade the markets of the west coast of South 
America in competition with Germany, England, and all other countries on a 
gold basis. It is very significant that Mexican print works are now sellin 
goods direct to ports on the Pacific coast of Mexico, and taking the marke 
away from the gold-standard countries, which can only be done now because 
the west coast is quickly accessible. 

One of the greatest merchants, forty years in business and a large importer 
from maroes, says it is no longer — le for the United States or Europe to 
compete with Mexican mills, which can turn out excellent cottons at $1.25 
less per piece. Mexico is growing more cotton yearly, and will soon be able 
to supply itself without bringing in American cotton; and as the growing 
and eaeeeeaes are done on the basis of cheap labor and silver money, 
Mexico should aspire to enter the lists as an exporter of cotton goods. 

There is an ample field here for the investment of capital in cotton mills, also 
in paper and other products, Mexican woolens are now turned out of 


superior quality, and thousands of people are refusing to buy expensive 
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English goods. Tailors are supplying their growing demands at prices less 
than one-half those charged for European goods. For example, trousers are 
being sold at $5 per pair which if made of English goods would cost $14, 
Mexican manufacturers are very prosperous, and there is undoubtedly a 
chance for a modern shoe factory. The policy of the Government is torender 
Mexico independent as far as possible of the foreign gold-standard countries, 
This tends to give employment to railways, and the policy of the Mexican 
Central Railway in favoring every Mexican industry on its various lines is 
cordially commended in Government circles. The road has become thor- 
ony exican in policy, with resultant higher earnings. 

undreds of Americans are here, among them many capitalists, and there 
is a great interest shown in coffee lands and lands for general agricultural 
a. Sugar planters were never more prosperous than now, and this 
ndustry can not easily be overdone, as the domestic demand is not filled, and 
the profits wil be ree formany years. The National Bank of Mexico will 
in May declare a dividend of Port cent anc add heavily toits reserve. The 
active capital of the bank is $8,000,000, and the reserve $5,000,000. 


I will also submit the following letter, written me by a gentle- 
man of standing in the City of Mexico, and which bears out the 
statements made by the silver men upon this floor and elsewhere 
that under the vivifying effect of silver coinage Mexico has entered 
upon an era of prosperity like unto that which we enjoyed from 
1850 to 1873 under the impulse given our nation by the increasing 
flow of gold from California and Australia: 


City oF MEXICO, January 18, 1896. 


DEAR SiR: Answering your favor of the 12th instant, I send you under sepa- 
rate cover some printed matter and data referring to Mexico, prepared by this 
office. In this country the silver question is not discussed, as it is a question 
which interests us very little, being already on asilver basis. The prosperity 
of this country has undoubtedly been greatly aided by our silver coinage, as 
we have been eer exempt from panics and financial crises of all and every 
nature. And although within the last five years there have been two droughts, 
which have resulted in partial losses of the corn crop—the most important 
crop of this country—still the receipts of the Government from taxes have 
gone steadily on increasing, and this in spite of the fact that there has been 
no increase in taxation. In fact, taxes have been reduced during this period. 

The effect of the silver basis on this country appears to be about as follows: 
Native capital now remains in the country and is invested in home indus- 
tries and yo ae instead of being sent to Europe for investment as form- 
erly. Also, as the income of our more important or wealthy families is entirely 
in silver, the premium on gold has resulted in keeping their money in this 
country and now a larger proportion of them remain at Some and spend their 
money here instead of throwing it away in Europe. 

Another thing: The premium on gold has increased in a most wonderful man- 
ner the exports of Mexico. We now export and make large profits on various 
articles which in former years it was not profitable to export. At the same 
time prices in this country have been but little affected by the premium on 
goid. Ihave been a resident of this Republic twenty-six years, and during 
that time intimately connected with financial and mercantile houses. 
would say that a Mexican dollar buys to-day as much in this city as it did 
when I came here, and at that time a Mexican dollar was worth $1.10 in gold in 
San Francisco. The price of corn, beans, flour, wearing apparel), etc.. is al- 
most exactly the same asin former years. Of course there are fluctuations 
due to g or bad crops, but the average cost of all the various articles 
which go to make up the expenses ofa family are almost exactly the same as 
when gold was at par. 

You will note by the printed matter sent you the wonderful increase in 
the income of the Government, and also of the Mexican Central Railway, 
which I think will compare favorably with that of governments or railroads 
ona gold basis. Also, the price of Mexican securities has steadily been ad- 
vancing in spite of the increased premium on gold. The fact is that an 
abundant meee of good silver dollars, which ery eee can get and every- 
body can spend, seems to make people more cheerful, harder workers, and in- 
duces the capitalist to g° into new enterprises. Although there are bank 
notes in circulation in thiscountry, they are represented by an actual store 
of silver dollars, so that at a moment’s notice the same can be converted into 
coin. They are, in fact, like the gold certificates of the United States, except 
that ours are issued by incorporated banks. Mercantile failures are rare, 
and manufacturing establishments, especially those engaged in the manu- 
facture of wool and cotton, are paying large dividends. Banks are also pay- 
ing from 10 to 16 per cent a year on their capital stock. While the perfect 

peace and order which Mexico has enjoyed for the last twenty years has 

ad a great effect on the development and prosperity of this country, I also 
believe that our silver basis has helped us prosper as much as apy other 
cause. Also, another element which has helped this country greatly in all 
mercantile transactions is the stability of our currency. It obviates the 
necessity of an inverted pyramid of paper supported on a small gold basis, 
and there are none of thosesudden fluctuations and variations in prices which 
result from a less sound financial system. The capitalist or the merchant 
knows that coin can always be procured, and that its value for purchasing 
eepeees in this Republic has had but little, if any, change within the last 
century. The income of this company, which increased $1,(70,000 in 1895 over 
its income in 1894, shows inastriking degree the constant development of the 
country. In other words, a sound currency and fixed value has stimulated 
in the past, and is ales to-day, all mercantile enterprises, and the re- 
sults can be seen in the dividends paid by. the banks and mercantile enter- 
prises of the country. 

The premium —— also tends to bring it to this country. European 
investors, taking advantage of the premium on gold, are more willing to 
come here and make investments in mining, manufacturing, etc., than if this 
disparity between gold and silver did not exist. While doubling their capi- 
tal on bringing it into Mexico they can go into production of articles for 
export which are sold for gold, as, for instance, coffee, rubber, hides, vanilla, 
and kindred products, so t practically they double their capital and yet 
receive a gold interest on their investment. 

A silver basis seems to tend to the increase of a larger number of small 
incomes rather than a small number of larger ones. 

Any further information or statistics = would like I will take pleasure in 
forwarding if you will indicate to me what you desire. 


Yours, truly, 
A. V. TEMPLE, 
Manager Bureau of Information. 
Mr. CLARENCE E. ALLEN, M. C. 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 


In Consular Reports No. 182, for November, 1895, the consul-gen- 
eral as Shanghai makes a statement which supports the position 


which I have here taken—that the effect of the demonetization of 
silver by European nations and by ourselves has been to force 
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down the price of those products which we export. 


ment is as follows: mone 
: ility i value of silver is the one desideratum of the foreign mer- 
int bya hes and it is pointed out that fluctuations in it must really 
ffect the well-being of the entire population of the United Kingdom. * * * 
Tadeo the influence of cheap silver the volume of exports continues to ex 
pand, and the European consumer reaps the benefit of their cheapness in gold 
srices. The fall in silver and low freights have combined to enable the ma- 
ority of the stable exports of China to be laid down in Europe at about one- 


alf the cost at which they could be sold twenty years ago. 

At the time when the United States entered upon the suicidal 
policy of destroying on?-half of our money of ultimate redemp- 
tion she found a remunerative market for her products in the 
marts of Europe. ; 

In spite of the efforts which had been made by England in years 
past to establish the cotton industry in and the export of wheat 


The state- 


from India, the United States had been able to demand and com- | 


mand a fair price for her wheat and cotton. Since that period 
not only India but Russia and the Argentine Republic and all the 
States upon a silver or paper basis have been enabled, through the 
difference in exchange between gold and silver, to enter the mar- 
kets of the world and to force down the price of the great products 
which we export, and must export to pay our foreign debt and the 
interest thereon, to such prices that to-day there is no adequate 
recompense in any part of the United States for the planter, the 
farmer, or the ranchman. This could result because in the coun- 
tries which have continued to use silver silver has the same pur- 


chasing power that it had before we recklessly, improvidently, and | of tc astern trade.” 


criminally demonetized silver. 

A silver dollar in these countries buys the same amount of labor, 
pays debts, and purchases equally the products of the country even 
as it did before the gold-using nations finally effected the demone- 
tization of silver within their limits. Thereby silver-using nations 
have erected a barrier against imports from gold-using nations 


which amounts to an ad valorem protective tariff of 100 per cent | 


upon all goods imported, or, to state it another way, they have 
given their own people an export duty. Every bushel of wheat, 
pound of cotton, or peck of corn which they send abroad, since 
their governments retain the full use of silver, can be sold for one- 
half the former price thereof as measured in gold, because that 
gold price of such exports will purchase in silver as much labor or 
as much of the products of such silver-using nations as it would 
before we placed our financial affairs and the welfare of our people 
in the hands of the British. And if we would sell in the nations 
of the world, we must meet this advantage which silver-using na- 
tions enjoy by lowering the price of our products until we can 
command, or at least share, in this foreign trade. 

This burden hitherto has Veen borne by the farmers and plant- 
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until silver is restored to its rightful place as a money metal, with 
coinage privileges equal with those of gold. 

Already, by madly holding to gold monometallism, the manufac- 
turers of the East, whom many of you represent, have so reduced 
the purchasing power of the agriculturists of the nation that their 
best market, the only great market of the world, has been circum- 





| scribed and constricted instead of growing and expanding as it 


might have grown and expanded had silver retained its constitu- 
tional prerogative. 

But now another danger confronts these manufacturers, who 
have put their trust in the golden calf and blindly followed the 
behest of the English owners of money. Not only is the home 
market weakened and depressed by the contraction in the world’s 
supply of metallic money, but no longer are Americans to control 
that market, let alone to extend the sale of their wares to sister 
nations which use the white metal, as our Constitution declares 
we shall do. 

In support of the position which I have here taken, and which 


| rests upon the eternal principles of monetary science, I wish to 


submit the following observations of one of the keenest and 


| brightest newspaper men of the United States, Mr. J. P. Young, 


and some of the quotations from leading newspapers which he 


| published in the San Francisco Chronicle December 13, 1895 


On the 15th of June last the Japan Weekly Gazette published a memorial 
drawn up by the Yokohama Chamber of Commerce, in which the fact was 
pointed out “that Japan is becoming a great manufacturing country and 
rapidly advancing to a position of marked prominence in many branches 
Figures furnished by the agricultural department 


| show that the first cotton-spinning mill was erected in —— in 1863, but 


ers of this nation because their products have been those which for | 


the most part have been sent abroad to pay the demands against 


us, but not only has the difference in exchange value between gold | 
and silver reduced to extremity our farmers and planters, by re- | 


ducing the price of their products below that which would allow 
a reasonable recompense, but it has compelled the silver-using 
nations to begin to manufacture for themselves. Under these laws 
which have been passed by the gold-using nations, where once it 
took a doliar in silver to buy a certain product from them, it now 
takes two silver dollars to buy the same product at the same price. 
Hence the silver-producing nations were compelled or induced by 
the very force of circumstances to establish within their own bor- 
ders factories and plants which would produce for themselves that 
which they had theretofore been accustomed to buy abroad. Thus 
has the yarn trade of England in the Orient been destroyed; thus 
year by year are the East Indians finding themselves driven to the 
wall by the competition which Chinese and Japanese manufactur- 
ers are forcing upon them. And now the people of China and 
Japan stand ready to contend with us, not only for the market of 
the world, but for our own better and greater market. 

The Republican party is the party of protection. Since the 
foundation of the Republic it and its predecessors in governmental 
policy have steadily held that the toiler in America must be pro- 
tected against the cheap labor of foreign countries. To that doc- 
trine Republicans heartily subscribe who believe that the true 
policy of our nation is to produce and coin all the gold and silver 
possible to be obtained. They yield to no one in their allegiance to 
the fundamental principle of the Republican party. By their votes 
for the last twenty years the great Republican West has made it 
— for their party to maintain control of the United States 

enate. By their votes they have sustained the fundamental prin- 
ciples of the Republican party. By their votes year by year the 
Republican party has been assisted to victory, and because we now 
and at all times announce ourselves to be unreservedly in favor of 
the coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, with or without the 
consent of any nation, we do not give the right to any man to 
deny our Republicanism. And we of the West, who were called 
silver barons until it was suddenly discovered that we could pro- 
duce gold cheaper than we could produce silver, say and believe 
that there can be 





twenty years later there were only 16 mills in operation, with 43,704 spindles 
Since then the industry has advanced very rapidly. At the end of 1888 the 
number of spindles had increased to 88,140, and five years later there were 46 


mills, running 600,000 spindles. The memorial above alluded to commenting 
on the department report, says that “there isa prospect of even more rapid 
development,” and adds, ** We think it unnecessary to refer in detail to the 
many other manufactures in which Japan is not only supplying home wants 

| but is successfully competing with Europe in the markets of China, the 
Straits Settlements, and fndia’” 


Regarding Japanese trade with the United States and India, the 
memorial says: 


We anticipate that if exchange with America remains at a very low level 
and the rupee continues to be held above its bullion value in India, China will 


| eventually furnish to Japan all the cotton she needs, except such staples as 


can not be grown on Chinese soil. In evidence of this possibility the import 
of raw cotton from China into Japan increased from 61,328,021 pounds in 1891 
to 95,115,180 pounds in 1893. 

So, if the conclusion of these Eastern observers is correct, the 
fatuous monetary policy of Great Britain and the United States 
will make it impossible for either India or the United States to 
compete with China in the matter of supplying raw cotton to 
Japan. Thus we shall soon be deprived of the sorry satisfaction 
of furnishing the progressive inland Empire with the raw material 
for manufacturing the goods she promises to ultimately deluge us 
with. 

The British Trade Journal of a recent date says: 

Among the trades more recently introduced in Japan is the manufacture 
of watches. In 1893 Japan imported more than 108.000 watches from Switzer 
land, France, Germany, and the United States. The object of the new Jay 
anese factory is to produce a watch of the cheaper kind. * But it 
seems not unlikely that the new concern will manufacture a better class of 
timekeeper if the demands should necessitate such a step 

There is no doubt about this latter point. Information from 
another source than that above quoted makes it clear that the 
American who is at the back of this new Japan enterprise is 
merely paving the way to the creation of a great industry in 
which he proposed to take advantage of the undoubted skill of 
the oriental workingmen, in order to turn out both high and low 
grade watches which will successfully compete with the best 
watches made in the Western World. 

An English journal early in the present year remarked: 

Japan has certainly prospered on cheap silver. Through the instrumen- 
tality of the white metal she has made large strides toward industrial 
independence, and has begun to be recognized by the older manufacturing 
nations as a formidable competitor. Japanese cotton and linen goods and 
other manufactured products are invading markets where afew years ago 
they were unknown, and it is interesting to note that the increased impor 
tation of such articles into the United States is beginning to caiise uneasiness 
to American manufacturers. 

If the latter statement is true, the American manufacturers 
have effectually succeeded in concealing their uneasiness. The 


| manufacturing industry in the United States is a powerful one, 


and if those concerned in it once awaken to the disadvantages 
under which they are laboring in their competition with the East, 
they will speedily make their influence felt. But it is reasonable 
to assure that the American manufacturers are still in the dark, 
and agree with the Boston Herald that the people of silver-using 
countries are on a lower plane of civilization, and their efforts to 
develop manufacturing industries are therefore to be despised. 
Meanwhile Japan, one of the silver countries on a lower plane of 
civilization, is increasing her productions at a rate which seems 
rapid when compared with our own advantages. We have made 
some progress in the production of pottery, but we venture to say 


no adequate protection to American industry | that the Japanese, who in 1884 employed 19,000 in turning out 
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73,500,000 pieces, and four years later employed 27,000 men, who 
produced 126,000,000 pieces, a rate of increase that has been well 
maintained since, have no reason to shrink from a comparison. 
The extension of their cotton and silk industry has already been 
noted as being on a threatening scale, menacing a competition 
which Western people will not be able to stand up against. 

The Textile Mercury, an English trade publication, expressed 
the belief a few days ago that the mischief had already been ac- 
complished, and remarked: 

It is time for the Ragich cotton spinner and manufacturer to look out 
for suitable fields to which he may emigrate. 

The writer added: 

It really looks as if the growth of meaept's cotton industry at home had 
reached {ts limit. and that English capital en: in the manufacture of 
cotton goods would hereafter be forced to seek locations in India and China 
in order to find profitable employment. * * * English manufacturers can 
ony, ry ma tn tain their supremacy in Eastern markets by producing the 
goods on vot. 

The question for American manufacturers to consider is whether 
they could maintain themselves against a competition which has 
nearly proved fatal to Lancashire. Should there be an exodus of 
English capital to the Orient for the yee of establishing man- 
ufacturing industries in China and Japan, how could we in this 
commer anpe to successfully exclude the flood of cheap goods that 
would be poured into the United States? The present tariff scarcely 
offers any obstacle to the European manufacturer operating under 
all the disadvantages of the gold standard. How, then, could we 
hope to successfully compete with the same manufacturer after 
he has transferred his machinery to a country where labor is phe- 
nomenally cheap and is compensated in a metal which, when meas- 
ured in terms of gold, is likewise cheap? The manufacturer, under 
such circumstances, would in vain for an increase of the pro- 
tective tariff, for the enlightened opinion of the iculturist 
would be inst the — of such a request while the pro- 
ducer is subjected to the d ctive influence of a constantly 
decreasing measurer of values. When the money of the world 
was composed of gold and silver the farmer could afford to stand 
shoulder to shoulder with the manufacturer in the United States 
and assist in building up a great manufacturing industry. The 
achievement of such a result meant for him increasing markets 
near his own door, and that, translated into plain English, meant 
increased profits through the diminution of cost of transportation 
and the elimination of the middleman. But the changed condi- 


tions pence the idea of agriculture 
manufactures ectly aware that the 


The farmers are now 

tremendous fall in the price of their products is due to the appre- 
ciation of the value of gold, and they will not be so foolish as to 
consent to rivet their Rockies more firmly b: isting in artifi- 
cially raising the prices of manufactured ucts while no steps 
-_ apy prevent the depreciation of the prices of the products 
of the soil. 

If this view is correct, unless something is done to restore silver 
and thus put all nations on a plane of ey the gold-using coun- 
tries must pre to have their markets invaded by the manufac- 
turer of the silver-using countries, not only by those of the Orient, 
but those of Russia as well. The Textile Mercury, in the same 
article in which it bewails the decadence of the lish cotton 
industry, also describes the prosperity of the Russian cotton manu- 
facturer, It says: 

hile the lish cotton manufacturer is in dire distress, in Russia the 
hig ly prosperous condition. The mills of Moscow and other 

cotton spinning and weaving districts are paying dividends of from 25 to 33 
per cent. Spinners have all their productions bought up into the middle of 


next year. A manufacturer who wants now can onl parchese it a 
enbasrced values from the middleman or speculator; itis ae be had ino 
any other source. 

Russia, according to the theories of the Boston Herald, should 
be on a still lower plane of civilization than the silver-using coun- 
tries of the Orient and of Central and South America, for its chief 
currency is an inconvertible credit note, oe unit 
of money is the silver ruble of 100 kopecks. But ad of Russia 
bein gin a condition to excite the commiseration of philanthropists 
in gold-using countries she actually is enjoying a degree of manu- 
facturing prosperity which fills with envy the ruined cotton 
manufacturers of England and the United States. 

This advantage has also operated to deprive lish shipbuild- 
ers of ashare of trade. At a meeting of the China Mutual Steam- 
ship Company, Mr. Maitland, the president, remarked that— 

The wor! supenene had been considerably sogend tnt pry be 
the great fall of the gold price of silver. * * * For re of their 
steamers very large amounts of money were annually ona they 


had commenced to mak Ts Ginaagore, Siiea. Japan. 
With the dotiar at 2 sh 4 Asiatic work for @ mouth for 


a skilled British su will work for a week. 

This testimony regarding the danger to the building indus- 
try is su sunvated’ bey that 48 She abeiuenan the Peninsular 
and Oriental, the greatest line plying between the Ori- 
ent and Europe, who has not to that if the 
Chinese and Japanese continue to retain the which the 
excessive appreciation of the value of gold gives them, the new 
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vessels of the company will be built in those countries; and he 
adds that it is not at all improbable that the Chinese and the 
Japanese in the near future will build ships to be operated in 
Western waters. 

On the 20th of September, 1894, the Hongkong Press published 
an article from the pen of H. Kopsch, F. R. G. 8., in which he 
pointed out the reason why the English shipbuilding industry was 
suffering from the appreciation of gold. eenforced his views by 
practical illustrations. 

Some years ago— 

He said— 

a mandarin sought to obtain estimates for a steamship launch in anticipation 
of his “a to introduce steam power on one of the lakes of the 
Empire. 6 tender submitted for the launch was £1,000, or 5,000 Mexican 
dollars. Su uently the same officer renewed his inquiries and was amazed 
to find that the launch which he could have had built for 5,000 Mexican dollars 
when he first e his —— would cost him 10,000 Mexican dollars under 
the chan conditions. rmission has since been given to navigate certain 
inner waters of China, but owing to the high price of gold the Chinese are 
themselves making the boilers and engines instead of getting them from 
England. 

This same writer also noted the fact that between 1884 and 1893 
there were 899 steamers, aggregating 23,094 tons, built and engined 
in Hongkong, and he adds: 


rer years ago had anyone prophesied that Chinese would ever compete 


with British shipwrights and engine makers, he would have been ridiculed; 


nevertheless the appreciation of gold has so reduced wages as to make it pos- 
sible for China to compete with the West in the manufacture of articles for 
which the raw materials have to be impo 

If the Chinese are able to compete successfully, even when com- 
pelled to import the raw materials, as in the case of the manufac- 
ture of steam launches, what will they not be able to accomplish 
when, under the impetus which the planting of industries in a 
country naturally gives to production, they begin to pay atten- 
tion to the development of their iron and coal mines and to tho 
extension of the cotton-producing industry? 

The extent and rapidity of this development should not be under- 
rated or its significance misunderstood, as it seems to have been 
by some Englishmen and by our consul at Tientsin, who in a re- 
cent report to the United States Department of State, said that he 
had received information from a reliable source that the customs 
taotai at that port, representing officially and as an individual the 
big cotton mills then in course of erection at Shanghai and else- 
where in central Asia, had placed orders with a European firm in 
Tientsin for cotton-mill machinery amounting to nearly a million 
dollars (Mexican). Consul Reed, who gave this information, de- 
sired the attention of American manufacturers of such machinery 
to be called to the fact that many mills were springing up in vari- 
ous parts of China. This information was duly published in the 
consular reports issued by our Government and was reprinted in 
one or two trade journals. It excited no comment, however, and 
no doubt those under whose observations it came only looked upon 
the item as something concerning the manufacturing of machin- 
ery. They did not perceive its more important bearing and that 
the temporary advantage which might be derived from the sale 
of some cotton machinery would be followed by the loss of the 
American cotton-goods trade with China, which aggregated 
$2,851,957 im 1894, $2,772,065 of which consisted of uncolored 
cloths, which may be easily made by beginners enjoying the pe- 
culiar advantages which the por eemeng of gold and the state of 
the labor market have given the Chinese. 

What these advantages are may be inferred from a report of the 
board of directors of Boyd & Co., Limited, a ship repairing and 
machine manufacturing company doing business in Shanghai, 
made to stockholders on the 30th of April 1894. The report, after 


remarkiny that ‘‘ the — working for the past year shows a 


favorable result which has been largely contributed by the local 
industries which are springing up around us,” goes on to predict 
still —— activity, provided certain restrictions which the Chi- 
nese have placed about manufacturers are removed. Discussing 
this phase of the subject, the North China Daily News says: 


If this discou ment were only withdrawn and private capitalists and 
companies were allowed to ‘undertake the business, Shanghai in two or threo 
years would be a forest of chimney stacks, and the demand for machinery 
would startle the manufacturers in Lancashire. The cotton is to be had on 
the spot, labor is inexhaustible and very reliable; coal is cheap. There are 
no embarrassing f. acts, so that the machinery could be run twenty- 
four hours aday and seven days a week, and there is an unlimited market at 
a price for all tis produced. Once withdraw the present restrictions and 
there will be a wonderful outburst here [Shanghai] of industrial activity. 


The Item, Philadelphia, Pa., in its issue of December 14, 1895, 


consul-general at New York says that he thinks Japan is on 
up a large trade of Japanese products in the United 
Kee ps has an ample supply of low-cost coal and is buying 


—— machinery for a export trade. 
adds t hemp and cotton wall paper, copper and bronze 
crystal ware, silk raw silk, pongee, umbrellas, rags, 

tobacco, coal, and matches are among the leaders. 

eo are now offering cles at $12.50; sashes, 
and carpets at astonishingly 7 om in fact, no 
proposes to do in selling to the 
‘tries, so long as silver con- 





- 
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1896. 


le for anexample of all the other goods. It is claimed 
ae os pe Tsis country, and at the price mentioned is delivered 
i i n Francisco. 

ony on a pe bicycle is in gold. Thisissold for silver, equal- 
i 0 to the Japanese manufacturer. He pays $15 of his silver dollars for 

ain freight, duties, etc., and clears a net profit of $5 in silver. s 
This came method of profit is available to the Japanese for everything 
they are able to produce, as well as selling coal in the San Francisco market. 
The consul-general says that coal would be so sold now if the ships had a 


return cargo. ‘ 
The following is from the Chicago Evening Post: 


1d the sisterhood of civilized nations no power gave her 
en ees on the American pape. We extolled her energy, 
her ingenuity, and her enterprise, and hailed her as the “United States of 
Today we are face to face with the fact that this young-old Empire—old in 
ears and young with the vigor of a new civilization—is already proving a 
‘ormidable rival to us in the market of the world and at ourown doors. The 
conditions of Japanese labor are a standing menace to American labor and 
trade. The gravity of this danger was illustrated yesterday in a report pre- 
sented to the National Association of Manufacturers at Central Music Hall. 
It was pointed out by the chairman of the committee on Oriental industries 
that articies of Japanese manufacture now appear in our Eastern cities 
rivaling and underselling American articles suitable for similar purposes. 
Japanese matting is now crowding out cheaper kinds of Philadelphia carpets. 
apanese rugs, made in imitation of American patterns, are sold in large 
quantities in preference to American rugs of a higher value. Brushes are 
sold at retail in Eastern cities for about the American value of the unmanu- 
factured bristles. American watch-case makers are selling to Japan cases 
for excellent movements, e there for this market. There are 46 cotton 
mills in Japan, with about 600,000 spindles. New mills are being erected, 
and Japan threatens to become a bold and large competitor for the trade of 
the world in cotton fabrics. The Japanese use the latest improved Ameri- 
can and European machinery in thisand other industries established by them. 
They begin with mechanical appliances that are superior to those found in 
some erican ' 

Thereis no use blinking at the facts. Some of our manufacturing industries 
are gravely menaced by this rivalry of a country where skilled labor may be 
had at the cost of 10 cents or 15 cents a day, or less than one-tenth of the cost 
of such labor inour own country. To-day tens of thousands of our laborers 
are idle. Our markets are invaded and the American workman, like the 





- American manufacturer, is the victim of an Oriental competitor, in whom 


rare skill and fine taste are joined with asimplicity of domestic habits which 
enables them to su rt life in comfort wpon a tenth of what it costs to do 
this in the United States. This competition will grow keener and keener 
Japan will not confine herself to her present efforts. Her people are intro- 
ducing a great variety of manufacturing industries, all using improved ma- 
chinery, and they are imitating the patterns and inventions of the Western 
nations with impunity, because there is no protection for either the patents 
or trade-marks of foreignersin Japan. The importance of this condition of 
things can not be overestimated. 

Already the manufacturers of this country begin to appreciate 
this fact; already they see that while they have been sitting in 
fancied oe ye Serpe d viewing the distress of the farmer, a dis- 
tress brought about simply and alone by the demonetization of 
silver, they have been preparing themselves for the same disaster 
through which their fellows were passing. The manufacturers of 
the United States can not compete with a silver-using nation, even 
when the conditions of labor are the same, because by the use of 
silver such a nation has a protective tariff against imports from 
the United States and has an export duty upon her own exports. 
To-day, into the port of San Francisco are coming goods manufac- 
tured in silver-using nations, with which our own people can not 
compete. Doors, sashes, all kinds of wood products, watches, 
bicycles, silks, and the finest quality of cotton goods in increasing 
quantities are being imported from China and Japan and sold at 
rates which make it impossible for American manufacturers to 
compete therewith. 

e of the West feel the swell of the incoming tide. Soon with 
majestic sweep it will roll in with ever-increasing power and 
might, and wherever in its steady, onward, and growing volume 
it shall force its way American industry, based upon the quick- 
sand of gold monometallism, will forever sink beneath its flood. 

Onward through the grand canyons of our incomparable West; 
over the great highways of commerce designed and constructed 
by men who put not their trust in English greed nor in English 
finance for the American nation; across the plains which nur- 
tured, educated, and made great a Grant and a Lincoln, that 
mighty tide of foreign industry, fostered, upheld, and become great 
by adherence to sound monetary laws, will force its way until the 
nation shall arouse itself and, employing every defense given it, 
stay and turn back the swelling wave of Asiatic industrial inva- 
sion by the coinage and use of silver money. [Applause. ] 


Mr. DANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy but a very brief | 


portion of time this evening. We sent over to the Senate from 
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bill that went from the House to the Senate. I take notice, Mr. 
Speaker, that the free-silver party, as they are termed in the 
country, demand nothing less than the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. In the convention that assem- 
bled in this city a few weeks ago to forward the silver interest. 
that was the one solitary feature of their party action—free and 
unlimited coinage of silver, 16 to 1. Nothing less than that will 
answer the purposes of those who are pressing this measure upon 
the country. 

No proposition here to coin the American product; no propo- 
sition here to limit in any degree the free coinage of all the silver 
of the world. Mexico, Peru, wherever there may be an accumu- 
lation of 50, 60, or 70 cent silver—the attempt in this bill is to pro- 
vide that it shall be coined by the Government of the United 
States, coined in our mints, and that we shall issue to the owner 
of the bullion a silver dollar, ‘‘In God we trust,” backed by the 
credit of the American Government. Nothing short of that will 
answer the purpose of those who demand the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver in this country. 

There is a section of this bill which demands the immediate 
coinage of what is known as the seigniorage. What that may be 
or what it is I am unable myself to tell. It is some supposed 
interest that the United States has in the silver bullion purchased 
under what is known as the Sherman purchasing act. 

This seigniorage is said to amount to some sixty or sixty-five 
million dollarsif coined. And that, Mr. Speaker, would represent 
the actual profit of those who sold this silver bullion to the Gov- 
ernment, would be their gain, their clear profit over and above 
the value of their commodity in the market. The Government 
bought from them, during the life of that act, silver bullion at the 
market value. And it is said that there is in the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver a profit of sixty or sixty-five million dol- 
lars over and above the actual value of the bullion. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that there issomething behind this 
free and unlimited coinage of silver that looks to the very great 
enhancement of the value of the silver mines. The owners of 
silver bullion, by having the Government put its stamp upon their 
commodity and turn it over to them with the guarantee of the 
Government stamp upon it, would of course realize a great ad- 
vantage. It strikes me that the American people are not ready 
to say that the owners of silver bullion, which brings to-day in the 
market not more than 53 cents,shall have it coined and get the 
benefit of the credit of the Government for the other 47 cents. I 
do not believe, Mr. Speaker, that there is any well-informed ad- 
vocate of the free and unlimited coinage of silver in this country 
who believes that at the present time we can maintain what is 
termed the parity between gold and silver with free and unlimited 
coinage of the silver metal. 

lt seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that while men talk about bimet- 
allism, and about the use of both gold and silver as money metals, 
if we should pass this bill it would be practically silver monomet- 
allism, and it would be but a very short time before gold would 
disappear entirely from this country. There is gold in the country 
now. When the Treasury asks for the bids of the American people 
for the bonds of the Government, there proves to be more than five 
hundred millions of free gold that is offered for the bonds of the 
United States. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that if we should 
adopt this measure we should loose all this volume of gold, and 
we would at once take our place among the silver countries of the 
world. 

There is nothing more sensitive than the money of ultimate re- 
demption. I can remember very well that in the early fifties, 
after the discovery of gold in California, the bullion value of the 
silver in the ‘dollar of the fathers” became greater than its coin 
value. There was only a slight shade of difference—perhaps 24 
cents to the dollar; yet every dollar of six or seven millions that 
had been coined up to that time was bought up as a commodity 
and taken out of the country; and to take the place of the silver 
dollars thus taken out of the country we coimed a little gold dol- 
lar about as big as your finger nail, which was to take the place 
of the silver dollar that, by reason of the 24 cents excess in its bul- 
lion value as compared with its coin value, had passed out of the 
conntry, and passed out, let me say, forever. 

I remember very well that when the resumption act was passed 


this House in the early part of the session a bill entitled ‘‘An act | the subsidiary coin began to come out from its hiding places as 


to maintain and protect the coin redemption fund and to author- 
ize the issue of certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary de- 
ficiencies of revenue.” Asa matter personal to myself, [ will state 
that I voted against that pill. 1did not believe that it was in 
keeping with the doctrines of the Republican party. I believed 
that it was the business of the Republican party to raise revenue 


and not borrow meer 
I am gratified, Mr. Speaker, that that bill has had the lines of 
the Senate drawn through every word of it. But they have sent 


back to us, in place and in lien of the bill I just referred to. one 
entitled “An act to restore the coinage of silver, and for other 
Purposes,” and to that measure I am more opposed than to the 





early as 1878, and by the time the act took effect in 1879 the sub- 
sidiary silver coin was out in the pockets of the people, but never 
one of the standard dollars. Eight million of them, perhaps, had 
been coined up in 1873. They passed entirely away from the coun 
try and out of circulation. Somebody may have one as a keep- 
sake or a pocket piece. I speak of this only to show that where 
the value of the metal is not maintained at a parity you can not 
maintain the coinage at parity. 

Mr. Speaker, I voted in the Forty-fifth Congress for a bill simi- 
lar to this. At that time we had no coin in circulation in the 
country. Gold and silver had been out of sight since 1862; and 
for fifteen years we had no coin in circulation. I believed at that 
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time that thecountry could stand the free coinage of silver, and I 


voted for that measure. I believed that it would be a great aid to 
resumption;and we wereaiming atresumption then,straining every 
nerve to reach a point where we should see again the money of ulti- 
mate redemption on the counters and in the hands of the people. 

Mr. Speaker, that measure was passed by both the House and 
the Senate and was vetoed by President Hayes. Afterwards there 
was a compromise upon what is known as the Bland-Allison Act. 
I am free to say I think that vote of mine for free coinage of sil- 
ver in 1877 was a mistake. I do not believe we could have main- 
tained the parity between these metals even for afew years if the 
coinage had been free and unlimited. 

Mr. Speaker, it is said in this House and in the country, and we 
hear it wherever there is an argument made by an advocate of the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver, that values have been shrink- 
ing ever since 1873; that farm lands have been going down; that 
the farmer is getting poor pay for his commodities. And all this 
is charged to the demonetization of silver in 1873. Ishall not 
thrash over a bit of that old straw about the demonetization of 
silver in 1873. I only know that from 1873 down to 1892 this coun- 
try enjoyed a season of great prosperity. I know that of the na- 
tional debt of $2,160,000,000 in 1873 there remained at the close of 
the Administration of President Harrison less than $600,000,000. 
I know that during that period from 1873 down to 1892 we built 
a hundred thousand miles of railroad in this country. I know 
that we had prosperity almost unrivaled during all those years. 
And I believe, Mr. Speaker, that we must look in other directions 

_to account for the shrinkage of values of farm lands and farm 
commodities. 

If you will stop a moment and look around the world it strikes 
me that you can see some reason why the value of farm lands in 
this country should decrease—why the products of the farm should 
shrink in value. A good deal has been said here to-day about 
wheat, Why, sir, the time was, a third of a century ago, when 
the United States commanded the markets of the world, so far as 
that commodity was concerned. 

We supplied the deficiency of western Euro How is it to- 
day? Cheap labor is producing cheap wheat in India; cheap labor 
is producing cheap wheat in Russia, and the same is the case in 
South America. And the cheap production of that commodity 
around the world that we must compete with whenever we leave 
our own market here and go into the markets of western Europe 
is no doubt one of the causes that has had the effect of reducing 
largely the price of wheat in the last two years. We must re- 
member that England, France, and Germany are looking around 
the world for cheap bread, England especially. She been 
engaged for the last third of a century in hunting for cheap bread 
for her people wherever she can find it. 

a Mr. COOPER of Texas, Will the gentleman allow an interrup- 
ion? 

Mr. DANFORD. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. The gentleman was speaking of the 
cheap wheat of India. Is it not bought with the silver bullion 
that they buy here so cheaply? If silver bullion here, in other 
words, had free mintage, would they not have to pay more for it, 
and does not that cheap bullion which they purchase from us come 
in competition with the cheap wheat of America through this me- 
dium of purchase in India? 

Mr. DANFORD. Icare nothing for the price of wheat in India. 
Iam speaking of it when it comes to western Europe. 

It was said here to-day that the value of wheat in India, or 
rather the average price last year, was, I believe, 68 cents a bushel. 
I think that was very greatly overestimated. My recollection is 
that the wheat of India when it comes into the market of western 
Europe is sold for about 48 to 50 cents a bushel, and one-half of 
that goes to the British ship that carries it from India to Liver- 
pool. Not only the cheap wheat of India, but Russia, as I said a 
short time ago, is engaged in raising wheat, and so also is South 


America, and this cheap production comes in competition with 
American procase, and that has tended to bring down the price 
in the markets of the world. So also with wool, another commod- 
ity in which we in the West are very greatly interested. The 
price of wool has been going down gradually for years, not alto- 
gether since the repeal of the McKinley law, but even before the 
repeal of the McKinley law wool had been declining in price, and 
why? Because wool was being produced in Australia, in South 
America, and in South Africa—wool produced by cheap labor; 
and the competition of the American woolgrowers in the markets 
of the world from these cheap countries brought about this con- 
dition largely before the passage of the present tariff act putting 
wool on the free list, But that gave it a blow which was fatal to 
the interest. 

I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, that we are to look to the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver in this country to restore the 
value of farm lands or the value of farm products among our 
people. I do not believe that the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver will reach the trouble that the country is in. But we 
must prepare in some way, sir, to meet these conditions in the 
world, in Australia and in South America, as to cheap production 
of wool. 

Now, if I believed that free and unlimited coinage of silver 
would benefit those who have been most affected in the last quar- 
ter of a century by the cheapening of farm lands and of farm 
products, I would vote cheerfully for the Senate measure. But I 
do not believe that there is any relief in that direction; I do not 
believe that there is any relief in debauching our currency. It 
has been my observation through life that men who deal in stocks, 
who deal in money, and men who control great enterprises, are 
men who, as a rule, are able in the main to take care of them- 
selves. It is the plain man in this country who needs an honest 
Government more than any other, and it is the plain man before 
others that needs honest money. The men who manipulate 
stocks, who manipulate great moneyed transactions, can and will 
always take care of themselves in the great struggle of life; but, 
as was remarked a few moments ago, the man who has but a single 
dollar needs a good round dollar, not a 10-cent short dollar, but a 
full honest dollar. 

Now, as to the quantity of money. It would seem from the sec- 
ond section of this bill, the one providing for the immediate coin- 
age of the seigniorage, that those who advocate this bill advocate 
it from the belief that there is not a sufficient quantity of money 
in the country to-day to transact the business of the country with. 
Now, if you will look back to the condition of things as to money 
at the close of the civil war, you will find that we had in 1865 a 
little over $700,000,000 of money in circulation, a per capita of 
about $20.50 for each man, woman, and child in the land. With 
that volume of money we bad paid off the soldiers; we paid them 
in the field; we had raised great armies; we had built railroads, 
built cities; we had progressed at the North here in the way of 
building up the country as we never had at any other period of 
our existence as a nation and a people. We have at this time, in 
the year 1896—we have near $23 per capita of actual money, near 
$800,000,000 being in the Treasury and something like $1 600,000,000 
in circulation among the people. That sixteen hundred million 
dollars makes a per capita of nearly $23. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DANFORD. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I do not wish to take the gentleman’s 
time, but has not the gentleman made a mistake in his calculation 
of the per capita by not remembering that practically one-third 
of the population of the United States from 1861 to 1865 were in 
rebellion and did not use any part, practically speaking, of the 
money which we had? 

Mr. DANFORD. I am giving the per capita of 1865, and I will 
publish a table prepared by the Comptroller of the Currency upon 
this point. It is as follows. 


Specie and bank-note circulation of the United States in the years specified from 1800 to 1859. 
[Prepared by Loans and Currency Division, Treasury Department. } 














Number Estimated 
of banks | Estimated apecie |Totalmoney| greciein | Money in : Per 
Year. seeing. in Unitea a Treasury. | circulation. | POPUlation. | anita. 
500,000 | $17,500,000 | $28,000,000 | *$1,500,000 | $26,500,000 5, 308, 483 $4. 99 
000, 000 80, 000, 000 58, 000, 000 * 3,000, 000 55, 000, 000 7, 239, 881 7.60 
800, 000 24, 300, 000 69, 100, 000 * 2,000, 000 67, 100, 000 9, 653, 822 6.96 
000, 000 33, 100, 000 93, 100, 000 5, 755, 705 87, 344, 205 12, 866, 020 6. 69 
000, 000 82,100,000 | 109, 100, 000 6,014, 540 93, 085, 460 18, 221, 000 ve O4 
500, 000 80, 400,000 | 121,900,000 4,502,914 | 117,307,086 13, 590, 000 8. 64 
500, 000 30, 650,000 | 122, 150,000 2,011,778 | 120,138, 222 13, 974, 000 8.60 
839,570 41,000,000 | 135, 839,570 11, 702,905 | 124, 136, 665 14, 373, 000 8. 64 
704 692, 495 51,000,000 | 154, 602, 495 8, 892,858 | 145, 799, 637 14, 786, 000 9.86 
718 | 140,301,088 65, 000,000 | 205, 301, 088 *5,000,000 | 200,301,088 15, 213, 000 13.17 
788 | 149,185, 890 73,000,000 | 222,185,890 | 5,000,000 | 217,185,890 15, 655, 000 13. 87 
829 | 116, 138,910 87,500,000 | 208, 688,910 5,000,000 | 198, 688,910 16, 112, 000 12.33 
840 | 135, 170,995 87,000,000 | 222,170, 995 2, 466,962 | 219,704,083 16, 584, 000 13.28 
* Specie in Treasury estimated. 
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—Continued. 


[Prepared by Loans and Currency Division, Treasury Department. ] 


| Number 





























| 
Estimated 





Estimated | 


































; : iTotal money! ¢ ss 
, | of banks | ;- . specie : y oh Specie in Money in > ” Per 
Year. | and =| bank note S| in United =~ d | Steenury. circulation. | Popalation. | pita, 
branches. — ing.) States. States. 
901 | $106, 968. 572 $85, 000, 060 | $189, 968, 572 $3, 663, 084 | $186,505, 488 17,069,453 $10.91 
7s4 107, 290, 214 | 80,000,000: | 7,200,214 OST, 345 186, 302, 869 17. 591.000 10.59 
692 | 83, 734, 011 8&0, 000, 000 3, T4011 | 2a, 484 163, 5065, 527 18, 182, 000 9.02 
691 58,568,608 | 90,000,000 j 1, 449, 472 147, 114, 156 18, 604, 000 7.87 
696 | 75,167,646 | 100,000,000 646 7, 857, 380 167,310, 266 19, 276, 000 8.68 
Ti 89, GOR, 96, 000, 000 711 | 7, 658, 306 177, 950, 405 19, 878, 000) 8. 
707 | 105,552,427 | _ 97,000,000 427 | 9,128,439 | 198,425,988 | 20,500, 000 9.43 
715 | 105,519,766 | 120,000,000 766 | 1, 701, 251 223,818,515 | 21,148,000 10,59 
75L | 128, 506, Of 112,000,000} 2 O91 | 8, 101, 353 : 21, 805, 000 10. 66 
782 | 114,743, | 120,000,000 | 2% 3.415 | 2, 184, 964 fp 22, 489, 000 10. 34 
824 131,366,526 | 154,000,000 | 2 j 6, 604, 44 oi 23,191,876 | 12.02 
879 155, 165,251 | 186,000,000 3 ib, 2E 10, 911, 646 330, 253, 605 23, 995, 000 13.76 
ery 171, 673, 204, 000,000 | 875, 673, 000 14,682,156 | 361,040,864 | 24, 802,000 14. 63 
188, 181, 236,000,000 | 424, 181,000 21, 42, 893 402. 238. 107 25" 615,000 15 8 
1,208 | 204, 689, : 241, 000, 000 5, 689 20, 137, 967 425, 551, 240 26,433,000 | 16.10 
1,307 186, 952, 22 200), . 000 18, 931, 976 418, 020, 247 27,256, 000 | 15. 34 
1,598 195, 747, 9% , 000 19, 901, 325 25, 846, 625 28, 083, 000 15. 16 
1,416 | 214,778, 822 000 | 17,710,114 | 457,068, 708 28, 916, 000 5.81 
1,422 | 155, 208,5 _ 000 6, 308, 316 408 S10. 028 29. 753. 000 13.78 
1,476 193, 306, 818 250, 000, OOO | 4, 339, 276 438, 967,542 30, 596, G00 14.35 
} 
Coin and paper circulation of the United States on June 30, from 1860 to 1895, inclusive. 
[Prepared by Loans and Currency Division, Treasury Department. } 
iain - pa iain —_— sient 
iCoin in United ‘out . Money 
States. in Paper money ( ee | } __ in nae 
Year. eluding bul- in United Total money. a ee te Circulation. Population. — tion per 
Lt. > ) a Ny ates J S 
simeoaee. States. Treasury. per capita. 
| } capita 
000 $442, 102. 477 $6, 695, 225 $435, 407, 252 31,443,321 | $14.06 $13. 85 
, 000 | f 452,005, 767 3. ¥ 32,064, 000 | 13. 98 
. 000 oo, 4 5S, 452. O79 = a 10.23 
000 | 9,8 674, 867, 283 7 17.84 
000 5 705, 588, O67 | 5 19. 67 
. 000 45, 755 | 20.57 
25, 000, 000 a | 18.99 
, 000 3, | 18. 28 
000 91, 18.39 
000 i$ 17.60 
, 000 97, | 17.0 
, 000 716, 18.10 
, 000 oi, te 18.19 
, 000 9, 18. 04 
000 31.08 18.13 
000 ‘ 17.16 
418, 734 38, 2 | 16.12 
, 837, 506 597, 2 15. 58 
102, 047, 907 589, | 15. 32 
357 , 268, 178 504, 1, | 16.75 
494, 363, 884 | ; 1,3 | 19.41 
647, 868, 682 | t 1, 1 21.71 
703, 974, 859 776, 1, 1 | 2. 37 
769, 740, 048 73, 1,6 i 22. 91 
801, 068, 939 904, 1,7 - 22.65 
872,175, 82% 45, 1, Z 23. 02 
908, 027 , 364 : oy € , ] 21. 8&2 
1,007, 513, 901 92, 928, 1, 1, 2 45 
1, 092, 391, 690 970, 564, | 2, 1,: 2» 88 
1, 100, 612, 434 947, 738, | 2,075,350, ] 22.52 
1, 152, 471, 688 991,754,521 | 2, 144, 226, 150 1 
1, 168,185,054 | 1,082,089,021 | 2,195, 224,075 1 65, 975, 
1) 232" 854/331 | 15 130,745,170 | 2'372) 599) 501 1) 61) 347. 1 65.5: 
1, 213, 413, 584 1, 109, 988, 808 2, 328, 402, 392 1, 596, 701, 245 66, § 
1, 251,543,158 | 1,168,891,623 | 2,420, 454,781 1, 660, 808, 708 68, 307 
1, 260, 987,506 | 1,137,619, 914 2, 398, 607, 420 1, 601, 968, 473 | 69, 87 
| | 
Nore 1.—Specie payments were suspended from January 1, 1862, to January 1, 1879. During the greater part of that period gold and silver coins were 


not in circulation except on the Pacific Coast, where, it is estimated, the specie 


only coin included in the above statement from 1862 to 1875, inclusive. 


circulation was generally about $25,000,000. This estimated amo is the 


unt 


Nore 2.—In 1876 subsidiary silver again came into use, and is included in this statement, beginning with that year. 
Nore 3.—The coinage of standard silver dollars began in 1878 under the act of February 28, 1878. 


Nore 4.- Specie payments were resumed January 1, 1879, and all gold and silver coins, as well as gold and silver bullion in the Treasury, are 


in this statement from and after that date. 


Mr. ALLEN of Utah. The question I asked was, were not two- | 


thirds of our thirty millions of people using that $700,000,000, 
which would bring up the per capita to over $30? 

Mr. DANFORD. The war closed in 1865, and there never was 
—_ prosperity in this land than during the next few years. 

he whole people of the country were using the money that we 
then had, which amounted to a per capita of about $20 or $21. 
_ [speak of this, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of showing that it 
isnot more money that we want, but morebusiness. In those days 
a ten-dollar bill was busy from early morning until late at night. 
It did a great many errands in the course of a day. Now, in these 
last two years the money that we have, amounting to a per capita 
of nearly $23, has been idle a great portion of the time. We have 
not been doing business. The remedy which I propose is that we 
should return to the policy of the Republican party as expressed 
in the McKinley schedules of the tariff bill, that we should return 
to the policy of protection, which built up this country from 1862 
to 1892. The great progress that we © in those years I attrib- 


included 


ute to the fact that we were taking care of the American markets 
for the American people. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, there are times in the life 
of every individual when he is perplexed by the necessity of ac- 
cepting or rejecting a policy because the good which it contains 
is blended in varying proportions with evil. 

There are other times in the life of each individual and of each 
nation when the choice is between absolute good and unmixed 
evil—when all the convictions of reason, all the teachings of his- 
tory, all the suggestions of experience, unite with all the gener- 
ous impulses of man’s highest and best nature to influence and 
lead his action in one particular direction. In such cases duty is 
plain and choice is easy. And this, Mr. Speaker, fis my attitude 
to-day in reference to this bill. 

We are called upon, as the people’s representatives, to decide 
whether we shall, by insisting on House bill 2904—the bond bill— 
authorize the executive branch of this Government to burden 
the people of this country with a debt which the present Admin- 


ee 
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istration admits to be unnecessary except for the purpose of retir- 
ing and eliminating from our circulation the “ backs” and 
Treasury notes issued under the law of 1890; or whether we shall, 
by returning to bimetallism, adopt a course which will remove 
the causes whose existence has been pointed to as an argument for 
the authorization by this Congress of the issue of bonds. In order 
intelligently to apply a somali in any particular case it is always 
of the highest importance to clearly understand the exact nature 
of the ailment for which it is necessary to prescribe. In this case 
we have three distinct and different diagnoses and, naturally, 
three distinct and different prescriptions. 
THE PRESIDETN'’S DIAGNOSIS AND REMEDY. 
1. The President and those who agree with him on financial 
uestions claim that the true cause of all our woes is the circula- 
tion of backs and United States Treasury notes in the 
channels of business and the danger to our gold reserve arising 
from the possibility of their being used to draw gold from the 
| ere To remedy this state of affairs (in which they conceive 
the whole danger to lie) we are asked to authorize the final retire- 
ment and cancellation of these noninterest-bearing obligations of 
the Government payable by law in coin and the substitution in 
lieu thereof of an equivalent amount of interest-bearing bonded 
indebtedness payable in gold. 
However much I may differ with the President in my financial 
views, I heartily accord to him that same sincerity, honesty, and 
urity of purpose (no less and no more), that I claim for myself. 
ow, if we accept the President's view of our financial troubles, 
it is our manifest duty, in all sincerity, to lend to his financial pol- 
icy all the legislative aid that he asks at our hands. 
y THE REPUBLICAN DIAGNOSIS AND REMEDY. 
2. In the second place, our Republican friends claim that the 
greenbacks are not the cause of the trouble; and in support of their 
ition they can point to the fact that during the fourteen years 
tween the resumption of specie —— in 1879 and the re- 
tirement of the Republican party from power in 1893 no such 
trouble arose through the existence and circulation of the green- 
backs as that which the President is now trying to lay at their 


They claim that the true cause of the derangement of our finan- 
cial system consists in an inadequacy of revenue to meet the neces- 
sities of the Government. In ae of this contention they point 
out that if the Administration not issued and sold $162,500,000 
of bonds, and put the thereof into the Treasury, there 
would not be a dollar in that Treasury to day had the same pay- 
ments been made that have been made. 

In pursuance of and in harmony with this claim that the real 
trouble arises from an insufficient revenue the ublican majority 
on this floor has, by the passage of House bill No. 2904, provided 
for the issue and sale, by the Secretary of the Treasury, of bonds 
to meet any tempo deficiency that now exists, or that may 
hereafter arise, in the Government's revenues. 

It is necessary to a just statement of their position to add that 
oan Ss not look to this as the normal method—the permanent 
method—of meeting such deficiencies. They offer this as a tem- 
porary or emergency scheme, which will be found necessary only 
until the amendments which they have proposed to the present 
tariff law shall have become tive, when, they assert, the 
tariff itself will produce a sufficient revenue to render a further 
resort to this bond law unnecessary. This assertion I deny, and 
in this denial I am supported by the history of this country; but 
such is the Kepublican view of the situation. If this view be the 
correct one, then it only remains for us to consider the wisdom of 
the remedy proposed by our Republican friends. 

THE PRESIDENT'S PLAN CONSIDERED. 

Before I proceed to a statement of the third view of the situation, 
and the remedy offered by those who take that view, I wish to say 
a word as to the President’s plan of relief. As Ican not accept his 
view of the causes of our present unfortunate situation, I can not, 
of course, assent to his mode of relief. I do not believe that there 
is too much money in the countryto-day; I do not believe that the 
evils with which the country is afflicted are properly chargeable 
to an ‘‘inflation of the currency ”"—either at present or at any time 
hitherto. I do not believe that our troubles are caused by the 


ae in our circulation of our greenbacks and notes. 
do believe, however, that our backs are a redeemable cur- 
rency which, sooner or later, it is our solemn duty to redeem and 


Fouts,” I wellove that She eputsen ehaich peveatied bs thle. country 
is. ieve that system i country 
from 1792 to 1878—a s of gold and silver coin, standing upon 
an exactly equal legal footing, and the coexistence of a paper cur- 
davuea by the Government, redeemable in coin, and a full 
legal tender for all public and private demands—was and is the 
best system of finance that could be devised for this country; and 
could I be assured that that system could be I would 
readily consent to the retirement of the greenbacks and 
notes. But in the absence of any such assurance I.am 


to the plan of retiring all United States (greenback) notes and the 
Treasury notes of 1890, and allowing the national banks, if they 
will, to issue nonlegal-tender bank notes in lieu of as many or as 
= oi! said retired notes as they wish. My objections are as fol- 
ows: 

OBJECTIONS TO THIS PLAN. 


Its first sure effect would be a ruinous contraction of the cur- 
rency of the country, for the bankers have made no secret of their 
claim that there is too much money in the country. Their ora- 
tors, their newspaper organs, their apologists and defenders in 
both Houses of Congress, and all the literature they have so indus- 
triously disseminated throughout the country in their campaign 
of ‘‘ education,” have all preached the evils of an ‘‘ excessive cur- 
rency,” an ‘‘inflated currency,” and elaborated upon the glowing 
beauties of an ‘‘elastic” currency, a currency which can “come 
forth when needed, and when not needed in the course of business 
can withdraw itself from circulation.” By this they evidently 
mean a currency that can be completely controlled by themselves, 
a currency which they can let out or take in as they may deem 
prices too high or too low. 

2. In the second place, I oppose the President’s plan because it 
would take from the Government (the people, for the people are 
and ought to be the Government) the power of regulating the 
currency, and it would place that ieapentiat power, that highest and 
most distinctive mark of sovereignty, in the hands of a syndicate 
of national banks, responsible neither to God nor to man for the 
abuse of that power. 

The friends of the Administration ey seem afraid to trust 
the American people, through their Government, to exercise this 
sovereign power, but prefer to take it from the people, in whose 
collective wisdom democracy is founded, and to centralize it in the 
hands of a few who _— to favor the subjection of this great 
country to the sway of European ideas of finance. 

8. I object to the President’s plan, in the third place, because, 
as a natural result of the policy of contraction, the burden of 
every debt, every mortgage, every fixed charge of every kind 
whatever would be still more increased and made still more diffi- 
cult to be borne. 

4. [am opposed to it, in the fourth place, because it would be 
an extension of the power, and consequently a further legislative 
recognition of national banks. If democracy means anything at 
all, it means the most uncompromising hostility to national banks 
in any form whatever. Whenever the question has been at issue 
before the American people, the Democratic party has declared 
its position on this question in no uncertain tones. 

In January, 1836, the New York State Democracy gave the 
first platform utterance on this subject that was ever heard in 
American politics. That utterance was: ‘‘ We declare unquali- 
fied hostility to bank notes and pen money as a circulating me- 
dium (notice why), because gold and silver is the only safe and 
constitutional currency.” Notice that the language is ‘‘ gold and 
silver is (not are) the only money” (notmoneys). In the eyes of 
these early Democrats the two metals were indissolubly married— 
were treated as one—were spoken of as one. For the purposes of 
the Government, gold was silver and silver was gold. he Ad- 
ministrations of those days just went right ahead receiving both 
and paying out which ever they had on hand, without branding 
either of them as ‘‘dishonest” money, ‘‘ unsound” money, ‘‘de- 
preciated ” money, etc., and, naturally, under this parity of oppor- 
tunity, this parity of treatment, the two metals maintained a 
parity of value in commerce. 

Again, the national Democratic platform of 1840, the first na- 
tional platform that contained an utterance on the subject, deliv- 
ered itself in clear and ringing terms: ‘‘ Congress has no power to 
charter a United States bank.” I wonder what the Democrats of 
those days would think if they could rise again long enough to 
learn that the Democratic (?) party was silently acquiescing in 
the existence of 3,715 of these institutions; that high alleged Demo- 
crats were denouncing as ‘‘ wild-eyed fanatics” and ‘‘ hare-brained 
enthusiasts” and silver ‘‘lunatics” the men who declare their 
loyalty to the doctrines of the fathers of Democracy, and to learn 
that Democrats were asking Congress to turn over the whole busi- 
ness of issuing paper —* and regulating the volume (and con- 

uently the value thereof) to these same national banks 
t let us read the remainder of the declaration of the national 
Democracy in 1840 on this subject: 

We believe such an institution (a national bank) one of deadly hostility to 
the best interests of the country, dangerous to our republican institutions 
and to the liberties of the people, and calculated to place the business of the 


country within the control of a concentrated money power and above the 
laws and the will of the people. 


This resolution or plank was expressly readopted by the na- 
tional Democratic in its platform of 1844. 

In the year 1848 new and ee issues had arisen, na- 
tional banks were not an issue, as they had been exterminated by 
the veto of a Democratic President, and so the party platform of 


that year said nothing on the subject. 
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2 estion had again come to the front, and the party 
ane Soclared ite position in its national platform, as follows: 


to charter a national bank; we believe such an in- 
stitution a of deadly hostility to the best interests of the country, danger- 


institutions and to the liberties of the people, and 
calc sinted. to 1 — the business of the country within the control oF a con- 
centrated money power and that above the laws and will of the people. 


56 this identical language was readopted. 
In 1860 the platform of 1856 was expressly readopted, and Demo- 
cratic opposition to national banks was thus again officially placed 


wy 1864 other issues crowded all reference to money out of all 


the national platforms. 
In 1868 the platform declared that— 
Where bligations of the Government do not expressly state upon their 
or the law ier which they were issued does not provide,that they 
shall be paid in cote, Say coe right and justice, to be paid in the lawful 
the United States. : mers 
mot makes a further declaration that now sounds strange, in view 


of the ition now taken by Democrats and Republicans high in 
authority, that while silver and paper may be good enough for 
the uses of the ordinary American citizen, the bonds which we 
sell to bankers and speculators, foreign and domestic, ought to be 
made payable in gold only. It is this: 
t d the le, the labo d tl 

SoS TEES So ttn tt te salar te proses te Hondhod 

In 1872 the Democratic party abandoned all its principles tem- 
porarily by accepting the Liberal Republican platform of that 


year. 
In 1876 it declared for a system— 


well devised, and, above all, intrusted to competent hands for execution, 
creating at no time an artificial scarcity of currency, at no time alarming 
the pultic mind into the withdrawal of that vaster machinery of credit by 
which 95 per cent of all business transactions are performed—a system open, 
public, and inspiring general confidence. 

Could this have referred to our present system, controlled and 
operated by men who make a specialty of producing panics to 
order for the purpose of furnishing ‘‘ object lessons ” to influence 
legislation? 

n 1880 the party declared for ‘‘ honest money—consisting of 

ld and silver, and paper convertible into coin on demand.” 
Thus we see that the Democratic idea of “‘honest money” was 
‘¢ gold and silver, and paper convertible into coin ’—into either. 

n 1884, the year when the Democratic party first nominated 
Mr. Cleveland, and when it first elected its candidate for Presi- 
dent since the war, it declared— 


We believe in honest money— 


And then it proceeds to tell what the Democratic idea of ‘‘ hon- 
est money ” is— 

The gold and silver coinage of the Constitution, and a circulation convert- 
ible into such coin— 

Not into gold only. 

‘ ze 1888 this very platform was expressly adopted as Democratic 
aith. 

What it declared in 1892, its last authoritative utterance on this 
subject, is still fresh in the minds of all: 

We hold to the use of both gold and silver as the standard money of the 
country, and to the coinage of both gold and silver without discrimination 
against either metal or charge for mintage. 

Such, Mr. Speaker, is the record of Democratic faith on this 
question. Thescore stands: ~° 

For national banks, 0. 

Against national banks, 5 express declarations. 

For gold and silver and coin paper, 4 plain declarations. 

For gold only, 0. 

Thus, standing in the light of the decalogue of Democracy, im- 
bibing my faith from the aggregated wisdom of the fathers and 
forefathers of the school of political doctrine to which I belong, I 
oppose the President’s plan cess it gives additional power and 
opportunity to a set of institutions which my party has declared 
and their own history has proved to be— 

Deadly hostile to the best interests of the country, dangerous to our Re- 
on institutions, dangerous to the liberties of the people, and calculated 


place the business of the country within the control of a concentrated money 
power and above the laws and the will of the people. 


THE REPUBLICAN VIEW. 

Let us now turn to the remedy proposed by our Republican 
friends. They propose to issue $50,000,000 of certificates of in- 
debtedness to help the Government out when it has no money 
and to authorize the Government to issue and sell an indefinite 
amount of 3 per cent coin bonds to enable it to raise any amount 
of = that may be needed to protect the gold reserve. This, 
with & permanent increase of revenue from an amended tariff—a 
high protective tariff—they propose as a solution of all our finan- 
cial difficulti 

Within certain limits it can not be denied that there has been and 
of revenue to meet the expenditures of the 


. This iency, however, is not properly charge- 


able to Democratic administration or to Democratic legislation. 
Four months before Mr. Cleveland’s inauguration and nine months 
before the Democratic Fifty-third Congress met, the disastrous ef- 
fects of the improvident and reckless legislation of the Republican 
Fifty-first Congress had begun to manifest themselves in a Treas- 
ury deficit. At the end of Mr. Cleveland’s first term he turned 
over to his Republican successor, in addition to the one-hundred- 
million-dollar gold reserve, the sum of $83,827,190 available cash 
assets, together with a fund of $54,207,975, which up to that time 
had been held sacredly in trust for the security of the holders of 
national-bank notes. 

This fund of more than $137,000,000 for a time served as a break- 
water to withstand the reckless onslaughts upon it, but it had to 
yield at last, and when the Republican party retired from power 
on March 4, 1893, the gold reserve had dwindled down to a point 
nearer the danger line than it had ever reached before. Prepara- 
tions had been made, in part, to issue bonds, the $137,000,000 of 
cash assets had all disappeared except about $24,000,000 of sub- 
sidiary coin and fractional currency, and for the last four months 
of that régime the receipts had fallen more than $4,000,000 below 
the expenditures. Not even an absolute control of every branch 
of the Government had enabled the Republican party to stay the 
tide of national bankruptcy and panic which had set in through 
and because of improvident Republican policies, and which, gath- 
ering force from its onward movement like an avalanche descend- 
ing the Alpine slopes, has continued its dire and disastrous course 
to this day, unchecked by the most strenuous exercise of economy 
by this Democratic Administration that was possible in view of 
the legacy of growing indebtedness, maturing obligations, and 
improvident appropriations inherited from the preceding Repub- 
lican Administration. 

It is true that there is now, and has been ever since the last days 
of the last Republican Administration, an inadequacy of receipts 
to meet the expenditures of the Government. This deficiency, 
however, has been largely caused by the decision of the United 
States Supreme Court that the income-tax feature of the present 
tariff law was unconstitutional, for this decision reduced the re- 
ceipts of the Government more than $30,000,000 a year. 

But, however caused, the deficit is with us, and, under present 
conditions, it bids fair to become a permanent feature of our finan- 
cial system, and the question now is how to dispose of it. Our 
Republican friends say that it must be met by selling ‘‘coin” 
bonds. Were this the only way, or the best way. to meet the evil, 
no consideration of the political origin of this bill would have the 
slightest influence in preventing me from accepting it and giving 
it my most cordial support. But, even in that case, I should wish 
to see these bonds issued as a popular loan in the true sense of 
that word. 

Let it be a people’s loan; let it be in the form of United States 
Treasury notes, like the seven-thirties issued during the civil war; 
let it be in denominations of $5 and multiples of $5; let these 
Treasury notes bear a low rate of interest (say 2 or 3 per cent;) 
let them be redeemable in lawful money of the United States, in 
the order of their issue, at the pleasure of the Government, at any 
time after the end of one year and before the end of thirty years; 
and above all, let them be a legal tender for all public and private 
debts and demands. With a loan of this character authorized I 
would be willing to retire all the greenbacks and Treasury notes 
of 1890 (provided, as I said above, that some form of loan was an 
absolute necessity, which I do not believe at all), for then the 
‘* endless chain,” which has entangled our President and Secretary 
of the Treasury in its inexorable folds, like Laocoon of old, would 
be broken beyond the powertoharm. Not only this, but we would 
have a legal-tender currency equal in amount to the United States 
Treasury notes and greenbacks displaced, and these securities 
would be held by the American people, and would not from time 
to time be thrown upon the London market to create a panic and 
influence financial legislation by Congress and to shape and con- 
trol the financial policies of our Administrations. The ‘‘ object 
lesson ” thus taught would not be a great and disastrous panic, 
but would be the happy spectacle of a busy people, blessed with 
sufficient currency, supporting their Government in its financial 
straits, never ‘‘apprehensive,” but always strong in their confi- 
dence in its ultimate financial solvency and triumph. 

But while this is one way in which the present financial diffi- 
culties of the Government can be met, and while I regard it as 
having many advantages over the coin bonds provided for in the 
House bill 2904, yet it occurs to me, Mr. Speaker, that there is 

A FAR BETTER WAY. 

Before entering into the consideration of that ‘‘ better way,” let 
us be sure that we havea thorough and comprehensive idea of the 
situation that confronts us as the representatives of the American 
people, charged with the high responsibility of securing for them the 
freest and the widest opportunity for successful effort in whatever 
—— of activity they may severally be engaged. Mr. Speaker, 
this is no ordinary occasion. A proper consideration of the whole 
subject-matter fairly involved in the scope of this bill and the Sen- 
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ate amendments thereto will bring into review our whole financial 
system, with all its patchwork of incongruities, its temporary 
makeshifts, its time-serving expedients, and the disgraceful marks 
of its manipulation by the most selfish, the most unscrupulous, the 
most conscienceless, and the most audacious body of shylocks 
that ever insisted on the pound of flesh that lay nearest the na- 
tion’s heart and life. It is not my purpose, however, Mr. ee 
to attempt such a review. It would proceed more properly from 
those of deeper knowledge, wider experience, and a greater degree 
of familiarity with the sinuous processes of this unseen hand which 
for thirty years has, by hook and crook, imposed upon this nation 
as law its own code of gain and greed. 

I do propose, however, to state with the utmost frankness and 
with Mantas which I feel is demanded by a sense of fidelity 
to my constituents and to the whole people of the country what 
I honestly conceive to be the exact trouble with the Treasury to- 
day. and what remedy is demanded. 

The trouble with the views of the present situation which have 
been expressed both by the President and by the Republican 
leaders on this floor is that they are too narrow—that they look 
at only a part of the case. Both are intently watching the out- 
break of a poisonous blood disease and regarding the pimple on 
the surface as the sole and entire extent of the malady, while the 
deadly virus is eating its way through the vitals and sapping the 
very foundations of the patient’s life. The Republican party, 
with,its eyes focused on the bare bottom of the Treasury vaults 
and it hand on the pulse of the avaricious manufacturer, reads in 
that aching void the conclusion that the Treasury does not take 
in enough money and feels their ‘‘sinews of war” demanding 
more protection, more favoritism, and larger bank accounts. 
The President, with his eyes focused on the far East, sees that the 
great bankers and speculators are ‘‘ apprehensive ”’—that they are 
* solicitous about our future fiscal policy,” that they have a feel- 
ing of ‘‘ distrust,” etc. But, Mr. Speaker, the eye of true states- 
manship looks beyond the empty Treasury vaults, and beyond the 
* distrustful” speculators of Wallstreet. To the eyeof the honest 
= of present conditions there is a wider and more suggestive 

eld, 


turned a deaf ear to a gold-standard Administration’s appeal in 
behalf of gold bonds; they ignored those who were ‘‘apprehen- 
sive” that we would not pay coin obligations in gold, and said by 
their votes, ‘‘No; we may pay these bonds in gold if it should be 
convenient, but not for $16,000,000 will we sell the American peo- 
ple’s right to pay its lawful debts in the lawful coin of the realm.” 

I am solicitous, Mr. Speaker. for those American citizens who 
are suffering and struggling. My heart goes out not to Wall 
street, but to the great West and to the great South and to the 
great East and to the great North—to every part of this great 
country where men toil and trouble and where women and chil- 
dren work and want. And it is our duty to consider not what 
will refill the empty eee not what will quiet the ‘‘appre- 
hensions” of the immeasurably wealthy syndicates that want to 
become more wealthy at the expense of the toilers of this country, 
but what will unclog the wheels of trade and commerce, pour the 
rich lifeblood of a safe, sound, and abundant currency into the 
veins and arteries of business, and usher in an era of commerci:! 
and industrial peace. What will do this? Will increased taxa- 
tion do it? Will issuing more bonds for the people to pay do it? 
Will retiring half the active money of the country doit? Will 
increasing the value of all oe by increasing the difficulty of 
getting it—will this send a ray of sunlight into the homes of the 
suffering toilers and those who want to be but can not get the op- 
portunity to be toilers in this land? By that test should we weigh 
and measure the fitness of every measure that comes before us. 

THE TRUE DIAGNOSIS. 

My viewof the situation, then, is, Mr. Speaker, that the country 
in allits industries and in every class of its population is suffering 
from an insufficiency of primary or redemption money. 

The constant fall of prices ever since the campaign against silver 
was begun in 1873 has greatly reduced, where it hasnot completely 
destroyed, the ability of our people to consume manufactured 
products. This has led to depression in manufacturing industries, 
to reductions of wages, to the shutting down of factories, to strikes, 
lockouts, ete. 

This is the situation in all its breadth and length and depth. 
This is the state of affairs we should consider. True statesman- 
ship will look over the shoulders of the ‘‘ apprehensive ” gold syn- 
dicates and the demands of the selfish manufacturers to the fears 
and tears, the wants and woes, of the great masses of willing but 
ee a and disheartened workers who look piteously here 
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THE TRUE SITUATION. 

He sees that times are hard. Money is scarce and difficult to 
obtain. Business is depressed. Bankruptcy stalks abroad in the 
land. Prices are constantly falling, and those who buy stocks to- 
day must sell them for less to-morrow. ne are languish- 
ing. The laborer, already inadequately paid, finds his wages 
reduced with a periodical and painful re rity. Coal miners in 
the East hungering for bread which they can not find money to 
buy, and shivering farmers in the West burning precious corn 
because they can not find money to buy coal; Eastern mill oper- 
atives unable to obtain money to buy Western food products, and 
Western people unable to obtain money to buy Eastern mill 
goods—-and yet we hear preached the gospel of currency contrac- 
tion and.all our woes attributed to an excess of money. 

These money contractionists and gold redemptionists ignore 
these features of the situation, but evince deep concern for the 
speculators who have ‘‘lost confidence” in the gullibility of the 
American people and their willingness to be fleeced. They seem 
if deeply moved because of ‘‘ those who are apprehensive ” that the 

ty American people can not and will not pay coin obligations in gold. 
HY Mr. Speaker, I am not concerned for this class. It is the cor 
3 ner stone of their gospel that ‘‘ business knows no sentiment,” 
; 







THE TRUE REMEDY. 

This, then, being the situation, what is the remedy? 

I conceive the proper remedy is set forth in the provisions of the 
substitute offered by the Senate for the House coin bond Dill. 
The Senate proposes: 

1; To reestablish the free and unlimited coinage of silver as it existed in 
this country prior to 1873. 

2. To coin the seigniorage and use it in payment of current expenses. 

3. To retire national-bank notes of less than $10 in favor of the wider use of 
silver and its certificates. 

To have the Government resume its option to redeem greenbacks and 
Treasury notes of 1890 in either gold or silver, according to the condition or 
convenience of the Treasury. 

Such is the Senate’s plan of remodeling our financial system, 
and to each and every one of the foregoing propositions I give my 
unhesitating and unqualified assent, believing that nothing short 
of this will give that general and permanent relief which the con- 
dition of the country demands, and which it is our duty to extend. 

It might seem presumption in me to undertake to make any 
arguments in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver, 
since they have been presented by the friends of bimetallism on this 
floor and elsewhere in such great profusion and variety and have 
been supported by so many known facts and by such plain and con 
vincing logic that it would be impossible, save by some new mode 
of arrangement or statement, to increase the strength of the conten- 
tion in favor of equal and indiscriminating bimetallism. Never- 
theless, I shall vote to accept the Senate amendments; and my ac- 
tion in the matter will be the result of a deep-seated conviction 
that not until these amendments, or some other propositions em 
bodying the same principles, are enacted into law and honestly 
enforced by an administration in full sympathy with them can 
we hope for any permanent return of prosperity to this country 
or of sound financial health toour Treasury. I believe in free sil- 
ver coinage on terms of exact legal equality with gold, because— 

FREE COINAGE WOULD PREVENT PANICS. 


1. Free coinage of silver will increase the volume of primary 
money in the country, and thus prevent the panics we have so often 
experienced under the gold standard by reason of the ‘‘ apprehen- 
sions” of speculators that, on account of the limited supply of gold 
in the country, we could not, or would not, redeem our securities 
in gold. The restoration of free coinage will be an unmistakable 
notice to those shylocks and to all the world that all coin =e: 
tions of this Government will be redeemed in “coin,” as provided 
in the contract, and not in gold alone. This announcement may 
produce a temporary panic among the few hundred English and 































































4 and hence their “apprehensions” can arouse no sympathy in my 
iF bosom. They bought our securities asa speculation and for profit. 
(if Whether they gain or lose is no concern of the American people. 
in If this Government pays its own governmental obligations in 
iW ‘“‘coin”—in the money of the contract—the American people are 
; not ‘‘apprehensive” whether European bankers and their unnatu- 
ralized American representatives make more or less than they had 
‘4 figured out as a desirable profit. 

ath There is not a man within the sound of my voice who will deny 
q the proposition that every dollar of the bonded indebtedness of this 
ae Government is payable, not in gold, not in silver, but in coin, which 
eh means either gold or silver, as the Government prefers. In fact, 
the American Congress, only last year, when onkeed by the Presi- 
dent to authorize the issue of bonds payable in gold only, flatly but 

4 wisely, I think, refused to do so, although they knew that by doin 

i so the burden of interest on the bond issue then contemplated, an 
i which was made soon after, would thereby have been reduced 
$16,000,000. A Democratic Congress very sensibly refused to — 

silver in the face and discredit it in the eyes of the financial worl 
in full view of the fact that bimetallism has ever been one of the 
foundation pillars of the structure of Democratic faith in this 
country. An American Congress refused to spit upon silver while 
there remained on the statute books of the country (the act of 1879) 
a declaration that gold and silver must be maintained at a parity. 
The Fifty-third Congress sensibly concluded that that was not 
_ exactly the way to maintain the parity of the two metals. 
they disregarded the importunities of bond syndicates; they 
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panic themselves as an ‘‘ object lesson” to this Congress in order 


to influence it to repeal the law authorizing free coinage of silver. 
But the law will cause no apprehension on the part of the great 
masses of our people; but, on the contrary, it will be welcomed by 
them as a means of escape from the disastrous evils of the panics 
which are naturally expected and regularly experienced under any 
financial system where the stock of money of ultimate redemption 
is insufficient to perform the work of redemption. Should there 
be, under the restored system of bimetallism, a scarcity of one 
metal, there will at once be an increased demand for the other, for 
their money functions being identical, the more abundant or more 
easily obtainable metal, or its paper representatives, will answer 
any purpose or demand as well as the other. And this shifting of 
the demand from the one to the other, according to the relative 
supply of the two, will remove all incentive to hoard either; and 
it will obviate the possibility of either going to a premium, and 
will thus insure absolute commercial parity at the mint ratio. 
WOULD INSURE SUFFICIENT CIRCULATION, 


nd unlimited coinage of silver will, by increasing the |. 4 §' the Bimetz 
2. Free a ; ; 

| lication, showing the great appreciation in the value of gold in 
| Great Britain since the demonetization of silver in this country in 


stock of primary money or redemption money, increase in the 
same proportion the stock of credit money based upon the primary 
money, and will thus insure at all times a sufficient circulation 
to transact the business of the country. 

GOLD SUPPLY DECREASING. 

The annual production of gold in this countryis slowly but 
surely decreasing, and, sooner or later, it will become impossible 
for the Government or the people to find the gold to redeem out- 
standing obligations if payment in gold only be insisted upon. 
In 1853 the gold production of this country, with all the crudity 
and inefficiency of the apparatus and methods then employed, 
was $65,000,000. In 1893, forty years later, with the full benefit 
of all the wonderful discoveries and inventions of nearly half a 


century of the most rapid progress the world has ever made, with | 
| that on September 1, 1865, our public debt, then amounting to 


a wider experience in mining, with a more abundant capital, 
with an infinitely extended and improved transportation service, 
with better and cheaper machine.zy and supplies, and, above all, 
with a demand for gold greater than had ever bean known in all 
the centuries before by reason of the demonetization of silver 
and the increased need of gold thereby created—with all these 
causes working together to increase the output, the production 
of gold in this country had dropped from $65,000,000 to less than 
$26,000,000, a decline of 45 per cent. 
consideration the increased population of the country, the decline 
in production becomes still more marked. 

n the ten years between 1850 and 1860 the production was $1.29 
per head of population. In the ten years between 1884 and 1893 
the production was $0.53 per head. Our population has increased 
from 25,000,000 to 70,000,000—a growth of 180 percent. Our home 
and foreign commerce has increased twentyfold; new enterprises 
have been inaugurated; new lines of business have been opened; 
new inventions have appeared; new discoveries have been made; 
the new force of electricity, with its countless applications, has 
revolutionized the industrial world; new forces and new sub- 
stances and materials have been brought to light, with new uses 
and applications for old substances and materials, all calling for 
a vast increase in the volume of money; and yet our gold produc- 
tion has fallen off nearly one-half. And still we are told by the 
apostle of the gold standard that it is the most perfect standard; 
that it is absolutely without variableness or shadow of turning. 

_The merest exercise of common sense and common honesty in 
discussion is sufficient to show that the charge of ‘‘an inflated cur- 
rency,” and ‘‘a currency far beyond the needs of commerce,” so 
often advanced to explain our presenttroubles,isfalse. It requires 
some honesty toward oneself, but no astuteness whatever, to un- 
derstand that the use of silver as primary money having been 
discontinued, by the interpretation put on a statute of Congress, 
silver dollars at once passed from the domain of primary or redemp- 
tion money. This very fact, this very saddling upon gold all the 
redemption functions formerly exercised by both metais, naturally 
led to “ apprehensions ” that there was an insufficient supply of gold 
in the country to do this work, and, as silver is not allowed free 
an in Europe, holders of our securities naturally feared they 
would be paid in that metal which, even in this country, under 
present administrative policies, is regarded as a mere commodity. 

In this way we can see that the partial demonetization of silver 
has been the cause of that want of confidence which is now pointed 
to as a convincing argument in favor of the completion of the de- 
monetization of silver. But restore the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver and the result they fear will be quite different. They 
may be paid in silver, but it will not be silver the commodity, out- 
lawed as a money metal, and therefore worth but 50 cents on the 
dollar, but they will be paid in a metal which throughout all the 
— and breadth of this vast country and among all its busy 
and increasing millions, will answer every monetary purpose that 
gold will answer. Then the commodity silver can be converted 
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merican speculators, in fact they may produce an artificial | into current money, coequal in allits functions with gold, and 


therefore of equal value. The ‘‘50-cent dollar” of the gold-bug 
orators will have disappeared forever. Then, silver and gold both 
being primary money, or meney of ultimate redemption. the 
ability of the nation to redeem its coin obligations will have been 
doubled, the medium of redemption will either be gold or the 
monetary equal of gold, confidence will return, apprehension will 
cease from troubling, and even the distrustful speculator will be 


| at rest. 


WOULD PREVENT APPRECIATION IN VALUE OF GOLD 
3. Free coinage of silver would prevent the injustice of requir- 
ing the debtor to pay his debts in a constantly appreciating cur- 
rency. Prices have been falling with remarkable uniformity since 
1873 in most of the products of labor. But debts, interest, taxes, 


| and many other things calling for the laborer’s money have either 


remained stationary or, as in the case of interest, have actually 
advanced. In this way the burdens of the debtor, instead of be- 
coming lighter with each succeeding year of toil and self-denial 
and gradual payment, have been actually increased. 

I submit here a table, taken from the Bimetallist. a British pub- 


1873. Any given amount of gold will purchase more than it 
would in 1873 by the following amounts: 


More wheat by 108 per cent. 

More flour by 76 per cent. 

More sugar by 60 per cent. 

More iron by 64 per cent. 

More cotton by 95 per cent. 

More lead by 110 per cent. 

More wool by 93 per cent. 

More leather by 24 per cent. 

Average increase on these articles, 78} per cent. 


A still more startling statement of this great appreciation of the 
value of gold is made by President Andrews, of Brown University, 
in a recent article on this subject, ‘‘An honest dollar.” He says 


$2,750,000,000, could have been paid by 18,000,000 bales of cotton, 


| but that now, after that debt had been reduced 55 per cent by the 


payment of $1,500,000,000, it will take 30,000,000 bales of cotton. In 
other words, it will take 12,000,000 more bales of cotton to pay the 
debt after it has been reduced $1,500,000,000 than it would have 


| required at first—66} per cent more cotton to pay 45 per cent of the 


debt now, under the gold standard, than it would have required 
to pay the whole debt under bimetallism. And yet, when the pro- 
ducer of cotton, or corn, or wheat, or wool, or leather, or iron, or 
sugar complains that by this appreciation the meaning of the word 
‘*‘dollar” (and consequently the meaning of the contract itself) has 
been changed to his prejudice in all his notes and mortgages, and 
asks that the original meaning of the word *‘ dollar,” and the mean- 
ing of the contract, be retained, and that no new meaning shall be 
added to the word which will double the burden of his obligation, 
he is denounced as a repudiationist, a wild-eyed socialist, a silver 
lunatic. Heis told that he wants something for nothing; that the 
dollar which would mean the same now that it would have meant 
and did mean a few years ago when the contract was written would 
be a **dishonest” dollar, an ‘‘ unsound ” dollar. 

Mr. Speaker, I resent the imputation or insinuation, from those 
high in authority or any other misguided idolaters of the gold 
standard, that my people are dishonest or want anything that is 
not rightfully their own. To them a dollar means something. 
To them it means much long, hard toil in the blazing heat of a 
southern sun. Tothem it means many of the comforts of life that 
are indispensable necessities te us, but which are unattainable 
luxuries to them. 

The restoration of silver to its former legal status of perfect legal 
equality with gold would at once prevent any further apprecia- 
tion in the value of gold, for the demand for gold would be at once 
transferred to silver, and the pressure on gold thus removed. The 
gold corner would be broken, the combine would be ‘“ busted,” 
and the great masses of the common people throughout America 
and all the world would breathe easier. 

WOULD STIMULATE BUSINESS. 

4, In the fourth place, free coinage will give us a more abun- 
dant supply of money, and thus give a much-needed stimulus to 
every branch of business that makes use of money, excepting, per- 
haps, that of the pawnbroker and other usurers. There is no 
doubtin my mind, Mr. Speaker, that there is an inadequate supply 
of money in this country to properly serve the demands of its 
great and growing trade and commerce. The fact that the coun- 
try’s business is transacted with the limited supply of money at 
its command is no argument whatever that the supply is suf- 
ficient. A large family can get along somehow by eating off one 
plate by taking turns; but from that fact no one would infer that 
one plate constitutes an abundant supply of tableware for a fam- 
ily. Sothe fact that, in some sort of way, amid suffering, depres- 
sion, and bankruptcy, we are getting along with our present supply 
of primary money does not prove that that supply is adequate for 
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would be no appreciation in the value of any part of our currency; 
the money of payment would be, as it — to be, the money of the 
contract—that is, money of the same exchangeable value as that in 
circulation at the time of the making of thecontract. Thissufficient 
supply of money can never come through gold. It can not and 
ought not to come through fiatism. It should come, as it did for 
the first eighty years of our national life, through and from the 
free and unlimited coinage of both silver and gold. 

But the restoration of bimetallism will immediately and perma- 
nently stimulate all the industries of this country, except those of 
the shylock and the sheriff. It will lead to the inauguration of 
many new enterprises. It will fill the mountains of the West with 
a busy and joyous host of miners, now wholly or partially idle, 
but then provided with steady and remunerative employment, 
digging the gold, silver, and lead from those venerable mountains, 
and furnishing a new and profitable market for the agricultural 
and horticultural products of the great West, and for the ma- 
chinery, teols, and other mining appliances manufactured in the 
East and the North. 

The great West would again spring to its feet full of financial 
and industrial strength. Towns and cities would spring up among 
its valleys. New railroads would thread its canyons and sur- 
mountits lofty passes; asilver and gold stream would trickle down 
those lofty mountain sides and find its welcome way into the finan- 
cial circulation and the business and industrial life of the nation; 
and a great people would arise from the hideous nightmare of gold 
monometaliism and, with their faces turned to the dawn of a newer 
and brighter day, address themselves to the great task of restoring 
that prosperity to which this country has so long been a stranger. 
Here and there—yes, in too many cases, as experience has shown— 
the development of mines would prove unprofitable, and the in- 
vestor would lose vast sums, for silver is not to be had without 
money and without price or toil or effort, as the gold bug claims 
to believe; but the investor’s loss would be the people’s gain, for 
it would involve the distribution among the armies of labor of 
vast sums of money that had hitherto been hoarded. 

But in other cases a fair profit would reward the progressive 
capitalist and the net profits of his enterprise would be added to 
the active capital of the country. New fields would be sought for 
investment. New enterprises North and South and East and West 
would be the natural sequence of profitable mining ventures, and 
those enterprises would each and all call for more men, more ma- 
terial, and more supplies and would thus give employment to the 
idle, business to the manufacturer, profitable custom to all that 
purvey to the toiler, and by increasing the number of profitably 
employed laboring men and by increasing the laborer’s capacity to 
purchase the manufactured products of other labor it would stim- 
ulate every line of manufacturing and revivify every department 
of production and distribution. 

Gradually the demand for labor would furnish opportunities 
for employment to all that would work. The armies of the unem- 

loyed could then be mustered out of service, for the war of the 

»vernment and its syndicate allies against the business and the 
industries and trade and commerce of the country—against the 
comfort and prosperity of the American people—would be over, 
and peace and plenty would in prevail in the homes of the 

or toilers throughout the land. us, and thus only, can we 
bully meet and adequately provide for the situation that confronts 
as to-day. 
WOULD HELP INTERNATIONAL BIMETALLISM. 

5. But the beneficial effects of free coinage would not be confined 
to this country. The example of the greatest nation on earth 
deserting gold monometallism, on mature deliberation, and taking 
a bold stand for absolute bimetallism—the immediate transfer of 
one-fourth of the enlightened people of the world, and that the 
most progressive and enterprising part, from the single gold 
standard to the double standard—would wonderfully encourage 
the advocates and friends of bimetallism throughout the world, 
and would go far toward inducing France and Germany, and ulti- 
mately all Europe except England, to return to bimetallism. 
Nearly all the single gol rd men in this country, except a 
few new converts (always the most champions of any 
cause), claim to favor the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
vided it be done by international agreement; that means that they 
admit that bimetallism would be beneficial if we could have it, 
but they say we can not bring it about ourselves. If they are sin- 
cere in this profession I know of no better way to secure an in- 
ternational agreement than for this imperial nation—the strongest, 
the most enterprising, the most influential, and the most popu- 
lous of all the enlightened nations of the earth—to take the lead 
and invite the others to follow. But her influence would do more 
than to invite, it would compel the adoption of free —— by all 
other nations except England herself, and possibly by England 
too, after she had once fairly experienced the vantages and 
the losses imposed by her isolation. 
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the demands of the country. With a sufficient money stock there 





WOULD GIVE US THE TRADE OF SILVER NATIONS. 

6. Evidently the effect of this country’s putting itself on a bime- 
tallic basis would be the establishment, to England’s prejudice, 
of closer commercial relations between the United States and the 
900,000,000 of people composing the silver nations of the world. 
The needs of trade would ultimately lead, no doubt, to the estab- 
lishment of a common or international unit of value, for the pur- 
poses of international commerce between these silver countries; 
and this commercial bond, in connection with the fact that we 
stood ready to receive their silver currency, as we did prior to 
1857, in payment of trade balances due us, would give us a 
decided advantage over gold-standard nations in dealing with 
nations that recognize silver as money. 

WOULD RAISE THE PRICE OF FARM PRODUCTS. 

7. Again, the opening of our mintsto the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver would at once advance its price all over the world to 
the price in this country, less the cost of transportation to this 
country. One beneficent effect of this result would be an imme- 
diate advance in the price of wheat and cotton and all other Amer- 
ican products that now come into competition at Liverpool with 
the et of cooly labor in India. Under present conditions 
England buys our discredited silver at 63 or 64 cents per ounce, 
takes it to India, and with it there buys cotton and wheat and 
other Indian products at about the same price she has paid for 
them heretofore, for the demonetization of silver in this country 
did not affect prices in silver countries. The silver price paid for 
those articles in India, plus the cost of transportation thence to 
Liverpool, becomes the silver price of the same articles in Liver- 
pool, and as silver in Liverpool is worth only about 50 cents on 
the dollar in gold, the gold we of these products in Liverpool is 
thus fixed at about one-half their silver price in India. 

As Live l fixes the price for our surplus of agricultural prod- 
ucts, and thus indirectly fixes or determines the price in Amer- 
ica of our home-sold products, it becomes apparent that the 
present depreciated price of silver is the chief cause of the ruin- 
ously low prices our wheat, cotton, and such of our other products 
as come into competition with Indian products command. Let 
free coinage be adopted by this country, and England, no longer 
able to buy silver for her India trade at 48 cents on the dollar, but 
being required to pay its full mint value, will no longer be able to 
dictate a price to our farmers which they can not afford to accept, 
but which they are nevertheless helpless to reject. The benefits 
accruing to our farmers each year under such a system would 
amount to hundreds of millions of dollars. 

During the the year 1894 we exported the following farm prod- 
ucts, worth in Liverpool the following sums: 








Amount ex- s 7 c 
Product. ported. | Price. Value. 
t —; Si 
| Cents. 
nk nich cieethinls etichensitininckimhsthaecbiil bushels -- 66, 489, 529 45.7 | $30,385, 714 
Rails lieciretiabbuinina i wlleke eae do....| 164. 283,129 49.1 80, 663, 016 
UNE ils a Sh nnieetédscmacdisnabad pounds ._| 3, 769, 381, 478 6.94 | 261,595, 074 


Total value of these three exports --|_..........-....|....----.- ‘S72, 643, 804 





Since the production for 1894 may fairly be taken as an averge, 
it will be seen that the advance in the value of silver caused by 
the demand free coinage would create would cause our exports of 
those three farm products alone to advance in value in the Liver- 
pool market not less than $372,000,000, to say nothing of the vast 
increase in the value of those portions of the same products which 
would be sold for consumption in this country. If we consider 
the home-sold products as equal to the part sold abroad, the bene- 
fits accruing to the producers from free coinage would amount to 
nearly or quite $700,000,000 per year on those three products alone. 

And when we add to these three crops the general advance in 
the value of all other farm products, we can begin to have some 
conception of the benefits of free coinage. 

It is true the price of farmers’ supplies and all other articles 
bought by the farmer will be increased; but the farmer will then 
be in acondition to pay higher prices, and these higher prices that 
he pays will redound to the benefit of the operatives and manu- 
facturers engaged in producing these articles. But the debts, in- 
terest, and other fixed charges which our ple must meet will 
not be increased, and can thus be more easily met. 

WOULD ENABLE US TO MEET JAPANESE COMPETITION. 

8. One other great advantage will result to the people (more par- 
ticularly to the manufacturers and operatives) of this country 
from the adoption of free coinage. The cheapness of silver in its 

nt demonetized condition not only enables the Indian agri- 
culturist, without loss to himself, to force down our competing 
farm products to almost half the — they would command under 
free coinage, but it also enables the Japanese manufacturer to sell 
his products in this country at such prices as absolutely defy 
American competition. 
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minimum of hums: necessity. He has been inured to self-denial 
abstinence and self-abnegation, thrown himself outside the pale 
of temptation; he has familiarized himself with the contented use 
of those means of existence which would mean starvation to other 


men: and he has thus developed himself into the cheapest, the | 


most ingenious, the most patient, the most willing, and the most 
profitable laborer in all the industrial world. To him a thin cot- 
ton garment is raiment, a few morsels of rice are food, anda shed, 
an awning, or a goods box is shelter. To him strikes and boy- 
cotts are unknown. His manufacturing employer can command 
such labor in unlimited supply for afew cents a day, and pay 
those few cents in silver depreciated one-half by our demone- 
tization of it in this country. The products of such labor can be 
and are to-day sold in our markets for less money than they can 
be actually produced for in this country. we 2 
They have already entered the field of competition in many lines 
of industry, and, exulting in their easily obtained success in those 
fields, they will undoubtedly enter others. What is to be the out- 
come of this new invasion of the western world—an invasion 
which, if unchecked, threatens to result in a greater measure of 


human suffering and calamity than was ever produced by any | 
When, | 


invasion of Europe by Goth or Hun or Vandal or Turk? 
as soon will be the case, all the heretofore pent-up energies of 
that wonderful nation are directed to our industrial overthrow, 


we shall be compelled to abdicate our proud position of the world’s | 
purveyor and descend to the level of a civilization in which the | 
conditions of life are so hard that to the vast majority of our peo- | 
ple bare existence will be the sammation of all human hope—the | 


ne plus ultra of human aspiration. 
And let us not flatter ourselves that the Japanese will be with- 
out allies in this momentous struggle. 


magnitude has never been tested, but who holds in his hands the 
key to the future progress and happiness of the human race on 
this globe. The Chinese Empire has just been waked by its war 
with Japan to aconsciousness that its methods belong to the past, 
and that it must align itself with the progress of the present if it 
would rise to the true level of its opportunity. It is now rapidly 
shaking off the sleep of centuries, opening its eyes to the grand 
opportunities of the present, and girding on its armor to meet us 
in the industrial wars of the future. 

With a population equal to that of the United States and all 
Europe combined—a population whose faculties have been sharp- 
ened into inherited instincts by forty centuries of untiring exer- 
cise under the relentless lawsof necessity—a population with which 
toil is the normal condition of existence, unrestricted by legal lim- 
itations and unrelieved by the restful oasis of the Christian Sab- 
bath—with such a population thrown into the scale against us, 

aid in the silver our own greed and folly have depreciated, our 


industrial fate is inexorably fixed unless we resort to the only | 
Hither we must give up to them the | 


avenue of escape left us. 
markets of this great country (the most remunerative markets in 


the world) and all our markets for manufactured products in | 
The ‘‘ most | 


other countries or we must struggle to retain them. 
favored nation ” clause in our treaties with those countries would 
prevent our discriminating against them in our tariff schedules, 
and thus protecting our manufacturers and operatives. 
if we resort to the exclusion policy of a high tariff, it would not 


only impose unjust burdens on our own people in the effort to | 
protect our own people, but it would be powerless to save for us | 


our foreign markets. 


There remains, then, the one hope—restore the free coinage of | 


silver in this country. Raise thereby the price of silver through- 
out the world at one stroke, as such a step wouid do, to commer- 
cial parity in this country and in every country where American 
commerce finds its way, and by that same act you double the 
value of the silver constituting the wages paid to the Hindoo 


farmer and to the Chinese and the Japanese operative, and thus | 


practically place a protective duty of 100 per cent on their prod- 
ucts. This would not only protect the American operative and 
the American manufacturer, but it would also increase the lowest 
possible price of Chinese and Japanese products in all the markets 
of the world, and would thus be the wisest step this country 
could take toward retaining the share we now have of foreign 
trade in articles of American manufacture, and in saving our 
people from being degraded from the highest to the lowest civili- 
zation in the world of to-day. 

_ In conclusion, then, it is clear that, as the theory of the Repub- 
lican party is wrong as to the malady that afflicts our people to- 
day, it must be wrong as to the remedy—higher duties and more 
bonds. It is clear that, as the President’s theory of the disease is 
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nese laborer, by inherited aptitude, by an inexorable 
a niece to one calling, and that the calling of his 
fathers for centuries before him, and by the possession of an in- 
stinct trained and developed through a thousand years of unre- 
lenting battle for existence, has solved the problem of finding the 


| of course, of undertaking to discuss in detail the Senat 
Almost in sight of the | 
shores of Japan lies a sleeping giant with dormant powers whose | 


But even | 
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at fault, we can not accept his suggested remedy of retiring the 
greenbacks and abdicating to the national banks the high fune- 
tion of regulating the volume and the value of our entire circula- 
tion of paper money. It isas clear to my mind as any proposition 
involving the exercise of human reason can be made to appear 


| that our financial troubles and the present deplorable condition 
till he has deadened natural human desires; he has, by immemorial 


gin in the lack of snf- 


of the masses of our people have their ori 


ficient primary money properly to discharge the business of the 
country and in the low price of silver throughout the world 
Reasoning from this undoubted premise, [ can not resist the con- 
clusion that the sure remedy for our tinancial and mic 
troubles lies in such legislation as will give us a larger volume of 
money and raise the price of silver throughout the world by creat- 


ing an unlimited demand for its limited supply, and that these 
twin results can be accomplished by the incorporation imto our 
national statutes of the principles embodied in the Senate amend- 
ments to this bill. Believing thus, I shall gladly cast my vote in 
favor of the minority report of the Ways and Means Comnittee, 
which recommends concurrence in the Senate amendments. 
Believing that the free and unlimited coinage of r as pro- 
vided in the Senate amendments will prevent the panics which we 
have so regularly experienced under the single gold standard, be- 
lieving that free coinage will furnish sufficient circulation to 


aly 
Biiy 


vent the evils which an inadequate money supply has imposed 
upon us, believing it would prevent appreciation in the value or 
purchasing power of gold, that it would secure great tability of 


prices, stimulate business, promote the cause of international bi- 
metallism, improve our trade with silver nations, raise the price 
of farm products, ease the burden of every debt in the land, enable 
us to meet Asiatic competition, and assure to our people prosperity 
at home and a more commanding financial and commercia! 
tion among the nations of the earth, I should be untrue to the 
interests of the people and to my cenvictions of duty were | not to 
cast my vote in favor of the cause of free-silver coinage. 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I have no intention, 


Nosl- 


rief limit 
of the five minutes which have been allowed me; but not know- 
ing whether I shall have an opportunity to vote upon the sections 
of this substitute separately, or whether I shall have to vote to 
coneur or to nonconcur in the substitute as a whole, I desire to 
say that this substitute has four sections, which are wholly dis- 
tinct and independent. Neither of them depends upon the other. 
Each contains an independent proposition so distinct that mem- 
bers of this committee may very well be in favor of some 
posed to others. I find myself in just that predicament. I think 
the sections ought to be voted on separately. Being thus situated, 
I desire to express my position upon tae substitute, as my vote 
vould not express it if I should be compelled to vote upon the sub- 
stitute as a whole. 


sTrOsStl- 
tute now under consideration by this committee in the bri 


Th OD- 


I am in favor of the second section of this substitute, which 
reads as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall coin into standard silver 
dollars, as soon as practicable, from the silver bullion purchased und 
thority of the act of July 1, 1890, entitled “An act directing the purchas 
silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other pu 
poses,"’ that portion of said silver bullion which represents th 
profit to the Government, to wit, the difference between the « f th \ 
purchased under said act and its coinage value, and said ver « al ) 
coined shall be used in the payment of the current expen of the G 
ment; and for the purpose of making the said seigniorage innmed ‘ 
able for use as money. the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby a ized 
and directed to issue silver certificates against it, as if it was already coined 


| and in the Treasury. 


I voted for this same proposition in the last Congress, and I see 
no reason why these millions lying idle in the Treasury, bought 


and paid for by the Government, now its property, but as worth- 
| less as bricks in its present position, shonld continue to lie there 
idle, when so much needed for the uses of the Government 


In the next place, I am in favor of the third section of this sub- 
stitute, which reads: 
Sec. 3. That no national-bank note shall be hereafter issned ‘ ni 


nation less than $10, and all notes of sucl 
nations less than that sum shall be, as rz ’ t 
redeemed, and canceled, and notes of $l) and larger denominat : i 
issued in their stead under the direction of the Comptroller of the Currer 

I should prefer to substitute five dollars for the ten mention 
in that section, simply for the reason that Iam afraid that if the 
entire circulating medium of the country below ten dollars in 
denomination is changed into silver it will be cumbrous and not 
easily handled; but as I shall not have the opportunity of 
for that modification, I am prepared, if given the opportunity, to 
vote for this section as a whole. 

I am in favor of that part of the fourth section which provides 
as follows: 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall red the T ry 
notes issued under the provisions of the act of July M. is, whe re d 
for redemption, in standard silver dollars or in gold coin, usin 
tion of said notes either gold or silver coins, or both, not at t! i 
holder, but exclusively at the option of the Treasury Department 


The time of Mr. TURNER of Virginia having expired, by unani- 


i al 











had SY, UE 


iis cnetnuntieanen eeenaen tad Seer — 
ete OS EE SS RIPE S I 


Cc eR tbat 





m5 eo Tree 





1428 


mous consent, on motion of Mr. Cooper of Texas, it was extended 
five minutes. 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia. I am in favor of this provision 
which I have just read, sir, because I believe the language of this 
section was the purpose and intent of the original act, and I see 
a possible wrong in paying in silver notes that were given for 
silver. 

Now, sir, I will say as to the balance of this section, I will be in 
favor of the same provision with reference to the greenbacks pro- 
vided that I can satisfy myself that it can be done without any bad 
faith on the part of the Government, as to which I am not entirely 
satisfied. I think it ought to be done, if it can be done with honor. 

I can not support the first section of the substitute, which pro- 
vides that all the silver bullion of the world, wherever and by 
whoever owned, when presented at the mints of the United 
States, shali be coined for the owner free of cost to him, the 
owner to receive a standard silver dollar for every 412} grains of 
standard silver bullion nine-tenths fine so presented at the mint, 
and when these coins are received in the Treasury silver certifi- 
cates to be issued therefor. Thus in effect a silver-dollar certificate 
going into circulation and becoming an obligation of the Gov- 
ernment for an amount of silver which, without the passage 
of this section, the Government can buy in open market for a 
sum about one-half that which the owner will get for it from 
the Government under the operation of this section if enacted 
into law. 

There are other grave reasons, but this is sufficient and control- 
ling to me, so much so that if I am not permitted to vote upon 
these distinct and independent sections separately, and am com- 

»elled to vote upon them as. a whole, my understanding of my 

uty will compel me to vote to nonconcur in the substitute, 
though I sincerely hope we may be given the aw to vote 
separately on these distinct sections, standing independent of and 
having no connection with each other—each upon its own merits. 

And it does seem to me that if the extreme advocates for free 
coinage persist in holding they will have all or none, and refuse 
an opportunity to that which I believe we may get, viz, the 
great benefits and immensely enlarged circulation of silver to re- 
sult from the second, third, and fourth sections with the first left 
out, with the incident relief to the gold reserve, the loss to the 
people will be owing to them, and they will have ‘lost the sub- 
stance by grabbing at the shadow.” 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, the ~~ excuse I have for 
burdening the House with any remarks upon this question is that 
I expect to be called away and shall not have an opportunity to 
vote upon the several propositions under discussion, and for that 
reason it is but just to myself as well as to my constituents that 
I should define my position upon these various questions. Now, 
as I understand it, when the discussion ceases a motion will be 
made to concur in the Senate substitute. I want to say, Mr. 
Speaker, on that proposition, that if my I shall not vote to 
concur. I am not in favor of the unlimited coinage of silver in 
this country; I am not in favor of throwing our ports open to the 
commerce of the world without any restrictions; nor am I in fa- 
vor of throwing our mints open to the free coinage of silver of the 
world without restriction. erefore if present I shall cast my 
vote, as I have suggested, against concurring in the Senate sub- 
stitute. 

I am further informed that the next question that will be sub- 
mitted to the House will be on a motion to nonconcur in the 
Senate substitute, and insist upon the House bill. If present I will 
cast my vote against this proposition also, for I did not believe, and 
do not now believe, that the bill passed by the House should be- 
come alaw. I can not see the necessity of enacting that law at 
this time. While perhaps some amendment of the law of 1875 
should be made, I can not see the necessity for the House bond 
bill leaving the law of 1875 upon the statute books. I believe the 
power of the Secretary of the Treasury should be restricted with 
reference to the issuance of bonds. , upon that proposition I 
would also vote no. 

There is another proposition or two, separate and independent, 
that will doubtless come before this House in the way of an amend- 
_ ment to the Senate substitute, and that is with reference to retir- 
ing notes of less denominations than $10. Now, I believe in bimet- 
allism, and I believe that we should do just as much as we can, 
with safety, toward bringing the two metals together. In other 
words, if we continue to discriminate against silver always we 
may never hope to see the two metals come nearer ther, and 
’ the breach will continually widen from day to day and from month 
tomonth. It seems tome we have an ex sc apg gl plac- 
ing in circulation all the silver that is uced by our own mines 


by adopting this method of retiring all the notes less than $10 in 
denomination and substitu therefor silver dollars or silver cer- 
tificates. Now, I am not ad as to the number of these notes, 


but they must run into the millions, and if we retire these notes 
and substitute silver therefor we thereby then find an opportunity 
of placing in circulation a large amount of silver money, equal, in 
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my judgment, to the output of our American mines, and by doing 
this we will show a disposition to aid silver and prove tothe coun- 
try that we are in fact friends of silver; therefore I should favor 
that proposition, if I were permitted to vote upon it alone. 

Iam also inclined to believe that we could safely coin the seign- 
iorage in the Treasury and put that in circulation, and I should 
vote for that proposition. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that if we continue to discrimi- 
nate against silver always, if we fail to = in circulation that part 
of our silver product which we can safely put in circulation, we 
need never hope to see the commercial price of silver advance. 
Therefore I believe it is the duty of the American people with 
reference to the product of their silver mines to take the same care 
that they take of our other commodities. In other words, I ama 
protectionist. I believe in protecting our own industries; I believe 
in discriminating in our own favor and against the outside world, 
and I believe in applying that doctrine to silver. We can take 
care of our own product and let the rest of the world take care of 
its own. By so doing we succeed in finding an opportunity to cir- 
culate every silver dollar coming from our own mines, and cer- 
tainly we are under no obligation to Mexico or to any other coun- 
try on the face of the earth to take care of its product. [Applause. } 

r.DE WITT Mr. Speaker, it has been asserted on the floor of 
this House that to remonetize silver would at once restore the com- 
mercial parity of 1 to 16. This proposition, in the light of such in- 
formation as I have upon the monetary question, 1 can not accept 
as being correct. The commercial ratio existing to-day between 
silver and gold stands 1 to 32, so that bringing it to 1 to 16 would 
double the — of silver bullion.or cut in two the price of gold 
bullion. There is nothing in the history of the two metalsto war- 
rant this assertion of the advocates of the free coinage of silver. 
Silver when compared with gold has always fluctuated in value. 
Julius Ceesar on one occasion exchanged gold and silver at the 
ratio of 1 to 9. Livy mentions that in the year 189 before the 
Christian era the two metals were exchanged at the ratio of 1 to 
10, Under theearly Roman Emperors the ratio was 1to12. From 
Constantine, A. D. 306, to Justinian, A. D. 565, the ratio was 1 
to 14and 1 to 15. This shows, Mr. Speaker, that such mints as 
they had in the Roman Empire were open during this long period 
to the free coinage of the two metals, yet notwithstanding that 
fact the metals drifted apart in relative values and no ratio was 
steadily maintained. The history of our own country shows very 
conclusively that these two metals vary in value, each to the other, 
when cast upon the bosom of commerce. 

The laws of commerce are far more powerful in regulating the 
value of bullions than the acts of Parliament or the acts of the 
American Congress. In 1717 Great Britain called upon the keeper 
of the mints for a statement as to the commercial ratio existing 
between silver and gold. Newton, the master of the mint, made 
a report to Parliament of 1 to 154. Parliament desired that more 
silver should be coined, establishing a legal ratio of 1 to 15}, thus 
discriminating by law as against commerce in favor of silver 
three-tenths of 1 per cent. What was the result? A ratio was 
established in Holland and in France of 1 to 14, and the silver 
went from England into the commercial exchanges of France and 
Holland, where it found a better market than the mint market of 
England. The ratio which was established by the British Parlia- 
ment in 1717 of 1 to 15} was never changed, but remained upon 
the statutes for ninety-nine years. It remained statutory until 
1816, when Parliament abandoned the idea of establishing any 
legal ratio of the two metals which would be supported by a com- 
mercial parity, repealed the act of 1717,and thereby demonetized 
silver forever in Great Britain. What is true of England and 
Italy in the variation of values of these metals comes with equal 
force from the history of Greece; exchanges were noted as early as 
Herodotus in the fifth century before Christ. 

The Senate substitute under consideration, Mr. Speaker, which 
provides for the free,coinage of silver on a ratio with gold of 16 to 
1, contains no provision which in any way attempts to maintain a 
commercial parity of these two metallic moneys so that gold would 
not be driven out of circulation and out of the country. I am 
op to the substitute. 

ilver fluctuates in value in the markets of the world from day 
to day and year to year. How to maintain the commercial parity 
of these two metals on a given ratio when both are coined and 
used as money is a question which has puzzled many ages. It can 
be done in one way. A gentleman asserted on this floor yesterday 
that it could be done by an international eement. Such an 
international agreement can never be had. hy? From the sim- 
ple fact that in order to make it effective Great Britain would have 
to become a y to it, and she never will become a party to any 
such international ent. Great Britain, according to a state- 
ment current in the public newspapers a few months ago, had at 
that time within her dominions $1 300,000,000 of gold coin and gold 
bullion, and according to the statement of Gladstone the people 
of Great Britain hold in credits, which are payable, principal and 
interest, in gold, upon people of foreign countries and foreign na- 
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; 000. Under these circumstances, Great Britain, 
ame pape inet will never unite with the other nations of 
the earth in an agreement to coin and use silver in any given ratio. 
No, never; it is an utter impossibility. She is caring for Great 
Britain, and appears to be doing quite well on a gold monometallic 
a people of America who desire the further coinage of silver 
must abandon the idea of an international agreement; such an 

eement can never be had. The European nations—France, 
iceabe Belgium, Italy, and Switzerland—which formed what | 
was known as the Latin Union, agreed to coin and use silver upon | 
the ratio of 15}to1. Great Britain did not join with those na- | 
tions in that agreement, and she broke down the Latin Union; | 
so that each of those nations was compelled in turn to recede | 
from the agreements made in that combination. lask how, then, | 
can we coin more silver and maintain the parity of silver and gold 
on any established ratio? I will tell you, first reading a passage | 
from Professor Perry’s work on the Elements of Political Econ- | 
omy, published in 1866, when money was discussed for the benefit | 
of the American students in American colleges upon sound prin- 
ciples. This book was written prior to this great flood of silver 





bullion upon the American market. What does this author say 
upon this question of a double metallic currency? 


r, it is designed that both metals shall circulate in the same 
aun yg becomes Beceaeary that government shall determine, as 
well as it can, not the absolute value of either, but the relative value of each 
in each; and the value of each, estimated in the other, regulates itself inde- 
pendently of edicts or enactments. If the legislators can ascertain in what 
proportions they are exchanging for each other in a free market, they may 
mark that as the legal relative value of the two, but they must not suppose 
that their work will not require revision from time to time. 


Taking the old established principles laid down by this eminent 
author, which permeate the pages of all authors upon the science 
of money, but which have never been formulated into an enact- 
ment to perpetually maintain the parity of silver and gold where 
both are coined, I here submit a formulation in accordance with 
those indisputable principles of a frequent revision by which, if 
enacted into law, stating an unchangeable ratio, the revision being 
not in the coins, but in the reserves at the foundation of and back 
of the coins, to correspond with the ever-shifting commercial value 
of silver bullion, the commercial parity of the two metals can be 
perpetually maintained at the legal ratio. It is as follows: 

First. That the United States of America shall admit silver bullion to coin- 
age in its mints upon the surrender by the owners to the Government of the 
difference between the market price of the bullion and its face value when 
coined. 

Second. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall set apart, to be governed 
by the provisions of this act, any silver bullion the ool rty of the Govern- 
ment of 2,000,000 ounces, which fund shall be replenished from said sources so 
that the same shall not fall below 2,000,000 ounces of silver bullion, and shall 

known and designated as the seonntaey silver reserve fund. 

Third. That the aforesaid difference in bullion surrendered to the Govern- 
ment under section 1 of this act shall be held by the Government in trust, 
subject to the provisions of this act, and known and designated as the pri- 
mary silver reserve fund. 

Fourth. That on the first Monday in each calendar month the Secretary of 
the Treasury shail transfer from the primary to the secondary silver reserve 
fund, or from the secondary silver reserve fund to the primary silver reserve 
fund, as the case may require, silver bullion in such amount as shall be neces- 
sary to make the p silver reserve fund, and all of the coins under this 
act, equal in bullion value to the face value of all of the coins under this act. 

Fifth. That 371; grains fineness of pure silver shall constitute $1 face value 
under this act. 

Sixth. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and re- 
quired, when demanded by the holder of any coins under this act, to receive 
and retain said coins and issue to the holder in return thereof the silver cer- 
tificates of the Government in denominations of $1, $2, $5, $10, $20, $50, and $100. 

Seventh. That the coins and certificates under this act shall be legal tender 
(unless‘otherwise provided by contract) in any sum for any debt or obliga- 
tion, both private and public. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required 
when demanded by the holder of any coins under this act who desires to 
have the same redeemed to receive said coins when presented in the sum of 

00 or any multiple thereof, and place the same in the primary silver reserve 

und as bullion, and surrender as pay therefor, and in lieu thereof, to such 
holder from the er silver reserve fund.silver bullion of the bullion 
value of that day in the face sum of said coins so surrendered and redeemed. 


It will readily be seen that under this proposition silver would 
be remonetized. The party, for illustration, who should present 
$1,000 worth of silver bullion at the mint would receive 1,000 loge 
tender silver dollars. The balance of the bullion, commonly called 
selgniorage, would to the primary silver reserve fund. 

at which fails to be in the silver dollar to make it intrinsic- 
ally worth $1 in — is in the primary reserve fund held in trust 
for that dollar. is primary reserve fund is increased or dimin- 
ished, as the case may require, every thirty days, so that there 
be just that amount, no more, no less. 

I submit this proposition for consideration to go in the RECORD 
because the gentleman from Maine discussed the international 
agreement plan, which is impracticable and has been exploded, as 
the remedy for the silver question and the proper method for the 
further coinage of silver. Should silver remonetized under 
this plan, it would not disturb gold, but would aid in taking the 

from gold and would furnish a mint market for silver bul- 
lion. This would give it two competitive markets, the mint 
market and art market, which would, at least to some extent, en- 
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hance the bullion value of silver. Should silver bullionfadvance 
under this proposition, the Government would gain through the 
reserve; should it decline, the Government would loose. It is fair 
to make this deduction in political economy. A metal used as 
money and demonetized depreciates in its bullion value; remone- 
tized it appreciates in value. 

The Republican national platform of 1892 favors the coinage of 
silver ‘‘under such restrictions and such provisions, to be deter- 
mined by legislation, as will secure the maintenance of the parity 
of values of the two metals, so that the purchasing and debt-pay- 
ing power of the dollar, whether of silver, gold, or paper, shall be 
at all times equal.” The Democratic national platform of 1892 is 
exactly the same, only differing in the phraseology of the sentence 
in the resolution. I believe in the further coinage of silver on a 
safe, conservative, and enduring plan. The two great parties are 
together by their last national declarations. 

Why not this Congress devise the way to coin silver under safe- 
guards and redeem our pledges to the people of the whole country? 
Silver is an American product. It is a source of great national 
wealth. Why not utilize it and let the mines yield their wealth 
to the American people? [Applause. ] 

Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I am fully aware 
that nothing that can be said upon this floor can affect the result 
of the vote which will be taken upon the report of the committee, 
and that no amount of discussion will change the settled purpose 
of the large majority of gold monometallists or Pickwickian bi- 
metallists to prevent the enactment of any legislation looking to 
the recognition of silver. But this discussion extends beyond 
these wallsand reaches the great body of the people of this country 
who are vitally interested in the results and critically weighing 
the sentiments that control this body. ‘ 

THE REPUBLICAN PARTY ON TRIAL 

The last campaign was a remarkable one in the political history 
of the Union. It was an off year. No Presidential election was 
pending. Nevertheless, the Democratic party was arraigned 
throughout the length and breadth of this land as hopelessly in- 
competent to manage the finances of the country; that although 
in full control of the executive and legislative departments, it 
had entirely failed to give any relief to the suffering millions of 
our citizens and our languishing industries. And the people be- 
lieved the charge. The party in power was held responsible for 
the unfortunate and distressed condition of the nation; how un- 
justly, it is now beginning to realize. History declares the indis- 
putable fact, of which this side of the House is justly proud, that 
during all the half century of the government of this country by 
the Democratic party there was never an act passed contracting 
the currency of the people or imposing upon them laws calculated 
or designed to enrich the few at the expense of the masses, making 
the rich richer and the poor poorer. 

It has the enviable distinction of having been always true to the 
Constitution and its bed-rock principles; that the only justifica- 
tion for taxation is the necessity of it, and that its only virtue is 
in the equality of its burden upon all classes of citizens and all 
kinds of property. It has ever opposed robbery in all of its forms, 
whether directly by extravagant expenditures, or indirectly by 
tariff assessments upon the consumer for the benefit of the manu- 
facturer, or insidiously by the contraction of the currency, and 
thereby depriving them of the opportunity to work, the means to 
pay their debts, and of fair values for their products. That is 
still the position of our party, judged, as it should be, by its plat- 
form anh the votes of its representatives in Congress. It is es- 
sentially and by inheritance the party of the people. Its past 
record bespeaks its future, and it will yet, and at no distant day, 
resume business at the old stand as young and lusty as when ten 
years ago it emerged from its eclipse of a quarter of a century. 

As I was stating, in the campaign of 1894 the Republican party 
proclaimed that it alone was capable of conducting the finances 
of the Government and of infusing life into the arteries of com- 
merce, giving employment to labor, and restoring a general era 
of prosperity. The people took them at their word. That party 
is now in full possession of the Senate and House. Congress has 
been in session two months. The eyes of the people have already 
begun to open to the true situation. The recollection is now 
dawning upon them that this very party is the cause of all the 
financial ailments of the Government and of the ills of the coun- 
try. That party has erected monuments to itself which will be 
as enduring as history. It has enacted every tariff law that has 
been passed for the benefit of the manufacturers rather than for 
revenue for the Government. 

The act which destroyed silver as a mint money was enacted by 
you in 1873. From that date to this we have been trying to reha- 
bilitate it, to restore it to the house of its fathers, while you ave 
with equal persistency striven to prevent a resurrection. In Yo- 
vember, 1877, Mr. Bland (Democrat) carried through the House 
a bill for the free and unlimited coinage of silver which should be 
legal tender at face value. in January, 1878, the Senate amended 
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it by limiting the coinage to a minimum of $2,000,000 per month 
on Government account and providing for the exchange of silver 
coins for certificates of not less than $10 each. The bill passed as 
amended. President Hayes vetoed it ‘‘as an act of bad faith” to 
bondholders. It was passed over the veto. It was repealed July 
14, 1890. In June, 1890, a bill authorizing the issue of Treasury 
notes upon deposit of silver bullion passed the House. The Sen- 
ate substituted for it a bill for the free coinage of silver. The 
House rejected the substitute. The committee of conference 
agreed to what is known as the Sherman law. It became an act 
July 14, 1890. It provided for the monthly purchase by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury of 4,500,000 ounces of silver bullion, at 
not more than $1 for 371} grains of pure silver, and for the issu- 
ance of Treasury notes in payment, redeemable on demand in gold 
or silver, at the discretion of the . Itmade them legal 
tender except when otherwise stipulated in the contract, required 
the monthly coinage of the bulllon into standard silver dollars till 
the following July, after which he could coin only so much as 
should be necessary to provide for the redemption of the Treasury 
notes. 

It may be well to state also in passing that it also declared it to 
be ‘‘ the established policy of the United States to maintain the 
two metals on a parity with each other upon the present legal 
ratio as may be provided by law.” Now the mask can only be 
taken from this miserable appearance of silver ition when 
it is compared with the essentials or qualities constituting the 
stability as money of a metal. Those essentials are that the 
owner of it shall have free access to the mints for coinage and in 
unlimited quantity; that there shall be no charge for mintage be- 
yond the actual cost to the t; that the amount, by 
weight, of pure metal in the coin shall be exchangeable for its 
weight,in the bullion, and that the coin shall at all times be a full 
legal tender. The hollowness of the pretense appears at once. It 
was indeed a ‘‘ miserable makeshift.” Its author has since justi- 
fied, or rather excused it, by claiming that that was the only way 
to defeat the free coinage of silver. And, at last, the coup de 
grice was given to aspiring silver by the act of November, 1893, 
which re that portion of the Act which allowed 
the purchase of silver. That is the story. All the glory for the 
demonetization of silver—whatever that glory may is yours, 
All of the wrongs done your countrymen by that act rest upon 


your head. 
THE RESULT OF REPUBLICAN LEGISLATION. 

With Sir Christopher Wren you may point to your own work 
as your monument. You may claim as your-own eae pro- 
duction the long and continually lengthening list of tariff barons, 
manufacturing princes, trust-zmonopoly magnates. All the rivu- 
an es S 7 ee of her industry me 
under the system 0 1 extrav: , anc 
class favoritisin, inaugurated ro. by the ublican 
party during the pe thirty-five years, been poured into the cav- 
ernous vaults of the favored few of her citizens and of the alien. 
That party has been the means of concentrating wealth to an extent 
never before known to any nation or people. E with her 
centuries of feudal despotism, class distinctions, hereditary 
accumulations stands awestricken in the presence of the colossal 


ity within the n 
I need not dwell upon details. They are known of all men. 
Extreme wealth and extreme have become the features of 


cent of our population owns 
f the people must divide ae "all: — 
per cent o people m among in all manner 
rtions this unapp other half of the wealth of the 
nation. It is they who are vitally interested in this measure and 
who are keenly alive to the ition to be made of it. They 
realize that within the thirty-three years twenty thousand 
millions of wealth of this country, created and produced by its 
honest toilers, have passed into the hands and under the control 


of capital, and that that is con ing at the rate of about 
one billion each year census of 1890 them further that 
from 1861 to 1890 the of these United States were 

to run into debt, pu and private, twenty mil- 


ing, and development of all our resources. _— 
this, the great mass of the have y been growing 
poorer and poorer, and ihe th created by them has flowed into 


Led to 
anaes CORRES ae Se 
finan system upon our agricultural States 
the benefits to the States where capital 
has taken its e. One illustration will be The 16 
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Kentucky, Virginia, West Virginia, Tennessee, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Loui- 
siana have a combined area of about 800,000 square miles. The 
State of New York has about 50,000 square miles. The popula- 
tion of the 16 States was about 21,000,000 in 1880, and that of New 
York about 5,000,000. The assessed valuation of the property of 
the 16 States was a little over $4,000,000,000 in 1880, while that 
of New York was $2,650.000,000. Now, in the ten years the 16 
Ss States, with an area sixteen times as great as that of 

ew York, increased in wealth eleven hundred and fifty millions, 
while that State alone gained eleven hundred and twenty-three 
millions. These silent figures tell more eloquently than I can the 
story of the great body of the people being made hewers of wood 
and drawers of water for the favored few. If any further evi- 
dence is desired, it can easily be found in the comparison of the 
values of our two great export crops, cotton and wheat, in the 
years 1881 and 1893, which has been compiled as follows: 


In 1881 the wheat crop of the United States was 383,000,000 bushels. It real- 


ized $456,000,000. 

The cotton of the United States for the same period, estimated at 
6,000,000 bales, at pounds per bale, at 10 cents per pound, would amount to 
$282,000,000; the same weight of cotton in 18%, at the selling price of 6 cents 
per pound, realized only $169.200,000, or a difference in the price of the crop, 
estimating the quantity the same, of $112,800,000, 

The difference in the price of wheat for the same period, 1881 and 1893, was 
$243,000,000 less than 1851, so that we have a shrinkage of values in the two 
staple crops of the country of $355,800,000, which, together with the other 
staple —. will make at least a shrinkage in farm products alone of more 


than ai 000,000 per year. 

We have for the twelve years lost in the material wealth, the product 
of the soil from which the wealth of the nee derived, $12,000,000,000, 
With this vast sum of money in the country we should never have been in 
the pitiable condition we are to-day—a sum so large that it would purchase 
all the railroad and wa or unwatered, besides leaving a 
surplus. 

THE ACT OF 1873 CHIEFLY RESPONSIBLE. 


That this robbery of the producing and laboring classes has 
been chiefly accomplished through the instrumentality of the de- 
monetizing act of 1873 hasnever been successfully denied and has 
been conceded by the greatest of Republican statesmen and poli- 
ticians. It would indeed be a bootiless task to enter upon the dis- 
cussion of that subject at this late date. Those that are not now 
ap a of the fact would scarce believe though one came from 
the dead. 

In 1880 Secretary of State James G. Blaine said: 


On the much-vexed and long-mooted question as to bimetallic or mcnome- 
tallic standard my own views are sufficiently indicated in the remarks I have 
ade. Ibelieve struggle now going on in this anaes and in other coun- 
tries for a — gold standard would, if successful, produce eeemvend dis- 
roughout the commercial world. The destruction of silver as 
mone ishing gold as the sole unit of value must have a ruinous 
effect on all forms of property except those investments which yield a fixed 
return inmoney. These would be enormously enhanced in value and woul 
gain a portionate and unfair advantage over every other _— of 
Y. If,as the most reliable statistics affirm, there are nearly ene 

),000 of coin or bullion in the world, very equally divided between gold and 
‘ble to strike silver out of existence as money without rv 
to millions and utterly disastrous to tens 


I believe gold and silver coin to be the money of the Constitution; indeed, 
the money of the American to the Constitution, which the 
great organic la 


Ww as quite a of its own existence. No 
power was conferred on Congress ec. 


Congress has, theref i a either metal — not be 
money. © , therefore, in my judgment, no power to demonetize 
, Silver has been 


e . If, therefore emonetized, lam in favor of remon 
etizing it. If its coimage has been prohibited, Iam in favor of ordering it to 


be resumed; I am in favor of having it enlarged. 


Prof. Francis A. Walker said im an article in the North Ameri- 
can Review: 


Thea of silver will result in the enhancement of the burden of 
all debts and fixed acting asa drag upon production; and suffoca- 
tion, are 8s hardly too strong to express the agony of the 


tion, 
y when embraced in the fatal coils of a contracting money. 


Dr. Giffen, of England, chief of the statistical department of 
trade and an authority with monometallists, has admitted: 


If the test of greupacr be the event, there was never surely a better fore- 
papas on of ee such a eae. ve as to amount to — is known 
asa pure: wer £ $ generally, 1 mig most say 
uni , admitted. Meevared any ity or group of commod!- 
ties usually taken as the measure for such a ae gold is undoubtedly 
possessed of power than was the case fifteen or twenty 

ng power has been continued over a long 
minor oscillations. 


President Andrews, of Brown University, a member of the Inter- 
national Monetary Commission, concedes all that I have asserted: 
the underlying cause for the financial and industrial depres- 
sion is the fact of ie ceaeies lien the contraction 
of the currency and the di t of silver from its position 
in the world’s circulation; that it was ‘‘ the hardest, sadest 

ever delivered by the action of the States; 
ao of money these wrongs 


continue—to abate them, silver must be mon- 
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Hear what Senator JoHN SHERMAN, at present the high priest of 
gold monometallism, says in a letter written by him in 1878: 


During the monetary conference in Paris, when silver in our country was 
excluded from circulation by being undervalued, I was strongly in favor of 
the single standard of gold, and wrote a letter, which you will find in the 
pro wedings of that conference, stating brietiy my view. At that time the 
wisest of us did not anticipate the sudden fall of silver or the rise of gold 
that has occurred. The uncertainty of the relation between the two metals 
is one of the chief arguments in favor of a monometallic system, but other 
arguments, showing the dangerous effect upon industry by dropping one of 
the precious metals from the standard of value, outweigh in my mind all 
theoretical objections to the bimetallic system. 


There should be yoked to this opinion of one so high in Repub- 
lican councils and of such undoubted authority in finance the 
maiden and unbiased judgment of his twin brother in economics, 
the present Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle, who a few 
months previously sounded this clarion note to his countrymen, 
who even that early appreciated his remarkable abilities : 


Ishall not enter into an examination of the causes which have combined to 
depreciate the relative value of silver and to appreciate the value of gold 
since 1873, but fam one of those who believe that they are transient and tem 
porary in their nature. and that when they have passed away or have been 
removed by the separate or united actions of the nations most deeply inter- 
ested in the subject, the old ratio of actualand relative value will be reestab 
lished on a firmer foundation than ever. I know that the world’s stock of 
precious metals is none too large, and I see no reason to apprehend that it 
will ever become so. Mankind will be fortunate indeed if the annual pro- 
duction of gold and silver coin shall keep pace with the annual increase of 

pulation, commerce, and industry. According to my view of ‘the subject, 
Ba conspiracy which seems to have been formed here and in Europe to 
destroy by legislation and otherwise from three-sevenths to one-half the 
metallic money of the world is the most gigantic crime of this or any other 


“Tine consummation of such a scheme would ultimately entail more misery 
upon the human race than all the wars, pestilence, and famine that ever 
occurred in the history of the world. The absolute and instantaneous de 
struction of half the movable property of the world, including horses, ships, 
railroads, and all other appliances for carrying on commerce, while it would 
be felt more sensibly at the moment, would not produce anything like the 

rolonged distress and disorganization of society that must inevitably result 
from the permanent annihilation of one-half of the metallic money of the 
world. 


One more object lesson from statistics, and I shall leave this sub- 
ject In 1873 wheat was $1.30 per bushel, cotton 19 cents a pound, 
and silver $1.30 an ounce. The farmer could then pay a debt of 
$100 with 77 bushels of wheat or with a bale of cotton weighing 
526pounds. To-day, with silver at 57 cents, for him to pay a debt 
of $100 it would require 220 bushels of wheat, or 3 bales of cotton 
weighing 450 pounds each. And it is the unavoidable result of 
the demonetization act of 1873. It can not be explained upon the 
theory of overproduction. The statistics already produced in this 


basis of preduction. The ordinary law of supply and demand has 
been overridden by the higher law, that an insufficient currency 
reduces all commodities to beggars upon the market, be the pro- 
duction great or small. 

It is equally futile to attempt to ascribe this disastrous condi- 
tion to improvements in machinery’appliances. The tabulated 
statements appearing in the London Economist show that the de- 


cline in values is greatest in the raw materials and in which there | 


is the lowest minimum of the application or employment of such 
improvements. There is no escape from it. The conclusion is 
irresistible. 

The one great cause of the depression which is resting like a 
nightmare upon the people of this broad land—the producers, the 
laborer, the merchant, the manufacturer; upon all save the 
money lender and the security owner, benumbing their energies 
and paralyzing their industries, as they measure a future which 
can only promise further decline in values—is the statute law of 
this Government, which, with ruthless purpose, has deprived the 
veins and arteries of the business of the country of the sufficiency 
of the money which is its lifeblood. Let not gentlemen delude 
themselves. The issue confronts you. The people are intensely 
in earnest. The limit of the tether has beenreached. You made 
the law. You must unmake it. The country expects Congress 
toact. Almost every agricultural journal and every labor organi- 
zation in the country is demanding the repeal of that iniquitous 
law. Manufacturing industries, seeing the impending ruinous 
consequences of an Asiatic competition which it is fostering, are 
joining in the demand. Commerce has long felt its chilling hand 
and is eager to rid itself of its grasp. The one cheerful voice, 
bidding you stay your hand from interference with that lovely 
act, is that of your old friends, the bondholder and the capitalist. 
They will never get enough, even though it comes from the hearts 
of the poor, struggling masses, who have made you and made this 
country. 

BONDS CAN GIVE NO RELIEF. 

You have met this demand of the people by introducing and 
passing through this House a bill which is a masquerading farce, 
& meaningless nothingness, a vapid, airy, unsubstantial appear- 
ance of relief. , 
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It simply proposes these changes in existing laws: It provides for 
the issue of bonds, the reduction of the interest to 3 per cent and 
of the length of them to fifteen years, and for the issue of three 
year debenture certificates in the sum of $50,000,000, should it 


become necessary, in order to defray the expenses of the Govern 
ment. Thatisall. Should it be passed, no possible relief could 
proceed from it other than now provided by the existing law 
authorizing the issue of bonds. A3 per cent short-term bond will 
realize less than a 4 per cent long-term bond, and a larger issue 
would be required to raise the same amount of money. Nothing 
would be saved to the Government. By this bill not one dollar 


of gold will be kept in this country, not a dollar would be added 
to the circulation, not one single enterprise encouraged, not a day's 
employment given to labor. 
The height of its aspiration is to improve upon and render more 
facile the present indefensible system of issuing bonds—more 
bonds! It simply echoes the policy of the President and the See 
retary of the Treasury, adding by way of adornment a bay win- 
dow and a few turrets. The “grand old party” has pinned 
itself to the policy of the President, and is content to solve the 
financial problem by the easy and primitive process of borrowing 
money. It has committed itself to the system, odious to Ameri- 
can sentiment, and injurious to the interests of the people and of 
generations yet unborn, of levying tribute upon them im time of 
peace by the issue of bonds with which to borrow money to keep 
up a gold reserve whose only good purpose is to subserve the in- 
terests of bond investors by continually exhausting itself, only to 
be replenished by the sale of more bonds. Within two years we 
have issued one hundred and sixty-two millions, and yet the last 
condition of the Treasury is worse than the first. Another issue 
of one hundred millions will follow within a few days, and the end 
is not yet. The policy inaugurated by Secretary Sherman, cor 
tinued by Secretary Carlisle, and now approved and indorsed by 
this bill has proved utterly unavailing, a delusion and a snare. — 
The original act of 1875 may have subserved the purpose of 
placing the greenback notes upon a par with our metal currency. 


The effort to maintain the reserve so authorized is productive of 
evils exceeding in their magnitude all the depreciation that those 
notes could have suffered had they not received the support af- 


forded by that act. The remedy has proven worse than the dis- 
ease, under the application of the ruinous construction given to 
the word ‘‘coin” in their redemption. One note redeemed in sil 
ver coin would have stopped the drain of gold from the Treasury 


and the reserve would to-day be intact. But the face of the Ad- 
ministration is set straight toward gold, and there is no hope for 


It is very seriously ques- 
tioned whether the reserve is any longer of service in sustaining 
When it has fallen as it is to-day to 


| forty-six millions, there is no accompanying decline in their mar- 
ket value. Had it descended 50 per cent lower, the greenbacks 
would have scarcely depreciated one cent. The one hundred mil- 


lions is at best but 10 per cent of the Government's indebtedness. 
It is asking too much of the public to believe that this small « 
posit in our national vaults is essential to the maintenance of the 
three hundred and forty-six millions of our greenbacks at par with 
our other currency. The majority in this House thinks differently 
and will commit your party to the position that it has done all 
that is necessary to relieve the country when it has provided for 
which at 


} 
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most is not admittedly essential or for the public good. 
THE SENATE SUBSTITUTE THE REMEDY. 

The Senate in its substitute to this bill proposes relief which is 
practical. substantial, clear-cut, and certain. Itrestores the status 
that existed prior to the demonetization of 1873 by opening the 
mints to the free coinage of silver at the old ratio of 16 to 1; pro- 


| vides for the coinage of the seigniorage accumulated under the 
| act of 1890; requires bank notes under $10 to be redeemed and 


larger denominations substituted; and directs that the greenbacks 
and Treasury notes shall when presented for redemption be paid 


| at the option of the Government and not of the holder in gold or 
| silver, the greenbacks when so redeemed to be reissued as pro- 


vided by the act of 1878. 

That substitute, if adopted, will give relief. It presents squarely 
the issue that the only source of permanent relicf to the country 
is in the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. 


WE CAN NOT HOLD GOLD UNDER PRESENT LAWS. 


It is useless for the United States to attempt to hold gold. His- 
tory proves it; the conditions now surrounding us demonstrate it 
beyond a question. Our mines have furnished about one-half 
of all the gold of the world. Seventeen hundred millions have 
passed through our mints. Of that vast sum we have to-day 
only about six hundred millions. The rest has gone over the 
waters. Other causes must be found than that the greenbacks 
and the Treasury notes have drained it from our vaults, for, as an 
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evidence, from 1849 to 1879 there were no Syeeeey mse, and no 
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gold was paid for greenbacks. Yet during those thirty years, the 
era of our great metal production, of the fourteen hundred mil- 
lions of gold and silver produced, one thousand million were ex- 
ported. Forced residence of gold in our Treasury can only be 
temporary and fleeting. The three last purchases of it with our 
bonds remove the fact from the domain of controversy. So long 
as we are burdened with our present heavy foreign indebtedness 
and continue our foreign expenditures, by which the balance of 
the trade is against us, just so long will it be impossible for us to 
retain the gold which is necessary or required to liquidate that 
balance. 

Our indebtedness to Europe and foreign holders of our securi- 
ties is variously estimated at from five to six billion. Upon this 
we must pay an annual interest of at least $200,000,000. As not 
over 8 per cent of our exports and imports are carried upon our 
own ships, we must pay an estimated expense for carriage of 
$100,000,000, In addition to this, it is estimated that the annual 
expenditures abroad of our tourists is about $100,000,000. These 
three items make a total annual outgo from the United States, 
roundly estimated, of $400,000,000. Against this we have upon 
our side of the account not more than one hundred and fifty 
millions, ae of excess of exports over imports of products, 
manufactures, gold, and silver, leaving an annual balance against 
us of about two hundred and fifty millions. Under present con- 
ditions there is no reason to expect a reduction of this balance. 
Our gold must continue to settle, upon demand, these balances 
against us, so long as theycontinue to exist. Wecan not paythem 
by borrowing money. e can pay them by increasing the value 
of our products, which can only be done by increasing the value 
of our currency, and also by increasing the volume of our for- 
eign trade, which can best be done by monetizing silver. 


OUR ONLY HOPE I8 IN MONETIZING SILVER. 


It is a law of economics recognized by all that the prices of 
commodities rise or fall with the enlargement or the contraction 
of the career. It is needless to hope for any appreciable in- 
crease in circulation from gold alone. All the gold in the world 
to-day would not pay one year’s interest upon the bonded indebt- 
edness of the world. Dr. Giffen, the monometallist whom Imen- 
tioned, gives it as his opinion that practically the whole annual 

roduction of gold is consumed in the arts and sciences, none of 
t adding to the supply of money. Our population is increasing 
at the rate of 3 per cent a year. The per capita supply of our 
metal coin must each succeeding year become less and less. 
Prices must continue to fall and debts become harder topay. The 
result is as certain as the laws of Newton and Kepler, as sure and 
relentless as fate. 

The value of all money is dependent upon the elements of value 
vested in it by the law, which are its legal-tender qualities and 
its debt-paying power, and the debt-paying power is measured by 
the quantity of the legal tenders. nder the act of 1873 the quan- 
tity of silver dollars was then and there fixed, and under the act 
of 1893 it is prevented from being further enlarged. Silver has 
been reduced from a money toa commodity. This country is now 
upon a single gold basis; as much so as England and Germany. 

So, then, the fact confronts usin all of its fearful reality that 
under the laws upon our statute books the money of the people 
will year by year become scarcer and scarcer; commodities will 

ow less and less in value; all industry will be handicapped with 
the almost certain loss of a falling market. In a word, this fair 
country, with its boundless possibilities, which should be the 
home of millions of happy, contented, and prosperous people, will 
fall a helpless victim to blighting, merciless legislation. Our 
silver mines are ready and anxious to open their stores of wealth; 
but no! And why not? Because gold permits no rival, is jealous 
of its eeey, and wishes not for its daily growing greatness to 
be curtailed. The less money there is the better for those who 
have it is a fact too strong to 
tion to profit by it. 


WE CAN VENTURE ALONE UPON FREE COINAGE. 


Now the question arises: Can the United States, without the 
cooperation of Europe, safely venture upon the free coinage of 
silver—as the Senate substitute proposes? 

The great need of this Government is the infusion of some of 
the Monroe-doctrine courage into its financial policy. We boldly 
announce our fiat that no foreign hand shall lay hold of American 


resisted by those who are in posi- 


‘ soil or extend dominion already acquired, and we stand prepared 


to maintain it. The great heart of the nation beats nsive to 
the declaration. But when the proposition is suggested that we 


exercise our independence by establishing our own currency, we 
are seized with timidity and halted with dire forebodings and given 
visions of all the horrors of a debased and dishonored currency. 
We are told that we dare not run counter to the financial systems 
of the great powers of Europe. Prophecy is the last refuge of a 
defeated cause. ‘The future is iavened, armed with all manner 
of dangers and calamities, and employed to induce us to take 


counsel of our fears. It is very effective. Itis to-day restraining 
thousands of our citizens from declaring for the remonetization 
of silver. Their timidity is not justified by the conditions. If 
ever a people were in a position to work out their own tinancial 
salvation it is this people. We have 70,000,000 population, only 
a little less than the combined population of Great Britain and 
France. We have 3,000,000 square miles of territory. Our per 
capita indebtedness is less than that of any of the great powers, 
as this table shows: 








> . | Per 
Country. I opulation.| Debt. capita. 
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itd dian snd Keen eudianeksaen .---| 88,218,908 | 4,446, 798, 398 116. 35 
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EE ett cnt eee keneebabhs niuescns 17,550, 266 | 1,251, 458, 696 73. 85 
OD inceath cctinainditecgness cocunnds 69, 000, 000 915, 962, 112 14. 63 


In each of those countries, its per capita indebtedness largely 
exceeds its per capita of coin, whereas our per capita of coin ex- 
ceeds our per capita of indebtedness by nearly $4. We furnish 
Europe nearly one-half of its breadstuffs and three-fourths of its 
cotton. Our supply of silver is only one-third of hers. It seems 
bold indeed to assert that this great country, so marvelously 
favored, so Titanic in its enterprise, the foremost nation of all the 
world, should not be able to keep.at par its silver metal bearing 
the stamp of its mint. For more than a century it has done so, 
and at 16 to 1. The people of the United States are not afraid oi 
it in their domestic affairs. The great bugaboo held up to us is 
the effect of free coinage upon foreign exchange. At best, foreign 
exchange amounts to scarcely more than 5 per cent of the busi- 
ness transactions of the world; and almost the only thing that 
would be accomplished by the impossible ignis fatuus of inter- 
national bimetallic agreement is international exchange. In all 
other respects each country is free and independent to act for itself, 
as the almost infinitely varied coins and currency of Europe, Asia, 
and Africa to-day attest. 

If there is any power on earth that can restore the old ratio 
between gold and silver as money it is the United States. The 
conditions to which I have already referred, and the urgent neces- 
sity for the relief of our people, certainly justify the effort. So 
soon as our mints are opened to the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver the demand for it will necessarily increase. The strength 
of our Government and national resources would nullify the effort 
of gold to depreciate the coin and to place itself at a premium. 
Gold would no longer be the master of the situation, but the 
Government. The demand for it would decrease as the demand 
for silver increased, and they would soon move along side by side, 
in friendly parity, at the old step of 16 to 1, as they should do, for 
that is the ratio of the stocks of the two metals in the world. 

But let us suppose that, as claimed by the opponents of this sub- 
stitute, gold would go to a premium and remain there. Then the 
result would simply be the difference in exchange between us and 
the single gold countries to the extent of the premium. There is 
nothing in that to frighten us. The ultimate results would be 
vastly in our favor. That very rate of exchange is to-day a mighty 
barrier in the way of the trade between Asia and South America 
on the one hand and Europe and ourselves on the other. The 
rate is continually changing. The Japanese merchant can only 
guess at what his goods will be worth in English or American 
gold at the time of arrival at their destination. The profits of the 
transactions are largely Fo eam upon the exchange fluctuations. 
Our trading relations with them can not prosper when thus ham- 
= The advantage in the difference in exchange is all with 
them. 

China, Japan, and Mexico have the money they have always 
known and none other. Silver is to-day what it was. They are 
satisfied to receive it at its old valuation. If we are to compete 
with their manufacturers we must be content with silver on the 
same basis, and not at 100 per cent exchange. At the present 
bullion value of our silver and its exclusion from the mints it 
is on a gold basis, worth only one-half of its face value, and 
the only thing left us is the payment of the difference of that 
exchange before being placed in equal competition with our new 
Eastern rivals. Even the most ardent friend of protection can 
not hope for his old friend to cope with 100 per cent exchange. 
The extraordinary progress and development now being made 
in those countries, upon a silver basis, effectively chase away 
the dogmas, theories, and hobgoblins of the gold monometallists. 
The consular reports, which have already been so freely quoted 
in this debate, tell the story of the vast impetus given to the 
commiserated silver countries by this little matter of exchange. 
China and Japan's 1,000,000 spindles are alone sufficient to make 
anyone but a gold zealot stop and think a moment. 

there is no possibility of restoring the two metals to a parity, 
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if the line now drawn between gold-standard and silver-standard 
countries is to be permanent, then it is the policy of this country 
to cast its lot with the silver-using people. _ 

Hear what President Andrews again admits: 

3 ited States begin free coinage alone, it would take its place 

eae ao manufacturing nation of the silver world, and derive from 
that osition the immense gain which England has hitherto reaped, but 
largely lost, by the demonetization of silver. We should manufacture for 
Mexico South America, China, and Japan, and Englend, owing to the lack of 
var exchange with them, would lose most or all of her custom. No doubt 
on is a splendid chance. We may effectually dish England as a manufac 
turing and commercial nation by the means suggested. I do not wonder that 
this prospect carries away so many, for it is indeed a glorious one. 


The London Financial News, a very high authority in matters 
of finance, says: 

There can be no doubt about it that if the United States were to adopt a 
silver basis to-morrow British trade would be ruined before the year was 
out. Every American industry would be protected, not only at home, but in 
every other market. Of course the States would suffer to a certain extent, 
through having to pay their obligations abroad in gold, but the loss on ex- 
change under this Tread would be a mere drop in the bucket compared with 
the profits to be reaped from the markets of South America and Asia, to say 
nothing of Europe. The marvel is that the United States has not long ago 
seized the opportunity, and but for the belief that the way of England is nec- 
essarily the way to commercial success and prosperity undoubtedly it would 
have been done long ago. 

The balance of trade in those silver-using countries is now 
strongly against us, that of China and Japan alone being for the 
last year $34,000,000 in their favor. It will continue to grow as it 
is doing to-day, at most rapid rates, to the increasing injury of our 
products and manufacturing industries and the labor which they 
employ. oe : 

It will be a glad day for the vast majority of the people of this 
industrious land when the shackles of money contraction are re- 
moved from the energies of our people, and they are given the 
opportunity to carve out the destiny of their Republic and the hap- 
piness of its citizens with the money of their constitution, and 
that day is not far distant. This substitute will be rejected by 


this House. Nevertheless it voices, as I believe, the sentiments of | 


a large majority of the voters of this nation. 

Mr.STOKES. Mr. Speaker, in the time at my disposal Ishall not 
attempt to present in detail all the historical and statistical facts 
bearing upon the free coinage of silver. These phases of the sub- 
ject have been presented exhaustively, time and again, upon this 
floor and in the prints of the country. Every nook and corner of 
history on financial and cognate lines have been closely scanned un- 
der the calcium light of the concentrated attention of the monetary 
world, and the results spread out as a common fund of informa- 
tion. 

Hence, for the sake of brevity, I shall assume sufficient famil- 
iarity, both on the part of the House and on the part of the coun- 
try, with the leading facts to warrant me in merely referring to 
them, though under different conditions I should prefer, for the 
sake of symmetry and completeness, to quote the authorities in 
full. 

In the endeavor to adjust myself to the limitation of time I shall 
(1) bestow only a passing notice upon considerations of mere pol- 


icy—considerations which, to my mind, have heen accorded undue | 


attention in the discussions of this subject here and elsewhere. 
Believing that public questions are never. settled until they are 
settled right, I shall dispose of such considerations as have been 
accorded most attention, and having disposed of them, will (2) 
endeavor to present plainly and briefly the questions of principle 
and right lying beneath this turbulent surface discussion. 

AS TO MERE QUESTIONS OF POLICY. 

First, then, in discussing the questions of policy, I will follow 
the order of the distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. D1na- 
LEY], deservedly the leader of the opposition on this floor, in his 
argument before the House yesterday. I select his order because, 
as chairman of the leading House committee and leader of the op- 
position, it is to be presumed that he has presented the subject in 
the ak er possible aspect from the gold monometallist point of 
view. hat, then, are the considerations of policy urged against 
the free — of silver by the able chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means? 

_1. First 974 foremost (and this is the stock argument of the other 
side, urged »ith more or less of vehemence), that the enactment 
of this or any bill providing for the free coinage of silver would 
create widespread dares in business circles, an all-pervading dis- 
trust of the honesty of the Government, a disastrous shrinkage of 
values, and universal distress. This has been urged time and 
again in the same connection. Itwas urged with great vehemence 


at the other end of the Capitol last week, when this bill was on its | 


passage in the Senate. It was urged then that even the agitation 
of the bill was a menace to the pending bond sale, and Senators 
who favored the bill were charged with conspiring to defeat the 
bond negotiation and destroy the confidence of the financial world 


in the integrity of our purposes. All this and more was iterated | 


in the press of thecountry. And yet, Mr. Speaker, even while the 
guished gentleman was on this floor insisting with vehement 
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iteration that such results would follow with the absolute certainty 
of doom, there was being enacted in the Treasury Department the 
most crushing, because the most practical, refutation of his argu- 
ment. 

The bids for the one-hundred-million-dollar popular loan then 
and there being opened demonstrated that 4,600 applications, 
aggregating $558,269,850, had been filed at prices ranging all the 
way from par to 119. Not only so, Mr. Speaker, but the big bank- 
ers were fairly treading on each other’s toes and resorting to the 
disreputable practices of Wall street in their eagerness to get hold 
of these coin bonds; and offering to pay for these coin bonds in 
gold. Doesthis look like lack of confidence? Where was the dis- 
trust and alarm about which members and others have so vocifer- 
ously declaimed? Surely, Mr. Speaker, after this practical object 
lesson, concurrent and contemporaneous with the passage of this 
free-coinage measure, I need not consume more time in refutation 
of this argument of the opposition—their strongest argument, if 
we are to judge by the frequency of its repetition. It isno answer 
to this crushing demonstration at the Treasury for the opposition 
to say that the President, as has been intimated, has given as- 
surances of a veto in case this bill or any other free-coinage bill 
be passed. Without discussing the propriety of his conduct, or 
the necessity of some modification of the veto power given him by 
the Constitution, it is sufficient to say in regard to the case in 
hand, that Mr. Cleveland's power to interpose a veto upon the will 
of the people in the matter of silver legislation will expire next 
year, while these coin bonds run thirty years; and, to borrow a 
favorite expression of the other side, ‘‘ you know capital is pro- 
verbially timid,” even of remote contingencies. 

2. The second argument, from the standpoint of pure policy, to 
which the gentleman from Maine devoted much attention, wasin 
substance this: If this bill should pass, the Treasury notes would 
| immediately become redeemable in silver dollars, while the silver 
| dollars in the Treasury would not be free for the purpose of such 
redemption, being really the property of holders of silver cer- 
tificates outstanding. Hence, he argued, no holder of a green- 
back could get a silver dollar out of the Treasury without getting 
somebody else’s dollar, namely, the dollar of the holder of the cor- 
responding silver certificate outstanding. Admitting the literal 
accuracy of this statement, in what respect does this condition 
differ from the existing condition as to the greenback in its rela- 
tion to the gold redemption fund, which the gentleman seeks so 
ardently to perpetuate? What are the facts? There are in the 
neighborhood of $346,000,000 of greenbacks outstanding, which 
the gentleman, following the unwarranted construction of the 
Administration, desires to redeem exclusively in gold. There has 
not been at any time for several years exceeding $100,000,000 of 
gold in the Treasury for the redemption of these greenbacks. 
According to the Treasurer's statement for this date, there is only 
| a little over $46,000,000 of such gold on hand. At times it has 
reached even a lower figure. How can $346,000,000 of green- 
backs be redeemed with $46,000,000 or even $100,000,000 of gold? 
How can any holder of a greenback, under the condition which 
| our opponents seek to perpetuate, get a gold dollar out of the 
Treasury without getting somebody else’s dollar? If there is any 
force in the point raised against redeeming greenbacks in silver 
dollars, surely there is threefold more force in the point as ap- 

lied to redemption of greenbacks in gold exclusively as proposed 
by our opponents and actually attempted by the Administration 
without warrant or the color of authority of law. If there be any 
force in the point that no holder of a greenback can get a silver 
dollar out of the Treasury without getting somebody else's dol- 
lar, then surely no holder of a greenback can get a gold dollar 
out of the Treasury to-day without getting a dollar to which at 
least three other people have an equal claim. 

The condition so much feared by gentlemen on the other side is 
| already with us, in more aggravated form, under their favorite 
| method of an exclusive gold redemption. The difference between 
| our proposition and theirs is, that theirs involves more bonds, more 

taxes, more ees) our proposition means a strict compliance 
with the contract, less taxes, no bonds, and death to gold monopoly. 

3. The thirdconsideration of policy urged against the free coinage 
of silver is, that its effect would inevitably be to drive this country 
to a silver basis, and the stock references to India and Mexico are 
cited here on this floor in style ranging from tame assertion to in- 
coherent declamation—in no case supported by proofs of any 
| sort, or the semblance of proofs. It might be sufficient to point 
| again to that scene now progressing in the Treasury, and remind 
| our ‘*‘ friends the enemy” that with so swift and palpable a refu- 
tation of their assertions on another point, in the shape of a fresh 
| object lesson under our very eyes, we prefer to go a little slow in 
accepting their assertions on this point at their face value. 

The cold facts in point are that the Government has been of- 
| fered upward of six hundred millions of gold for an issue of one 
hundred millions of coin bonds at a rate of premium that would 
| yield interest at 3} per cent. Not gold bonds, mind you, but coin 
| bonds, at a time when a free-silver bill has passed the Senate and 
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is pending in the House! And there is nothing unusual about 
this. It is thoroughly in keeping with the financial history of our 
Government during the entire eighty years that silver coinage 
prevailed on equal terms with gold. 

In other words, at the very storm center of the agitation for free 
coinage, a call for one hundred millions of gold is met by prompt 
responses to more than five times the amount called for. There is 
a scramble for the bonds, and the premium offered voluntarily is 
such as to yield on the investment only 34 per cent. This, too, in 
spite of the Executive dictum (when the private deal for these same 
bonds was pending at 104 or thereabouts) that there was doubt 
about floating a coin bond at all; but that a bond payable exclu- 
sively in gold might be floated at 3 per cent interest. There is 
absolutely no eos that we should go to a silver basis, and our 
experience so far teaches exactly the contrary. 

4. Neither need I a the time of the House with the causes 
for the alleged decline of silver. It might be sufficient to deny 
any real decline in the value of that metal. The value of silver 
to-day as compared with the values of all staple commodities and 
forms of property is practically the same that it has always been, 
the slight difference being readily accounted for in the improved 
methoc 
which are cheaper than formerly as compared with silver bullion, 

It is only as compared with gold that silver has declined, and in 
that decline all other commodities have more or less shared. Is 
it not plain that to say silver and all other commodities have de- 
clined as compared with gold, is tantamount to saying that gold 
has risen in value as compared with ali other values? Is it not 
more rational to say gold has risen in value as compared with ev- 
erything else, than it is to say everything else has fallen in value 
as compared with gold? Is not the rise in gold an inevitable and 
necessary corollary of the fall of everything else? 

But granting, for the sake of argument, that silver has fallen 
in value, is not a sufficient reason to be found for that decline in 
the legislation against silver? The act of 1873 dropped the silver 
dollar out as the measure of value, the unit of account, and sub- 
stituted the gold dollar in its plage. If there was no advantage in 
the position of unit of account, oe did the gold combine seek to 
displace silver? Why did they seek to put gold in its stead? At 
the time the act was passed the silver in a silver dollar was worth 
a dollar and three cents in gold. As a result of that change, gold 
has appreciated until their holdings have doubled in value within 
twenty-three years, without their turning a spindle or plowing a 
furrow. They have amassed untold millions . a mere stroke of 
the Executive pen, unconsciously given, and the masses have been 
robbed by just so much, That legislation may affect the value of 
everything no sane man will doubt. If anyone doubts, let him 
procure the passage of a law a the use of pacing horses, and 
see where the price of pacing horses will go to. 

So much for the considerations of mere policy which are relied 
upon to sustain the opposition. Whatare the real issues? What 
are the principles, upon which the question should be settled 
rather than upon questions of policy? 

THE PRINCIPLES INVOLVED. 

1, The free coinage of silver involves the integrity of all con- 
tracts, public and private, entered into for eighty years. For 
eighty years, from 1792 to 1873, every contractinvolving the measure 
of value and the payment of money was predicated upon the silver 
dollar of 3714 grains of fine silver. During the period of the civil 
war alone the public contractsamounted to more than two thousand 
million dollars. The total, public and private, before and subse- 
quent to that war, up to 1873, would defy conception, not to say 
computation. By the statute of 1792 every one of these contracts 
in plain terms provided for liquidation in coin upon the basis of 
8714 grains of fine silver as the measure of value. Theact of 1873 
changed allthis. So long as that measure of value remained the 
same, every contract could be settled with equity and exact jus- 
tice to both the creditor and the debtor. Increase that measure 
of value, and the debtor is robbed by just so much as the increase 
multiplied by the number of units; decrease the measure of value, 
and the creditor is robbed in the same ratio. Increase it and not 
only are the debtors robbed, but every farmer and wage worker 
and producer is robbed in the markets where he sells his products 
or his labor. 

Nothing can be more elementary or plainer than this. The 
farmer is robbed just as surely by increasing the value of the dol- 
lar as if the half bushel in which his grain is measured at the 


market had been correspondingly increased in size; he is robbed 


just as surely as if the scales u which his cotton or his pork 
- pot at the market been previously loaded or ‘‘ set 


The fathers evidently a ted this fundamental truth, and 
— a they - : = a Bae commercial value of silver 
and gold varying slig m the coinage ratio, they properly 
adjusted it by changing the coinage ratio. But how? By chang- 
ing the unit of account, the silver dollar? Nay,verily. Through 
the changes in our coinage laws—in 1834, in 1887, in 1849, in 1853— 


of production and manufacture of those commodities | 





no change in the amount of pure silver in the silver dollar was 
ever made. And the reason is plain. It was the measure of 
value, the standard of value, the unit of account, and the most 
primitive honesty demanded that it be inviolate. Whatever 
change was made in adjusting the difference between the silver 
and the gold dollar was adjusted by reducing the gold in the gold 
dollar. Only once in all the eighty years from 1792 to 1873, under 
the operation of open mints to both gold and silver on equal terms, 
did it become necessary to adjust the commercial difference }e- 
tween the gold and the silver dollar by a change of ratio in the 
coinage. That was in 1834, when the gold in the gold dollar was 
reduced from 27 grains to 25.8 grains. 

It was left for the gold combine that battened upon the misfor- 
tunes of their country during the civil war, while the brave sons 
of the North and the South were drenching the soil in defense of 
their convictions—it was left for these sordid sons of greed to shift 
the measure of value by surreptitious means in the coinage act of 
1873, and thus unsettle the equities and destroy the integrity of 
the contracts of almost a century. By the act of 1878, which 
passed both Houses without many of the most prominent mem- 
bers knowing what its secret purpose and concealed effect would 
be, which was signed by the President without any suspicion of 
its intended effect—so carefully was it framed, so carefully man- 
aged to conceal its purpose while assuming the air of utmost frank- 
ness—by that act of 1873, procured in this way, the equities of a 
century were destroyed and the way opened for limitless oppres- 
sion of the masses of the people, for Tlianitiess pillage of the farmer 
and of all productive industry. In the name of the masses, who 
have been wronged by the rich for the benefit of the rich, we stand 
here to-day and demand that the wrong shall be righted; that the 
debtor, public and private, be allowed to discharge his debt ac- 
cording to the plain terms of the contract—i.e., in the coin of the 
Constitution (gold and silver), but measured in the silver dollar 
of 8714 grains of fine silver. 

And we deny that the payment of those debts in silver dollars, 
according to the terms of the contract, is paying them in dishonesi 
dollars. Our debts are payable in coin, and under the definition 
in the Constitution coin is both gold and silver; while by the act 
of 1792 the silver dollar is the sole measure of value. If the term 
‘*dishonest” properly attaches anywhere in this connection, it at- 
taches to that dollar which requires double as much of the farm- 
er’s cotton and wheat and corn to pay a debt as was required 
when the debt was made. 

Hereisa tableshowing that we have paid the civil-war debt nearly 
twice over in dollars, and yet it would require nearly twice as 
much of the products of the farm to liquidate the balance due, 
$889,313,380, as would have sufficed to pay the whole debt at first: 
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Add to this the enormous private debt during the same period 
and we get some faint idea of the mammoth stake for which the 
gold combine played during and since the civil-war, and which they 
are now striving to still further enlarge at the expense of the 
debtors both public and private. 

In the first burst of righteous indignation that swept over the 
country after the true meaning of the act of 1873 became appar- 
ent, men were sent here fresh from the ranks of the people to 
undo this wrong. Among them was the present Secretary of the 
Treasury, whose magnificent arraignment of that crime has rarely 
been —— never surpassed. Here is what Mr. Carlisle said 
in 1878: 


I shall not now enter into an examination of the causes which have com- 
bined to depreciate the relative value of silver and to appreciate the value of 
gold since 1873, but I am one of those who believe that they are transient and 
temporary in their nature, and that when they have passed away or been re 
moved by the separate or united action of the nations most deeply interested 
in the subject the old ratio of actual and relative value will be reestablished 
on a firmer foundation than ever. I know thatthe world’s stock of the pre- 
cious metals is none too large, and I see no reason to apprehend that it will 
ever becomeso. Mankind will be fortunate indeed if the annual production 
of gold and silver coin shall keep pee with the annual increase of population, 
commerce, and indu . According to my view of the subject, the con- 
spiracy which seems to have been formed here and in Europe to destroy by 
legislation and otherwise from three-sevenths to one- of the metallic 
money of the world is the most gigantic crime of this or any other age. 

The consummation of such a scheme would ultimately entail more misery 
upon the human race than all the wars, pestilence, and famine that ever 0c 
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Ai e history of the world. The absolute and instantaneous destruc 
curred in tt iS movable property of the world, including houses, 
ships. railroads, and all other appliances for carrying on commerce, while it 
would be felt more sensibly at the moment, would not produce anything like 
the prolonged distress and disorganization of society that must inevitably 
result from the permanent annihilation of one-half of the metallic money of 
the world. With an ample currency, an industrious and frugal people will 
speedily rebuild their works of internal improvement and repair their losses 
of property, but no amount of industry or economy on the part of the people 
can create money. When the Government creates it, or authorizes it, the 
citizen may acquire it, but he can do nothing more. — F 

I am in favor of every practicable and const itutional measure that will 
have a tendency to defeat or retard the perpetration of this great crime, and 
Tam also in favor of every practicable and constitutional measure that will 
aid us in devising a just and permanent ratio of value between the two 
metals, so that they may circulate side by side and not alternately drive each 
other into exile from one country to another.—Congressional Record, volume 
7, part 5, page 41, Appendix. x ‘ 

Closing the same speech, Mr. Carlisle uses the following extraor- 


dinary language: 
Our power of legislation over this subject will not be exhausted by the 
sage of this measure, and we ought not to halt for a single moment in our 
efforts te complete the work of relief inaugurated by it. The struggle now 
going on can not cease, and ought not to cease, until all industrial interests of 
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I say to such, We accept your challenge; we will pass this Dill. 
Do your worst. The contract right of the Government to pay its 
debts, according to the plain terms of the contract, shall not be 
tamely surrendered. The rights of the plain people shall not be 
bartered away. The worst you can do can be no worse than the 


| prolonged and ever-increasing distress of the millions under the 


existing conditions. Even if your new object lesson result in 
wreck and rujn equal to the last one, the loss and destruction of 
value can be no greater than the ultimate aggregate loss and 
shrinkage from the continued operation of the existing system. 
But after the paroxysm of this new object lesson is past the toiler 


in shop and field and factory will be free to pursue the road of 


| prosperity and progress without having his heels forever clogged 


with an ever-increasing load, without meeting a gold monopoly 
tollgate at every milestone. 


|Mr. HYDE addressed the House. 
Mr. NEILL. 


See Appendix. ] 


Mr. Speaker, it is scarcely to be expected that any- 


| thing which might be said at this time in the brief period allowed 


the country are fully and finally emancipated from the heartless domination of | 


syndicates, stock exchanges, and other great combinations of money ov 
in this country and in Europe. Let us, if we can do no better, pass bill after 
bill, embodying in each some one substantial provision for relief, and send 
them to the Executive for his approval. If he withholds his signature, and 
we are unable to secure the necessary vote here or elsewhere to enact them 
into laws, notwithstanding his veto, let us, as a last resort, suspend the rules 
and put them into the general appropriation bills, with the distinct under 
Santing that if the people can get no relief the Government can get no 
money. 

And here is what Mr. SHERMAN, the arch evangel of gold mono- 


go to a specie basis: 

It means the payment of $135 where he has agreed to pay $100; or, which is 
the same thing, the payment of $100 where he has agreed to pay $74. When 
he has purchased property and paid one-fourth of it, it means the loss of the 

roperty. It means the addition of one-fourth to all currency debts in the 

Tnited States. A measure to require a debtor now to pay his debt in gold, or 
currency equivalent to gold, requires him to pay 1% bushels of wheat when 
he agreed to pay 106; and if this appreciation is extended through a period 
of three years, it requires him to pay an interest of 12 per cent in addition to 
the rate he has agreed to pay. he appreciation of currency is a far more 
distressing operation than S-mators may suppose. Our own and other na- 


for debate by the Republican majority on this floor upon this, the 
mightiest issue which now confronts the American people, can 
add very largely to the general stock of information on the subject. 
With a full appreciation of my lack of preparation to discuss the 
pending Senate bill, and of my inability to do the vast and far-reach- 
ing subject justice even under the most favorable conditions, still 


| less at this late hour of night. I have yet deemed it a duty of high- 


est moment to seek opportunity to present my views briefly, even 


| though my method and arrangement be crude. 
metallism to-day, said in 1869, when the proposition was made to | 


At the outset I beg to say that I gratefully salute the American 
Senate and render my meed of praise, feeble though it be, to that 
body for its prompt and ready recognition and performance of 
duty to the great body and mass of the citizens of this Republic 
in the passage of the bill now pending in this House. 

That Senate which in the past has often been the subject of 


| ribald diatribes from the penny-a-liners of the metropolitan press 


tions have gone through this process before, and always with the sorest dis- | 


tress. Itmeans the ruin of all debtors whose debts are twice their capital, 

though one-third less than all their property. It means the fall of al) agri- 

cultural productions without any great reduction of taxes. To attempt this 

task suddenly by a surprise upon our people, by at once paralyzing their in 

dustry, by arresting them in the midst of lawful business and applying anew 

standard of value to their property, without any reduction of their debt or 
iving them an opportunity to compound with their creditors or distribute 
heir loss, would be an act of folly without example in modern times. 

And yet these men have out-Heroded Herod in recent years to 
bring about precisely the conditions of misery and distress they so 
vividly portrayed. Shall we trust them again? Shall we follow 
them further? When they were fresh from the people, they elo- 
quently pleaded for the rights of the people; now they construe 
every point of law and of contract against the people, and violate 
law to doit. Wewho are fresh from the people to-day are stand- 
ing for precisely what they stood for when they were fresh from 
the people twenty-five years ago. 

2. Itis argued that if free coinage of silver under this bill be 
reestablished a hardship would result in the settlement of con- 
tracts entered into since 1873. My reply is that we should not 


hesitate to right a wrong because, forsooth, some of those instrnu- | 


mental in bringing about that wrong and who, by reason of that 
wrong, have amassed fabulous fortunes, will be compelled to dis- 
gorge some of their ill-gotten gains. Still, there would doubtless 
be a large number of innocent and honest contractors who do not 
merit any punishment of this sort, and for their protection I would 
suggest as an amendment to the bill (which is sent to the desk) 
that all such contracts be adjusted upon the basis of the purchas- 
ing power of the dollar at the time the contract was made, as cer- 
tified to by the Bureau of Statistics. 

I need not pursue the question through its various phases since 
1873. The compromises of 1878 and of 1890, and the final crown- 


ing infamy of 1893 have been burned into the memory of the 
masses. How the Executive grasped the reins and dictated legis- 


lation is fresh in mind. What was lacking in the act of 1893 to 
ve full swing to the conspirators has been since supplemented by 
partment-made law to fit the schemes and the desires of the gold 
combine. Never before, perhaps, in the history of constitutional 
government, have trusted agents of the people dared go so far in 
construing contracts to which the people are a party to the mani- 
fest disadvantage of the people. Mover before have trusted agents 
dared violate the laws so flagrantly to force the people's represent- 
atives along the lines laid out by the conspirators. And when the 
Congress hesitates to carry out their behests, forsooth, the repre- 
sentatives of the sovereign people are insolently met with the 
scarcely concealed threat that if we do not go forward and vali- 
date by law what the head of a Department has done without the 
warrant of law, there will be another object lesson of panic and 
ruin and disaster. 
By such efforts at compulsion every energy should be aroused. 





of the country and the sometime theme of the cheap-john and 
pinchbeck criticism of pseudo statesmen infesting this House has 
once again risen to the heights of a grand statesmanship and taken 
the initial step toward enacting into law a measure more benefi- 
cent, more just, more equitable, more largely enuring to the best 
interests of the masses of the plain people of these United States 


| the toiling millions, if the phrase pleases you, or if it displeases 
| you—than any legislation enacted in this Capitol within half a 





century of the past. Think you the action by so decided a ma- 
jority of that Senate, composed of Senators representing by entire- 
ties the sovereignties of all the States of this Union, is a matter to 
be lightly considered, pooh-poohed, and laughed out of court by 
the cry of ‘‘thrashing over old straw,” ‘‘ calamity howls of Popu- 
lists,” ‘“* wailing of anarchists,” and other kindred stentorian ut- 
terances of the attorneys and advocates of the single gold stan- 
dard of money? 

To those who entertain such views, let me sound a warning that 
they are mistaken, and perchance grievously mistaken. It is well 
that all should know and be advised at the threshold that there 
are representatives of the people on this floor who, believing that 
the time has not yet come, and with an abiding faith in the provi- 
dence of the God of nations that it will never come, for the pa- 
triotic and honest masses of the people of this country to be per- 
manently enslaved, in a thraldom thricefold worse than the worst 
example of African slavery, will stand unflinchingly by the action 
of the Senate and demand of you, the representatives of an out 
raged people, to do likewise. Looking to the environments and 
difficulties and obstructions besetting the pathway of the great 
mass of producers, toilers, and wage earners of this country, pre- 
venting absolutely that degree of material prosperity which It is 
their God-given right to enjoy, is it not, fellow-Representatives, a 
time for calm, deliberate, and unprejudiced consideration on our 
part? 

I have during all the period of my manhood life been a partisan. 
In my early manhood there came a call which sounded and seemed 
to my ears the call of my country, a call to arms in defense of my 
native Southland, whose flag I followed through evil as well as 
through good repute until it went down in a sea of gloom and 
disaster never more to rise. I was thena partisan. Returning 
to the paternal rooftree which, more fortunate than many others, 
had escaped fire and sword, I again, by the tolerance—if it please 
you—of the conquering section, was permitted to resume the 
duties and privileges of citizenship in a restored Union. The very 
logic of events, the instincts of self-preservation and a self-respect- 
ing manhood, made me a Democrat. Iwasa partisan. Later on 
I read and studied somewhat according to my limited opportuni 
ties the history of our Government and of the political economy 
affecting it, and became convinced that the tenets, theories, and 
practices of government advocated by the Democratic party were 
those best adapted to the welfare—material, moral, and mental 
of the masses of the people. I was still a partisan, and I am yet 
a Democrat, rock-ribbed and thoroughly grounded in the faith, if 
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I know myself, but nevertheless somewhat rattled and shaken up, 
as it were, in my partisanship. [A ge 

As a Democrat I would talk y, and of the theories and 
practices of finance as applied to our Constitution and Govern- 
ment, which are Democratic as I read the history and experience 
of the past, and I know full well that all I may say in this be- 
half will fall unheeded, and even scorned, upon the ears of some 
gentlemen whose Democracy in the past has been unquestioned 
and is yet Serene by me. 
my partisanship, in fact, a me toward discarding narrow 
as and to try to make my argument on the broader and 

igher plane of an appeal in behalf of all of my fellow-citizens of 
this broad and grand Union of States. In fact,I will take the 
liberty—I trust it is not an undue or an improper one—to remind 
my fellow-Representatives upon the other side of the Chamber that 
there is a duty resting upon them of as high importas that resting 
upon my humble self; that they should also rise above the low 
plane of partisanship, eschew all desires and practices looking 
simply to party advantage, and cooperate with gentlemen on 
both sides of the Chamber in striving to do our whole duty to the 
entire people of these United States. 

A majority of you gentlemen, acting under the party whip, 
nominally in response to the sensational message of the President 
so dramatically sent to the Senate on the evening of December 20, 
1895, passed a bill soon afterwards for the issuance of United States 
bonds, which bill reads as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin redemption fund, and to 
authorize the issue of certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary defi- 
ciencies of revenue. 

Be it enacted, etc., That in addition to the authority given to the Secretary 
of the Treasury by the act approved January 14, 1875, entitled ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide for the resumption of specie payments,” he is authorized from time to 
time, at his discretion, to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par in 
coin, coupon or registered bonds of the United States, to an amount sufficient 
for the object stated in this section, bearing not to exceed 3 per cent interest 
per annum, payable semiannually, and redeemable at the pleasure of the 

nited States, in coin, after five years from their date, and payable in fifteen 
years after their date, with like qualities, privileges, and exemptions pro- 
vided in said act for the bonds therein authorized. And the Secretary of the 

‘Treasury shall use the proceeds thereof for the redemption of United States 

legal-tender rotes, and for no other pu : Provided, That nothing in this 

act shall be construed to repeal or modify an act approved May 31, 1878, en- 
titled “An act toforbid the further retirement of United States legal-tender 
notes."’ Whenever the Secretary of the Treasury shall offer any of the bonds 
authorized for sale by this act or = resumption act of 1875, he shall ad- 
vertise the same and authorize subscriptions therefor to be made at the 

Treasury Department and at the subtreasuries and designated depositories 

of the Uni States. 

Suc. 2. That to provide for any temporary deficiency now existing, or which 
may hereafter occur, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, at 
his discretion, toissue certificates of indebtedness of the United States, toan 
amount not exceeding $50,000,000, payable in three years after their date to 
the bearer in lawful money of the United States, of the denomination of $20, 
or multiples thereof, with annual coupons for interest at the rate of 3 per cent 
per annum, and to sell and dis of the same for not less than an equal 
amount of lawful money of the United States at the Treasury Department 
and at the subtreasuries and d ated depositories of the United States and 
at such post-offices as he may select. And such certificates shall have the 
like qualities. privileges, and exemptions provided in said resumption act for 
the bonds therein authorized. And the proceeds thereof shall be used for 
the purpose prescribed in this section and for no other. 


The Senate Finance Committee reported this bill with an amend- 
ment striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting the 
following: 

That from and after the of this act the mints of the United States 
shall be wee to the coinage of silver, and there shall be coined dollars of the 
weight of 412} grains troy, of standard silver, nine-tenths fine, as provsied b 
the act of January 18, 1837, and upon the same terms and subject to the lim1- 
tations and provisions of law regulating the coinage and legal-tender qualit 
of gold; and whenever the said coins herein provided for shall be receive 
me oe eee, certificates may be issued therefor in the manner now pro- 
v Vy law. 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall coin into standard silver 
dollars, as soon as practicable, according to the provisions of section 1 of this 
act, from the silver bullion purchased under au nny A the act of July 14 
1890, entitled ““An act direct’ ng the purchase of silver bullion and the issue o 
Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes,” that portion of said silver 
bullion which represents the seignio’ or profit to the Government, to wit, 
the difference between the cost of the silver purchased under said act and its 
coinage value, and said silver dollars so coined shall be used in the | poe 
of the current expenses of the Government; and for the purpose of making 
the said seigniorage immediately available for use as money, the Secretary 
of the Speaeeey, is hereby authorized and directed to issue silver certificates 
against it, as if it was already coined and in the Treasury. 

Sec. 3. That no national-bank note shall be hereafter issued of a denomi- 
nation less than $10, and all notes of such banks now outstanding of denomina- 
tions less than that sum shall be, as rapidly as practicable, taken up, redeemed, 
and canceled, and notes of $10 and larger denominations shall issued in 
their stead under the direction of the Comptroller of the Casrency. 

Sc. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem the United States 
notes, quae called “ greenbacks,” and also the Treasury notes issued 
under the provisions of the act of July 14, 1890, when presented for redemp- 
tion, in standard silver dollars or in gold coin, using for redemption of said 
notes either gold or silver coins, or both, not at the option of the holder, but 
exclusively at the option of the Treasury Department, and said notes, com- 

? shall 


monly called “ greenbacks,’’ when so redeem reissued, as provided 
by the act of May 31, 1878. : 
In this form the bill the Senate a few days ago by a ma- 


jority of 7, the vote being—yeas 42; nays 35. There was no 
demand by the country for the bill which you and sent to 
the Senate. That bill is said to be also unsatisfactory to the Ex- 


ecutive, in response to whose request you had professed to act. 
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In my humble opinion there is a demand existing to-day by a ma- 
jority of the people of these United States for the passage of the 
amended Senate bill, providing for the free coinage of silver, and 
for the retirement of all national-bank notes of a denomination 
less than $10. 

There can scarcely be a question of more importance to a free 

ople than the question of finance. Upon this subject Senator 

ONES of Nevada, in his great speech in the Senate in October, 
1893, used the following language, which I deem eminently worthy 
of repetition here: 

Upon a proper solution of the problem of money in a country depends the 
decision of the question whether there shall be in that country more poverty 
or less, more crime or less, more insanity or less; whether among its people 
there shall be more employment or idleness, more happiness or more misery— 
indeed, more liberty or moreslavery; for it must be borne in mind that men 
may be as thoroughly enslaved by unfavorable industrial conditions as by 
legal enactment. 

No matter under what form of government a people may live, whether the 
irresponsible despotism of a military autocrat or a constitution carefully 
framed to permit the widest play of political action, the table from which 
hunger rises unsatisfied will have no seat reserved for freedom. 

Surely a ——e that affects so vast a range of topics deserves serious con- 
sideration at the hands of a self-governing people. 

These are the utterances of a man who has given the subject 
great consideration and study, which his intellect, education, and 
habits of life preeminently fitted him for. 

Gold and silver coins are the money of the Constitution. On 
this subject Daniel Webster, whose great ability as a statesman 
was never questioned, whose most enduring fame, perhaps, was 
won as an expounder of the Constitution, and whose patriotism 
was never challenged, so far as I know, except in the closing years 
of his life in his own native New England, said: 

Most unquestionably there is no legal tender, and there can be no legal 
tender, in this country under the authority of this Government, or any other, 
but gold and silver, either the coinage of our mints or foreign coins at rates 
regulated by Congress. This is a constitutional policy perfectly plain and 
of the very highest smuporwance. 

The States are prohibited from making anything but gold and silver a ten- 
der in payment of debts, and aon no such express prohibition is applied 
to Congress, yet as the Constitution has no power granted to itin this respect 
but to coin money and to regulate the value of foreign coin, it clearly has no 
power tosubstitute paper or anything else as a tender in payment of debts 
and in discharge of contracts. 


The Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of Gwin vs. 
Breedlove, 2 Howard Report, said: 

By the Constitution of the United States gold and silver coin, made current 
by law, can only be tendered in payment of debts. 

Similar language was used by Chief Justice Chase and perhaps 
by some of the other judges of the Supreme Court in the decisions 
on the legal-tender cases. Of course I do not overlook the fact 
that this same court, by a bare majority, and by a construction 
which I think most lawyers consider a forced one, afterwards 
decided that the Government Treasury notes were a legal tender 
for the payment of debts. 

Silver and gold had circulated side by side at par in the United 
States from the date of the first coinage act in 1792, until the 
demonetization act of 1873, with the slight change of ratio from 
15 to 1 provided in the act of 1792 to the ratio of 16 to 1 provided 
in the coinage act of 1834. 

During this period there had been coined in the United States 
mints about $145,000,000 in silver coins, and under the operations 
of the acts of Congress of February, 1793, April, 1806, April, 1816, 
and June, 1834, respectively, the silver dollars of Spain, Mexico, 
Peru, Chile, Central America, and the crowns and 5-franc pieces 
of France had been made legal-tender money in the United States 
and were in circulation here to an amount estimated at $100,000, 000. 

It is the fashion nowadays of the advocates of the single gold 
standard to speak of the free coinage of silver as a new and strange 
doctrine, a device of Populists and a scheme of anarchists, in order 
to debase the people’s money, toruin commerce, unsettle business, 
and derange prices. [Applause.] And these same flamboyant 
orators iemnadiotely and in the same breath proclaim themselves 
the friends of the laboring people and manifest an interest in the 
welfare of the working classes, which might be somewhat touch- 
ing were it not so manifestly and transparently fraudulent in its 
purpose and design. In truth, the very first coinage law enacted 
under the present Constitution provided for the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver. It did more; it made the silver dollar, or unit 
of the value of a Spanish milled dollar as the same was then cur- 
rent, the unit of value. 

I refer, of course, to the coinage act of April 2, 1792. 

Section 14 of said act provided as follows: 

And be it fares enacted t it shall be lawful for any ae or persons 
to bring to the said mint gold and silver bullion in order totheir being coined; 
and that the bullion so brought shall be there assayed and coined, as speedily 
as may be after the receipt thereof, and that free of expense to the person 
or persone by whom the same have been brought. And as soon as the 
said bullion shall have been coined the person or persons by whom the same 
shall have been delivered shall upon demand receive in lieu thereof coins of 
the same species of bullion which shall have been so delivered, weight for 
weight, for the pure gold or pure silver therein contained. 

is was free and unlimited coinage of both goldand silver, and 
that without — oa for mintage. z 
And thus the law stvod until the act of Febuary 21, 1853, which 
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rovided for the lessening of the weight of half dollars, quarters, 
dimes, and half dimes, respectively. The sixth section of which 
act also prescribed a mintage charge of one-half per cent for coin- 
ing either pure metal or that of standard fineness. So that, as a 
matter of fact, under the coinage laws of ¢€ ongress there was free 
and unlimited coinage, pure and simple, from 1792 till February 
12, 1873. 


~ 
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During all this long period from 1792 to 1873, I have never heard | 


that any of this stock of silver money was ever discredited, or 
failed to fulfill all the functions of good money and sound money, 
at home or abroad, except at our own National Treasury, where it 
is refused and dishonored by the gold sharks, Treasury despoilers, 
and shylocks, who are permitted to demand and receive gold only 
in redemption of the Government's paper promises to pay, to wit, 
legal tenders and silver-purchase Treasury notes. : 

It is true that Secretary Carlisle asserted in his Covington (Ky.) 


| was absolutely so, it appears by statistics published by the Treas- 


| of the Director of the Mint for 1895, on pages 248 and 249, that the 


speech that the undervaluation of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, | 


established by the coinage act of 1834, when the ratio existing at 
the mints of France was 154 to 1, caused our silver to leave us and 
be taken abroad and sold as bullion. 


rhaps become @ stock argument of the gold monometallists. 

These men make these statements as evidence to prove their asser- 
tions that gold and silver coins will not remain in circulation to- 
gether when the commercial ratio differs from the legal ratio 


established by law. That is to say, that when the relative com- | 


mercial value of the bullion of the two metals varies from the 


relative value of the same metals after being coined the coins will | 
not both remain in circulation, but that the coins made of the | 
metal having the highest commercial ratio or value will be driven | 


out of circulation and sold for bullion. 

The weakness of these statements consists in the fact that they 
are palpably untrue as applied to the history of some parts of the 
United States, while they may be true as to the larger portion of 
the country. I assert it as a fact easily within my recollection, 
and more fully within the recollection of intelligent gentlemen 


older than myself with whom I have conversed frequently on the | 


subject in the last year or two, that the standard silver dollars of 
the United States and the Mexican silver dollars and the 5-franc 
pieces of France constituted a large part of the money in Arkan- 
sas from 1846 to the beginning of the war in 1861. I know from 
the statements of intelligent gentlemen, some of them older than 
myself, that the same state of facts existed in the States of Ten- 
nessee and of Missouri adjoining my own State. 


lt is within my knowledge that the receiver of the United States | 
land oftice which was located at Batesville, Ark., from about 1828 | 


to 1861, received large amounts of the silver coins above men- 


tioned in payment to the Government for its public lands, and | 


was receiving them up to the day the State attempted to secede 
from the Union in May, 1861. 


have very much money at that time. While it is true we had no 
great money centers like at present exist, the people there had 
money, most of it brought in by the immigration coming from 


the States east of the Mississippi River, and while I do not con- | 
trovert the proposition that in the more commercial States of the | 


Union, those having most intercourse with the countries of the 
Old World, it was a fact that between 1834 and 1873, when the 
ee ratio between gold and silver was in this country 16 to 1, 
while in France the ratio was 154 to 1, thereby giving a greater 
value to silver in France than in this country, there was a tendency 
in our silver coins of standard value to find their way to France. 

But it is not true that this was the case as to all our silver coin, 


and I have mentioned my own personal knowledge of affairs in | 


some parts of the country to prove that the coins of the two 
metals did remain in circulation together in some sections, and 
that those sections of country, enjoyed the benefits of bimetallic 
currency up to the disappearance of both gold and silver coins 
during the late war. 

But the question as to whether the coins of gold and silver will 
both remain in active and general circulation under any fixed or 
given ratio is not the great vital and underlying principle in favor 
of free coinage, which is the right of free access to the mints by 
both metals without discrimination against either. 

Something very like this was embodied in the seventh section of 
the platform adopted by the Democratic party at Chicago in June, 
1892, which reads thus: 


| amounted to an enormous sum, still the metal having free access to 





We hold to the use of both gold and silver as the standard money of the | 


country and to the coinage of both gold and silver, without discriminating 
against either metal or charge for mintage. 


Recurring for a moment to the condition of monetary affairs in 
this country from 1834 to 1873, during which period, as a matter 
of fact, silver bullion was undervalued slightly at our mints by 
the coinage laws, and when we were, according to the dictum of 
the gold-standard people, on a gold standard, I submit there was 
no inconvenience or injustice suffered by silver. The industrious 
muiner could dig out of the earth the precious metal, and there was 








| upon the fact that prior to the demonetization act of February 
The same statement has frequently been made by others, and has 


J 7 . |} ury and only 59,000,000 in circulation. 
I know it would be very easy for some fellow in the North or | 
East to say that down in Arkansas and the Southwest we did not | 


| knowing the amount held by the national banks, which are re- 
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a demand for it, and I may say truthfully an unlimited demand. 
If he did not choose to take it to the mints of his own country, 
and there have it coined entirely free of all mintage charge prior 
to 1853 and with the mintage charge thereafter, there was a good 
demand for it in France at a rate slightly above its coinage value 
in the United States. 

During the period referred to, that is to say, from 1834 to 1873, 
when, as our gold-standard friends assert, the United States was 
practically on a gold standard, and when we know that England 


ury Department of the United States that the silver product of the 
world was year by year increasing. I now quote from the report 





































































annual product of silver during the period from 1831 to 1840 was 
$24,793,000 coining value. Annual product from 1841 to 1850, $32,- 
440,000. Annnal product from 1851 to 1855, $36,824,000. Annual 
product from 1856 to 1860, $37,618,000. Annual product from 1861 to 
1865, $45,772,000. Annual product from 1866 to 1870, $55,663,000. 

The advocates of the single gold standard continually harp 


12, 1878, there had been only some 8,000,000 of standard silver dol- 
lars coined altogether, and that since the reopening of the mint 
to silver under the Bland-Allison Act of February 28, 1878, there 
have been some four hundred and twenty-odd million of standard 
legal-tender silver dollars coined, and that therefore this country 
is already flooded with silver. The gentlemen who indulge in 
this sort of statement—I will not call it argument—forget to take 
notice of the population of this country in 1870 and the vast in- 
crease between that date and the present. By the census reports 
the population of the United States in 1870 was in round numbers 
38,000,000, and in 1890 it was 62,000,000. 

It seems to me that it would beapparent to any fair-minded man 
who is really seeking for the truth that the people of this country 
would be capable of using profitably a good deal larger amount of 
money in 1890 and up to the present date than was required in 1870 
and anterior thereto. 

The same gentry also utterly ignore and in my judgment try 
to conceal the real truth in the case, to wit, that whereas, while 
prior to 1873 the coinage of silver in the United States had not 


the mints, and having abroada larger value as bullion than it had at 
home when coined, the people of this country got the benefit of 
all the silver mined in the United States whether it was coined or 
not coined. If it was shipped to Europe there was a return in 
money or some kind of commodity for its value. 

Another stock argument of the gold bugs is that the silver we 
already have will not circulate, as, for instance, that of the 423,- 
000,000 standard silver dollars coined by the United States mints 
there were on the Ist day of January, 1896. 364,000,000 in the Treas- 
And they raise a great 
hurrah over this, and say the people do not want silver and will 
not have it. They neglect to tell the whole truth, which is, that 
for every silver dollar in the Treasury there is outstanding and 
in the hands of some person a paper dollar in the form of a silver 
certificate. They also neglect to state the fact, plain to all men of 
some experience in the affairs of life, that at this time there is 
little or no gold in actual circulation. For instance, the state- 
ment from the Treasury Department of date February 1, 1896, 
issued from the division of loans and currency, places the amount 
of gold coin in the Treasury at $84,000,000, and the amount of gold 
in circulation at the same date $499,000,000. Now, of this amount 
stated as being in circulation the Treasury does have means of 


quired to make returns to the Treasury Department. 

This is stated in the report of the Comptroller of the Currency 
made to the Secretary of the Treasury December 22, 1895, on page 
15 of said report, as being upon July 11, 1895, $127,621,099. 

Where is the remainder of the four hundred and ninety-nine 
million asserted by the Treasury Department to have been in cir- 
culation on the ist day of this month? I state upon my knowl- 
edge and information upon such matters, which is, however, not 
very extensive, that there are not $150,000,000 of gold coin in the 
United States in general circulation, and I challenge any gentle- 
man’ on this floor to show where even that amount is, even by 
prima facie evidence. I venture to say there is not a gentleman 
within the sound of my voice, unless he be a bank official or has 
been about a bank, that has within six months past seen $500 of 
gold coin of any description whatever. It is an undeniable fact 
that this coin does not pass from hand to hand. Even the people 
who have it will not part with it except upon extraordinary occa- 
sions. It has been laid away in vaults, and the peope who have 
it wil) not allow it to be handled lest it suffer abrasion, thereby 
lessening its value. 

Another stock argument which has been used against any in- 
crease in our stock of silver coins is that because of its demoneti- 
zation by the countries of Europe it has not in any of those coun- 
tries a value as coin over and above its bullion value. And the 
Secretary of the Treasury, who in the spring and early summer of 
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1895 abandoned the duties of his great office and meandered over 
the country in advocacy of a system of finance which he had in 
1878, when a Representative in this House, denounced with a logic 
and eloquence alike superb, drifted down to Memphis, Tenn.—he 
was doubtless there by invitation—to instruct the Tennesseeans in 
the matter of finance. 

He is quoted by the St. Louis Republic, a reputable newspaper, 
which published what purported to be a full report of his speech, 
as saying, among other things, that— 

Up to the present time there is no onl tender in international trade. 
Whether payments are made in gold and silver ccins or in gold and silver 
bullion, the actual intrinsic value determines the amount or quantity to be 
delivered, no matter what may be the legal-tender laws of the different coun- 
tries, and no matter though they may have the same or different ratios of 
value between the metals within their respective limits. * * * The lawof 
France, for instance, places a higher value se silver relatively to gold than 
is placed upon it by the laws of the United States, the French ratio being 15} 
to 1 and ours being 16 to 1; but if 16: nds of our silver, coimed or uncoined, 
were sent to that country to be used in the payment of a debt or in the pur- 
chase of commodities, it would not be accepted at the ratio of 15; to 1 or at 
the ratio of 16 to 1 as compared to gold, but only at the ratio of about 32 to 1, 
which shows that neither our ratio nor the French ratio has —{ effect what- 
ever upon the value or the purchasing power of the metal itself. 

I place in contrast to this statement and against it the testi- 
mony of Mr. William P. St. John, the president of the Mercantile 
National Bank of New York City, taken before the Committee on 
Banking and Currency of this House on the 15th day of December, 
1894. Under arigid cross-examination by Representative SPERRY, 
Mr. St. John said: 

The silver dollar of the United States if it were in London to-day would 
sell at a discount of about five-eighths of 1 per cent, that is par, less freight, 
insurance, and interest to New York. It would not sell at the value of the 
bullion composing it,as you are sometimes told here. 


This statement went unchallenged by all the great array of sin- 
gle gold standard advocates and witnesses in attendance at that 
hearing, and [ assume, without fear of successful contradiction, 
that it was absolutely true. 

It would take a volume of vast proportions to contain all the 
objections which the gold monometallists in this country, not to 
speak of their allies in Europe, can bring up against the free 
coimage of silver at anyratio. They utterly ignore the experience 
of the country under the free-coinage laws obtaining here up to 
1873. With them experience is nothing. They have a theory 
which they intend to stick to; whether To ical or illogical they 
care not. Every mother’s son of them is like old Sol Gills was in 
the estimation of grand old Captain Cuttle, in Dickens’s novel of 
Dombey and Son, ‘‘ chock full of science.” 

They tell us that with the restoration of silver coinage, gold 
would at once go to a premium, that it would leave the country 
and go to the gold-standard countries of Europe. Then they tell 
us, which is true, that our largest foreign commerce is with these 
gold-standard countries. 

It occurs to me, as I think it has occurred to all rational men 

who have considered the subject without eg ey and with a 
desire to arrive at the truth, that if gold left this conntry and 
went to the countries of Europe with whom we have the most 
trade, we would scarcely be injured by that. If we sent over our 
produce it would be paid for in gold, and the larger the stock of 
gold there most certainly the higher prices would be. But in 
truth all this twaddle that gold would go to a premium in the 
event of the restoration of silver coinage is begging the question. 
As a matter of fact, gold is at a premium to-day, and has n for 
months. I hold in my hand the weekly financial review of Henry 
Clews & Co., of Wall street, New York, who, I believe, are con- 
sidered an authority in such matters. This circular bears the 
date of January 25, 1896, and states that the current rate of 
oa on gold and on legal tenders at that date was three- 
ourths of 1 per cent. The weekly letter of same date of Dim- 
mock & Ge, eae and brokers, of Broadway, New York, states 
that there is one premium on gold and another on greenbacks, 
but without giving the rate. 

In the line of my argument some minutes ago that the amount 
of gold in circulation in the United States is far below the amounts 
estimated in the Treasury statements, I desire tosubmit the opin- 
ion of Cox, Bixford & Co., bankers and brokers, of 46 Congress 
street, Boston, set forth in their circular of the Ist instant, who say: 

In order to bring up the amount of gold to his estimate the Director of the 
Mint is obliged to charge to circulation among the public the astounding fig- 
ures of $367,000,000, 

These parties further say: 

As this sum does not circulate, that is, pass from hand to hand, it must be 
either locked up in stockings or strong boxes, and it is a sufficiently ridiculous 
proposition to anyone knowing our people as to warrant some explanation 
on his part and an effort to produce some statistics in justification of his 

m, 

Continuing, they say: 

No less an authority than Professor Taussig, of Harvard, challenges this 
absurd assumption as follows: “ This last figure of $367,600,000 Lam inclined to 
question very much. I am inclined to think $150,000,000 is all the gold there is 
in circulation.” 

The gold monometallists of the United States assert that the 


only financial safety for our people is to keep our monetary sys- 
tens in havmnang with that of Saoepe. A few weeks ago there was 
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witnessed on this floor a wonderful ebullition of enthusiasm over 
the reading of the message of the President of the United States 
upon the Venezuelan controversy with Great Britain. I can say 
truthfully that I at the time marveled at the temper of men who 
manifested such a belligerent disposition toward Great Britain 
in a matter which, however much it enlists our sympathies, can 
scarcely be said to strictly, immediately, and vitally concern the 

eople of the United States, and yet the same men are so abso- 
utely cringing and subservient to England’s opinion, England's 
views, and England’s methods of finance. 

It is a well-authenticated fact, denied by no well-informed per- 
son, that at and for some time prior to February 12, 1873, when 
the further coinage of standard silver dollars was prohibited by 
law, that the coins were at a premium of about 3 per cent over 
gold; in truth, this fact is relied upon by gold-standard advocates 
as an argument against bimetallism. It is also a fact that at tho 
very date of this demonetization act of February 12, 1873, the 
United States had successfully resumed the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver dollars, which had almost ceased during the war 
and for some years thereafter. 

The report of the Director of the Mint for 1895, on page 273, 
shows that in 1871 there were coined of standard silver dollars 
$1,115,700, and im 1872, $1,106,450, and in the month and twelve 
days of 1873 ending February 12, $293,600. These facts to a plain 
man of common understanding would seem to be evidence that 
the free coinage of silver ought not to have been disturbed when 
it was in successful operation, especially as the law by which it 
was done is strongly suspected, if not proven, to have been tainted 
with fraud of the basest character. [| Applause. | 

It is contended by those who are opposed to the free coinage of 
silver that the general decline of prices has not been caused by the 
demonetization of silver and the correlative appreciation of gold. 

In the discussion of this identical measure in the Senate this 
position was taken. A Senator, in his remarks, asked the question: 

What evidence has been adduced by a single advocate of the free-coinace 
measure to show that prices have declined because of the so-called demon: ti- 
zation of silver, and that gold has appreciated, which is the correlative of t! 
decline of pricesin gold? None that I have been able to discover, except t! 
the price of silver itself has declined nearly pari passu with thatof the stu; 
commodities with which it is compared. 

Secretary Carlisle,in his Memphis speech, which I have hereto- 
fore alluded to, also assumed this position, although he did not yo 
to the full length of asserting that the discontinuance of the use 
of silver had caused no appreciation in the price of gold and no 
effect upon prices. 

While there are perhaps few phases of this subject of finance 
that are capable of clear mathematical demonstration, yet there 
are some things connected with it about which we may be reason- 
ably certain by means of observation, experience, and the con- 
curring opinions of those in the best position to get at the truth. 
Now, to my mind, as a plain man and a practical one, and in « 
small way a man of affairs and business, there is a vast multitude 
of circumstances tending to prove that the general fall of prices 
which has occurred since about 1873 has been caused toa greit 
extent by the demonetization of silver in this country and in Ger- 
many and the consequent measurement of all values by the amount 
of gold in existence. Iam supported in my view of this by many 
eminent authorities. Mr. Robert Giffen, the statistician of thio 
London Board of Trade, is perhaps the ablest as he certainly is on: 
of the bitterest enemies of bimetallism. From his book entitled 
The Case Against Bimetallism, printed in London, 1895, I desire 
to submit the following extracts: 

Holding, myself, the view that there is “a” relation between the quantity 
of the precious metals and prices, I have been frequently claimed by bim«'- 
allists as goingalong way withthem. Lavail myself, therefore, of the preset 
opportunity to give an answer as to how the question of the ratio of exchange 
between the precious metals and other commodities is fixed. [hold m 
fully to the view that it is fixed in no other way than is any other ratio, viz, 
7 the supply and demand, and by the cost of production of the last margin 
of supply necessary to meet the last margin of demand. * * * 


The demand for non-monetary purposes on the annual production is also 
preponderant in the ease of gold, and very large in the case of silver. Abou 
two-thirds of the gold annually produced is taken for the arts; and if the 
consumption of India is included, as being either for simple hoarding or for 
the arts, and in nocase for the purpose of circulating money, then the demand 


for gold for non-monetary purposes appearsalmost equal to the entire annual 
*s * 


production. 
E a with the stock of ous metals for purely non-monetary uses, the 
stacks of the precious me hoarded are very large. The military and quasi- 


military chests of military Governments like France, Germany, and Russi, 
the accumulations of the precious metals in these countries, far beyond any 
strict requirement of monetary circulation,areenormous. The United States 
again has accumulated both gold and silver in its Government vaults far 
beyond any ordinary monetary necessity. There are large private hoards 
besidesall over the world, but especially in India, where both gold and silver 
are largely hoarded. Whatever the motives may be which determine these 
hoards the hoards themselves are not money in circulation in any form, and 
the supply of these demands is not a supply of “money,” which can help to 
make any sach relation between the quantity of peer ane prices as the 

uantitative theory of money, and with it the bimetallic theory, assume. 
(Pages 82, 85, 87, and 88.) 

We see, then, how largely mistaken these monometallists have been who, 
in their dislike of bim: . have denied that the recent great demands 
for gold in proportion to its supply were likely to have caused a rise in its 
suchonge value for other _— ked at in this way. the fall of prices is 
in itself a proof that gold, in relation to all demands for it, has been relatively 
scarcer than it was. 
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Everybody who has wanted it has had to give more for it. If everybody 

ho wanted coal or pig iron was giving more for it than before, we should 
he tt sitate to say that coal and pig iron were relatively more in demand 
than they had been; and what we should say of coal and pig iron we must 
also say of gold or silver ina like case. * * © (Pees ai 

Some monometallists, as we have already hinted, have given a great advan- 
tage to their opponents by denying altogether the necessary connection be- 
tween a fall in general prices and a relative scarcity or short supply of gold, 
which they have foolishly done on the score of gold in the form of currency 
being abundant enough. (Pages 219 and 221.) 


This is one of a muititude of authorities to the same purport 
which might be produced if time permitted. That we are living 
in an era of falling prices and general depression of a majority of 
the interests of the whole people of the United States will, I think, 
be admitted by every observant and well-informed person who 
is honest enough to tell the truth. The great producing classe sof 
agricultural products, including the landowners as well as the 
tenants and laborers who perform the manual labor, are not 


prosperous. There is no thrift, no enterprise. The people who 


have considerable sums of money are unwilling to let it out, ex- | 


cept upon the most overwhelming and ironclad security. They 
are afraid to invest it In any kind of property on account of the 
general continuous shrinkage of values. 

The result is stagnation, labor unable to procure employment, 
landowners unable to make any profit by the most economical 
and industriousmanagement. Thisshould notbeso. The United 
States has a territory the richest on the earth; a population for in- 
dustry, enterprise, intellect, courage, and morals unsurpassed by 


any upon the globe, if indeed it could be equaled by selections 


from all other nations. he 
A benign providence has blessed the toil of the husbandman 
with abundant harvests, and while there is no lack of food and 


raiment, there are hundreds of thousands of honest people unable | 
to procure the bare necessaries of life in a sufficient amount, and | 


that without any fault of theirown. This evidences that there is 
something wrong in our condition. My belief, and in my opinion 
the belief of more than half of the people of the United States, is 
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that the present source of our trouble is that we are on the gold 


standard; one-half of our metallic money, although in use and cir- 


culating as token money, is denied at the Treasury of the Govern- | 


ment which coined it the full measure of its legal-tender qualities. 
And I will add that this is done not only without warrant of law, 


but in absolute defiance of law, under the paltry, miserable pre- | 


tense of keeping up a parity between gold and silver. 


Mr. Speaker, I charge, and I make the charge with all earnest- | 


ness and with a full sense of my responsibility, that all this cry 
for sound money and for a single standard and all this opposition 
to the coinage of silver dollars upon any ratio is directly in the 
interest of the holders of the $749,000,000 of outstanding United 
States bonds and of the holders of the hundred million to be now 
issued immediately under the recent bidding. These bonds, ac- 
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In con of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semi- 
annually in such coin; and 

‘Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 
act entitled ‘An act to provide for the resur m of specie payment,’ 
approved January lH, 1875, are required to be of e description of bonds of 
the United States described in the said act of Congress approved July 14, 
1870, entitled ‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt’: and 

** Whereas at the date of the passage of said act of Congress last aforesaid, 
to wit, the 4th of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standard value 
of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412) grains each, as de- 
clared by the act-approved January 18, 1837, entitled ‘An act supplementary 
to the act entitled “‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins of the 
United States, ’’’ to be a legal tender of payment according 
value for any sums whatever: Therefore 

Be it resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatia ner 


















That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States in silver 
dollars of the coinage of the United States containing 412 rains each of 
standard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silver coins as a legal 
tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in violation of 
the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor 


Mr. NEILL. I ask the Clerk to read the yea-and-nay vote upon 
the adoption of this concurrent resolution in the Senate. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


YEAS—42 
Davis, Tl Jones, Fla. Plumb. 
‘ong, Davis, W. Va Jones, Nev. Ransom, 
Dennis, Kirkwood, Saulsbury, 
Dorsey, MeCreery, Saund " 
Eustis, MeDonald, Sper 
Ferry, Mc Millan, Teller 
1, Pa. Gordon, Matthews, Thurman, 
, Wis. Grover, Maxey V oorhees, 
Hereford, Merrimon, Wallace 
Howe, Morgan, 


Johnston, Oglesby, 


NAYS—20. 


Anthony, Christiancy, Hamlin, Paddock, 
Barnum, Conkling, Kernan, Rollins, 
Bayard, Dawe Lamar, Sargent 
Blaine, Eaton, Mitchell, Wad h 
Burnside, Edmunds, Morrill, Windom 
ABSENT —14 
Butler, McPherson, Whyte, 
Cockrell, Patterson, Withers 


Garland, 
Harris, Randolph, 


Mr. NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I will not ask for the reading of the 
vote in the House of Representatives upon this concurrent reso- 


Sharon 





| lution, but will state that on the 28th day of January, 1878, the 


cording to law and according to the contract written or printed | 


in the face of each bond, are payable in coin of the United States 
of the standard value of July, 1870, which included standard silver 
dollars as fully as gold coins. No man will deny this, because it 
is a matter of record and a matter of law. Five hundred and 
fifty-nine millions of the bonds mature in 1907, one hundred mil- 
lions in 1904, and one hundred and sixty-two millions in 1925. 

The holders of these bonds are now getting the interest in gold 
without any warrant of law. They desire to get this country 
firmly anchored to a gold standard in order that the principal of 
all the bonds may be payable in gold. These bonds constitute a 
mortgage upon the property, the energy, the industry, and the 
toil of the entire people of this country for the next thirty years, 
and it will be utterly impossible for us and our posterity to pay 
them in that time. 

As touchin 


ernment obligations must be paid in gold alone, I desire to have 
read from the Clerk’s desk a concurrent resolution introduced in 
the Senate of the United States by the Hon. Stanley Matthews, a 
Senator from Ohio, on the 6th day of December, 1877. 

This resolution was considered by the Senate, and thereafter, 
on the 25th day of January, 1878, adopted by a yea-and-nay vote 
of the Senate—42 yeas and 20 nays, not voting 14. 

This same concurrent resolution was adopted in the House of 
Representatives January 28, 1878, by a yea-and-nay vote—180 yeas 
and 79 nays. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


_ Mr. MATTHEWs. Isubmit the concurrent resolution with a view of hav- 
ao for the information of the Senate and laid upon the table to be 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Whereas by the act entitled ‘An act to strengthen the public credit,’ ap- 
proved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 


Jnited States was thereby solemnly pledged to the payment in coin or its | 


equivalent of all tne interest-bearing obligations of the United States, exc: Pe 
in cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had expressly 


gold or silver; and 

reas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled ‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,’ ap- 
Proved July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redeemable 





v upon the subject of these bonds, and as touching | 
the subject of a gold standard and the theory that all the Gov- | 


| point, to pay all their governmental obligations in gold. 


resolution was agreed to in the House by a vote 
79 nays; not voting, 24. Amung the veas there is the name of Car- 
lisle, who, I think, is the same distinguished gentleman who now 
holds the portfolio of the Treasury, and who is so solicitous that 
the Government of these United States shall not pay any of its 
obligations in a money which he now considers inferior, to wit, sil- 
ver. Lalso observe the name of Herbert, if I mistake not the same 
Herbert who now holds the portfolio of the Navy, and who has 
found it convenient during the past twelve months to absent him- 
self from his post of duty and make stump speeches urging uy. 
people of this country their solemn duty, from his present 


of 189 yeas to 


m the 
tand 
[Ap 
plause. | 

Mr. Speaker, as illustrative of the feeling of the people of this 
country upon the momentous question of the use of silver money 


in 1878, only eighteen years ago, I desire toread the following from 


| the proceedings of the Senate on the 10th day of December, 1877. 





| 


| I have noticed; I have the testimony of 


] | ery of discontent? 
provided that the same might be paid in lawful money or other currency than | 


I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of that date. Mr. Mat- 
thews, a Senator from the State of Ohio, said: 

Mr. President, the general assembly of the State of Ohio at its session last 
winter adopted the following resolution: 

** Resolved by the general assembly of the State of Ohio, That common | ty 
to the taxpayers, the letter and the spirit of the contra i rw h the 
great bodies of its indebtedness was assumed by the United St: and true 
financial wisdom each and all demand the restoration of the silver dollar to 


its former rank as lawful money.’ 

Continuing, Senator Matthews said: 

This resolution was passed with great unanimity 

There were but three negative votes in the house of repr« 
one in the senate, and I have no doubt it expresses the delilx 
sidered public opinion of the people of that State with the ! 
among them as to unanimity as wasevidenced by the vote of their represent- 
atives in the general assembly. 

Mr: Speaker, in the course of debate in the Senate upon this con- 
current resolution Senator Matthews further said: 

* #* 








ame proportion 


* But my statement is, that gold hasrisen in value with all commod- 
ities and therefore with silver, and with silver only because it has risenin 
value with all commodities. 

I have the testimony of my observation: I have the testimony in the list 
of bankruptcies which I read; I have the testimony in the 
the prices to which real estate has 


ist of sheriff! ales 


sunk; and I could recount instances in that city which I believe to-day 
soundest and most prosperous one on the continent, where business has been 
transacted the least on credit—I mean the city in which I live (Cincinn 
where the depreciation in real estate and in every article of property other 


than gold itself has been actually unexampled. What else mea: 
What else means all this half-suppressed mut 
satisfaction? 

Ds gentlemen suppose that people are crying out when they suffer no pa 
Do they suppose that the voice of lamentation comes up from the hcmes and 
houses of the people merely that they may hear themsel, shriek and cry? 
Or is it the truth and is it the fact that the distress of the country is beyond 
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all historical comparison in our country and that to-day it will require but a 
few more turns of the wheel to submerge the majority of the body of the peo- 
ple into hopeless bamrremeey ¢ So then, Mr. President, on any ground and in 
any view that I am able to take, if we restore the silver dollar to its former 
and accustomed place in our legislation, in our coinage, and in our currency, 
we are still paying the public debt and all private debts according to a large 
and a full and overflowing measure of value. 

Mr. Speaker, who was Stanley Matthews? Was he a lunatic, 
an anarchist? No; he was a Senator from the great State of Ohio 
and died an honored member of the Supreme bench of the United 
States. With him, and his great colleague in the Senate at that 
time,was Allen G. Thurman, who heartily and warmly supported, 
spoke for, and voted for the resolution which I have had read. I 
will not take up the time of the House in commenting and calling 
particular attention to other great names whose support was lent 
to that resolution, many of them now historic. These men were 
talking and were acting at a time when the demonetization act 
of 1873 was fresh in the minds of the people, who were stirred to 
profoundest depths of indignation. 

During that very session of Congress, on the 28th day of Febru- 
ary, 1878, there was enacted into law over the veto of a Republican 
President the act commonly called the Bland-Allison Act, which 
yestored to silver dollars their full legal-tender qualities and pro- 
vided for a limited coinage of silver, which gave to the country in 
thirteen years something over $400,000,000 addition to its coinage, 
and gave very considerable relief tothe monetary needs of the people, 
and in a measure alleviated the distress of which Senator Matthews 
spoke so graphically. Butthe Bland-Allison Act never was satisfac- 
tory to the gold bugs of the country, and when I use the term “ gold 
bugs” now I mean those people who are directly interested from 
mercenary motives in the establishment and maintenance of a gold 
standard, and in 1890, during the life of a Republican Congress, 
these people were strong enough to secure the repeal of the Bland- 
Allison Act and the substitution therefor of the so-called Sherman 
silver-purchase act. 

This act has been confessed upon the floor of the Senate to have 
been intended as a device to prevent the enactment of a law for 
the free coinage of silver. I refer in this directly to a statement 
made by the senior Senator from Ohio in the extraordinary ses- 
sion of 1893. Thereis nosort of doubt but that the Sherman law of 
1890 was designed and intended, and that it did prevent the pas- 
sage of a bill for the free coinage of silver. This view of the case 
was evidently in the minds of the majority of the national Demo- 
cratic convention assembled at Chicago in June, 1892, when that 
convention in section 7 of the platform adopted used this lan- 
guage: 

We denounce the Republican legislation known as the Sherman Act of 1890 
as a cowardly makeshift, renga with possibilities of danger in the future, 
and which should make all of its supporters as well as its author anxious for 
its ey repeal. We hold to the use of both gold and silver as the standard 
money of the country, and to the coinage of both gold and silver without dis- 
criminating against either or charge for mintage. 

Was that declaration, solemnly made, and upon the faith of 
which the present Administration came into power, and without 
which it could not, in my opinion, have been elected, a delusion 
and a snare? 

We shall see, and history will record the facts. 

It is certain that the majority of Democrats in Arkansas have 
been terribly disappointed in the nonfulfillment of their under- 
standing of that declaration, dispirited and discouraged. They 
had followed the flag of their party with a fidelity as unselfish and 
a devotion as pure as that which inspired the patriot fathers in 
their struggle for liberation from the British yoke in the war of 
the Revolution. 

Having but few Federal offices located within their territory, 
their expectations of Federal patronage were necessarily small. 
They were not contending for pelf and power, but from love of 
principle and pride of party. 

= | had been educated y the men in whom they trusted into 
the belief that the system o coinage authorized by the Constitu- 
tion and adopted by Hamilton and Jefferson in the days of Wash- 
ington, and pursued and amplified under the Administration of 
Andrew Jackson, was a tenet of Democracy. To 
have one of their cherished doctrinal beliefs and traditions, in- 
herited from a —_ century, and endeared by the history of a 
— past, rudely thrust aside, nay, even trampled ane by an 

dministration which they had found in obscurity and by their 
oa suffrages helped to elevate to power, has been to them 

ndeed a draught of the bitter waters of Marah. 

In my opinion they will still adhere to principle and to the doc- 
trines and usages of Democracy as taught by the fathers of the 
party, but it is almost certain that they will not longer consent 
to be dominated by a faction whose sole aim seems to be to fasten 
this oe to a system of finance imported from monarchical 
Europe, and which will surely result in the ruin and financial 
enslavement of the masses and their children and children’s chil- 
dren through untold generations. 

It is, in my — as an humble member of the party in whose 
ranks I have toiled so long, tamara Bp tg ac It may be 
so,so be it, Lam 


that my candor will cost me my political life; 
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no better than the rank and file of my party. In the first remarks 
I ever had the honor of submitting on this floor, in February, 
1894, I said to my fellow-Democrats that, in my judgment, our 
grand old party was perilously near to shoals and breakers, [| 
was not a prophet or the son of a prophet, yet it seemed to me the 
danger was apparent—the elections in November, 1894, proved it 
to be so. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall vote to concur in the Senate amendment 
for two other reasons, namely, if the amended bill is enacted into 
law it will compel the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem legal 
tenders and Treasury notes in standard silver dollars without 
giving any option to the note holder. In the next place it will to 
some extent, even though slight, curtail the power of the nationa! 
banks, which I regard as the enemies of the human race. I haye 
not time to amplify upon this part of this subject. Let us, fellow- 
Representatives, do our duty in the premises without regard to 
any probable or prospective Executive action, The issue is upon 
us now; it may be shirked, but it willnot down. Seventy millions 
of poe are interested in the result; the right will in the end 

reva 


P ' 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By the order of the House a re- 
cess was to be taken at 10.30 p. m. until half past 10 o'clock to- 
morrow. Unless objection is made,the Chair will assume that 
consent is given that the recess be taken now. 

There was no objection; and the House accordingly (at 10 
o'clock p. m.) took a recess until 10.30 a. m. on Friday. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examinatious and survey 
for location of dams Nos. 2,3,4,and 5 of the Ohio River series— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Commissioner of Labor, replying to the House 
resolution of the 4th instant, relating to the efficiency of employees 
in certain Executive Departments—to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for engraving on copper a map 
of the United States—to the Committee on Appropriations, ani 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, replying to the 
House resolution of the 4th instant, relating to the efficiency of 
es in certain Executive Departments—to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4) 
constituting Syracuse, N. Y., a port.of ae ranerved the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 264); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HULICK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 327%) to 
authorize the reassessment of water-main taxes in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 265); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

r. BENNETT, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. Rk. 
4779) relating to the anchorage and movements of vessels in St. 

River, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 266); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred House bill No. 3342, reported in lieu thereot 
a bill (H. R. 5641) to grant to railroad companies in the Indian 
Territory additional powers to secure depot grounds, accompanied 
by a report (No. 267); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2662) to provide for 
the adjudication of the claim of the Fond du Lac band of Chippewa 
Indians arising upon the failure of certain treaty stipulations, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 268); which said bill and report were referred to the Commtt- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 4580) to amend 








1896. 


LL 

ion 3449 of the Revised Statutes, reported the same with 
rein accompanied by a report (No. 281); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


J 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
ee Tati from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By lar. HANLY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
4763) for the relief of W. H. Ferguson, administrator of Thomas 
A. Millsaps. (Report No. 269.) . ; 

By Mr. BLACK of Georgia, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5083) granting an increase of pension to A. H. 
McLaws. eeroy No. 270.) ‘ : , . 

By Mr. RDY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 2605) granting pension to Henry VY. Andrews, of Fulton 
County, I1l., a survivor of the Black Hawk war. (Report No. 271.) 

B Nr. COFFIN, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 8749) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida Rhoades. 
(Report No. 272.) s ‘ . 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 4968) granting a pension to Helen A. Jackman, de- 

endent hie of Lieut. William Jackman, late of Company I, 
Fourteenth Regiment of Maine Volunteers. (Report No. 273). 

By Mr. MILES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
pill (H. R.5140) for the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch, late of 
Company M, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry. (Report 

Vo. 274. 
? By Me, ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 4606) to grant an increase of pension to Mary B. 
Houk. (Report No. 275). 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson. 
(Report No. 276). ; ‘ , 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 1181) for the relief of Maria E. Wilson. (Report 
No. 277. 

By MD, KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 2621) to increase the pension of Jane Webster, widow 
of Joel Webster. (Report No. 278.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 1634) to grant pension to William F. Good, Company 
L, Tenth Indiana Cavalry Volunteers. (Report No. 279.) 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 2234) granting a pension to Joseph A. Cooper. 
(Report No. 280.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (8.507) to pension Mollie Crandall. (Report No. 282.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (8. 344) granting a pension toMary A. Hall. (Report No. 283.) 

By Mr. HANLY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H.R. 
1256) for the relief of Henry A. Webb. (Report No. 284.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
* nae following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 5633) to incorporate the Most 
Worshipful Grand Lodge of Ancient Free and Accepted Masons 
of Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 5634) providing for the with- 
drawal of distilled spirits from bonded warehouses by the distiller 
or owner, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans, 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 5635) to amend section 1754 of 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to preferences 
in the civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 5636) for the erection of 
a public building at Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 5637) for the relief of settlers on 
certain lands in Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 5638) to grant 2 condemned 
cannon and 50 cannon balls to A. G. Reed Post, No. 105, Grand 
—_ of the Republic, of Butler, Pa.—to the Committee on Naval 

airs 


By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 5639) to amend 
section 711 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the 
Committee on the J near 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 5640) disposing of 4 condemned 
cannon and 24 cannon balls—tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri (by request): A bill (H.R. 5641) to 
provide for the retirement of the Treasury notes issued in payment 
of the silver bullion purchased under the provisions of the act of 
July 14, 1890, entitled “‘An act directing the purchase of silver 
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bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other pur- 
poses,” to provide for the coinage of the silver bullion purchased 
under the provisions of said act, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H.R. 5642) toinsure creditors of cor- 
porations in the collection of their claims—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 5674) authorizing Rear-Admiral 
W. A. Kirkland, United States Navy, to accept the gold box pre- 
sented to him by the Emperor of Germany—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 5675) authorizing the con- 
struction of a wagon and motor bridge over the Missouri River at 
St. Charles, Mo.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 5676) to extend the provisions of 
an act to provide for the muster and pay of certain officers and 
enlisted men of the volunteer forces—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 109) to provide 
for an investigation to determine a location for the Naval Acad- 
emy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills, which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 1076) for the relief of George T. Vance and Guy 
P. Vance, executors of William L. Vance, deceased—Committee 
on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 1143) for the relief of Miriam Goodloe, widow, 
and Laura Blinn, Richard V. Goodloe, and Joseph A. Goodloe, 
children, and James H. Goodloe and Mrs. Fannie Hough, grand- 
children of James Goodloe, deceased—Committee on Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private billsof the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY: A bill (H. R. 5643) granting a pension to 
Charles A. Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5644) granting a pen- 
sion to Augustus Witte—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.5645) for the relief of James W. Wilmot—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 4 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H.R.5646) granting a pen- 
sion to Frances M. Roberts—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5647) for the relief 
of Mrs. Magdelena Eitel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R.5648) granting a pen- 
sion to John A. Link—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5649) granting a pension to Henry H. Taylor, 
of Burlingame, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5650) for the relief of Solomon F. Brown, of 
Topeka, Kans.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H.R.5651) for the relief of James V. 
Moore—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H.R.5652) granting relief to the 
heirs of the late J. M. Doddridge, of Wheeling, W. Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: A bill (H. 
the relief of Mrs. Jane A. Sanders, widow of Edward 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 5654) for the relief of Cath- 
arine Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R.5655) to increase the pension of 
William H. McClelland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 5656) for the relief of Hugh 
M. Henson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5657) for the relief of Hugh M. Henson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5658) for relief of 
Henry Runnebaum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5659) for relief of John Wade—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5660) for relief of Thomas M. Wadley—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R. 5661) to increase the pension 
of Anna E. Botsford, widow of Eli W. Botsford, late major of 
Sixteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 5662) for the relief of W. T. Fitz- 
patrick, Bedford City, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R.5663) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph E. McCabe, late sergeant Company A, Seven- 


R. 5653) for 
W. Sanders, 
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teenth Pennsylvania Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
si 


ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5664) granting a pension to Elizabeth Martin— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H. R. 5665 
¥. Rice—to the Committee on In 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill a. granting a pension to 


anting a pension to Henry 
id Pensions. 


John A. .oo™ the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TOCKER: A bill (H.R.5667) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Maria B. Brinton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5668) for the relief 
of Miss E. A. Lewis—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 5669) to increase the pension of 
Salem Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5670) to increase the pension of Richard 8. 
Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5671) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Elisha K. White and grant him an honorable discharge— 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 5678 
the charge of desertion from the mili 
Hamlin—to the Committee on i 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTII, the following ows and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of H. A. Carr and 47 other citi- 
zens of Flatwoods, Fayette County, Pa., praying for the passage 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Memorial of the National Board of 
Trade, praying for the establishment of r ocal trade relations, 
especially with Canada, Mexico, and the tes of Central and 
South America—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the National Board of Trade, urging the pas- 
sage of the Patterson bill,to prevent unjust discrimination in 
freight rates, without amendments—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

Also, memorial of the National Board of Trade, favoring aid in 
the construction of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 

Also, memorial of the National Board of Trade, praying for the 
continuation of the improvement of the Mississippi and Ohio riv- 
ers and their navigable tributaries—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petitions of citizens of Delphos, 
Concordia, and Glasco, Kans., to prohibit the issuance of liquor 
licenses except to those who hold a permit issued by virtue of the 
laws of Kansas, so far as that State is concerned—to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DALZELL: itions of the Structural Iron Workers’ 
Protective Union, of Pittsburg. Pa.,and the Blacksmith Workers’ 
Union, of McK rt, Pa., in favor of a bill to regulate the man- 
ning of vessels on Great Lakes—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

i B ee eee os Lentz en of An- 
och, Ohio, and vicinity, pra: ‘or the service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Soe he passage ge of the Stone immigration bill—to the Con 
asking for the e on - 
mittee on Imm: on and Naturalization. 

ee ae eee eee See 
ver, is ng an priation for the improvemen 
Columbia River between Renoaen and the mouth of the Willa- 
mette River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

— ee or = ohn cig es ene 68 —— 
neapolis, Minn., favoring Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Petition of 5,000 settlers in Oklahoma, pray- 
ing for the _ of the free-home bill—tothe Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, apne to accompany House bill No. 4091—to the Commit- 
tee on ms. 

ey, to accompany Honse bill No. 5596—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

_ By Mr. GILLET of New York: Petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Hornelisville, North Hector, South- 
port, Canisteo, Buena Vista, Havana, Reading Center, Odessa, 
and Wellsburg, all of the State of New York, in favor of the 

on of the sale of beer and spirituous liquors at Ellis A 

loes Island, and Fort Wadsworth, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
“eee T. S. Card and of Corning, N. Y 

0, on .5. and 79 citizens <p 

in favor of a bill to restrict immigration—to the Committee on 

ianmigration and N: 


removing 
record of Albert H. 


Also, petition of H. P. Burdick and others, of Hornelisville and 
ille, N. Y., against the Sunday-observance bill (H.R. 167 )— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

= Mr. HICKS: Petition of George W. Page, A. M. Snyder, 
P. F, Custer, and 45 others, of Mineral Point and Vinco, Pa., 
praying for the passage of the William A. Stone bill, restricting 
eo the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliz:- 

on. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Charles J. Kinnie and 51 others, of 
Rockford, Tll., urging an amendment to the Constitution prohi}) 
iting any law, State or national, respecting an establishment of 
religion or the use of public moneys in support thereof—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, of Allentown, Fredonia, and Frewsburg, N. Y., 
against the sale of beer at Bedloes Island, and Fort Wadswort)). 
on Staten Island, and at Ellis Island, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of Blair County Union ex-Prisoners of 
War Association, of Altoona, Pa., in favor of the passage of House 
bill No. 306, providing pensions for soldiers and sailors who were 
SS during the late rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HULICK: Petition of David Mering and 14 other ex- 
soldiers of Springboro, Ohio, and vicinity, for the enactment of 
the ee bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. : Petition of S.J. Loughran and 76 other citizens 
of Des Moines, Iowa, asking that no money be appropriated for 
— or sectarian purposes—to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 

By Mr. HURLEY: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tempor- 
ance Union of Brooklyn, N. Y., to forbid the sale of beer to iin- 
— at Ellis Island—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 


C. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petitions of F. M. Davis and 28 others, H. 
Barrett and 24 others, J. C. Mathis and 23 others, all citizens of 
Oklahoma, for free homes—to the Committee onthe Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAWSON: Petition of certain colored citizens of Geor- 
gia, for aid from the United States to facilitate their emigration 
to Liberia—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MAHANY: Memorial of the East Buffalo Live Stock 
Association, to remove unnecessary restrictions from the foreign 
live-stock trade—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of J.O. Larson and 
other voters of Round Lake, Minn., against Sunday-observance 
bill (H. R. 167)—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: Petition of the Los Angeles County As- 
sociation, Union ex-Prisoners of War, favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 306, relating to the granting of pensions to soldiers 
and sailors who were confined in Confederate prisons—to the Cvim- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of American seamen on the Pacific Coast, prot«s'- 
ing against the repeal of the act of Congress approved February 
18, 1895—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisherics. 

Also, tion of C. P. Nance & Son, E. F. Rogers, and others, 
of San Lucas, Cal., for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal 
by the United States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Papers'to accompany a bill granting a pen- 
— Elizabeth Martin—to _ * ean on en 

80, to accompany a bi mting an increase of pension 
tod oneph McCabe, late sergeant, Cpmamenr A, Seventeenth Penu- 
sylvania Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill to grant 2 condemned cin- 
nons and 50 cannon balls to H. G. Reed Post, No. 105, Grand 
a of the Republic, of Butler, Pa.—to the Committee on Navi! 


By Mr. RAY: Resolution of Watrous Post, No. 30,Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Binghamton, N. Y., favoring the independence 
of Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of officers of the Woman's Christian Temperancs 
Union, of oc and Tioga County, N. Y., for a measure to 

ibit the sale of beer at Bedloes Island, Fort Wadsworth, and 
is Island—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petitions from chapters of 
the ters of the American Revolution in Bridgeport, Stain- 
ford, and Berlin, Conn., and from citizens of Middletown, Mont- 
ville, New London, and Groton, Conn., and from the president 
and officers of Yale University, and the president and officers 0! 
Wi University, containing 439 names, all forwarded through 

a aughters of the American Revo- 
, Conn., in favor of the acquire- 
ground contiguous to the Fort Gris- 
, inorder topreserve and protect that Revolutionary 


cen Women Bailey Chapter, 
lation, of Groton and Stoni 
ment of additional plats of 
wold 

site—to on airs. 
Mr. TRACEWELL: Resolutions adopted by the Indiana)- 
olis of Trade, requesting the passage of House bill No. 3212, 














to secure a better foreign market for grain and other agricultural 
products of the United States—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. es | 

Also, resolutions of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Club of | 
Madison, Ind., asking for an appropriation of $25,000 for dredg- 
ing and otherwise improving the Ohio River at that point—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
David Gibson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. at 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, of Albion, Nunda, Elba, Corfu, and Bergen, 
N. Y., in the regard to the sale of beer to immigrants at Bedloes 
Island and Fort Wadsworth, and at Ellis Island, N. Y.—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. aa 

By Mr. WILBER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, of Schenectady, Richmondville, Rockton, and Am- 
sterdam, N. Y., in regard to the sale of beer to immigrants at 
Bedloes Island, Fort Wadsworth. and Ellis Island, N. Y.—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 





SENATE. 
Fripay, February 7, 1896. 


Prayer by Rev. Hucu Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


The Secretary (Hon. W. R. Cox) called the Senate to order and | 
read the following communication: 
VicE-PRESIDENT’S CHAMBER, Washington, February 7, 1896. 


Sir: It will be impossible for me to be present at the opening of the Senate 
this morning. You will, therefore, please call the Senate toorder, as required | 


by law. 
¥ Very respectfully, A. E. STEVENSON. 


Hon. W. R. Cox, 
Secretary United States Senate. 


Mr.HALE. Mr. Secretary, I offer the following resolve, upon 
which I ask immediate action: 

Resolved, That the Senate now proceed to elect a President pro tempore | 
of the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. The question is on the adoption of the resolu- | 
tion submitted by the Senator from Maine. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Secretary, I also offer the resolution which I 
send to the desk. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That WILLIAM P. FRYE, a Senator from the State of Maine. be, 
and he hereby is, elected President pro tempore of the Senate, to hold office 
during the pleasure of the Senate, and in accordance with the resolution of 
the Senate adopted on the 12th day of March, 1890, on the subject. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the | 
resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Secretary, I have been instructed by the | 
unanimous vote of the Democratic Senators on this side of the 
Chamber to present the name of the honorable Senator from Ten- | 
nessee, Hon. isHam G. HARRIS, whom the Democrats when they had 
control of the body honored by electing as President pro tempore 
of the Senate, and upon whom the Senate further conferred the 
honor of not permitting any other name to be presented in oppo- 
sition tohim. That was done in accordance with the precedent | 
which has grown up in the last few years, so as to avoid even the 
appearance of a scramble for that high position, but to accord it 
to the majority of the body, as was also done in the case of the 
distinguished tor from Nebraska, Mr. Manderson, and the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Kansas, Mr. Ingalls. The Senator from 
Tennessee, appreciating as a matter of course the compliment | 
that his coll es on this side of the Senate had paid him, has | 
requested me, in view of the precedents, not to present his name, 
and it is only because of his desire and request that I fail to carry | 
out the direction of the Democrats of the Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Secretary, I avail myself of this occasion to 
tender my profound thanks to the Democratic Senators for the | 
honor they did me in nominating me for reelection, my term of 
office as President pro tempore of the Senate having expired with 
my then Senatorial term on the 4th of March last. 

As already stated by my friend from Maryland, in March, 1891, 
the then senior Senator from the State of Nebraska, Mr. Mander- | 
son, was elected President pro tempore of the Senate without di- 
vision and without a single dissenting vote. In March, 1893, the 
Senate honored me by electing me in the same manner. It is | 
true, Mr. Secretary, that in 1891 there was a Republican majority 
in this body. It is equally true that in 1893 there was a Demo- 
cratic majority here. It is also equally true that the Republicans 

one of having a majority of the whole body as the Senate is 
now constituted. But notwithstanding that fact, in order that 
there shall be not even the appearance of friction and in order 
that those ay relations which should exist and be maintained | 
between every Senator and the Presiding Officer of the body, my 
personal wish is that the distinguished Senator from Maine may 
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be elected to that high position in the same manner that Senator 
Manderson was elected in 1891 and I in 1893. 

This much I have deemed it proper to say. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Secretary, the Populist party, numbering six 
in this Chamber, concluded some time ago to present the name of 
the senior Senator from South Dakota | Mr. Kyi.f} to the Senate 
for the office of President pro tempore. But in view of the fact 
that there has been or is to be such a harmonious union between 
the Democratic and Republican parties in this Chamber, | do not 
know that it would be worth our while to present his name. We 
can certainly have no choice between the senior Senator from 
Tennessee | Mr. HARRIS] and the Senator from Maine | Mr. Frye}. 
Either, we have confidence, would make a competent presiding 
officer, fair in his rulings. Therefore the Populist party, while 
holding to its determination to stand as a distinct party in this 
Chamber upon all vital matters, will not offer any resistance to 
the election of the honorable Senator from Maine. 

The SECRETARY. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 


| lution submitted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae}. 


The resolution was agreed to nem. con. 

The SycretaRy. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] 
and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAL&] will conduct the Presi- 
dent pro tempore-elect to the chair. 

Mr. FRYE was escorted to the chair by Mr. Harris and Mr. 
HALE, and, the oath prescribed by law having been administered 


| to him by the Secretary of the Senate, upon taking the chair as 
| President pro tempore, he said: 


Senators, lam profoundly grateful for this exceedingly gener- 
ous expression of your confidence. I can only try to justify it by 
bringing to the discharge of the duties of the office to which you 
have elected me fidelity and strict impartiality. The Secretary 
will read the Journal of the last day’s proceedings. : 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motionof Mr. HansprouGH, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 

Ordered, That the Secretary wait upon the President of the United States 
and inform him that the Senate has elected WiLLiaM P. Frye, a Senator from 
the State of Maine, President of the Senate pro tempore, to hold atid exercise 
the office in the absence of the Vice-President, from time to time, during the 
yleasure of the Senate, in accordance with the terms of its resolution passed 
March 12, 1890, and that he make a similar communication to the House of 
Representatives. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 5th instant approved and signed the act (S. 1450) to re- 
convene the delegates of the United States to the International 
Marine Conference of 1889. 

The message also announced that the President had on this day 
approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (5S. 285) for the relief of the Independence National Bank 
of Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

An act (8.650) to incorporate the Post Graduate School of Medi- 
cine of the District of Columbia. 

THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I wish to give notice that after 
the usual morning business on Monday morning I shall desire to 
address the Senate for a few moments upon the resolution now on 
the table in regard to the Monroe doctrine. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of George K. Shaw and 
sundry other citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Greene, Clark, and Clinton counties, all in the State of Ohio, and 
a petition of sundry citizens of Ohio, praying for an adequate duty 


| on wool; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented a petition of 120 citizens of Bucyrus, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on bnmigration. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry lake shippers of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, remonstrating against placing obstructions to naviga- 
tion in the Detroit River in the nature of bridge piers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Ministerial Association of 
Wooster, Ohio, and a petition of the Ministerial Association of 
Mansfield, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation in the 
interest of morality, etc.; which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I present a memorial of the Northeast Citi- 
zens’ Suburban Association of the District of Columbia, relative to 
school facilities and the lighting and the grading of streets. I 
move that the memorial be printed as a document, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of Walter B. Cole and 
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sundry other citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying for the 
of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which was referr 
Committee on Immigration. 
Mr. CULLOM, I _——— two petitions of citizens of by 4 
‘ i 


assage 
to the 


County, [l., praying for the passage of House bill 3814, or the 
which I had the honor of introducing, in relation to the adjust- 
ment of swamp-land grants. 

I also present a petition, in the form of resolutions, on the same 
subject of the board of supervisors of Wayne County, Il., attested 
by the clerk. I move that the petitions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE presented the petition of Hon. Freeman Knowles and 
several hundred other citizens of Deadwood, 8S. Dak., praying that 
Congress may accord belligerent rights to the Cuban patriots; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL Bag este a petition of the American, English 
and Venezuelan Trading and Commercial Company, of Richmond, 
Va., praying for recognition by the State Department and for the 
restoration of their rights of mining, etc., in certain territory of 
Venezuela by virtue of a grant from the Venezuelan Government; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Fernandina, ., praying that the improvement of Cumberland 
Sound and Fernandina 
nent appropriations for rivers and harbors; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Florida Bankers’ Association, 
praying for the establishment of asubtreasury of the United States 
at Savannah, Ga.; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of 140 citizens of Wat 
rousville, Mich., remonstrating against the appropriation of pub- 
lic moneys for sectarian purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Big Prairie, Mich., praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WHITE presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., and a petition of the board of trustees of 
South Pasadena, Cal., praying for the speedy construction of the 
Nicaragua Canal under the control of the Government; which 
were referred to the Select Committee on the Construction of the 
Nicaragua Canal. 

He also presented a petition of the Memorial Baptist Church of 
Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation grant- 
ing protection to American citizens in Turkey, and extending 
sympathy to the suffering Armenians; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the board of supervisors of Sacra- 
mento County, of the board of supervisors of Sierra County, of 
the board of supervisors of Sonoma County, and of the board of 
supervisors of Amador at’ all in the State of California, 
praying for the enactment of legislation developing the mining 

ndustries of the country; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. BRICE presented a joint resolution of the legislature of 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation ceding certain 
lands to the State of Ohio; which was referred to the Committee 
= Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the REcorpD, as fol- 

Ows: 


Joint resolution No, 12. Requesting our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress to use their influence in securing the passage of an act ceding cer- 
tain lands to the State of Ohio. 

Whereas the Ohic canal commission in the prosecution of its work of in- 
vestigating the titles of State lands finds that section 7, town 6 south, range 
4 east, Auglaize County, Ohio, is the property of the United States; and 

Whereas said section 7 is wholly within the limits of the Mercer County 
reservoir, and therefore a part of the public works of Ohio, and any disposi- 
tion of it to private parties or corporations would work great injustice to the 


public works of the State; and 
hereas the canal commission having made application to the Commis- 

sioner of the General Land Office for a patent to the land in the said section 
7 under the swamp-land act of 1850, and said application having been rejected, 
and the application is now pending on an appeal before the eceotary of the 
Interior: erefore 

Be it resolved by the general assembly of the State of Ohio, That our Senators 
and Buppessnaas ves in Congress be ores to use their offices in se- 
curing the passage of an act ceding the land in question to the State of Ohio, 
and that the goveram: be requested to forward to our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives of Ohio a certified copy of this resolution. 

Speaker tem, of fe - x Seo 
pro tempore ‘louse oO, sentatives, 
ASAHEL Wy 7 ONES 


President of the Senate. 
Adopted January 29, 1896. 


UniIrep STATES OF AMERICA, Ohio: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 


I, Samuel M. Taylor, secre’ of state of the State of Ohio, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing isan exemplified copy, carefully by me with the 
oO rolls now on file in office, and my tary 
eeeed be he Caseral Sosesatly' of tie Waste of Obie oe wae WE dae ot de 

v the eral assem on . 
Gary, A. D. 1890. 


arbor be placed upon the list of perma- | citizens in Turkey and extending sympathy to the suffering Ar- 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal, at Columbus, this 20th day of January, A. D. 1896. 

SAMUEL M. TAYLOR, 
Secretary of State, 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of the Piqua Rolling Mill Com- 
pany, of Piqua, Ohio, praying for the passage of the Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

e also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ohio, praying 
for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which was 
velar to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment of 

egislation providing for the establishment of a bureau of mili- 
tary education and to promote the adoption of a uniform military 
drill in the public schools of the several States and Territories; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented memorials of the Republic lron Company, of 
Mitchell & Co., of Palmer & Co., of the Hav;go0d & Avery Transit 
Company, and of sundry vessel owners, all of Cleveland, Ohio, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation authorizing the 
construction of bridge piers in the Detroit River; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted at a mass meeting of citizens of Pewaukee, Wis., praying 
for the enactment of legislation granting protection to American 


menians;. which was ordered to le on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In behalf of the bill (S. 172) for the relief 
of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, I 
present two petitions, one numerously signed by citizens of Jack- 
son County, Mo., and the other by citizens of Howard County, 
Mo. I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on 
Claims, to accompany that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 789) for the relief of Kate 
Winter, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1493) granting a pension to Mary Clare 
Kelly, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 826) ee a pension to Caroline Reed, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1888) granting an increase of pension to William T. Walker, 
niger it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 350) granting an increase of pension to George C. Abbey, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2300) to incor- 
yorate the Supreme Council of the Thirty-third Degree of Scottish 

ite Masonry for the Southern Jurisdiction of the United States, 
reported it without amendment. 

r. WARREN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1962) for the erection 
of a public building at the city of Jamestown, N. Y., reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 323) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to punish false swearing before trial boards of 
the Metropolitan police force and fire department of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved May 11, 1892, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1904) to regulate marriages in the District of Columbia, 
reported it with an amendment. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
following bills, reported adversely thereon; and the bills were 
postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 912) to amend sections 720, 721, 722, and 723 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District of 
Columbia, in relation to marriages; and 

A bill (8S. 1514) to amend sections 720, 721, 722, and 723 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District of 
Columbia, in relation to marriages. ; 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 474) fixing times when, 
regulating the manner in which, and declaring the character of 
the accounts between the United States and the several public- 
land States, relative to the net proceeds of the sales and other 
disposition of the public lands made and to be made therein by 
the United States, which shall hereafter be stated and certified to 
the Treasury De ent for payment, to report it with amend- 
ments, and submit a report thereon. I ask that 1,000 extra copies 
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of the report, which is very full, be printed for the use of the 
Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. BERRY. I desire to state that the Senator from Florida 
(Mr. Pasco], the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vins], and 
myself, who are members of the Committee on Public Lands, do 
not agree to this report, but dissent from the report recommend- 
ing the passage of the bill. / | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the | 
Calendar. The Senator from Idaho asks unanimous consent that | 
1,000 extra copies of the report may be printed for the use of the 
Committee on Public Lands. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears no objection, and that order will be made. 
Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
| 








referred the bill (S. 893) for the relief of Mrs. Mary B. Hulings, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
r. PLATT. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 290) to carry into effect 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the cases of Edward N. Fish 
and others for supplies furnished the Indian service, to report it 
without amendment, and submit a report thereon. I supposed 
that I had made this report before, but I do not find it upon the 
Calendar, and therefore I assume that my recollection is at fault. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the | 
Calendar. 
Mr. BACON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 990) to amend section 9 of an 
act entitled ‘An act to provide for the appointment of a sealer | 
and assistant sealer of weights and measures in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes,” reported it with amendments, | 
and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 





was referred the bill (H.R. 3553) to incorporate the National So- 


ciety of the Daughters of the American 
with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1886) to incorporate the National Society of the Daughters | 
of the American Revolution, reported adversely thereon; and the 
bill was indefinitely postponed. 


evolution, reported it 


WHITE LOT AND MONUMENT GROUNDS, 


Mr.GEAR. Iamdirected by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 
79) granting use of White Lot and Monument Grounds to ‘‘ The 
Committee of 1896,” to report it without amendment. Iam also | 
instructed by the committee to ask that immediate action be taken 
on the joint resolution. The title explains the meaning of the | 
measure. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not ask for 
resent consideration. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] 
as given notice that after the routine business he desires to be 

—— and I understand that an early adjournment is to be had 
to-day. 

Mr. GEAR. I willsay to the Senator from Tennessee that it 
will only take an instant. The joint resolution has passed the 
other House. It proposes to grant the Society of Christian En- 
deavor the use of the White Lot temporarily for their annual con- 
vention. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall interpose no objection. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iwish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Tennessee for a moment to the fact that this measure will at 
once go through, and I have one other bill that I desire to have | 
put on its passage. Although we want an early adjournment | 
to-day, by reason of the urgency of the case I must ask immediate 
consideration of that bill after this is disposed of or after the 
Senator from Nebraska has concluded. I shall be delighted to 
wait for him, for I am always glad to hear him; but I do hope the | 
Senator will not prevent the unanimous consideration of such 
measures. 

Mr.HARRIS. Ishallinterpose no objection. I merely wanted | 
to suggest that where a Senator has given notice that at a particu- 
lar time he desires to address the Senate the privilege is usually 
accorded to him. Hence I hope these requests will be delayed 
until after he concludes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ah, of course. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Iowa? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- | 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GEAR. Lalso report back from the Committee on Public | 
Buildings and Grounds the joint resolution (S. R. 25) to authorize | 
the Secretary of War to grant permits for the use of the White 
Lot and part of the Monument Grounds. The House joint reso- 
lution haying been passed, I move that this joint resolution be 
indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. - 
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LOCATION OF MINING CLAIMS IN COLORADO, 


Mr. WOLCOTT. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. TELLER], 
who is unfortunately detained from the Chamber to-day by ill- 
ness, [ ask unanimous consent for the consideration of House bill 
4991, a very short bill, under circumstances of some urgency. It 
is a bill which has already passed the other House and which 
opens a forest reservation near Cripple Creek to the prospectors 
for the precious metais. The reservation was created at the re- 
quest of the people of the county before the discovery of Cripple 
Creek, since which time there has been much prospecting going 
on there. The lines are unknown. The Committee on Public 
Lands of this body unanimously reported the bill favorably. It 
is desired by everybody and opposed by nobody. Ihave spoken 
to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], who does not object 
to my asking the Senate for its immediate consideration at ‘this 
time. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Is it to facilitate the production of gold? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Very largely, and it will be of great service 
to the constituents of the Senator from New York and that sort 


| of bimetallists who are under the impression that if we produce 


gold enough silver has no rights. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill 
which will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 4991) to open forest reservations 
in the State of Colorado for the location of mining claims. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD FOR SENATE AND HOUSE LIBRARIES. 


Mr. HALE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred a concurrent resolution submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. GRAy], in relation to furnishing addi- 
tional copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for the Senate library, 
to report as a substitute for ita joint resolution directing the Pub- 
lic Printer to supply the Senate and House libraries each with 20 
additional copies of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp. I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution (S.R.72) directing the Public Printer to 
supply the Senate and House libraries each with 20 additional 


| copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD was read the first time by 
| its title; and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, etc., That section 73 of the act of January 12, 1895, 
providing for the public printing and binding, and the distribution of public 
documents, which reads: ‘** 'Tothe Senate and House libraries, 10 copies each,” 
be soamended as to read: “ To the Senate and House libraries, 20 copies each.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 1992) to regulate appointments 
and promotions in the municipal government of the District of 
Columbia and in the offices of the recorder of deeds and the reg- 
ister of wills for said District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1993) to increase the pension of 


| George E. Tibbetts; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 1994) authorizing the Arkansas 
Northwestern Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 


| dian Affairs. 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1995) granting a pension to 
Hiram Daman; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 1996) amending the act of 
June 8, 1880, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the President to ap- 
point an officer of the Navy or the Marine Corps to perform the 
duties of solicitor and judge-advocate-general, etc., and to fix 
the rank and pay of such officer,” and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S.1997) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Maria E. Baker; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1998) to extend a patent 
of Joseph Zihlmann; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 
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Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1999) to provide for the observ- 
ance of the 12th day of February as a national holiday; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

io ale introduced a bill (8. ap making appropriation for the 
payment of the French spoliation claims which have been adjudi- 
cated by the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2001) authorizing the sale 
of title of the United States to certain tracts of land in the District 
of Columbia to Margaret Shugrue, Caroline Lochboehler, and John 
R. Scott; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
os paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 


Mr. DANTEL introduced a bill (S. 2002) for the relief of Arthur 
Connell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. ROACH (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2008) for the 
relief of James Gilfillan and John A. Rollings; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ELKINS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2004) to in- 
crease the efficiency of the infantry of the Army of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2005) to amend an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, approved 
July 16, 1894,” amending the third proviso thereof; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. ; 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2006) for the relief of 
Newell A. Burrows; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2007) to authorize the United 
States Court of Private Land Claims to hear, try, and determine 
the issues as to the extent and boundaries of the Las Animas 
grant; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (8.2008) granting a pension 
to Fanny Moale Gibbon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.2009) to simplify the s 


. 


tem of 
making sales in the Subsistence ent to officers and enlisted 
sae al the Army; which was twice byits title, and, with the 
rene papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ‘ 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2010) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Phillip Schaefer, late of Company K, Twenty- 
seventh iment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
ans paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

é also introduced a bill (S. 2011) granting a on to Nancy 
Whirley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VES introduced a bill (8S. 2012) authorizing Isaac M. Ma- 
son and Webster M. Samuel and their associates to improve the 
channel of the Mississippi River between St. Louis and Cairn ‘o, Tl., 
and between Cairo, Il., and Vicksburg, Miss., upon certain con- 
ditions and for certain considerations, to be - d by the United 
States, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Nav airs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I desire to give notice that on Tuesday 
next, immediately after the disposal of the usual routine morning 
business, I will, by permission of the Senate, submit some remarks 
upon the resolution = upon the table relating to the assertion 
and enforcement of the Monroe doctrine. 

BUSINESS OF THE SENATE, 

Mr. CHANDLER, I desire to give notice that at 2 o'clock I 
shall move an as of the Senate until Monday next. I 
should like to ask the chairman of the Committee on gered 

when 


.tions with reference to the deficienc ——— bi 


that bill is likely to be taken up and whether it will beconvenient 


to fix some time when the consideration of the bill shall be pro- 
ceeded with? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Maine . HALE] has that 
bill in c It ought to be taken up on Monday next if we ad- 
journ until Monday. It certainly should be taken up as soon as 
the matter we have now in hand pot es of. I it is not 
the intention to interfere with the ution offered by the Sena- 
tor from Idaho [Mr. 1s}. 

Mr. DUBOIS, Mr. Presi 





Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Idaho will aliow me, I 
will move now that when the Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I wish the Senator from New Hampshire would 
allow me to make a statement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. DUBOIS, I think an arrangement has been made by which 
a vote can be had on my resolution at 2 o’clock. It will only take 
a few moments, and we had better dispose of it without further 
debate. Ithink it would be satisfactory to the Senate and better 
all around if we could dispose of that matter to-day, and it will only 
take ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If it can be agreed that the Senator’s reso- 
lution shall be voted on at 2 o’clock without debate, of course I 
shall not move an adjournment until after that vote bas been 


taken. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask unanimous consent that at 2 o’clock, with- 
out further debate, we shall proceed to vote on the resolution 
which has been under discussion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it proposed that the resolution shall be taken 
up at this moment? ; 

Mr. DUBOIS. Oh, no. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Idaho merely asks unanimous 
consent to set the time. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask unanimous consent that we shall agree to 
vote on the resolution at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. Simply upon the resolution? 

Mr. DUBOIS. And the amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Or any motion connected therewith. We do 
not want any misunderstanding again as to what will be in order 
at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. HALE. I think perhaps that the Senator, instead of asking 
unanimous consent, may as well leave it to the general understand- 
ing there is that at that time there is to be no further debate, and 
that then we shall proceed to vote, without further debate, upon 
the resolution or any parliamentary motion connected with it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. And not ask for unanimous consent. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam perfectly content to leave it in that way. 

Mr. ALLISON. I rose to ask the Senator from Idaho to allow 
the matter to go over for the present. The Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GorMAN] and others interested in the question are not 
now in the Chamber. 

Mr. DUBOIS. It has gone over in that way. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it the request that at 2 o’clock all debate 
shall close, but that unlimited amendments may be offered? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The request has been withdrawn. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The request has been withdrawn, I will say to 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator does not understand that all 
amendments have been withdrawn? 

Mr. DUBOIS. No; the request for unanimous consent has been 
withdrawn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that when the Senate adjourn to- 
— adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

r. HILL. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
whether it would not be wiser to defer that motion until we see 
what is going to be done at 2 o'clock. I suggest that we do not 
now know what disposition will be made of the resolution at that 


e. 

Mr. CHANDLER. On the suggestion of the Senator from New 
York, I will defer making the motion until after the vote is taken 
on the resolution of the Senator from Idaho, if a vote be taken at 
2 o'clock. 

Mr. HILL. That is right. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If a vote be taken on the resolution I shall 
then move to adjourn until Monday next. 

Mr. HILL. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senate will indulge me, I will again 
ask the Senator from Maine, who has charge of the deficiency 
appropriation bill, what his purposes are with reference to that 
bill? I will say to the Senator that that bill carries a very large 
deficiency, especially the deficiency with regard to the expendi- 
tures for the courts of the United States, and I desire to make 
some suggestions to the Senate when the bill is taken up in refer- 
ence to those expenditures. Therefore I should like to know, if 
the Senator from Maine will oblige me by informing me, when 
he eee press the bill for consideration. 

: . As the Senator has appealed to me with reference 
to the course which I intend to pursue upon the urgent deficiency 
tion bill, I will say that it is my intention, looking at 
probabilities between now and that time, to ask the Senate to 
proceed to its consideration fter the routine business on Monday; 
and I that then the Senate will make as ——— ition of 
it. It be followed by three other bills which the Comm’.stee 
on Appropriations have reported to this body. 
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[am glad tofind that the Senator from New Hampshire has been 
looking into the subject of the large deficiencies in the Depart- 
ment of Justice for the courts, because it is a subject that has 
exceedingly pestered the Committee on Appropriations. The in- 
creasing deficiencies in that Department of the Government,as has 
peen said before, arise largely from an imperfect method which 
has been followed in the other House of appropriating only a part 
of the year’s appropriation in the regular annual bill, and that 
necessitates, of course, a deficiency to make up the lack. But aside 
from that, the deficiencies are increasing, and I hope that the 
fertile mind of the Senator from New Hampshire will evolve some 
proposition that will be not only a discussion and criticism of this 
condition, but a remedy for it. The Committee on Appropriations 
will welcome, I am sure, — suggestion in that line. _ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will only add that my remedy is ready, 
and that is, not to appropriate for the deficiencies. ; 

Mr. HALE. That, of course, we will discuss and decide upon 
when we reach the bill. I will repeat, as it looks now as though 
other matters would be out of the way, and I have no doubt the 
Senate will adjourn over Saturday, that I propose to call up the 
urgent deficiency appropriation bill on Monday morning. 

Mr. CALL. desire to make a remark to the Senator from 
Maine who is in charge of the urgent deficiency appropriation 
pill. I am in receipt of a telegram from the marshal of the 
southern district of the State of Florida, stating that the court is 
in session at Jacksonville, with a large number of witnesses in at- 
tendance, with no money available to pay them, and that the 
immediate passage of the deficiency bill is needed for that pur- 
088. 

’ COLONIAL CHARTERS AND STATE CONSTITUTIONS. 

Mr. QUAY. I offer a resolution for reference to the Committee 
on the Library, which provides, I will say in offering it, for an 
appropriation from the contingent fund of the Senate, and there- 
fore it must ultimately go to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate; but I especially desire to | 
have it referred in the first instance to the Library Committee, in 
order to receive a report from that committee before it is referred 
to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on the 
Library, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library cause to be prepared a com- 

ilation of the colonial charters and constitutions of each State of the United 
Bates, together with all amendments thereto at any time in force, arranging 
the same In chronological order for each State, with suitable explanatory mat- 
ter and indexes, and that the expense of said compilation be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 
Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That, when it may be so necessary, the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Construction of the eee Canalis authorized to employ a | 
stenographer, whose compensation shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate. 





PROPOSED TARIFF RATES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further concur- 
rent or other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a reso- | 
lution submitted by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewarr], 
coming over from a previous day, the title of which will be stated. | 

The SECRETARY. A resolution directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to furnish the Senate an estimate of the probable increase | 
of the revenue if the bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily increase rev- 
enue, to meet the expenses of Government, and provide against a 


deficiency, should become a law. 
Mr. ALLEN. I ask if the routine morning business is closed? 
; ——— pro tempore. The routine morning business 
is closed. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I have tworesolutions that have gone over | 
under the rule, and 1 think must be now laid before the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was just proceed- 


ing to lay resolutions before the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. My resolution has not been disposed of, and | 
Iam anxious to have it passed, so as to get the information it calls 
for. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] suggested that | 
he intended to offer an amendment to the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator 
from Nevada is now before the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. May I interrupt the Senator a moment? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada 
and also the Senator from New Hampshire to allow their resolu- 
tions to pass over temporarily until I make a few remarks, which 
will not exceed thirty minutes. 

Mr. STEW ART. suppose my resolution in regard to the tariff 
bill can be passed in a minute. It has been waiting for a long 
time, and we ought to have the information at an early day. 

Mr. . My remarks will not take thirty minutes. 
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Mr. STEWART. If my resolution can be postponed by unani- 
mous consent until the Senator concludes his remarks, I shall not 
object 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have been very courteous 
to Senators in regard to my two resolutions. They are simply 
resolutions of inquiry, which will not provoke any discussion, and 
the committees are very desirous of getting the information they 





| call for. 


Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] asks unanimous consent that the resolution offered by 
him shall be laid over without prejudice. , 

Mr.STEWART. Until after the completion of the remarks of 
the Senator from Nebraska, and then to be called up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without losing its place. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

PENSION STATISTICS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I nowaskthat my resolutions may be laid 
before the Senate. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a series of resolutions submitted by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], coming over from a previous day, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions submitted by Mr. GALLINGER 
February 4, 1896, as follows: 


Whereas there are certain pension measures new pending before the Sen- 
ate Committee on Pensions wpon which such information as can be furt 

by the Commissioner of Pensions should be placed at the disposal of Congre 
and in order that there may be established from the records of the Pension 
Office some reliable estimate of the mortality rate of pensioners: Therefore 

Be it resoived, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to 
furnish the Senate, at the earliest possible moment, the statistics and infor- 
mation which the records of the Pension Office disclose, from the Ist day of 
July, 1895, to the Ist day of January, 1896, of invalid pensioners pensioned un- 
der the general law, showing the total number of names on the roll July 1, 
1895, and January 1, 1896, and the number of deaths which have occurred dur- 
ing that period in each classification or grade of such pensions 

Second. The same information relative to pensions granted under the act 
of June 27, 1890. 

Third. The same information relative to widow pensioners under each act, 
which latter shall include under a separate classification all extinctions of 
title for pensions from death, remarriage, or abandonment 

Fourth. The same information as regards dependent pensioners under each 
act except that of June 27, 1890. 

Fifth. Statistics with regard toeach class of pensioners under acts granting 
pensions to survivors and their widows under Mexican and Indian wars and 
the war of 1812. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby requested to 
furnish to the Senate, at the earliest possible moment, a statistical statement, 
showing the number of pension certificates issued during the six months ended 
January 1, 1896, classifying the same as originals of each class and reissues of 
each class, showing whether increases or reductions, increased pensions or 
any other classification usually observed, and also statistics showing the sus 
pension and other stopping of pensions from causes other than deaths or 
extinction of title by remarriage, covering each class of pensions under each 
class of acts separately. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolutions. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

CENSUS OF EX-SOLDIERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER], coming overfrom a former day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. GALLINGER 
February 6, 186, as follows: 

Whereas a proviso contained in section 17 of an act entitled ‘‘ An act to pro- 


vide for taking the Eleventh and subsequent censuses,” approved March 1, 
1889. reads as follows: 






The question is on agreeing to 


“ Provided, however, That said Superintendent shall, under the authority of 
the Secretary of the Interior, cause to be taken on a special schedule of in 
| quiry, according to such form as he may prescribe, the names, organizations, 
and length of service of those who had served in the Army, Navy, or Marine 
| Corps of the United States in the war of the rebellion, and who are survivors 
at the time of said inquiry, and the widows of soldiers, sailors, or marines”; 
and 
Whereas the said section further provides that “the only volumes that shall 
be prepared and published in connection with said census shall relate to pop- 
ulation and maelal statistics relating thereto, the products of 


manufactories, 
mining, and agriculture, mortality and vital statistics, valuation an 
indebtedness, recorded indebtedness, and to statistics relatir 






pu Cc 


‘torailroad cor 


porations, incorporated express, telegraph, and insurance companies, a list of 
the names, organizations, and length of service of surviving soldier tilors, 
and marines, and the widows of soldiers, sailors,and marines’: Therefor: 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di 


rected to inform the Senate whether the schedule relating to the names, or- 
ganizations, and length of service of those who had served in the Army, Navy, 
or Marine Corps of the United States in the war of the rebellion was prepared 
and the information required taken; and,if so, whether the said information 
was published as required by said section 17 of the act named, and, if not so 
published, the reasons for withholding said publication. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is onagreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


THE MONROE DOCTRINE, 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield 
Certainly. 


to me? 


Mr. ALLEN, 
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Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to ask the consent of the Senate 
that the joint resolution (S. R. 483) directing the Secretary of 
Agriculture to carry into effect the Ft! raves of the act making 
appropriations for the purchase and distribution of valuable seeds, 
and for the ee and distribution of farmers’ bulletins, be 
made the unfinished business for Monday next. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from North Dakota will indulge 
me to make a short speech of about thirty minutes without inter- 
ruption, | promise him that I shall never get in his road again, if 
it be possible to keep out of it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Isimply want an order of the Senate, 
and [ doubt if it will take more than a minute to decide the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
declines to yield. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask that the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations with reference to the Monroe doctrine 
be laid before the Senate and read by title. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Dol understand the Senator from Ne- 
braska declines to yield 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the 
resolution by title. 

The Secretary. A concurrent resolution reported by Mr. 
Davis from the Committee on Foreign Relations, January 20, 
1896, relative to the assertion and enforcement of the Monroe doc- 
trine. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, December 2, 1823, James Monroe, 
President of the United States, in a message to Congress, 
said: 

We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the amicable relations existin 
between the United States and the allied powers to declare that we should 
consider ony attempt on their part to extend their system to any part of 
this hemisphere as dangerous to our peace and safety. With the existin 
colonies or dependencies of any European power we have not interfered an 
shall not interfere, but with the governments who have declared their inde- 
pendence and maintained it, and whose independence we have on great 
consideration and just principles acknowledged, we could not view any 
interposition for the purpose of oppressing them, or controlling in any other 
manner their destiny py European power in any cther light than as the 
manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward the United States. 

At the time these words were written the Holy Alliance was in 
existence. It was formed at Paris from September 14 to 26, 1815, 
between the Emperor of Russia, Alexander I; the Emperor 
of Austria, Francis I, and the King of Prussia, Frederick William 
Ill. It is said to have been the most remarkable attempt in his- 
tory to control the policy of other governments. The Holy Alli- 
ance furnishes a valuable lesson to the student of political history. 
It was formed for the ostensible purpose of carrying the cross of 
Christ into every known European land, and was an alliance 
between the Greek, Catholic, and Protestant religions, though, 
strange enough, the Pope, the head of the Catholic Church, was 
not admitted to it. 

Farseeing statesmen of that age knew that it had a deeper sig- 
nificance to Europe and the world than to merely force the gospel 
on those unwilling to receive it. Its real pu was to extend 
the territorial dominion of the signatories and to ee weak 
and irresolute nations to its control; and it was especi aimed 
at the downfall of Napoleon Bonaparte, the brilliant son of Corsica, 
then in the zenith of his military glory and power, whose sun 
arose and set for the last time on the field of Waterloo in 1815. 

Mr. President, it was this real purpose of the Holy Alliance 
that called forth President Monroe’s message and induced him to 
declare that, while amicable relations existed between the United 
States and the Allied Powers, we would consider any attempt on 
their part to extend their system to any part of the Western 
Hemisphere as dangerous to our and safety. President 
Monroe foresaw with clear vision the great truth, then apparent 
to the wise men of that age, that if the Holy Alliance should 
accomplish its purpose it meant eventually the absorption of 
power in America and the reduction of every State on this con- 
tinent to vassalage, and by that means it would weaken the power 
of the United States, if not result in its complete overthrow and 
final destruction. Nothingcan be more truthful than the declara- 
,tion that the slightest interference with the Goverments of this 
continent who had secured their independence by treaty or by 
the valor of their arms would directly interfere with the inde- 
pendence of the United States. 

I make reference to the Holy Alliance only for the purpose of 
leading up to the scientific principles upon which the doctrine of 
national self-preservation is based. 

It is my pergens to consider this doctrine as an original proposi- 
tion, for I know of no other way in which it can be rightfully and 
intelligently considered. Senators who have P me on this 
subject have exhausted the written history of the question, some 
ascribing the doctrine to Washington, some to Jefferson, some to 
John Quincy Adams, some to James Monroe, and still others to 
Channing, the great English statesman and diplomatist. 

Mr. President, I would not knowinyly rob any man of the glory 
any due him, much less an illustrious citizen, who, in life, serv 

country well and who died to the great regret and loss of his 
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countrymen; but a doctrine as plain as that under discussion, and 
which is as old as government itself, arising out of and based on 
aprime necessity of all human government, ought not to be ascribed 
to any man, however exalted or illustrious he may have been, when 
it is the common property of the human race. 

No nation has ever existed, and, indeed, none in the nature of 
things can exist, without adopting and applying in its foreign 
relations the doctrine of national self-preservation, generally 
ascribed to Monroe and known as the *‘ Monroe doctrine.” Presi- 
dent Monroe is entitled to the credit of having first formulated 
this doctrine and given it to the world, as a ruler, in a message to 
his people, but there the credit must end. We observe this lay 
manifest in all creation. The plant, when assailed by violence, 
even the violence of the wind, shrinks in self-preservation ; the 
bird uses its wings in flight; the fish scurries to some hidden mo 
or to the fathomless depths of the pool. In the larger animals, 
where the instinct of self-preservation is frequently overborne })\ 
that of ferocity, the chances of battle are taken with doubtful 
results. Man, however, occupying the noble heights to which 
God has assigned him, possesses not only the animal instinct of 
self-preservation, but the intellect which foresees coming events 
and fortifies against danger. 

A nation is an aggregation of human beings occupying a definite 
portion of the earth’s surface, banded together by common interests 
and the necessity of self-preservation, each lending to all, and al! 
to each, the assistance necessary to that end. From this relation, 
aided by reason, springs the known necessity of preserving thie 
nation from the aggression of others, and anything which will have 
a tendency to deprive the nation of its territory, and therefore its 
independence, or to imperil its autonomy, and therefore its safety, 
is provided against by the law of national self-preservation, which 
is the aggregate or intensified form of individual self-preservation. 
From this source, and from none other, springs the doctrine em- 
bodiedin President Monroe’s message, which has been so frequently 
referred to in the debates on this floor. 

Galileo, the Italian philosopher and mathematician, in the six- 
teenth century, made known to the world the diurnal motion : 
the earth, but it is not to be supposed that Senators would claim 
that the diurnal motion of the earth has not existed from the }v- 
ginning of time and long before Galileo shed the light of his 
learning upon the world. It was the great truth, thus observed 
and classified by him, though it had existed from the beginning «f 
time, that gave to the world day and night in regular order froin 
the dawn of creation. As well might we ascribe the existence 0! 
this great truth to Galileo, as to say that President Monroe orizi- 
nated and applied for the first time the doctrine of national se|{- 
preservation. 

Doctor Harvey, the eminent English anatomist, discovered tho 
circulation of the blood in 1628, but Senators will not deny the 
fact of the circulation of blood from the time of man; for if it 
had not existed inan could not have lived and performed the 
prodigies of labor and learning that have been performed by him 
in all ages. 

Sir, at the same time Sir Isaac Newton, the celebrated English 
philosopher and mathematician, discovered the law of gravita- 
tion; but I presume that no one will claim that the law of 
gravitation has not existed from the foundation of the world and 
long before Newton opened his eyes to the scenes of this earth. 

r. President, these great natural laws were in existence before 
Galileo, Harvey, and Newton classified and applied them. It 
remained for them to apply laws that are coexistent with creation 
itself. So we may say of the doctrine of national self-preserva- 
tion; it has been applied from the foundation of human govern- 
ment te the present moment; it was applied in the struggle: of 
Judea and Israel; it has been applied in every nation, civilized or 
barbarous, from the foundation of the world. It remained, how- 
ever. for President Monroe to put this doctrine into tangible form 
and first apply it to the foreign relations of this country, and to 
that extent he is entitled to the credit of its application. 

I took occasion in some remarks submitted in this Chamber 2 few 
days ago to speak of this doctrine as the law of self-defense. Per- 
haps the expression was not strictly accurate. I should have 
spoken of it as I speak of it now, as the law of national seli- 
preservation; but, after all, as the law of self-defense is but the 
outward manifestation or execution of the law of self-preservation 
the expression was not far from the truth. 

Me. Peouident, having stated my opinion of the principle upon 
which this law of necessity rests, and that it is indispensable to 
the maintenance of every form of government among men, the 
next question to be considered is, How shall it be applied’ Is 
there any necessity for its application in the dispute between Great 
Britain and Venezuela? 

Fraud, say the law writers, can not be defined with absolute 
accuracy. ile it consists in the false representation by words 
or acts of some existing or sup fact which is calculated to 
and does mislead to his injury the one upon whom it is practiced, 
a what facts will constitute fraud can not be determined 

vance of its application. It is for the courts in the practical 
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administration of the law to determine whether a given state of 
facts comes within the definition of fraud or not. 
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rises high above the dust and smoke and clouds of mere contending 
words. If, after we have tried this, the sky line is not visible; if 








Mr. President, in like manner we are to determine the question | the clouds of war should still gather and threaten to deluge our 


of the application of the doctrine of national self-preservation. | 
the invasion of the South American Republics by Great Britain 


will endanger the welfare or menace the safety of this Government | 


in any way, we should apply this doctrine and resent her action 
with all the strength and resources of a mighty nation. We must 
be the exclusive judges of when the doctrine is to be applied. 


can not permit Great Britain, or any other foreign power, to deter- | 
mine when and to what extent the acquisition of territory on the | 


Western Hemisphere will imperil our Government. The Presi- 
dent of the United States, under a law passed by this Congress, has 
appointed a Commission of five eminent citizens who are to listen 
to the evidence to be submitted to them and make diligent inquiry 
for all information as respects the true line of demarcation be- 
tween Venezuela and British Guiana. 

When this Commission shall have reported it will be ample time 


for us to act. 


| 
| 
| 


| 


If | beloved country with blood, then let our eloquence speak from a 


thousand battle ships that skim the seas and ten thousand cannon 
that will wake the echoes of the world. 
Mr. President, back of all this rises the vision of an oppressed, 


| patient, toiling people, asking for relief; and while we have 


We | 


If we shall then determine that the action of Great | 


Britain in acquiring terriory in Venezuela will imperil our Gov- | 


ernment by imperiling the rights of Venezuela, it will become 
our duty to marshal all the resources of our people to resist the 
threatened or actual invasion. If, on the other hand, we shall 
determine, after due investigation and deliberation, that our 
interests will not be imperiled, it will be our duty to abstain from 
any interference with the action of Great Britain. I feel confi- 
dent, however, that the dispute over the boundary line between 
Venezuela and British Guiana is not for the primary purpose of 
obtaining territory, but for the purpose of gaining control of the 
Ceduna Biver. which leads into one of the richest portions of 
South America. Mr. President, if this be true, it will be our duty 
to repel the aggressive action of that nation. 


indulged here in empty phrase, their condition has been daily 
growing worse. Is it not the better part of valor, the higher and 
better part of statesmanship, to meet the just demands of a God- 
like humanity by giving our country relief; by giving to our people 


| a greater volume of money; by making their toil more remunera- 


tive, their a more valuable? Shall we not awaken in their 
breasts a new hope, a new life, and a new energy by giving renewed 
activity to industry, and gladden their hearts by bringing to the 


| wife and children of him who labors a smile of gladness and sun- 


shine where the clouds of poverty and sorrow sit, and by putting 
into their mouths a new song? 

If, unhappily, the time shall come, which God grant it may 
not, that American valor must again be displayed on the field 
of battle in defense of American institutions and against for- 
eign greed and aggrandizement, we may confidently expect the 


| sons of America to march under the flag of the free, consecrated 


by the blood of a hundred years, to permanent and glorious 
victory. Then for every Grant there will be a Lee; for every 


| Sherman a Johnston; for every Thomas a Jackson; for every 


It has been disputed here that the law of national self-preser- | 


vation is a law of nations. Sir,it is of necessity the law of every 
nation, whether expressed in its fundamental law or in works on 
international law or not. As well might we dispute the law of 
individual self-preservation as to deny that the law of national 
self-preservation is a part of the law and being of every Gov- 
ernment. 

It is to be hoped that the people of Venezuela will not be over- 
elated at the attitude this country has taken; it is to be hoped 
they will not be deceived by the language used in this Chamber ; 
it is to be ho that their conduct will be conservative, and that 
nothing will be said or done by them in consequence of the 
friendly spirit manifested toward them by this country that will 
lead to rash or inconsiderate action. 

Mr. President, Ido not deem it necessary to discuss the prin- 
ciples upon which this doctrine rests to any greater extent. It is 


not only a legal question, but it is a question of patriotism as 
well. It isnot my purpose to indulge in useless jingoism. Ex- 


travagant expressions in times like these count for nothing; threats 
are useless; but if the time shall ever come when we are called 
upon to defend this doctrine, it must be done, no matter at what 
cost or at what sacrifice. 

I would not encourage the feeling that England and America, 
the two greatest English-speaking peoples of earth, are to be need- 
lessly thrown headlong into a mighty conflict for the supremacy 
of jurisdiction on this continent; but England should be given to 
understand in a manner that can not be mistaken that the honor 
and interests of our country will be preserved at all hazards and 
under all circumstances, even though it may take every man and 
exhaust all the resources of this nation to defend them. 

The threatened demolition of England and the English institu- 
tions that we have heard in this Chamber is not real; there is no 
danger from foes without. We havesimply been indulging in the 
harmless pastime of twisting the caudal appendage of the British 
lion to arouse a war spirit in the breasts of our people, and thus 
induce them to forget their grievances and their wrongs. 

Mr. President, we mistake the temper of the American people. 
They know full well that there is no danger of our becoming in- 
volved in a war with England, or with any other foreign power. 
They do not seek war, and I can not condemn in too severe terms 
the lack of confidence in the sober judgment, the intelligence and 
patriotism, of the American people that has led at least one Senator 
in this Chamber to assert that a large portion of them would wel- 
come war and bloodshed as a relief from their present conditions. 

Sir, much eloquent denunciation of England and the English 
system of forcible colonization has been indulged in in this Cham- 
ber within the last few weeks, but they are as sounding brass and 
tinkling cymbals— 


Full of sound and fury, 
Signifying nothing. 
Florid language has been used, and a willingness to die for the 
country has m expressed when there is not the slightest likeli- 


hood of being called upon to make the sacrifice, but these will not 
meet the situation nor solve the problem. We must meet this ques- 
in the serene and pure atmosphere of a cold philosophy that 





Sheridan a Stuart, and Mason and Dixon’s line will be blotted 
from the map of the United States, and true Americans, North 
and South, welded by the blood of the Revolution, the war of 1812, 
and the war with Mexico. renewed by the estrangement of 1861, as 
lovers renew and intensify their affection by estrangement, soothed 
and sustained by a united and splendid American womanhood, will 
give to the world a lesson in valor that it has never known before. 
And when the end comes, as it surely will come, and the storm 
that has rocked us in a great civil strife for renewed American 
freedom shall have subsided, and the nation shall arise once more 
from the ashes of its deadly conflict with the enemies of human 
liberty, crowned with a new glory and encircled with a new halo. 
shall we not place the songs of our recent civil strife with the sacred 
memories of other days, and sing that sweeter, grander, more 
inspiring and God-like song, dear to all American hearts: 

My country, ‘tis of thee, 

Sweet land of liberty, 

Of thee I sing; 
Land where my fathers died, 
Land of the pilgrims’ pride, 


From every mountain-side 
Let freedom ring. 


My native country, thee— 
Land of the noble free— 
Thy name I love; 
I love thy rocks and rills, 
Thy woods and templed hills; 
My heart with rapture thrills 
Like that above. 


Let music swell the breeze, 
And ring from all the trees 
Sweet freedom's song. 
Let mortal tongues awake; 
Let all that breathe partake; 
Let rocks their silence break; 
The sound prolong. 
Our father’s God, to Thee, 
Author of liberty, 
To Thee we sing; 
Long may our land be bright 
With freedom’s holy light; 
Protect us by Thy might, 
Great God, our King! 
PROPOSED TARIFF RATES, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALuInGcer in the chair). 
The Chair lays before the Senate a resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], coming over from a previous 
day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Stewart 
on the 4th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, directed 
to furnish the Senate an estimate of the probable increase of the revenue if 
bill H. R. 2749, entitled “A bill to temporarily increase revenue to meet the 
expenses of Government and provide against a deficiency,’ should become a 
law; and what would be the duty per pound in United States money on the 
different grades of imported wool according to the present market price; 
and is the proposed duty on wool provided for in said bill sufficient to com- 
pensate for or correspond with the increased duties proposed 
goods. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PURCHASE AND DISTRIBUTION OF VALUABLE SEEDS, ETC. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution in relation to the distribution of 


on woolen 
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seed. I understand the Senator from Louisiana _ BLANCH- 
ARD] desires to submit some remarks on the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection tothe request 
of the Senator from North Dakota? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (8. R. 48) directing the Secretary 
of Agriculture to carry into effect the provisions of the act mak- 
ing appropriations for the purchase and distribution of valuable 
seeds and for the printing and distribution of farmers’ bulletins. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. r. President, the purchase and distri- 
bution of improved seeds may be, in the opinion of some, a small 
matter, but the nonexecution of an act of Congress by an execu- 
tive officer is by no means a small matter. It is a propensity of 
human nature that when one makes up his mind to do something 
which does not comport exactly with his ideas of oer or does 
not measure up to the test of his own conscience, the first thing 
he does is to look around for a plausible pretext with which to 
justify his action. 

The Secretary of Agriculture has done this. He made up his 
mind to refuse to expend the appropriation for the purchase of 
seeds; he sought and found a pretext for this vetusnl The lan- 
guage of the a act directing the purchase and distri- 

ution of improved seeds, I understand, is the same language that 
has been for years past in making similar appropriations. It 
is the same language that was used in the three appropriation acts 
for the three years last passed, during which time the Secretary 
of Agriculture has occupied his present position. He did not re- 
fuse to execute those laws, however much they may have been 
condemned by his judgment. But he could stand it no longer. 
Having made up his mind that the purchase and distribution of 
improved seeds was a wasteful expenditure on the part of the 
Government, he determined that he would put a stop toit. How? 
Why, simply by refusing to execute the law; and having resolved 
to try the experiment, he looked around for a pretext to justify it. 

Accordingly, quoting the language of the statute, ‘‘for the pur- 
chase, propagation, and distribution, asrequired by law, of valuable 
seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings,” etc., underscoring and 
laying stress upon the words “ as oiceea by law,” he writes a 
letter to the Attorney-General of the United States and propounds 
to him the question: 
een dhe Sxrne ot Agpiy terol arches thet ets, hey 
uncommon tothe country, or such as can be made more profitable by frequent 


change from one ees of our own country to another,” under authority of the 
act of March 2, 1805? 


The answer to this question he had doubtless discovered in ad- 
vance would be favorable to his p The Attorney-General, 
replying officiaily, places a convenient construction upon the words 
emphasized by the Secretary of Agriculture, and that official finds 
in that construction the pretext for the nonexecution of the law 
which he was seeking. 

Mr. President, the question as to how far executive officers may 
go in withholding assent to the execution of an act formally en- 
acted into law is one that strikes pretty close to the foundations 
of our institutions. It involves a consideration of the extent of 
legislative poms and of the means by which that authority may 
be enforced. It involves expunging, even, an act of Congress 
from the statute books. This attempt on the part of the Secretary 
of Agriculture to take alaw of Congress by the throat and hold it 
up, refusing his assent to its execution, is not the first time that 
ot a thing has been attempted under the present Administra- 

on, 

In the sundry civil act of the last session of the late Congress a 
provision was inserted directing the payment of $5,238,000 to the 
sugar producers of the United States in recognition of the equity 
of their claim for payment of part of the bounty earned upon the 
sugar crop of the calendar year 1894. 

It will be recollected that eight months of the calendar year of 
1894 had expired before the provisions of the McKinley bounty 
law were repealed, and during those eight months the crops of 
cane and beets from which sugar is made had been cultivated and 
laid by, and all that was necessary was to await their full matu- 
rity before commencing to manufacture the cane in the one in- 
stance and the beets in the other into sugar. As the cultivation 
of the cane and beet crops had more and more progressed, as more 
and more money had been nded in their cultivation, so had 
the bounty upon the crop of 1894 been more and moreearned. So 
that when the McKinle ee provisions were repealed by the 

of the bounty upon the sugar crop of 
that year had been fairly earned, and in recognition of this Con- 
gress made the appropriation to which I have referred. 

But it seems that Congress may enact but executive officers 
will avoid. Accordingly when this provision of law reached the 
Treasury Department and had gone through the preliminary 
stages of its execution, in its f er execution it came before an 
official known as the Comptroller of the Treasury. He took that 
a the throat as a highwayman holds up a traveler and pre- 
vented its execution. It made no difference to him that the law- 
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making power of the Federal Government, in unison with the 
executive authority acting through the President, had concurred 
in the enactment of the law. It made no difference to him that 
when the President of the United States had affixed his approval 
to the act, he acted for the entire executive branch of the Govy- 
ernment, and thereby precluded iurther question of its validity 
by such branch. 

It would seem, Mr. President, that prior to that time the source 
of veto power under our system had been thought to be lodged 
solely in the Chief Executive of the Republic, but we learned on 
that occasion that another and even greater veto power had lain 
dormant all the ~— that the Republic had existed, and suddenly 
rose into life and activity through the official personality of the 
Comptroller of the Treasury. The President of the United States, 
under the Constitution, when he vetoes a measure must veto it as 
a whole or approve it as a whole; but not so with the Comptroller 
of the Treasury. He is limited by no such narrow confines. No 
eS circumscribes his boundless power. The appropria- 
tion bill may pass muster before the President and be approved 
by him, and yet when it reaches the Treasury Department the 
Comptroller, exercising a power greater even than that which the 
President is given by the Constitution, selects out of the act cer- 
tain items of appropriation which do not measure up to his con- 
stitutional test, or his idea of validity, and deliberately runs his 
pen through the same. 

For the first time in the history of the Government the power 
was distinctly claimed by a subordinate official of the Federal 
Government, charged with the execution of a law, that he could 
call into question its constitutionality. The Comptroller of the 
Treasury, holding that the appropriation for the payment of the 
bounty upon sugar in the sundry civil appropriation act last 
passed was unconstitutional, claimed the right to withhold his 
execution of that law because of unconstitutionality. Prior to 
that time it had been thought the Constitution vested in the courts 
alone the authority to pass on the constitutionality of laws. 

When the President of the United States, in exercising his pre- 
rogative of veto, vetoes a measure because he deems it to be uncon- 
stitutional, and the two Houses of Congress, in the exercise of their 
constitutional prerogative, ee the measure over the Executive 
veto by the neces two-thirds majority it is as much a law of 
the land as though it had been signed instead of vetoed by the 
President. And after that, notwithstanding the opinions of the 
President are not changed, still believing, as he may, that there is 
no warrant in the Constitution for such a measure, he must, under 
the duties prescribed to him in the Constitution, and under his 
oath of office, proceed to its execution. But the Comptroller of 
the Treasury, in the powers claimed by him and for him, went far 
beyond anything of that kind. Under the view of the authority 
vested in him, taken by the Comptroller himself, it makes no dif- 
ference to him whether or not the Executive power of veto of a 
measure has-been exhausted before it reaches him in due process 
of its execution. Even if the President vetoed a bill and it had 
been passed over his veto and had gone to the Comptroller for his 
execution, hecould exercise anew the power of veto and strike from 
it any provision or any a which did not measure up to 
his idea of a constitutional test. So mighty is the Comptroller of 
the Treasury! 

In the case to which I have referred he exercised that power, 
though the President had approved the act. Claiming the right 
to in question the validity of the ar: he announced 
a suspensionof the law, and, further, that on a certain day a hear- 
ing would be had before him touching the validity of this particu- 
lar appropriation. In other words, he arrogated to himself the 
functions of a court, resolved himself into a branch of the judi- 
ciary, and invited the citizens of the United States interested in 
the appropriation to appear before him in person or by counsel to 
argue before him, a subordinate executive official, whether or not 
the law should be executed by him. And the remarkable spectacle 
was presented of three gentlemen, who, as Senators of the United 
States, occupying seats upon this floor, had assisted in the passage 
of the act, and of two gentlemen of the other House, acting in the 
same capacity in that body, impelled by a sense of duty, appearing 
before this subordinate executive officer and submitting arguments 
for the execution of a statute! 

It had been thought prior to that time that when gentlemen 
holding ee positions in the legislative branch of the Govern- 
ment had discharged their proper and legitimate functions by 
taking part in the enactment of a law by the body to which they 
were accredited, their duties ended, but in these degenerate times 
it would seem that their duties do not end, and they must follow 
up into the Executive Department to which the act goes the law 
which they assisted in enacting and there see to its execution. 

Mr. President, under the view taken by the Comptroller of the 
Treasury, if he could question the validity of the appropriation 
to which I have alluded, then, sir, no appropriation whatever is 
safe. If he could hold up, as he did, the disbursement of the 
money appropriated to pay the sugar producers of the United 
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uitable claim which was theirs and which Congress 
se podem then [ submit that he could hold up any other 
appropriation enacted by Congress. If this extraordinary power 
r S go unquestioned, the time may come when some future 
Comptroller of the Treasury holding office in the time of a great 
war, in which perhaps the life of the Republic itself is involved, 
and Congress should appropriate hundreds of millions of dollars 
to put the country in a con ition of defense, may sit in judgment 
upon such appropriation and decree it to be invalid and uncon- 
stitutional and refuse his assent to its execution. This may be 
an extreme case to put, but not an impossible one. 
” Prior to the extraordinary position assumed by the Comptroller 
it was thought that all that was necessary to enact a measure into 
law was for it to both Houses of Congress and receive the 
Executive approval, or else in case of his veto of a measure that it 
should be passed by the constitutional two-thirds majority over 
his veto by the two Houses of Congress. But it would seem, under 
this new order of things, that an act of Congress is not a law, that 
a measure is not enacted into law until it shall have passed both 
Houses of Congress, received the Executive approval, and then the 
roll is called upon it in the Department of Agriculture, in the one 
instance, and in the Treasury Department in the other, and the 
Secretary of Agriculture and the Comptroller of the Treasury 

swer ‘‘aye.” 

lee. President, pretensions of this kind on the part of any exec- 
utive officer must be repudiated by allsound opinion. In the case 
of the sugar bounty appropriation it did not matter with this 
Treasury official that the bounty law had been executed by him 
in several preceding years, and that from $25,000,000 to $30,000,000, 
all told, had been paid out to the sugar producers of the United 
States by the present Administration on claims approved by the 
Comptroller of the Treasury. This was done in the calendar years 
1891, 1892, and 1898; millions of dollars paid out before he became 
conscious of the extraordinary veto power lodged in him; 
twenty-five or thirty million dollars paid out by the Treasury 
officials on claims approved by this very Comptroller before he 
conceived the idea that such appropriations were without consti- 
tutional warrant, and only when it came to the tail end of the 
execution of the bounty law, after about $40,000,000 in all (includ- 
ing prior payments) had been paid out to the sugar producers in 
the time following the enactment of the McKinley Act, when only 
this $5,238,000 was left to be disbursed, he arrogates to himself 
the authority of asserting the unconstitutionality of such appro- 
priations, and withholds his assent to the payment of the few 
millions yet to be disbursed before the bounty policy was to finally 
terminate. 

Mr. President, I deemed this a fitting occasion to call to the 
attention of the Senate of the United States this usurpation of 
authority on the part of a subordinate executive officer. While 
the Senate is considering the joint resolution introduced by the 
Senator from North Dakota (Mr, HANSBROUGH], requiring the 
execution of alaw of Congress by the head of one of the Executive 
Departments, it is opportune to call the attention of the country 
to another glaring and flagrant usurpation of power in the Treas- 
ury Department growing out of the conduct of the Comptroller of 
the Treasury alluded to. 

I do this, Mr. President, in the hope that the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of this body, to which this matter of the refusal of the Comp- 
troller to execute the law of Congress has been referred, will find 
time to investigate the extraordinary conduct of this executive 
official and take some action to vindicate the law making power 
of the Government; and I do so in the further hope that the Sen- 
ate of the United States, if it can find time from its work of at- 
taching silver linings to the legislative clouds that hover in and 
about this Chamber, will give some attention itself to the way in 
which one of the laws in which this body participated has been 
ruthlessly set aside by a subordinate official of the Government. 

Mr. President, the action which the Senate is asked to take on 
the pending resolution has back of it a precedent which occurred 
in the Thirty-sixth Congress. It would seem, sir, that at that 
time, in 1860, a Comptroller of that period refused to execute an 
act of Congress, just as the Secretary of Agriculture is now re- 
fusing to execute an act of the late Congress. On one of the 
appro) _—* bills of that year was attached the following provi- 
sion of law: 


Sexo. 6. And be it further enacted, That the First Comptroller of the Treas- 


ury be, and he is hereby required to adjust the damages due to Edward H. 
Carmick and Albert C. sey, on account of the abrogation by the Post- 
master-General of their contract to carry the mail on the Vera Cruz, Aca- 
pulco, and San Francisco route, dated the Lith of February, 1853, to adjudge 
and award to them according to the principles of law, equity, and justice the 
amount sofound due. And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby required 
0 pay. the same to said Carmick & Ramsey out of any money in the Treasury 


rwise appropriated. 
When that provision of law reached the Treasury Department 
the Comptroller refused to execute it. It makes no difference 


upon what ground he based his refusal. It is not for any execu- 
tive officer to question the wisdom or propriety of the enactment 
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of alaw. His duty is confined to the execution of the law. So, 
the Comptroller, going out of his way to question the propriety of 
the enactment of the statute, refused his assent to its execution. 
When the Senate of the United States met thereafter the follow- 
ing resolution was adopted: 





Resolved, That a select committee of five be appointed to inquire whether 


the sixth section of the act entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
Post-Office Department during the fiscal year ending the 3th of June, 1859," 
has been executed by the First Comptroller of the Treasury, and whether 
any further legislation is necessary to carry into effect said act, and report by 


bill or otherwise. 


The select committee of five was appointed and took the matter 
under consideration. Iholdin my hand the elaborate report made 
by the committee. It is known as Senate report 270, Thirty-sixth 
Congress, first session. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to ask 
him a question? Was the resolution which he has just read intro- 
duced in the Senate or in the other House? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It was introduced in the Senate, but the 
Senator from Delaware is informed that a similar resolution, 
touching the very case, was also introduced in the other House, 
only there the duty of examining into the conduct of the Comp- 
troller was imposed upon the Judiciary Committee instead of a 
select committee. 

Mr. GRAY. What was the purport of the report of the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I shall read a part of it. The committee 
of the Senate took into consideration the right claimed now by the 
Secretary of Agriculture, and claimed last August by the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, to withhold execution of a statute. Their 
report says: 

The first duty imposed by the resolution under which your committee is 
acting, and the first inquiry made by them, was to ascertain whether the 
sixth section of the said law had been executed, and they found that it had 
not, because the law can not be executed without an assessment of damages 
due to the parties, which the present Comptroller has refused todo. The 
former First ros Mr. Whittlesey, promptly took the case up and 
fully examined and considered the subject, decided some important points, 
and made a most elaborate and conclusive report in favor of it. 

The present First Comptroller, however, in resistance to the mandates of 
Jaw and in violation of its obligations, has interposed every obstacle and im- 
pediment which his ingenuity could suggest to prevent and defeat its proper 
execution. And the committee regret to say that other officers of the Gov- 
ernment, having no official connection whatever with the subject, also inter- 
posed to prevent the law from being carried into effect according to its pur- 
pose and its terms. Their action, however, could have no legal effect, because 
this is a questi%n over which they had no jurisdiction. 


I skip much of the report and come to the following paragraph: 


The Comptroller alone was amenable to the President and to Congress for 
the faithful execution of the law, and to no one else. He could not divide 
his responsibility; and the opinion of the Attorney-General, or the opinion 
of any other officer of the Government, even of the President himself, could 
not absolve the Comptroller or release him from his obligation and duty to 
execute the will of Congress as expressed by the law. 

Mr. President, that has a direct bearing upon the instant case. 
Here the Secretary of Agriculture seeks refuge in his refusal to 
execute this law behind the opinion of the Attorney-General, and 
yet the report of the select committee of the Senate declared that 
even the opinion of the Attorney-General did not release this ex- 
ecutive officer from the duty to execute the will of Congress. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Louisiana to the fact that the opinion of the Attorr »y-General in 
the case of the Secretary of Agriculture by no means sustains his 
position. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. lIagree with that. Nevertheless the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture claims that it does sustain him. But if it 
does, here is a high authority which decided that an executive 
officer could not shield himself from liability behind the opinion 
of the Attorney-General. : 

Mr. President, I see the hour of 2 o’clock has arrived, at which 
the morning hour, in which I am speaking, ceases. I would like 
to conclude my remarks, and therefore ask unanimous consent of 
the Senate to proceed, promising to conclude in a few moments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
| arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business 
| which will be stated. 

The-SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. Dvuprots, proposing an 
amendment to paragraph 1 of Rule XVI of the standing rules of 
| the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 

| siana will be granted. 
Mr. DUBOIS. How long will the Senator take? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I do not think I will occupy more than 
| ten minutes. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Very well. 
aside temporarily. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho asks 
| unanimous consent that the regular order may be temporarily 

laid aside in order that the Senator from Louisiana may conclude 
his remarks. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the 


I hope the request of the Senator from Loni- 


I ask that the regular order be laid 





| Senator from Louisiana will proceed. 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. I am asked by the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GorMAN] to give the name of the Senator who was 
chairman of the select committee from whose report I have quoted. 
His name was Green. This report was submitted to the Senate 
of the United States on the 12th of June, 1860, by Mr. Green of 
Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. James 8. Green. 

_ Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, following the paragraph 
in the report I last read — a further discussion of this 
matter, which I will omit, and come to the concluding part of the 
report. It is as follows: 

Now, in considering the peculiar circumstances of this case, it becomes a 
matter of very grave inquiry to know how far any executive, ministerial, or 
subordinate officer of the Government can be permitted to go behind the law, 
or question the motives or action of Congress to find excuses or reasons for the 
nonexecution of the law. If this be permitted without rebuke, it would be 
subversive of all Jaw; it would, in fact, bean end of allGovernment; because, 
if the legal agents of the Government appointed to execute the laws are, in 
their discretion or caprice, to question their poses or wisdom, and then re- 
fuse toexecute them, all the functions of lawful government must cease. 

The faithful execution of the law is imposed upon all the officers of the 
Government alike. 

This duty is oqety imperative upon all. From the President down to the 
lowest official, all are bound by this obligation. And the Constitution itself, 
ruling supreme over all, limiting and ane our rights, and prescribing 
our duties in the Federal Government, makes it the special duty of the Presi- 
dent “ to see that the laws are faithfully executed.” 

a * ~ te ~ * * 

The main object of the committee is to vindicate the lawmaking power. 
Congress represents the people and the States, and is justly held responsible 
for its action. A mere depu y to investigate a fact of damages should not be 
— to nullify the act of Congress, whether right or wrong, nor should 

© be allowed to insult others by impugning their motives. 

Mr. President, not willing to trust longer the execution of the 
law to the Comer despairing of coercion being brought to 
bear upon him by the then Chief Executive to compel its execu- 
tion, the select committee saw fit to recommend to the Senate that 
the power of executing the law be taken out of his hands and 
vested in other officersof the Government who would have regard 
to the legislative will. Accordingly they reported this resolution: 

Be it resolved, That the power devolved on, and the duty uired to be per- 
formed by, the First Comptroller of the Treasury, to assess the damages due 
the parties under the sixth section of the act entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department during the fiscal year 
ending the 30th of June, 1857," be, and the same are hereby, transferred to 
and vested in, and shall hereafter be performed by, the Register of the Treas- 
ury and Commissioner of Patents. 

In that time the lawmaking power vindicated its authority to 
have its acts executed, and it is to be hoped, now that this Con- 
gress has had called to its attention two glaring instances of the 
refusal of executive officers to execute the law, and when there 
appears to be no hope that the Chief Executive of the Republic will 
require at the hands of these appointees of his its execution, that 
the legislative branch of the Government will again vindicate its 
authority by taking some action to compel these officials to the 


‘performance of their duties. 


I have here also the report made by the Judiciary Committee of 
the House of Representatives to the Thirty-sixth Congress «pon 
the same refusal of the First Comptroller to execute the law at that 
time. The matter was taken up in the House of Representatives 
under a resolution adopted pete, ag Judiciary Committee 
toinvestigate. It did so,and through Mr. Billinghurst submitted 
a report, which I will not take up the time of the Senate to read 
in full. One paragraph, concluding the report, I will, however, 
read. It is as follows: 

Care has taken its share of responsibility in declaring that a contract 
exis was abrogated, and that damages are due. Whether it has wisely 
or unwisely met and discharged that res; es not a question that can 
be reviewed now by the First Comptroller, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
the Postmaster-General, or the President. That is a closed question. The 
President has approved the law. 

In the opinion of your committee, it is the duty of the First Comptroller to 
execute the existing law. 

Mr. President, if precedent were needed in the effort which is 
now being made in this body to vindicate the lawmaking power 
of the Government by compelling a stubborn Secretary of Agri- 
culture to execute a law, here is the precedent. But even if a 
ee did not exist in a case like this, where there has been a 

agrant omission of public duty by a public officer, the Senate of 
the United States should itself make a precedent. 

Mr. ALLISON obtained the floor. 

Mr. GRAY. Willthe Senator yield to me for just one moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield for a moment. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, rising to the unfinished business, I 
wish to express my regret that the Senator from Louisiana has seen 
fit, in the able an eee he has made of the action 
of the Comptroller of the ury in setting at naught a law of 
Congress, passed with the disapproval of the President, to link 
with it a denunciation of the Secretary of culture for execut- 
ing a law of Congress. I agree with him in regard to what he 
said as to the action of the First ag ange in seeking to nullify 
an act of Congress. I believe with that it was beyond the 
scope of the duty and the power of that officer to declare a law, 
—— with all the forms which are —« for legislation, to 

unconstitutional; but that was a ct refusal to execute a 


ERE RENTS Tie eal 


law, and the Senator links with that a denunciation of the Secye- 
tary of Agriculture for deciding that he will execute a law accord- 
ing toits terms and according to the lettering in which it is written 
upon the statute book. He finds fault with that distinguished an 
able Cabinet officer for observing the limitations that a law enact. 
by Congress placed upon his powers; that law in regard to the dis- 
tribution of seeds, about which so much has been said, being: 

That the purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department of Agri. 
culture— 

I read from section 527 of the Revised Statutes— 
shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country. 

Because the Secretary of Agriculture sought to confine hims:!f 
to that limitation placed upon his power he is joined as an object 
of denunciation with the Oompiectior of the Treasury for refusing 
to confine his powers and his duties to the strict letter of a Con- 
gressional enactment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the Senator from Delaware will vic} 
to me for a moment, I would say—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware yield to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Perhaps before the Senator came into the 
Chamber, in the beginning of my remarks, I took occasion to say 
that the Secretary of Agriculture had taken refuge behind a pro- 
text for his refusal to execute that law, and that pretext was an 
opinion of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. GRAY. The partof the Senator's speech which it was my 
good fortune to hear made no discrimination in its denunciation 
of those two officers. Both were held up as declining to execute 
a law, when I here point out tothe Senator and to the Senate that 
the law applying to the Secretary of Agriculture was strictly 
construed by him according to its letter and unmistakable termé. 
The law says that he shall confine himself to the 4istribution of 
. _— seeds as are rare and uncommon”; and that he attempted 
to 


0. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I call the attention of the Senator to the 
fact that the Secretary of Agriculture did not confine himself to 
that construction the year previously. 

Mr. GRAY. And in that construction the Secretary of Agri- 
culture was supported by the first law officer of the Government, 
if indeed it was necessary in a case so plain to apply to that officer 
to make an official construction of the law. I ask the Senator 
from Louisiana what interpretation he would have given to that 
law if the Secretary of Agriculture had asked him what it meant 
when it said he must confine himself to the distribution of the 
seeds there described? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I am under restraint as to time, 
there being another matter pressing. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon, and shall not trespass 
on his time further. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I beg a moment to answer the Senator 
from Delaware. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. ALLISON. For a moment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Senator from Delaware asked me a 
question, which I desire to answer. He wants to know what con- 
struction I would have put upon the law which he read, if my 
opinion had been asked by the Secretary of Agriculture. Had | 
been Secretary of Agriculture and had executed that same provi- 
sion of law for the three preceding years, I should not have stulti- 
fied myself by refusing to execute it the fourth year. The opinion 
of the Attorney-General should have been asked earlier in his ad- 
ministration. The Secretary of Agriculture has done something 
for three years, and then suddenly discovers in the fourth that it 
can not lawfully bedone. The country will adjudge ita mere pre- 
text. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4145) 
to amend section 1309, Revised Statutes; agreed to the conference 
asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hutu, Mr. Tracey, and Mr. 
McCLELLAN managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the }il! 
(S. 879) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to grant to the Gaincs- 
ville, McAlester and St. Louis Railroad Company a right of way 
through the Indian Territory,” with an amendment; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The m further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were pervepce signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 178) to provide American registers for the barks 
Minde and Johan Ludwig; 

A bill (H. R. 5566) to prohibit prize fighting and pugilism, and 
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een men and animals, and to provide penalties therefor, 
~ hte Eeerritories and the District of Columbia; and 
A joint resolution (H. Res. 108) to authorize the Attorney-Gen- 
eral to transfer to William Henry Clifford a portrait of the late 
Mr. Justice Clifford, now in the Department of Justice. 


PROPOSED DISTRIBUTION OF APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr. DuBois proposing an amendment to paragraph | 
of Rule XVI of the standing rules of the Senate. 


olution of the Senator from Idaho, and all amendments thereto, 
be referred to the Committee on Rules, with instructions to report 
the same to the Senate on the first Monday of December next, with 
or without amendment. gat : 

Mr. CHANDLER. If that resolution is to be disposed of with- 
out debate I have no objection. Otherwise, in pursuance of the 
notice I gave this morning, I propose to move an adjournment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from lowa. j . 

Mr. HALE. I wish to ask theSenator a question. It is not in- 
tended that this motion shall in any way be an instruction to the 
Committee on Rules as to what its report shall be, favorable or 
unfavorable? ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
question? s Y . 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to ask whether there is any unanimous- 
consent agreement that this question shall now be disposed of 
without debate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not informed. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no unanimous consent. 

Mr. PALMER. The motionof the Senator from Iowa involves 
a disposition of the resolution of the Senator from Idaho which I 
think fairly admits of discussion. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. PALMER. 1 do. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I wish to submit a statement. I understand, I 
think correctly, that there will be some amendment or substitute 
offered for the resolution. 

Mr. HILL. Lintend to offer a substitute. 

Mr. DUBOIS. And that no debate will be had onit. I think 
Senators understand the question thoroughly, and the different 
phases of it will be presented by amendments which Senators can 
vote upon as they see fit. 

Mr. PALMER. The question whether there shall or shall not 
be debate, of course, is largely under the control of the Senator 
from Idaho, but at last I suppose it must be referred to the indi- 
vidual judgment of each Senator as to whether he desires to be 
heard on the question or not. 

I desire to state that I very earnestly and cordially support the 
proposition of the Senator from Idaho, and I should like to see it 
adopted; but I desire before any other step is taken to express my 
views on the subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illi- 
nois yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. PALMER. I do. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did I understand the Senator to say that he 
desired to debate the resolution at this time? 

Mr. PALMER. [have no objection to the resolution going over 
until another day if that be the wish of the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will move 
that the Senate do now adjourn until Monday next. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that motion is put, I ask the Senator 
from New Hampshire to yield to me until I move, as he moved 
a while ago, that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on 
Monday next. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield for that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Iowa that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I trust if the pending resolution is not disposed 
of that that motion will be beaten. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will withdraw that for a 
moment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
to yield to me until I make a request. 


Is the Senate ready for the 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


1453 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to take the sense of the Senate 
in respect to a proposition that the joint resolution (S. R.43) di- 
recting the Secretary of Agriculture to carry into effect the pro- 
visions of the act making appropriations for the purchase and 


| distribution of valuable seeds and for the printing and distribu- 





tion of farmers’ bulletins be the unfinished business of the Senate 


| immediately after the matter the Senator from Idaho has in charge 
Mr. ALLISON. I nowresume the floor, and move that the res- | 


is disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator except appropriation bills? 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. DuBols addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] has the floor. 

Mr. PALMER. I thought I had the floor, Mr. President. I 
yielded to the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots] for a suggestion, 
but I supposed I was still on the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the 
Senator from Illinois. The Senator from [linois is correct. He 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PALMER. I merely desired that my right should be recog- 
nized. I now yield to the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. 
CHANDLER}. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from New Hampshire will al- 
low me, I wish to appeal to the Senator from Idaho, who has the 
pending resolution in charge, that he ask unanimous consent to 
dispose of it now. I think the Senator from Illinois will permit 
a vote to be taken upon the resolution, as it has been before the 
Senate for a considerable length of time. If it goes over until 
Monday it will take one day and perhaps two days more. Every- 
body is here and willing to vote upon the proposition now, and I 
ask the Senator from Idaho to request unanimous consent that it 
may now be disposed of. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I stated during the morning hour that if the 
matter could be disposed of without debate at 2 o'clock I should 
be very glad to have it come toatermination. I did not ask unani- 
mous consent then, because some objection was raised, but I made 
the statement that if we could dispose of the resolution without 
debate at 2 o’clock that would be agreeable tome. I maintuin that 
position now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
consent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Idaho if he objects 
to the motion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I object very much tothe motion of the Senator 
from Iowa. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I insist on my motion to adjourn, 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 hope the Senator from Idaho will ask unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho has 
not asked unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then, I ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Rhode Island 
asks unanimous consent. 

Mr. HILL. That I object to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
objects. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. [Putting the question.] 
The Chair is unable to determine. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let us have thé yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. BERRY. lam paired with the Senator from Colorado [ Mr, 
TELLER]. 

Mr. CALL (after having voted in the negative). 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 
he has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has not voted, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. CALL. Then I withdraw my vote and announce my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
TELLER] is detained from the Chamber to-day by illness. He is 
paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry], as has been 
announced. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 52; as follows: 


I hope the Senator will ask for unanimous 


The Senator from New York 


I am paired 
I do not think 


The Senator from Vermont 


YEAS—21. 


Baker, Hawley, Palmer, Vest, 
Caffery, Hill, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Cannon, Lodge, Pritchard, Warren. 
Chandler, McBride, Sherman, 

Gallinger, Mills, Smith, 

Harris, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
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NAYS—82. 

Aldrich, Cullom, Hoar, Pugh, 
Allen, Daniel, Kyle, uay, 
Allison, Davis, Lindsay, h, 
Bacon, Dubois, McMillan, Sewell 
Bate, Faulkner, Mantle, uire, 
Blanchard, Frye, Martin Thurston, 
Brice, Gear, Mitchell, Wis. Tillman, 
Brown, George, Morgan, Turpie, 
Butler, Gibson, Nelson, Vilas, 
Cameron, Gorman, Pasco, Walthall, 
Oarter, Gray, Peffer, Wetmore, 
Olark, Hale, Perkins, Wilson, 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, Platt, Wolcott. 

NOT VOTING—16. 
Berry, Chilton, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
‘Blackburn, Elkins, Jones, Ney. Shoup, 
Burrows, Gordon, Morrill, Teller, 
Call, Irby, Murphy, White. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. Let the motion be stated. 

Mr. HILL. I offer what I send to the desk as a substitute for 
the motion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. I under- 
stand the Senator from Illinois |Mr. PALMER] desires to be heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the 
proposed substitute. 

e Secretary read as follows: 

This amendment shall not take effect, however, until on and after the first 
Monday of December next. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the amendment of the Senator 
from New York is not a substitute for the motion of the Senator 
from Iowa. It is an amendment to the original proposition. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. A motion to refer can not be amended in that 


way. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam satisfied that under the rules no mo- 
‘tion can be made to affect the motion of the Senator from Iowa 
except a resolution that will modify, change, or amend the in- 
structions to the committee. 

Mr. MILLS. That is this amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. A motion which embodies the main fea- 
ture, which is a reference to the committee with instructions, is 
the only amendment that can be made. It takes precedence of 
all other motions. 

Mr. HILL. There are no particular instructions as to the mat- 
ter to be reported. The motion of the Senator from Iowa is to 
7“ at a particular time. That is all it is. 

his is a proper substitute, because it does away in effect with 
the effect of the motion. For instance, without intending to re- 
open the discussion, permit me simply to say that it was suggested 
here that the resolution originally ought to have been referred to 
the Committee on Rules, and that the committee should have 
reported it. Therefore the suggestion is now made by a motion 
that the resolution shall be referred to the committee with instruc- 
tions to report at a particular time, not a particularthing, but at 
a given time. As a substitute for that motion, to meet the objec- 
tion, it is proposed that the amendment to the rules itself shall 
not take effect until the very date when it is proposed that the 
Committee on Rules shall report. 

It strikes me that the substitute is germane to the question, be- 
cause there are presented the two phases of the controversy. One 
is that the resolution shall be referred to the committee, not 
simply a general reference—that is not the question—but a refer- 
ence with instructions to report ata particular time, on a given 
day. Those who favor that motion recognize the propriety of 
some postponement of action. I propose by the substitute that 
the amendment of the rules shall not go into effect until a partic- 

day. We provide by the substitute a counter proposition, 
not that the resolution shall be referred to a particular committee, 
not that that committee shall report ata particular time, but that 
the amendment of the rules which the motion of the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] directs shall be reported on the first Monday 
of December shall itself not go into effect until that time. 

There are the two propositions involving the question before us, 
and to say that one is not a substitute for the other is to violate 
every oT of parliamentary law. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from New York, in seeking to accom- 
plish this purpose, has forgotten the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He always does. 

Mr. HILL. A little louder, please. 

Mr. HALE. There is an order in which motions shall be enter- 
tained, and one of those orders is a motion to refer or to refer with 
instructions. When that motion is made it cuts off all amend- 
ments to the original proposition, and the motion must be enter- 
tained and a vote taken upon the motion to refer with instructions 
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or an amendment to the instructions. There can be no dou): 
whatever about it. There is no man who has been in the Senai, 
and subject to its rules and is willing to be subject to its rules w), 

does not know it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. And having said that, I am willing to leave it t5 
the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the poi)t 
of order that has been made and rules the amendment out of ord: 

Mr. GALLINGER. I rise to submit an amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. lask whether the Chair hasruled the amendin:; 
out of order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has so ruled. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I desire to offer an amendmert. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have submitted an amendment to the 
motion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. MILLS. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stat, 

The SECRETARY. Mr. GALLINGER moves to amend by insertin» 
after the word “ back” the word ‘‘favorably.” 

Mr. MILLS. That is just what I was going to do. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 1 move to lay the amendment on the tayo, 

Mr. MILLS. I understand that the Senator from Tlinois | Mr. 
PALMER] wishes to be heard on this question, and I hope he wil! 
not be cut off. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He does not wish to speak on this particul:r 
amendment. 

Mr. PALMER. Ihave no interest in this particular question, 
and so long as these questions are depending in the Senate | do 
not desire to occupy its attention. 

I will make ancther remark at this point. I observe all around 
the Senate very great anxiety to vote and dispose of this question 
now. I think I discover that the main question, that in which | 
am most deeply interested, has already been disposed of. My idea 
would be to adopt this proposition now and provide for its going 
into effect from to-morrow, taking all the possible and imagin:: 
consequences that might result from it. If that is not my go. 
fortune, I have no desire to occupy the time of the Senate in sub- 
mitting remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER] moves to lay upon the table the amendment 
of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I make that motion because the other one 
is such a fair proposition. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask that the motion be again read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the motion be read as it will read if 
amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
motion as it will read if the amendment should be adopted. 

The SECRETARY. If amended the motion will read as follows: 


To refer the resolution and amendments to the Committee on Rules, wit 
instructions to report the same back favorably to the Senate on the 1) 
Monday of December next, either with or without amendment. 


Mr. HALE. It is understood that the Senator from Iowa | Mr. 
ALLISON] does not make the motion in that form. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will include in my amendment the strik- 
ing out of the latter part of the motion, ‘‘either with or without 
amendment.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the motion 
will be modified to that extent. 

Mr. GRAY. Let the Secretary state the amendment of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let the motion be read, and then let the 
amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will first read 
the motion of the Senator from Iowa | Mr. ALLIsoN]. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. ALLISON moves to refer the motion and amendments to the Committ: 
on Rules, with instructions to report the same back to the Senate on the ‘irst 
Monday of December next, either with or without amendment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will now stat 
the proposed amendment. 

The SEoRETARY. Mr. GALLINGER moves to insert after the 
word ‘‘ back” the word ‘‘ favorably”—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. And to strike out. 

The SECRETARY. And to strike out the words at the end of th 
resolution, as follows: ‘‘ Either with or without amendment.” 

Mr. MILLS. Letthe motion be read as it will read if amended. 

The SECRETARY. So'that, if amended, the motion will read as 
follows: 

To refer the resolution and amendments to the Committee on Rules with 


instructions to report the same back favorably to the Senate on the first Mon- 
day of December next. 
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S. That is right. oa 
am Or . Lask that the amendment be divided; that the 


motion to insert be separated from the motion to strike out. The 





ositions in the amendment are not at all inconsistent. 
wre, GALLINGER. Mr. President 7 ; 

Mr. FAULKNER. The motion before the Senate is to lay on 
the table the eueel offered by the Senator from New Hamp- 

ire [Mr. GALLINGER}. ra 
sae GALLINGER. That is right. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On that question the yeas and | 
navs have been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. NELSON. Is the question on the motion to refer or on the | 
motion to lay the amendment on the table? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is on the motion to lay the amendment on 
the table. a } 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HALE. To lay on the table the amendment of the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER. | a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion to lay on the table the amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. On that the yeas and nays have been ordered, 
and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. : : 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the | 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If he were present, I 
should vote “‘ yea.” . : 

Mr. CANNON (when his name was called). On this question 
I am paired with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon}. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). On this ques- 
tion Iam paired with the junior Senator from New York | Mr. 
Murpuy]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. | 
If he were present, he would vote “ yea” and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 1 have a general 

ir with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrt1], but he and | 
Y camelae, as we do, upon all questions in respect to the res- 
olution, andasI understand that the Senator from Vermont | Mr. | 
MorRIL1] stands paired upon this question with theSenator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest], I shall vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MANTLE (when his name was called). I am paired on | 
this question with the senior Senator from Arkansas | Mr. JoNEs]. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAackBURN }. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrit]}. If he | 
were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea” and I should vote ‘“‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the negative). I desire to 
withdraw my vote, as I am paired with the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Jonzs}. 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—39. 








Aldrich, Cullom, Lindsay. Sherman, 
Allen, és Faulkner, MeMillan, Thurston, 
Allison, Frye, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Bacon, Gear, Pasco, Vilas, 

te, Gibson, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Berry, Gorman, Perkins, Walthall, 
Brice, Gray, Platt, Warren, 
Caffery, Hale, Pugh, Wetmore, 
Cameron, Harris, Quay, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Hoar, Sewell, 

NAYS—29. 
Baker, Dubois, McBride, Smith, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, Martin, Squire, 
Brown, George, Mills, Tillman, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Morgan, White, 
Butler, Hawley, Nelson, Wilson. 
Jarter, Hill, Palmer, 
Chilton, Kyle, Pritchard, 
Davis, Lodge, Roach, ° 
NOT VOTING—21. 

Blackburn, Elkins, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Call, Gordon, Morrill, Teller, 
Cannon, Irby, Murphy, Vest. 
Chandler, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, 
Clark Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Daniel, Mantle, Shoup, 


a. Mr. GALLINGER’s amendment to the motion was laid on the 
e. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. HILL obtained the floor. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HILL. I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I move to lay the motion of the Senator from 
Towa on the table. 

Mr. HALE. On that let us have the yeas and nays. 
yeas and nays were ordered. 
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| The Chair ruled that it would. 


| motion to lay on the table an amendment, if adopted, carried the 


| setts 


| the discussion is out of order. 


| Island makes the point that the roll call has commenced and a 


| work great damage at different times. 
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The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALDRICH an- 
swered to his name. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. the answer to 
which may save aroll call. If that motion prevails; does it not 
lay the whole subject on the table? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would, undoubtedly. 

Mr. HALE. Let the roll call proceed. 

Mr. HILL. What was the parliamentary inquiry? I did not 
hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Whether, if the motion to lay 
on the table is agreed to, the motion of the Senator from Iowa /Mr. 
ALLISON] and the amendments pending will be laid on the table 

Mr. CULLOM. Would it lay upon the table the resolution of 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots], which is the main question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not understand 
that it would. 

Mr. HILL. Nor any other amendment, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Except those pending to the 
single motion of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. HILL. Certainly all those amendments, but none other is 
pending. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no other amendment pending. 

Mr. MILLS. Iask that the amendment may be stated. 

Mr. GRAY. Lrise toa parliamentaryinquiry. I askthe Chair 
to state what the motion is and what the effect of it will be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is to lay on the 
table the motion to refer made by the Senator from Iowa | Mr. 
ALLISON]. The question was asked whether or not, if that motion 
prevailed, it would carry with it the amendments pending to it. 


Mr. HILL. Are any amendments pending? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not know. 

Mr. HILL. Thereis none. Sothatitcarries nothing, but sim- 
ply lays the motion to refer on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. As I understand, a motion to lay on the table the 
motion to refer carries the whole subject with it. Formerly a 


whole subject. We were obliged to provide for that by a special 
rule. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Massachu- 





Mr. HOAR. I beg pardon. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I answered to my name, and it strikes me that 


Mr. HOAR. Let me finish my sentence. 
Mr. HILL. There is nothing inthe point. It does not carry the 
main question with it to the table. The rules are explicit on that 
point. m 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Rhode 


response has been made, the Chair will sustain it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I do not make it. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Rhode Island 
does not make the point of order. 
Mr.HOAR. Otherwise the motion would not bein order. There 
are certain motions in order. One is to report with or without in- 
structions. No oneof them can be disposed of by a motion to lay 
on the table 
Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to 
ask him a question? 
Mr.HOAR. Withoutcarrying the whole subject withit. That 
is the proposition I make. 
Mr. HILL. Then, the other amendment having been laid on the 
table, if the Senator’s argument is correct the whole subject is 
laid on the table. 
Mr. HOAR. We have a special rule in regard to amendments. 
Any amendment can be laid on the table without carrying any- 
thing withit. I myself amthe author of that special rule. Until 
the last three or five years you could not lay an amendment on the 
table without carrying the whole subject with it. 
Mr. SHERMAN. My friend,the Senator from Massachusetts 
a Hoar], I think has fallen into an error. The proposition to 
ay the motion to refer on the table simply denies the motion to 
refer and the Senate retains before it the subject-matter under dis- 
cussion. It seems to me that is perfectly clear. While I sympa- 
thize with the Senator in the votes he has given, I myself can not 
sustain that construction of ourrules. Such aconstruction would 





Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from Ohio will permit me, I 
will read the rule. 

When an amendment proposed to any pending measure 

Any pending measure— 
is laid on the table it shall not carry with it or prejudice such measure 

Mr. HOAR. That is the rule. 

Mr. CULLOM. That does not touch the main question 
the Senate, which is the motion to refer. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; it does. 

Mr. GRAY. The motion to refer is not an amendment. 
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Mr. CULLOM. As the Senator from Delaware says, the motion 
to refer is not an amendment. If the motion to refer is laid on 
the table the next question will be on the resolution offered by 
the Senator from Idaho. Those who want to take up the resolu- 
tion had better vote to lay the motion to refer on the table. Those 
who do not had better vote to sustain the motion to refer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will continue 
the calling of the roll. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Let us know what the decision is. 

Mr. HILL. It does not lay the whole question upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would be very 
strongly inclined when the point comes up at its proper place to 
submit the question to the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to think 
the point is well taken, and that it does carry the whole question, 
but it does not propose so to rule now. 

Mr. HARRIS. It seems to me vitally important that every Sen- 
ator should understand the effect of the vote that he is to give 
oe this motion. If it is to have one effect I should vote one way. 
If the motion to lay on the table simply carries to the table the 
motion to refer made by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], I 
should vote one way, but if the motion to lay on the table carries 
with it the resolution, dis sof the whole subject, then I should 
vote another way. I think it vitally important that the Senate 
and every Senator should understand the effect of the vote that he 
is to give on this proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Chair is compelled to 
rule he would rule that it carried the whole question. 

Mr. HILL. Lrespectfully appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has not ruled yet. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Of course Senators desire to vote advisedly on 
this question, and it seems to me we can reach the same conclu- 
sion by a simpler method; that is, by my withdrawing the motion 
to lay on the table, and thus let the vote come directly on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. HALE. That is it. 

Mr. HILL. Ihave no objection to that course. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Therefore I withdraw my motion to lay on the 


le, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the motion is withdrawn. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 
Mr. ALLEN. Let it be stated. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion will be stated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. ALLISON moves to refer the resolution and amendments to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, with instructions to report the same back to the Senate on 
the first Monday of December, either with or without amendment. 


Mr. HARRIS. Question! 

Mr. CULLOM. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” e 

Mr. CANNON (when his name was called). I am 
this question with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). 
am paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. DANTEL (when his name was called). I beg leave to state 
that I am paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs]. 
Otherwise I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MANTLE (when his name was called). 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I 


ired on 
ORDON ]. 


On this question I 


I again announce 


my pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. If 
he were en, I should vote “nay.” 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). Iam 


paired with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. VILAS (when Mr. VEst’s name was called). The Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest], who was a short time since called 
from the Chamber, desired me, in case he was not able to return, 
to announce that he is paired on this question with the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL], and that if present he would vote 
ae nay. ” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 


yeas 40, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS—40. 

Aldrich, Cullom, oar, Sewell, 
Allison, Faulkner, Lindsay, Sherman, 
Bacon, Frye, MeMillan, Smith, 
Bate, Gear, Mitchell, Wis. Thurston, 
Berry, Gibson, Morgan, ilas. 
Brice, Gorman, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Burrows, Gray, Perkins, alt’ 
Caffery, Hale, Platt, arren, 
Samer Har Pugh, Wetmore, 

rell, Hawley, Quay, 
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NAYS—238. 
Allen, Davis, Lodge, Pritchard, 
ker, Dubois, McBride, Roach, 

Blanchard, Gallinger, Martin, Squire, 
Brown, a Mills, THliman, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Nelson, Turpie, 
Carter, ill, Palmer, White, 
Chilton, Kyle, Peffer, Wilson. 

NOT VOTING—21. 
Blackburn, Elkins, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Call, Gordon, orrill, Teller, 
Cannon, Irby, Murphy, Vest. 
Chandler, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, 
Clark Jones, Ney. Proctor, 
Daniel, Mantle, Shoup, 


So the resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules, 
PURCHASE AND DISTRIBUTION OF VALUABLE SEEDS, ETC. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent that the joint 
resolution (S. R. 43) directing the Secretary of Agriculture to 
carry into effect the provisions of the act making appropriations 
for the purchase and distribution of valuable seeds and for the 
printing and distribution of farmers’ bulletins be made the un- 
finished business in the Senate, excepting appropriation bills. 

'The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the joint resolution relating to 
the distribution of seeds shall be made the unfinished business of 
the Senate as against all other business except appropriation bills. 
Is there objection? ; 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from North Dakota will ask 
the Senate to agree upon a time to vote upon the joint resolution. 
There are several resolutions, the Cuban resolution rarticularly, 
that I desire to have brought up as soon as the appropriation bills 
will allow. I suggest to the Senator that he ask unanimous con- 
sent that we shall vote on the joint resolution at a particular time, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH., I will say tothe Senator from Florida 
that on Monday morning I shall endeavor to reach an agreement 
of that kind. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. QUAY. The Senator from North Dakota will remember 
that I yielded to him upon his joint resolution a day or two ago 
with the understanding that the resolution offered by me in rela- 
tion to the bill reported by the Committee on Finance shall be taken 
up on Monday and shall have precedence of all other business. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understand that the resolution of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania continues as morning business. It 
went over without prejudice and is a part of the morning busi- 
ness on Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from North Dakota? The Chair hears none, 
and the order is made. 


GAINESVILLE, M’ALESTER AND ST. LOUIS RAILROAD. 


The PRESIDENT Pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8.879) to amend 
an act entitled ‘“‘An act to grant to the Gainesville, McAlester and 
St. Louis Railroad Company a right of way through the Indian 
Territory. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 11, 
after the word “Arkansas,” to insert: 


Sec. 3. That section 3 of said act be amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 3. That a right of way of 100 feet in width through said Indian Ter- 
ritory is hereby granted to the Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis Railway 
Company and a i? of land 100 feet in width, with a length of 2,000 feet in 
addition to the right of way is granted for such stations as may be estab- 
lished, but such grant shall be allowed but once for every 10 miles of the road, 
no portion of which shall be sold or leased by the company, with the right to 
use such additional grounds where there are heavy cuts or fills as may be 
necessary for the construction and maintenance of the roadbed, not exceed- 
ing 50 feet in width on each side of said — of way, or as much thereof as 
may be included in said cut or fill: Provided, That no more than said addi 
tion of land shall be taken for a one station: Provided further, That no part 
of the lands herein granted shall be used except insuch manner and for such 
purposes only as shall be necessary for the construction and convenient oper 
ation of said railroad, telegraph, and telephone line,and when any portion 
thereof shall cease to be so used such portion shall revert to the nation or 
tribe of Indians from which the same shall have been taken.” 

Sec. 4. That section 6 of said act be amended by striking out all after the 
word “ Provided " and inserting the following: “ That a map of definite loca- 
tion showing the entire route of said road through the Indian Territory shall 
be filed and a oe by the Secretary of the Interior before any part of the 
said road shall be constructed.” 


Mr. CHILTON. Iask the Senate to concur in the House amend- 
ment. It is merelya formal one. The bill has already passed the 
Senate. It had the approbation of the Senate Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, en the Senate. It went to the other House, 
and they have e an amendment which is acceptable to the par- 
ties interested. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to, 
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PATENTS IN POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


E. Isubmit a resolution calling for information. I 
Rendod' = will be no objection to its consideration now. It 
very short. 5 
x Mr. CHANDLER. I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
i jects. 
one “CHANDLER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
Mr. KYLE. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will 
allow this resolution to go through. It merely calls for informa- 


The Senator from New Hamp- 


i CHANDLER. I gave notice that I would move an ad- 
journment at 2 o'clock. __ ; 
Mr. KYLE. I should like to have my resolution read, 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be read. 
Mr. LODGE. I object to any further business. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


ts objects. : 7 : 
oor RYLE. May I not introduce the resolution and have it 


read and go over until Monday? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ist 
quest? The resolution, without objection, will be received. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to inform _the Senate 


The Senator from Massachu- | ; 
| to be presented in the time occupied by him adverse to the bill 
| was placed before the House. 
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whether any person or persons in the employ of the Post-Office Department | 


has applied for or has received any patent for an invention or improvement 


of existing invention made or received since his entry into the employ of the | 
Post-Office Department touching any article used by such Department; and 


whether such employee has received any royalty in respect to the same. 


Mr. DANIEL. I ask the Senate to take up and consider—— 

Mr. LODGE. I thought a motion to adjourn had been made 
by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I have the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will state to the Senator from Virginia 
that I have had the floor on a motion to adjourn for a long time, 
It was understood that Senators upon this side of the Chamber 
wished an adjournment at 2 o’clock for a particular purpose. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a matter never interfered with before 
that I know of in the history of the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL. TheSenator is giving me a piece of information 
I did not possess. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand perfectly. 
tor did not mean to insist upon it. 

Mr. DANIEL. I always respect a consideration of that sort. I 
did not understand the situation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Unless in the case of very urgent business, 
I must insist on my motion. 

Mr. DANIEL. [ will not make the motion that I intended to 
make, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would prefer to have the Senator with- 
hold his motion, as I have a motion to adjourn pending. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 8 o’clock and 12 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 10, 1896, at 
12 o’clock meridian. 


I know the Sena- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 6, 1896. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 10.30 a. m. 
(Friday, February 7), and was called to order by the Speaker. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE, 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
ns. not to retract anything that I have said or to apologize 
or anything that I have said, but it having been 
The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. aed that as the meeting this morning 
is for debate only on a particular subject—— 
Mr. TALBERT. I will state that 1 would like to be heard now. 
have been misrepresented by the press—— 
_ The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests to the gentleman whether 
it would not be best for him to. wait until the session opens at 12 
o'clock, when an opportunity will be afforded 
Mr. TALBERT. I would prefer to go on right now and make 
my statement. Will you recognize me, Mr. Speaker, at 12 0’clock? 
e SPEAKER. The Chair will be obliged to recognize the 
gentleman on “‘a question of personal privilege.” The Chair thinks 
it would be better that the gentleman should not proceed now, be- 
cause these understandings in regard to order of business ought 
never under any circumstances to be violated, 
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| by it, the Senate framed and passed the bill now under considera- 


Is there objection to that re- | Senate bill and did not at any time give expression to any view 
| favorable to the maintenance of the gold standard, but, on the 


| contrary, especially avowed his fidelity to bimetallism, without 


| pressed within the small space allotted to me for the discussion of 
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COIN REDEMPTION FUND. 

The House, according to order, resumed the consideration of 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain 
and protect the coin redemption fund, and to authorize the issue 
of certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of 
the revenue. 


{[Mr. NEWLANDS addressed the House. 


Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, the issue presented by this bill 
is a plain one between the policy of gold monometallism as against 
bimetallism. No ingenuity of words or plausibility of statement 
can disguise the plain situation presented at this time. No gen- 
tleman here will deny that we are now on a gold monometallic 
basis. To be relievedof that basis, and of the conditions produced 


See Appendix. ] 


tion. In the able argument of the distinguished gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] against this bill, every argument possible 


The fact that that gentleman de- 
voted his entire time to criticising the remedy proposed in the 


pointing out any practical manner of achieving it, has left the 
House without the benefit of his valuable opinion upon that ques- 
tion, and has been to that extent a disappointment to many of us. 

The gentleman from Maine is probably the best equipped man 
upon the floor of this House for the performance of his duty as a 
tepresentative of the people, and it is with great diffidence that I 
undertake to make any reply to the masterly presentation of the 
antifree-coinage argument made by him to the committee in the 
opening of thisdebate. That diffidence is not in the least dispelled 
by the thought that whatever may be said by me must be com- 


this great question. In his argument the gentleman from Maine 
charges that France and the Latin Union having entered into 
the agreement to maintain a bimetallic standard, were compelled 
to abandon that standard and were unable to maintain it. Upon 
what authority was such a statement made? The history of the 
transactions of those Governments with respect to the maintenance 
of bimetallic coinage nowhere discloses the inability of those Gov- 
ernments to maintain the coinage of gold and silver. 

On the contrary, the reason assigned by France for her course 
in closing her mints to the coinage of silver was that she did not 
propose to aid her ancient foe, Germany, by absorbing her silver. 
| have been unable to find any authority to justify the statement 
that these nations were compelled, by reason of their inability to 
maintain the standard, to abandon it. The gentleman says that 
France and the United States are maintaining, tentatively, pre- 
cisely the same coinage policy, not gold monometallism, but 
limited bimetallism. With every respect for that gentleman and 
for his profound knowledge of public questions, I most respect- 
fully deny the truth of that statement. 

The United States and France both have gold and silver money, 
but in France gold and silver are standard money, while in the 
United States, under the administration of a law declaratory of a 
bimetallic standard, gold is standard money and silver is token 
money. Gentlemen tell us that they are trying to do justice to 
both metals—to do justice between them. As well might a father 
undertake ‘‘to do justice” between two sons in this way: He 
might say to William, ‘‘I will give you $50,000, and you shall 
have a store on this side of the street”; and then he might say to 
John, ‘‘I will give you $50,000, and you shall have a store on the 
other side of the street.” So far the action of that father would 
seem to do equal and exact justice between his sons; but if, after 
having made this equal division, he should march up and down 
the street and say to the people who came to buy: ‘‘ Do not go near 
John’s store; hesells bad goods; he will cheat you; he will not give 
you your money’s worth; if you want to buy anything go to Wil- 
liam’s store ””—if that father, professing to do equal and exact jus- 
tice between his sons, should act in that manner, he would be 
acting as the Government of the United States acts with reference 
to gold and silver as money metals. Professing to treat them with 
equal justice, it practically says to the people and to the world: 
‘* We coin gold and silver as money, but take care to have nothing 
to do with our silver; itis bad money; it is worthless; itis a fraud.” 

Let the administration of the law governing our gold and silver 
currency be carried into effect upon the same lines and upon the 
same theory which obtains in the French Government, and the 
statement of the gentleman from Maine and those who act with 
him will be correct. Let the United States Government, the Gov- 
ernment of a nation of 70,000,000 of people and sixty-five billions 
of wealth, follow the example of the great Bank of France and use 
the option which it possesses under the law to pay the demands 
against it in gold or silver, and the United States Government 
will stand on a par in its credit with the great French Republic. 


a  Leeivenasaenneneel ar 
cs 5 ~ 





LBS GLA UAB hs AAS Oe CE LIAR Se PELE AE BETS EEE | 


BERGA A ELE 


Pw REUSE RT EC RR eT ORE TOT CULAR a IO OTST RNS ORLA BE RT” 


SNe 


pare eingeet se + 


© ce AN EMR. 


Sing STE 


SP ale REINS IR BEIM GAM sper 


1458 





Who has heard of any assaults upon the credit of France? Who 
has heard that her ability to pay any portion of her six billions of 
indebtedness has ever been questioned or doubted for a moment? | 


What Frenchman has ever been compelled to read in the public 
prints charges that the money of his country, or any of it, was a 
cheap or worthless money? 

France has 38,000,000 people, owes a debt of $6,000,000,000, and 
maintains $700,000,000 of silver currency at 
The United States has 70,000,000 people, owes a debt of $847,361 ,960, 
and had July 1, 1895, $500,243,653 of silver coin. And yet we are 
told that with our superiority of resources, with almost double her 
population, and less than one-seventh of her debt, we can not 
absorb and maintain at parity the annual product of the silver 
which would come to our mints. The total product of the world 
of gold and silver for the year 1894, at its coinage value, was only 


$216,892,000. Of this amount $113,095,000 was silver at its coin- | 


»age value. Of this amount the United States produced only 


$64,000,000—less than $1 for every man, woman, and child within | 


the limits of our country. Does anyone contend that, with the 


population of the United States increasing regularly at the rate | 


of 8 per cent per annum, the trivial increase to the currency 
which would be occasioned by adding less than $1 per capita of 
silver would in any way imperil the parity of the two metals, if 


the United States would exercise its option and maintain the | 


arity by redeeming its obligations as the law authorizes it to do, 
in either gold or silver? 
Sir, it has always been the contention of the advocates of bi- 
metallism on the part of the United States, independent of any 
other nation, that the exercise of the option conferred by law on 


the Government would maintain the parity both between the gold | 


—_ silver coins, and between the coinage and market value of our 
silver. 

That it would do so is best proved by the experience of France. 
The United States, under the administration of its laws as they 
now exist, is purely upon a gold basis. France, in the administra- 
tion of its laws, is upon a bimetallic basis, not coining gold and 
silver freely, but using its option to pay either. 

Every member of this House is probably familiar with the fact 
that if a citizen of this country or any other goes to the Bank of 
France with a draft upon which he desires money, he will be paid 
that money in either gold or silver at the option of that bank, and 
by this means,even with the persistent pressure on the part of 
gold-using countries to depreciate silver in the markets of the 
world, France hasalwaysmaintained theintegrity of her currency. 
And she is to-day a prosperous, thriving nation, while we are under 
the curse of the twin producers of cheapness—the gold standard 
and the Democratic tariff for revenue only. 

The gentleman from Maine inquires for what reason the advo- 
cates of independent bimetallism believe that the United States 
could alone coin silver freely without detriment to the integrity 
of its currency? The answer to that is, first, that prior to its de- 
monetization it did coin silver freely and without injury; second, 
Japan, with only 41,000,000 people, skilled in the sciences and 
the arts than ours, and with fewer resources, coins silver freely, 
and presents a picture of prosperity to-day compared with which 
the depression in all branches of trade in all gold-standard coun- 
tries is a standing, living rebuke to the assumption of superiority 
on the part of those nations claiming to have reached the highest 
civilization. This opinion is not alone entertained by the Senators 
and Representatives who vote for silver, and are therefore openly 
eel by the gold-standard press with dishonor and 
with actually misrepresenting their people, but the opinion has 
been countenanced and os by some of the highest author- 
ities in the financial world. Sir Henry Hucks Gibbs, a director 
in the Bank of England, and a recognized authority in Great Brit- 
ain upon monetary questions, before the English commission which 
met in 1888 to investigate the financial question, when asked if 
Great Britain alone could maintain bimetallism, promptly replied, 
** Yes, or any other great commercial nation.” 

The United States is the greatest producing nation on the globe. 
In its products consists its wealth. From its products its obliga- 
tions must be paid. Their value measured in gold (and all values 
in the United States are now measured in gold) must of necessity 
be great or small according as the supply of the measure of value 
is limited or extensive. 

The year 1895 has added to the world’s supply of gold about 
$200,000,000. Of this amount about 75 per cent has been used in 
the arts and in supplying the losses from accumulated stocks of 
gold. Therefore there has et eae added to the gold cur- 
rency of the world in the year 1895 about $50,000,000. The popula- 
tion of the world is about 1,500,000,000 of — Therefore there 
has been added to the world’s stock of gold money about 3} cents 
per capita for every man, woman, and d, The increase in the 

currency, it will be observed, has not and can not ibly 

with the | - a, the — ee ustries, 

and the consequent demand for sufficient currency success- 
ful transaction of business, 
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I can understand how a great consuming nation like Great 
Britain, absorbing the surplus products of the world, should })9 
interested in depreciating the price of those products by maiy- 
taining a constantly appreciating standard of morey. But it is 
difficult for me to understand by what process of reasoning ¢ 
tlemen are able to convince themselves that a producing natio)). 
any more than an individual producer, can possibly be interest.| 
in lowering the value of the things which constitute its fund | 
wealth. It is not the token money which is the measure of valnv: 
it is the money of ultimate redemption. 

Under our Constitution that money is gold and silver; under 
the law and its administration gold is the standard and all oth. 
money is token money. It is a rule of monetary science whi 
I presume no gentleman will dispute that if you double the sup) 
of money (and when I say ‘‘money” I mean standard money) yi 
double the value of the commodities whose value is measured in 
| money. 

A statement was made some time ago, about a year ago, in tlic 
| New York Tribune that the values of railroad stocks had depro- 
ciated in the previous two years about $1,000.000,000. It is not 
| wonderful that this is so. What gives to railroad stocks thcir 
value? The earning capacity of the road. What gives earnine 
| capacity to the road? The producing capacity of the country tri})- 
utary toit. What stimulus is there to the farmer, the produ 

of wheat, of corn, of oats, of barley, of cotton, and of stock, to 
raise and put upon the market the products of his farms when 
the prices, measured in gold as they are, are in many instances 
less than the cost of production? And, Mr. Speaker, in spite 0! 
the statements and the arguments of the gentleman from North 
Dakota [Mr. JOHNSON] yesterday, I want to say that I know tht : 
in my own State the farmers have been raising crops of grain 
without profit, and even at alossin many instances. These figures 
which are cited here may show a greater yield per acre, but th: 
may be accounted for by the exceptional yield of the year on whic, 
the gentleman from North Dakota bases hisargument. As amai- 
ter of fact, we all know that many a farmer in our respective 
States—and it is not confined by any means to the Rocky Moun- 
tain States; it applies also to the Mississippi Valley States—we all 
know that many a farmer has been of late years no more than al)|y 
to pay the cost of sowing and harvesting and marketing his cro). 
Give the farmer and stock raiser such a price for what he pro- 
duces as will enable him to make a fair and reasonable profit aud 
the freight earnings of your great railroads will be swelled to such 
an extent that an occasional dividend will be in sight, instead of 
a perpetual deficit and a receiver. 

In support of our contention that the free coinage of gold ani 
silver at the existing ratio by the United States would fix and 
maintain an actual parity between the market and coinage value 
of silver, I desire to read briefly from the report of the royal coim- 
mission of 1888 on gold and silver. Thereport was made in three 
parts. Part 1 was signed by all of the commissioners, consisting 
of six gold-standard men and six silver men; one of the gol 
standard men, Mr. Courtney, hassince renounced his gold-standard 
views and declared for bimetallism. This is the statement mao 
by that commission: 

Nor does it appear to us a priori unreasonable to suppose that the existence 
in the Latin Union of a bimetallic system with a ratio of 15} to 1 fixed between 
the two metals should have been capable of keeping the market price of silver 
steady at approximately that ratio. 

The view that it could only affect the market price to the extent to which 


there was a demand for it for currency purposes in the Latin Union or to 
which it was actually taken to the mints of those countries is, we think, {1 








The fact that the owner of silver could in the last resort take it to th 
mints and have it converted into coin which would purchase commodities *! 
the ratio of 15} of silver to 1 of gold would, in our opinion, be likely to afi: 
the price of silver in the market generally, whoever the purchaser and j0! 
whatever country it was destined. It would enable the seller to stand 
for a price approximating to the legal ratio, and would tend to keep the ma! 
ket steady at about that point. 

It will be observed by inspection of the report of the Director of 
the Mint for 1895 that the total stock of silver coin in France is 
only $487,900,000. The report of the Director for 1891 shows that 
there was $700,000,000 of silver coin in France. It is difficult to un- 
derstand upon what basis the last estimate of the Director is made, 
if the estimate of 1891 is correct, unless it be upon the hypothesis 
that it is a part of the Administration’s policy to attempt to show 
that France is discarding her silver money, for an examination 0! 
Mr. J. Barr Robertson's work on Bimetallism, published in 15!), 
shows that in 1892 the imports of silver into France exceed! 
the exports $720,000, and in 1898 the imports of silver exceeded thiv 
exports $1,320,000, while in 1894 the exports only exceeded the im- 
ports $680,000. Therefore if this table be correct, and it is com- 

iled from Dr. Soetbeer’s estimates, it would seem that there is no 
foundation for the charge that France is abandoning her silver 
money. It may be, as an explanation for the discrepancy, that 
the Director of our Mint has failed to take into consideration tlio 
foreign silver coin amounting to over $120,000,000 in circulation 
in France. 

The gentleman from Maine seems to shrink with horror when 
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he contemplates the danger of this country being placed on a par 

; die 
wir Speaker, while it has never been the belief of the advocates 
of bimetallism by the United States that its adoption would lead 
to silver monometallism, it 1s but fair to say that the condition of 
Mexico and Japan, both silver-using countries, is so much better 
from the standpoint of profitable production than that of the 
United States under the gold standard that I feel that a dignified 
silence upon the part of our people when making comparisons 
between those nations and ours in their present industrial condi- 
tions would redound to our benefit. 

The following extract from the Boston Herald, under date of 
February 1, 1896, indicates a condition of affairs in Mexico which 
I am of the opinion the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
would be glad to have transplanted to some of the idle factories 
of the New England States: 

. : te sperity of Mexican cotton mills, which are declaring 
ne oe ee a sa an. has Seen the a ntion of the 
press. 

And I want to ask the gentleman from Maine how many mills 
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| portion of that plank is devoted entirely to declarations relative 
| the achievements of bimetallism and the maintenance of the two 


in the New England States within the last twelve months have | 


declared a 20 per cent dividend or a 10 per cent dividend? 


The Mexican Herald declares that— pe 

** Mexico is now in position to inv ade the markets of the west coast of South 
America in competition with Germany, England, and all other counti 
gold basis. Tt is very significant that Mexican print works are now selling 
goods direct to ports on the Pacific coast of Mexicoand taking the market 
away from the gold-standard countries, which can only be done now be 
cause the west coast is quickly accessible. 

* One of the greatest merchants, forty years in business and alarge importer 
from Europe, says that it it no longer possible for the | nited States or Europe 
to compete with Mexican mills, which can turn out excellent cottons at $1.25 
less per piece. Mexico is growing more cotton yearly, and will scon be able 
to supply itself without bringing in American cotton; and as the growing 
and manufacturing are done on the basis of cheap labor and silver money 
Mexico should aspire to enter the lists as an exporter of cotton good 

“There is an ample field here for the investment of capital in cotton m 
also in paper and other products. Mexican woolens are now being tu 
out of superior ¢ uality, and thousands of people are refusing to buy expen 
sive English A x Tailors are supplying their growing demand at prices 
less than one-half those charged for European goods. For example, trousers 
are being sold at $5 per pair which if made of English goods would cost Sl! 
Mexican manufacturers are very prosperous, and there is undoubtedly a 
chance fora modern shoe factory. Phe policy of the Government isto render 
Mexico independent as far as possible of the foreign gold-standard countri 
This tends to give employment to railways,and the policy of the Mexican 
Central Railway in favoring every Mexican industry on its various lines is 
cordially commended in Government circles. The road has become thor 
oughly ise in policy, with resultant higher earnings. 

* Hundreds of Americans are here, among them many capitalists, and there 
is a great interest shown in coffee lands and lands for general agricultural 
purposes. Sugar planters were never more prosperous than now, and this 
industry can not easily be overdone, as the domestic demand is not filled and 

rofits will be large for many years. The National Bank of Me-ico will in 

ay declare a dividend of 17 per cent and add heavily toits reserve. The 
active capital of the bank is $8,000,000and the reserve $5,000,000.” 


rie ma 











I join hands with the gentleman from Maine in advocacy of the 
great Republican principle of protection, but say to him frankly 
that no protective tariff under a gold monometallic standard will 
be adequate to foster the industries of this country. No tariff 
can be made high enough to protect American producers from 
Asiatic competition. 

Gold monometallism and free trade are the twin sisters of cheap- 
ness. It is the avowed object of both tocheapen every product to 
the consumer, and experience has taught us that the objects have 
been accomplished. Bimetallism—that is, the equal use and rec- 
ognition of gold and silver as standard money—and protection 
are both intended to enable the producer to receive a higher price 
for his product. It is therefore not difficult for me to understand 
why the President, who is an advocate of the gold standard and 
free trade, should oppose any policy designed to give added value 
to any commodity. His entire interest seems to be confined to 
the holders of gold, and when they are cared for he doubtless feels 
that his duty is done. But when the gentleman from Maine is 
found opposing a policy designed to elevate rather than depress 
the values which go to make up the wealth of this nation by re- 
fusing to remove the conditions which depress all values, and at 
the same time advocates the protective theory, he is certainly open 












the Republican party in its declarations in the national platform 
of 1892 upon the question of bimetallism. The following is the 
plank: 
FREE AND SAPE COINAGE OF GOLD AND SILVER. 
The American people, from tradition and interest, favor bimetallism 





the Republican party demands the use of both gold and silver as standar 
money, with such restrictions and under such previsions, to be detern 
legislation, as will secure the maintenance of the parity of value f the tw 
metals, so that the purchasing and debt-paying power of the dollar, whe 

yf silver, gold, or paper, shall be at all times equa The int st f the} 
ducers of the country, its farmers and its workingmen, dema 

dollar, paper or coin, issued by the Government shall ’ 

We commend the wise and patriotic steps already taken Gov 

to secure an international conference to adopt such 1 sas W 

a parity of value between gold and silver for use as mot thi 


world. 
Now, sir, a careful reading of that plank will disclose the fact 
that the first twenty-four words thereof are declaratory of a pri 


' 2 : rr 
ciple; they specifically commit the party to bimetallism and the 
use of both gold and silver as standard money. The remaining 


metals at a parity. 

The method of achieving bimetallism as advocated by the 
tleman from Maine and those who agree with him is through 
international monetary conference which requires the consent 
Great Britain. I presume there is no member of this House w 
believes for one moment that Great Britain can be induced 
abandon the gold standard and adopt bimetallism, for the simp! 
reason that she is the great creditor nation and the great consum 
ing nation of the world. If that be true, then the road to bimet 
allism marked out in our platform is hopelessly blocked. If that 
be true, then the declaration is meaningless and bimetallism can 
not be achieved in that way. 

Republican Representatives who agree with the distinguished 
gentleman from Maine do not think that the United States can go 
to independent bimetallism, and therefore they will not travel 
our road. That being the case, firmly adhering to my conviction 
that the United States is perfectly able to achieve independent 
bimetallism, but desirous of having our eastern Republican breth 
ren reach that desired goal, 1 propose for the purpose of this pres 
ent debate and vote that we blaze a new trail, and | therefore send 
to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read the following amendment, 
which I propose to offer to the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SecTION Ll. That the President is hereby authorized and directed to call 
commercial and tariff conference, to assemble at the city of Washi 
later than June 1, 1896, to be c« mposed of representatives o 


ountries 
Sere. 2. That at such conference the representatives of the United States 
Government are directed on the part of this Government to endeavor t 








tf silver 





cure a compact tween the countries there repre ted for the. 
benefit of the contracting parties, which compact or agreemet I n 
among such other provisos as may be deemed advisable, the following propo 
sitions, to wit: 

First. The silver-using countries represented at such conference and agr 
ing to the compact shall open their portsto the free admission of all prod 
of this country, in exehange for which the United States will open its mints 
to the coinage of silver 

Seeond. A discriminating duty shall be levied against imports brou 


the country from gold-standard countries, and all duties upon goods in 
into this country from such gold-using countries shall be paid in gold 


Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I propose to offer this amen 


ment only for the purpose of finding out to what extent the Repnb- 


licans of the East are willing to go in the direction of bimetallism. 
[do not yield one jot or tittle from my former position, that the 
} Senate bill in itself as it stands is the proper and complete sol 


| only for the purpose of seeing what support can be obtained f 
| this bimegallic idea from the Republicans of the Ea 


to the charge of driving a team one horse of which is going in one | 


direction and one in the other. 
The gentleman no doubt finds now, and will to a much greater 
extent find in the future, manufactured articles from Japan ex- 


| not until 1816 was there any attempt to make a single standard of 


cluding American manufactured articles in the markets of the | 


world. Anyone who has read carefully the reports of the growth 
of the manufacturing industries in Japan must be blind indeed 


who is not apprised of the wonderful strides that nation has made | 


in the establishment and growth of its manufacturing industries. 
With the permission of the House, I shall print, as a portion of 
my remarks, some extracts from newspapers upon this question 
of the development of manufactures in Japan, for that develop- 
ment is going to do more to open the eyes of the Eastern manu- 
facturers to the iniquity of the single gold standard than all the 
arguments that can be offered on this floor. 
ow, Mr. Speaker, I propose briefly to refer to the position of 





| of bimetallism. 


t 


of the present difficulty, and I repeat [ shall offer this amend 


rhe opponents of bimetailism insist that the burden of proof in 
this argument is upon the supporters of bimetallism. ‘The con- 
tention of the distinguished gentleman from Maine was that it 
Wus incumbent upon us to show that the adoption by the United 
States of the system of comage provided for by the Senate bill 
would redound to the benefit of the country. Nearly all of the 
opponents of this system insist that the proposal of the Senate is 
experimental legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, such is not the fact. The fact is that for four thou- 
sand years the money of the world consisted of gold and silver, and 










gold. In all those years abundant opportunity to discover the 
imperfections of the bimetallic standard and to repudiate it 
given, but the wisdom of ages has demonstrated the soundne 
of the system, and as a result its retention naturally follow 
The experiment of a gold standard was tried and has utterly 
failed. It is unnecessary for me to go into the details surroun 

ing the successive actions of certain Governments looking to tl 
establishment of the gold standard. It is sufficient, however 
say that in Germany and Austria there is a growing sentiment 
looking to the rejection of the gold standard and reestablishment 


The experience of those countries, like the experience of the 
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United States, has been that the system has been disastrous to the 
roducing classes. And since production is the source and foun- 
tion of all wealth, the evil effects of any system which depre- 
ciates the values of products must of necessity sap the foundation 
of wealth. The United States is experiencing now the beneficial 
effects of a gold standard. Either it must remain or some other 
standard be substituted in its stead. What have you of the oppo- 
sition to propose in lieu of the present system? hat have youto 
propose instead of the Senate bill except a continued and unin- 
terrupted issue of bonds? Your sacred gold reserve has touched 
the forty-seven-million point to-day. How do you propose to cure 
the situation? The answer is by the issuance of more bonds. And 
how long will this practice be kept up? When will the day of reck- 
oning come? These bonds must some time be paid. They will be 
paid by the people of the United States from their accumulated 
wealth and their accumulated earnings. Which is better for the 
—— of a producing nation, an appreciating standard, which 
owers the prices of all commodities, or a depreciating standard, 
which raises the price of all the products of human toil? You 
who vote and who propose to vote to maintain this standard have 
no remedy to propose. You stand here helpless. We offer you 
a solution which the experience of forty centuries has approved, 
and we are told that this is experimental legislation and that the 
United States can not undertake to restore silver unaided and alone. 
Mr. Speaker, inaddition to the opinion of Sir Henry Hucks Gibbs, 
referred to in a former part of my remarks, I desire to call the 
attention of the House to an item in the London Financial News 
expressive of the English fear that the United States will adopt 
~— free coinage of silver and its effect upon English trade, as 
ollows: 


There is a plain moral in the remark that if the United States would ven- 
ture to cut herself adrift from pro and take outright to silver she would 
have all America and Asia at her back and would command the markets of 
both continents. The barrier of gold would be more fatal than any barrier 
os = nem. The bond of silver would be stronger than any bond 
of free trade. 


There can be no doubt about it that if the United States were to adopt a 
silver basis to-morrow British trade would be ruined before the year was out. 


Mr. Speaker, the duty and responsibility of solving this great 
— will, in my ju poems. rest upon the Republican party. 
hat —_ has furnished a solution for every great question pre- 
sented to it by the American people since its existence. It fur- 
nished a stern and final solution of all of the difficulties growin 
out of the great strife. It gave us ourliberal homestead laws, an 
wrote upon the statute books of this country in various acts the 
beneficent provisions of protection. It remains to be seen whether 
or not it will neutralize the splendid achievements of the past by 
lying supinely down and submitting to the perpetual riveting 
upon this great producing country a system of finance whose pur- 
pose and effect is to depreciate the value of every acre of land, of 
every bushel of wheat, of every pound of cotton, and of every 
— labor owned by the citizens of the a Applause. } 
he SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman from 
Montana has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman’s time be extended for three minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the r 
that the time of the gentleman from Montana be extend 
three minutes? 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, as is well known, I have no desire to 
cut off the gentleman in his remarks, and if I can be assured some 
time in which to be heard upon this subject I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is hardly a time to make 
bargains. Does the gentleman from Nebraska object? 

r. KEM. I must object, Mr. Speaker, under the circum- 
stances. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Under the permission of the House I desire 
to insert in the Recorp the following editorial from Mr. Wharton 
Barker's excellent paper, the American, of January 18, 1896, en- 
titled ‘‘ Protection without bimetallism impossible,” and mark it 
Appendix A: 


uest 
for 


APPENDIX A. 
PROTECTION WITHOUT BIMETALLISM IMPOSSIBLE. 


Under gold monometallism a protective tariff is an ay my eh for no 
tariff can made high enough & protect our producers from Asiatic com- 
petition, fostered by the appreciation of gold. Receiv pay for what they 
sell to us, or England, or any other gold-using country, in gold that has ap 
preciated as measu in silver, their standard of value, 100 per cent, the sil 
ver-using peoples can afford to sell their cultural modest and manu- 
factured goods for just one-half the price in gold of what they would be 
obliged to charge if the parity between gold and silver not been de- 
stroyed and vy had not appreciated as com to silver 100 per cent, for 
88 cents in gold is now worth as much to them as $1 twenty-five years ago. 

The divergence in the value of gold and silver has enabled the silver-usin, 
paspaee to cut the prices of what they sell to gold- countries in half, 
without reducing the silver price which they receive, and, as the purchasing 
peated of silver is as t with them as ever, without their profits. 

the J and ese learn to use European and American machin- 

ery, and as they learn - experience to economize in production, adop 

e improved methods of production, and profiting from the experience o! 

estern civilization, they are nat enabled to reduce the cost of produc- 


tion, but aside from any cheapening of production, the producer in Japan or 
China, or other silver-using nation, can sell in America, or England, or Ger- 
many, or any gold-using nation, for just one-half the price in gold that he 
could before the parity between silver and gold was destroyed by demone- 
tizing silver, without reducing his profit one jot. 

The Chinese tael, based on silver, and the Japanese silver yen go just ag 
far as ever, will buy as much labor, pay for the productiou of as much cotton, 
or yarn, or cotton cloth asever. With the tael, worth 68 cents in gold, or the 
yen, worth 50 cents, the Chinese or Japanese manufacturer can produce as 
much as when the tael was worth $1.36 in gold and the yen $1, and even more, 
because of the use of improved machinery, but with the gold received in 
gold-using countries for what he sells to such countries he can buy exchange 
for twice as — or twice as many yens as he could when silver had 
not commenced depreciate as measured by gold. Thus he is enabled to 
sell at half price in gold. 

To keep our markets our manufacturers must meet this. 
can not. Try as they will, they can not cheapen production so as to enable 
them to doso. They may improve machinery and economize in production, 
but their silver competitors will promptly avail of the same improved ma- 
chinery and the same economies in production. In this way our manufac- 
turers can gai no advantage over their Asiatic competitors. Just so far as 
silver has fallen as measured by gold our manufacturers mustreduce prices, 
or the difference will result as a bounty on imports and lead to the import 
and sale of Chinese and Japanese goods in place of those of home manifacture. 

Under gold monometallism the pocereey of meeting competition with silver- 
using peoples, fostered by a bounty of 100 per cent in the shape of a premium 
on gold can not be avoided, but for our maufacturers to meet thiscompetition 
successfully is impossible. All manufacturers, whether debtors in their indi- 
vidual capacity or not, have their share of fixed charges, charges calling for 
a fixed number of dollars to bear. Each must bear a portion of the national 
and State and municipal indebtedness, that becomes more burdensome as 
gold es ghaggeneers Taxes to meet interest on this debt, taxes that can not be 
reduced, he must pay, whether profits are large or none, whether commodi- 
ties are high or low. if he is indebted individually, as most of them are, he is 
just that much worse off. 

Taxes, and interest, and rents he can not reduce, nor can he reduce his 
largest item of outlay, wages, in anything like proportion to the depreciation 
of silver as measured by gold. Attempts to cut wages must lead to strikes 
and lockouts, for the wage,earner can not but resist such reductions. He 
buys at retail, and the butcher's and baker's and grocer’s prices do not fall 
with wholesale prices, as is only natural, but much later, and then not so far. 
The result is, cuts in wages mean to the wage earner a lower standard of 
living such as alone the cravings of hunger for himself and family will force 
him toaccept. And, if driven by hunger and suffering, the laborer loses 
hope and incentive, and he is no longer capable of the same effort or of per- 
forming the same amount of work as when he labors hopefully and ambi- 
tiously. For the manufacturer to cut wages in like degree with the fall in 
prices is impossible, and in attempting to do so he must destroy the superior- 
ay oe his workmen. 

© compete with Asiatic semgetien, fostered by the premium on gold, a 
bounty that we ourselves blindly pay to exporters in silver-using countries, 
is already ruinous. It must soon become impossible. 

Gold prices have not fallen so far as the gold price of silver. The difference 
acts as a bounty on exports from silver-using to gold-using nations. 

In this way blind adherence to the gold standard is enabling Japanese and 
Chinese to undersell us in our own markets. But itis not in this alone that 
we suffer from the divergence in the value of gold and silver, and it is not the 
bonus we pay exporters in silver-using countries that is alone undermining 
and must undermine and counteract any tariff that we vainly try to make 
protective under gold monometallism. 

The same difference between the gold price of silver and the price of com- 
modities in America aud England and Germany and other gold-using coun- 
tries acts as a protective wall around the silver-using world. Manufacturers, 
here or in England or Germany, sending their goods to silver-using countries 
ask gold in payment. This gold costs the people in such countries just twice 
as mutch to as before the demonetization of silver, and unless the goods 
are offered to them at half price, the price asked represents an enhanced 
value tothem. Manufacturers in gold-using countries can not reduce the 
price of their goods in any such proportion for reasons already given. The 
result is that the price of European or American goods has been enhanced in 
China and 7pm although our manufactures sell for much less in ~ than 
formerly. The price to the Chinese and Japanese is not enhanced 100 per 
cent, which about represents the appreciation of gold in their money, for the 
gold prices our manufacturers ask are somewhat less than heretofore. But 
whether the price is enhanced 40 or 50 per cent. it is just so much protection. 
It drives the Japanese and Chinese to make for themselves what they can 
not, at the enhanced prices, afford to buy abroad. The result is that Euro- 
— and American goods are being crowded, not alone out of China and 

apan, not alone out of India, despite the efforts of England and the closing 
of the Indian mints, but out of all silver-using nations. The markets of sil- 
ver-using nations being closed against English and German manufactures, the 
pressure to sell them in America is much greater than it would otherwise be. 

Thus our manufacturers, excluded from the Eastern markets, are forced 
to meet an unnatural competition, ngt alone with Chinese and Japanese 
manufacturers, but with European as well. 

But this is not all. Seeking a market for their produce in England and 
Germany, our farmers are - om ge to sell their wheat in competition with 
Indian and Mexican wheat ra: on a silver andof Argentine and Russian 
wheat raised on a paper basis, while our prenters have to compete with In- 
dian cotton. Our competitors for the markets of England have been enabled, 
because of the a of gold, to cut the price they ask for their wheat 
and cotton in half without reducing the amount of silver which they receive 
inpayment. To meet this competition, our farmers and planters have been 
forced to accept lower and lower prices as the gold price of silver has fallen. 
Unlike their competitors, who are recompenced for the lower prices they 
receive by the premium in their currency of the gold they receive in pay- 
ment, our planters and farmers, raising wheat and cotton on a gold basis, 

ying taxes and interest and other fixed charges in gold, and finding that 
the much smaller amount in gold which they receive and spend ona gold 
basis goes but little farther than heretofore in paying the cost of producin 
cotton and wheat and other produce, have been impoverished and ruined an« 
are absolutely unable to buy manufactured goods liberally as herctofore, 

Thus the gold standard destroys the home market for our manufactures. 
We must make the farmers prosperous before they can buy liberally manu- 
factured goods, and they can not me prosperous while forced to sell their 
produce in competition with silver-using peoples and handicapped by the 
eppreceing gold standard. : - 

ntil bimetallism is restored and the unfair advantage which the appreci- 
ation of gold has conferred on the silver-using peoples in competition with 
the gold-using is destroyed, no tariff can be made protective. The first step 


But meet it they 


tow reesta’ ment of a true protective system must be the restora- 
ae <A bimetallism. Any attempt torestore protection without bimetallism 
w . 


Protection must be united with bimetallism. To endeavor to make a tariff 
protective under gold monometallism is folly. 
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editorial from the same paper of the same date, entitled 
“  wedhn of production not accountable for the fall in prices, 


and mark it Appendix B. 


APPENDIX B. 
CHEAPENING OF PRODUCTION NOT ACCOUNTABLE FOR THE FALL IN PRICES. 


sof production, the introduction of economies, and the 
abs a. — and labor-saving machinery, resulting in a reduc- 
tion of the labor cost of production, do not of necessity lead to a fall in prices. 
Prices naturally adjust themselves to the money cost of production, for men 
will not rteccnt Bee! work at a loss, and if the price that can be obtained for 
commodity is not sufficient to recompense those engaged in its production 
for their outlay of money, time, and energy, production will be curtailed 
until, asa result of the re uced supply, the price rises to a point that will 
repay those engaged in it for their expenditure of money and Jabor in pro- 
duction; and if on the other hand, the price of any commodity rises much 
above the cost of reproduction, those engaged in less profitable employments 
will be tempted to embark in the production of that commodity by the pros 
pects of larger profits, and production will be thereby increased until, as a 
result of the increased supply, the price falls back toa point that will not 
tempt further increase of production. 

But the money cost of production does not always fall with the introduc- 
tion of labor-saving machinery, resulting in a cheapening of the labor cost 
of production, and if the money cost of production does not fall, prices will 
not fall. Unless there is a change in the value of money, the cheapening in 
the cost of production of any commodity must lead to a fall in price, and the 
general introduction of improved methods of production and transportation 
to a general fall in prices proportionate to the saving of labor, time, and en- 
ergy in production and distribution. But such a tendency of prices to fall 
consequent upon acheapening of the actual cost of production may be entirely 
offset by an increase of the quantity of money in circulation and a fall in the 
price of money as measured by commodities. 

The value of money is dependent upon supply and demand. When based 
on gold, as at present, the supply of money is limited to the amount of gold 
that is coined and available for coinage, for although paper money and bank 
credits are used extensively in exchanging commodities, such paper and cred- 
its are based on gold and redeemable in gold, and if the volume of gold is con- 
tracted the paper money and credits resting on gold must likewise be con- 
tracted. If the quantity of fold in use as money is increased, the quantity of 

per money and bank credits based upon it may be increased; if the quan 

ity of gold is contracted, the money and credits resting on such gold must 
6 likewise contracted, pat as a bank is obliged to contract credits when the 
cash in its vaults is depleted. 7 i 

Those having money have but one use for it—to exchange it for those com- 
modities they desire, and the greater the quantity of money in circulation 
the more money there will be to be exchanged, and hence the greater the 


demand for commodities. And as the quantity of money incirculation makes | 


the demand for commodities, the quantity of goods in the hands of those 
desirous of selling them—that is, of exchanging them for money—constitutes 
the demand for money. It follows that the greater the quantity of goods on 
the market the greater the demand for money, and the greater the quantity 
of money the greater the demand for commodities. Thus an increase in the 
quantity of money, unless accompanied by a proportionate increase in the 


production of commodities, must lead to higher prices, while a decrease in | 


the quantity of money must result in a falling off in the demand for commodi- 
ties until a lower level of prices is reached. 

A cheapening of the cost of production naturally leads to increased produc- 
tion and an increase in the quantity of goods in the hands of those seeking 
to exchange them for money, with the result that the demand for money is 
increased, money rises proportionately in value, and prices fall correspond. 
ingly. It is thus that improved methods of production tend to cause a fall of 
prices. But if the quantity of money happens to be increased so as to more 
than offset the increased demand, prices will rise despite cheapening of the 
cost of production, while, on the contrary, if the value of money is contracted 


simultaneously with the introduction of labor-saving machinery, resulting | 


in increased production and increased demand for money, prices will fall 
much further than they otherwise would. ’ ; 

Thus the period 1849-1872 was one of generally rising prices, although this 

riod was marked by an unexampled rapidity in the perfection of labor-sav- 
ng machinery, introduction of economies in manufacture, and of great ex- 
tension of transportation facilities. Production went forward with leaps and 
bounds. The demand for money was greatly increased; yet money did not 
rise in value, but fell, and prices did not fall, but rose. And why? Simply 
because the discovery of gold in California and Australia led to an addition 
to the quantity of money in circulation, which was more than sufficient to 
offset the increased demand. As shown by the Senate report_on compara- 
tive prices, prepared by Prof. R. ~. Faulkner, prices were nearly 30 per cent 
higher in 1872 than in 1849. 

his is positive proof that cheapening of the real cost of production does 
not — lead to lower prices. hen prices do not fall as a result of the 
introduction of labor-saving machinery, the wage earner, whose wages are of 
necessity os upon the price received by the capitalist for the joint 
roduct of labor and capital, benefits by receiving higher wages. When prices 
allas a result of improved methods of production, the wage earner may be 
benefited by being able to buy cheaper; but he will not be benefited to the 
same Soares, for he buys at tele c 
and retail prices do not fall as rapidly as wholesale prices. 

Since 1873 prices have fallen, as shown by the Senate report before referred 
to, down to 1891, and by tables prepared especially for the American since, 
%.6per cent. The question is, what has been the cause of this fall? Gold 
monometallists have attributed it to the introduction of labor-saving ma- 
chinery and a general saving of labor and time in production. 

has undoubtedly been made in cheapening the actual cost of pro- 
duction since 1873, with a tendency to lower prices, but there can be no doubt 
that the fall in prices is due primarily and chiefly to the rise in the value of 
money. The test advance in improved methods of production has been 
made in manufacturing establishments, and if the cause of the fall in prices 
was the cheapening of production, the products of such factories would nat- 
urally show the greatest decline in prices. But such is not the case. On the 
other hand, it is agricultural products that have fallen furthest. As shown 
by tables based on 100 staple commodities, which we have prepared, the gen- 
eral level of 
same period breadstuffs have fallen 40.41 per cent, while manufactures of 
fron and steel have fallen but 28.51 per cent, and manufactures of textiles but 


9.44 per cent, while raw cotton has fallen 17 a cent and wool over 40 percent | 


these five years there has been little if any cheapening in the cost 
of production of a staples, yet they have fallen in price much 
further than manufactured articles in the manufacture of which the great- 
advances have been made toward cheapening production by the constant 
improvement of ns. This fact disproves the assertion that the fall 
in is due to chea: g of the actual cost of production. 
or the fact that egriveltural products have fallen much more poaitis than 
manufactured articles there is only one explanation, and tliat is that our agri- 


il and his wages are fixed by wholesale prices, | 
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rices has fallen 14.71 per cent since January 1, 1891. For the | 
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cultural products were the first to come into direct competition with the prod- 
ucts of silver-using countries. The appreciation of gold, of the money which 
silver-using peoples receive in payment for what they sell to gold-using peo- 
ples, and which they can exchange for double the amount of silver that they 
could twenty years ago, has greatiy encouraged production and stimulate 
exports from silver to gold usingcountries. To increase the area devoted to 
raising wheat and cotton was the work of a season; gathering experience and 
knowledge and building the factories to make manufactured goods the work of 
a decade or more. The result is that while our farmers and plant 
fered from the competition of silver-using countries for years 
turers are only now beginning to feel Asiatic competition. Th 
nation of the fall in prices that has been more marked in agricuitural than 
manufactured articles. 

Relief can only be found in a return to bimetallism, the restorut of the 
pea between gold and silver, and the inauguration of a true protective 
tariff. 








rs have suf- 


r manufac- 





Also, as illustrative of the growth of manufacturing industries 
in Japan, the following argument from the pen of Mr. J. P. Young, 
quoting from various newspapers, and published in the San Fran- 
cisco Chronicle of December 13, 1895, and mark it Appendix C: 


APPENDIX C. 

On the 15th of June last the Japan Weekly Gazette published a memorial, 
drawn up by the Yokohama Chamber of Commerce, in which the fact was 
pointed out “that Japanis becoming a great manufacturing country and rap- 
idly advancing to a position of marked prominence in many branches of the 
Eastern trade.’ Figures furnished by the Agricultural Department show 
that the first cotton-spinning mill was erected in Japan in 1863, but twenty 
years later there were only 16 mills in operation, with 43,74 spindles. Since 
then the industry has advanced very rapidly. At the end of 1888 the num 
ber of spindles had increased to 88,140, and five years later there were 46 
mills, running 600,000 spindles. The memorial above alluded to, commenting 
on the department report, says that “there is a prospect of even more rapid 
development,” and adds, “ We think it unnecessary to refer in detail to the 


| many other manufactures in which Japan is not only supplying home wants 


but is successfully competing with Europe in the markets of China, the 
Straits Settlements, and India.” 


Regarding Japanese trade with the United States and India, the memorial 
says: *‘ We anticipate that if exchange with America remains at a very low 
level and _ the rupee continues to be held above its bullion value in India, 
China will eventually furnish to Japan all the cotton she needs, exces uch 


staples as can not be grown on Chinese soil. In evidence of this possibility 
the import of raw cotton from China into Japan increased from 61@s.0e¢1 
—— in 1891 to 95,115,180 pounds in 1898." So, if the conelusion of these 
eastern observers is correct, the fatuous monetary policy of Great Britain 
and the United States will make it impossible for either India or the United 
States to compete with Chinain the matter of supplying raw cotton to Japan 
Thus we shall soon be deprived of the sorry satisfaction of furnishing the 
progressive island Empire with the raw material for manufacturing the 
goods she promises to ultimately deluge us with 

That there is no illusion about this matter will readily be conceded hy any- 
one who has attentively read the letters of Frank G. Carpenter, who has been 
devoting some time to studying the abilities of the Japanese. It may be re 
marked here that Mr. Carpenter does not write from the standpoint of a 
student of money. He is simply a trained newspaper correspondent in a 
strange land making use of his highly developed faculty of observation. In 
a letter written toward the close of 1894 Mr. Carpenter remarked By the 
new treaty Americans can go into business anywhere in Japan. They can 
set up factories and employ Japanese cheap labor to make goods for Amer 
ica. * * * The Japanese have for some time realized that the markets of 
the world are open tothem. They are now studying our (American) tastes 
and are manufacturing for our markets. They are fast becoming a nation of 
inventors. * * * There is an American firm in Kobe which is s! 
vast quantities of rugs to the United States and which is introducing 
manufacture into Japan ina curious way.’ The writer then goes on to relate 
that the factory turning out these rugs sent artists to all the gre: 
in Europe, who devoted themselves to copying the rugs exhibited, which, on 
their return, were reproduced by Japanese workmen, who skillfully imitated 
the most difficult designs and colors 

The information furnished by Mr. Carpenter can be supplemented by some 
obtained in the city. It isa well-known fact that agents of Japanese manu 
factories frequently pass through San Francisco. Some of these have freely 
talked about the development of their country, and have not hesitated to 
make predictions of great things to be achieved in the future. A local mer 
chant relates that about a year or more ago a Japanese made inquiries re 
rarding a certain silk fabric manufactured in New Jersey or Massachusetts 

actories which, up to that time, had not been produced in Japan. After a 
certaining the probable extent of the demand, he inquired whether he could 
fill an order at a much lower price than the American factories could possi 
bly afford to produce the fabric. Of course he received the order. A few 
months after a consignment of the Japanese silk, in every respect equal to 
the American, was received, and the prospects are that in the near future, as 
its manufacture develops in Japan, this silk will entirely supersede the prod 
uct of United States or French factories. 

It is also a matter of common report that trained Japanese mechanics are 
studying all of the Western processes of manufacture likely to be easy of 
adaptation in their country. Mr. Carpenter has spoken of their efforts in 
the direction of manfacturing a certain class of rugs which are now shipped 
in large quantities to this country, but he does not appear to have learned 
the fact that the Japanese are contemplating the manufacture of carpets 
They have had expert men copying American and English looms, and they 
will not hesitate to employ their extraordinary imitative abilities in turning 
out large quantities of the cheaper grades of tapestry and Brussels carpetsas 
soon as they can get their machinery made. And it may be assumed as certain 
that the manufacture of cheap goods will be speedily followed by that of 
higher grade articles in this particular line. Recent achievements of the 
Japanese indicate enmistakabry that, their attention being once turned toa 
thing, they are likely toinvestigate it thoroughly and develop it to its fullest 
extent. 

But it is not only Japanese enterprise and ingenuity that we are obliged to 
consider. The disparity in wages between Eastern and Western countries 
and the fact that they may be paid in money made of a metal whose value, 
measured in gold terms, has greatly depreciated, have attracted the atten- 
tion of shrewd Americans, Englishmen, and cther foreigners to Japan, and 
they are preparing to take advantage of the superior facilities offered by 
that country for the profitable pursuit of manufacturing industries, having 
for their object the supply of the Japanese home demand and for export 

The British Trade Journal of a recent date says: ‘‘Among the trades more 
recently introduced in Japan is the manufacture of watches. In 1593 Japan 
imported more than 103,000 watches from Switzerland, France, Germany, and 
the United States. The object of the new Japanese factory is to produce a 
watch of the cheaper kind. * * * But it seems not unlikely that the new 
concern will manufacture a better class of timekeeper if the demand should 
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necessitate such astep.”” There s no doubt about this latter point. Infor- 
mation from another source than that above quoted makes it clear that the 
American who is at the back of this new Japanese enterprise is merely pay. 
ing the way to the creation of a great industry in which he proposes to e 
eiventage of the undoubted skill of the Oriental workingmen, in order to 
turn out both low and high grade watches which will successfully compete 
with the best watches made in the Western Wor'd. 

In Great Britain, where this new manufactu development in the Orient 
has attracted more attention than in the Uni States, a peculiar attempt 
to find consolation is noted. Commenting on a paper read before the Royal 
Colonial Institute by T. F. Whitehead, a member of the legislative council of 
songeeng, in which he pointed out the rapid ate of Oriental manufac- 
turing industries, a London journal said: “ Mr. itehead's paper, it seems 
to us, leaves entirely out of calculation many of the adv: which may 
result to our commerce from the extension of Japanese industries, however 
much they may interfere with the exports of manufactured goods from 
Europe to Japan itself. The establishment of manufacturing industries 
there must necessarily be accompanied by a large demand for machinery, 
apparatus, tools, chemicals, and other raw materials, and for the higher 

« of skilled labor which this country can provide.” 

That thisisa pertiousty cheveagated view totake of the situation a moment's 
reflection onght tocon anyone. What grounds for felicitation can Great 
Britain find in the fact that just at present she is shipping considerable cot- 
ton spinning and weaving machinery to Japan and China? It is true the 
manufacturer of the expor ery has been benefited, but how about 
the cotton spinners and weavers of England, whose products are to be dis- 
placed by those of Japanese weavers and spinners operating English machin- 
ery in their own country? 

t even the newly created demand for English machinery can not be de- 
pended uponfto last long. Theimitative a the ena is well known, 
and their disposition to make the best of it is also rstood. It may be 
assumed that a eames who speedily learn to reproduce the best class of ma- 
rine engines, and who have access to cheap coal and iron, will not long neglect 





the opportunity to save their countrymen the trouble of importing cotton 
machinery from  — or the United States, and thus at an early day even 
the smal! comfort of providing English rivals with the means for the undoing 


of England will vanish. 

The condition of affairs existing in Japan is also met with in other parts of 
the Orient. The transference of the jute industry to India from Scotland is 
plainly attributable to the fluctuations in comhenge ines the demonetization 
of silver. The manufacture of jute was once almost wholly to Dun- 
dee, but now large quantities of jute are worked up on the Hoogly, near Cal- 
cutta, and in the near future the transfer will be complete, for the Scottish 
manufacturer can not compete with the subtle advantage enjoyed by the 
manufacturer in silver-using countries, 

This advantage napaleecnarene® to deprive English shipbuilders of a share 

, China Mutual Steamship Company, Mr. Mait- 

land, pad meee ye = remarked that “the wor! ex had ten conald- 
uced, almost entirely by the great in gold price of silver. 

For the repairs of their steamers very large amounts of money 
Gare snnenly = age gad thay Pad already commenced to make repairs in 
Singapore, China,and Japan, With the dcllar at two the skilled 
Asiatic will work for a month for less than a skilled British ect will work 
fora week.” Thistestimon the danger tothe j industry 
is supplemented by that of the chairman of the Peninsular and Oriental, the 
t steamship line ying between the Orient and Europe, who has not 
esitated to t tha the Chinese and Japanese continue to retain the 
advantage w: the excessive of the value of gold gives them 
the new vessels of the company be built in those countries, and he adds 
that it is not at all improbable that the Chinese and the Japanese in the near 


future will build ships to be ted in Western waters. 

On the 20th of mber, the kong Press published an article 
nen Se en ae cece, F, a 5., in | he ve on the reason 
why the Eng 8 ding ustry was suffering throug e apprecia- 
tion of gold. He enforced his views illustrations. ‘‘Some years 
ago,” he said, “‘a 8O it to o for a steam launch, in 
anticipation of his woe pe to introduce steam on one of the 
lakes of the Empire. e tender submitted for the la was £1,000, or 5,000 
Mexican do’ Su uently the same officer renewed his inquiries, and 


was to find that launch, which he could have had built for 5,000 
Mexican dollars when he first made his inquiries, would cost him 10,000 Mexi- 
can do! under the changed conditions. Permission has since been given 
to navigate certain inner waters of China, but owing to the high price id 
the Chinese are themse!ves making the boilers and instead of get ing 
them from England."’ This same writer also noted the fact that between 1 
and 18983 there were 399 steamers, aggregating 23,094 tons, built and ned 
in Hongkong, and he adds: “ 3" 7 ago had any one proph that 
Chinese would ever compete with ‘tish shipwrights and engine makers he 
would have been ridiculed; nevertheless the appreciation of gold has so re- 
duced wages as to make it possible for China tocompete with 
manufacture of articles fer which the raw have to be imported.” 
If the Chinese are able to compete successfully even when com: toim- 
port the raw materials, as in the case of the manufacture of steam launches, 
aeeteees fin ae Sao Sebereih to eeieation okay ae 
iting of in a ves y n 
pay attention to the development of theiy and coal mines and to the 
penn of the cotton- ucing industry? 
he extent and rapidity of this de t should not be underrated or 
its significance misunderstood, as it seems to have been by some Englishmen 
and by our consul at Tientsin, who in a recent re to the United States 
Department of State said that he had received information 
source that the customs taotai at that port, represen offi 
individual the big cotton mills then in course of e at i and 
elsewhere in Central Asia, had placed orders with a European firm in tsin 
for cotton-mill machinery amounting to nearly a million dollars (Mexican). 
Consul Reed. who gave this informa’ desired that the attention of Ameri- 
can manufacturers of such machi be called to the fact that many mills 
were springing up in various parts of ‘This information was duly pub- 
lished in the consular reports issued by our Government, and was reprinted 
in one or two trade journals. It excited no comment, however, and no doubt 
those under whose observation it came only looked upon the item as some- 
M They did as. ———T: 
vi 


its more oes ad t 
be derived the sale of some cotton would be sowed as e 
loss of the American cotton with China, ” 
= 1 aes w oe ee eee a oo w = 
y made b van Ww: appre- 
Station of gold and thestate of Uaeflahes market ven the Chinese. 
What t tages may be inferred a report of the board of 
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still greater actividg. provéded certain restrictions which the Chinese have 
laced about manufacturers are removed. Discussing this phase of the sub- 
ect the North China Daily News says: “If this discouragement were only 
withdrawn and private capitalists and companies were allowed to undertake 
the business, Shanghai in two or three years would bea forest of chimney 
stacks, and the demand for machinery would startle the manufacturers in 
Lancashire. The cotton is to be had on the spot, labor is inexhaustible and 
very reliable; coalischeap. There are no embarrassing factory acts, so that 
the machinery could be run twenty-four hours a day and seven days a week, 
and there isan unlimited market ata price for all that is produced. Ones 
withdraw the present restrictions and there will be a wonderful outburst 
here (Shanghai) of industrial activity.” 
That these rictions will be removed is now quite certain, for the official 
class who hoped to enjoy a monopoly of the profits arising from the new dis- 
tion are beginning to realize that the course pursued by Japan is by far 
e one most calculated to advantage them, and mandarins who have hitherto 
op | the creation of joint stock companies are now favoring that sort of 


en ‘ 

These facts have not escaped the observation of workingmen in Great Brit- 
ain. The labor leaders in that 7 long since recognized that they were 
injured by the new competition calied into existence by the appreciation of 
gold, and many of them have become active bimetallists, and are doing much 
to promote a sentiment in favor of silver in England. These labor leaders 
have clearly perceived that which presumably acute English statesmen hay.» 
overlooked, namely, that political supremacy is dependent on commercial 
activity, and that the power of the British Empire must begin to wane i', 
owing to a persistent adherence toa suicidal maneey Policy, nations that 
have hitherto been dependent upon the Western World for manufactured 
products, and which, under norma! conditions, would continue to be, are given 
such advantages that manufacturers operating in countries on a gold basis 
can not compete with them. To these workingmen the predictions of such 
men as Sir Thomas Sutherland are full of meaning. When he declared that 
in the near future the steamers of the Peninsular and Oriental line, instead 


of being built on the Clyde, would be turned out of the yards on the Yangtze in 
China, they realized that thousands of their fellow-workingmen arein dang: 


rown out of eens, for a. are perfectly convinced, after 
a study of the question, that the extension of the principles which make jus- 
sible the fulfillment of Sir Thomas's prediction re; 
the =e industry-to China must result in si 

tries not exclusively the pepetts of gold-standard nations. 

An English oe n the present year, remarked: “Japan has cer- 
tain] nly ——— one silver. Through the instrumentality of the white 
metal she made large strides toward industrial independence and has 

to be recognized the older manufacturing nations as a formida}|e 
competitor. Japanese cotton and linen goods and other manufactured prod- 
ucts are invading markets w a few yearsago, they were unknown, ani 
it is interesting to note that the increased importation of such articles into 
the United States is be to cause uneasiness to American manufac- 
turers.” If the la ent is true the American manufacturers have 


— the transference of 
milarly effecting all indus- 


tter 
effectually succeeded in concealing their uneasiness. The manufacturing in- 
dustry in the United States is a powerful one, and if those concerned in it 
once awaken tothe disadvantages under which they are laboring in their 
competition with the East they will speedily make their influence felt. But 
it is reasonable to assume that the American manufacturers are still in tho 
dark and agree with the Boston Herald that the pa of silver-using coun- 
tries are on a lower plane of civilization and their efforts to develop manu- 
fact industries are therefore to be despised. Meanwhile Japan, one of 
the silver countries on the lower plane of civilization, is increasing her pro- 
ductions ata rate which seems rapid when compared with our own advan- 


tages. We have made some progress in the production of pottery, but we 
venture to say that the Japanese, who in 1884 employed 19,000 workmen in 
turning out 73,500,000 pieces, and four years later employed 27,000 men, vho 


produced 126,000,000 :p: 


, a rate of increase that has been well mainta. ned 
since, have no reason to 


from a comparison. The extension of their 
cotton and silk industry has already been noted as being ona threatening 
seale, menacing a competition which Western people will not be able to stand 


“aso. le : 

© Textile Mercury, an English trade publication, expressed the belie! a 
few daysago that the mischief had already been accomplished, and remarke |: 
“It is high time for the a cotton spinner and manufacturer to look out 
for suitable fields to which he may emigrate.” The writer added: “It really 
looks as if the wth of England’s cotton industry at home had reached its 
limit, and that lish capital —— in the manufacture of cotton goods 
would hereafter be forced to seek locations in India and China in order to 
find profitableemployment. * * * English manufacturers can only hopo 
to —— their supremacy in the Eastern markets by producing the goods 
on spot. ” 


The question for American manufacturers to consider is whether thy 
could maintain themselves against 2 competition which has nearly pro. 
fatal to Lancashire. Should there be an exodus of English capital to t 
Orient for the purpose of esta ing manufacturing industries in Chir. 
and J. , how could we in this coun hope to successfully exclude the 
cheap goods that would be into the United States? The pre-- 
ent tariff et any obstacle to the European manufacturer operat 
ing under all of disadvantages incident to the gold standard. How, then, 
could we expect to successfully compete with the same manufacturer attr 
he has transferred his machinery to a country where labor is phenomenal! y 
cheap and is com in a metal which, when measured in terms of gol, 
is likewise cheap? The manufacturer, under such circumstances, woul: ask 
in vain for an increase of the protective tariff, for the enlightened opinion «! 
the iturist would be against the granting of such a request, while the 

ucer is sub; to the destructive influence of a constantly contract- 
measurer values. n_ the money of the world was composed of 
gold and silver the farmer could afford to stand shoulder to shonider with 
manufacturer in the United States and assist in building up a great 
manufacturing industry. The achievement of such a result meant for him 
markets near his own door, and that, translated into plain Enc- 

lish, increased profits through the diminution of cost of transports- 
tion and the elimination of the mid . But the changed conditions 
ude the idea of agricuiture common cause with manufactures. 
farmers are now perfectly aware that the tremendous fall in the price 

of lee is due to the ion of the value of gold, and they 
will not be so foolish as to consent to rivet their shackles more firmly vy 
artificially raising the prices of manufactured ucts while 
taken to prevent the depreciation of the prices of the products 


If this view is correct, unless something is done to restore silver, and thus 
put all nations of equality, the gold-using countries must prepar 
by the San the silver-using coun- 


assisting in 


a 
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Moscow and other cotton spinning and weaving districts are paying dividends 


of from 25 to 33 per cent. Spinners have all their production bought up into 
« ‘ ~ « 


» mi of next year. A manufacturer who wants yarn now can only pur 
= mide onhanced values from the middleman or speculator—it is not to be 
had from any other source.” Russia, according tothe theories of the Boston 


ms shou ona still lower plane of civilization than the silver-using 
Herald, should P6 Pont and of Central and South America, for its chief cur 
rency is an inconvertible credit note, although the legal unit of money is the 
silver ruble of 100 kopecks. But instead of Russia being in a condition to ex 
cite the commiseration of philanthropists in gold-using countries, she actually 
is enjoying a degree of manufacturing ores which fills with envy the 
ruined cotton manufacturers of England and the United States. 


(Mr. TUCKER addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose at this time to 
undertake to discuss the principles involved in this question. In 
the first place, the time at my command is too limited; and, sec- 
ondly, I do not believe that anything that may be said on this 
floor at this time willchange a single vote on this proposition. 
But I do desire, Mr. Speaker, to call attention to one or two 
statements that have been made on this floor relative to the atti- 
tude of the Populist party on this question. The gentleman from 
Idaho [{Mr. Witson] the other night made the boid, bare, unsup- 

orted statement that the Populist party was not in favor of 
Pimetallism, that the Populist party was not a bimetallist party; 
and that statement was practically reiterated yesterday by the 
gentleman from Arkansas [| Mr. McRakg}, upon the Democratic 
side. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, with all the emphasis I have at 
my command, that the statement was both uncalled for and 
unsupported by any fact or evidence in this House, in the Senate, 
or in the country anywhere. And Iam astonished that gentle- 
men will stand before this assemblage and make such statements 
as that in the face of the facts contained in the record of the 
proceedings of this body for the last five years. 

Mr. Speaker, when I severed my connection with the Repub- 


eountri 


lican party I did so because I believed that party was no longer the | 


friend of the great common people of thiscountry. And after five 
years’ experience in the halls of legislation I now no longer believe, 
bos know, that that party is not the friend of the common people. 
Let us go back for about thirty years, to the time when Thaddeus 
Stevens, the great, eloquent old commoner from Pennsylvania, 
stood on the floor of this House and so valiantly fought the inser- 
tion of the exception clause in the greenbacks. Start from that 
point, and extend your investigations all through the legislation 
of the Republican party and its attitude on financial questions 
down to the present moment, and you will find that at every turn 
and at every opportunity that party, as represented in the halls of 
legislation, at this and the other end of the Capitol, have stood up 


wherever and whenever the opportunity offered and struck down | 


the money of the people and step by step have forced us into the 
terrible conditions financially that the country is in to-day, under 
their management and control. 

I have satin my place here, Mr. Speaker, and listened to the 
discussion of these questions on the part of the Republican and 
Democratic members of this body. I have listened to the talks of 
both the Republicans and Democrats, each blaming the other for 
the condition which we are in and under which we are suffering 
now. Both of them were right and both were wrong. They were 
both right in that they accuse each other of the responsibility, and 
they are responsible. The Republican party is responsible for 
enacting the law which destroyed the money of the people, and 
the Democratic party is responsible, by its Administration, for 
carrying out that law to the very letter. Hence they are both 
wrong and both right, although neither may be responsible whol! 
for the condition that exists, yet jointly they are both responsible. 
The Republican is the greater sinner, because all financial law of 
the last thirty-five years is Republican law. 

Mr. Speaker, from the time the exception clause was put upon 
the greenbacks adverse legislation has grown steadily on and on 
and all financial legislation has militated against the great mass 
of the people. 4 

The gentleman from Idaho [Mr. WiLson], regardless of these 
facts—regardless of the fact that all the laws that have been placed 
upon the statute books that have destroyed the money of the peo- 
ple, destroyed the prosperity of our country, that have tended to 
reduce the volume of the currency, that have destroyed silver and 
wiped it out of existence as money are the results of Republican 
legislation—stands here and has the hardihood to say to us that, 
after all, they are the only party in this country that favors bimet- 
allism. I deny this position. I say go tothe REcorD and examine 
the facts; examine the attitude of the Populist party and the 
attitude of the Republican party and the Democratic party with 
reference to silver, and it will bear me out in saying that the 
vopeles party is to-day the only party—the only bimetallic polit- 
ical party in existence in the United States of America. It is the 
only hago has in view and at heart the great interest of the 
people tothe Recorp. You do not need to take my asser- 
tion for it, but go tothe REcorD and see what it shows on that 
question. It will show that at every opportunity, upon every 
guestion where an opportunity was offered, the Representatives 
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of the Populist party on this floor and upon the floor of the Senate 
have, toa man, without a solitary exception, voted for bimetallism. 
I call attention further to the declarations in the various plat- 


i 


forms. My friend from Mentana |Mr. HarrmMan] has just read 
in your hearing the declaration of the Republican party in its plat- 
form relative to bimetallism. In the first part of that declaration 
they declare themselves in favor of bimetallism; but, Mr. Speaker, 
| it is a condition with a string tied to it to pull it back at their own 
convenience and at their own will, and they did pullit back in the 
last national campaign. The Democratic platform irts out 
with practically the same declaration, and they have tied a string 
| to it also in order that they may pull it back at their own con- 
venience. We saw in the last political campaign members of 


both political parties going over the country proclaiming them- 
selves in one locality as bimetallists, in another in favor of mono- 
metallism, a sort of political trickery, a good deal like the old 
darkey’s fish trap, which was arranged in such a manner as to 
catch them both coming and going. Andin view of that fact.every 
man here upon this floor, whether he be honest enough to own it 
or not, knows this to be true, that you can not stand here and say 
honestly that yours is the only party that is true to bimetallism, 
that your policy is the only one by which you can secure bimetal- 
lism, in spite of the fact that after thirty years of these two parties 
controlling this Government we find to-day the result in the con- 
dition of the country and in the fact that silver has been stricken 
down and destroyed. No member of either party can say of a 
truth that his party is in any sense a silver party. 

I have no objection to the Republican party being in favor of 
monometallism if it believes it to be the true policy; nor do I object 
to the Democratic party accepting that theory. But let them be 
honest about it. If a man believes it he should stand to that 
declaration. If he believes in monometallism let him so declare. 
But what I do object to is this method of procedure on the part of 
the Democrats and Republicans alike seeking to fool and hood- 
wink and befuddle the people until they do not know the facts on 
which they are asked to vote. The Republican party will be quite 
in harmony with its action for thirty years if it will in the com- 
ing national convention declare itself in favor of monometallism; 
if it will do this, then its declarations will be in harmony with 
its actions, and the people will know where it stands and what 
the true meaning of its political action on this question is 

I am gratified, Mr. Speaker, to know that at last the creat Re- 
publican majority of this House is brought face to face with the 
plain proposition of free coinage. They will have to say by their 
votes whether the Republican party is in favor of silver money or 
not. There is no way of dodging the issue, and when the vote is 
recorded the people can see for themselves just what it isin favor of, 

I am not a prophet, nor the son of a prophet, but I will predict 
that when the vote is taken it will show a very large majority of 
the Republicans on this floor recorded against free silver and in 
favor of gold alone. This would seem to be the only thing neces- 
sary to at last convince the people that this party is against silver, 
and I am pleased that the time is drawing near when this decep- 
tion must cease and the party stand ont uncovered in all of its 
iniquity, side by side with the Democratic party. 

Let us throw this question open, fair and free, aboveboard, to 
the voters of this country, and let them decide the question. 
When they do that, gentlemen, I promise you for one that when 
the decision is rendered by the people in an intelligent manner, 
under conditions by which they may know what they are voting 


for and who their friends are, then I say that if they decide that 
they want a gold basis, gold monometallism, I will acqu ein 
that position, and I will cease to agitate the money question in 
this country. But I say to you here and now that so long as you 
seek to prevent the people from casting an intelligent ballot along 
this line, as you have all these years by masquerading behind sil 


ver while establishing a gold standard, I will fight you; ! will 
oppose you. I may be whipped, but like my friend, the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Jounson], I will always be ready to 
fight you until you are driven from under cover and this q tion 
is settled under conditions which will place you before the people 
for just what you are worth. When this can be done you will 
be relegated to the shades of the past, where you ought to have 
been years ago. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him one question? 

Mr. KEM. I can not submit to a question, because my time is 
practically up. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that the record shows that 
the Populist party is the only true bimetallic party upon the floor 
of this House and upon the floor of the Senate; that it is the only 
true bimetallic party in existence in the United States of America, 
and it is my firm conviction, sir, that the people of this country 
will never get bimetallism until a sufficient number of them unite 
themselves with the Populist party to carry that party into power. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Will you allow a question now? 

Mr. KEM. I have not the time. 
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Mr. WILSON of Idaho. 
were pausing. 

Mr. KEM. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me. 
not interrupt him the other night, I have stated 
said the record will bear out. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Do you believe every dollar of the 
United States should be redeemable in coin? 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman, in spite of my objection the gentle- 
man has injected his question into my speech and I will answer 
him. The gentleman asks me if I believe every dollar issued by 
the United States should be redeemable in coin. Thathasnothing 
to do with the proposition at all, one way or the other. The ques- 
tion is as to whether the Populist party 1s in favor of bimetallism, 
and I say to the gentleman from Idaho that the record shows that 
the Populist party is in favor of bimetallism; that there has never 
been a vote cast upon that proposition but what every member of 
the Populist party voted for it on every occasion and at all times. 
The platform so declares. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. You have not answered my question. 

Mr. KEM. I say, if you turn to the declaration of the Populist 
platform on that position, you will find that there is no string to 
that declaration, as there is to the Republican and Democratic 
declarations. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. 

Mr. KEM. 
and simple 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Answer my question. Do not avoid it. 

Mr, KEM. I have answered the question. It is not proper for 
me to go outside the province of this question and answer the 
gentleman any question he may see fit to ask; the gentleman can 
not side track me in that manner. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 59 minutes a. m., Friday, Febru- 
ary 7, 1896), the House adjourned. 





You could have answered it while you 
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Answer the question. Do notavoid it. 
The free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, pure 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, February 7, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order by the 
Speaker. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry M. CovupEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President 
had approved and signed joint resolution (H. Res. 89) concerning 
the erection and completion (except heating apparatus) of the 
United States post-office building at Bloomington, II. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill was taken 
from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 1591) to extend the mineral-land laws of the United 
States to lands embraced in the north half of the Colville Indian 
Reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina states 
that he rises to a question of personal ee: 

Mr. TALBERT. It has been wae t to my notice that I have 
been misrepresented by the press of the country, unintentionally, 
I have no doubt, for I can not believe that the press of the country 
desires to misrepresent members upon this floor. And in rising, 
sir, I do not rise to apologize for or to retract anything that I have 
said on that occasion, but to reecho and reiterate every word and 
sentiment that I uttered on that occasion. On last Wednesday 
evening, when the present bill was under discussion, the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. PEARSON] saw proper, while mak- 
ing his speech, to go out of his way to unkindly criticise the State 
of South Carolina, which I have the honor in part to represent 
upon this floor, the great and grand and glorious State of which 
Iam proud, and a State that is as true and as loyal to the flag to- 
day as any State in the United States. 

in his remarks he criticised the prominent part that South Caro- 
lina took in the act of secession in 1861. In the course of his 
remarks, as I understood him, he took occasion to say that North 
Carolina had followed South Carolina out of the Union in seces- 
sion, and that North Carolina, and South Carolina, too, had gotten 
whipped, As to that, I have nothing to say. I only, in a jocular 
way, remarked to the gentleman that he was mistaken; that South 
Carolina had never been whipped; that she wore herself out try- 
ing to whip the other fellow. But, Mr. Speaker, when he said 
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substance that he was ashamed of such action on the part of his 
State, I rose, possibly in an unparliamentary manner, and in the 
heat of the moment I impulsively said that South Carolina was 
not ashamed of the part that she took in it; that she was proud of 
it, and that I for one indorsed secession then. I thought we were 
right. I think so yet, and that under the same circumstances, 
surrounded by the same conditions, that I would do the same 
thing again. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I repeat it—— 

Mr. BARRETT. Lrise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARRETT. The point of order is that I ask that the 
words of the gentleman be taken down and read at the desk. 

Mr. TALBERT. I said, Mr. Speaker, that—— 

The SPEAKER. Onemoment. — 

Mr. BARRETT. I desire to have the words taken down. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks that 
the words of the gentleman be taken down. 

Mr. TALBERT. I am willing, Mr. Speaker, for my words to 
be taken down, and I propose to stand by every word that [ utter 
upon this floor. ° 

The SPEAKER. The 
Does the gentleman from 
be taken down? 

Mr. BARRETT. I ask that the words be taken down, because, 
as I understood the remarks of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, his statement was in direct violation of the oath that he took 
at the bar of this House at the opening of this Congress, [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. | 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the words. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tn the heat of the moment I impulsively said that South Carolina was not 
ashamed of the part that she took in it; that she was proud of it, and that [ 
for one indorsed secession then. I thought wewereright. I think so yet, and 
that under the same circumstances, surrounded by the same conditions, that 
I would do the same thing again. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that the gentleman was repeating what he 
said previously for the purpose of making some modification, as 
the Chair understood. 

Mr. BARRETT. I raise the point of order that the rule of the 
House which provides that when a declaration, made either inside 
or outside of the House, for which when made a gentleman might 
properly have been called to order, and the words are repeated 
here, it is in order for any member of the House to make the point 
of order—— 

Mr. CRISP. This is not debatable. 

The SPEAKER. Onemoment. There is one more line to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I repeat it—— 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a resolution 
which I am now engaged in preparing. 

Mr. TALBERT. I was about to explain my position—— 

Mr. CRISP. I move, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from 
South Carolina be permitted to explain. 

Mr. BARRETT. I have risen to a point of order, which must 
be settled by the Chair. 

Mr. CRISP. I move, and that is the only motion proper under 
the rules, that the gentleman from South Carolina be permitted 
to explain. The Chair will find such motion provided for in 
clause 4 of Rule XIV. 

Mr. BARRETT. I have risen to the point of order, and on 
that point of order I am entitled to a decision; and if the point of 
order is sustained by the Chair I will offer a resolution which I 
am now preparing. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read clause 5 of Rule XIV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ifa member is called to order for words spoken in debate, the member call- 
ing him to order shall indicate the words excepted to, and they shall be taken 
down in writing at the Clerk’s desk and read aloud tothe House; but he shall 
not be held to answer, nor be subject to censure of the House therefor, if 
further debate or other business has intervened. 


Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, the point of order I desire to 
call the attention of the Speaker to is this—— 

Mr. CRISP. Clause 4 also bears on the matter. 

Mr. BARRETT. The point of order, Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
add, is that it has been held in this House that where a member 
of the House, either in a debate or in a published utterance outside 
of the Hall of the House of Representatives, has made statements 
which might have been called in question in the House, and has 
deliberately reiterated them as his own deliberate judgment, that 
that reiteration and repetition becomes in the purview of this rule 
a new statement, upon which any member can raise the point of 
order when made. The gentleman from South Carolina has de- 
liberately reiterated his statement that under certain circum- 
stances he believes in secession; and I demanded that those words 
be taken down, as they have been, and upon that statement, when 
properly called to the attention of the House, I now propose to 
offer a resolution of censure. [Applause on the Republican side. 


The SPEAKER. When the Chair called attention to what 


entleman will have to resume his seat. 
assachusetts insist that the words shall 
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i the gentleman was repeating it, the Chair did not 
peared rah sentence, which is a repetition of it. The 
gentleman will send his resolution to the desk. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from 
Massachusetts is leaving wholly out of mind a matter that ought 
to be taken into consideration in connection with this proposed 
censure, and that is the declaration the gentleman from South 
Carolina made in the beginning of his remarks, one I certainly 
think ought to be taken into consideration in connection with the 
other, in which he said that he had no such intention as that for 
which the gentleman proposes to offer a resolution of censure. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I suggest to the Chair that the gentleman 
very properly made the point of order, and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts having given notice that he will offer a resolution, 
I think he should be permitted a reasonable time to put it in writ- 
ing before further debate tal-es place on this question. 

The SPEAKER. This debate is only by sufferance. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have requested permission of the House to 
make this statement. , 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is not in order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will make an agreement with the gentle- 
man from Maine that if he will not be in order I will be. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ibope some other gentleman on that side 
will come to the same resolution. 

Mr. LACEY. The Chair has not ruled whether this is in order 
or not. Must not a ruling by the Chair necessarily precede any 
resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is in order under the fifth 
paragraph of Rule XIV. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, may I ask why the motion I made is 
not in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman upon that 

oint. 

Mr. CRISP. Rule XIV, paragraph 4, provides that— 


If any member, in speaking or otherwi 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 
| 
| 





se, transgress the rules of the House, | 


the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him to order; in which case he 
shall immediately sit down, unless permitted, on motion of another member, | 


to explain, and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case without 
debate: if the decision is in favor of the member called to order, he shall be 
at liberty to proceed, but not otherwise; and, if the case requires it, he shall 
be liable to censure, or such punishment as the House may deem proper. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I have never known a case in my experience, | 


and I submit to the Chair whether he has ever known a case since 
he has been a member of this body, when, a gentleman being 


called to order for words spoken in debate, and a motion being | 
made by another member that he be allowed to explain, that | 


motion has not been entertained and submitted to the House. 

Mr. BARRETT. The Chair will allow me to say that, owing to 
the noise in the Hall, I have been unable to hear the statement 
made by the gentleman from Georgia, and am therefore unable to 
say whether I should agree to his proposition or not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia suggests that 
under paragraph 4 of Rule XIV he is entitled to make a motion 
that the gentleman from South Carolina be allowed to proceed in 
order. 

Mr. CRISP. My motion was that the gentleman be allowed ‘‘ to 
explain.” That is the language of the rule, and it certainly never 
was contemplated in any legislative body that a motion of censure 
should be submitted before the member had been given an oppor- 
tunity toexplain his words. That is the very purpose of the rule. 

Mr. BARRETT. The rule which the gentleman from Georgia 
has invoked reads as follows: 

If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the rules of the House, 
the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him to order, in which case he 
shall immediately sit down, unless permitted, on motion of another member, 
ome, and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case without 

I do not object to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TaL- 
BERT], at the proper time, being allowed to explain the statement 


twice made by him with deliberation, that, under certain circum- | 


stances, having taken the oath of office to support the Constitution 
of the United States, he would attempt to overthrow and humiliate 
it; but I do claim that the rule does not give any right to postpone 
the present consideration of the resolution which I propose to sub- 
mit to the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Would any action in the nature of explanation or remarks 
on the part of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] or of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] be subject to the 
interpretation that it was ‘‘intervening business” which would so 
operate as to preclude action upon the resolution of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr.CRISP. Mr. Speaker, thatthe matter may be clearly under- 
stood—I do not regard it as of any particular importance— 

= SPEAKER. It is very desirable that we should proceed in 
order, 


Mr. CRISP. I was about to say, Mr. Speaker, that I thought 


it very desirable that the House should proceed in order. Now, 
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that there may be no doubt about the proposition, I will call at- 
tention again to the point I have already made, as it appears that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Barrett] did not hear 
me. The gentleman from South Carolina rose in his place this 
morning to make a personal explanation, or rose to a question of 
privilege. Pending his remarks the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. BARRETT], as he had a right to do, called the gentle- 
man from South Carolina to order for words spoken in debate. 


Now, the question is, what, under the rules, must be done in this 
condition of affairs? Paragraph 5 of Rule XIV, provides that— 

_ Ifa member is called to order for words spokenin debate, the men - call- 
ing him to order shall indicate the words excepted to, and they sha! n 
down in writing at the Clerk's desk and read aloud tothe House; but he shall 
not be held to answer, nor be subject to the censure of the House therefor, if 


further debate or other business has intervened 
Paragraph 4 of the same rule provides that 
i 


If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the rulesof the H 
the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him to order 


ise, 


That was done in this case by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts— 
in which case he shall immediately sit down— 

That is, the member called to order— 
unless permitted, on motion of another member, to explain— 

Now, he can not make any motion himself, but some other mem- 
ber may move that he be allowed to explain 
and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case without deba 

That is, if appealed to by a motion such as I have made. 

If the decision is in favor of the member called to order, he shall be at lib- 


erty to proceed, but not otherwise; and if the case require it, he s! 


| be lia- 
ble to censnre, or such punishment as the House may deem proper 


Now, in Jefferson’s Manual we find stated the rule in the Brit- 
ish Parliament: 

Disorderly words are not to be noticed till the member has finished his 
speech 

We have changed that here so far as the time of making objee- 
tion is concerned— 
then the person objecting to them, and desiring them to be taken down by 
the clerk at the table, must repeat them. The speaker then may direct the 
clerk to take them down in his minutes; but if he thinks them not disorderly, 
he delays the direction. If the call becomes pretty general, he orders the 


| clerk to take them down as stated by the objecting member. Theyare then 
a part of his minutes, and when read to the offending member he may deny 
they were his words, and the House must then decide by a question whether 
they are his words or not. Then the member may justify them or explain 
the sense in which he used them or apologize. If the House is satisfied, no 


further proceeding is necessary. 


Mr. Speaker, our rule is founded on that. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts calls to order the gentleman from South Carolina, 
whereupon the gentleman from South Carolina must immediately 
take his seat, which he has done, unless he be permitted on mo- 
tion of some other member—some member other than himself— 
to explain. Ihave made the motion that he be permitted to ex- 
plain. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend allow me a question? 

Mr. CRISP. I will. 

Mr. CANNON. I was not in the Hall when the occurrence re- 
ferred to took place. I have read the words that were taken 
down—— 

Mr. BARRETT, I think Iam entitled under the circumstances 
to be heard in reply to the gentleman from Georgia. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The House will be in order; 
gentlemen will take their seats. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave heard what the gentleman from Geor- 
gia has said since he has been on his feet the last time. I have 
read the words that were taken down. Now, I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Georgia whether he understands that the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina was in the midst of what he claimed 
to be an explanation of the words used in debate yesterday or the 
day before, and that he desires now to make further explanation. 
I ask that question so that I may know how to vote on the motion 
of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, as to what the gentleman from 
South Carolina desires [ have no means of knowing. As to what 
that gentleman said I have the same means that every other mem- 
ber who was present has. The gentleman rose in his place and 
said he dete to make a personal explanation or to present a 
question of personal privilege, and at the time when he was called 
to order he was proceeding to make remarks in relation to what 
took place the other night. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Allow me one question. If I un- 
derstood the gentleman from South Carolina aright he said, after 
the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, that he was 
about proceeding to explain what he had said on the previous occa- 
sion. 

Mr. CRISP. I understood him so to say. But the gentleman 
from Massachusetts |[Mr. BARRETT] does not seem willing that 
the gentleman from South Carolina should have the opport’inity 
to explain, although the rule says that any member other than the 
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member called to order may make such a motion as I have made, 
and that the House may, i 
called to order the right to explain. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I beg the gentleman from 
Georgia to listen to me while I explain the sequence of what has 
occurred. On Wednesday night I was one of the few members 


of this House who, braving the action of the elements, were | 


present at the meeting here for the discussion of the bill now, or 
a few moments ago, under discussion in the House. To my sur- 
~~ I heard the remarks made by the gentleman from South 

Jarolina at that time, and I supposed that some member older 
and more experienced than sneuall would take proper action on the 
subject. But several moments having henna the point of order 
became applicable from the fact that the attention of the House 
was not promptly called to the subject. I allowed it to drop, 
thinking that perhaps the gentleman from South Carolina had, 
in a moment of excitement, made a statement of treason to the 
Constitution of the United States which reflection and time for 
consideration would prompt him to disavow. This morning, to 
my still greater surprise, he rises and reiterates that assertion 
that under certain circumstances—he having within two months 
taken the oath of office carrying with it the oath of allegiance to 
the Constitution of the United States—under certain circum- 
stances he would approve and indorse and participate in seces- 
sion. Immediately upon that statement being alle I rose in my 

lace and demanded that the words be taken down, thereby rais- 
ing a point of order. The gentleman might have been allowed 
to proceed under the ordinary interpretation of clause 4 of Rule 
XIV if he had simply violated the rules of this House, under 
which he might very properly have made immediate explanation, 
for which the gentleman from Georgia might have asked leave 
that he be given time. 

But upon the words being taken down I offered immediately a 
resolution and asked the Speaker to give me time to prepare it and 
put itin proper form. While that offer was pending, the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] rose in his place and desired to 
make a motion, as he claimed, as a matter of right, that the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina be permitted to explain. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I claim that the resolution I offered was a 
resolution of privilege—— 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much to do so, but I 
must call the gentleman from Massachusetts to order. The ques- 
tion, and the only question, is whether my motion is in order; and 
it is not a debatable proposition. 

Mr.BARRETT. But themotion I made, the resolution I offered 
and have sent to the desk, was a resolution of privilege. 

Mr. CRISP. But the gentleman offered no resolution, and can 
not do so until after the motion I have made, which has priority, 
is determined. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I insist that the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts be permitted to make his statement. 

Mr. CRISP. There is only one thing to be done, and that is to 
consider the only resolution permissible under the rules, which I 
have offered. 

Mr. BARRETT. I offered a resolution as a matter of privilege 
to the House 

Mr. CRISP. I call the gentleman to order, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have to take his seat until 
the point is decided. 
Mr. BARRETT. 
order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, ail this is unseemly. 

The SPEAKER. 1e Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Barrett] that he understood the gen- 
‘tleman from Georgia to move that the gentleman from South 
Carolina be permitted to explain; to ask that the motion be sub- 
mitted tothe House. The Chair thinks that has been the usual cus- 
tom, to submit such a motion to the House for explanation, pend- 
ing any action on the part of the House, which is taken subsequent 
to the explanation. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, if my resolution may be con- 
sidered as pending I should be very glad, as I said before, to allow 
the gentleman from South Carolina to explain. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Georgia 
as made is that the gentleman from South Carolina be permitted 
to explain. 

Mr. BARRETT. What becomes of my resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution can be presented, if the expla- 
nation is not satisfactory to the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that I requested of the Chair and of the House that the 

ntleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BaRRETT] be given oppor- 

unity to obey the rules cf the House, which require that his 
resolution be reduced to writing. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And that while he was doing it, after hav- 
ing notified the Speaker of his resolution, while he was using such 
time as was necessary to the preparation of the resolution, and 





I should like to be heard upon the point of 


it desires to do so, give the member | 
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keeping the floor, he certainly could not lose the privilege of the 
floor, and the gentleman from Georgia 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks under the rule that ¢), 
House has a right to say whether it will listen to an explanati, 
from the gentleman of the remarks that he made on the floor 
the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Undoubtedly, but that is not the point, 
The point is whether the gentleman from Georgia can rise wh 
the House is awaiting the reduction to writing of a regular r 
lution and make a motion to take precedence of the resolut 
itself, 

The SPEAKER. The rule of the House and the practice under 
it seems to give to a member the right to make that motion ani 
the House the right to pass upon it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg the Speaker’s pardon for the sugges- 
tion that my impression is that the resolution always has precede] 





i 


| the motion, that after the person requiring that the language sh. 


be taken down has offered some resolution calling for the acti 
of the House in a certain direction then, and only then, is t 
motion in order that the gentleman proceed in order; and if ¢} 
Speaker please, I think, on reflection, he will see that the moti 
to be permitted to explain and to proceed in order is an alt 
native to the proposition for some action in derogation of the la 
guage, and therefore that the affirmative proposition of the 
tleman, who has asked that the language be taken down, is the 
pending business. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask just one par- 
liamentary question. Having risen in my place and offered a res- 
olution which is in order under the rules of the House, and not 
having yielded the floor, is it in order for the gentleman from Geor- 
gia Lee. Crisp] to demand as a matter of right to make a motion 
to allow a certain other gentleman to proceed when I am entitle 
to the floor under the rules of the House to debate the subject-mat- 
ter that I have submitted? I had the floor when the gentleman 
from Georgia rose—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman fron 
Georgia to rise when the words were taken down and to make tlie 
motion. 

Mr. BARRETT. I beg the pardon of the Chair. LI offered the 
resolution and then the gentleman asked that the gentleman froin 
South Carolina be allowed to explain. 


Se 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine and see from the Clerk 
what the condition of affairs is. 5 

The Chair is informed by the Clerk that his impression 1s « 
rect with regard to the time when the gentleman from Georgia 
rose—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. We can 


not even hear the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. The questicr 
will be taken upon the motion of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I take it for granted that what- 
ever may be the technical point in the rule in this matter the Hou: 
does not propose to act upon a resolution of this importance with- 
out giving the gentleman from South Carolina an opportunity « 
least to explain. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp}. 

he motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I was going on to say that 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order 
The House is in such confusion that we can not hear even tho 

motions which are made. The chronology of these events « 
plain enough to me, but gentlemen of the House can not und” 
stand them because they can not hear what is said. I hope if 
matter is going to rise to some importance that we shall have a 
chance to hear for ourselves the words as they fall from the lips 
of the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair has suggested to the House severa! 
times the desirability of order. The House has come to order an 
thea immediately lapsed into disorder. If the House will be kin 
enough to be in order continuously until this matter is finished 
there will be less misunderstanding in regard to it. 

The gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, as I was going on to say, I rose 
to correct the misinterpretation, possibly more than the misre}) 
sentation, that was made by the press of the State. I believe that 
it was done unintentionally. I have no idea that the press of tho 
State desire to willfully misrepresent any member upon this floor, 
and the distinction between what I did say and what I meant 
and what was in the papers is simply and distinctively this: 

AsI said in the outset, that South Carolina to-day stood as loyal 
and as true to the flag of the United States as any State in the 
United States, and that the circumstances and conditions that 
existed when South Carolina seceded can not and never will exist 
any more, and I am glad of it. LAgetenee | And when I spoke 
of the question of secession, sir, while South Carolina seceded, as 
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» thor . : 
on je different to-day; and I did not say that I wished to violate the 


thirteenth amendment of the Jonstitution by advocating secession 
now, because those circumstances and conditions can not and 
ver W xist again. 

a aa question of secession, Mr. Speaker, has been sub- 
mitted to the arbitrament of thesword, the only place that it could 
have been settled, and has been settled and settled forever; and I 
am glad of it. [Applause on the Democratic side. | And I stand 
here ready and willing, as I have done on other occasions, to ex- 
tend the right hand of fellowship to the men who wore the blue, 
whom I had met under the red blaze of battle, and to tell them 
now that that war of thirty years ago is over, and let us stop wav- 
ing the bloody shirt, fill the open chasm, and be once more a united 
per yple with one flag, one country, one aspiration, and one motive 
governing us all, While I believe we were right in 1861 and actu- 
ated by patriotic motives, I did not want to be put m the ridicu- 
lous attitude thirty years after the war had ended _ and the ques- 
tion of secession had forever been settled, to be held up as an ig- 
norant fool, advocating secession to-day, and I meant no such 
thing; and my language has been misinterpreted. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, that 1s my position; and i am ready to-day—while I look 
with pride upon my past life as a Confederate soldier, I look 
down with contempt upon any Southern man who would apologiz 

for his action as a soldier; while as gallant to-day, and while h: 
and I are ready to take up arms in the defense of our common 
country, the greatest, grandest nation on the face of the earth, it 
jll becomes a man from the South to bemean the people he repre- 
sents, and that is the sentiment I wished to reiterate, and not any- 
thing that was unfriendly to the Government of the United States. 
It is notin me. With that explanation, Mr. Speaker, I am done. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BARRETT. Is the resolution now offered by me pending, 
Mr. Speaker? ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is at liberty to offer a resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. BARRETT. 
Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it resolved, That the words of Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina in declar 
ing that “in the heat of the moment I impulsively said that South Carolina 
was not ashamed of the part that she took in it; that she was proud of it; and 
tiat, for one, lindorsed secession then; I thought we were right; I think so 
yet, and that under the same circumstances, surrounded by the same condi 
tions, that I would do the same thing again. Now, Mr. Chairman, I repeat 
it,” are treasonable and seditious, in violation of the oath taken by said gen 
tleman at the opening of this House. 

Be it further resolved, That said statement is 


Mr. BARRETT. I ask the Clerk to read it, as I wrote it off 
hurriedly: That the said words— 
are seditious and treasonable, in violation of the oath taken by said gentleman 
at the opening of the present session of Congress, etc. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That said wordsare seditious and treasonable, in violation of the oath taken 
by said gentleman at the opening of this session. 

Be it further resolved, That said statement is hereby censured by the House, 
and that it be stricken from the record. 

[Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
to make any remarks upon that resolution? 

Mr. BARRETT. I think I am entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts has the 
oor. 

Mr.COX. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to disturb the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, but to make this parliamentary inquiry. Is 
that resolution subject to any discussion; is it subject to remarks? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is, but will hear anybody 
who has anything to say to the contrary. 

Mr. COX. Thegentleman from Massachusetts has the floor. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to move to 
refer this resolution, together with the gentleman's explanation, 
to the Committee on the Judiciary? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order. 

Mr. DALZELL. I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker-— 

Mr. CANNON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. If I can have order. 

TheSPEAKER. The House must first be in order. 
will please take their seats. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to know whether this would be in or- 
- as @ motion: “‘I move in view of the explanation of the gen- 

eman ”—— 


Mr. BARRETT. Iam entitled to the floor. 


I offer the resolution which I send to the 





Gentlemen 


wht it to be her duty, with the light before her then, it is 
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I desire to know if it is in order | 





The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts is e1 l 
tot floor. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to submit my parliamentary i r 
{ suppose that is always in order. 

Mr. BARRETT. I can not derstand tl ion of the 
gentieman. 1am entitled to the floor, and d 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Illin ris to 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BARRETT Ll had been recognized, and would vy too 


glad to have an opportunity to proceed. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen can not be 
the floor with a parliamentary inquiry unless it relate 
thing a member has said. 

Mr. CANNON. It does relate to this controversy. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. CANNON. 
to move as follows: 

‘I move, in view of the 
Carolina” 


Mr. BARRETT. 


I desire to know whether it would be in order 
man from South 


explanation of the gent] 


I do not submit to the gentleman's moti 


Mr. CANNON (continuing). ‘*That the resolution offer 'v 
the gentleman from Massachusetts do lie upon the table.” [Cries 


of ** No!” on the Republican side, and applause on the 
cratic side. | 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think the man who makes that motion 
ought to lie on the table. 

Mr. CANNON. I will make it when I get the opportunity. 

Mr. BARRET . Mr. Speaker, in order that l may get ba k 
and the House may get back to the true position in this matter, 


the Chair and the House having heard from the gentleman from 
South Carolina his explanation as to whether or not his remarks 
made on the floor this morning were in order, I desir Great 


disorder in the Hall. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend until the Ho 
comes to order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts will permit me, 1 desire to make a single sugvestion to 
him as well as to the House. It is this: In view of the fact that 
the gentleman from South ¢ lina made an original statement, 

hich has been taken down in writing, and has since made an 
explanation, and that explanation is not before us so that we « 
carefully examine it before we have any debate on the subject, 1 
suggest to the gentleman from Massachusetts whether it would 
not be well to refer the matter to the ( ‘ommiitt © on the Ju iciary 
and have it brought back to the House for deli 
tion. [Cries of ‘* Yes!” ‘* No!”] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We do not want any lawyer’s opinion on 
this question. 


THTe 


Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, under ordinary cirenmstances 
any suggestion made to me by the gentleman from Main¢ Lr. 
DINGLEY], who is very properly and deservedly the leader of t 
side of the House, would be promptly acquiesced in by me; but I 
desire first to ask the gentleman from South Carolina a cat rical 


g 
question, his answer to which may or may not remove this mat 
ter entirely from the consideration of the House. I ask the gen 
tleman from South Carolina—and I wish to know whether he is 
now listening to what Isay——-_ [Criesof ‘‘ He is not!” ‘* Order!” 
Orde "7 


I ask the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TaLererr] 


whether he will rise in his place and distinctly, succinctly, and 
definitely withdraw any remark made by him on this floor \ 
carries with it, directly or indirectly, any implied threat on 
part of secession under any circumstances whatever. | Derisive 
cries on the Democratic side.]| Unless t entleman will witl 
draw his remark and make this apology to the Honse, t} lu 
tion is going to be voted upon. [Cries of ‘* No! ‘ Let it be voted 
on!” ‘* Vote!” ‘ Vote!”} . 

Mr. Speaker, the great Democratic party on that side of the 
House by their gentle shor of ‘‘No” advise the gentleman 
from South Carolina, as their spokesman, not to withd 
remark, not to say that he disclaims any statement w! 
the slightest color or intimati ’ an intention, under « vin 
circumstances, to lead in a secession movement a st the G 
ernment of the United States which he has taken a1 th to main- 

| tain. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ] t 


The gentleman from Massachusetts is en- | 


| of order. 


| 


| 
i 


| 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. I would like to ask th 
tleman from Massachusetts 

Mr. BARRETT. That is not a point of order. 
order must be addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. The point of order I make, 
Mr. Speaker, is that the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. Bar 
RETT] has no right to dictate to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina any answer to any question that he propounds to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. 





} ate 


RIN SE 


- eccrine An NRE PERE AE RE eI 
Peeing eis Pe mages 


eerste ar em tt A 


So 


*: 
SSPE AE PERE A RP Ra 


NS wero 


Se ee 


renee ny seniyeneeneeentn aaa 
cheese aa 
aC ST 


eae OT at AEA 


Sass 


Siete Re ee OTS 


{MGT Waste rete 


+ 


Ab RA NER 4 LLY 


SAE Bet 
CD RS TOROS NG OE Sg Stpio 


Semin 


Ll 35.8 


ico nnn on asmapeeeunsbaeeeb-deinetieneane nase Neos EM Wi Pe hT IR Se RAE IE A ION 


Sn ASS SF 


SS RES Te 


Sci wemeprainccemherts a. 
SS is fue ee ee ee ee 


po a eye 
eS 


fat ER aS. 


no ON AD 


enact ts als a a 


1468 





The SPEAKER. The Chair would sustain that point of order, 


if it was a point of order. 

Mr. TALBERT. I have stated my position, and have not 
another word to say. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!” on the Repub- 
lican side. | 

Mr.BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, unless the gentleman from South 
Carolina asks me to yield to him in order that he may make such 
a direct retraction as is due to the House—which I now pause for 
him to do—I shall move the previous question on this resolution. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Move it!” on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. Speaker, do I understand that the gentleman from South 
Carolina desires that I shall yield to him that he may make such 
an apology or retraction? [Cries of ‘‘ No!” **No!”] 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

Mr. BARRETT, I do not yield the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I wanttomake this parliamentary 


inquiry: If the motion for the previous question is voted down, | 
will it not then be proper to refer this matter to the Committee on | 


the Judiciary? 
Mr. BOUTELLE. How does the Speaker know whether it will 
be ‘‘ proper ” or not? 


Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, in order that there may be no 


misunderstanding, I again ask, will the gentleman from South 
Carolina retract the words which he has uttered? [Disorder in 
the Hall. Derisive cries on the Democratic side. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, upon the pending resolution I move the 
previous question and demand the yeas and nays. [Cries of 
‘That is right!” on the Republican side. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
BarreEtTT] demands the previous question upon the resolution 
which he has offered. 

Mr. BARRETT, And I ask that the vote be taken by yeas and 


nays. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, is it not now in order to make a 
motion to refer the pending motion for the previous question 

Mr. RICHARDSON (interposing). 
for order. We can not hear the gentleman from Penasylvania. 

_ SPEAKER (to Mr. DALZELL). The Chair thinks it is in 
order, 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Let the rule be read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, we must ask for order. 
We can not hear what the gentleman from Pemnsylvaniais saying. 

The SPEAKER. The House will come to order after a while, 
I have no doubt. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the words of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, taken down at the instance of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, togetler with the explanation 
made by the gentleman from Soutao Carolina, be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. That wovid not be in order. A motion to 
refer the resolution of the gentleman from Massachusetts would 
be in order under the rules. 

Mr. DALZELL. Weil, I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion for the previous question 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] moves that the 
resolution be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLIN. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BARRETT. LI rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, is a motion to commit or recom- 
mit in order until after the previous question shall have been de- 
termined? Is it not in order after the vote on the previous ques- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. The language of the rule is: “It shall be in 
order pending the motion for or after the previous question shall 
have been ordered,” etc. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 








I rise to a point of order. Is this motion 


debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is it in order to ask for the rereading of the 
resolution? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order; but that can be done by 


unanimous consent. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE and others objected. 
Mr. CRISP. I make the point of order that the motion to refer 
is not in order pending the demand for the previous question. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman on that 


int. 

Mr. CRISP. I call the Speaker's attention to clause 4 of Rule 
XVI: 

When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but to ad- 
journ, to lay on the table, for the previous question (which motions shall be 
decided without debate), to poem to a day certain, to refer, or to amend, 

c 


or postpone indefinitely; wh several motions shall have precedence in the 
foregoing order. 


This is a matter ‘“‘ under debate.” The gentleman from Massa- 


" 
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Mr. Speaker, J must ask | ! , . 
in which to harmonize the two rules. 
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chusetts has demanded the previous question, and a motion to 
refer is secondary to that. The other rule—the rule as to recom- 
mitment—is a different proposition entirely. But here is a prop- 
osition not to recommit, but to refer. A proposition to recommit 
involves the idea that the matter under consideration has once 
been reported by a committee; and, indeed, the rules of the House 
contemplate that no measure shall be considered until it has first 
been reported by a committee. Therefore the proposition to re- 
commit applies to a different state of affairs from that now pre- 
sented. It applies to the consideration of a matter which has been 
reported by acommittee. It stands on entirely different ground 
The rule which I have just read has always been the rule; it is 
the rule of general parliamentary law. The other rule is an in- 
novation, an addition to ordinary parliamentary rules. 

The rule J have cited is, I repeat, general parliamentary law; 
the motion to recommit is an additional right granted under our 
rules, and is intended to apply only to matters that have been 
reported from committees. 

he SPEAKER. The last sentence of clause 1 of Rule XVII 
reads: 

It shall be in order, pending the motion for, or after the previous question 
shall have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to entertain and sub 
mit a motion to commit, with or without instructions, to a standing or selec 
committee. 

That seems to be this case. 

Mr. CRISP. What does the Speaker do with the other rule 
which I have just cited? 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker thinks both rules can be har- 


monized. 
Mr. CRISP. How? 
The SPEAKER. By putting the question to the House. 


Mr. CRISP. No. We may as well be right about this; and I 
respectfully suggest that the way to harmonize these two rules 
is to hold that, the previous question having been demanded, a 
motion to refer can not be voted upon until the previous question 
is, ordered; but a motion to recommit may be voted upon either 
before or after the previous question is ordered. That is the way 


The SPEAKER. But unfortunately the rule says distinctly 
that— 

It shall be in order, pending the motion for, or after the previous question 
shall have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to entertain and sub- 
mit a motion to commit. 

Mr. CRISP. Unfortunately for the position of the Speaker, the 
other rule, reciting the motions ‘‘to adjourn, to lay on the tabi 
for the previous question, to postpone to a day certain, to refer or 
to amend, or to postpone indefinitely,” declares that these ‘ sey- 
eral motions shall have precedence in the foregoing order.” 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is, Shall th 
resolution be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary? 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to 
know whether, if the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Se the Committee on the Judiciary will have, with the res 

ution referred to it, the explanation of the gentleman from South 
Carolina. 

Mr. DALZELL. Of course. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. They will have all the information 
they can get. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe committee will have, along with the reso- 
lution, that explanation, I am for this motion; otherwise I should 
be glad to move an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can understand for himself 
what the Judiciary Committee would do if the question were sub- 
mitted to them. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I move an amendment—— [Cries of 
‘*No!” “*No!”] Yes, yes. I move an amendment adding that 
the explanation of the words referred to, as made by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, be referred with the resolution to the 
Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is what I sought by my original motion; 
but the Speaker ruled that that part of my motion was not in order. 
If the matter goes to the Judiciary Committee, that committee will, 
of course, inquire into it fully. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the proposition 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken. Before the announcement of the result, 

Mr. BOUTELLE said: Mr. Speaker, I ask, if I may be permitted 
to do so—and I think I ought to be [cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” from 
the Democratic side], notwithstanding the dissenting opinion o! 
the little knot of members on the other side [cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order!” ]—I ask that the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts may be read intelligibly to the House, so that all 
may know its purport, that it is simply a demand for an expres- 
sion on the part of the House whether that sort of treasonable lan- 
guage shall be permitted here. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ”} 

Mr. BARRETT. I demand a division on the motion. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 154, noes 41. 

Mr. BARRETT. I ask the yeas and nays. 


1896. CONGRESSIONAL R 


ne 


ay 1 nays were ordered. 
in Jeet TELL. I ask now that the resolution be read. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that | 
the resolution be again reported to the House. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I object. . 

Mr. BARRETT. I ask that the pending question be stated to 
the House. I demand, as a matter of privilege, the statement of | 

e question. 
as WASHINGTON. 

ading of the resolution. 
" ading SE AKER. If there be no further objection, the resolution 
will be again rep rted. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was again read. ; 

Mr. BARRETT. I now ask the Chair to state the pending 
question. : F f 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania that the resolution just read be committed 
to the Judiciary Committee, on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 201, nays 71, not 
voting 84; as follows: 


I will withdraw my objection to the 


YEAS—201 








Abbott, De Armond, Long, Simpkins, 
Acheson, Denny, Loud, Skinner, ‘ 
Aitken, Dingley, Loudenslager, Smith, Mich. | 
Allen, Miss. Dinsmore, Maddox, Snover, | 
Allen, Utah. Dolliver, Maguire, Sorg, | 
Andrews, Downing, Mahon, Southwick, | 
Apsley, Draper, McCall, Mass Spalding, 
Arnold, Pa. ti aoe _ Tenn. Sparkman, | 
Arnold, R. I. Ellis, McClure, Spencer, | 
ye Erdman, Lp roery: Ky. epeery: 
er, Kans. Evans, McCulloch, Stahle, 
Bakes, 5 Fischer, McDearmon, Steele, | 
Bartlett, Ga. Se mal erty Stephenson, | 
Zartlett, N. Y. Fowler, McLachlan, Stokes, | 
oe Gillet, N. Y. McLaurin, Stone, C. W. 
Bell, Colo. Gillett, Mass. MeMillin, Stone, W. A. 
Bell, Tex. Griswold, McRae, Strait, | 
Berry, Grosvenor, Mercer, Strowd, N.C. } 
Bishop, Hadley, Meredith, Sulzer, 
Black, Ga. i ae Swanson, 
Joatner, armer, Miles, Tarsney, | 
seen Harris, Miller, W. Va. Tate, | 
Broderick, arena, snes Terry 
Brosius, art, Mondell, Towne, } 
Brown, Henderson, Money Tracewell, 
Brumm, Hendrick, Neill Tracey, | 
Buck, Henry, Conn. Newlands, Treloar, } 
Burrell, Hermann, Northway, Tucker, } 
Burton, Mo. Hicks, Otey, Turner, Ga. | 
Cannon, Hilborn, Patterson, Turner, Va. 
Catchings, Hitt, Payne, Tyler, 
Clardy, Hooker, Pearson, Underwood, 
Clark, Iowa Huff, Pendleton, Updegraff, 
Cobb, Ala. Hulick, Perkins, Van Voorhis, 
Cobb, Mo. Hull, Phillips, Walker, Mass. 
Cockrell, moccnecce, — wolxer, Va. 
Codding, yde, rice, Vanger, 
Coffin, Kem, Pugh, Washington, 
Cooke, Ill. Kendall, Reyburn, Watson, Ind. 
Cooper, Fla. Kerr, Richardson, White, 
Cooper, Tex. Kiefer, Robbins, Wilber, 
Corliss, Knox, Robertson, La. Williams, 
QE Phe —. Pa. ht a 
srisp, acey, oyse, Vilson, N. Y. 
Culberson, Latimer, Russell, Ga. Wilson, Ohio. 
Cummings, Lawson, Sayers, Wilson, 8. C. 
Curtis, lowa Layton, Settle, Woodman, 
Curtis, N. ¥. Lester, Shafroth, Wright. 
Dalzell, Lewis, Shannon, 
Danford, Linney, Sherman, 
Daniels, Little, Shuford, 
NAYS—71. 
Anderson, Doolittle, Howe, Reeves, 
Bailey, Dovener. Howell, Sauerhering, 
— N. H. Fairchild, eng Smith, Il. 
arney, aris, urley, Southard, 
ae es. qoamins, Stallings, 
yutelle, amble, sefever, Stewart, N. J. 
Brewster, Gibson, Leighty, Stewart. Wis. 
Burton, Ohio Graff, Linton, Strode, Nebr. 
Calderhead, Griffin, Mahany, Sulloway, 
Coison, Hager, McCormick, Tawney, 
ane i - ~ “yaaa Minor, Wis. Th mas, 
Ook, J. ardy, Morse, Vadsworth, 
Cooper, Wis. Hartman, Murphy, Walsh, 
pm Batch, : Overstreet, werner, 
owther, eatwole, Owens, Vilson, Idaho 
Crump, Hemenway, Pickler, Wood, 
Dayenn Kans. 7peurn, Poole, Yoakum. 
n, + Quigg, 
NOT VOTING.—44. 
Adams, Bromwell, Fitzgerald, Hubbard, 
Aldrich, ull, Foote, Hunter, 
Atwood, Chickering, Foss Johnson, Cal. 
Babcock, Clark, Mo. Gardner, Johnson, Ind. 
Baker, Md Clarke, Ala. Grout, Johnson, N. Dak. 
pankhend, Gowen, Grow, _— Jones, 
m, rain, Hainer, Nebr. Joy, 
Belknap, Crowley, Hanly, Kirkpatrick, 
Bennet De Witt, Heiner, Pa. Kulp, 
i Dockery, Henry, Ind. Leisenring, 
Blane” me Es Ellett, Va. Hopkins, Leonard, 
ue, Elliott, 8. C. Howard, Livingston, 
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Lockhart, Milliken, Parker, Strong, 
Lorimer, Miner, N. Y. Pitney, Taft, 

Low, Moody, Prince, Talbert, 
Marsh, Moses, Raney, Tayler, 
McCleary, Minn. Mozley, Ray, Watson, Ohio 
McClellan, Noonan, Rusk, Wellington 
McKenney, Odell, Russell, Conn. W heeler, 
Meiklejohn, Ogden, Scranton, Woodard, 
Miller, Kans. Otjen, Shaw, W oomer 


So the motion of Mr. DALZELL was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

BUSINESS OF THE JUDICIARY COMMITTER. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to ask unanimous consent that it be per- 
mitted to sit during the sessions of this House. 

There was no ovjection. 

NICARAGUA CANAL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 

from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 


with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committe 1 In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 
To the House of Represe ntatives: 

Pursuant to the request made in a House resolution passed 
of January, 1896, I herewith transmit the report. w 
and exhibits, of the board of engineers under the p 
Is0, of laws of 1895, for the purpose of ascertaining the fea ma 
nence, and cost of the construction and completien of t Ca 
nal by the route contemplated and provided for by the act w the 
Senate January 28, 1895, entitled ““An act to amend an act e1 ‘ \ to 
incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, approved |! ry 
20, [S80 

GROVER CLEVE! .D 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its c! an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments bilis of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

A bill (H. R. 3009) granting to the Brainerd and Northern 
Minnesota Railway Company a right of way through the Leech 


Lake Indian Reservation and Chippewa Indian Reservation, in 
Minnesota; and 

A bill (H. R. 3728) to amend section 21 of an act entitled, ‘*An 
act to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of 
Indians in Dakota into separate reservations, and to secure the 
relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 2, 1889. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bill and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 4991) to open forest reservations in the State of 
Colorado for the location of mining claims; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 79) granting use of White Lot and 
Monument Grounds to ‘‘ The Committee of 1896.” 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


requested: 
A bill (S. 1447) authorizing the President of the United States 
to nominate Lieut. Commander R. G. M. Brown, now o le re- 


tired list, to be a commander on the retired list; and 

A bill (S. 1740) to amend section 5294 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relative to the power of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to remit or mitigate fines, penalties, and forfeitur 
and for other purposes. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. Cox, its Secretary 
announced that the Senate had passed the following order 

Ordered, That the Secretary notify the House of Representatives that the 
Senate has elected WILLIAM P. FrY&, a Senator from the State of M 
President of the Senate pro tempore, to hold and exercise the office in t! 
absence of the Vice-President from time to time, during the pleasure of the 
Senate, in accordance with the terms of its resolution passed March 12, 1800 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S.879) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to grant to the Gainesville, Mc 
Alester and St. Louis Railroad Company a right of way through 
the Indian Territory.” 

CHAPLAIN AT WEST POINT. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill on the Speaker’s table (H. R. 4145) to amend section 1209 of 
the Revised Statutes, relative to the chaplaincy at West Point, be 
taken up, that the Senate amendments be disagreed to, and that 
the House agree to the committee of conference asked by the 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4145) to amend section 1309 of the Revised Statutes. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. HULL. I move that the House disagree to the Senate 
amendments and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will ask the gentleman to state the nature 
of the original bill. 
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Mr. HULL. It is simply to provide for a chaplain at West 
Point, instead of having him appointed as a professor. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I remember the bill now. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the matter at issue? 

Mr. HULL. It is simply a question of salary. 

Mr. CANNON. Whether he shall have $2,500 or $3,500? 

Mr. HULL. Whether he shall be paid as acaptain or as a lieu- 

tenant-colonel. 

The motion of Mr. HuLt was agreed to; and the Speaker ap- 
ointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. Hui, Mr. 
‘RACEY,and Mr, McMILLIN. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, after conference with the gen- 

tleman from South Dakota [Mr. PickLER],chairman of the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions, I ask unanimous consent that the | 


pension session for this evening be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks that the 
usual pension session this evening be dispensed with, stating that 
he does so in accordance with an arrangement with the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PICcKLER], chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. Is there objection? 

Mr. PICKLER. 
pension bills shall become crowded we shall have no difficulty in 


| fora number of gentlemen to speak. 


that on Monday the bill will be open for debate under the fi, 
minute rule, and it seems to me that is the most instructive debs 
after all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
debate, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Will the chairman of our committee p. 

mit me? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I submit that motion, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not think there is any disposition to u 
necessarily prolong this debate; but I find around me a la: 
number of gentlemen who have not had an opportunity to spea':, 
and who wish to be heard; and it seems to me that instead of ¢| 
ing general debate on Saturday, and having the five-minute de} 
on Monday, it could be arranged so that general debate sh; 
close with the Monday session, and that will give an opportun 
This is a very importa 


It is perhaps the most instructive part of +) 


| question, whether we consider it from the standpoint of the Se: 


I understand that if the Calendar of private | 


vetting an extra night or some extra time for the consideration of | § I i ( : 
S : | and thereby cut off a portion of the time which could have | 


usiness on that Calendar, and I give way for that reason. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Maine. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before moving that the House 
resolve into Committee of the Whole, 1 desire to see if some ar- 
rangement can not be made with reference to debate in Committee 
of the Whole. I have conferred with gentlemen upon all sides of 
the House with reference to time, and while I desired very much 


that the general debate might be closed to-day, yet I have found | 


on inquiry that there was a desire that it should continue through 
to-morrow. I ask unanimous consent, therefore, that the general 
debate in Committee of the Whole on the bill to which I have re- 
ferred shall terminate at the close of the legislative day of Satur- 
day. I put it in that form with the view of hereafter asking that 
the House take a recess on Saturday until 10 o’clock on Monday 
morning, so as to give two hours in that morning for further gen- 
eral debate, and that there be a session this evening also. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that the general debate in Committee of the Whole shall 
close at the close of the legislative day of Saturday. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
inquire what length of time the gentleman from Maine proposes 
to give for five-minute debate? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course that is a matter that is entirely in 
the control of the committee when we shall reach it. That will 
be entered upon on Monday, and I have no desire at all to restrict 
that debate beyond what may seem to be reasonable and proper. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COLSON. I object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the objection? 
ment as to the time for general debate? 

Mr. COLSON. I object to closing general debate at the time 
stated by the gentleman from Maine, becanse there are many 
members here who have had no opportunity to discuss the ques- 
tion before the committee. I think ee upon 
this floor should be accorded the right to be heard upon this im- 
portant question. Therefore I object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, [ move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of considering the bill H. R. 2904; and pending 
that motion, I move that general debate in Committee of the 
Whole close at the termination of the legislative day of Saturday. 
I desire to make a statement in connection with that, by general 
connsent, that the intention is to have an evening session this eve- 
ning and to-morrow evening, and also a session from 10 to 12 on 
Monday, so that gentlemen can see that it gives a very wide range. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Maine. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wish to move an amendment. I should 
like to get the consent of the gentleman from Maine toit. I know, 
as do all members of the House, that the gentleman always intends 
to give everybody a chance and to be perfectly fair. I will sug- 
gest that it will be much more satisfactory, and I will move, as an 
amendment, to strike out the words “legislative day of Saturday.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thearrangement which I suggested will carry 
it until 12 o'clock on Monday. 

Mr, WILLIAMS. I understand; but it will not give a Monday 
night session. 

fr. DINGLEY. That will be given if desired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move tostrike out those words ‘legislative 
day of rn ” and substitute “legislative day of Tuesday.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want to call my friend’s attention to the fact 


Is it to the arrange- 





bill or the House bill; and therefore I hope the gentleman fr. 
Maine will consent to fix the closing of general debate for Mon 
evening instead of Saturday. That will give a number of ; 
tlemen an opportunity to speak who otherwise would not ha 
any chance, and the gentleman will also remember that this qui 
tion has been of such general importance that quite a numb 
gentlemen opposing this bill have occupied more than an ho 


allowed to others. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will withdraw my motion at the suggestion 
of gentlemen around me, because I wish to be as liberal as | 
sible in the allowance of time, although we have a number of 
propriation bills on the Calendar that we desire to have a 
upon as early as possible, and will modify my request so that 
general debate in the Committee of the Whole shall termi 
with the legislative day of Monday. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And I withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of th« 
tleman from Maine? [After a pause.] The Chair hears n 
The gentleman from Maine moves that the House now reso! 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Uni 
for the purpose of considering House bill No. 2904. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. PAYNE in the chair. 


BOND REDEMPTION FUND. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is r 
ognized for thirty minutes. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. ‘‘ The gentleman from M 
sachusetts ” declines to be recognized for thirty minutes, but w 
_— in his own right, and under the rules, for an hour, if |! 
chooses, if he speaks at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to state to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts what he already knows—that time for de! 
is limited. A very large number of gentlemen have come to 
Chair and remarked that they desired to speak, and a hundre! 
names, or nearly that number, the Chair has marked upon | 
list of gentlemen who desire to speak. The Chair has endeavored 
to arrange with the different gentlemen for the time that th 
shall occupy, among others with the gentleman from Massachu 
setts. The Chair has had an arrangement with him from the | 
ginning of the debate until yesterday afternoon that he was to 
recognized for thirty minutes, and the Chair tried to recogni 
him for that time, as the committee well knows, on yeste1 
afternoon; but because the committee saw fit to extend the ti 
of some gentlemen that arrangement was interfered with. ‘| 
Chair still desires to carry out the arrangement with the gent! 
man from Massachusetts, and recognizes him for thirty minut 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I will say that the Chair h 
declined to “carry out that arrangement,” as the Chair told me 
last evening that he did not know when he could recognize me, 
whether he would recognize me at all, and he repudiated | 
arrangement he made with me; and further,he repudiated ¢ 
arrangement that—— 

Mr. CANNON. The Chair recognizes you now. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. No, sir; notin my own right. 
[Continuing:] The arrangement that had been made between | 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurr] and myself, that 
I was to have fifty minutes of his time, the Chair [Mr. Pay! 
repudiated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman f 
thirty minutes. 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I must be recognized in m 


own right as a Representative to speak on this floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that it would be 
impossible to carry out the arrangements already made if the gen- 
tleman is to be recognized in that way. If the gentleman declines 
to be recognized for thirty minutes, the Chair will be compelled 


to recognize some other gen » 
Mr, WALKER of Massachusetts, The gentleman from South 
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a 
olina aa ; 
pa vote afternoon that he was to give me fifty minutes. 


Besides that I was entitled to fifteen minutes that the gentleman 
from California [Mr. JOHNSON] did not use, and when I sought 
to carry out that arrangement and add that to the fifteen min- 
utes, the Chair declined to carry it out and he declined to agree to 
recognize me atall, saying, * Perhaps he could do so and he would 
gee about it.” The Chair has not recognized the agreement that 
he made between himself and me, and when the presiding officer 
refuses to do so, I am compelled to ask to be recognized, if at all, 
> own right. 

"The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that he desires to 
do no injustice. The Chair on yesterday apportioned out the full 
time until 5 o’clock, and the gentleman from Massachusetts knc WS 
it as well as the Chair knows it. After the gentleman from Cal 

ifornia [ Mr. JOHNSON] had occupied thirty minutes and the Chair 
had called the gentleman to order because his time had expired, 
an effort was made to extend the time of the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin] 
offered to give him histime. Previous to that the gentleman from 
South Carolina had taken the floor and occupied it for ten min- 
utes in his own right and had yielded the floor without reserving 
a moment of his time. After the gentleman from Massachusetts 
had yielded to the gentleman from California the whole of his 
time, the Chair was informed by some member that the gentle 

man from Massachusetts was to have the remaining time of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin], and the Chair 
responded that the gentleman from South Carolina had no time, 
and in fact the Chair had not understood that any such arrange- 
ment had been made. That was all that transpired yesterday on 
this subject, and after the gentleman from Massachusetts had 
vielded his time to the gentleman from California the Chair car- 
ried out the other arrangement with the gentleman from North 


Carolina [Mr. SETTLE], who occupied the time until nearly 5 
o'clock. The gentleman from Massachusetts did not ask to have 


the ten minutes yesterday afternoon, and of course the Chair could 
not give it to himif he did not want it. Now the Chair has 
offered the gentleman from Massachusetts to recognize him as 
the first speaker this morning for thirty minutes and has done so. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I wish to say that these ar- 
rangements for time are not made under the rules of the House, 
and I have a right, as the Representative of a district in this Con- 
gress, to stand upon my right under the rules, and I wish now to 
be given my fulltime. The gentleman from South Carolina said 
on this floor six times yesterday that he yielded me his time. I 
read from the RECORD: 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from California has expired 

Mr. Jonnson of California. I ask unanimous consent to continue my re 
marks. 

Mr. Bowers. I ask that the gentleman have fifteen minutes more. 

The UHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] is en 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I will consent to an extension of the gentle 
man’s time if I can have the floor when we commence the session to-morrow 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not make that promise, as the time is al 
ready parceled out. 

Mr. HicLaunim. Iam entitled to fifty minutes as a member of the commit 
tee, and I yield a portion of my time to the gentleman from California. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can not be done under objection. 

Mr. McLAuRIN. Mr. Chairman, I believe I am entitled to that time, as I 
understand it, as a member of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairman does not recognize the gentleman from 
South Carolina, 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McLAuURIN. I should like to know if the objection of the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Serr.e} extended to my granting a portion of my 
time to the gentleman from California? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. McLAvuRIN] made an arrangement with me on this | 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this question is out of order. Objection has | 


been made. [Cries of “ Regular order.’ 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I will yield to the gentleman rather than 
have this discussion go on all night. 

a CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yiela? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I desire to have thirty minutes to discuss 
this question. If I cannot have it at any other time, I want it new. 

Mr. McLaurin. I will yield time to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mir. WALKER] myself. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I will yield all my time to the gentleman 
from California Use. JOHNSON], with the understanding that the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin] is to give me his time. [Applause. } 

Mr. McLaurin. Yes; I will give the gentleman my time. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. What portion of his time does the gentleman trom Massa 
chusetts [Mr. WALKER] yield? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. All of it—thirty minutes. 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. McLAURIN. And I will return the same amount to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts out of my time. [Applause. ] 


_ And he repeated that statement six times in a loud tone of voice 
inthe presence of the presiding officer, and the Chair then thought 
he thoroughly understood that the gentleman from South Carolina 

Mr. eens comirellod fifty minutes, as is plainly shown by 
the Chairman (Mr. Payne] saying, ‘It can not be done under 


<= 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 


[Applause on the 
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doubt the word of the Chair when the Chair states that he did not 
hear that statement made by the gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. WALKERof Massachusetts. Ihavenoparliamentary right 
to question that, butitis not my fault. Thisis very extraordinary. 
The arrangement was made on the floor in the full hearing of all 
the members, and if the Chair has any defect of hearing, as we all 
know he has [laughter}, and did not hear it, I do not propose to 
suffer by that, [Laughter.] Now, Iam standing on my rights 
and I want niy hour, as the rules give me. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. Chairman, may I say just a word 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the practice of the Ho the Chair 
has recognized the gentleman for a certain leneth of time, and 
has made the limitation of time a condition of the 1 ion, 





The reason for that is that members who desire to sp l who 
are ready to speak, can not be recognized under any oth “an 
ment. Therefore the Chair proposes to recognize the gentleman 
from Massachusetts now for thirty minutes. and if the committe 
desire after that to extend his time. that is for the committee to 
determine and not for the Chair. The Chair is simpl ying to 


carry out the wishes of the committee and the Hou in lumitin 
; 


this debate. 


Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. Chairman, may I be permitted to say a 
word? There seems to be a misunderstanding in regard to t 
matteroftime. On yesterday morning [desiredafew 1 nd 
spoke to the gentleman from Alabama | Mr. WHEELER], w] l 
to allow me ten minutes. I then went and spoke to the p 








officer and that was agreed to, and, having an understand with 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] that the time I 
cupied then was to be returned out of my time, when I completed 
my remarks I failed to use the formal words ‘11 rve t re 
mainder of my time,” because I supposed I was speaking in th 
time of the gentleman from Alabama. On yesterday ey ge | 
offered to give the gentleman from Massach tts [Mr. Wa 
as much time out of mine as he had granted to the tleman 
from California [Mr. Jounson]. The gentleman from Massachu 
setts having yielded his time, relying on that understanding, I 
think it would be a gross injustice to him to limit him a 
posed, and I therefore ask unanimous consent that the tleman 
from Massachusetts be allowed to proceed for thirty min nore. 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I decline to 
peak under an old arrangement repudiated by the Chair. The 
presiding officer sat in this chair right in front of me here and was 
just rising from it to go and take the Speaker’s chair when I said 
to him, ‘‘ [decline to be recognized by you for thirty minutes, and 
I propose to get the floor for an hour in my own right.” N 


the Chair says that it was under an arrangement that I was to 
speak for thirty minutes. I say deliberately that it was not so 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated distinctly that the ar- 
rangement all the time down to last evening was that the gent! 
man from Massachusetts was to be recognized for thirty minutes, 
and the Chair has not broken that arrangement, but proposes to 
carry it out. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts desire 
thirty minutes more? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes, sir: I do. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, Mr. Chairman, under the circumst 
[ ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Massa 
have thirty minutes in addition to the time for which he is recog- 
nized by the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
tleman from Illinois? 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire as to whether 
that will interfere with the rights of any other member who has 
been promised time to speak. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not interfere with the rights of any 
member upon the other side of the 


Is there objection to the re quest of the gen 


question. 


Mr. KEM. But will it interfere with the right of any member? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks, in view of the list which 
he has before him, that some members upon the same 
question with the gentleman from Massachusetts must have their 
time cut down. Is there objection to the request of the gen nan 
from Illinois that the gentleman from Massachusetts be al d 
to proceed for thirty minutes in addition to the thirty minutes for 


which the Chair has recognized him? 

There was no objection; and Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts was 
recognized for one hour. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

During the delivery of Mr. WALKER’s remark 
of the Whole roseinformally; and Mr. DINGLEY having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, the following business was trans- 
acted: 

$y unanimous consent, the Committee on Naval Affairs was 4 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 15: 
authorizing the persons therein named to accept certain decora- 
tions and testimonial from the late Hawaiian Gover: 
the same was referred to the Committee on Foreign Altfairs. 





wa 


aS A» Cm USM eH RENAE MITE 
: pana <2 Ase SP El args 


rt 


BONER 


TET. 


AN sad Bley PHLLAS Pip 


A RTE EGC 27 AR AT A Nin ar! 


Se en cnngaennte tien nee 


Po etn 


cap e 1 ahem Seep 0) MENTION EON ALE LET Might le Ts 





Sak Sp SE RE peep eS PVRET MNS hE 


in eae ar 
RNS aE PRISE ae Col Ree Shh nad 
ot ornate _ 
<n Ca ena als Sh a ATT II POLE TI lS NPIL 
Mee 
NOLS 8 St ee 2 Ne AICTE NIE eS 2 OER CEES gig NEI 








* ih a API PCG Phe tas sige 


am me 
Uitiet ae aera Cec: 


SO FU Ce, 


we 


eet 


- ie It RS Rn ee ae 
e eI oh et _ $ we reat 
sas Laeaadamoguaneds — . . 
Se eee a ~ aa + 


Be AR ge ld ae a nar fh Ala cas IR or NS J 
Petey Neca 2 OES eee ee 


ass 
ee rea 
25 
. oe 
6 eh lh eA ASE ION HEP 


eas Schama 
2 CAS ANI 00 I Ee el 


1472 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 7, 





ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 5566) to prohibit prize fighting and pugilism and 
fights between men and animals, and to provide penalties therefor, 
in the Territories and the District of Columbia. 


COIN REDEMPTION FUND. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union resumed 
its session. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, in opening 
my remarks I wish to say to the House that what I have done 
with reference to the Chairman has been done under compulsion 
in protecting my own rights and the rights of all other members 
of this House. Having been placed by the Speaker of this House 
in the third most responsible official oe pegs in this country on 
matters now in question, I felt compelled to speak. I did not at 
first propose to do so, for I thought I had exhausted in previous 
speeches what I had to say on this subject. It was only because 
of the gross injustice done me by the present occupant of the 
Speaker’s chair that I took the course I have taken. 

Mr. Chairman, let me say, first, that this question is purely an 
economic question. The fact that silver has been used in any pre- 
vious time, in any particular manner, is nothing to the point at 
issue in this discussion. It is as much out of order, in being urged 
as a reason why we should grant the free coinage of silver, to quote 
any previous condition of silver as it would be to urge the fact 
that our forefathers rode in ox carts, subsequently in stagecoaches, 
to say that therefore we should not ride in steam cars, and to argue 
that therefore we ought to use ox carts, stagecoaches, and that such 
vehicles ought to be treated by law and in every other respect as 
steam cars. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that the position of the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Jounson] and of the other gentle- 
men from the so-called silver States is the 

MOST REMARKABLE OF ANY POSITION 
taken on this floor by any Representative of any State since 1860. 
What position do they take on this floor? 

The gentleman from California [Mr. JOHNSON] says: 

The American people are fighting among themselves because they do not 
look on both sides of the question of the money of the country. The men 
from the East are for gold; the men from the West, like the knight in the 
legend, are for silver. 

Mr. Chairman, there never was a statement made on this floor 
in behalf of the silver cause that was more variant from the facts 
than that statement—never. 

The gentleman says again: 


There are 9 States of this Union polling 37 electoral votes that are solid for 
free silver. 


And the gentleman might have added that 7 of those States 
have 14 Senators and only 7 Representatives. Now, what is the 
ome 9 of those States. They are gold measure of value States, 

yond reach of the legislation of these United States. We can 
no more reach a single obligation payable in those States than 
we can reach obligations payable in Great Britain. There is not 
a single one of those States in which every time obligation is not 

PRACTICALLY WRITTEN IN GOLD; 
en and interest are made payable in gold. It is so in Cali- 
ornia. That is the universal rule. I hold in my hand a copy of 
the ordinary notes used in those States. They are made payable 
“for value received in United States gold coin.” 

Mr. HARTMAN. I desire to interrupt the gentleman. I can 
not speak for California, but I say that the gentleman’s state- 
ment is absolutely incorrect as to the State from which I hail. 
Our notes are not made payable in gold; they are payable in law- 
ful money of the United States. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. The gentleman has inter- 
jected that into my remarks. I repeat that in all but exceptional 
cases, a comparatively few cases, where the transactions are not 
ee where the parties are the common people who are not 
posted in the 


CUSTOMS OF THE COMMERCIAL CLASSES; 


with these exceptions their notes are payable in gold. Further- 
more—— 

Mr. HARTMAN again rose. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I decline to yield for any 
further statements of that kind. The gentleman having inter- 
jected that statement into my remarks, I can not give him the 
opportunity to repeat it fifteen or twenty times. [Laughter.] 

urthermore, what are the facts with d to those States? 
The banks of those States are = banks. ey hold seven anda 
half million dollars in gold. They hold only eight hundred and 
nineteen thousand dollars in silver—just enough for the purpose 
of small money under five dollars among their people. ey are 
beyond the reach of legislation. Being safe themselves, they 


would degrade us. Ah, but says the gentleman from California 
again— 
I wish to do right by our voters. I wish to do right by the people. I wich 


that we would do something in regard to this question. I do believe in my, 
part Sein something for the cause of silver. Do something to cause its 


rehabilitation asthe money of the nation. That is all I ask. 


That is all they ask, is it? But what is this they ask? They 
ask that all the States this side of the Mississippi River shall be 
degraded to 

A SILVER MEASURE OF VALUE, 

to a silver standard with Mexico, China, etc., when, as I said 
before, no law of Congress, no legislation which by their votes 
they force on us, can reach those nine States. There may be a 
few exceptions in one of the States or in certain sections; but 
where there is one neighborhood in any of those nine States whose 
obligationsare not all written in gold, there are ten times as many 
sections from Texas and up, west of the Mississippi, and, in fact, all 
over this country, whose obligations are written in gold. At least 
one-quarter of the obligations all over this country are now writ- 
ten in gold—I am speaking of the obligations of sharp, shrewd, 
keen men of affairs. But, while keeping their dollar whole, they 
would cut our dollars in two that are received by the unthinking, 
the careless, the wage worker, and all who adhere to old customs 
throughout the United States in taking and giving notes. 

So that these men in coming here and taking the position they 
do, throwing themselves across the ordinary legislation of the 
country 

TO LEGISLATE BY FORCE, 


they demand that no legislation shall be had unless it be first to 
degrade all the money of the rest of the country to the level of the 
silver measure-of-value countries, while not a hair of their heads 
is touched and themselves retain the honest gold measure of value 
to their people. Those States making this demand have a popu- 
lation, eight of them, of only 1,377,000; they have 16 Senators to 
enforce their demands, but happily only 10 Representatives. 

A gentleman sitting near me states that in South Dakota there 
is an express statute prohibiting gold contracts. 

Mr. GAMBLE. ith the permission of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, I desire to state that he is mistaken as far as the 
legislation of my own State is concerned. If South Dakota is 
included in the list of States which he has read as adhering to the 
gold standard, he is in error. 

In 1891 the legislature of that State enacted that it should be 
unlawful for any person in the State, whether it be the mort- 
gagee or the owner of any kind of evidence of indebtedness, or his 
agent, to require that the interest or principal, or any part, should 
be paid in any certain kind of lawful money, such as gold, silver, 
or any specific kind of money, and the debt should be deemed sat- 
isfied and fully paid when the specified amount stated in the debt, 
with legal interest, was tendered in any money that was legal 
tender for public or private debts. 

. Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Iam glad one of those States 
as 
REPUDIATED MONETARY SECESSION 


and came back into the Union in 1891. I do not wish to do in- 
justice to anyone and am glad tobe corrected. This list of States 
and the facts I have stated were given to me by the gentleman 
from California [Mr. JOHNSON], and so far as he is concerned his 
design and purpose, by his own confession, is as I have stated. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is not a question of coinage at all. 
Grant free coinage to-day, and instead of having more silver dol- 
lars coined you would have none. There would be no object in 
coining them. Every ounce of silver the world over would be 
potentially at the doors of the mint, physically not an ounce; be- 
cause we Lowe now more silver coin than the people can use even 
with free coinage and there would be no inducement to bring it 
here. Wecan only use what coin people will carry. They have 
free coinage in Mexico, and 


THEY COIN IN MEXICO EVERY YEAR 


more dollars per capita than the average circulation per capita in 
that country. Circuiation per capita in Mexico is $5, and they 
coin more than $5 per capita each year and it does not adda fraction 
of a cent to the volume of silver in circulation. It is all ex- 
ported. This is purely and solely a question of taking from us the 
old gold measure of value and giving us in exchange a measure 
of value strange to us—the silver measure. 

I have been asked to state what the effect would be of the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver by this country alone. I have 
indicated already part of what I believe would be the effect, but 
the result of it in this country must inevitably be to put us on a 
silver measure of value, excepting in the States forcing it upon 
us, and that immediately. ere is not a Government or a mer- 
chant or trader in the world that pays the slightest attention to 
coinage. It has not the slightest significance in values. On the 
1st day of a month in this country, and in every other coun- 
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A STATEMENT SENT TO ALL THE CUSTOM-HOUSES 


the value of the moneys of the other countries named in in- 

voices and on which duties are paid on goods imported in exactly 

the grains of silver or gold of the gold or silver coin that hap- 
ns to be the measure of value for each particular country. 

This simple and incontestable fact disputes every one of your 
theories about unlimited coinage of silver. Grant free coinage 
to-day, and it is inconceivable to every man who is a merchant 
or has had his attention called to the matter, or who has had 
the slightest thing to do with ae commerce or largely with 
domestic commerce, how we could do so and not cut our dollar of 
account and payment down to one-half its present value. Fur- 
thermore, the result would be wrought out in doubling the price 
to our people of every dollar’s worth of merchandise imported 
from abroad, and at once. And the doubling the price of the 
merchandise manufactured in this country would soon follow, 


because there is 


giving 


A WORLD'S PRICE LEVEL 


made by the steamboats and all quick and cheap transportation 
throughout the world. 


Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I would like, with the gentleman’s per- | 


mission, to ask him a question just there. 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Certainly. 


Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I believe the gentleman isa protectionist? | 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Iam. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. And I would be glad to ask the gentle- 
man what would be the effect, if his statement is correct, that if 
we coin silver it would double the cost of imports from foreign 
countries into the United States? Would it not give us the very 
best protective tariff we have ever had in this country? [Ap- 


ves, sir. 


vee 5 ; 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. It certainly would give us 


the most protective and the worst tariff we have ever had, by ab- | 
solutely putting a stop to all foreign commerce for awhile. Just | 


as sure as the sun is to rise, and until readjustments were made, it 
would also 


HALVE THE WAGES OF EVERY WORKINGMAN 


in the country by doubling to him the cost of everything he con- | 


sumed; and therefore, as marketsare in wages, and wholly in wages, 
in the long run it would inevitably shut up, and at once, one-halt of 
the factories in the country. Is therea man present who will deny 


sitting here on these benches. You double the cost to the con- 
sumer of every article he buys, and you at once halve his power 
to buy, and you halve the market and shut up half the factories 
and workshops. Do you doubtit? Ifso,I yield to any man who 
will express a doubt and tell me why not, who desires to contra- 
dict the statement. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I will take advantage of that—— 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Well, I will yield for a ques- 
tion, a. ALLEN of Utah advanced from his seat in a further 
corner toward the area in front of the Speaker’s chair.] I decline 
now to yield longer. I yielded for a question, but I did not yield 
for floor walking. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, now, again, we have talked much about an inter- 
national conference; that we would coin silver at 16 to 1 in con- 


nection with all the rest of the world. Do you know what that | 


means? Call your conference, and I am in favor of it; make your 
trial, and I am in favor of it, as a practical demonstration of the 
impossibility of doing anything 
TO INCREASE THE PRICE OF SILVER 
by legislation or by diplomacy. Call your conference, Isay; make 
your agreement between all the nations of the world; enter into 
your binding treaty obligations, and it will not affect the relative 
price of gold and silver by the smallest fraction of a penny. It 
can not. Itis not possible to doit. It is not a question of coin- 
age even. It is a question of the metal of account, and of values, 
and of prices, the world over, and if you grant free coinage to-day 
at 16 to 1 and open all the mints the world over, ‘‘chaos would 
come again,” or no effect would follow. The millions, billions, 
trillions, and so on, to figures past the comprehension of man, in- 
volved in the value of the total of all existing things of exchange 
could by no possibility be readjusted for many generations to the 
new conditions of value, of account. The stupendous results 
proposed would stop any trying of thetask. The task would be to 
DOUBLE THE PRICE IN EVERY SILVER COUNTRY 

of every existing thing, immediately double every debt, double 
every wage paid, or halve prices in every gold-measure country. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. May I ask the gentleman a question now? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes, if you will ask itstand- 
ing shore uare. [Laughter. ] 

. of Utah. Is it not a principle of the Republican 

party that we ought to have high prices and high wages? 
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Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. 
Mr. ALLEN of Utah. It is not? 
Mr. HARTMAN. Yes. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Ibeg yourpardon. I [to Mr. 
HARTMAN] think I am to answer the question, not the gentleman 
from Montana. gpm ne | Ihave one associate Representative 
on this floor in the gentleman from California [Mr. Maauire}, 
and I do not propose to take on any more. [Laughter.] 

The rule of the 

REPUBLICAN PARTY MAKES HIGH WAGES 
and cheap products. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
is the effect of Republican legislation. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. And sound money? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. And sound money; yes, I 
accept the amendment inadvertently omitted. I should have put 
it in a little later. High wages, shorter hours, sound money, and 
cheap products. [Applause.] Those are the effects the Repub- 
lican party strives for. No Mexican wages. 

Now, again, Mr. Chairman, they say, ‘‘ If you will grant us free 
coinage of silver it will go a great way toward meeting the com- 
petition we are to have from silver measure-of-value countries, 
where they are making rapid strides in manufacturing with our 
machinery.” Yea, yea, so it will, by halving the wages of every 
American workingman. It will have a great effect, I grant it; 
but at a price in suffering, misery, and starvation that will set 
the civilization of this country back a century, or rather that will 

HINDER THE PROGRESS OF CIVILIZATION 
more than a century in the next two hundred years. 


_Mr. ALLEN of Utah. May I ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Certainly; yes. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Then, on your theory, if products are to 
be low, the farmer is to work for low wages, and the man who 
works in a factory in New England is to have high wages. I 
think the gentleman is driven to that conclusion. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Perhaps; but ‘‘the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts ” is of a different opinion about the ** driv- 
ing”; thatis all. I want to say to the gentleman from Utah that 
the farmer on the average farm to-day can get twice and a half in 
gold for a day’s work on the farm, in the price of his products— 
twice and a half what he could before 1855, and I will show you 
that before I get through, if my time holds out, if the Chairman 
[ Laughter. ] 

Now, I want to repeat here what I have said in every speech that 
I have made on this subject: that there is an inexorable world’s 
measure of value which no nation and no individual has ever been 
able to vary by the slightest fraction for eighty years. Is it coin- 
age? Nay, verily, it is 

A SIMPLE GRAIN OF UNCOINED GOLD 

It measures the price of every dozen of eggsin the remotest hamlet 
touched by commerce in any country, as it does the building of the 
largest steamship that ever floated in any navy. When the price of 
anything sold (which is a subject of commerce), is given in silver it 
is the number of grains of silver that will buy a given number 
of grains of gold that are asked forit. Every price is brought to 
that test at last, as it was here throughout our war of secession. 
It can no more be evaded or changed or shirked or got away from 
than we can get away from breathing air or drinking water. They 
may do the latter in some States, but not the former, [Laugh- 
ter. | 

There is no evidence now submitted, and there never has been 
since this discussion began, that prices have been very largely—and 
I mark my words, as Ialways doevery word I utter in this House, 
in their limitations—there is no evidence that prices anywhere the 
world over have been very materially affected by the disparity and 
the departure of the price of silver from the value of gold. The 

FLUCTUATIONS IN THE PRICE OF SILVER 

have been avery serious hindrance to trade; not its steady deprecia- 
tion. There is not only a world measure of value, but there is a 
world price; and a grain of silver anda grain of gold will buy 
just as much in any village in China, or India, or Mexico, or the 
United States, or Great Britain, or France, as in any other country 
and no more; each precisely the same, lacking commissions and 
transportation. This is susceptible of proof beyond controversy. 
Think of the speech on economics that we got from the gentleman 
from California [Mr. JoHNSON]. Not a single fact, statement, or 
inference in it material tothe issue. Every existing obligationin 
this country is honestly payable in gold values. Every existing 
obligation was made in gold values. We have been on a gold 
measure of value only since 1834, with the exception of the period 
of the suspension of specie payments, from 1862 to 1879. 

Another thing. They talk about the value of gold. They get 
up to discuss the question, and state it asa fact that gold does 
not vary in value, that it does not go up, and that it does not go 
down in value. Stationary as the heavens. There are a great 
many speeches made on this floor that are clipped from other 


No, sir, 


That 
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speeches, and when once started they keep going from generation 
to generation, the same as 
M’DUFFIE’S SPEECH ON FREE TRADE. 

It has been repeated on this floor ever since 1832. Why, know when 
the free traders get up precisely what they are going to say, if 
they have any wit, for I have read McDnuffie’s speech; and there 
never has been a speech made since his day that begins to be as 
able as McDuffie’s in 1832. His logic is irresistible, if you admit 
his premises, and his ability has not been excelled from his day to 
the present. 

So we are told a good deal about bimetallism. The gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DinaLry] told you accurately what bimetallism 
is. Any device which causes a reasonable quantity of two metals 
to freely circulate together is bimetallism. It is impossible to 
have bimetallism upon any other plan but a forced plan, one of 
treaty or law. It never has existed except on trade lines, on mer- 
cantile lines, on laws of commerce, except it has been controlled 
by law and forced by law, and one metal usually has been a token 
to the other and commanded the other, one being acknowledged 
asthe real measure of value, It has been so as togold for centuries. 

We have the coinage of gold in every silver measure-of-value 
country there is in the world, butitisnot bimetallism? We had in 
this country from 1792 to 1834 laws granting legal bimetallism; 
but we were practically 

ON A MONOMETALAAC SILVER MEASURE OF VALUE. 

Every candid man admits we have had laws granting bimetallism 
and providing for it, but we have always been a monometallic 
nation, on silver, up to 1834, and on old since until 1878. From 
1878 we have been a bimetallic nation upon the only practical 
ound upon which, under existing circumstances, a nation can 
xy any possibility be bimetallic. This silver discussion in this 
country, first begun as greenbackism and the heresy as regards 
legal-tender paper notes in unlimited quantity, and then silver 
being substituted for greenbackism, has cost this country millions 
upon millions and billions upon billions; taken out of whom? 
Every dollar of it out of the wage worker, to go into the pockets of 
the speculator and the manufacturer and the men who conduct 
the great enterprises of the country, to again be dissipated in fail- 
ures and disasters and in various monetary crises that have over- 

taken the country, all finally at the expense of each. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Inaminute. Let me give 
you this fact, that $2,000 compounded semiannually at 8 per cent 
will amount to $4,086.80 in twenty-four years; and only $1,000 at 
6 per cent, compounded semiannually, will amount to $4,182; that 
is to say, you can borrow $2,000 at 3 per cent if sure of payment, 
as in the case of the Government and others to-day, or you can 
borrow $1,000 at 6 per cent to be compounded; each amounts to 
the same sum in twenty-four years; and every business man and 
every other wise man cares more for good credit and ultimate 
wealth than he does for immediate profit. Now I will answer 
the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. TERRY. If I understood the gentleman correctly, he said 
that bimetallisrm implies circulation of both metals? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TERRY. If that be true, and you have a gold standard, 
does that imply that you have a gold circulation? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. No, sir; not at all, The 
measure-of-value metal does not even indicate what 

7 THE COMMON MONEY OF THE PEOPLE 
really is. The gold coin of this country today only circulates in 
California and a few Western States as currency. It is held for 
aimeasure-of-value metal by institutions where wzitten obligations 
meet and are settled as scales stand in shops and factories to weigh 
or a measure to measure, 

Mr. TERRY. If a gold standard does not imply a gold circu- 
lation, why, then, does the gentleman argue that a bimetallic stand- 
ard necessarily implies a bimetallic circulation? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. From the fact that while 
the gold only circulates potentially the cheaper money—the silver— 
actually circulates, each at parity. It is not practical to circulate 

old dollars under $5, and it is practical to circulate ones and twos 
in silver. In this country the advocates of free silver have taken 
every action they could take 

TO DESTROY THE COMMERCIAL VALUE OF SILVER 
by buying it and piling it up before the eyes of the people to 
frighten the country, thus discrediting it and depreciating its 
price. There are no two opinions on this point among business 
men and financiers, that the price of silver would not now be as 
low by 25 per cent if this country had never cursed it by legisla- 
tion. 

It is the unanimous opinion of financiers; and they know as 
much about finance as a farmer does about farming, as a doctor 
does about medicine, or as a shoemaker, as I am, about shoemak- 
ing. Why talk this nonsense about silver? It is no better and 
deserves no more legislation than wheat, gold, cotton, corn, or 
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oats, and coining gold is nomore to it than measure or weight is to 
the others. The measure of all things is human effort. Human 
effort—price of human effort—makes the price of all articles of 
commerce. No article has a basic price that exceeds the price of 
human effort. Now, by human effort gold has depreciated, as 
measured in wages, 514 per cent since 1840, and the production 
has increased one-third. Silver has depreciated 73.9, while its 
production has increased threefold. Furthermore, the use of 
metal money of any kind has increased in its efficiency by thon- 
sands of folds. Ts ke $1,000 in gold to-day and it will do what it 
would take $3,000,000 to do by the methods of eighty years ago, 

All admit as economists that 

INCREASING THE EFFICIENCY OF ANYTHING 
is equivalent to increasing it inquantity. Horses for use, cars for 
use, wagons for use, plows for use, carriages for use, increasing 
their efficiency, is equivalent to multiplying them. Here is an 
object lesson in economics. Since 1840 gold measured in products 
has depreciated 44.7 percent. Silver has depreciated 71.2 per cent, 
Since 1873 gold has depreciated 12.6, and silver 57.6. Overproduc 
tion has increased, and cheaper labor cost, and these together ac- 
count wholly for the depreciation in prices, the cost of labor being 
less because of greater efficiency, greater skill, and the wonderful 
machinery used. In 1873 the grains of this country that were pro- 
duced per capita were 35.6 bushels; in 1892, 51.3, half as much 
again, and actually a less percentage exported in 1892 than in 187:}, 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the gold measure-of-value countries pro- 
duce 80 per cent of all the wheat that is produced in the world, 
and there is not an economist who has any reputation, or even 
one with no reputation, for that matter, but believes and thinks 
he can prove, as I believe he can, that the one-third of any prod- 
uct which averages to costs the most makes the price for the 
whole body of that product. This can be proved in a dozen ways, 
and it can be proved in a dozen ways that the 

PRICE OF WHEAT NEVER HAS BEEN AFFECTED 
even to the smallest iota by the product of wheat in a silver 
measure-of-value country; and it is impossible that it should be 
so affected while 80 per cent of the wheat is produced in gold 
measure-of-value countries. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRUMM. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
cost of human effort makes the price of all things? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes, ultimately. 

Mr. BRUMM. That is, that the question of supply and demand 
is not a factor in the price of any commodity? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Supply and demand is not 
an abiding factor in the price of any commodity. I make the 
broad statement that supply and demand is never an abiding and 
controlling element in determining the price. It influences prices 
it does not fix them. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me to give an illus- 
tration? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes; but be quick about it, 
and speak so we all can hear. [Laughter | 

Mr. BRUMM. I will make it loud enough. [Speaking very 
loudly.] Suppose that in a winter which is very cold the ice is 
frozen thickly—I am assuming that this case occurs before the 
method of manufacturing iceartificially was known—suppose thit 
in a very cold winter the ice is frozen thick and it costs compara 
tively little to house it; and next, suppose that the succeeding sur 
meris very hot. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts say that 
the heat of the summer, which is areason for an increased demand 
for ice, will have no effect upon the price regardless of what it 
cost to house that ice? [Applause. | 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I think the House will thank 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania for not asking a personal qi 
tion and in private in debate,asisthe bad custom in this House—a 
custom, I observe, which is tolerated by the Chair whoever may 
be the occupant. [Laughter.| Now, Mr. Chairman, is not that a 
rich question? I went out once to talk to a polytechnic schoo 
Worcester, and was propounding this same doctrine, and the pres!- 
dent of the institution was so surprised that he inadvertently 
exclaimed, “‘How about pears? How about the price of pears?” 
Pears in economics! 

10K IN BOONOMICS! PEARS! ICE! 
Laughter. 
r. BRUMM. Ice is a commodity, is it not? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Commodity, yes; and so is 
dirt a commodity, So is water in a drought. 

Mr. BRUMM. Ice used to be a luxury, but it is now an also- 
lute necessity. 

Mr. W ER of Massachusetts. But does any man doubt that 
the price of ice, in any series of ten years, is fixed by what it costs 
to produce it, sometimes more and sometimes less—but averages 
that? Are the profits on the average more to ice dealers than to 
dealers or producers of shoes, coats, or hats? 
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Mr. BRUMM. What accounts for it? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Supply and demand. 

Mr. BRUMM. Certainly. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Who said that supply and 
demand did not influence price? Nobody but you. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRUMM. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I understood his 
answer to be directly this—because I put the question in that 
way—that the 

‘ COST OF HUMAN EFFORT MAKES THE PRICE 
of all things, and when I asked the gentleman whether supply 
and demand was not a factor in making the price, he said ‘‘ No; 
practically not at all.” 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I say again, practically not 
atall. Supply and demand influeice price. If you have an over- 
supply of anything the price will go down to cost, or even below it. 

Mr. BRUMM. Permit me to say now— 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. No; I am not going to let 
vou do all the talking. [Laughter.] But, Mr. Chairman, when 
vou come to supply the vacuum that is made by consumption, | 
say that not a single shoe, or boot, or yard of cloth, or anything 
else will be produced that can not be sold at a profit upon the 
wages that enter into its cost; and the gentleman knows it. 
Every man knows it. 

Mr. BRUMM. One word more. I assert that the cost of an 
article is no factor at allin the price, except up to the point of 


competition. That is all I want to say. Now you disprove | 


that. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Who doubts that? That is 
what I have been trying to say, and if the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has said it more emphatically than I have, why the 
House is under obligations to him. [Laughter.] Of course it is 
the cost in wages of human effort, when a commodity is produced 

IN NORMAL QUANTITY AND IN NORMAL CONDITIONS, 

that fixes the price. When the judgment is wrong as to the 

uantity required, when mistakes are made in producing commo- 

ities, or when earthquake or flood intervenes, or excessive heat or 
cold, then cost may have little or nothing to do with price within 
a limited area; but, taking the world over, in economics the cost 
of producing an article makes a basal line below which prices will 
never go, in normal conditions. Above that line supply and de- 
mand affect prices very materially; below the line production 
stons. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I will be glad to yield to my 
colleague from California. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Does not monopoly absolutely control prices 
in certain cases? 

Mr.WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I decline to go 
into that subject, because it is a subject which would take a whole 
afternoon to discuss, and my time is limited. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Let me substitute ‘‘monopoly ” for ‘ ice.” 
[Langhter. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I will, however, say to the 
gentleman, that monopoly in nine cases out of ten overreaches 
itself and reduces the price below what it would have been if there 
were no monopoly. 

. Mr. MAGUIRE. But not when the monopoly is sustained by 
aw. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I can not 
yield further, because I have but little time and I am somewhat 
SUSPICIOUS OF THE PROBABLE MERCY 
of “surrounding conditions” when my time expires. [Laughter. | 

Now, let me give you the prices of products for a series of years, 
in crucial years: 1857 was a famine year, which those of us who 
were in business and had our fortunes swept away remember well. 
Again, nothing can be proven in economics by statistics from 1856 
until you come to 1880, when we resumed specie payments. We 
have to skip that period; 1860 isa dividing line between the present 
and the past which those of us who study economics understand. 
I can not stop to explain. 

Now, from 1840 to 1855 cotton sold in New York at an average 
price of 8.7 cents in gold; from 1885 to 1890 the average price was 
10.4 cents in gold—one quarter higher. 
silver make its gold price higher? 
with those prices? 
official sources. 

Now, I want gentlemen to listen to this, ifthey will. From 1840 
to 1855 the average price of wheat in Chicago was 65 cents a bushel 
in gold; from 1885 to 1890 the average price was 85 cents in gold. 
Enormous overproduction, intermixed with 

CONSIDERATIONS OF SUPPLY AND DEMAND, 
have since sent it down out of sight at some times. But those 


are sap eonal conditions. The farmers will soon regulate that 
matter. 


What has free coinage to do 
Yet those ar» the prices you must take from 
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From 1840 to 1855 the price of corn in Chicago averaged 33} | ciated in price to be shipped in place of gold, 
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| cents a bushel in gold; from 1885 to 1890 the average price was 40} 
| cents a bushelin gold, one-quarter higher. From 1840 to 1855 
| the average price of hogs in Cincinnati was 33 
live weight, in gold; from 1885 to 1890 the 





cents per pound, 


iverage price was 44 


cents a pound in gold, one-third higher. And. gentlemen, it cost 
the farmer during the years from 1840 to 1855 third of his 
crop to get it to New York and C} woand Cincil ti: to-day not 
over one-twentieth, taking them all toget F 

Having given you these prices, I say, without fear of contradic- 
tion, you may put the question to any 12 men, | re nD here 
you may find them, whether the effort of the farmer t will 
not give him 

TWICE OR THREE TIMES AS MUCH INCOME 

in gold dollars at the home where he raises his products as it 


would 


be ye 
Now, I want to goa little into the business of shipping gold, 
if you will allow me. The fact of whether the balance of trade 
is for or against a country or whether the trade is large or small 
is no indication of the sum of the export: rt gold into 
orfrom the country. That the balance of for or against a 
country is not the slightest indication even whether gold will be 
imported or exported. There is no such thing as trade between 
one country and another. The buying of an article by a citizen 
of New York from a citizen of London has no more significance, 
so far as the movement of the measure of valne metal is con- 
cerned, than the buying of a similar article by a citizen of New 
York from a citizen of Brooklyn. To maintain o rwise is 
all nonsense and fustian and contrary to the facts. It betrays a 
want of investigation that makes a man who will maintain any 
such position almost unworthy to discuss economic questions. — 
Now, I have very voluminous tables on this subject, eight of 
| them, which I have had made for me, besides a great many others, 
in the departments which I have been working on during the last 
two months. Those tables, bearing on these economic questions, 
I will present to the House a little later in connection with the 
banking question. They will open the eyes of gentlemen on this 
floor to the real financial situation. But to-day let me say only 
this: Our 


in times previous to 1860, and the unanimous answer will 


EXCESS OF EXPORTS OF MERCHANDISE 

over imports was, in 1891, $142,000,000, under normal conditions, 
before politics had disturbed any of these things. In that same 
year, when we had a balance of trade in our favor of $142,000,000, 
the net exports of gold were $24,000,000. What does that prove on 
the gold question? Absolutely nothing. The United States ac- 
cumulated, during the suspension of specie payments ,U00,000 
of gold, and India, a silver measure-of-value country, has accu- 
mulated that amount of gold in the last few years, as can be 
proved. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Doesnot that abnormal! condition simply show 
that we are publicly and privately mortgaged to Europe, and are 





sending gold there to meet our obligations? 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. It shows absolutely nothing. 
Now, let me say to my colleague there is no such thing as ever 


paying a loan that is made in what is called solid securities; it 


never can be paid in the sense usually understood. It can never 
be paid by any moving of the thing upon which th urity is 
given. Giving such security is the making of an actual sale with 


the right ot repurchase. 
Mr. MAGUIRE. The interest is paid. 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. No; nor the interest either 


, 
excepting out of the products that the man who obtains the loan 
| gets out of that property or some other: or else the man wl makes 
it comes in possession; and he can not move anything that is the 


W hen 


CHICAGO BURNED DOWN 


basis of solid securities. 


and the capitalists in Eastern cities built it up, Chicago was as rich 
the day after they did it, so far as solid investment, products, and 


t 


buil lings were conc rned—it was Chi gO JUST asi nh t Ls 
twenty years afterwards, after the citizens of Chicago, out of the 
products from this real estate or other products that were han- 
dled in Chicago, had paid all those mortgages and owned t city 
themselves. You can not restore to a lender to take a v solid 
property once created. Can you dig up the railroads 1 send 
them to Europe, the bonds of which are ov a? 


Neither can you restore such a loan by shipping gold. You can 
only buy back the property you bonded b: 
products. All trade is product 


paving 


for product: 1 with gold, but 


by gold as a measure only, the thing measured and deliv d being 
the ordinary products of commerce or more bonds and stoc! 
Gold in shipment stands as the meas , Just as tl ator 
stands on the engine controlling its movements. When thereisa 
| demand for gold shipment, it is 


POTENTIALLY SHIPPED IN IMMENSE QUANTITIES 


| physically never. Stocks and bonds are always sufficiently depre- 
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In Great Britain total imports and exports of gold as compared 
to total imports and exports of merchandise, are $7 in gold to $100 
in merchandise. In the United States $7 in gold to $100 of mer- 
chandise. In France and Germany itis somewhatless. In Great 
Britain the imports and exports for a normal year were $3,600,- 
000,000, or $4 of visible gold to each $100 of commerce, the visible 
gold being $145,000,000. In the United States the exports and im- 
ports amounted to $1,800,000,000 and the visible gold $288,000,000, 
or $16 to each $100. In France and Germany the ranges are be- 
tween these figures. 

In Great Britain the excess of imports over exports amounted 
to $614,800,000, or $17 to each $100 excess of imports over exports, 
being $4§ of net gold imported to each $100 excess of imports of 
merchandise over exports of merchandise, In France and Ger- 
many it was somewhat less. 

Now, this whole talk about the quantity of gold isalso an illusion. 
If every country should adopta gold measure of value to-morrow 
at the commercial ratio of 32 to 1 it would give you 

MILLIONS AND BILLIONS OF THE GOLD OF COMMERCE 
thatisnow hoarded. Nota dollar would be sent from one country 
to the other, or need to be. Silver would be the money of the 
people of silver-value countries, as it is here, and they would only 
retain as much gold as was necessary for the foreign-trade demand 
and no more. The United States is in an abnormal financial con- 
dition, such condition as you do not dream of, as I hope to show 

you a few days later. All we want is to establish our credit. It 
is something that we should guard with the most jealous care, and 
no discussion of the silver question should make us lose sight of 
the importance of it. We must not undermine the credit of the 
nation to accommodate the silver States or anybody else. [Ap- 
vlause. | 

. Mr. WILSON of Idaho, Will the gentleman now permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. If my time has not expired. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. You said you were in favor of bimetal- 
lism. I would like to ask what kind? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Such as is in Germany, 
France, and as we have to-day—the only possible bimetallism. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho, Have we not trimetallism as much as 
bimetallism in princi »le? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes; as a matter of fact we 
have it quadruple, because 

WE HAVE NICKEL, COPPER, SILVER, AND GOLD. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Are they all not redeemable in gold, 
and is not that the measure by which their value is determined? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts, Certainly, and just as paper 
is. They are on the same basis. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Therefore we have more than bimet- 
allism. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes; if I have any time left. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I understand you to say that the question 
of the value of wheat was determined solely by the production? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. No, sir; I did not. I beg 
pardon. I said by the labor cost that entered into the raising of 
wheat, all along the line. Its basial price being the labor cost of 
the most costly third. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Verywell. And you stated that wheat had 
been driven down by overproduction? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes; and cotton and nearly 
every coarse farm product, excepting pork and beef. 

_ SHAFROTH. I hold in my hand a statement which I will 
read. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Very well. Iwill not yield 
to the gentleman to incorporate a statement in my remarks. If 
he wants to put in a question, I have no objection. I decline to 
have anything read. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Then I will ask, from the statement of the 
Secretary of Agriculture that the production of wheat from 1885 
to 1892 did not vary more than 10 per cent, how can you make out 
that the price varies more than 10 per cent? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Let me say in answer to the 
gentleman that 

WE HAVE HAD OVERPRODUCTION OF WHEAT 
here for many, many years. And let me say again that there is 
no question whatever but that the statistics which I have given 


. you are reliable, and not a single figure have I given that has 


not been furnished me by the Departments, and acknowledged to 
be reliable. 

How much time have I, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has three minutes. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Now let me say right here 
something which I forgot in my speech, that there never was an 
act done by Congress since this Government was formed that 
was passed with any fuller knowledge or any more deliberation in 
purpose than the leaving of the coinage of silver out of the codi- 


fied coinage laws of 1873. Never. There never was an act that 
was any more fully indorsed by men of all parties and all sections. 
particularly by the silver States, than that act was. One of the 
most enthusiastic indorsers of that act was 
THE HON. JOHN P. JONES, OF NEVADA, 

who, inas ech recorded in the first column, page 178, of the 
Appendix of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 1, part 2, Forty- 
third Congress, first session—and I want all you silver men to read 
it—said: 

Does this Congress mean now to leave entirely out of view and discard for. 
ever astandard of value? Did any country ever accumulate wealth, achieve 

reatness, or attain a high civilization without sucha standard? And what 
ut gold can be that standard? What other thing on earth possesses the 
requisite qualities? Gold is the articulation of commerce. It is the most 
votent agent of civilization. It is gold that has lifted the nations from bar 
arism. So exact a measure is it of human effort that when it is exclusively 
used as a money it teaches the very habit of honesty. It neither deals in 
nor tolerates false pretenses. It can not lie. It keeps its promises to rich 
and poor alike. 

And Senator STEWART was equally emphatic in his approval. 

‘** Tt can not lie,” says Senator Jones. Ah, I wish gold was 

THE STANDARD OF SPEECHES ON THIS FLOOR 
as well as of measures of value. [Laughter.] ‘It keeps its prom- 
ises to rich and poor alike.” 

And what does Senator STEWART say in the second column, page 
1392, volume 2, part 2, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Forty-third Con- 
gress, first session? The following is an extract from a speech 
of Hon. WILLIAM M. Stewart, of Nevada, made in the Senate 
February 11, 1874. Senator STEWART was then and is now as 
much interested in silver as any man in this country. 

I want the standard gold, and no paper money not redeemable in gold; no 
paper money the value of which is not ascertained; no paper money that will 
organize a gold board to speculate in it. 

Also, on February 20, 1874, he said: 

By this process we shall come to a specie basis,and when the laboring man 
receives a dollar, it will have the purchasing power of a dollar, and he l 
not be called upon to do what is itipossible for him or the producing cl 
to do, figure upon the exchanges, figure upon the fluctuations, figure upon 
the gambling in New York, but iue will know what his money is worth. 
Everybody knows what a dollar in gold is worth. 


Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Was not that speech delivered a year 
after the demonetization of silver? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Yes, certainly, and in justi- 
fication of it and commending it, after cool reflection upon it of 
a year, which makes it a thousand fold more important than if it 
had been delivered in the debate and pending the legislation 
which he so heartily and enthusiastically commends. 

Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, it is unfortunate for the 
country that a purely scientific problem directly affecting the pub- 
lic welfare should have become involved in partisan politics. It is 
unfortunate for any servant of the people in these halls to be made 
to feel that his political fortunes depended on his action when 
called upon to decide for his country an issue of such momeiit. 
We are all men, and I shall not pause to speculate how far our 
judgments may be obscured or our actions determined by consid- 
erations personal to ourselves. I will say, however, it is our duty 
to deal frankly with the country and with one another, and as best 
we can, and as patriotically as we can, to discuss this great prob- 
lem in the light of reason and common sense. 

The issue, Mr. Chairman, is not whether we shall elect to adopt 
a bimetallic standard of gold and silver at the ratio of 16 tol. I 
that was the question it would carry in this House by a practi- 
cally unanimous vote. Itis not a question of choice. It is nota 
question of desire. It is one of power. 

The issue is not whether this country will unite with other com- 
mercial powers in cooperating to restore the bimetallic standard. 
The Fifty-third Congress, almost without dissent, passed a law, 
and it was approved by the President, which authorized the ap- 
pointment of commissioners to attend an international conference, 
when it should be called by any of the commercial powers. 

The issue is not whether we are to have the gold standard. I 
was glad to hear the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NewLanps}, 
one of the ablest champions of the doctrine of free coinage, say in 
his address this morning that this country was now on the gold 
standard. We are at the gold standard, and it is not a question 
of whether or not we shall adopt the single gold standard, because 
that has already been accomplished. 

It is not whether we shall abandon silver as money. I would 
be very glad to vote for that provision in the Senate substitute 
which eliminates from circulation bank notes below the denomi- 
nation of $10. I would be very glad to go further than the sub- 
stitute, and vote for a law to eliminate all kinds of money below 
that denomination, except silver and its paper representatives, so 
as to make a vacuum for silver and to give it the largest possible 
place in our circulation. . 

Mr. Chairman, the real question and the only question for dis- 
cussion is whether this country can, independently of all other 
countries, establish a bimetallic standard of gold and silver at 
the ratio of 16 to 1 and retain silver in concurrent circulation 
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with gold. I say this is the only issue, because no American 
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statesman, so far as my observation and reading go, has gone so | 


far as to openly declare that he preferred a silver to a gold 
standard. eet 

In the discussion of this question it is important for us to get 
at the root of the matter. In my judgment, the main thing is 
to arrive at a proper comprehension of what is meant by the term 
standard money. What is standard money, Mr. Chairman? I 
define it to be money coined out of a substance the commercial 
value of which is exactly equal to the purchasing power of the 
money after it is coined. It will be seen that free and unlimited 
coinage is necessarily the essential feature of standard money. 
Gold is the standard of this country. By the laws of the United 
States all the gold in the world, owned by all the people in the 


world, can be lawfully brought to the mints of the United States | 


and there coined into money, without charge for mintage, at the 
rate of 23.22 grains of pure gold to the dollar. 





As all the world | 


has the right to convert its gold into American money at that | 


rate, it follows necessarily that the commercial value of 23.22 
grains of gold is exactly equal to the purchasing power of the 
dollar into which it is coined. Take up the morning paper and 
you will find that the Mexican dollar is quoted at 53} cents. What 
does that mean? It means, under the laws of Mexico, that 377 
grains of pure silver shall constitute a dollar and the mints of 
Mexico shall be thrown open to the unlimited and free coinage of 
silver at that rate. It is the standard money of Mexico and the 
result is that the purchasing power of the Mexican dollar is ex- 
actly equal to the commercial value of 377 grains of pure silver. 

Gold being our standard of value, it follows that it not only 
measures the value of all properties, but measures the purchasing 
power of all other kinds of money. The greenback note tendered 
at a subtreasury is redeemed in gold, and therefore it is at a parity 
with gold. The Treasury note when presented is likewise re- 
deemed in gold, and is therefore as good as gold. We have coined 


a limited number of silver dollars, and the law declares that they | 
shall be full legal-tender money, and shall be received in payment | 


of all public taxes and public dues, As long as the Government 
receives them in payment of all obligations due it at par with 
gold, and, on the other hand, pays gold on all its own obligations, 
they will remain on a parity with that metal. And so the pur- 
chasing power of the silver dollar does not depend upon the com- 
mercial value of the substance which composes that dollar, but it 
depends upon the commercial value of the gold which composes 
the gold dollar; and so the gold dollar not only measures all values, 
but it measures also the purchasing power of all other kinds of 
money in our circulation. 

I propose to deal very candidly with the advocates of free coin- 


age. The proposition which now comes to us from the Senate is | 
to establish the independence of silver. Our free silver friends | 
have insisted that silver has been discredited; that it has been de- | 


nied access to the mints; that it is not standard money, and thatits 
dignity as money of ultimate redemption has been destroyed. It 
is now proposed by legislation to declare that silver shall be stand- 
ard money; that it shall be independent money; that it shall no 


longer lean dependent upon gold, but that it shall depend uponits | 


own merits and become, like gold, independent standard money of 
ultimate redemption. 

Mr. Chairman, the purpose is that all the people in the world 
holding all the silver bullion in the world, or that shall hereafter 


come into the world, shall have the lawful right to bring it to the | 





mints of the United States and to coin it into American dollars at | 


the rate of 871} grains of pure silver to the dollar. 

Mr. COLSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr.PATTERSON. ILhopemy friend will permit me to proceed 
with my argument without interference. I think it is better. 
Now, as 3714 is 16 times 23.22, it follows that this measure coming 
from the Senate, if it should be enacted into law, would give usa 
ratio of 16 to 1. And so the proposition is for this country to es- 
tablish the free, unlimited, and independent coinage of gold and 
silver into standard money at that ratio, I admit that if the com- 
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of pure gold for enough pure silver to coin 192 cents at the ratio 
of 16 to 1. Are we able to maintain a bimetallic standard on 
such a basis as this? Who would use gold in our circulation when 
he could ‘take 23.22 grains of that metal and exchange it for sufti- 
cient bullion to coin 192 cents of full legal-tender standard money? 

Now I have given you the reasons which underlie a law of uni- 
versal application—a law that is as exact, that is as unvarying in 
its operations as the law of gravitation. oa 

[ have not time to go into the history of other countries, but 
will briefly refer to the operation of this law in our own financial 
experience. In 1792, when the ratio of 15 to 1 was established, it 
was believed by Mr. Hamilton that he had confermed the coinage 
to the commercial ratio, and all the statesmen of that day recog 
nized the existence of this law and the absolute necessity of con 
forming legislation toit. But in a very few years the commercial 
value of silver slightly declined, and the result was that the 
substance in the gold dollar was worth a little more than the sub- 
stance in the silver dollar, and immediately, under the operation of 
the law I have explained. gold retired from circulation and this 
country was forced to a silver basis. We all know that Thomas 
H. Benton and other American statesmen testified to the fact on 
the floor of the Senate in 1834 that gold had been absent from our 
circulation for a period of more than thirty years. 

Why was this act of 1834 passed, changing the ratio from 15 to 
1to16to1? What motive was it that ntrolled the statesmen 
in the days of Andrew Jackson in making this change in the coin 
age ratio? 


gold, whereas in the same market you can exchange 23.2 


l 


The object was the restoration of the gold currency. Andrew 
Jackson, Thomas H. Benton, Daniel Webster, John C. Calhoun, 
giants in those days, recognized this universal law; and, for the 


purpose of restoring the gold currency, went to work to conform 
the legislation of the country to its mandate. They all insisted 
on the restoration of that currency, and they all insisted that it 
could only be restored when the coinage ratio was changed so as 
to make the substance in the gold dollar equal, or less than equal, 
to the commercial value of the substance in the silver dollar. 
Nay,more. If gentlemen will take the pains to read the debates 
which took place at that time, they will find that Mr. Calhoun, 
Mr. Benton, and other American statesmen, contended that gold 
was the preferable money metal, and, over the opposition of the 
friends of the United States Bank, they passed the act of 1834, 
fixing the ratio at 16 to 1, when the commercial ratio was in point 
of fact 15.58. So they purposely and intentionally made gold the 
preferable metal, but they did their work more perfectly than 
they intended, for ten years had not elapsed until silver was 
practically retired from the circulation of the United States 

It will be remembered that from about 1845 to 1858 the people 
used ‘‘ shinplasters,” little slips of paper representing the 5, 10, 25, 
and 50 cent coins, and they were driven to the use of these shin- 
plasters in their daily transactions because, under the operation of 
the law of 1834, not only the silver dollar, but the small coins were 
driven out of circulation, so that the people did not have change 
for small transactions. So complete was the operation of the law 
I have invoked in that instance that in 1853 the Congress of the 
United States passed an act reducing the silver in minor coins and 
declaring that the half dollar, the quarter dollar, the dime, and 
half dime should be coined at the rate of 384 grains to the dollar, 
and should be a legal tender for only $5. I call the attention 
the committee to the historical fact that when the Committee on 
Ways and Means, in a Democratic Congress, reported that bill it 


was openly declared upon this floor that the country was then 
upon the gold standard, and it was the purpose and object of the 
committee that silver should occupy asubordinate relation to gold. 

Let us see for a moment what the operation of this law was 
from that time down to the breaking out of the civil war. From 
the ist day of January, 1835, after the passage of the act of 1834, 


down to the 1st day of January, 1862, when specie payments were 


| suspended during the war, this Government coined $55,000,000 


mercial value of the substance out of which the gold dollar is | 


coined is equal to the commercial value of the substance out of 


which the silver dollar is coined the purchasing power of the | 


two dollars will be equal and a bimetallic standard would result. 
The law which I desire to expound is this: If the commercial value 


of the substance out of which the silver dollar is coined has a lower | 


commercial value than the substance out of which the gold dollar 


is coined, both being independent money, the purchasing power | 
of one will be unequal to the purchasing power of the other, and the | 


dollar which is coined out of the substance of the greatest com- 
mercial value will be worth more as bullion than as money, and 
will retire from circulation. 

Let us see how the law operates. By to-day’s quotation the 
substance out of which the silver dollar is made is worth 52 
cents, The substance out of which a gold dollar is coined is 
worth, in the market, 100 cents. Therefore, in the open market 
you can exchange 371} grains of pure silver for only 52 cents in 


| 
| 
| 
| 


in silver, only $1,700,000 of which were silver dollars, the remain 
der being subsidiary coins. During that time we coined nearly 
twice as much in 5-cent pieces as was coined in silver dollars. 
But we coined during the same time in gold the enormous sum of 
$353,000,000. Where is the man who can deny the assertion? 
Where is the man who can refute the proposition that this coun- 
try in that day and generation was practically, and to all intents 
and purposes, ona gold standard? When specie payments were 
suspended both gold and silver disappeared from circulation by 
the operation of the law which I have explained, and more gold 
and silver retired from the country during the period of suspen 
sion than the sum total of all the greenback and national-bank no 
currency then in circulation. 

During the period of suspension came the act of 1873. 


tea 


I am not 


going to discuss the righteousness of that legislation. I have 
always expressed regret that this country had not then united 
with the Latin Union for the purpose of retaining and maintain- 
But the act was passed; 


ing, if possible, the bimetallic standard. 
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its work has been accomplished, and we, in common with the other 
commercial powers of the world, are on a gold basis. The main 
fact which I wish to impress, in all solemnity, upon the members 
of this committee is that from the organization of the Republic 
down to the hour when the free-silver propaganda was inaugu- 
rated, in 1876, no American statesman ever disputed the law 
which I invoke to-day; and I think I can safely deallenee every 
free-silver advocate in this House to point to one American states- 
man, from the days of Washington down to Samuel J. Tilden, 
who ever intimated by speech or vote that this country alone 
could maintain the bimetallic standard at a ratio which differed 
from the commercial ratio of the two metals. It was in 1876 
that the agitation for the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 
1 was begun. What a spectacle, Mr. Chairman, has this country 
presented to the enlightened world since that time! I have 
seen members of Congress, in defiance of the law which I have 
invoked, deliberately vote for the ratio of 16 to 1, then 17 to 1, 
then 18 to 1, then 19 to 1, then 20 to 1, all in one day, on a succes- 
sion of roll calls. Tell me, Mr. Chairman, what would the states- 
men of the days of Hamilton and Jefferson have thought of a per- 
formance like that? Tell me what the statesmen in the days of 
Jackson and Benton, of Calhoun, and of Webster would have 
thought of such reckless defiance of a universal economic law? 

When silver and gold are on a parity an ounce of silver is worth 
about $1.29. Yet in the history of this controversy, from 1876 
down to the present hour, the advocates of free coinage have never 
inquired into the relative commercial value of the two metals. 
When silver fell to $1.20 an ounce they were in favor of free coin- 
age at the ratio of 16 to 1. When it fell to $1.10 an ounce they 
were in favor of the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. 
When it fell to $1 an ounce they were in favor of the free coinage 
of silver at the ratio of 16 to1. When it fell to 90 cents, then to 
85 cents, then to 80 cents, then to 75 cents, then to 70 cents, they 
were still in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver at 
the ratio of 16to1. And to-day, when an ounce of fine silver is 
worth only 67} cents, these same devotees of silver cry out for the 
free coinage of silver at the same old ratio of 16 to 1. 

Mr. Chairman, have I not stated the facts of history truly? I 
see in his seat my friend from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], who honors 
me with his attention. I ask him what would Georgia’s greatest 
statesman, Benjamin H. Hill, have thought of a proposition such 
as the one now proposed? When 871} grains of pure silver were 
worth 87 cents = Jenpumned a measure for the free coinage of 
silver at the ratio of 16 tol as a “ pickpocket” bill. What would 
he say if he were here to-day, confronted with a proposition to 
coin silver into standard money at the same ratio, when 371} 
grains of pure silver are worth only 52 cents? 

I am also honored with the attention of a Representative from 
the State of Mississippi [Mr. CatcHinas]. What would L. Q. C. 
Lamar, the brightest jewel in the crown of that State, say if he 
were here shedding luster on American legislation, as he did in 
the days gone by, when brought face to face with such a measureas 
this? These Halls once reverberated with his matchless eloquence 
when he exposed, with unanswerable logic, the absurdity of adopt- 
ing a coinage ratio in defiance of an economic law of universal 
application throughout the commercial world. 

{r. Chairman, this is a new era in finance! Youcan not find 
any statesman outside of America—not even the bimetallists of 
Europe—who will advocate a doctrine directly opposed to the uni- 
versal experience of mankind, 

The position taken by the sound-money men that the bimetallic 
standard can only result where the coinage and commercial ratios 
correspond is so invulnerable to assault, so fortified by reason, 
and so illustrated and exemplified by all experience that the advo- 
cates of free silver can not assail it. They have avoided all refer- 
ence to it in the discussion of this question when it is possible to 
do so. Some of them in this debate have been driven to admit 
that the passage of this act would force gold to a premium, while 
others attempt to escape the inexorable logic which environs this 
measure by insisting that while it would not result in retaining 
gold and silver in concurrent circulation it would secure an alter- 
nating standard of the two metals. That is to say, when gold 
became more valuable commercially than it was as money it would 
retire, and then when silver became more valuable commercially 
than as money gold would return and silver retire, and in that 
way the United States would alternate, first leaning upon one 
standard and then upon the other, thereby securing an alternating 
currency of gold and silver. 

If all the commercial powers in the world were attempting, as in 
the past, to maintain the bimetallic standard, and the ratios fixed 
by them respectively conformed as near as might be to the com- 
mercial ratio, then it is altogether possible that the circulation 
would in some degree alternate; but this, Mr. Chairman, is 
altogether speculative and the idea advanced by my friends is alto- 
gether chimerical. When you take into consideration that all the 
commercial powers in the world have s nded the free coinage 
of silver, thereis no room for the ted metal to alternate 
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with that metal which enlightened mankind has adopted as its 
measure of value. Suppose we had adopted the ratio of 16 to 1 
twenty years ago, would it have returned even once during all that 
period? And now that silver has declined until the bullion in a 
silver dollar is worth only 52 cents, is it not absolutely certain, in 
view of all the conditions which environ the commerce of tho 
world, that gold would be driven out of our circulation and would, 
so far as we can judge of the future, never return? 

Sir, the Bland-Allison Act was passed in February, 1878, as a 
substitute for a free-coinage bill. The silver in a silver dollar was 
then worth 87 cents. That act was passed in utter disregard of 
the commercial value of the two metals. Here was the first blun- 
der which led up to the catastrophe of 1893. That law has now 
been repealed. But I ask you, now that it has passed beyond the 
heat of partisan discussion, to consider it in the light of reason and 
common sense. Here wasan instance where the mostenlightened, 
the greatest, and most powerful of all the Governments of the earth 
entered the open market and purchased silver bullion under a law 
which required it to coin at its mints bullion which cost it 87 cents 
into a dollar, impressed with all the qualities of full legal-tender 
money; and to coin such dollars to the extent of at least 24,000,000 
annually. The profit made by the transaction was to be covered 
into the Treasury. Nothing could rescue the Government from 
the charge of jugglery and dishonesty in a transaction like this 
except its implied promise to maintain the dollar so coined ona 
parity with all other forms of currency. 

If there is any obligation resting upon the United States more 
sacred than every other, it is its duty to maintain these dollars on 
a parity with gold. Otherwise we would have the spectacle of 
this Government purchasing silver bullion with gold and then 
coining that silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 and sending it out into 
circulation to be received in payment of its own obligations and 
the obligations of its citizens. As the coinage of silver under the 
Bland-Allison Act was in direct violation of an economic law, for 
the observance of which I am contending, it follows that our sil- 
ver currency thus coined is, to the extent of the difference between 
its purchasing power and commercial value, fiat money, and de- 
pends on the disposition and ability of the United States to main- 
tain it on a parity with our other currency. Hence these silver 
dollarsremain with us, and will remain with us for all time tocome. 
You can not send out into the arteries of foreign commerce coined 
money discredited in this manner. It is only secure in its pur- 
chasing power within the jurisdiction of the Government creating 
such acurrency. It is a governmental contrivance, and not the 
money of commerce. 

Then came the act of July 14, 1890, by which Congress author- 
ized the Secretary of the Treasury to go into the open market and 
purchase each month for all time to come 4,500,000 ounces of sil- 
ver bullion, and to issue in payment Treasury notes. The act 
then required that the silver so purchased should be coined at 
the ratio of 16 to 1 and employed by the Government in the re 
demption of its notes. I put it to the committee as a question of 
honorable and fair dealing by a government, Was that act not a 
financial monstrosity? Was not that kind of jugglery and profit 
making by a government at variance with every principle of sound 
finance? There was but one provision of the law which rescued 
the United States from national dishonor, and that was the pro- 
vision which required the Government to maintain the parity of 
allits money. But this injunction was not sufficient to preveut 
the catastrophe which followed. 

The whole commercial world took alarm and the question was 
naturally asked, How long can a Government, however great an‘ 
- sperous, issue this paper money in the purchase of silver bul- 

ion on the terms required by the act, and indefinitely, without 
involving its Treasury in such a condition that it could not main- 
tain a parity between its paper currency and gold? An assault 
was almost at once made upon the Treasury reserve, and for four 
or five years we have either been drifting into or have been in 
the midst of a great financial disaster. Can the seigniorage, so 
called, which the Government has made on this transaction, or 
the profit which it has made under the Bland-Allison Act, repay 
the American people for the losses which they have sustained 
growing out of the instability of our currency incident to suca 
legislation? Wasthe Treasury of a great Government ever before 
in times of peace insucha dilemma? With more than 400,000,000 
silver dollars in circulation, with $346,000,000 of United States 
notes payable on demand, constituting a part of its currency, and 
with $155,000,000 of Treasury notes outstanding, given in the 
purchase of silver bullion, and these Treasury notes accumulatiug 
every month to the value of 4,500,000 ounces of silver, and with 
the obligation resting upon the Government to maintain a parity 
between all its dollars, how was it possible to avoid disaster? 

With a large proportion of the representatives of the people 
clamoring for the coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 tol 
and demanding that the Secretary of the Treasury should, with- 
out regard to law and the just obligations of the Government, 
pay silver in the redemption of its notes; with shylocks preying 
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on the Treasury reserve and the marts of trade and commerce 
everywhere in doubt and confusion as to what the result might 
be, 1 submit the spectacle is not one which reflects credit on 
American legislation. No such flagrant violation of the estab- 
lished and recognized laws of finance has occurred in modern 
times. Lying at the root of our trouble is the universal knowl- 
edge of the operations of the law which prohibits the concurrent 
circulation of gold and silver coined at a ratio disproportionate to 
the market ratio without the aid of the Government in maintain- 
ing the parity. 

The Senate has passed the measure before us. The American 
people await the action of this House, confident that it will main- 
tain the honor of the Government and the integrity of the cur 
rency. But the truth is that the conviction prevails in every 
commercial community throughout the United States that thi 
Senate substitute would destroy the parity between gold and all 
other forms of currency and would impair and contract public 
and private credit to such an extent as to involve the American 
people in a catastrophe which would destroy all prosperity and 
entail upon them an era of financial disasters from which this 
generation could not recover. 
~ Mr. NORTHWAY. Would it disturb the gentleman at this 
point if I were to make a single suggestion? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have only a few moments, and would 
prefer to proceed without interruption. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Lagree with the gentleman in his views, 
and I want to hear him on one point which I was about to suggest. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Probably I shall touch upon it. This is 
the condition of affairs to-day. It has been the condition of the 
country, except when ameliorated by the sale of bonds to replen- 
ish the gold reserve, since the panic began in 1893. To-day its 
solvency and the parity of its money depend absolutely upon the 
patriotism of its citizens in standing by it in the hour of its need, 
and their confidence in their immediate Representatives on the 
floor of this House and in the Executive at the other end of Penn- 
sylvania avenue. 

Mr. Chairman, I have now traced the history of our financial 
legislation in respect to the coinage for more than one hundred 
years, and I think I have demonstrated the unvarying operation 
of the law which forces one standard money out of circulation 
where the substance out of which it is coinedis more valuable than 
the substance out of which is coined some other standard money. 
Our experience is in accordance with the teachings of science and 
the practical judgment of the business world. No evasion is pos 
sible. The commercial world understands, scientists understand, 
and the people will understand that the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, when the commercial ratio is 32 to 
1, means only one thing, and that is silver monometallism for the 
United States. I beg the advocates of free coinage to look abroad 
over the world and challenge them to point to a single country 
where the free and unlimited coinage of silver and gold is au- 
thorized by law which is not admittedly on a silver basis. Talk 
this fact in the light of the teachings of science and in the light of 
our OWn experience as a nation, and it is impossible for them to 
escape the imputation that their purpose is not toadvance the cause 
of bimetallism, but to force this country to a silver standard. 

Mr. Chairman, the only remaining question for discussion is | 
whether it is advisable for this country to abandon the gold stand- 
ard, which it now has, and deliberately adopt for itself the single 
standard of silver. I admit that when I first began to investigate 
this subject I was fascinated with the idea that the United States 
might unite all the American Republics upon a silver standard, 
construct the Nicaragua Canal, open up trade with the East, and 
compete with England for the trade of the world. But as I pro- 
ceeded in the investigation I saw this was a delusion and adreain. 
I hope the committee will bear with me while I give some of the | 
reasons which influenced my judgment. To precipitate the coun- | 
try tothe silver basis would produce inextricable confusion in | 
every department of business. Suppose you elected a President 
and Congress pledged to the passage of such a law. 

The President elected would not take his seat until the 4th of 
the following March, and the Congress elected would not assemble 
until the first Monday in December following the inauguration of 
the President, and then it would probably take six months before a 
law could be passed and put in force. In the meantime the wild- 
est confusion would ensue. Every bank and every holder of gold 
would hoard it. Creditors everywhere would enter into a fierce | 
struggle to secure the better money in payment of their debts. 
That debtor who would not renew his debt payable in gold would | 
be driven to the wall. American securities would be forced upon | 
the market. A government which had borrowed gold dollars | 
worth 100 cents for its people, and had then deliberately enacted 
a law whereby it proposed to discharge its obligations in dollars | 
worth 52 cents, would be discredited throughout the world. Its | 
securities and the securities of its citizens would be everywhere 
discredited, and the rush that would be made for liquidation would 
be irresistible. 
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ment would share the same fate For years the investors of 1 

in the United States have been taking their securities payable in 
gold. The banks have to-day the gold very largely in their reserves. 
The great life insurance companies, which have insurance on tl 
lives of the Ameri pie amounting tc $7,000,000.000, have 
been for years colle g their pl nit J Ss equivaient 
and investing them in gold assets I \ I nt 
and Congress pledged to the free coinnge of 8 
result in the withdrawal of every d ir of gold from the Treas- 
ury, in the payment by banks of silver to the lepositors ) 
payment of silver by the life insurance com} es 

holders, and force on the market eat 

be sold fe r debts payab!l ‘in gold. In tl } il 

nesswould be paralyzed,manufactories would be closed labor would 
be discharged, and we we ha i mest agg d ull 
the adverse conditions which exi dl or D } 

\ 1, th W 1 than van ‘ t ) 
piace the property of th untry n ‘ tl y of 
) I d and Y capit il 1 t was 1 | | its 
Lavon to create I neved aris vandat if 
of the fi men of A rik il ‘ | ld 
not be ad pted. Be it remembers ad, Mr. ¢ urma that an un 
stable and fluctuating currency always en ‘ h w and 
impoverishes the many. Once disturb and derange the medium 


of exchange and all will be confusion and disaster 





Again, Mr. Chairman, gold is the money of nmeree; and, 
whether we retain the gold standard or abandon it, w m not 
conduct our foreign trade on any other standard. It is the money 
of all the countries to whom we sell our farm products. We 
neither export cotton, wheat, corn, meat, butter, or other farm 
products to the silver-standard countries. It is not r of 
choice with us. We are compelled to sell our products to gold 
standard countries or go out of business. The prices of our prod- 
ucts are all, therefore, measured in gold. As it is now, we meas- 
ure products in terms of gold, not only in foreign countries, but 
in our own. Our merchants take into consideration only the 
rise and fall of the commodities they buy and sell, and they are 
not afflicted with any doubt in respect to their money. If we 


were on a silver basis, then our products would be purchased in 
silver and sold in gold, and as silver rises and falls in terms of 


gold like other commodities there would arise an additional risk 
to the merchant; and every additional risk is another burden on 
the producer. If the purchasing power of a silver dollar com 
pared with gold was 50 cents to-day, and cotton was worth 8 
cents per pound in gold, the cotton buyer could not afford to 





pay 16 cents in silver per pound, because by the time he deliv- 
ered the cotton the silver might have declined to 49 cents, and the 
loss would be his. 

This explains why manufacturers and merchants in silver- 
standard countries are at a great disadvanta n ¢ lucting 
their business. It is a double risk; risk in the bility of } i 
and risk in the stability of their money Chey are « n up by 
the money changers, and at last the loss falls on i] 1ers. 

Again, the matter of interest cuts an important figur 18 
solution of this problem. Sound money and a low rate of interest 
are inseparable. After the war, when greenbacks were ou ily 
currency and gold was at a high rate of premium, 
terest, like the rate of exchange, was very high. Ons rcent a 
month was the usual rate of interest, and I remember it in ad- 
dition to that 24 per cent was charged the farmers for ad\ ; 
Frequently more than half the debt of th ver to his merchant 
was composed of usury. Now all that | red and 1 a 
uniformly lower rate of interest. This m ) 
consideration when we think of going to a silven r 
matter of interest, like the matter of exchange, would then enter 
into the calculation and very seriously embarrass commer¢ 

But, Mr. Chairman, agriculture, commerce, and man tures 
can not prosper in countries which are denied he best 
money. To show this it is only necessary t atte ito the 
gold and silver standard countries. Here are th l-standard 
countries: The United States, England. France, Get Russia 

sJelzgium, Denmark, Holland, Norway. Sweden, Austria-Hungary, 

Spain, Portugal, Italy, Switzerland, Servia, Gree Bulgaria, 
Egypt,-Turkey, Australia, Canada, Cuba, Brazil, and Chile. Of 
these, Austria-Hungary, Russia, Brazil, and Chile have recently 
gone to the gold standard. 

Here are the silver-standard countries: China, Japan, India, 
what are known as “the Straits,” the Central American States 


the Sonth American Republics, except Brazil and Chile, and the 
semi-civilized nations of Africa. 

You will see from this enumeration that there is not one silver- 
standard country on the globe which could be classed as a pros- 
perous, enlightened, and progressive nation. All of the enlight- 
ened countries have suspended the free coinage of silver and 
adhere to the gold standard. If we should abandon it we would 
take a step backward, 
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The fact can not be disguised that as civilization advances the 
preference for gold has been everywhere manifested throughout 
the world. It is an evolution giving expression to the choice of 
enlightened mankind for the best money attainable. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, another consideration which has influ- 
enced my judgment is that all gold countries largely use silver 
as money, whereas silver-standard countries do not use gold at 
all in their circulation. The truth is, sir, that the gold-standard 
countries use more silver in their circulation than the silver-stand- 
ard countries, notwithstanding the latter have more population 
than the former. I do not mean by this that there is no gold 
whatever in silver-standard countries, but I do mean that it is not 
used as a circulating medium. Therefore, if we pass an act for 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, it 
means the establishment of the silver standard and the immediate 
exclusion of gold from our country. While it may have the ef- 
fect to give us dollars of less purchasing power, it will give fewer 
of them. We now have, according to the best estimates, about 
$600,000,000 of gold in circulation, and free coinage means the loss 
to the country of all this gold in the form of money. It will be 
hoarded at once, and either kept as treasure or sold to foreign 
countries, for no man would use it as money when he could use 
something only half as valuable. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, there is another lesson to be learned. The 
advocates of free coinage are always insisting on a larger volume 
of money. It may seem singular, but it is nevertheless true, that 
invariably the gold-standard countries have the larger circulation. 
France, the United States, Germany, and England, in the order I 
have named them, have a larger circulation than the other coun- 
tries, and they all have the gold standard. I have made a careful 
investigation of the matter,and I have not been able to find any 
silver-standard country which has a per capita circulation ex- 
ceeding $5. The United States and Mexicoare adjacent American 
Republics. I think I am safe in saying that the United States is 
the most prosperous gold-standard country in the world, and that 
Mexico is the most prosperous silver-standard country. A recent 
comparison shows that Mexico has only 43 cents per capita in gold, 
which does not circulate; 17 cents in paper, and $4.31 in silver, 
making a total per capita circulation of $4.91; whereas the United 
States has $9.01 in gold, $9.18 in silver, and $6.15 in paper, making 
a total per capita circulation of $24.34. How do you account for 
this significant and important fact? It shows, in my judgment, 
conclusively that the volume of money follows always a large vol- 
ume of business. 

Sir, the idea that money precedes prosperity is a mistake, but 
wherever prosperity sets in there money invariably goes. When 
the conditions are favorable for investments, money will be forth- 
coming; and when they are unfavorable it will remain away. A 
good and fruitful soil, tilled by thrifty and industrious farmers, 
who diversify their crops and make year by year a surplus of 
products, will present a condition of affairs which will invite in- 
vestment in that community; money will increase in volume and 
general prosperity prevail. The same applies with equal force to 
nations. Those Governments which are not advancing, and in 
whose confines all opportuity is lost and stagnation prevails, re- 
quire no great volume of money. The autocratic few live in list- 
less idleness, while the masses are in a state of peonage. But 
when there is a quickening impulse, demanding money to set in 
motion the wheels of progress and to send thrift and prosperity 
through the arteries of commerce, then it will make its appear- 
ance and perform its functions. These conditions notonly require 
money, but the best money. And here lies the reason for the phe- 
nomenal fact that prosperous and enlightened countries all have 
a gold standard and a greater volume of money than the silver- 
standard countries, 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is even a greater reason to influence 
my vote on this measure. The dignity of labor must be preserved 
if we would preserve our free institutions. The great majority 
of mankind must labor for their daily bread. I do not say it for 
political effect, but I utter a great truth which right-thinking men 
everywhere in the world will approve when I lay down the prop- 
osition that it is the chief end of good government to secure for its 
citizens the right to labor under the most favorable conditions. 
The men who work are the true soldiers in the army of civiliza- 
tion. I have repeatedly said that a day’s work was the true unit 
of value, and that that community was the most blessed and en- 
joyed the greatest prosperity where a day’s labor brought to the 
toiler the most comforts of life. 

We all know, sir, that in times of distress the masses who labor 
suffer most. We have had a recent experience. In 1893, when 
the great panic swept over the country, the rich, notwithstanding 
their material loss, still lived in comfort; but the poor—the men 
who worked for their daily bread—were thrown out of employ- 
ment. When commerce was paralyzed and manufactories were 
shut down, men with brawny arms were left without work and 
their children to cry for bread. It is in such times that our free 
institutions are put to the severest test. They call for the exercise 





of the best thought and the highest patriotism on the part of those 
who have been intrusted with the duty of making and adminis- 
tering the laws. 

Agriculture, commerce, and manufactories can only prosper in 
the enlightened, progressive countries which have adopted th 
gold standard; and I now assert that men who labor are dependent 
on these conditions for their well being, and that there is not 
silver-standard country in the world where they earn wages su{ 
ficient to maintain them in comfort and independence. 

Before the death of the lamented Judge Gresham I called at t) 
State Department and requested to have tables made up fr 
the consular reports showing the weekly wages paid labor in all ¢] 
countries of the world, classifying them as gold and silver stand 
ard nations; and it is a comparison between the wages paid in t! 
different countries of the world that bears me out fully in t! 
assertion that I have made so often and so emphatically, th 
laboring men do not earn wages sufficient to maintain them 
comfort and independence in any silver-standard country on t 
globe. 

Notwithstanding all we have heard from our free-silver friend 
to the contrary, silver-standard countries are the abode of } 
tyrants and miserable serfs and dependents. As silver declin 
the prices of the necessaries of life improve, but wages do not ad 

yance in proportion, and the misery of the poor keeps pace wit 
the instability and depreciation of the currency. 

Sir, gold is sometimes called the money of the rich, and sily 
the money of the poor, by the people who try to persuade the poor 
to adopt their financial vagaries. The rich, and especially the ri: 
in money holding, may fatten on a depreciated currency, for 
furnishes unending opportunities for speculation. Not so with 
the man who labors. He has neither the means, the opportunit 
nor the information on which to speculate. He only knows t] 
he gets such a wage in money, and if the money is bad he is in 
deed unfortunate. Of all men he who works for a wage is in 
terested in securing for the price of his toil money which is equ 
in purchasing power to the best money; and of all men he is nv 
interested in securing for his country conditions of prosperity, 
because it is on the prosperity around him that he depends for 
employment. 

Sir, we hear a great deal said about the oppression of the debtor 
class, and it is assumed that the poor are generally debtors and 
those who conduct the business of the country are the credito! 
This is all a mistake. The wage earners of the country are, almost 
to a man, creditors, whereas the merchants, manufacturers, and 
traders of the country are generally debtors. The men and women 
of the country who work for wages and salaries are creditors 
every week to an enormous amount, whereas the business men 
are constant borrowers. Both classes are equally interested in the 
cause of sound money, because business can not be conducted sa 
isfactorily with an unsound and fluctuating currency, and tl 
people who work for wages and salaries can not get employment 
and neither can they rely for their support on wages which ar 
not paid in money as good as any other. All alike are interested 
in seeing that every dollar is as good as every other dollar. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I belong to the party of tariff reform 
The people, and especially the people of the Southern States, hay: 
felt most keenly the unjust, excessive, and oppressive tariff law 
For more than twenty-five years our party has waged a relentless 
war on the Republican party in an effort to lift the burden ot 
oppressive taxation from the shoulders of the people. Class leg 
lation, by which the substance of one man is taken in order to 
enrich another, has been the long-continued aversion of the party 
to which I belong. How often have you heard free-silver Repul- 
licans on the floor of the House declare, during the present di 
cussion, that the silver standard would operate as a high protect- 
ive tariff? 

Sir, the liberty of commerce and sound money go hand in han 
If we expect to continue to sell our products in the markets o! 
the world and continue our trade relations with other nations, 
we must, in order to compete with such countries as England, 
France, and Germany, maintain for our merchants the standard 
of commerce. 

Sir, it has been stated time and again that we have had a ver) 
great appreciation of gold since 1873 and a very great decline in 
values. It is not my purpose to enter upon a critical discussion 
of this question. I propose to call the attention of the committe 
to one great fact in our history, which, in my judgement, refut: 
the proposition. It is logically and ridiculously absurd to argu: 
that the decline in prices of commodities, brought about by tiv 
marvelous inventions and improvements of the age, is the result 
of the fall in the price of silver. The truth is that silver itself is 
a commodity, and, like all other commodities under modern con 
ditions, it can be produced at less cost than formerly, and it has 
declined for the same reason that wheat has declined and manu 
factured products have declined. But the great fact which stands 
out in our history is that during the very period referred to we 
have had a marvelous accumulation of wealth in the United States. 
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It must be conceded by every thoughtful student of the history of | of civilization through the means of universal negro suffrage: how 
his country that the United States was practically on a gold stand- 


ard from 1850 to 1860. Leaving out the decade in which the war 


took place, we had from 1870 to 1880 another period of ten years | 


when the country was on a depreciated paper basis. 
ten years, from 1880 to 1890, when we were admittedly on a gold 
standard. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the very important fact to which I desire 
to call the attention of the committee is that in 1850 we had a 
population of 23,191,876. In 1860 it had increased to 31,443,321. 
In 1850 the wealth of the United States amounted to $7,135,780,228. 
In 1860 it had increased to $16,159,616,068. 

yeriod we had 35 per cent increase of population and 126 per cent 
increase of wealth. This was under the gold standard. 

In 1870 the population of the United States amounted to 38,558,- 
871, and in 1880 to 50,155,783, showing 30 per cent increase in 
population. In 1870 the wealth of the United States amounted to 
$30,068,518,507, and in 1880 amounted to $43,612,000,000, showing 
only 45 per cent increase. Now, in 1890 our population amounted 
to 62,622,250 and our wealth to $65,037,091,197, showing an increase 
of wealth amounting to 49 per cent. Now, these two decades, 
from 1850 to 1860 and from 1880 to 1890, being the decades in 
which we had not only the gold standard but the greatest 
public confidence in our currency, were the decades in which 


history. 

[donot pretend to say, Mr. Chairman, that this wealth was justly 
or equally distributed. I contend that under the operation of un- 
just tariff laws and other legislation it was not distributed as it 
would be under just and equal laws. But this is not the fault of 
the currency. 
of our people. 


Then another | 


Now, during that | 


The currency affects alike all sections and all classes | 


| 





Finally, Mr. Chairman, a controlling reason with me is the enor- | 


mous production of gold in recent years and now going on all over | 
For years back it was predicted that we were on the | 


the world. 
eve of a gold famine. Our free-silver friends still cling to this 
oem pence y and never tire in declaiming about the apprecia- 
tion of gold and its insufficiency to supply the demands of com- 
merce. The truth is that under modern conditions in this age of 
telegraphy and railroads and steamships money can perform five 
times the service it could two hundred years ago. Credit and con- 
fidence constitute the foundation on which modern commerce 
rests. 


merce to move. 
Thomas H. Benton once said on the floor of the American Sen- 


ate, during the discussion which resulted in the passage of the act | 


of 1834, that all mankind had a predilection for gold. I do not 
subscribe to the idea that the free coinage of silver has been sus- 


pended by the commercial powers on account of the overproduc- | 


tion of that metal, but I insist that this has been brought 
about by the exercise of this predilection on the part of enlight- 
ened mankind for the better money. It has been an evolution 
growing out of the fact that the increased production of gold 
has enabled the commercial world to make its selection of the 
best money. 

From the time Columbus discovered America, in 1492, down to 
and including the year 1895, the world produced $8,780,467 ,400 in 


gold. Andof this amount it produced $5,830,602,400 within the | 


last fifty years. In other words, the world produced $2,949,865,000 
more gold within the last fifty years than it produced in the pre- 
ceding three hundred and fifty-three years. 

Nor is this all. 
the first fifty years of this century; and in the last five years it 
produced $815,378,800, or $27,900,000 more within the last five years 
than it produced in the first fifty years of this century. Owing 
to modern improvements and new discoveries, low-grade ores are 
now being treated everywhere profitably, and the production of 

old ison the increase in every continent of the world. In 1895 
it produced over $200,000,000, and it is now confidently predicted 
by the best authorities that the world’s productien will amount 
to over $300,000,000 in the year 100. 

Isay thatin view of these incontestable facts it would be, for this 
reason, the height of folly for this Government to abandon the 
gold standard; and in view of all the reasons which I have given 
1s would be a crime against civilization for this great country to 
commit such a folly. 

Mr. Chairman, I will not. trespass further on the time of the com- 
mittee. This question, so vital to the public welfare, is one of 
absorbing interest to me. Sir, I hope my patriotism is sufficiently 
broad toembrace the whole country, but I admit that I am provin- 
cial in my sympathies and aspirations. When I look across the 
Potomac I see a land whose sad memories and glorious history are 
dear to my heart. How we have struggled to bring the States of 
the South into the constellation of the Union with undiminished 
honor and dignity; how we resisted the effort to reverse the order 





It is not the transferring of actual money, but the transfer | 
of credits, redeemable in money, which causes the wheels of com- | 


The world produced $787 ,463,000 in gold during | 


| 





| When they take into consideration that there are ten silver-minit 
we have had the largest increase of wealth during our national | 


we persisted until the last vestige of Federal interference in our 
local affairs has been removed; how we have labored to achieve 
commercial liberty for the whole country: and how, with the 
cooperation of our friends in the Northern States, we at last built 
up a great national party, will make one of the brightest pages in 
American history. I fondly believed the hour had come when no 
obstacles would stand in the way of unsurpassed prosperity for 
our people. 

It seemed to me that the difficulties in the way of the develop- 
ment of our marvelous resources had all disappeared. It was 
then, in the zenith of our hope, that this silver question, like a bird 
of evil omen, came into our horizon to divide our councils, to 
blight prosperity and engender bad blood, and to entail defeat and 
disaster onour party. Howsingular it is! We have coal andiron, 
and gold and copper, and limestone and marble, and timber, and 
all the products a fruitful soil can yield—in short, everything but 
silver—and silver is the cause of our dissensions! I would turn 
from the spectacle in despair if I did not believe the South would 
come out of the discussion on the side of good government and 
sound money. Our people will soon see that this measure which 
comes to us from the Senate is the work of the silver-mine own 
ers, who represent a very small fraction of the American people. 
States, which have 20 Senators in the other end of the Capitol and 
only 14 Representatives in this, and that New York has 34 Repre- 
sentatives here and only two Senators there, and when they 
receive the intelligence of the great majority which this House 
will record against this measure, they will see that the American 
people are in no humor to commit this stupendous folly. 

Sir, so far as Iam concerned, I would, for their good name and 
their prosperity, rather vote against this measure and trust to the 
future to vindicate the righteousness of my action and the integ 
rity of my motives than to give it my support and secure thereby 
a seat on this floor for the remainder of my life. Iintend to stand 
in the breach and warn the constituency I represent against the 
impending danger to their prosperity, even though I may there 
find my political grave. [Great applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississi 
LIAMS] is recognized for thirty minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great 
deal of pleasure and interest, as I always do when that gentleman 
speaks, to the speech just made by my friend the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Tennessee |Mr. PATTERSON]. Lhave known him fora 
long time, and have known him to be always able and wise and sin- 
cere. He will therefore excuse me, I hope, if I paraphrase a part 
of his speech. I state to you, Mr. Chairman, solemnly and most 
boldly, without any fear of successful contradiction, in the words 
of the gentleman from Tennessee |Mr. PATTERSON] that there ex- 
ists to-day upon the face of the globe not a single nation of people 
standing in the forefront of civilization, leading in the march of ad- 
vancement and of culture, with strong armies and great commerce, 
or with great literatures, not a Christian or a civilized people who 
do not wear long-tailed coats. [Laughter.] And there is just as 
much reason to believe that the fact that all have prospered in en 
lightenment and Christianity and literature is due to the fact that 
they do wear long-tail coats as to believe, from anything which 
he or anybody has ever said, that they have prospered because they 
happen now to have a gold standard. These same countries, 
France, England, Germany, and the United States, led all the na- 
tions in prosperity prior to 1873, when they did not have a gold 
standard, with the exception of one of them. And that one, Eng 
land, saw her most glorious day prior to 1816, when she adopted 
the gold standard. 

They have always led, because they have implanted in them by 
race, instinct, and heredity the qualities which have enabled them 
to acquire through the ages by conquest of the wilderness, and 
through conflict with other men, the moral and mental sinews 
that make them the leaders of the world. They are not great 
because they have money of a certain color; they are not great 
because they have a tariff of a certain character; they are 
cause they belong to arace of men who have always been great, 
whether with silver or gold, with monometallism or bimetallism, 
whether under kings or Presidents. [Applause. } 

The gentleman from Tennessee says, and other gentlemen have 
said, that there exists not upon the face of the globe a country 
which he and which other men call a free-silver country that has 
not silver monometallism. But there did exist such countries at 
one time; and France, while it was an Empire, and later on, while 
a Republic, maintained a parity between the two metals, and had 
not only a bimetallic standard, but a bimetallic circulation for 
seventy-odd years. Andit was not aided, as the gentleman from 
Maine, Governor DINGLEY, says—and, by the way, whenever I 
speak of the gentleman from Maine, I speak of him with that feel 
ing almost of affection which all members of this House feel for 
him—it was not, as he says, because France and later on the Latin 
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Union were aided by the balance of Europe at that time. As a | that this increased demand for silver, coupled with the thereby 
matter of fact, on one side was gold monometallic England and on | decreased demand for gold, would bring the two bullions, as weil 
the other side were silver monometallic Holland and silver mono- | as the two coins, together on a plane of intervaluation corre- 
metallic Germany, and across the water was the United States of sponding with the ratio of 16 to 1 fixed by law. 
America, not aiding to maintain the parity at the ratio of 154 to 1, Now, it being accepted as a truth that under free coinage of 
but with a conflicting legislative ratio, thereby destroying the per- | silver the bullion and coin value of silver would be the same, how 
fectness of the parity from time to time. could all of the world’s stock on hand of coined silver, or any of it 
My friends, it is true there is not a people to-day whose mints | come to the United States? Whether we succeed in maintaining 
are open to silver that is not upon a monometallic silver basis. | a parity between gold and silver or not, why and how could this 
It is also true that there ia not to-day a country whose mint is | silver come to us? What object would there be in sending it to 
open to the free coinage of silver that stands even in the list of | the United States? If its coinage value after it was coined here 
respectables in point of wealth, commerce, and business. It is | as money would be no more than its bullion value before it was 
not the mill that gives value to the flour; it is not the stamp upon | coined, why send it across the sea and pay freight and insurance to 
the coin that gives value to the coin. It is the use of the wheat | coinit at a rate of 16 to 1, when it is already circulating in Europe 
after it has been ground, behind the mill, that gives value to the | on a parity with gold, at a ratio of 154} to 1 and in India and the 
flour. It is the use of the money after it has been stamped, behind | East at its bullion value at aratioof 15to1? There would be a loss 
the mint, that gives value to the money. If you can grind wheat | either of 3 or of 6 cents an ounce besides the freight and the in- 
i: freely and in unlimited quantities, and if there is somebody some- surance en route. So, my friends, one need not take into account 
| where with stomach and appetite back of the mill, furnishing an | the stock of coined silver on hand. Nor even that which is in the 
insatiable demand for the supply of wheat ground, it will sell; | form of spoons and other articles of commerce or of vertu. There 
and when you coin money and turn it out of the mint, if there is | would be no temptation to mint them, because the price of new 
somewhere back of it a force which can utilize it, it will sell; it | silver out of which new spoons, etc., must be made would have 
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| will exchange for commodities, and it will do everything else that | gone up proportionately. All you have to provide for, then, isthe | 
you want done with minted metal or money. annual production of the silver mines of the world. i 
Now, my friends, let us see. The gentleman from Maine, Gov- Now, if I stand in my little town of Yazoo City to-day and offer 


2 ernor DINGLEY, said if France and the Latin Union could not main- | 15 cents a pound for cotton, and it is a fact (and is believed to be 
tain a parity, why should we, solitary and alone, attempt it. My | a fact) that I have the money to buy all the cotton that can be 
answer is twofold. First, that France and the Latin Union did | brought to meand the business in which to use it after it is brought 
maintain a parity. It is true that they did become frightened for | to me, then, for the present crop at any rate, I can fix the price of 
fear the day might come when they could not, and they came to | cotton all over the world at 15 cents a pound in Yazoo City, and 
the conclusion not to continue it; but so long as they tried it they | for other places at 15 cents per pound less the profit and transpor- 
succeeded. That is the first answer. The second is this, that the | tationthither. Soitiswithmoney. Itisnotthenumber of mints; 





. commerce of France, Switzerland, Belgium, Italy, and Greece, | it is the character and importance of the mints which is to be 
5 composing the Latin Union, all put together, foreign and domes- | considered. But just at the point reached by me the analogy be- 
4 tic, does not equal the interstate commerce alone ethan United | tween money and cotton ceases. No man could for an indefinite 
States. The statement has been made, and I believe it to be true, | length of time, no matter if he had all the wealth of the world, 
; that the interstate commerce of the United States alone is equal | offer 15 cents a pound for cotton and maintain the price, because 
f to the entire commerce of continental Europe. This leaves Great | cotton is a thing of growth, of expansion, infinite in its possibili- 

te 4 Britain out of account. You will observe Great Britain’s coopera- | ties. 
a7 tion is not needful for bimetallism. This fact was inductively Nature and human skill and capital and human enterprise may 
R demonstrated from 1816 to 1873. be brought to bear to raise more and more cotton every year, so 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, let us see. My friend from Tennessee [Mr. | that even if one should be able to fix the price of the world’s crop 
PAatTrEeRson] and others say “‘ you are going to open your mints at | this year the cotton raisers would go on and double up the crop 
a ratio of 16 to 1 and all the silver in the world (and the gentle- | upon him year after year, until finally he would find it impossible 
man said its vast ‘stock on hand as well as the annual produc- | to meet the supply. But observe that is not the case with silver. 
tion”) will seek your shores.’ Let us see how it could. ow, it | You can not make silver to order. Youneither sow it nor do you 
is universally admited by the advocates of free coinage and the | reap it. You must find it and mine it, and so far in history the 
advocates of the gold standard—it is one of the few things in | world has never been struck by any flood of either gold or silver 
which they agree—that were free coinage once inaugurated the | such as some gentlemen here seem to anticipate. Therefore I 
value of the bullion and the value of the coined silver would be | think it is fair to assume that the average annual product in th 
t the same, whatever that value might be. They can not differ one | past is a fair index of the annual average product in the future. 
iota. Whether silver would be depreciated, as measured in gold, | The world’s annual product may of course increase absolutely, 
or not, the value or selling price of the silver bullion will be the | but it is doubtful whether it will increase in relation to the uses 
same as the value or selling price of the silver coin at that time. | to which it is to be put. 

In every free-coinage country to-day the value of the silver coined We have a right to judge the future by the present and the 
is the value of the silver in bullion; but as they do not furnish use | past. Evenif true, the factthatthe production of silveris growing 
sufficient behind the mints to bolster the price of the silver | from year to year, so frequently cited as a reason for maintainin 

bullion up, the consequence is that the price of silver coin goes | its demonetization, is the strongest possible reason why it should | 
down. restored as a standard money metal. I had the honor once before 

Uur contention is that the people of the United States, with | on this floor to demonstrate this proposition and also that the pro 
their enormous uses for money, their unprecedented productive | duction of silver had not increased from year to year proportion 
and consuming capacity (according to Mulhall equal to that of | ately with the increase of population, business, manufacturing, 
England, Germany, and France), their taxes, their public and | railroading, iron, etc. 
private debts, their domestic, interstate, and foreign commerce, I here reproduce some of the figures. They constitute Fact 4 
all ona gigantic scale, would furnish this needed use, this demand; ' of my speech on this subject delivered on August 22, 1893: 
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Fact 4 
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The annual increase of gold and silver since 1860 has not been as great as the annual increase of population, of commerce, of railroads, of cotton, of 
grain, and of pig iron in the United States for the same period. 
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: | 1840, 1860. | 1870, 1889. 1890. | Increase 
t | : 
f | Per cen 
: Se ee iat CII I oss cncinnsnsienitind ec ercietin netics dint ndiinin base SID fo 5c occ uecteacs eae een $311,000, 000 | 86 
3 REID «sachs daubiinemnness ahinby sate Sacernmn Oeiremeb ne <ieatinaneitioes S  cipkcodsomole ty Sh GOP cs daccecness a Aer re 62, 600, 000 100 
- TTI II abil iii dubeasa enuaieeate SE Tis cath code neces ree coulis 166, 702 44k 
t Leading railroads of the United States: 
:e SEIITIINIIDD. « icinksintiaeniedinigptein wietntais Ietehcniongehh hidainndenmeaniitiaiaincnitngliigdiritibidirnel maciblin gellipiandian annie mad * 63, 477 309 
i REE SO CURMEED ... ..csdunwoneatemmdmenneehetwenarns douawend SG RTE, AUT EL I 396, 000, 000 |......-----+---- 4, 938, 000, 000 1,147 
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' Banking POWER connneeeceeneeeceeenstnenatennanensneenacenees ce coe $450, 000,000 }...............- $2, 200, 000, 000 |...........--.-- $5, 150, 000, 000 { +134 
re. IIIB 0. cnngossse shan senidpeapinauiesienideiimln Ri Tse 1, 240,000,000 |.......-....---. 8, 454,000, 000 |..........------ 178 
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The table published under the head of Fact 4 is especially im- 

wrtant, as showing the danger of relying on one metal only when 
oth put together do not keep pace with the world’s growth in 

pulation, nor transportation, nor banking power, nor grain, nor 
cotton, nor pig iron. E : aie 

Assertions that silver fluctuated violently and is depreciating 
rapi : ‘he’ ; 
sane reference to the price of silver in gold. 

But in addition to the fact that necessarily silver does not fiuc- 
tuate any more in terms of gold than gold does in terms of silver, 


it is a fact that the price of all commodities, as expressed in the | 


amount of silver bullion for which they would at given times 
exchange, has varied less than their price, as expressed in the 
amount of gold bullion for which they would exchange. 
Even the production of gold has been growing the last few years 
ari passu, or almost pari passu, with that of silver. | 
Chairman, God has managed things more wisely in the store- 
houses of nature than px liticians imagine. 


which we have to take intoaccount. Ihave already explained that 
the stock on hand, of coin or ornament, need not be considered in 
connection with the question of free coinage. Now, what have you 
got with which to meet this annual production? You have here a 


Federal Government that collects nearly $500,000,000 annually | 


in taxes. You have here governments that collect for township 


and municipal and county and State purposes twice as much. | 
You have therefore, say, $1,500,000,000 per annum of taxes alone | 
to be paid, for every dollar of which the legal-tender standard sil- | 


yer money of the United States could answer apurpose. Youcould 
coin $1,000,000,000 more silverthan you have before you overtopped 
the capacity of tax consumption alone. 


ness which can be paid in that money. 


the colossal figure of our commerce, bestriding, like a beneficent, 
but insatiable giant, a whole continent. 
and compared with it what signiiies the little annual production 
of a couple of hundred million dollars of silver? All you want is 
a demand, a use, equaling or overtopping the possible supply. 
Have you it not? 

Mr. HILL. Why not pay it in paper? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will come to that ina moment, though 
perhaps I may as well touch that question now, if the gentleman 
will remind me to return later to the point in hand. When you 
use paper money, orso-called paper ‘‘ money,” thereis no use for the 
paper itself. It is not the commodity of payment. It is simply a 

swromise of or a draft on the agreed commodity of payment. 

Then I pay you this one-dollar bill, you do not accept from me 
this piece of paper of a certain length and breadth as of itself 
indemnity for debt or commodity. You accept a promise to pay 
$1 in coin. 
or which is of value; it is the thing called for by it whose value is 
reckoned. Therefore you may increase your paper currency in- 
definitely and it would not increase the acvaal money behind it. 
You might as well talk about increasing the number of bales of 
cotton in a warehouse by increasing the number of warehouse 
receipts as to talk about increasing the quantity of money by in- 
creasing the number of paper orders or promises to pay money. 
Solvent paper answers all the purposes of money as a medium of 
exchange. It answers no purpose as a standard or measurer of 
values. 

Now, where money has a real value, where it is a real standard 


money—and standard money was correctly defined by the gentle- | 


man from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] awhile ago as being that 
money which has unlimited access to the mints—a real standard 


money, then, which has unlimited access to the mints, is always | 


worth as money precisely the value of the material out of which 
itis made. Any other form of so-called money—currency—has 
exactly the value of the standard money, if at par with the 
standard money. 
receipts, billsof exchange, paper currency; in short, of credit appli- 


ily from natural causes grow out of the fact that the assertors | 


In short, Mr. | 


Therefore, Mr. Chair- | 
man, we may consider the annual production as the only thing | 


In addition to that you | 
have a vast amount of private indebtedness and public indebted- | 
Back of all that; and infi- | 
nitely exceeding it all, and growing in a geometrical ratio, stands | 


There is your demand, | 


It is not the paper itself which is paid or is accepted, | 


| 
' 
| 
| 
| 
| 
Now, it strikes me as a curious thing that gentlemen come here 
! 
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Ses boy oratory about ‘ Mexicanizing” this American people. 


Why, my friends I felt sorry when I heard the gentleman from 
Maine say that and when I saw sensible men appland it. You can 
not Mexicanize this American people except in one way. We 
have prevented that down Sonth, and the people have prevented 
| it on the Pacific Coast, and elsewhere in our country there has 










never been any danger of it; that way is by hybridizing the race. 
[Applause. | 
| Suppose [ were to answer the gentleman by ig, “If you 
| want a gold standard in America, you want to reduce the Amer- 

ican people to the condition of Haiti (there is a gold standard 
| there), of Cuba (there isa gold standard there), of Tarkey (the 
| gold standard there), of the most degraded parts of the world—the 
| Portuguese East India possessions, for example, for Portugal has 


a gold standard.” If I should use such an argument—TI, a silver 
crank and a young man—everybody would say, ‘* WILLIAMS, you 
are making a fool of yourself.” But when one of these gentle- 
men—nota ‘‘silverlunatic,” buta ‘“‘ gold lunatic *—indulzesin that 
sort of talk, wise men absolutely applaud it on the floor of the 
American House of Representatives! [Laughter and applause. | 

My friend from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] says that he be- 
lieves the fact that all these Christian nations have adopted the 
gold standard is the result of ‘‘ evolution.” Now,I am a believer 
in the scientific doctrine of evolution in physical matters, in intel- 
lectual matters, and in otherthings. Ithink a race of people with 


heredity back of it—a language with heredity back of it—a busi 
ness with experience back of it that has been evolved from long 
| ages—is, all other things considered or accounted for, apt to be 


| the best. But I had the honor once before of stating to the House 
| of Representatives the difference between evolution and mayhem. 
| Some people believe that the remote ancestors of our race belonged 
to the monkey tribe and that by long lack of use for certain parts 
of their bodies, they lost those parts and by gradual evolution be- 
came men. But,as I had the honor of saying before, if you take 
one of those monkeys and undertake to rid him of his pm 
attachment by chopping it off little by little, you would nm 
that evolution; you would call it mayhem. 
from legislative mayhem. 


hensile 
rt ill 
Silver is suffering 
[Laughter and applause. ] 


and talk about not ‘interfering by legislation” with finan 
leaving it to ‘“‘ evolution,” when the very thing of which we are 
complaining is that there has been interference by legislat 
finance. 

I admit—and I have never been an extremist upon any ques- 
tion—that the point made this morning by my friend from Vir- 
ginia, HARRY TUCKER, a worthy son of anoble sire, was 
well worthy of consideration. It was that no man can ‘“‘ demon- 
strate” toa mathematical nicety that the result of the United 
States resuming free coinage would be to establish ultimately and 
permanently ‘ 


“ys 


m with 


a point 
a | iT) 





a parity between the two metals ”’—to carry up si! 












ver to a parity with gold. But my friend from Virginia rt 
one thing. The free coinage of silver will not have so great a 
tendency to carry up the price of silver bullion, great as that will 
| be, as it will to drag down the priceof gold bullion, and of gold 
| coin with it, all over the world, because a great part of the present 
| price of gold bullion and of gold coin consists of a speculative ele- 
| ment that has been put into it by the knowledge resting in the 
| minds of the commercial world that there was no | for any 
| help coming from silver to do its work as money. 
| No, gentlemen, I do notwanttothrash out old straw. I do not 
want to enter again into the diagnosis of the financial diseas 
You all know what itis. It is the disease of failing prices, n 
the disease of fallen prices—not the disease of prices whi 
fallen, which hardly anv body, except for a short time t 
persons who might happen to be then and there in d 
disease which I would define to be the disease of the pro 
constantly falling prices, discouraging investment, sapping ente 
prise, extinguishing hope of profit. Now, no man of any intelli 


An increase of drafts, checks, clearing-house | 


ances representing money as a medium of exchange; is very far | 


from being an increase of the supply of the money which meas- 
ures. Just the contrary, it is an increase of the demand on 
money, of the strain which it must bear. 


If the increase is disproportionate to the increase of the redemp- | 


tion fund (standard money behind it), itis only a — of | 
| attempted to account forit. He 


time when the entire fabric of credits must shrivel to due propor- 
tion in the blast of the ‘‘panic.” If this were not true, $190 in 
coin would answer the purposes of trade as well as the world’s 
stock of eight billions of coin. Therefore the case of money is not 
at all analogous to that of paper. 

Now, as to this talk about the ‘‘ Christian and civilized nations” 
being for gold monometallism; I observed one thing the other day 
with sorrow. I heard even our friend from Maine, Governor 
DiINGLEY, who is generally so entirely ingenuous and candid in de- 
bate, lose himself for one moment and indulge in a little claptrap 





lay, and has been for the 
twenty-three 
In all countries with 


gence and candor denies that there is to 
last twenty, twenty-two, or 

dency to lower and lower prices. 
standard; whether they are in countries with high tariff, or coun- 
tries with low tariff, or countries with free trade; this 
roing on. 

This process has not been going on in any countries which have 
not a gold standard. all remembrance 
But the gei sW.StT 
peen great im 


1t inventions, a cheap- 


years, a constant t 


Th it is a fact worthy of 
. [Mr. CHARLI 

there have 
provementsin processes of manufacture, gre 
ening of transportation, a cheapening and extension of banking 
facilities. My friends, there are two answers to that, which, taken 
separately or together, are conclusive. In the first place, steam 
boats, steamships, railroads, and telegraphs were not invented after 
1873, but before; yet during the period from 1849 to 1873 prices 
were always rising. The process of decrease in the expense of 
handling products, of transportation, did not take its start from 
1873; that process had been going on before, yet prices were rising. 


+) Peers Joan yl , 
tleman from Pennsylvan 


said 








IRI ad AIO 


Fd et een paged ee me 


RH ee eee 


leas 


TEE ORE NT POF FR BAAR BA SOL TE RIND CB Ei RI Ay Se StI CAE REA MOE AED Bs 1 St BR PSR Ta EE EN Pom em 
LEER CATA 


Ae DP PG ER AT «PORE 


AO Ye TE REN LE 


BAA Ie! 






a Darla Se SE 


% 


peiniens —— 
SN RARER RE IE Pe 


Bn 








1484 





These new methods of carrying on the banking business, these 
new facilities for commerce, these checks and drafts, and all that 
sort of thing did not take their rise in 1873; they have been vastly 
improved since that time; but the rate of their improvement was 
just as great from 1850 down to 1873 asit hasever been since. So 
that the theory of the gentleman does not meet the facts of the 
case. 

And I was astonished when the gentleman went out of his way 
to say that in the —— of cotton there have been various 
improvements. Why, my friend, we have always had three im- 
plements for working cotton—the plowman, the plow, and the 
mule; we have them yet. There have been no new processes intro- 
duced for producing cotton. 

So much for my first answer. My second is to all minds equally 
satisfactory and to philosophic ones even more a demonstration. 
It is that when low prices are really brought about by decreased 
cost of production, improved processes of manufacture, increased 
facilities, and lower cost of handling, of transportation, and of ex- 
change, two things na First, the consumer gets what he 
buys cheaper, and secondly, and at the same time, the capital in- 
vested in production and manufactures gets the same or a higher 
—— of reward, while the labor engaged in either receives 
1igher compensation per day or month. <A period of low prices 
from such causes is always and necessarily a period of prosperity 
and improvement for both consumer and producer, The period 
from 1873 to 1896 has not answered that description. 

Now, I do not say that the undeniable appreciation of gold, 
both as bullion and coin, is exclusively accountable for the fall of 
prices which has taken place in all commodities. As the gentle- 
man properly said, if it were the sole factor in all this falling of 
prices the fall ought to have been uniform with all products. 

My friends, when you want to fix the price of anything you 
have to consider two separate and correlated factors. When you 
go to fix the price of gold, for example, how do you fix it? First, 
you consider, or the commercial world considers, on one side the 
supply of and the demand for gold—or rather the estimated supply 
and demand, because the problem is a psychological one after all; 
it there is a mistake in the estimate, the estimate will still control 
until it is corrected—you consider, I say, on the one side the sup- 
ply of and the demand for gold, and on the other hand the ane 
of and demand for the thing for which you wish to sell the aad. 
Let it be cotton, for example—then you correlate the two answers 
you get from these two separate inquiries and from that correla- 
tion you get the price, which is ‘‘the higgling of the market,” as 
Adam Smith calls it, after all. 

So, Mr. Chairman, the demand and supply of a particular arti- 
cle and the demand and supply of the money which may be utilized 
for the purchase of that particular article are together the factors 
which enter into the calculation. But the demand and supply of 
money operates uniformly; that is, it uniformly affects the price 
of all products. Thus, if the product which you buy is one which 
has fallen in price, then it is true that it would not have fallen 
quite so much had the any of real money—not promise to pay 
money, but real money—been greater. On the other hand, if it 
be a product which has risen, it would have risen higher but for 
the other factor, the money-supply factor; just as gravity oper- 
ates uniformly on all motion, but nowhere without disturbance; 
so that you can not say of any particular motion that it is solely 
caused by gravity. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him just there for a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There is one point that I have 
not heard discussed here during this debate. I have heard it 
argued, however, by a man who considers himself very learned 
on the subject, and I would like to have the opinion of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, if it will not interrupt his remarks. 

The Constitution of the United States does not discriminate 
between gold and silver. It prohibits the States from making 
anything but gold or silver a legal tender in payment of debts. 
Now, when Congress stopped the coinage of silver as legal ten- 
der, can this Congress—has it the power, in the opinion of the 
gentleman, to, in its discretion under the Constitution, stop the 
coinage of gold? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, sir, I think if it had the one power it 
has both. [S yplause. 

Mr. COO ve of Wisconsin. Let me ask, further, has this 
Congress, under the Constitution, or has any Congress, as a mat- 
ter of constitutional law, the right to prohibit absolutely the 
coinage of either metal as money? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have heard a good many honest arguments 
on both sides of that question, and although I am a strict con- 
structionist myself, I am inclined to think that it is within the con- 
stitutional power of Congress to state what shall be the money of 
the United States. There is no express limitation on the power of 
Congressin that regard. There is, of course, upon the State, which 
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can not make anything but gold and silver a legal tender in pay- 
ment of debts. But I do not regard that as applying to the pow 
exercised by the Congress of the United States. 

Now, I said, Mr. Chairman, that I should not thrash over olq 
straw, and I do not propose to do so, but 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Wili the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Did not Mr. Blaine, when he y 
a Senator of the United States in 1878, say that Congress had no 
more power to demonetize silver than it had to demonetize « 
and in making that statement did he not quote from that 1m 
= constitutional lawyer of Massachusetts, Daniel Wep- 
ster 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wish to say, in that connection, that I do 
not desire to take up time with the consideration of the vi 
which great lawyers in the United States may have held. The, 
are infinitely better qualified than I am to give an opinion. | 
do not consider my own views in the premises to be of any very 
considerable value, nor do I wish to rest my argument on leva] 
grounds. This question is broader than that. It is true that 
only Mr. Blaine and Mr. Webster, but very many of the soundest 
and best lawyers of the United States have held and do hold thy 
opinion suggested. 

My friend from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] says that we have 
the gold standard in this country, and he is right. We hav 
England hasit. Continental Europe has it. Wenot only hay 
but we are suffering from it. Does he like it? The mad, foolish 
experiment has been tried and has failed. Its wreck abides with 
us. The field of its trial was broad and fair. The pathway of its 
destructive influence is equally broad. The devastation has heen 
so marked that for the first time in the history of the world the 
er of the white man in industrial enterprises seems threat- 
ened, 

For the first time in the history of the world the yellow man, 
armed with the white metal, menaces the supremacy of the white 
man, handicapped with the yellow metal. 

The gentleman from Maine, Governor DINGLEY, is right when 
he says that we are even yet in a condition preferable to that | 
Mexico and Mexicans. But how long will we be able to maintain 
it? Industrially, I mean. 

Mexico is expanding, her prosperity is increasing: she is becom- 
ing day by day more and more quickened with the life-giving spirit 
of enterprise and hope. Our prosperity is waning, our enterprise 
is deadened, and our people are year by year less hopeful and more 
and more the prey of despair. What is true of Mexico is true of 
all countries which are lesned by not being cursed with the gold 
standard, although they have every disadvantage of condition, 
race, and aptitude. 

What is true of us is true of all gold monometallic countries, 
although we have the advantages of Christianity, of a growing 
spirit of democracy, of world-surveying literatures, and of superi- 
ority of race and aptitude. Take cotton manufacturing, for ex- 
ample. Both in England and this country the business is ina 
depressed condition. According to the figures quoted by Sir Wil- 
liam Houldsworth in a speech to the Master Cotton Spinners on 
October 26, 1894: 





While the exports of cotton yarns to China, Hongkong, and Japan in the 
six years 1876-1881. both inclusive, amounted to 232,000,000 pounds, in the six 
years 1888-1893, both inclusive, they only amounted to 206,000,000 pounds, and 
in the intervening six years they had been as low as 202,000,000 pounds 

Cotton spindles at home and abroad.—-Authoritative figures just publi 1 
relative to the number of cotton spindles in this country and in continental 
countries, the United States, and India show how rapidly, says the Pall Mall 
Gazette, our great rivals in the cotton trade are advancing on us. We are 
still a long way in front in point of numbers, but this is not an altogether 
unalloyed satisfaction in face of the fact that spinning is a very unprofitable 
game here and quite the reverse among our competitors. The spindles in 
Great Britain to-day are estimated to be 45,270,000, Cohan the same total as on 
September 30, 1893. 

he Continent has seen an increase on the year of 600,000, the total standing 
at 27,350,000, the United States an increase of 200,000, witha total of 15,841,000, 
and India an increase of 74,000, with a total of 3,650,000 spindles. If we take 
the ten years 1885-1894 the relative increase works out at 5.28 per cent for Great 
Britain. 20.22 per cent for the Continent, 19.55 per cent for the United States, 
and 70.16 per cent for India. These figures are perhaps the most eloquent 
Sas we could have on the present condition of our cotton-spinning 
trade. 


From Mexico we hear statistically that 12, 15, 18, 20, even 22, per 
cent is being reaped from cotton manufacturing; from Japan, 
that the growth in all forms of manufacturing and commerce 18 
unprecedented. 

Let any of my hearers who wish to understand more clearly 
this matter of the effect of gold monometallism in crippling the 
industries of gold-standard countries read pages 33, 34, 35,36, and 
37 of Archbishop Walsh’s inimitable pamphlet, Bimetallism and 
Monometallism, especially pages 36 and 87, Dublin edition of 
1893 

I repeat again, in reply to the gentleman from Tennessee, yes; 
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we have gold monometallism. Does he like it? If so, he hasa 
capacity for keeping jolly not equaled by Mark Tapley himself. 

The absurd, ridiculous, novel, and uncalled-for experiment has 
been tried and has failed, failed miserably. Are you going to 
continue the experiment? 

But when we propose a remedy, as is often the case in such dis- 
cussions, we are met at the forefront with a‘‘ bogy man.” These 
gentlemen propose nothing themselves, but they say that under free 
and unlimited coinage of silver you will havea silver dollar which 
will be worth something different in purchasing power from what 
the gold dollar will be worth. They say, further, that that being 
the effect, all the gold in the country will go into hiding or leave 
the country altogether. They tell us that we will have ‘‘silver 
monometallism.” They never undertake to prove this, Itis more 
convenient to assume it. That is the ‘‘ bogy man.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when a man threatens you with anything 
he threatens you with his definition of the thing. He threatens 

7ou with what he understands the thing to be, whatever it may 
es and when my friend from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] and 
the gentleman from Maine, Governor DINGLEY, come to define 
‘silver monometallism ” they define it as a condition under which 
silver would form chiefly or wholly the circulating medium, and 
they describe bimetallism as a condition under which both metals 
would circulate side by side. Neither definition is scientifically 
correct. But I repeat that when a man threatens you with any- 
thing he threatens you with his definition of it, whatever that defi- 
nition may be. If he threatens you with an elephant, and he 
thinks an elephant is a bear, he is really threatening you with a 
bear. 

Now, let us see where we are. These gentlemen say that from 
1792 down to 1834, although we had a bimetallic standard, we 
did not have bimetallism, that we had a silver circulating me- 
dium, and therefore silver monometallism. It has been the chief 
call, the chief tocsin, the very starting point in the speeches which 
my friend from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] has made in the 
South, and which have been made by other gentlemen there. 
Suppose it be true. I have two answers toit. First, if this coun- 
try had silver monometallism from 1792 down to 1834, we are 
willing to take it over again. No country on the face of the 
globe was ever more prosperous, no country ever carried on bet- 
ter the work of developing magnificent manhood and womanhood, 
which is the object of the existence of Government—for Thomas 
Jefferson was right when he said that ‘‘ The object of all science 
and ot all Government is the happiness and freedom of man- 
kind”—no people ever grew as rapidly in wealth and culture as 
when we had this system. They say that the gold will leave us. 
My friends, what has become of the gold now? 

According to these gentlemen we must now have ‘“ silver mono- 
metallism,” and silver monometallism under a false pretense, 
because they have admitted upon the floor that there is no circula- 
tion of gold among the people in this country, that the only metallic 
circulation is silver. Of course their admission, logically, merely 
disproves their definition, but they have threatened us with the 
definition. Now, my friends, 1 said upon the floor of this House 
during the extra session of 1893 that the time would come when, 
under your present system, the coins would part company. It 
has come. Patrick Henry said in Virginia, ‘‘Gentlemen cry, 
‘Peace, peace!’ and there is no peace,” and I say to you that you 
stand here to-day crying, ‘‘ Parity, parity!” and there is no parity. 
It does not exist to-day. 

The time of Mr. WILLIAMS having expired, by unanimous con- 
sent Mr. MCMILLIN was recognized and yielded fifteen minutes 
to Mr. WILLIAMs. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In yielding fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Mississippi, I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I cut out of the papers the 
other day several interviews with men in the city of New York, 
in which they were telling what the amount of premium on gold 

yas then and there as a commercial fact. That is not all. Al- 
though it has only lately become palpable to the people of this 
country as an ‘‘ object lesson,” this premium has been existing in 
concealed form for, lo! these many months. The amount of the 
interest which the American people have been paying upon the 
bonds which they have been issuing for the purpose of getting 
gold in order to maintain the parity is the measure exactly of 
the premium upon gold at present existing. Now, if there is to 
be a premium upon gold, I ask you, were it not infinitely better 
that it should be paid by the gold exporter and gold dealer and 
importer than by the taxpayers of the United States? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the 
gentleman a question? You say that we now have silver mono- 
metallism, according to these gentlemen’s definition? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. According to their definition. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Do youlike the situation now? 
Mr, WILLIAMS. Ido not by any means, and I do not want 
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silver monometallism either. 
ment. 

Now, my friends, I want to go a step further. I want to say 
that what I meant to show was that the bogy man with which 
they threatened us was not so much of a bogy man after all, or 
else is their own bogy man who is partially here now and must 
come in full under their own system. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
well, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not like this. We have now what I call 
gold monometallism. Now, the truth of the matter is that gold 
monometallism is a condition of things where the standard or 
measure of values is gold, and where gold alone has free access to 
the mints. Silver monometallism is a condition of things where 
the standard or measure of values is silver, and where silver alone 
has free access to the mints, and bimetallism is where the stand- 
ard or measures of value is an alternate, or, as I prefer to say, an 
alternative, standard of the two, and where both metals have 
equally, without limit, free access to the mints. 

So we have arrived in the history of this mad experiment at this 
point. There is a premium on gold to-day. But there are gen- 
tlemen who will say that is a mere temporary agio, which exists 
only at the time bonds are to be bought, for the purpose of get- 
ting gold to buy the bonds. Admit it for the sake of argument, 
—mathematic- 
ally—when the agio will be permanent, if your present system is 
continued, and when the measure of the agio or premium will be 
the difference between the bullion value of silver demonetized and 
discredited and the bullion value of gold overmonetized and over- 
credited. What adifference! Now, howis it, that it must come? 

Any child ought to be able to see on general principles that you 
can not go on forever legislating one bullion up and the other 
bullion down, lengthening the chain that fitfully binds them 
together, making the market price of the two bullions further and 
further apart, without finally reaching the point where the coins 
made out of them must part company; the point where even the 
‘faith of the Government,” or in plain English the credit of the 
people of the United States, can no longer bind them together. 
But to enter into details; you have this endless-chain process 
going on at New York all the time; little buckets dipping down 
into the golden waters of the Treasury well and bringing them 
up day by day; exhausting them; and when they get down toa 
certain point the cry is made by everybody, ‘‘ Here, we are about 
to lose our parity, and we had better issue some bonds.” 

You know the process. Have you any way to stopit? Can it 
go on indefinitely? You know very well it can not, under a popu- 
lar form of government. You know it must have an end. Some 
time it must be stopped; either by the fact that the American 
people will rise and revolt against the system—and that is the 
way I think it will end—or if not in that way, then it will end by 
the exhaustion of the credit of the United States; because even 
this great Government can not go on borrowing forever. 

Are you gentlemen who oppose bimetallism making any sincere 
effort to stop it? You know you are not. Are you willing to 
destroy all the greenbacks and Sherman notes, these little buckets 
which go down into the well? It is true that you would thereby 
blight and ruin the country; but what difference would that make? 
You would have your ‘‘best money,” your dear gold standard! 
You would have it protected and impregnable. In that way only 
can you much longer maintain the parity without free coinage. 

This is the one way in the world to do it; to be a consistent 
and logical monometallist like Grover Cleveland; and how many 
of you are courageous enough to follow him? Are you willing to 
carry out your system to its logically necessary result, as he does? 
If you were, somebody else would be found by your constituents 
to take your places. Youcan not have gold monometallism along 
with no circulation of geld. You have got your greenbacks and 
Sherman notes of 1890 driving out your gold, and you will have to 
burn them up or cancel them, or in some way get rid of them, if 
you maintain your system, and yet, even if you were willing, the 
people of the country would not let you do it. 

Now, even if under a certain state of legislation, indicated by 
me above as Mr. Cieveland’s plan, you could possibly maintain the 
parity, that condition would have to be reached, as I have shown, 
by legislation which the American people will never under any 
circumstances consent to. There are not 10 men in this House 
bold enough to rise upon this floor (and there are some very bold 
men here when it comes to defying the will of the people) and 
offer a bill, and stand sponsor for it, for the redemption of green- 
backs and Sherman notes without putting in their place some 
other form of paper money. If you do away with this kind of 
Government paper you must swap it for some other. You will 
have to dip some other little bucket down in the Treasury well if 
you do—some other Government paper redeemable by the Gov- 
ernment in gold on demand, if you are going to preserve both the 
gold standard and the parity. 


Iwas merely answering their argu- 
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Will your substitute be bank notes? Then you will have to 
put upon the banks the business of redeeming the demands for 
all the gold exporters and gold raiders in the world. My word 
for it, they are not philanthropic enough to let you doit. They 
have already told youas much. No! my friends, the fact is this: 
That fool parity clause in the act of 1890—and I measure my 
words—stands here to-day obligating the American people to the 
maintenance of a parity between gold and silver in the United 
States and for the world with a gold standard; you can’t shift nor 
evade your burden without deserting your system. Will you be 
brave enough to come with us and desert your poor old stranded 
wreck? Your experiment has failed; will you let ustry? It has 
put us under the immense burden of maintaining a parity under 
a gold-standard system, under which a parity is not natural, but 
is artificial. 

We are taxing our people to maintain it not for America alone, 
but for all Europe. he moment that, without free coinage, with- 
out furnishing any demand for silver equal to its supply to be 
used as money, you fail at the New York subtreasury to redeem 
in gold you yourselves say that gold will jump to a premium; 
and if it does it will jump to a premium in Coles, in Paris, and 
St. Petersburg. With free coinage you may maintain the parity. 
I feel certain that, under your present system, you will find it to 
be a physical impossibility. Gold will jump to a premium, un- 
jess some other nation steps in and begins to do what we have 
been doing, and what no other country has ever thus far done. 

The Bank of England does not furnish gold for export free. 
They have gold monometallism, and the bank raises its discount 
when the demand for gold is increased. And the amount of the 
rise of the discount is the measure of the premium paid for export. 
The Reischbank of Germany does the same thing. The Bank of 
France refuses to give out the gold at all, except when it chooses. 
It simply declines to pay gold on demand. So throughout the 
world to-day there is but one power that is standing here exchang- 
ing gold for silver, not directly, but practically; not by law, but 
by a custom of the Treasury. When that — fails to carry 
out that custom, you will have then true silver monometallism, 
as well as gentlemen’s definition of it. It will come upon you, as 
the Germans say, “‘ ueber nacht,” in the stillness of the nighttime. 
It will sweep over the country by telegraph, and not come gradu- 
ally, as it would, if it came at all, under free coinage. 

There isnodoubtabout that. The fact that wecould under free 
coinage—our plan—carry the value of the silver bullion up to the 
value of the silver coin for a time, no telling how long, even if we 
could not maintain it forever (as Iand my school think we could), 
can not be doubted, Our failure, if we failed, would be gradu- 
ally accomplished, but this thing with which you are threatened 
would come at once, and disastrously. 

Now, there are but two logical standpoints from which to look 
at it. You have got to be a bimetallist, with gold and silver for 
standard money—unlimited coinage, with free accessto the mints 
for both metals—or you have got to be gold-standard men, with a 

old circulation back of your gold standard to secure it and all 

emand paper threatening it wi out of existence. In order 
to have that you must destroy all of your paper money on hand 
and put no more in its place. Now, you know you will not and 
can not do that. The gentleman from Tennessee says, and sev- 
eral gentlemen have said, that you must have concurrent circu- 
lation in order to have bimetallism, and they say that we did not 
have concurrent circulation from 1792 down to 1834, nor yet from 
1834 down to 1873, because at one time we differed from the mar- 
ket ratio on one side and at another time on the other side, and 
we had silver circulation at one period and gold circulation at 
another, and they say this came’about because our ratio differed 
from the ‘‘commercial relation” or ‘‘commercial ratio” of the 
metals. 

Now, I want to explode this ‘‘bogy man” of the ‘‘commercial 
relation” between gold and silver. ere never was any ascer- 
tained commercial relation between gold and silver in the sense in 
which these gentlemen use the term. There never can be any 
ascertained or ascertainable ‘‘commercial relation” between gold 
and silver, independent of their money uses, in the sense in which 
these gentlemen use the term, unless one of two things takes 
place—unless both the metals were at the same time and every- 
where demonetized and treated simply as articles of commerce, 
so that men could take them or not, as they pleased, or unless 
both metals were everywhere in the world at the same time 
treated in the same way by giving both free access to the mints. 

’ Neither of these conditions of things has ever existed on the face 
of the globe, and therefore any man knows that when you come 
to talk of the ‘‘commercial ratio” you are talking of a vain thing. 

If there is any way of ascertaining what their natural normal 
ratio or relation of value, independent of all mint laws or legis- 
lation, is, it would be by ascertaining what has been their relative 
nasty see from the storehouses of God—their bulk ratio. This, 

ong lapses of time being taken, or the entire uction up 
to date being taken, has varied remarkably little. It is now 
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precisely 16.3 ounces of silver to 1 ounce of gold. 
three-tenths, if you think it worth while. 
materially. 

My friend from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] said that our fore 
fathers in 1792 went to work to find the commercial ratio between 
silver and gold, and fixed it at 15 to 1, and having missed the true 
‘‘commercial ratio,” as a consequence lost their gold; that the, 
went to work again in 1834 and fixed the ratioatl 16 to 1, and havin 
again missed the ‘‘true commercial ratio,” lost their silver; and 
he said that at both times it was because they had variedfrom th 
imaginary vain thing, this imaginary ‘‘ commercial ratio,” t] 
evanishing tertium quid. But the gentleman's explanation is n 
correct. The result which he describes happened both times b 
cause ourancestors were wise, like the gentleman from Tennessee 
superwise—and went around hunting after a vain thing, a“ figment 
of the brain.” If they had gone ahead like practical business » 
and said: ‘‘ We will take the French ratio of 154 to 1—the m 
ratio, the legal ratio, the legislative ratio, which we find exist 
ing ’—if they had done that instead of going to work to build 1 
a conflicting ratio, there never would have been any loss of gold 
or silver from the United States at either time. 

The fact is that France at both these periods had concurre: 
circulation of the two metals. Why? Because at that period in 
the history of the world the commerce of France, and later on of 
France and the Latin Union, so much outweighed ours in the es 
teem of the commercial world that it absolutely subordinated 
ours, and their mint ratio controlled ours, and the ratio of France, 
except for temporary agios which occurred on special occasions, 
and under any system will occur temporarily or locally—gentlec- 
men will remember that there was one of 3 cents on the silver 
dollar during the panic in New York in 1893—the ratio of France 
I say, except for those temporary or local agios, was maintained, 
and the metals were kept at perfect parity all that time in t! 
French market, and at a substantial parity in the London market 
even. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall publish in the RecoRDsome figures 
taken from Sir Hucks Gibbs’s Colloquies on Currency, and pre- 
pared by Mr. E. Barclay, showing in one column the amount o 
money which the Bank of France coined in gold and in the next 
column the amount she coined in silver year by year during this 
entire period, showing how the concurrent circulation of the two 
metals was going on in France, whereas it will be remembered 
that in this country we coined but little gold down to 1834, and 
but little silver from 1834 down to 1873. 


TABLE H.—Showing by their dates the number of gold 20-franc pieces and silver 
5-franc pieces coined in France from 1803 to July $1, 1878. 
Number of pieces coin 
| each year. 
nn §6=—>" Fe. ee am 
20-franc gold| 5-franc sil- || 20-franc gold) 5-franc sil- 
pieces. ver pieces. | pieces. ver pieces. 


4,565,400 || 1842 . 92, 636 
8, 460,663 | 1843 141, 330 
7,836,898 || 1844 137,113 
4, 485, 649 || 1845 5, 957 
S04, - ae 

9,582,286 || 1847 

7, 985, 1848 

10, 344, 1849 

48, 947, 46 
81, 045,614 
26, 002, 853 
12, 157, 71 
7, 532, 048 


6, 836, 66 


Number of pieces coined || 
each year. 


58, 262 
387 
, all 


8, 963, ! 
12, 585, * 
694, 065 

15, 648, 201 
23, 485, 957 
18, 399, 783 
7,008, 958 18, 745, 899 | 
2, 419, 938 ; J 19, 193, 214 
, 188, 8 A 18, 877, 6385 
| 26, 166, 075 
15, 946, 635 


16, 068, 1! 
ou, B14, | iT 
shod, 

, 746, 5 s 3, 039, 958 
9, 916, 13, 970, 178 
#1, 426, 1! 7,439,514 
9, 929, 08 14,110, 127 | 
28, 739, 22% 11, 382, B47 
40, 658, 47 2,717,440 
26, 861, 2, 508, 404 
30, 885, Tha ce cis iaintieiglglanaaiond 

42, 306, 8 ; | 


"307 
3 Bad 


11, 745,600 
8, 624, 658 
72, 759, 057 
7, 090, 088 


154, 953 
1, 033, 454 
2, 049, 912 
618, 753 





14, 650, 036 855,294,106 | 990,973, 143 





* The coinage of 5-franc pieces in 1877 and 1878 belongs tp engagements en- 
tered into prior to the law of August 5, 1876. They are a part of the quots 
allowed by the supplementary treaties of the Union. 
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a+ 5 [.—Showing by their dates the number of French gold 10-franc pieces 
TabiEl . coined in France 1850 to 1869. 


Number | 


Number 
of pieces | 


of pieces 








Date. coined each \| Date. coined each 
| year. | year. 

592,051 ileal 1, (29,214 
1, 800, 524 EE | 4,712,118 
Sa 4, 251, 637 
UR ina tate ate 4, 788, 520 
SE ciiiekiat A hseaiainidiie wstdiatael | 3B, 249, 205 
F tai aie aia anata } 6, 495, 917 
ee , ee sal 8, 550, 27 
i857 er 14,4 ae ei | 4, 532,811 
ee shaun 8. ile 100, 351 

1859 . 2 eee eee thee al: |——— 
SD. ncudacnndslbtndiianacnl 8, a 101, 364, 156 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 

uestion? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Frankly and honestly, is there 
any relation between the amount of gold or silver coined at the 
mints and the amount in use as money? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Then how do you account for 
the fact that we coined millions upon millions from 1861 to 1879 
but did not see a dollar of that coinage in circulation? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, Iam talking about a country 
in its normal condition and on a normal monetary basis, not about 
one with a depreciated paper currency. 

We were not on a specie basis at the time the gentleman refers 
to. When either metal was brought to the mint to be coined at 
all. it was for use of the owner in foreign commerce. Depre- 
ciated paper was driving out of domestic circulation all metallic 
money. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Then, you are trying to estab- 
lish the fact that there was concurrent circulation in France by 
the fact that there was concurrent mintage, and I repeat my ques- 
tion: Is there any relation between the amounts of gold or silver 
coined at the mints and the amount that is in use as money? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. In a country upon a specie basis, 
where both metals are demanded and admitted freely to the mint, 
nobody will carry his bullion to the mints unless he wants to use 
it as coin, and its chief use as coins will be for domestic circula- 
tion or domestic reserves. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. And does the gentleman say 
that people did not do that in this country from 1861 to 1879? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. They did not carry their gold to the mints 
unless they wanted to use it; but in our case they wished to use 
it for a different purpose. We had a depreciated paper currency 
in thiscountry, and they used their cold as coin to buy commodi- 
ties that were purchased abroad, or else for speculative purposes 
on the gold-exchange boards. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Exactly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Even if under free coinage we failed to close 
up the gap now existing between the bullion value of the two 
metals, which my friend, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 


May I ask the gentleman a 


TUCKER], fears might be the case, the effect would still be to ap- | 


reciate the value of silver bullion very considerably and thereby 
essen the strain of Oriental competition with our producers, and 
to depreciate somewhat the price of gold bullion and, as a conse- 
quence, of gold money all over the world, thereby reducing the 
pressure of fixed charges and debts, public and private, weighing 


classes. 


But Iam not alarmed about gold leaving the United States un- 
der free coinage. I do not believe it would leave us, because I 
do not believe there would be a premium on gold under free coin- 
age for the reasons which I have stated. In fact, I believe free 
coinage of both metals with the alternative use and demand for 
both tobe the only practicable way of maintaining the parity per- 
manently. But 1 would rather lose the parity and the gold, too, 
than to continue to pay the price we are now paying to maintain 
them under this rninous system of ‘‘endless chain and bond is- 
sue ”’—ruinous to the people in their private affairs, ruinous to the 
Government as a fiscal agent; grinding down hope and opportu- 
nity for betterment; sowing the seeds of despair and anarchy; 
threatening national insolvency. 

I would rather have a premium upon gold paid by the gold 
dealer and the gold exporter than to have, as we now have, a 

remium upon gold in the shape of interest-bearing bonds, paid 
y taxing the energies, enterprise, property, sweat, aye, the very 
hope of my fellow-citizens. te it stopped there it would be bad 
enough, too bad, but you are laying this burden on their children 
and grandchildren. Ah, gentlemen, you are making us pay too 
much for our gold, especially when we remember that, with it all 
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| a sentient entity—‘‘if you make it mad, it will desert.” 


l | would be precisely the opposite of 
so heavily, under an appreciating standard, on the producing | 


| the parity these poor debtors would be ground down. 


| $5,000. “But he sells for silver, with gold at $1.10. 





| my friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], and [ am 
|ished that the time granted me by him is exhausted. I am 
| much obliged to him that I can not 
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and after it all, we have no gold, and day by day have lessening 
opportunities to earn any if there were any to earn. 


Gentlemen no longer deny that gold is virtually out of circula- 


tion in the United States. How would a premium on gold hurt 
the plain producers of the country? It is an evil, but noi - 
tried evil. Wehadit down to 1878 or 1879. Was manufact ng, 
was commerce, was farming less prosperous than now? 

Lama cotton planter. You will excuse me. therefore, for say- 
ing that I have heard the gentleman from Tennessee and others say 
that a premium on gold would specially injure my class. How? 
They say because we sell our cotton in Liverpool at the gold price. 


But they say at the same time that all our gold would leave us and 
go to England. If so, all the economists, who without exception 
have taught the truth of the quantitative theory of real money (and 
not one disputes it), are and have been fools, or else this great infinx 
of gold into Great Britain would lower the price of gold there and 
thereby raise the price of commodities measured in gold and give 
me a higher price for my cotton. I would still sell my cotton at 
‘*Liverpool gold prices,” less transportation and profit to the 
middle man, those prices being translated at Yazoo City, Mem- 
phis, or New Orleans into American silver and paper on a parity 
with silver, plus the premium. 

I remember when we used to sell our cotton for ‘‘ Liverpool gold 
prices ’ translated into American greenbacks at Memphis and New 
Orleans. It was an evil, but by no means comparable to the evils 
we now suffer from. There has been much unscientific thought 
and loose expression on this subject of ‘‘gold leaving the eoun- 
try.” Some have said there would be a ‘‘contraction of the cur- 
rency ” as a consequence. 

Mr. Chairman, change of locality is not annihilation. Prices 
are fixed, other things being equal, by the world’s volume of 
money—real money. Prices, like waters, never attain an exact 
level, but are always seeking it, the world over. Asall the waters 
run down to the sea, so all commodities run down to the markets 
where high prices prevail; or, to express the same idea in converse, 
where the price of money is lowest. They continue to seek it 
until the approximate equilibrium is restored; until a quantity of 
commodities has come in sufficient to take away a certain quan- 
tity of money, whose subtraction from the local volume shall 
raise the price of money, and thus lower the price of commodi- 
ties to the normal and natural sea level of prices. 

Why does gold leave a country? People speak of it as if it were 
it has no 
wings—itcannotfly. Ithasnolegs—itcannotrun. It hasnovoli- 
tion—it can not make up its mind to go, and, ergo, go. It has a 
master, its owner; itis hisautomatic and faithful servant. It goes 
whithersoever it can do him the most service: wheresoever it can 
buy most for its master, there you find it. Hence, I lay it down 
as an axiomatic truth that whenever gold, or money of any sort, 
with the permission of its owners leaves a country, it is under 
conditions such that it is to the interest of the country that it 
should leave. The only exceptions to the rule, nationally, are 
when war and tumult cause the movements. The only excep- 
tion, individually, is when the owner is a fool, i. e., a miser. 
Gold, like generous wine, is a good servant, but a cruelly bad 
master. It is never a master except when its owner voluntarily 
enslaves himself to it. 

Certainly no great nation should voluntarily 
to its ‘‘ gold supply ’—mortgage itself to it! Br 


go into servitude 
sutis not that what 


| you are doing now? 


From the above it will be seen that there would have to be an 
‘“‘expansion of the currency” and a general rise of prices before 
gold could begin to leave us—in other words, the accompaniment 
contraction, But the gentle 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] said that most of the 
debts now existing are payable in gold, and if we fail to maintain 

OT course, 
I believe, and think I know, that we conld and would mainta 
the parity, and I do not agree that most debts are now payal 
in gold. But, for the sake of argument, grant both proposition 


Let us suppose a premium upon gold of 10 per « t. A man 
owes $5,000 in gold. Say that he has raised 200 bales of cotton, 
which would yield him in gold the amount of t bt he owes 


He receives 


| in silver, then, $5,500. lis creditor would accept the $5,500 in 
silver in full of the $5,000 debt payable in gold. If he were 
schoolboyish enough to refuse, the debtor could go to the bank, 
buy $5,000 in gold with his $5,500 in silver, and pay. 
Thus those who have been so unfortunate or so foolish as to ob 
| ligate themselves to pay gold could not: be hurt, although up to 


the amount of indebtedness they would not be helped in ea re. 
Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to take up any more of the time of 


express it, and I am also 
greatly obliged to the House for the kind attention with which it 
has listened to my remarks. [Applause.] 
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Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to make a brief statement of interest 
to members of the Committee of the Whole. The Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole informs me that only two members 
have entered their names to speak this evening, and that unless 
more gentlemen consent to occupy time at this evening’s session 
it will be impossible for all those who have entered their names 
to speak on this subject to be heard in the general debate. He 
therefore requests that gentlemen who possibly can will enter 
for the debate this evening, because unless that time is filled up 
the probability is that some gentlemen must lose their oppor- 
tunity to be heard, in view of the limitation that has been put 
upon the debate. 

Mr. BRUMM. What limitation has been made? 

Mr. DINGLEY. We are to close the debate on Monday. 

Mr. BRUMM. 4 ee authority? 

Mr. DINGLEY. By authority of the House. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, afew years ago we were told 
that the high protective tariff was the one great menace to prosper- 
ity and that it must be combated and put down, In 1890 the cam- 
paign of education was waged for tariff reform. Noone knew just 
whatthis meant, butit was talked of and written of until everyone 
was perfectly familiar withthedeclaration. It becamea household 
expression and every man was expected to inform himself on this 

uestion. From early in 1890 until after the election in 1892 the 

aily mails were burdened with tariff-reform literature incul- 
cating the doctrine that the tariff was a tax and that taxation 
was an evil. This declaration had the semblance of philosophy, 
but was in fact misleading. Taxation is burdensome, but it is a 
— necessity, and when properly adjusted and applied to pub- 

ic objects and uses it is in no sense an evil. But in 1892 the peo- 
ple decided in favor of reforming the tariff, and for nearly two 
years business was threatened and prostrated while the alleged 
reformation was being accomplished. Up to the time of the pas- 
sage of the Wilson-Gorman bill we had theory and prophecy to 
guide us, but since that time we have had the practical results of 
a low tariff. The great body of the people has not prospered. 
Business, except in a few lines, has been and is everywhere stag- 
nant. Laborers have not remunerative employment. Capital 
has avoided enterprise of every kind and has gravitated to the 
commercial centers. The prices of products of the soil do not 
now exceed the cost of production. oney seeks investment only 
in stocks and bonds. 

While the new tariff law is responsible for many of these mis- 
fortunes, I can not believe it is the cause of all our trouble. From 
the time of the enactment of the silver legislation of 1878 we were 
gradually increasing the currency by the purchase and coinage of 
silver bullion and the issuing of Treasury notes. But in 1893 the 
Eastern banking associations and some of the commercial bodies 
organized for the a of overthrowing that policy and placing 
the country on a gold standard. The special session of Congress 
called for the purpose of repealing the oe clause of the 
Sherman law, and which effected this result, provided no way for 
increasing the currency to meet the demands of an increased busi- 
ness. This may have been on the theory that business would not 
increase during the time of the present Administration and that 
no increase of circulation would be required, The repeal of the 
silver legislation was urged on the ground of public necessity, but 
it has proved barren of the results claimed forit. It did not stay 
the outflow of gold, though we have issued bonds to purchase more 
than a quarter of billion of ‘“‘sound money” in order to support 
the Administration policy. This has been an expensive experi- 
ment. Moreexpensivethan war. Wecanapproximate the direct 
cost, but we can not estimate the cost resulting from shrinkage of 
values and loss to labor. 

I believe the American people want the money function restored 
to the silver dollar, that it may be again useful as money of final 
payment. The one contention made by the gold-standard advo- 
cates against giving the silver the place in our currency it for- 
merly occupied, and the one argument urged and emphasized, is 
that the restoration of the silver dollar would drive the gold out, 
and yet it is true that since Congress repealed the law directing 
the purchase of silver bullion, and by that act announced to the 
world that the United States had joined the gold-standard coun- 
tries, more gold has departed from this country than ever before 
in the same period of time. The loss has been more than two 
hundred millions. From this it would seem clear that it is not 
silver that is driving out the gold, but that it has been going out 
owing to other causes. 

Metallic money at times and under certain conditions will be 
sought for exportation or will flow out because of the foreign de- 
mand. When this happens it always takes the coin for which 
there is the greater demand and that which is most convenient 
for exportation. At this time the coin wanted isgold. The great 
advantage in having both gold and silver as money is that when, 
for any reason, one coin goes out the other remains to do busi- 
ness. History shows that it rarely happens that both coins go outof 


the country atthe same time. The one most demanded is usually 
the scarcer and less bulky. If there is a difference in parity it js 
true that the cheaper money will usually remain, but these con- 
ditions seldom continue for any considerable length of tim, 

When there is a condition in the United States which takes ou, 
gold to Europe, it goes whether we have silver or not, and when con. 
ditions change in our favor it will return whether we have a single 
or double standard. We are told in all these discussions that t}e 
restoration of silver in the United States without the concurrence 
of other nations would be a mistake. I believe we could restore 
it, but I would commence with the American product and sup- 
plement it by such legislation as would protect the gold reseryo 
and would so legislate as to put more silver in circulation. [| az 
thoroughly in sympathy with the idea that we should demand and 


receive a portion of our duties which come through the custom 
houses in gold. If we require this and increase the tariff we wil] 


hear no more about the danger to the gold reserve. 
It was said in substance by the gentleman from Maine {Mr 
DINGLEY] that whatever increase of silver we have should he 


gradual. The more conservative bimetallists might agree to this 
if some provision could be enacted for commencing this gradual 
increase. for one would be satisfied in case something sub 


stantial can be done; that is, something which will relieve the 
situation. Atsome time talk will have to cease and Congress wil] 
legislate upon this question, and when it does so, with the ex) 
rience of the past, it will doubtless legislate intelligently. Every. 
one understands that there can be no legislation at this time. 

But I take it that the real question over which we are now con- 
tending is not whether we shall have unlimited coinage, but it is 
whether we shall use the silver dollar to any extent as money of 
final redemption. It may seem otherwise, but disguise it as we 
may, this is the question on trial. It is whether we shall use the 
two metals as standard money, as we Republicans declared in our 
platform in 1892, or whether we shall maintain the single gold 
standard. 

It has been contended here that the people will not care to use 
much more silver than we nowhave. In my judgment they could 


and would take care of much more of this coin and keep it in 
actual circulation were it not for the effort that is being made in 
certain sections to depreciate and degrade it. Byretiring the bank 


currency of small denominations much more silver would he r 
quired, and still more could be used by the banks if they would 
hold silver as a part of their coin reserves. 

It is believed by the friends of silver that the Treasury Depart- 
ment has done much to discredit this metal, but I think under 
ordinary circumstances the Treasurer should meet the obligations 
of the Government by paying out whichever metal is desired. 
But when there is evidence that the gold is being demanded for 
export or that a run is being made on the Treasury for the pur- 
pose of precipitating a panic, as was done in 1893, then the Treas- 
urer should protect the gold reserve by handing out silver. An 
honest dollar is the dollar of the contract. The obligations of the 
Government are payable in coin, not gold. The holders might 
object to receiving silver, but its payment under such circum- 
stances would stop a run in a few hours and would be sustained 
by the great body of the American people. The people want fair 
dealing and without discriminations. 

If the money function of the silver dollar is gone and it can be 
used hereafter only as a subsidiary coin, then we might as well 
suspend its coinage and use altogether, but I am unwilling to con- 
cede that this is to be so. There are many bimetallists in the 
country, and this international struggle for the gold is a great 
educator. 

The restoration of silver is necessary for another reason, and 
that is in order to prevent the money syndicates from controlling 
the world’s coin and to protect the Government as well as the 
people against the growing and dangerous power of these great 
combinations. For the last two years every citizen of the United 
States has been humiliated beyond expression because of the con- 
fessed inability of the Government to manage its own finances in 
its own way without paying enormously for the support of these 
banking institutions. 

The ——— . The time of the gentleman from Kansas has 
expired. 

r. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Kansas be allowed time to complete his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Maine? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Ionly desire to say afew more words. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not joining the clamor against banks. They 
are public necessities, but they derive their powers from the Gov- 
ernment and should be subject to its control. For several years 
we have been legislating against trusts, but this gold trust is the 
greatest menace of them all and it seems to be beyond the reach 
of legislation. , 

The struggle now going on for the stock of gold is the best evi- 
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dence of the inadequacy of the supply. There is but little over 
half a billion in this country, and we keep selling bonds to save 
this from departing. Let the American Congress provide ad- 
ditional revenue by increasing the duty on such imported articles 
as interfere with our productions, require a portion of our duties 
to be paid in zold, and provide for the coinage and use of American 
silver, and in my ee we will once more have a restoration 
of confidence and prosperity. I shall vote for the amendment 
submitted by my colleague |Mr. Lona], providing for the coin- 
age of American silver, and if this fails I shall then vote for the 
Senate substitute, believing, as I do, that it is a question of 
bimetallism or gold monometallism, and that bimetallism is the 
better policy for the whole people. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman, during the brief time allowed me 
itisnot necessary forme to makeany explanation of howI am going 
to vote on the bill. Certainly none of the old members here can en- 
tertain any doubton that point. I rise at this time, Mr. Chairman, 
simply to congratulate the Democratic Administration—no, I per- 
haps ought not to say ‘*Democratic; I do not think it is really enti- 
tled to be termed a Democratic Administration; I will merely 
say ‘“‘the Administration ”—upon the glorious vindication it has 
received of its financial theories. After having borrowed about 
$170,000,000 to pay the running expenses of this Government, it 
has now demonstrated that it has the ability to borrow another 
hundred million dollars for the same purpose! This amount, it is 
estimated, will run the machine during the time that this Adminis- 
tration willlive. It will pass away in the ides of March, 1897, un- 
lamented except by a small lot of speculators—a syndicate of spec- 
ulators—who, aloneof all living things on thetop of this earth, have 
profited by its existence. [Laughter and applause. } 

Mr. Chairman, I read with various emotions the exuberant de- 
scription given in the Post of yesterday morning of the scene in 


the Treasury Department when the bids for bonds were opened. | 


I will read a few lines from it. 

Said Mr. Eckles: 

“ Thave to announce that bids for bonds of the new issue have been received 
by the Secretary of the Treasury amounting in an estimated aggregate to 
more than $500,000,000 in offered gold.”’ 

+ * * * * * + 

Those who heard him lost breath fora moment. Then there was applause 
and cheers, which, for several minutes, echoed around the long Treasury 
corridors. 

This enthusiasm, which was not the enthusiasm of youth or ignorance, 
seemed for a time as unbounded as the popular responsive voice which pro- 
voked it. The cheers came from gray-haired men of finance, and the ap- 
plause came from many others prominent in the management of public 
affairs. And it did not take long for reports to come back over the wire 
from the big financial center in New York, which told also of reechoing 
cheers there. . 

At the end of the room which looks out over the broad meadow lands to 
the river sat the serious-faced Secretary of the Treasury himself, who could 
not suppress a smile over the welcome news. On either side of him were 
money magnates whose very names mean wealth and financial power. 

Mr. Chairman, I can imagine the magnificence and impressive- 
ness of that scene, when the great financiers of this nation fell upon 
each other’s necks and hugged each other as the dudes do ata 
game of football, when in their exuberance of joy at their great 
success =e each other on the back over the discovery that 
they could borrow some more money! And Ican imagine that at 
the same time, while their great heads swam in an intoxicating sea 
of bliss, their thoughts went back to these poor ‘‘crazy silver cranks” 
who do not know anything about finance or how to run a gov- 
ernment. I tell you crazy silver cranks you should hang your 
heads in view of such wisdom as has been exhibited by these 
**sound-money ” financiers. 

Contrast the condition of this country to-day under the ‘‘ sound- 
money ” Administration with its condition five yearsago, ten years 
ago, fifteen yearsago. Why, sir, at that time the motto was, ‘‘ Pay 
as you go;” but under the administration of ‘‘ sound-money ” finan- 
ciers the motto is, ‘‘ Borrow as you go.” [Laughter.] Why, sir, 
the way to run a government is to borrow money to do it on, and 
then legislate for posterity; legislate so as to leave them an im- 
mense legacy of debt. That is financiering; that is the true idea 
of statesmanship according to this Administration! 

Mr, Chairman, a few days ago some of our good Republicans, 
desiring to share, in some small degree at least, the rich honors 
that seemed to be clustering around the Administration’s throne, 
introduced a bill authorizing the President to issue some more 
bonds. He had already the authority to issue bonds in unlimited 
quantities; but that seemed to be the only way that they could 
get in on the ground floor and share a part of the honors. The 
bill passed; it went to the other House; it came back here, Mr. 
Chairman, amended with a provision to coin honest dollars—dol- 
lars like this silver dollar which I hold in my hand. That always 
was an honest dollar—is an honest dollar to-day. 

My friend from Maine referred to this dollar as a ‘ 50-cent dol- 
lar.” I want to say to him thatif it is worth but 50 cents to-day 
it is because this brazen thief here [holding up a gold piece] has 
stolen the other 50 cents. This is the yellow thief which under 


XXVITI—94 








1489 


Stolen the shoes off the feet of children. stolen 





of the farmer. 
half the opportunities of every American workman. This once 
honest gold dollar now through its evil associations in the slums 
of a great city has become a thief. Sir, this silver dollar is yet 
honest. This gold piece has by its thievery swelled its purchas- 
ing power. It is now valuable like any other commodity because 
of the small supply, and it isnolongera money. It has become a 
commodity in every sense of the term, sold just the same in the 
markets as corn, wheat, or potatoes, shipped to any market where 
it will bring the highest price. 

Mr. Chairman, what a mess these ‘‘sound-money” men have 
made! What a condition their theories have brought the coun- 
tryinto! I have within a few days received a letter from a friend 
who was engaged in business in southern California, but soon 
after this Government passed under the control of these sound- 
money financiers and the business of the country went to the devil 
in consequence, he moved to Mexico, which country is said to be 
on asilver basis. He writes me that he is doing well, making 
money; that the country is prosperous, and he will soon have 
enough to come back to California, where he would be among his 
friends and relatives, but where he can not do as well in a busi- 
ness way as in Mexico. 

Mr. Chairman, there is not a country on the face of the footstool 
that is on the so-called silver basis that has not prospered every 
day, while this country has been going to the dogs under the direc- 
tion of these sound-money pirates; and yet we are taunted with 
trying to bring the country to a silver basis. Well, sir, it had 
better get on an honest silver basis than to be on the dishonest 
gold basis that it now occupies. 

Mr. Chairman, I have never in my life witnessed such exhibitions 
of petrified cheek as have been shown us day after day in this 
Chamber by these sound-money people chattering about an honest 
currency—twitting people with being crazy cranks who believe 
in the money of the Constitution, who prefer honest American 
money to a modern pirate’s gold. 

What unparalleled gall it is on the part of presidents, cashiers, 
and directors of banks, coming here as Congressmen for the sole 
purpose of legislating for the interests of their banks, for their 
own pockets, who care for nothing else here, take no part in gen- 
eral legislation, who are only here when they are notified that some 
of their schemes may beendangered. Isay, what unparalleled gall 
it is in these persons to call men who believe in honest silver coin- 
age names; albeit, calling them names is the best argument, and 
about the only one, they have to offer. 

The other day a majority of the members of what has always 
been held the greatest and ablest legislative body in the world, and is 
is held to-day, pronounced in favor of honest American dollars, and 
has officially notified this House of the fact. Sir, does it lie in the 
mouths of these advocates of this yellow thief to call the men com- 
prising that majority cranks? Do not the men who comprise that 
majority compare favorably in respect to intelligence, ability, hon 


| esty, and unselfish patriotism with the minority of that body? Do 


they dare intimate that any one of that majority wears any other 
collar than his own? Is a comparison in this respect invited by 
the minority? Do they invite a comparison of the motives that 
governed each? 

Mr. Chairman, one thing is demonstrated, which is that to-day 
the Senate of the United States, which has been looked upon as 
the exclusive, aristocratic branch of the Government, is at last in 
touch with the mass of the people, while this House appears to 
have cut loose from the people and got into close touch with the 
money changers only. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope some of these sound-money schemers will 
tell us how it is that they hold it to be honorable and commend 
able in a banker to come here as a Congressman and boldly advo- 
cate and vote for the interests of his bank, while, at the same time, 
should a silver-mine owner come here and advocate the interests 
of his mine they hold it to be next to treason. 

I do not know that there is a silver-mine owner in the House. 
We do know there are many directors of banks, who do not hesi- 
tate to advocate and at all times protect their business. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the committee rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin redemption 
fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of indebtedness to 
meet temporary deficiencies of revenue, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. I shall not detain the House more than a couple of 
minutes. 

I was not in the House this morning, Mr. Speaker, when the 


the direction of the Wall street syndicate has stolen half the crop! incident occurred in which my name was used. I did not hear 
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what the gentleman from South Carolina stated in his own be- 
half. Ireached here barely in time to vote for the reference of 
the resolution which was offered, without having an opportunity 
even to hear it read. 

The remark that I made on Wednesday night, Mr. Speaker, is 
variously quoted by several stenographers. These reports do not 
agree with each other, and the official stenographer’s notes do 
not agree, as he tells me this afternoon, with the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, in which my — language is supposed to have been 
printed. I spoke rapidly and entirely extempore and in the ex- 
citing and unexpected colloquy I can not undertake to reproduce 
my exact words. 

am quoted in the New York Tribune of February 6 as using 
this language: 
od qu aehamnet of any man who indorses secession or the motives which lay 

1nd 16. 

In the Washington Post of the same date I am quoted as saying: 

lam sorry for anyone who still believes in secession. 


In the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in these words: 
Tam ashamed of the fact— 
That is, of such astatement as that of the gentleman from South 
Carolina— 
and atomed of any man who would indorse secession or the motives which 
© 1b. 
I did not hear the gentleman from South Carolina this morning 
when he made his statement, but find that he used these words: 
But, Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from North Carolina— 
Said he, referring to myself— 
said in substance that he was ashamed of such action on the part of his State, 
I rose, possibly in an unparliamentary manner, and in the heat of the mo- 
m 


ment i pumcocy said that South Carolina was not ashamed of the part she 
took in it. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I did not use, even in substance, such words 
as are imputed to me by the gentleman from South Carolina. My 
tongue, if I had tried to utter such language, would not have per- 
formed its office, because that would mean treason to my State 
and to my own blood. I did say and I say now, in all kindness, 
that I was pe to secession. My people were opposed to it, 
and I am indeed sorry for any man who still believes in it or in the 
institution which it was designed to perpetuate. 

That much is true; butto be quoted as saying that I was ashamed 
of the conduct of North Carolina in the war, why, I could not 
utter such a thought, because the truth of history is that she re- 
fused three several times to vote for secession, and finally, after 
there was a vast sea of secession all about her, and she was like 
an island, surrounded by the angry flood, and her sons had to go 
in and fight, she entered into the conflict; and I desire to say that 
my own kinsmen, on both sides of my family, went in and fought 
for the Confederacy, as they could not possibly have done other- 
wise under the circumstances. My own and my only brother was 
shot at Spottsylvania; my brother-in-law had his right arm torn 
from its socket in the battles around Richmond; my own blood 
cousin had his head severed from his shoulders by a cannon bail 
at Malvern Hill; and still another blood cousin of mine in that 
awful charge at Gettysburg carried his regiment nearer to the 
mouths of the Union rifles than any other soldiers reached on that 
dreadful field of carnage, and that ae is marked by an imperish- 
able monument of granite, the farthest advance and last hope of 
the Confederacy. 

I state with pride here in the presence of you old veteran soldiers 
that while my State was the last to secede she was the last to sur- 
render, and that she left more dead soldiers on the field of battle 
than any other State on either side of that awful conflict. 

And in justice to myself, and in justice to the memory of these 
heroic men, I must disclaim—I do repudiate, without meaning 
offense—I must deny and disavow any such sentiment as the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina has attributed to me, and I want to 
say now and in conclusion, thanking the House for this attention, 
that if the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] and the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT] will only leave us Union- 
loving Republicans in North Carolina to attend to our sister State, 
we promise and guarantee that if South Carolina tries to start 
another secession, then before the gentleman from Maine can reach 
the scene of action with his boats or the tleman from Mas- 
sachusetts can arrive with his rough and y riflemen, we North 
Carolina Union-loving Republicans and lovers of the flag—and I 
will be one of them—will rush down into the State of South Caro- 


’ lina and whip her back into the Union and into her senses or into | 


the sea before these valiant and loyal gentlemen can reach the 
spot. [Applause.] 

And now, Mr. Speaker, in the kindest spirit, and as an evidence 
that there is no ill feeling, I propose that celebrated and hospita- 
ble remark of the governor of North Carolina to the governor of 
South Carolina as a fitting closing scene to this extraordinary 
incident. [Laughter and applause. ] 
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Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I am glad the gentleman has 
disclaimed the remarks that have been attributed to him. | 
searched the RECORD, and understood him as I have stated. I am 
sure I donot wish to do the gentleman any injustice, and have had 
no desire to doso. Possibly if I had better understood the gent! 
man, I might not have made the remarks that I have; and I now 
state to the gentleman that I should be glad to accept his invita- 
tion on behalf of the governor of South Carolina, except for th, 
fact that I never indulge, and I hope some gentleman will go an:| 
drink the liquor for me, and we will go on our way rejoicing. 
| Laughter. ] 

Under consent given, Mr. WALKER of Virginia submitted 1 
following amendment: 

Insert in line 4, page 3, after the word “silver,” the following words: “B 
lion which has heretofore been or may hereafter be produced from mines 
the United States, and after the passage of this act there shall be imposed 4), 


ad valorem duty of 10 per cent on all foreign silver coins, silver bullion, « 
on all other forms of silver not dutiable under present laws.” 


RECESS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent tha 
the House now take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening, and thiit 
at 10.30 o’clock it take another recess until 10.30 o’clock to-morr. 
mene these sessions to be exclusively for debate on the pend- 
ing bill. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DiInc.ry 
asks unanimous consent of the House that a recess be taken until 
8 o'clock this evening, and a further recess at 10.30 until 10.:10 
o’clock to-morrow morning, these sessions to be for debate oniy, 

Mr. DINGLEY. And further, that the bill be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole during those two sessions. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Maine? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the gentleman froin 
New York [Mr. PAYNE] as Speaker pro tempore. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. M1iLER of Kansas, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. KIRKPATRICK, for ten days. 

To Mr. Joy, indefinitely, on account of death in his family. 

And then, in accordance with the order previously adopted, the 
House (at 5 o’clock and 16 minutes p. m.) took a recess until 8 
o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed consideration of the bill (H.R. 2904) to maintain 
and protect the coin redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of 
certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of reve 
nue, with Mr. PAYNE in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, as preliminary to a discussion of 
the merits of the pend?ng measure, permit me to briefly and ina 
condensed form call the attention of the Committee of the Whole 
to some matters directly appertaining to this bill, as disclosed in 
the record from its conception on up to its present stage. 

On the 3d day of last December, the second day of this session, 
the President, in his annual message ‘‘ To the Congress of the 
United States,” after referring at great length to the continual 
depletion of the gold reserve in the Treasury and the causes therv- 
for, uses this language: 

Iam convinced the only thorough and practicable remedy for our troubles 
is found in the retirement and cancellation of our United States notes. com 
monly called greenbacks, and the outstanding Treasury notes issued by tle 
Government in payment of silver purchases under the act of 1890. 

I believe this could be quite readily accomplished by the exchange of these 
notes for United States bonds of small as well as large denominations, bear 
ing a low rate of interest. They should be long-term bonds, thus increasing 
their desirability as investments, and because their payment could be we'll 
postponed to a period far removed from present financial burdens and p:r 
viextties, ene with increased prosperity and resources they would be more 
easily met. : 

To further insure the cancellation of these notes and also provide a way by 
which gold may be added to our currency in lieu of them, a feature in tho 
plan should be an authority given to the Secretary of the Treasury to dispose 
of the bonds abroad for gold, if necessary to complete the contemplated re 


demption and cancellation, pereiting him to use the proceeds of such bonds 


to take up and cancel any of the notes that may be in the Treasury or that 
may be received by the Government on any account. 


After criticising and condemning, in a dignified manner, how- 
ever, the free coinage of silver, he closes his message with the fol- 
lowing patriotic utterances: 


In conclusion, I especially entreat the le’s representatives in the Con- 
who are charged with the responsibility of inaugurating measures for 

fhe safety and ar of our common country, to promptly and effect- 
ively consider the ills of our critical financial plight. I have suggested a 
y which my judgment approves. I desire, however, to assure the Con- 
gress t I am prepared to cooperate with them in perfecting any other 
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measure promising thorough and practical relief, and that I will gladly labor 
with them in every patriotic endeavor to further the interests and guard the 
welfare of our countrymen whom in our respective places of duty we have 


undertaken to serve. 


After this Congress had been in session for eighteen days and 
no effort having been made, even so far as to appoint any of the 
standing committees of the House, or otherwise, to carry out the 
urgent suggestions of the President, referred to in his annual 


message, he, on the 20th day of the same month, sent a special | 
message to Congress in which he again calls the special attention of | 


Congress to the conditions of the Treasury and the great neces- 
sity of prompt legislation to replete and protect the gold reserve. 
In the concluding portion of this message he says: 


The real and sensible cure for our recurring troubles can only be effected | 


by a complete change in our financial scheme. Pending that, the executive 
branch of the Government will not relax its efforts nor abandon its determi 
nation to use every means within its reach to maintain before the world 
American credit, nor will there be any hesitation in exhibiting its confidence 
in the resources of our country and the constant patriotism of our people 

In view, however, of the peculiar situation now confronting us, [have ven- 
tured to herein express the earnest hope that the Congress, in default of the 
inauguration of a better system of finance, will not take a recess from its 
labors before it has, by legislative enactment or declaration, done something 
not only to remind those apprehensive among our own people that the re 
sources of their Government and a scrupulous regard for honest dealing af 
ford a sure guaranty of unquestioned safety and soundness, but to reassure 
the world that with these factors, and the patriotism of our citizens, and 
ability and determination of our nation to meet in any circumstances every 
obligation it incurs do not admit of question. 

| ask at the hands of the Congress such prompt aid asit alone has the power 
to give to prevent, in a time of fear and apprehension, any sacrifice of the 
yeople’s interests and the public funds or the ene of our public credit 
in an effort by Executive action to relieve the dangers of the present emer 


gency. 


On the following day, the last day of the third week of the ses- 
sion, the Speaker of the House, after having wrestled therewith 
long and patiently, if not painfully, I have no doubt, announced 
the regular standing committees, by which we learned that the 
able and distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] be- 
came the leader of the majority side, and as such was expected to 
shape all legislation for the good of the country in general, and of 





the Republican party in particular, regardless, of course, of the | 


effect it might have on the ambitions of our worthy Speaker. 
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Cheerfully assuming this leadership and all the accompanying | 


responsibilities, the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, 


~ 


on the 27th of the same month, reported the bill (H. R. 2904) now | 


before us for consideration, in words and figures as follows: 


An act to maintain and protect the coin redemption fund, and to authorize 
the issue of certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of 
revenue. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, 'That in addition to the authority given to 
the Secretary of the Treasury by the act approved January 14, 1875, entitled 
“An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,”’ he is authorized, 
from time to time, at his discretion, to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less 
than par in coin, coupon or registered bonds of the United States, to an 
amount sufficient for the object stated in this section, bearing not to exceed 
3 per cent interest per annum, payable semiannually, and redeemable at the 
pleasure of the United States, in coin, after five years from their date, and 
payable in fifteen years after their date, with like qualities, privileges, and 
exemptions provided in said act for the bonds therein authorized. And the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall use the proceeds thereof for the redemption 
of United States legal-tender notes, and for no other purpose: Provided, 'That 
nothing in this act shall be construed to repeal or modify an act approved 
May 31, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to forbid the further retirement of United States 
legal-tender notes." Whenever the Secretary of the Treasury shall offer any 
of the bonds authorized for sale by this act or by the resumption act of 1875, 
he shall advertise the same, and authorize subscriptions therefor to be made 
at the Treasury Department and at the subtreasuries and designated deposi- 
tories of the United States. 

Sec. 2. That toprovide forany temporary deficiency now existing, or which 
may hereafter occur, the Secretary‘of the Treasury is hereby authorized, at 


his discretion, to issue certificates of indebtedness of the United States to an | 


amount not exceeding $50,000,000, payable in three years after their date to 
the bearer in lawful money of the United States of the denomination of $20 
or multiples thereof, with annual coupons for interest at the rate of 3 per 
cent per annum, and to sell and dispose of the same for not less than an equal 
amount of lawful money of the United States at the Treasury Department 
and atthe subtreasuries and designated depositories of the United States and 
at such post-offices as he may select. And such certificates shall have the 
like qualities, privileges, and exemptions provided in said resumption act for 
the bonds therein authorized. And the proceeds thereof shall be used for the 
purpose prescribed in this section and for no other. 


_But two days were allowed, under a special rule, for the con- 
sideration and discussion of this most important bill, and on the 
28th of the same month, under whip and spur, it was passed by 
this House by the following vote: Yeas 170, nays 136, not voting 
49. Without taking up the time of the committee to give this 
vote in detail, I desire to add just here, in justice to many of the 
independent Republicans on the other side, that notwithstanding 
the whip and spur of the gentleman from Maine, the chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, about 50 of them refused to 
bow the head and voted with this side against the bill. 

,, On the 30th of December the bill was referred to the Senate and 
its concurrence therein requested, and on the same day was by the 
Senate referred to the Republican Senate Committee on Finance. 


| exclusively at the option of the Treasury Depar in 
| monly called * greenbacks,” shall be reissued, as provided by th 
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On the 7th day of January, 1896, the Senate Committee on 
Finance reported a bill to the Senate with an amendment as fol- 
lows: 
























That from and after the passage of this act the mints of the United States 
shal be open to the « 1age of silver, and t] } i . e 
weight of 412} grains troy, of standard silver. nine-t ei led by 
the actof January 18, 1857, and upon the same terms and su o the ta 
tions and provisions of law regulating the coinage and lega i qu v 
of gold; and whenever the said coins herein pr ’ ha ived 
into the Treasury, certificates may be issued therefor in the 1 ner now 
provided by law. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall coin into ur lver 
dollars, as soon as practicable, according to the provisions of t Lof this 
act, from the silver bullion pure] h ] { 
1800, entitled “An act directing the i r bu a i@ 
f Treasury notes thereon, and f that portion of sa 

illion which represents the s»igniorage or profit t e Gover % 
t, the difference between the cost of the silver pure] I Mier t 
its coinage value, and said silver d irs SO ¢ ed 8 
t » | eo 
i ‘ a 
tifcates against it, as if 1 he Ls 

Sec. 3. That no national-bank n ris 1 1 a- 
tion of less than $10, and all nots itst \- 
tions less than that sum shall be, as ‘ t “ll, 
and canceled, and notes of $10 and larger de tior : In 
their stead under the direction of the Compt the ri 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Tre: bene ‘ States 
notes, commonly called *“‘greenbacks,”’ and also the T ry notes “d 





under the provisions of the act of July 14, 1890, when presented for redemp 





tion, in standard silver dollars or in gold coin, using for redemptior uid 
notes either gold or silver coins, or both, not he option of the 1} r. but 






and said notes m 
tot May 
31, 1878 

This bill was considered by the Senate from day to day until the 
ist day of this month, when a vote was taken on its final passage, 
resulting as follows—yeas 42, nays 35. Including those paired 
for and against the bill, the yeas were 48 and the nays 41; total, 
89. Showing a clear majority of 7 for the free coinage of silver 
at the ratio of 16to1. The following is the vote in detail: 

Senators for the bill: 

















Allen, Chilton, Kyle, Squire 

|} Bacon, Clark, Mantle. Stewart, 

| Bate, Cockrell, Mitchell, Oreg I I 
Berry, Daniel, Morgan, Tillman, 
Blackburn, Dubois, Pasco, Turpie 
Blanchard, George, Peffer, Vest 
Brown Gordon, Perkins, V oorhees, 
Butler Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Call, Harris, Pritchard, Warret! 
Cameron Irby, Pug White, 
Cannon, Jones, Ark. Roach, Wilson, 
Carter, Jones, Nev. Shoup, Wolcott. 

Senators against the bill: 

Alarich, Frye, Lodge Proctor, 
Allison, Gallinger, McBr Quay 
Baker, Gear, t Sewell, 
Brice, Gibson, Martin Sherman, 
Burrows, Gorman, Millis Smith 
Caffery, Gray, Mitchell, Wis Thurston, 
Chandler, Hale, Morrill, Vila 

| Cullom, Hawley, Murphy, Wetmore. 
Davis, Hill, Nelson, 
Elkins, Hoar, Palmer, 





Faulkner, Lindsay, Platt, 


Politically they were divided as follows: 

For the bill: Populists, 6; Democrats, 24; 
48. 

Against the bill: Democrats. 15; Republicans, 26; total, 41. 

In this division I have classed Senators JONES and STEWarr with 
the Populists. 

The Senate is now composed of 44 Republicans, 39 Democrats, 
and 6 Populists (including Senators JONES and STEWART 

And here I may stop long enough to call the attention of this 
committee to the astonishing fact that the Senate of the United 
States, the representatives of the States as States, the greatest 
deliberative body on the face of the globe, composed of the ablest 


Republicans, 18; total, 


| citizens of our land,in which the Republican party now have a 


clear plurality of 5, if not a majority, after due, careful, and able 
consideration, adopted a free silver coinage measure by a majority 
ot 7. 

While referring to this fact, which must not and can not be 
ignored during this discussion, if I were to attempt to meet sar- 
casm with sarcasm, or abuse with abuse, I might stop here to in- 
quire if that great body, the United States Senate, is not a strange 


| abiding place for so many cranks and destructionists. I might 





inquire if it is not a sad commentary on the intelligence and pa- 
triotism of our people that a majority of the States would select 
such men as I have last indicated to represent them in the Upper 
House of ¢ Jongress. 

Again, the Republican party has always been recognized as the 
champion of the gold standard, and yet, in this month of Feb- 
ruary, in the year of our Lord 1896, we see a Republican Senate, 
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at its first session, almost immediately after a political revolution 
in favor of its party, passing a free-coinage bill. And yet Repub- 
lican leaders on this floor, on the stump, and elsewhere will éon- 
tinue to assert that the grand old party is united upon every im- 
portant question. 

But, surprising as was this result in the Senate under the cir- 
cumstances, it could not well be more surprising and, if I may 
coin a phrase, ‘‘more politically funny,” than was the recent 
action of this House, with its more than 140 Republican plurality, 
when it passed a Democratic revenue tariff bill, pure and simple, 
under the guise and pretense of complying with the President's 
request as set forth in his message. To sum it all up, here we 
have it: After a continuous session of over two months an over- 
whelmingly Republican House passes a Democratic tariff bill, and 
a Republican Senate passes a free-coinage bill. The Senate re- 
fuses to concur with the House, and the House now refuses, 
or, I take it, is about to refuse, to concur with the Senate, 
and these two bills are the only important measures or general 
bills yet considered by this Republican businesslike Congress. 
And yet the Republican leaders will persist in saying that the 
great Republican party is thoroughly united on every important 
question and the only party capable of transacting the public 
business in Congress. eo Republicans, able gentlemen, during 
this debate have declared on this floor their belief in the efficacy 
of the free coinage of silver, and some of them have gone so far as 
to assert that a majority of the masses of their party are in accord 
with their views. And still the political leaders of that party will 
doubtless continue to insist that there are no divisions in their 
ranks on this great question. 

On the 8d of this month the pending measure was returned by 
the Senate to this House and its concurrence therein requested. 
And on day before yesterday, the 5th instant, the bill was again 
reported to the House by the distinguished.chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee, accompanied with a resolution or motion 
that the House refuse to concur with the Senate amendment and 
adhere to the original bill. The distinguished gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp] has given notice that at the proper time he 
will move to concur in the Senate amendment. And thus is the 
issue presented. Those of us who favor free coinage of both 
metals—gold and silver—should vote to concur. Those who are 
opposed to free coinage of both of the precious metals should vote 
to nonconcur, 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DiInGLEy], in his able speech 
on Wednesday, to which I listened very carefully, says we should 
vote to nonconcur, for the reason, if for no other, that the Senate 
has failed and refused to give an answer responsive to the bill 
which the House sent to it for its consideration. In other words, 
if 1 understood him aright, we should rebuke the Senate because 
it virtually ignored the House bill and in lieu thereof returned 
to us another and entirely different measure. Upon this propo- 
sition I most respectfully, yet humbly, take issue with him. I 
regard the Senate bill as of the same subject-matter as the House 
bill, designed and intended to meet and subserve the same com- 
mon purpose. 

In my very limited time I can not undertake to enter into an ex- 
planation of these bills in detail. I have had them read and placed 
in the RecorD where all can see them. Theyare plain and simple, 
and all can understand them. The object of the first section of 
the House bill is to provide for the issuing of bonds—not gold 
bonds for the preservation of gold for redemption purposes, as re- 
quested by President Cleveland in his message, but coin bonds, to 
be used exclusively for the redemption of United States legal-tender 
notes. The second section provides for the issuance of time cer- 
tificates of indebtedness, to be used for the current expenses of the 
Government in cases of insufficient revenue from other sources. 

The first section of the Senate bill provides for the free coinage 
of silver at the old ratio. 

The second section provides that that portion of silver bullion 
now in the Treasury, known as the seigniorage, shall also be 
coined into standard silver dollars, to be used in the payment of 
the current expenses of the Government. 

Section 8 provides that hereafter no national-bank note shall be 
issued of a Sentmdnetion of less than $10, etc. 

Section 4 provides that the Secretary of the Treasury shall re- 
deem the United States notes commonly called ‘‘ greenbacks ” 
and those commonly called the ‘‘Sherman notes” in silver or gold 
at the option of the Secretary of the Treasury only, etc. 

Now, I repeat, when you come to compare the two more care- 
fully, it must be conceded that they are designed to accomplish 
the same purpose, but in radically different channels perhaps. 
Let us see if this is not true. The House bill provides for the is- 
suing of not exceeding $50,000,000—mark you, not exceeding—of 
certificates of indebtedness to be used for current expenses. The 
Senate bill provides for the coinage of the seigniorage for the 
same purpose, which will provide at once for considerably more 
than $50,000,000. 


The House bill provides for bonds for coin for redemption pur- 
poses. The Senate bill, taking sections 1 and 4 together, makes 
provision for the same purpose by providing for the free coinage 
of silver and its use for redemption purposes as wellas gold. Does 
any member here doubt for a moment that if this policy were 
adopted we would have plenty of coin—gold and silver—in th; 
Treasury for redemption purposes? If so, where is the necessity 
for bonds to procure the precious metal? 

But of course the gentleman from Maine does not base his oppo- 
sition to the Senate bill on this one ground alone, but goes on in a 
very able and learned manner, from his standpoint, to point out th: 
reasons why he believes the bill would be vicious and dangerous 
to the country, and hence should be rejected. 

Even if I could do so, it is not my desire or intention to at- 
tempt to answer him in the short time allotted me. [I still be- 
lieve that the weight of the argument is on the side of free silver, 
just as I have believed ever since I commenced to study tly 
question some ten or twelve years ago. My views and my rea- 
sons are well known, to at least very many of the older member 
of this honorable body, as well as to my constituents, and even i| 
I had the time I weeks not care to repeat them now, for so tho: 
oughly and frequently has this subject been debated here, pro and 
con, that [donot flatter myself that Icould say anything new or that 
my humble efforts would result in many conversions, as much as 
I would desire it. After having given this question all the care- 
ful study, research, and consideration that time and capacity 
would permit, I am a conscientious believer in the true efticaey of 
the free coinage of silver at the old and time-tried ratio of 16 to |. 
I firmly believe it would be better for my country, which I love 
so well. I most sincerely believe that a great majority of the px 
ple of this country want and demand free-coinage legislation at 
our hands. 

I want tobe withandforthepeople. Thatis my ideaof my stew- 
ardship here. That is my idea of true Democracy—the party to 
which I belong. Such, 1 say, are my own personal convictions, 
and hence I shall vote to concur in the Senateamendment. And 
yet, if I were not fully persuaded that such a course was the proper 
one there is still another and weighty reason that would induce 
me to vote for free coinage. I believe that it is the duty of amem- 
ber of Congress to represent on this floor the will of his constitu- 
ents, as near as may be, whenever that will is clearly and intelli- 
gently expressed and made known. I have the honor torepresent 
a district in western Ohio. A people, 1 dare say, who are as in- 
telligent, on an average, as those of any other districtinthe Union. 
A people about equally divided between the country and the town. 
A people about equally divided in agriculture, manufacturing, and 
mercantilepursuits. Apeople who have carefully andintelligent|) 
considered and debated for years the identical question now lhe- 
fore us for action,the result of which is, [ feel safeinsaying, that 
avery large majority of them are as earnestly in favor of the free 
coinage of silver as is your humble speaker. 

At the convention in which I was last honored with a nomina- 
tion, composed of as bright a lot of men, from all parts of thie 
district, as you will find anywhere, a free-coinage plank was 
adopted with scarcely a dissenting voice. For this reason. if for 
no other, I would vote for the Senate bill. But I cheerfully do so 
anyhow, for, as I said before, I believe the free coinage of silver 
will be best for our country, will result in better progress and 
prosperity, and the consequent greater happiness and content o! 
mankind. And [still believe it will be brought aboutin, by, and 
through the great Democratic party, which has always shown it 
self to be the true party of all the people and especially of th 
common people. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Gipson] is recognized for forty minutes. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, when this Congress met there were 
various governmental evils confronting us. Several of these evils 
related to the Treasury Department. 

1. The gold in the Treasury was melting away like ice in sum- 
mer time. 

2. The President was selling 5 per cent bonds running ten years 
and 4 per cent bonds running thirty years, and had already sold 
over one hundred and sixty-two millions, increasing our national 
debt that much, in a time of perfect peace. 

8. These sales were being made secretly to syndicates of bankers, 
some of them foreigners. 

4, The proceeds of these sales were being used to pay the cur- 
rent expenses of Government, whereas the sales were professedly 
to be used exclusively to maintain the gold reserve. 

5. There was a growing deficiency in the Treasury, and no 
method of providing against it except by the sale of long-term 
bonds. 

What was the action of this House in providing remedies for these 
financial evils? 

1. It provided short-term bonds in lieu of long-term bonds. 
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2, It provided for 3 per cent bonds in lieu of 4 and 5 per cent 
bonds y : 

8. It prohibited any more secret sales of bonds to syndicates of 
bankers. a call 

4, It prohibited the proceeds of bonds sold to maintain the gold 
reserve from being used to pay the expenses of the Government. 

5. It provided for any temporary deficiency in the Treasury by 
authorizing the issuance of 3 per cent certificates not exceeding 
$50,000,000 in all. : : : 

What has been the action of the Senate in reference to these 
matters? 

1. It has sanctioned the action of the President in selling long- 
term bonds. 

2, It has sanctioned the action of the President in selling these 
bonds secretly. 

3. It has sanctioned the action of the President in selling these 
bonds to syndicates of bankers, some of them foreigners. 

4. It has sanctioned the action of the Presidentin using the pro- 
ceeds of these bond sales in paying the current expenses of the 
Government. 

5. Ithas refused to authorize the issuance of 3 per cent three- 
year certificates to provide for any temporary deficiency. 

6. It has refused to provide for any temporary deficiency of 
revenues. 

7. It has refused to require that bonds should be sold on public 
notice. 

8. It has refused to reduce the rate of interest on bonds to be 
sold. 

9, In a word, the Senate has indirectly indorsed all that the 
President has done, indorsed his secret sales of long-term, high- 
interest bonds, indorsed his dealings with foreign bankers, in- 
dorsed his use of the reserve fund to pay current expenses, and, 
in fact, indorsed, generally, all he has done, and refused in any 
way to interfere, or change, orforbid. In thisstate of facts I am 

salled on to make a choice between the action of this House and 
the action of the Senate, and I have no hesitancy in saying that, 
in my judgment, this House has met the emergency fairly, 
squarely, wisely, and patriotically, whereas the Senate refuses to 
meet the emergency at all, and willfully dodges the issue. 
THE SENATE'S ANSWER. 

This House, which represents the people in their individual ca- 

acity, says to the Senate: ‘‘ The President is selling long-term 

ynds, and what are you going to do about it?” 

And the Senate rises up solemnly and answers: ‘‘ The free and 
unlimited coinage of silver.” [Laughter. | 

This House says to the Senate: ‘‘ The President is selling 4 per 
cent bonds when we can borrow money at 3 per cent; what do 
you say about that?” 

The Senate stands up gravely and says: ‘‘ The free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver.” 

This House says to the Senate: ‘‘But the President is selling 
these bonds secretly, and not allowing open competition; are you 
willing to let that go on?” 

Our wise and dignified Senate rises up and answers: ‘‘ The free 
and unlimited coinage of silver.” [Laughter. } 

This House says to the Senate: ‘‘The President is selling our 
bonds to syndicates of bankers, some of them foreigners; what do 
you think of that?” 

Our Senate rises up and deliberately replies: ‘‘The free and un- 
limited coinage of diver.” 

This House says to the Senate of the United States, at the other 
end of the Capitol: ‘‘ The President claims to sell these bonds to 
maintain the gold reserve, and yet he uses the proceeds to pay the 
expenses of the Government; what do you think about that?” 

And the Senate of the United States rises, and, in measured 
tones, answers: ‘‘The free and unlimited coinage of silver.” 
[Laughter. } 

This House, representing the people, says to the Senate, repre- 
senting the States: ‘‘Are you content to let Mr. Cleveland and 
Secretary Carlisle go on as they have been going, selling high- 
interest, long-term bonds secretly and to foreigners? Are you 
content to let the debt of this country be thus permanently in- 
creased?” 

And the Senators once more reply: “The free and unlimited 
coinage of silver.” 

And thus our wise Senate has only one answer to all of our 
questions. Like Poe’s raven, it makes but one response, and that 
is ‘“‘ more silver ”’—silver more. 

Is there, is there balm in Gilead? 

Tell me, tell me, I implore! 

Quoth this raven, “Silver more!” 

[Laughter. ] 

“Sixteen to one” seems to be the “lost Lenore” of our Senate; 
but I am afraid it will have no better fortune than Poe in its 
longing to— 


Clasp that rare and radiant maiden, 
Sweet ‘sixteen to one.” 
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[ could well afford to stop here in justification of my vote against 
the Senate atnendment and in favor of the House bill: but as the 
question of gold and silver has been so generally discussed in this 
debate, I prefer to submit some thoughts on that issue. 


SILVER AND GOLD COMPARED 


In a general way my sympathies are, and have always been, 
with silver as compared with gold. 

Gold is the money of the rich, and silver is the money of the poor. 
Kings deal in gold, the money lords deal in gold, the millionaires 
deal in gold; but the farmer deals in silver, the mechanic deals in 
silver, the day laborer deals in silver, and the poor woman who 
slaves her life away works for silver. 

Gold is the pampered slave that dances attendance upon the 
wealthy the world over, while silver is the faithful, humble friend 
that helps the poor man in his hour of need, that buys those items 
from the merchant that sweeten his life and brighten his home. 

Gold is a king, its home is in princely palaces, and it travels 
none but royal roads. It despises the poor man and scorns to be 
found in his company. It will not notice the poor farmer's girl, 
however beautiful and good, but smiles upon the rich daughters 
of fashion and pride, however ugly and worthless. 

The son of the banker, with haughty pride, exhibits his golden 
eagles upon the street corners where wealth and frivolity most do 
congregate, while the poor plowboy whistles happily to the tune 
of a few dimes jingling in his breeches pocket as he does his daily 
task. [Laughter. | 

Gold is a spirit of evil that encourages crime, and sin, and folly; 
but silver is an angel of mercy that comforts the poor, cheers the 
hungry, and consoles the needy. Gold, red in color, like the fires 
of hell, is the metal of avarice and pride; but silver, whose tint is 
that of the heavens above, is the metal of humble honesty, the 
minister of mercy, and the currency of charity. 

But gold, in spite of the glory of its trappings, in spite of its 
splendid armorial bearings, in spite of its glittering shield, in 
spite of its pomp and pageantry—in spite of all these, gold isa 
coward; and when thestern visage of danger confronts it, it turns 
tail and runs away and hides out of sight. When War -beats his 
drum, and blows his bugle, and draws his sword, gold trembles 
like a sheep when a lion roars. 

Silver is braver. It makes no great display, it has no lineage 
depicted on its shield, it is not heralded by the thrilling blast of 
trumpets or the plaudits of hired retainers. It is not bedizened 
with spectacular ornamentations, but it draws iis sword upon 
the field of conflict, and fights with valor long after gold has left 
the field in ignominious flight. 


SILVER BECOMING ARROGANT, 


But while silver has many graces and virtues which commend 
it to my sympathy, and to the sympathy of mankind, yet 1 wish 
it distinctly understood that when silver throws off its garb of 
commonalty and assumes the character of a master and a dictator, 
and arrogates to itself the right of proscription, then my sympathy 
begins to shrink and a spirit of resistance and resentinent swells 
forth from my heart. 

Iam willing to give silver the kindest possible consideration, 
It was the companion of my humble boyhood, and its smile cheered 
my youthful heart when I had the chance to look upon its face. 

3ut in these latter years it seems to have fed on royal meat, and 
has grown so great and so imperious that, like Cesar, it wants to 
wear a regal crown. It seems unwilling to serve our country 
any longer, and wants to be our ruler, 

A great deal has been said about *‘ the rights” of silver. Ideny 
that silver has any ‘‘ rights,” or that gold has any * rights,” or 
that any other metal hasany ‘‘rights.” <All ‘rights ” belong to the 
people, and the people have the right to use silver as money, and 
have the right to use gold as money, and have the right to disuse 
either; and what is more, the right to disuse both. [Applanse.] 

I spoke a moment ago about gold being a coward, and silver 
having some courage, yet I can not forget that when, in 1861, the 
life of my country was in danger, when money was absolutely 
needed to keep our armies in the field, both silver and gold turned 
tailand ran away, and seemed not to care whether our country 
lived or died. 

THE MIGHTY GREENBACK. 


Neither can I forget another great fact.” I can not forget that 
when both gold and silver had run away and left our armies to 
starve, and our ships to rot at the wharves, I can not forget that 
then, in the very crisis of our fate, the mighty greenback leaped 
from the brain of the Republican party, like Minerva from the 
brain of Jove, full grown and full armed; then it was that the 
mighty greenback leaped into the embattled field, and drawing the 
sword of patriotism won that glorious victory that preserved the 
life of our country, and entitled itself to the praise and gratitude of 
patriots while the love of the Union dwells in the hearts of men. 
| Applause. } 
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But while the greenback saved our country, and while silver is 
the money of the poor man, I must not forget that a great nation 
like ours, with its great cities, its immense manufactures, its end- 
less railroad lines, its enormous wealth, needs gold also in order 
to conduct its financial operations, both among ourselves and with 
the other great nations of the earth. Gold is indispensable in our 
great commercial and financial transactions, and we must retain 
it as one of our means of national and international exchange. 

Hence, I favor all three of our great moneys—gold, silver, and 
greenback—‘‘ these three.” We must not become silver-eyed by 
using silver spectacles, nor must we become gold-eyed by using 
golden goggles; neither must a green-eyed jealousy of both gold 
and silver so prejudice us against them as to make us greenbackers 
and fiat-money men. 

We want all three sorts of money, gold, silver, and paper, just 
as we have had them for so many years, gold and silver repre- 
senting the substance of things, and the paper representing the 
spirit of things, the faith of our country; al my chief complaint 
is that there is not enough of the substance, and an insufficient 
supply of the faith. [Laughter.] 


TRINITY OF MONEY. 


There are financial tinkers, just as there are theological tinkers. 
There are men who are unitarians in money and in religion, who 
believe in only one Person in the divine world and only one metal 
in the financial world. But the great mass of Christians are 
trinitarians in religion and trinitarians in finance; they believe 
that there are three persons in the Godhead, and that there are 
three kinds of money—gold, silver, and paper. My people are 
trinitarians in religion and in finance; they are satisfied both 
with the Bible of their fathers and the money of their fathers. 
The Turks, who are unitarians in religion, cry out, ‘‘ There is no 
God but God, and Mahomet is His prophet,” and the financial 
unitarians cry out, ‘‘ There is no money but gold, and Rothschild 
is its prophet.” And as the Turks massacre those who do not 
agree with them, so some of these financial Turks would destroy 
those who do not agree with them. And as there are some Chris- 
tians who are as fanatical as the Turks, so there are silver men 
who are just as fanatical as the gold men, and who would brand 

old as a traitor, and condemn to the political scaffold every pub- 
ic man who is found with a piece of gold upon his person. 

And there are also fiat-money men, who regard both gold and 
silver as relics of barbarism, and who would banish both metals 
from the domain of money, and make fiat paper the exclusive cur- 
rency of the nation. 

1 & not travel with eitherofthesecrowds. Iprefer the old road. 
Long ago I discovered that old roads are the safest and best. I 
am a believer in gold, and I am a believer in silver, andI am a 
believer in greenbacks, and I am a believer in having a larger vol- 
ume of each one and a larger amount of money to the man. 

But I do not believe the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
would increase the amount of money, because it would drive out 
of circulation the six hundred millions of gold now in this coun- 
try; or, in other words, it would reduce the volume of money in 
the United States about one-third; and it would take all the mints 
of the United States fifteen years to make good this loss—and 
what are we going to do for money these fifteen years? 

But it has been said that there is no gold in this country. Ah, 
that can not be said any more since last Wednesday, when citi- 
zens of the United States bid over $558,000,000 in gold for the last 
issue of bonds. 

There are always several hundred millions of dollars hoarded 
in our country, and the preference is always given to gold. If 
gold is not hoarded silver will be. 


MORE MONEY AND GOOD MONEY. 


While I wish a larger volume of money in circulation, I want 
it all to be good money. Ido not want one sort of money to be 
worth 100 cents to the dollar, another sort to be worth 75 cents, 
and a third sort to be worth 50 cents; but want every dollar, 
whether gold, silver, or paper, to be worth 100 cents to the dollar. 
Whatever bears the stamp of my country I want to be as good of 
its kind as can be found on God’s earth. [Applause.] And I do 
not want one sort of money for the rich, and another sort for the 

y00r, one sort for the banker and another sort for the farmer; 

but I want the poor man to be paid in as good money as the coun- 
try has, and I want the farmer’s money to be equal to the best; 
and I want as many silver dollars coined and as many paper dol- 
lars printed as can be kept at par with gold. 

And this I consider the true Republican doctrine. There are 

1d Republicans, silver Republicans, and greenback Republicans; 

ut Lam not one of any of ihansibesabilonns. I am a good-money 
Republican, and when the money is good Ido not care, and nobody 
else cares, whether it be gold, silver, or paper. we want is 
that the money be good and there be plenty of it; plenty of it to 
float the business of the country, to give fair as all products 
and fair wages for all producers and all workers. 

The Republican party does not want gold alone, nor silver alone, 
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nor paper alone; but we want ail three, and all three of « jual 
value, and each worth 100 cents to the dollar. [Applause. } 

There is this peculiarity about money: good money always leaves 
the field of business when bad money comes in. The moment a 
silver dollar becomes of less value than a gold dollar, that mome 
gold retires and ceases to circulate as money. And the moment 
paper money becomes of less value than gold and silver, that mo- 
ment both gold and silver disappear from circulation, and paper 
becomes the only money in common use among the people. 

This rule was illustrated during the war. Both gold and silyey 
disappeared as money as soon as greenbacks became worth les 
than either, and they never came back into circulation again unti! 
a greenback became worth its face in gold and silver. 

But it is said that the silver dollar has not been fairly treated, 
This statement I deny, and I desire to submit some facts in su)- 
port of my denial. In the first place, I call attention to the gre: 
and undisputed fact that before the war a United States silver 
dollar was a curiosity. I was born in 1837, and have no recollec- 
tion of having ever seen a United States silver dollar before the 
war. There were Mexican dollars, French dollars, Peruvian do! 
lars, and some other foreign silver dollars in circulation, but 
United States silver dollar before the war was a curiosity, and to 
day a United States silver dollar coined before the war is neve 
seen. I doubt whether there is a man in this House who has ever 
seen a United States silver dollar that was coined before 1%i)|, 
[Applause. ] 

ACT OF 1873. 

How is it to-day? The land is full of United States silver dol- 
lars. There have been coined since the war 423,000,000 silye: 
dollars, while in all the years before the war there were coined 
only 8,000,000 silver dollars. More than fifty times as many silver 
dollars coined since 1873 as were coined in all the eighty years 
before 1873, and yet we are told that silver has been demonetized, 
has been illtreated, has been degraded. Our ears have been deaf- 
ened by outcries and denunciations against what is called the 
‘‘crime of 1873.” It is claimed that the bill was passed secretly, 
and that JoHN SHERMAN is guilty of it, when the facts are the }ill 
was pending in Congress for several years, the debates on it in the 
Senate cover 78 columns of the Congressional Globe, and the dis- 
cussions on it in the House fill 66 columns of the same journal, 
while that “arch conspirator,” JOHN SHERMAN, actually voted 
against it, and that great free-silver champion, Senator STEWART 
of Nevada, voted for it. [Laughter.] I envy neither the intelli- 
gence nor the honesty of the public man who howls himself hoarse 
in denunciation of the ‘‘ crime of 1873,” when I consider that «ll 
the ‘‘crime ” there is exists in his diseased im gination or in his 
unfair intention. Neither do I respect the patriotism of that pub- 
lic man who broadly charges that the hundreds of statesmen, Re- 
publicans and Democrats, who voted for, or failed to vote against, 
the bill of 1873 were bribed, or were traitors. [Applause. ] 

The honest God's truth is that in 1873 there was no silver at all 
in circulation, and no probability that there would be any in the 
then near future; and it was not then expected that silver dollars 
would ever again be in demand as money, except for trade with 
China; and to suit this trade the trade dollar was authorized. 
Before the war gold was the main metal money of the country, 
and we had almost ceased tocoin silver dollars, as this table shows: 


Silver dollars coined from 1839 to 1862. 


Dollars. | Year. | Dollars. 

140, 750 | 

15, 000 | 

62; 600 | 

184, 618 | 47,500 | 

165,100 || 1851.._ 1° 300 | 

20,000 || 1852. -. 2... 1, 100 | 

24,500 || 1853 46,110 | 

169, 600 || 1854 33,140 | 
| 


From 1806 to 1886, a period of thirty years, not a single silver 
dollar was coined in the United States. In 1837, 1838, and 15°) 
not a silver dollar was coined, and in 1836 only 1,000 were coined. 
And what is more, it is well known that nearly all the silver do! 
lars that were coined between 1793 and 1862 were melted by silver- 
smiths to make silverware and silver merchandise. 

There was no “conspiracy” against silver in 1873, and no 
‘crime ” against the people. The act of 1873 was fully, honestly, 
and patriotically considered, and the men who voted for it were 
not prompted by greed nor bought by gold. 

HISTORY OF THE ACT OF 1873. 

Here is a true history of the bill of 1873: 


The bill was prepared in 1870 by Mr. Boutwell, then Secretary of the 
Treasury, and his colleagues, and was printed and sent to experts on coinage 
in all parts of the civilized world. The bill, with Deputy Comptroller Knox's 
report thereon, was printed in the Bankers’ Magazine for July, 1870. The 
bill was sent to Senator SHERMAN, of the Senate Finance Committee, 1 
April, 1870. It was then printed again and many thousands of copies were 
sent to bankers, capitalists, and whoever asked for it. In December, 1870, it 
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7 report unanimously for passage by the Senate Finance Committee 
This reperted = aed of eobemess AN, Williams of Oregon, Cattell, Mor 
RIL, Warner, Fenton, and Bayard. You will notice this cx mmittee had the 
bill under discussion about eight months. January 10, 1871, the bill was 
passed by the Senate by a vote of 36 for to 14 against. — . . 

Among those voting for the bill were the six Senators from the Pacific Coast. 
and among them was STEWART of Nevada. SHERMAN voted against the bill 
because it provided for the coinage by the mints of gold without charge or 
seigniorage. The bill then went to the ouse, and January 13, 1871, was ordered 
printed. params 25, 1871, the bill was reported back by the House Commit 
tee on Coinage with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, when it was 
again printed and recommitted to the Committee on Coinage. March 9, 1571, 
W. D. Kelley reintroduced the bill, when it was again printed and referred to 
the Committee on Coinage. January 6, 1872, the bill was reported for pa: sage 
The bill was read in full and debated at length by Kelley, Potter, Garfield, 
Maynard, Dawes, Holman, and others. January 10, 1872, the bill was rec 
mitted to the Committee on Coinage, and February 9, 1872, was again reported 
by the committee and was again ordered to be reprinted, and was recommitted 
to the committee. February 15, 1872, it was again reported for passage, was 
again printed, and was made a special order for March 12, 1872. 

“On April 9, 1872, the bill was debatel by Hooper and others, and Mr. 
Hooper's speech alone filled 10 columns of the Congressional Globe. Mr 
Stoughton’s speech on the bill fills 7 columns of the Globe. On May 27, 1872, 
the bill was again called up and was amended and passed by a vote of 110 to 13 
The bill was then sent to the Senate, was ordered printed, and was referred 
to the Finance Committee. On December 16, 1872, the bill was again before 
the Senate, and after debate was again ordered to be printed in full, with all 
the amendments. On January 7, 1873, the bill was again reported with fur 
ther amendments, and again was ordered printed. 
yassed after a debate which fills 19 columns of the Congressional Globe. The 
bin then went to the House, was printed on January 21, 1873, and, as is the 
rule, went toa committee of conference, which consisted of Hooper, Stough 
ton, and McNeeley, of the House, and SHERMAN, Scott, and Bayard, of the Sen 
ate. The report of this conference committee was agreed to by both Houses, 
and the bill became a law on February 12, 1873. It is thus seen that the bill 
was debated during five sessions of Congress. 


But Congress soon afterwards authorized the coinage of silver 








dollars, and since 1873 423,000,000 silver dollars have been coined, | 


fifty times more than were coined before 1873. 


I have already given a table of the coinage of silver dollars be- | 
Ihave shown that only 8,000,000 silver dollars were | 


fore the war. 


coined between 1793 and 1873, a period of eighty years, an average | 


of only $100,000 a year, whereas in the twenty-three years between 
1873 and 1895, including both, there were coined 423,000,000 of 
standard silver dollars, and 36,000,000 of trade silver dollar, in all 
459,000,000, or an average of nearly 20,000,000 a year! In other 
words, since 1873—when they say the silver dollar was demonetized 
and disgraced—since 1873, a period of twenty-three years, fifty- 


seven times more silver dollars were coined than were coined in | 


all the eighty years from 1798 to 1873. Indeed, in the one year 


1890, we coined over 38,000,000 silver dollars, more than four times | 


as many as were coined in all the eighty years prior to the so-called 
‘crime of 1873.” And yet we are told that the silver dollar of 
our fathers has been ‘‘ demonetized” and degraded, and most un- 
fairly treated! 


Let me give the coinage of silver dollars since 1873, so that it | 


may be compared with the coinage before 1873: 


Silver dollars coined from 1878 to 1895. 





Year Trade | Standard | 
o dollars. 


dollars. | 


1, 222,000 | 
4, 910, 000 
6, 279, 600 5 
2, 150 
710 





22, 405, 550 
27. 560. 100 
, ood 
WTS 
100 









S ihaiatiedlede B62, 470 


Sn i I at 


Now, let any honest man compare this table of silver dollars 
coined since and during 1873 with the table I have just given of 
silver dollars coined before 1873 and tell me wherein has the silver 
dollar been unfairly treated since 1873. Eight millions coined in 
eighty years before 1873 and 459,000,000 coined in the twenty-three 


On January 17, 1873, it was | 
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bear. When men are prosperous they become reckless and are 
inclined to try experiments. 

In 1890 we were prosperous. But we wanted to be more 
perous. Quacks in medicine always guarantee a curt 
they are sure to kill; and men who 
nothing to gain are always prod 





pr 
. even when 
iz to lose and 
In promises; they are 


have everythin 





trees 





that bear a profusion of flowers, but little or no fruit 

The Democratic party was then out of power, and it promised the 
people that if it was put in power the country would become far 
more prosperous than it then was. The Democratic politicians 
told the farmers that if their party was put in power wheat would 
bring $1 a bushel, and every laboring man would get work at high 
wages, and all store goods would be so cheap and money so plenti- 


ful that everybody would have a sufficiency of all the m 
and most of the luxuries of human life. 

Many a farmer believed this singsong, many a laboring man was 
beguiled by this sophistry, many a merchant lent a willing ear. 
And what was the result? The Democratic 


i party ele ‘ted an ver- 
whelming majority of the members of this House. And what then 
| happened? The business world took a scare. The Democratic 


party stood for free trade and free silver, and the manufa 


ifacturing 
establishments of the United States began to stay wheels, 
and the men who had been lending money began to call in their 
loans, and Europe began to send back to us hundreds of millions 
of our bonds, and in a short time over 2.000.000 tbormn men 


were out of work, the courts were full of lawsuits, men’s estates 
were sold at a sacrifice, money could not be borrowed, property 
could not be sold, farms were bought at sheriffs’ sales for one- 
tenth of their value, rich men were made paupers, and no one 
prospered but lawyers, sheriffs, constables, and court clk rks, and 
a financial panic struck us like a cyclone and in a day broke 
down a hundred banks, pauperized thousands of men believed to 
be rich, reduced millions to beggary, and forced tens of thousands 
to commit crime in order to live. 

And, Mr. Speaker, we will not have a full return to prosperity 
until we get rid of the Democratic party and its twin heresies, 
free trade and free silver. 

DEMAND FOR SILVER EXAGGERATED 

I maintain, Mr. Speaker, that there is not the demand among 
the people for silver that a great many of the advocates of the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver insist there is. In support of my 
position I call attention to the fact that since 1873 there have been 
coined 423,000,000 standard silver dollars. and of these 422.000.0000 
silver dollars 353,000.000 remain to-day inthe Treasury of the United 
States, with only 70,000,000 outstanding. Someone says, ‘** Why 
does not the Government issue these 353,000,000 silver dollars that 
are in the Treasury?” That is a question that I want to answer 
for I find there is a great deal of misapprehension on this point. 

The 353,000,000 silver dollars in the Treasury are represented 


’ 


by silver certificates. I have one in my hand. I am riv iongh 
toown one. How does it read? 
This certifies that there has been deposited in the Treasury of the United 


States 1 silver dollar payable to the bearer on demand 


One silver dollar, deposited in the Treasury of the United States 
payable to the bearer on demand! I own that silver dollar on de- 
posit in the Treasury of the United States, and the Secretary of 
the Treasury would perpetrate a felonious breach of trust if he 


’ 


were to issue that silver dollar to any other person; and so with 
all of these other 353,000,000 in the Treasury represented by silver 
certificates. They are held by the people. Look at the money in 


your pockets and you will find most of it to consist of these very 
These 353.000.000 of silver dollar belong to 
the men who hold the $353,000,000 of 


silver certificates 


The 


Treasurer of the United States just holds them on deposit sub- 
ject to the order of the people who have the certificates. There is 
| one silver dollar in the United States Treasury that belon /me 
by virtue of the certificate I have just read. And yet there are 


| 8,088, 972 | 


years since 1873—an average of 100,000 silver dollars coined each | 
year before the war, and an average of nearly 20,000,000 a year | 


coined since 1873. And yet there are men who want to make the 
people believe that there were more silver dollars before the war 
than there are now! 


DEMOCRATIC SUCCESS BROUGHT RUIN. 
The great cause of our financial troubles has been loss of con- 
fidence in the business capacity of our Government. In 1890 this 
country was wonderfully prosperous. But prosperity is hard to 


thousands of so-called silver men crying out, ‘* Why does not Mr. 
Carlisle pay out the silver dollars in the Treasury?” <A very] 
part of this talk about silver is based on ignorance or wi!lful mis- 
representation. 
SECRET OF THE SILVER AGITATIO® 

Now, if the people want silver, why are 353.000,000 of these 
certificates outstanding and only dollars in 
circulation? There would be no better method of stopping this 
outcry in favor of silver dollars than to call in every one of the 
silver certificates and issue all of these 353,000,000 silver dollars, 
and make the champions of free silver pack 10, 20, or 50 silver dol- 
lars in their pockets day after day and from morning to night. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the secret of this silver agitation? 
The secret of this agitation is that the silver-mine owners of the 
Rocky Mountains want to get a big price for their silver. If it is 
not profitable for them to mine silver, why are they mining silver 
to-day? Why are they taking out millions upon millions of silver, 
if it is not a profitable business? It is a profitable business. They 
are becoming millionaires; and yet, not satisfied with getting an 
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honest payment for their labor, like the farmers, the merchants, 
and the artisans, they want to be paid two prices for their labor. 
They want the Government of the United States to pay them 100 
cents for every 50 cents’ worth of silver they mine. 

I will join hands with the silver minerson this subject, and with 
all the champions of free silver, if the same Government that pays 
100 cents for 50 cents’ worth of silver will buy 50 cents’ worth of 
wheat and pay 100 cents for it, or buy 50 cents’ worth of corn and 
pay 100 cents for it, or buy 50 cents’ worth of coal or 50 cents’ 
worth of iron and pay my constituents 100 cents for it, and 100 
cents for every 50 cents’ worth of property my people carry to the 
markets of the country. And I believe it is just as unreasonable 
for these silver men to expect the Government of the United States 
to take 50 cents’ worth of their silver bullion and coin it into a 100- 
cent dollar, as it would be to take 50 cents’ worth of wheat to a Gov- 
ernment mill and insist upon it being ground into 100 cents’ worth 
of flour. What magic is there in silver that it should stand up 
and say, *‘I have more rights than any other product of human 
toil upon the American continent?” I want my people of east 
Tennessee to have as many rights as the silver miners of Colorado, 
Nevada, or Idaho, and if these miners are to be paid by the Gov- 
ernment a double price for their a, I want the same Goy- 
ernment to pay my people a double price for the products of their 
labor. 


THE GENERAL SITUATION, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the general situation? Here are all 
the great nations of the earth occupying the same position that we 
do on this silver question, They float just as much silver as they 
can keep at par with gold, and no more. They are the great civi- 
lized countries of the earth. I will enumerate them: England, 
France, Germany, Belgium, Italy, Switzerland, Norway, Sweden, 
Austria, and Holland. They are old nations. Their financiers 
are the great-grandsons of financial forefathers, who have been in 
the money business for hundreds of years, whereas we are mere 
boys in finance, and for our country to set itself up to lead the 
whole financial world is nothing move nor less than a piece of 
Yankee impudence, and an exhibition of free-silver assumption 
and ignorance. That is all it is. 

To ignore the example of other great nations is not wise; it is 
not common sense; it does not meet the exigency of the occasion, 
and it only tends to make us ridiculous in the eyes of the finan- 
cial world. The business of a great country must be transacted 
on the soundest business principles, and can be transacted upon 
no other. I want to see my country stand in the forefront of the 
great nations of the earth, holding aloft its glorious banner, bear- 
ing no such words as ‘‘ Gold first and silver afterwards”; but, as 
Daniel Webster said upon a great occasion, bearing upon all its 
ample folds as they float over the sea and over the land and in 
every wind under the whole heavens, these other words dear to 
every true American heart, ‘‘ Gold and silver, now and forever, one 
and inseparable.” [Applause. ] 

Mr. McCLURE., Mr Speaker, it is manifest that a crisis in 
our national financial policy is fast approaching. There have 
been two startling epochs in recent financial history—1873 and 
1893. The former was brought about by legislative stealth, as- 
sisted by executive inattention; and the latter was brought about 
by executive coercion, assisted by legislative subserviency. The 
legislation that made both of these epochs notorious never re- 
ceived the assent of the American people. The act of 1873 met 
with sharp repudiation in 1878 by the passage, over the veto of 
the President, of the Bland bill and the Matthews resolution. 
Need I comment on the act of 1893? That it was repudiated 
admits of an ocular demonstration in the political constitution of 
thisChamber. I forbear comment, out of a spirit of obituary kind- 
ness to the illustrious deceased. [Laughter.] I contemplate the 
exodus that went out of this Chamber on the dissolution of the 
Fifty-third Congress, notin the spirit of bimetallic revenge, but 
rather in philosophic sorrow; for hereafter no man will ever at- 
tempt to disentomb a “cuckoo.” He belongs to the fossiliferous 
strata of American political geology, and his bones, in the dis- 
tant future, will excite scientific curiosity as anatomical evidence 
of an extinct species. [Laughter and applause. } 

It is, therefore, historical that the legislation of both periods, 
1878 and 1893, have been followed by pronounced signs of the 
national displeasure, But, Mr. Speaker, it is an old story—old as 
history and coeval with human cupidity—that the creditor, hav- 
ing won an unfair advantage over the debtor, will not be dislodged 
without a bitter fight. Hence the battle of the standards has been 
raging in this country for twenty-five years. At times the people 
have been victorious. At times they have been betrayed and over- 
reached. They were betrayed in 1873. They were partially vic- 
torious in 1878. They fancied they were victorious in 1890, but 
they were robbed of the fruits of that victory by the artful con- 
struction of the act of that year by the fiscal authorities of the 
nation; and they were disastrously overreached in 1893. 

Now, this is true, Mr. Speaker: Either the nation will resort to 
the pure, unmixed, gold standard, or it will readopt the bimetal- 
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lic system in force in this country from 1792 to 1873. If the gold 
standard, as is stoutly maintained by the partisans of gold, will 
advance not retard the public prosperity, accelerate not clog the 
wheels of industry, kindle not extinguish the furnace fires, appre- 
ciate not depreciate all values, do exact justice to the creditor, not 
despoil the debtor, overcome deficiencies by providing ample reve- 
nues, then the sooner we adopt it the better. It is fatal to mis- 
interpret the situation. The advocates of the gold standard have 
organized a campaign. They propose to commit the country to 
the gold dollar asthe sole unitof value. They boldly declare their 
purpose to drive out of public life and to strip of public honors 
every man who does not subscribe to the goid dollar as the only 
sound money, who does not wholly adore the gold standard, and 
who a not detest, or at least profess to detest, silver as a money 

metal. , 

DoTI overstate their position? Why, Mr. Speaker, there are 
three successive steps in this projected revolution. First, the re- 
peal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman law; second, t! 
retirement and the cancellation of the Sherman notes and the 
greenbacks, amounting to $500,000,000; third, the withdrawal of 
the silver certificates and the sale of our standard silver dollars 
asso much bullion. The first step has been taken. The purchas- 
ing clause of the Sherman law was unconditionally repealed by thy 
Fifty-third Congress, and during the progress of the discussion 
upon that measure its advocates, professing to speak for those in 
authority, pledged themselves to follow the repeal by legislation 
friendly to silver. Was that pledge kept? Let the corpse of the 
seigniorage bill, stricken down by the veto, speak. Why, sir 
there are some gentlemen belonging to this House who remember 
the clamor that was raised against the purchasing clause of t]) 
Sherman law in the hot months of 1893. I have been exploring 
that catacomb of dead eloquence called the CONGRESSIONAL RrEv- 
oRD for choice specimens of denunciation. I found them in 
extinct abundance, if I may so speak. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, they made this Chamber resound with their 
war whoop against the purchasing clause of the Sherman law. 
They reviled it as the capital vice in our financial system and 
boldly predicted that if it was torn up by the roots the export ot 
gold would instantly cease, the import of gold would instantly 
commence, the Treasury would overflow with gold, and the Ameri 
can a would revel in the sunshine of unexampled prosperity. 
I will not stop to consider whether these golden dreams have been 
realized. Therepeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman law 
instead of arresting simply stimulated the exports of gold, for we 
have purchased $262,000,000 of gold since that time, and we are 
destined, in my judgment, to purchase hundreds of millions more 
before the gold standard is finally accepted by the American peo- 
ple. [Applause. ] 

But, however this may be, it is safe to affirm that the effect of 
the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman law did not 
answer the sanguine expectations of its authors. If it had been 
told the Democratic Representatives in 1893, who, yielding to x- 
ecutive persuasion, violated their pledges to their constituents and 
voted to strike down silver a second time in our history, that in 
1895 President Cleveland would demand the retirement and can- 
cellation of the Sherman notes and the legal tenders and the sub- 
stitution of bank paper convertible into gold alone, they would 
have refused credence tothe statement. But the question is here, 
is it not? 

Why, sir, the President, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, and the Comptroller of the Currency, with a 
united voice, demand it. But, by the way, Mr. Speaker, the finan 
cial genius of the Administration seems to be concentrated in the 
Department of Agriculture, and when its great Secretary hurls his 
pastoral thunderbolts against silver, mighty Jupiter himself is 
amazed at the exact mimicry. [Laughter.] And when he is re 
enforced by the Comptroller of the Currency, whose big guns shak 
the financial hemisphere to its foundation, things look very blu: 
for the poor silver men. Fare. hter. } 

Mr. Speaker, if it would not be imputed to me as an act of ma 
levolence, I would venture to admonish the Comptroller of a prin- 
ciple in gunnery, namely, that guns of the very largest calibe1 
can be fired only a limited number of times until they become 
breech burnt, and therefore more dangerous to the artilleryman 
than to the enemy. Reape: But the greenbacks and the 
Sherman notes are marked for destruction by the advocates ol 
gold, and the Administration is ready to put the brand of Cain 
upon them. 

Why, sir, we hear constantly from administrative forces about 
the ‘‘endless chain.” Well, I do not know who invented this 
metaphor or simile; but if there is an ‘‘ endless chain ” who forged 
it? It was forged by a gold-standard blacksmith upon a gold- 
standard anvil; and the first blow was struck when the Govern- 
ment of the United States surrendered its option to pay its debts 
in standard gold and silver coin and accepted the intolerable 
burden of paying them in gold coin alone. 

But what is the contention of the gold advocates with respect to 











BHF BF 


ogee 








1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 














the Sherman notes and the legal tenders? Why, it is that they are 


a perpetual menace to our financial solvency and that the Gov- | 


ernment of the United States, backed up by the wealth of the 
wealthiest people in the world, is incapable of maintaining the 
convertibility of $500,000,000 of paper money into gold coin if it be 
obliged to reissue the notes thus converted. I entirely agree with 
them inthiscontention. Why? Because the foreign indebtedness 
of the United States is enormous. It is estimated on good author- 
ity that $4,000,000,000 of our railway securities are held abroad. 
All forms of American securities are afloat across the waters. It 
is difficult to estimate with accuracy the amount of our foreign 
indebtedness; but it is safe to affirm that it would take every dol- 
lar of gold in the world to pay it. When thereis a pinch in Euro- 
pean affairs (and pinches are fatally frequent under gold mono- 
metallism) these securities are thrown back upon the American 
market, converted into greenbacks and Sherman notes, and the 
Treasury reserve is raided. 


Why, Mr. Speaker, to maintain gold payments with respect | 


to this foreign indebtedness would bankrupt even the United 
States of America. And the contention of the gold advocates, that 
if gold payments are to be maintained the Sherman notes and the 
legal tenders must go, is entirely tenable. But when they are re- 
tired, what kind of a circulating medium is to be supplied to the 
people in their place? The gold advocate is equal to the emer- 
gency. His resources never fall below the danger line; and we 
are now to be treated to the extraordinary novelty of an, impend- 
ing glut in gold! The production of gold, it is claimed, within 
the next four or five years is to be prodigious; and the wildest 
dreams of the followers of Cortez and Pizarro are to be more than 
realized by the output of gold. Weare told that the transsiberian 
railroad is to open up virgin gold fields that will surpass the fields 
of Australia and California in the palmy days of 1849. With re- 
spect to the Transvaal they condescend to give us exact informa- 
tion. 
fifteen years enrich the gold stock of the world to the tune of 
$5,000,000,000. Australia, too, is tooverexert herself and possibly 
require the Ceesarian operation in the delivery of her overgrown 
gold progeny. 

But the freshest novelty I have noticed in the gold-standard 
literature is the reservoir of gold owned by the King of Ashantee. 
It seems that this monarch has recently fallen a victim to a fresh 
outbreak of the colonial appetite of Great Britain. 
Peru in their proudest days were bankrupts by the side of the King 
of Ashantee. He holds court seated in a solid gold chair worth 
$160,000. 
his subjects gold dust and nuggets to the amount of $500,000,000. 
Every one of his 3,333 wives adorns her sockless ankles with a solid 
bracelet of gold; and we free-silver cranks are expected to believe 


The Incas of | 


| 





He has inherited from his ancestors and extorted from | 


that that barbaric, polygamous gold-bug potentate in the wilds of | 


Africa has actually more gold in his possession and under his con- 
trol than is held in the Bank of England and the Treasury of the 
United States combined. Why, sir, the ex-Queen of Hawaii ought 
to join this African monarch’s colony of wives, and thus relieve 
Mr. Blount of Georgia of ‘‘ paramount” solicitude for her queenly 
welfare. [Laughter. | 
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Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, in :ommon with every other 
member on this floor I feel that this debate is practically, as was said 
in the Senate, buta dress parade, and that nothing that is said dur 
ing the discussion of this bill wil! either change the sentiment or the 
vote of any member of this House. The extended discussion and 
consideration which has been given to this question of the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver, not only here and in the Senate, but 
upon party platforms, by the press of the country, and between 


| individuals, have crystallized, in the minds of every member of 


this body, ideas and theories which no statement of facts, no array 
of figures, no argument, however logical, and no consideration of 
enlightened public policy can modify at this time. Therefore it is 
that I, for one, would have been ready and willing to have had the 
vote of this House taken upon the question of concurring on the 
Senate substitute immediately upon its presentation and without 
debate. But recognizing the necessity which some of the gentle 
men upon this floor feel that they should record not only their 
vote but their voices in behalf of or against the measure under 
consideration, we have agreed to have a grand dress parade and 
review. 

Feeling that the views of my constituents in the district which 
I have the honor to represent and my own are so entirely in ac- 
cord upon this question of the free coinage of silver, I have fe 
loath to avail myself of even the short time allotted to me in th 
debate for any expression of my personal views, and I would prob 
ably have been willing to yield my time to some other member 
who, more than myself, should feel the need of justifying to his 
constituents the vote which he shall hereafter cast. 

But, sir, as a Representative of a district in the same State as 
that from which my colleague [Mr. McCLure] is accredited, | 
feel it my duty to say to this House and to the country that the 
words he has just spoken, however interesting and eloquent they 


? 
“it 
; 


‘ 1 ve | | may have been, do not represent the sentiment of the great State 
They tell us that those regions will within the next ten or | 


of Ohio upon this question. He and I had the honor in the last 
Republican State convention to be members of the committee 
on resolutions which drafted the platform for the Republican 
party of that State. Out of 21 representatives of the different 
Congressional districts upon that committee he stood alone in 
advocating a declaration in favor of the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver. Had such a proposition been submitted to the 
convention it would have been voted down by a practically unani- 
mous vote. But,on the contrary,the platform that was adopted 
was a reaffirmation upon this subject of the doctrine promulgated 
in the national platform and, if I remember right, in the very 
language contained in the latter. We placed ourselves squarely 
on record as favoring the use of both gold and silver as standard 
money, the parity of the two to be maintained either by inter- 
national agreement or by such regulations as would make the 
purchasing power of every dollar of every kind of money issued 
by the Government equal to that of every other dollar. 

On this issue and the great issue of protection we went before 


| the people of our State and rolled up the enormous plurality of 


Or the present Administration might or- | 


ganize itself into a matrimonial bureau, and thus extricate its | 


foreign policy from serious embarrassment. 

The late flurry upon Wall street caused by the patriotic deliv- 
erance of the Deadent upon the Monroe doctrine was mitigated 
by some very touching information. We were told in reputable 
newspapers that Russia, out of her recent accumulation of $800,- 
000,000 of gold, had generously tendered the United States the use 


95,000 for the Republican State ticket and elected a legislature 
overwhelmingly Republican in both its branches. Had the Repub- 
lican party of Ohio indorsed the free and unlimited coinage of sil- 
ver we should have gone down in ignominious defeat. Weshould 
have returned to the Senate of the United States the Democratic 
representative who now occupies its seat in that body, instead of 
that grand Republican, J. B. Foraker, and we should have rele- 
gated to political oblivion the great protection leader, William 


| McKinley, whom we hope at no far distant day to place in the 


of $400,000,000, and with that moiety of Russia’s hoard our Treas- | 


ury reserve would be impregnable to assault and a tonic admin- 
istered to Wall street. Now, the extravagance of that statement 
will become evident when it is known that Russia’s accumulation 
of gold has been chiefly since 1890, and from that year down to 
1895 the excess of her imports over her exports of gold has been 
less than $150,000,000. Nonationin the world, Mr. Speaker, owns 
$800,000,000 of gold. Great Britain, whose accumulation of gold 
goes back before the days of Julius Cesar, can not boast of any 
sum like it. 


chair of the Chief Executive of the nation. The advocate of free 
silver coinage in the Republican party of Ohio are in numbers so 
inconsiderable, in influence so insignificant, that if we were to 


| apply to them principles of the infinitesimal calculus they might, 


Besides, the sudden transfer of $400,000,000 of gold | 


from Europe to the United States would cause a financial crash | 


from Moscow to Lisbon. I congratulate the advocates of the gold 
standard on the opulence of their exaggeration, while I lament 
their penury of economical facts. 

The hard, cold, naked truth is that, notwithstanding the mad 
search for gold in all parts of the world, less than one hundred mil- 
lions have been added to the coined gold of the world in 1885. 
There is only one safe way to solve the financial problem, to abolish 
the ‘‘endless chain,” to replenish our Treasury resources in coin 
beyond the possibility of depletion, to retain the Sherman notes and 
the greenbacks; and that is to return to and employ the common 
resources of the precious metals as the basis of our monetary sys- 
tem. Give the country protection upon Republican lines, to- 
gether with bimetallism, and our former state of prosperity will 
return, [Applause.] 





as compared with the overwhelming numbers who are opposed to 
this fallacy, be utterly ignored. 

These few remarks upon the position of the great State which I 
have in part the honor to represent I feel it proper and expedient 
to make, lest the sentiments of my colleague, who stands alone 
among the Republican Representatives of Ohio, and in whose 
views even one of the two Democratic members from that State 
[Mr. SorG] does not coincide, should by my silence appear to 
represent, in any degree, the views of the citizens of that State. 
Thus it is that in this dress parade, when the lines are formed 
and the roll call of the members of this House and the States 
which they represent shall be made we of Ohio do not wish to be 
found among those who were reported as absent and unaccounted 
for. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I hope I may be permitted to discuss for 
a few moments some of the features of the measure upon which, 
when this debate closes, we shall be called upon to vote. As an 
individual [am opposed to goingindebt. It has been my endeavor 
throughout life to live within my income, and at the end of each 
year to feel that I have bettered my financial position and am 
more fully prepared to meet the disasters and misfortunes which 
are liable to come to any of us through the unforeseen adversities 
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of life. Were Taman in mercantile business I should endeavor 
to carry out this principle, and my aco account would 
be the smallest of all upon my ledger. é greatest curse which 
has fallen wpon the business interests of our country, and which 
unfortunately has affected the nation as well as the individual, is 
that of attempting to transact business upon borrowed capital. 
There has grown up a wild spirit of speculation, a desire to make 
immense fortunes in short periods of time, a species of gambling 
mania which bas taken hold of the mercantile community of this 
country; a desire to do business upon credit instead of cash, which 
has wrecked thousands of business enterprises, and which will 
wipe off of the face of theearth thousands more before the universal 
liquidation, which must come some time, shali have taken place. 
The individual who lives beyond his salary is ever upon the verge 
of dishonesty and dishonor. The business concern whose expenses 
exceed its income, and whose deficits of receipts are made good 
by the borrowing of money, must ultimately go into the hands of 
receivers or assignees and close up its doors. 

The principles which apply to individuals apply equally to a 
government. The confidence in the great international standing 
of the nation, its ability to transact its affairs and to continue in 
existence, are founded upon the same necessities of economy in the 
matter of expenses and of certainty and sufficiency in the matter 
of its income as in the case of the individual. It 1s true that dis- 
asters and great emergencies come to nations as misfortune comes 
toindividuals; sickness and death may cut off the earning capacity 
of the individual; destruction by fire and flood, and the failure of 
debtors to pay their just debts may harass and embarrass the busi- 
ness concern, and war and pestilence may devastate and eat up the 
resources of a nation; but in the absence of these unusual and un- 
foreseen circumstances the a which lead to success or 
misfortune apply equally to the individual, the business enterprise, 
or a nation. 

One of these“unforeseen calamities came upon this nation in the 
great civil war, and entailed upon us a loss in men and money 
stupendous beyond conception. To carry the vast weight of in- 
debtedness which resulted, we went into the money markets of the 
world, borrowed the money to meet our debts, and gave the promis- 
sory notes of the Government in the shape of national bonds for 
the repayment of these loans. Year by year as these notes came 
due, this Government, like an honest business man under the same 
circumstances, has redeemed them, from its surplus revenue, until 
between the 31st of August, 1865, when the national debt reached its 
highest point, and the Ist of March, 1893, it had been reduced from 
$2,381,580,294.96 to $963,281,752.63, or a reduction of $1,881 ,367,- 

73.98. This enormous amount was paid out of the surplus which 
had been provided by Republican -y smeran awe But when misfor- 
tune came upon us im the shape of ocratic control, and the 
policy which had provided a revenue sufficient to pay our running 
expenses and wipe out each year a portion of our bonded debt 
gave place to the free-trade heresy, which, while it crippled Ameri- 
can industries, reduced the production of wealth, threw out of 
employment American labor, cut down the wages of American 
workmen, and sent vast sums of money into foreign countries to 

yurchase productions which American enterprise had heretofore 
Parnished to American consumers, at the same time so cut down 
the income of the Government that it not only ceased to pay its 
running expenses but has had in time of peace to do that which 
was only justifiable in time of war—borrow money and issue its 
notes. 

The effect upon the nation’s credit, like that upon the credit of 
the individual, was to impair confidence in its ability to meet its 
obligations, and just as in the case of a bank whose insolvency is 
suspected, a run commenced upon the Treasury of the Govern- 
ment; the money which passes current in this country alone was 
made use of as the instrument to draw from the Treasury that 
money which has become the standard of value through the world, 
and the drain began upon the gold reserve, which, from June, 
1878, when the resumption act went into effect, until the acces- 
sion of Mr. Cleveland to the Presidency in March, 1893, had easily 
been maintaired at more than $100,000,000, and during a part of 
that time had accumulated to more than double that amount. 

Had a protective tariff been in force no such run would have 

robably occurred ; but even if it had, a slight modification of the 

aw by which the tariff upon goods imported from gold-standard 
countries were required to be paid in gold would have kept the 
reserve intact. With no such revenue, however, there was but 
one thing for the Government to have recourse to in order to main- 


_ tain its credit and keep up the gold reserve for the redemption of 


the Treasury notes. And so itcame about that bonds have been 
sold, including the issue about to be made, of over $262,000,000 
within the last two years. An effort was made bythe Republicans 
of the Fifty-third Congress to modify the existing law as to the issue 
of bonds to replenish the gold reserve, and to provide an emer- 
gency revenue similar to the provisions of the act which we have 
under consideration; but the Democratic House and the Demo- 
cratic President, blind to the defects of the Wilson bill and deter- 





mined to place the country in the list of single gold-standard 
nations by demanding the authority to issue a distinctive gold 
bond, refused to accept the offer made by the Republican minority, 

Relying upon the income tax to furnish $40,000,000, which the 
Wilson bill otherwise fell short of providing for the necessary ex 
penses of the Government, they stubbornly refused to admit that 
a deficiency existed, and by distortion of figures attempted to de 
Iude and deceive the nation into the belief that the sources of al] 
our troubles were the greenbacks and Treasury notes for which 
the gold could be withdrawn upon demand, and that the only rem- 
edy was their cancellation and retirement, or if not their cance] 
lation, at least their suspension in the Treasury for an unlimited 
time, until the drain of gold should cease. The fallacy of this po 
sition is apparent at once if we stop to consider that it is the the- 
ory and avowed policy of the Government in both its executiy, 
and legislative branches under existing law to preserve and mait 
tain the parity, not only of the metallic coins which are the stand 
ard measure of value, but of the various paper representatives oj 
these coins which have been issued by the Government. Not 
dollar of money goes out of the Treasury of the United States e. 
cept for the payment of an indebtedness due from the Governme1! 
directly or indirectly, to the individual who draws the money. | 
is paid out as salaries or wages or for the purchase of things ne 
essary for the performance of governmental function, and every 
dollar drawn is the representative of value received by the Goy- 
ernment. 

If the greenbacks were all retired, yet these expenses of the Gov- 
ernment would still have to be paid, either in gold or silver or the 
representatives of these metals; and upon the theory of the equalit) 
and interchangeability of these coins the Government would |e 
bound to exchange one for the other,and refusal to do so would 
immediately destroy the parity and put a premium upon the one 
which the Government refused to furnish. When the Govern 
ment has stamped upon a piece of silver its edict that it shall pa 
current as one dollar and has stamped upon a piece of gold a sim 
lar declaration, itis bound to preserve the interchange of both these 
metals at their face values, so far as its own dealings are concerne|, 
or else it disparages and depreciates the one to which it refuses to 
extend eq favors with the other. I can not, therefore, see that 
the greenback and Treasury note should be held responsible as th 
cause and means of depleting the gold reserve, except that from 
their more convenient forms in the Lauer denominations they can 
be more quickly handled and more easily transported; at any rato 
therecan be little doubt that the contraction of the currency whic! 
would result from their redemption and the substitution of bond 
in their place, which could not circulate as money, would be disa 
trous to the business interests of the country, even if we leave out 
of account the burden of interest which would be added by t! 
substitution of the bond for the noninterest-bearing greenbac |: 
and Treasury notes. 

The bond bill which we sent to the Senate to meet the emer 
ency which confronted us at the opening of this session of a stil! 
urther depletion of the reserve and the disastrous effects which it 

was feared would follow the President’s message on Venezucla 
were understood by the Republicans of this House and adopted }) 
them as emergency measures only. They were not intended t) 
represent the policy of that party as to the manner of providing 
for the payment of current expenses and the reduction of existing 
inde ness. They did not yield one jot or tittle of their belic' 
that the income of the Government, earned, not borrowed, should 
be sufficient to pay its expenses; but by sad experience of the o)- 
stinacy of the Executive we were assured that little or no relic! 
could be hoped for at his hands in the way of tariff reform to pro 

duce the needed revenue; and, yielding to that feeling of unselfish 
patriotism for which the Republican party has ever been noted. 
we attempted to sustain and to lift up the hand of the President 
in maintaining the credit of the Government by the issue of addi 

tional bonds. Feeling, however, that in thus yielding to the de- 
mands of the Executive our duty at the same time required that 
we should, so far as in our power, protect the interests of the peo- 
pele, we insisted that the bonds which should be issued should be 
redeemable in less time, the interest paid at a lower rate, and the 
American ple be given a chance to purchase the bonds instead 
of their being placed in the hands of a foreign syndicate. In addi 
tion to this arrangement for protecting the gold reserve and to 
enable the Government to borrow money for the payment of cur- 
rent expenses until the Republican party should again return to 
full and complete possession of every department of the govern- 
ment, we authorized the issue of short-term, low-rate, emergenc) 
bonds to the amount of $50,000,000 to cover the probable deficiency 
which would exist by the 4th of March,1897. These provisions we 
sent to the Senate. 

The action of that august body as a coordinate legislative 
branch of this Government it may not be proper for me to either 
criticise or condemn. I may be captonsl, however, for saying 
that it reminds me of the story of the doctor who, whenever 4 
patient was brought to him for treatment, immediately proceeded 
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to throw him into fits, because, as the doctor said, ‘he was great 
on fits.” And so it seems the Senate is determined that whatever 
measure of relief we send to them, whether it be an emergency bond 
pill for the purpose of stopping the drain of gold or a tariff bill 
for supplying the deficiency of income, is to be thrown into the 
free-silver ‘‘ fits,” because a Republican minority, aided by Popu- 
lists and Democrats, think that if they can afflict the country 
with that disease they can find a cure for all the other distempers. 

It has even been hinted that upon one occasion one of the dis- 
tinguished advocates of free silver, whose mind was so filled with 
his pet theory as to exclude any other thought, was called upon 
to make a few remarks beside the grave of a person with whom he 
had but a slight acquaintance, and being, like all other free-silver 
fanatics, ready to talk at all times, he remarked: 

With the deceased I had little or no personal acquaintance. I therefore 
can say little of his life and character; but I shall be glad of this opportunity 
to address you for ashort time upon the subject of the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver. 

After a month of debate in the other House it comes back to us 
with all of our remedial legislation eliminated and the substitu- 
tion of a provision which the majority of this House can not adopt. 
It says tothe President that he may continue to issue 4 and 5 percent 
bonds, and let them run thirty years if necessary, thus bequeath- 
ing an additional legacy of debt upon the next generation, and 
that he need not advertise the sale of bonds unless he chooses, 
but may deal direct with syndicates of foreign bankers, as he did 
a yearago. If ever the seal of condemnation was put upon any 
action of alegislative body by the American people, the result of 
the recent bond sale condemned this action of the United States 
Senate. Forced by the public demand that these bonds should 
be offered first to the American people, and should be sold for 
their full market value, the President and the Secretary of the 
Treasury reluctantly consented to advertise for bids. 

Misjudging and mistrusting the patriotism and public spirit of 
the American citizens, they threw cold water upon the project 
and discouraged its success by the restrictions and limitations 
which they placed upon the sale of the bonds. But in spite of 


this want of confidence, in spite of their lack of faith in the sup- | 


port the people of this country have ever been ready and willing 
to give to its Government in time of need, the sale of these bonds 

vas &@ magnificent success and even the syndicate headed by Mr. 
Morgan, to which the Secretary of the Treasury was about to dis- 
pose of the entire issue at 104, was compelled to raise its bid nearly 
7 per cent in order to compete with the demand which it felt 
would be made by the masses of investors in this country for this 
loan. There were two things in connection with the opening of 
these bids which excited surpriseinmy mind. One was the elation 
of the Secretary of the Treasury over its success and the assump- 
tion by the President that it was due to his efforts, and the other 
that the opening of a foreign bid should have been attended with 
demonstrations of applause. Little credit can be attached to 
either the President or the Secretary of the Treasury for the suc- 
cess of this sale of bonds unless it be for the fact that they were 
not so utterly blind tothe sentiment of the country as to ignore 
the demand for competitive bids. In the language of one of our 
great daily journals: 

Itis positive that we owe nothing to the Administration {for this success. 
The credit is wholly due to the patriotism of the people, of the press, and of 
our banking institutions! 

I have referred to the demonstrations of applause which were 
made when a foreign bid was read. If that applause was meant 
to express only the satisfaction that was felt at this bid as an evi- 


dence of the confidence of foreign investors, it may have been | 


pardonable; and yet to my mind it was a far greater source of 
congratulation that the immense bulk of bids was from home 
investors. 

Mr. Speaker, it marks, to my mind, the beginning of a brighter 
epoch in American financiering when the American people decide 
that they will become debtors to themselves instead of to foreign 
nations and foreign individuals. The secret and source of all the 
financial distresses under which this country is now laboring is 
the policy which has been pursued for the last thirty years of 
looking to foreign capital for financial support in our great pri- 
vate, corporate, and governmental enterprises. 

We have become a debtor nation because, not content to await 
& healthy development of our resources, we have rushed head- 
long into speculations beyond our means; we have gambled upon 
the chances of the future; we have borrowed money to carry out 
our games of chance, and have burdened ourselves with the pay- 
ment of untold sums of money by way of interest and dividends 
to foreign creditors. Do we open a mine, it is done by foreign 
capital; do we attempt to float the bonds of a great railroad, we 
send them abroad to bring back British gold; do we start a manu- 
facturing enterprise, it is foreign capital invested in its manage- 
ment that carries it into operation. I know that this policy has 
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| have been less successful. 


| titled paupers of European nobility. 








| while the balance of trade- 


yet year by year it has drained the country of its resources, and 
it has placed in the hands of those liable at any moment to be- 
come the enemies of this Government the means of creating a 
panic in its market and disaster and distress in every line of 
business. ; 

Had we been more conservative in our progress; had we depended 
upon tne present resources instead of borrowing from the future: 
had we deferred investments in these enterprises until our natural 
development of wealth and population had made them 1; 
had we paid cash as we went along instead of giving . 
whose interest has sapped the very lifeblood of our ear we 
would not now be in the embarrassed financial condition in w \ 


we find ourselves. Even our Government securities, which ought, 
like those of France and Germany and Great Britain, to be held 
by cur own people, are in the hands of foreign investors. So tl} 


while we resent the interference of a foreign Government or its 
agents not only in our own political affairs but in the affairs of our 
neighbors on this continent, we have tamely submitted to have the 
yoke of their financial despotism placed upon our necks. The tide 
of prosperity can only set in when Americans, and by that Imean 
in this connection the people of the United States, become credit 
ors and debtors to themselves alone. 

Theapt story related of Mr. Lincoln concerning the home market 
applies with equal force to the sale of bonds which has just been 
made, for had they gone to foreign investors they would have had 


| our bonds and we their money; but when sold to our own people, 


we keep in this country both the bonds and the money, and so 
long as they stay here, $4,000,000, by way of interest, will be di 
tributed every year by the Government to American citizens, in 
stead of being sent abroad to foreign investors. 

But there are other sources of depletion of our wealth little 
noticed, but in the aggregate amounting annually to a vast amount 
of money. Thousands of dollars, representing the profits on the 
natural productions and labor of this country, find their way to 


| Europe for the purchase of luxuries and the expenses of tourists. 


I know that it is difficult to stop this outflow of wealth by any leg- 
islative action, but a sentiment should be stimulated and encom 

aged to check this evil. I have no sympathy with communistic 
ideas which would pull down the successful and degrade them to 
a level with the idle, the improvident, and the thriftless; but I do 
believe that it is the duty of those who have, by combinations of 


| fortunate circumstances, accumulated vast fortunes under the 


fostering influences of this great Government, to endeavor to el 

vate the condition and to mitigate the misfortunes of those who 
I believe that they should, as a duty of 
citizenship, contribute to the advancement of great public and 
private enterprises. I believe that their money should be put in 
circulation to purchase American products and to go into the 
hands of American labor. I believe that they could build for 
themselves more enduring monuments of fame in this way than 
by forming alliances for their daughters and their sons with the 
I believe that $1,000,000 be- 
stowed in the uplifting and improvement of their fellow-men on 


| this side of the ocean will give them a prouder title of nobility 


than is held by any prince, duke, or baron who has been bought 
with a dowry of American gold in exchange for his ancient title 
and dainty hand. 

So, too, the thousands of Americans who year ater year cross 
the ocean to spend their money as tourists in forcign lands, the 
greater porportion of whom have probably seen little, if any- 
thing, of this magnificent domain of ours. It was a maxim of 
the old philosopher, ‘* Know thyself.” I would add to that, *‘ Know 
thine own country.” Nowhere in the world can more magnifi 
cent objects of natural scenery be found, and whether gazing 
upon the thundering cataract of Niagara, the magnificent canyon 
of the Rocky Mountains, the gigantic forests of the Pacific Coast, 
the Yellowstone Park, or the wonderful Yosemite; whether stand 
ing wpon the top of Pike’s Peak and looking out over a r: 






| 60 miles of uninterrupted view, or upon the banks of either ocean, 


he will see no country upon all the earth of which man should be 
prouder or which contains more to educate and instruct. 

Let him spend his money at home, and, as Lincoln might have 
said, he will have the pleasure and his money will form a part of 
the wealth of his country. 

These are the things which enable us to account for the fact that 
and by that I mean the difference be- 
tween the exports and the imports of which we keep an account 
may be largely in our favor, yet the continual drain of mone: 
taken out of the country by tourists and in payment of interest 
on securities held abroad may be far in excess of the balance of 
trade and the difference goes to retard our legitimate development 
year by year. But the remedy for this, unfortunately, is but little 
within legislative control and must be left to the public spirit and 
patriotism of the people themselves. If Boston Harbor a hundeed 
years ago could be converted into a great teapot asa rebuke to the 


been pursued and enthusiastically supported for many years, and | oppression of foreign imposition, is there not enough of the spirit 
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of 76 left in this country to commence its redemption from the 
financial slavery in which it has placed itself to foreign capital by 
spending American money in America and for America? 

Having thus —e stated some of the causes which have tended 


to make the financial situation so embarrassing to our people and 
our Government, let us consider what, if any, remedies can be 
suggested which are within the control of governmental legisla- 
tion. From a mt tateangen: standpoint, and I think that even the 
free-silver Republicans will agree with me upon the proposition, 
the first thing to be done is to put the Government upon a paying 
basis. This can not be done by the issue of bonds, because some 
day those bonds must be paid. There is but one way that has 
ever been found by which the expenses of government can be met, 
and that is by taxation in one form or another. Direct taxation 
is limited by our Constitution and is only available in cases of 
great emergency when the General Government finds itself com- 
pelled to apportion out among the several States, according to 
their sanihion. its share of the assessment levied. The other 
two great sources of income from taxation are those which are 
levied by way of internal revenue or excise upon the productions 
or occupations within the country and a tariff or custom duty 
upon articles imported into the country from abroad. 

Feeling that any additional tax for internal revenue would be 
unwise and enced for in time of peace and a burden upon home 
manufactures which would put them to great disadvantage in the 
markets of the world, the policy of the Republican party has been 
to provide its revenue by tariff duties and at the same time so 
adjust the scale of these duties as to protect, as far as possible, 
American industries against foreign competition in the markets 
of the United States. I shall not go into any lengthy argument 
to prove the wisdom of this policy. It speaks for itself in the 
results which it has accomplished, and were I to attempt to put 
into language a statement of those results it would far transgress 
the limits assigned to me in this debate. Norcould I hope to add 
anything to the complete demonstration which has been made 
upon this subject by the distinguished Senator from Ohio, Hon. 
JOHN SHERMAN, in his recent speech on this bill in the Senate. 

Believing that he has fully and completely proven that the de- 
ficiency of revenue is responsible for the trouble which has beset 
the Treasury, has caused the depletion of the gold reserve, has 
made necessary the issue of bonds to the extent of $262,000,000, to 
say nothing of the financial distress which has swept over the 
country at large for the last three years, the remedy to me seems 
a plain and simple one: That we should pass a tariff bill such as 
we sent to the Senate during the holiday week as an emergency 
bill and for temporary relief, and when the Republican party 
shall have once more come into full possession of the legislative 
branches, with a Republican President exercising the legislative 
“at of approval over a protective tariff bill framed and passed 

»y a Republican House and Senate, we shall hear no more of raids 
on the Treasury and the issue of bonds to keep up the reserve. 

But the free-silver men claim that even if protection is restored 
to American labor, if the wheels of American industry begin to 
revolve, if the American workmen once more receive full Ameri- 
can wages and employment for their full time, if the farmer can 
sell his crops in the home market at prices to make a reasonable 
profit, yet the full measure of prosperity can not come until silver 
is remonetized and the mints of the United States are once more 
opened to its free and unlimited coinage. 

Mr. Speaker, nothing that Ican say would probably add an iota 
to the vast learning which has been displayed upon this subject. 
and nothing that I could say, I am sure, would cause a free-silver 
advocate to see the error of his ways and get down to what I call 
a rational footing. They are wedded to their silver gods and no 
divorce court, unless it be the great national conventions and the 
judgment of the American people at the next Presidential elec- 
tion, can restore them to a state of separate existence. I shall 
therefore not take up the time of the House with statistical tables to 
controvert their claims that silver is the actual standard, that the 
great natural products of the country have maintained a parity 
with it, and that gold has appreciated. 

While I am committed, not only by the declaration of my party 
in its national and State platforms, but by my own careful and 
deliberate judgment, to the belief that the convenience of man- 
kind requires the use of both the metals as standards of value, and 
while I believe that the honor and integrity of the American Gov- 
ernment demand that the coins which it issues shall be maintained 
by it at an absolute equality so that a dollar of one kind of metal, 
or its representative in paper money, shall be equal in purchasing 
power to every other dollar or its representative, I must freely 
admit that I believe this to be impossible if the mints of the 
United States are open to the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
at the ratio of 16 to 1, when its bullion value in the markets of 
the world is but 32 to 1. 

But while committed to the support of two kinds of standard 
money, I can not indorse the idea of two standards of value, one 
of which is fixed and recognized throughout all mercantile nations 
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and the other is practically a commodity whose price rises and 
falls, according to the law of supply and demand, with reference to 
the fixed standard. Were the Taited States a walled-in nation, 
excluding, as China and Japan did for centuries, the intrusion 0; 
foreign commerce, I could readily conceive how a legislative act 
or a fiat of the Government could compel the circulation of any 
form of money which it might adopt and at any value which ij} 
might affix to it. But the exports from this country must be sold 
in the markets of the world and must be paid for in the coins 
which constitute the money of the world at their circulating valu: 
So, too, the imports must be settled for in the coin and at the 
value of that coin in the country from which imported, and whi 
my Government ~~ compel me by its power over legal tender 
to accept a silver dollar in payment of a dollar of indebtedness, ii 
can not compel a foreign creditor to accept a silver dollar in set- 
tlement of my dollar of indebtedness to him if the value of my 
dollar in his country is only 50 cents. 

There can be but one way, in my judgment, in which that can 
be done, and that is by agreement among the commercial nations 
of the earth with which we deal, by their powers of sovereignty, 
to agree upon the ratio of 16 to 1 and make silver and gold legal 
tenders at that ratio. To the extent that this overvalues silver it 
becomes fiat money; but fiat money, even paper money, which is 
its worst form, so far as value is se aabieel although its most 
convenient form for the purposes of business, can only be mai: 
tained as such by the strong arm of the law setting aside al! 
questions of intrinsic value and placing wholly or partly a ficti 
tious value upon what would otherwise be a mere commodity 

Do not misunderstand me. Iheartily indorse a double standard 
of money, provided by international agreement these two stand- 
ards can be kept together throughout the mercantile world. I do 
not believe it possible to maintain that double standard by the 
United States alone; and without this concurrence and when the 
separation comes, as it has already done, there can be, after all, 
but a single standard, and that the one which the world at large 
recognizes. I can conceive that, for purposes of internal traffic, 
a limited amount of silver might be kept in circulation at the 
ratio of 16 to 1, or, for that matter, at the ratio of 1 to 1, just as 
greenbacks are kept in circulation on a parity with gold while 
their intrinsic value is almost nothing. This, it seems to me, is 
what is meant by the declarations of our party favoring the ereat- 
est possible use of silver as standard money provided by levisla- 
tion it can be maintained at a parity for purposes of trade strictly 
within our own country. That is the case with our silver certifi- 
cates, any dollar of which will buy as much in our markets as a 
dollar in gold. Every dollar of our bank circulation will do the 
same. But not a dollar of greenbacks nor a dollar of silver cer- 
tificates nor a dollar in bank notes can be forced upon a foreign 
creditor in exchange either for a dollar of gold coin or bullion nor 
in payment of one dollar of indebtedness. 

It seems to me, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that our first duty asa 
nation is to leave nothing undone to bring about this international 
agreement. Let us take the initiative. Since we are debarred 
from offering in this bill such measures of relief as in our judg- 
ment are necessary by the issue of bonds, let us at least show that 
we are willing to do all that can be rationally done for the rehabil- 
itation of silver as one of the standard moneys of the world. I 
believe that the nations of Europe, with possibly the exception of 
Great Britain, are ready to meet with us in this attempt, and 
should Great Britain refuse to do so, surely the wisdom of Amer- 
ican statesmanship, with the concurrence of that of the rest of 
Europe, can, by discriminations against that power, compel her 
to adopt the agreement for the protection of her own mercantile 
interests. 

For this nation alone to attempt to restore the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver even to the product of American mines 
would, it seems to me, be unjust to every other great interest in 
the country. I have attempted to look at this question from an 
unpartisan and unsectional point of view. I have studied it as a 
question of economics in which the people of our whole country 
are deeply concerned, whether they reside within the Rocky 
Mountain region, where nature has stored up these vast deposits 
of mineral wealth, or in the broad prairies of Iowa, Kansas, and 
Illinois, with their immense fields of corn and wheat; whether in 
the great manufacturing States of the East or the cotton belt of 
the South; and I can not but feel that more injury is being done 
to the credit and business interests of this country by the agita- 
tion of this question than it would cost the Government to pur- 
chase every silver mine in the United States. 

I speak from no feeling of prejudice when I call attention to the 
fact that this interest of the silver-mine owners which has raised 
such a disturbance throughout the land is absolutely insignificant 
compared with the other great industries of the country. To 
illustrate: In the Cincinnati district alone the amount collected for 
internal revenue in 1894 was more than the output of the silver 
mines in any State in the Union with the exception of five. The 
value of the manufactured goods in my city in that year was four 
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times as much as the value of the entire silver output in ial 
country, and if we were to aggregate the value of all the corn 
produced in the country and compare it with that of the silver in 
the same year the latter would be dwarfed into absolute insig- 
nificance in comparison with it. — : 

Why, then, should these great industries of manufacturing and 
agricultural production be made subservient to the greed of the 
owners of silver mines in a few undeveloped States, who wish the 
United States to buy their product at double its value? Would it 
not be just as reasonable for the distiller tosay that the United States 
should accept from him the output of his distillery and pay him 
double the market price for his whisky? Would it not be equally 
as reasonable for the farmer to demand that the Government 
should put up its warehouses all over the land and buy and store 
his grain at $1 a bushel when it would sell in Europe for but 50 
cents? If the mining of silver as bullion to be sold in the markets | 
of the world as such can not be profitably carried on at its present | 
market price, then let the silver-mine owner do just as any other 
manufacturer would have to do under the same circumstances, just 
as the distillers have had to do throughout the country when they 
overproduced and could not find a market at profitable prices—let 
him close his mine until such time as the scarcity of silver and an 
increase in the demand for it shall have madeit profitable for him 
to resume its working. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that this silver-coinage question | 
will, if allowed to rest, in a very short time adjust itself. The 
demand for gold as the single-standard money in European coun- 
tries has caused the development of before unheard-of wealth in 
all parts of the world. It has penetrated Africa and discovered 
immense deposits in the southern and western parts of that conti- 
nent; it has sought the frozen shores of Alaska and during the | 
last three years has added $4,000,000 of the precious metal to the | 
stock of the world; it has brought to light the hidden wealth of | 
Venezuela and Guiana; Australia has increased its yield; while in 
these silver States themselves which are raising such an unjust 
cry and demand for discrimination in favor of the silver interest 
the development of gold has far exceeded that of silver; so that 
while the total production of goid in the United States in 1893 was 
valued at $40,000,000, in 1895 it had increased over 33} per cent 
and was estimated to be worth over $53,000,000. 

On the other hand, the production of silver, which was 60,000,000 
ounces in 1893, ran down in 1895 to 51,000,000. The same is true 
in regard to the increase in coinage of gold and the decrease in 
coinage of silver throughout the world. In 1892 the world’s coin- | 
age of gold was $172,473,124, and that of silver $155,517,347. In 
1894 the coinage of gold was $227,921,032, while that of silver was 
$113,095,788, showing that between 1892 and 1894 silver coinage de- 
creased from 90 per cent of the gold coinage to50 percent. Thesame 
causes which drove silver toa premium when the minesof Australia 
and California threw their immense quantities of gold for the first 
time into the mints of the world will, from the natural cause of | 
supply and demand, work the restoration of silver upward from 
the ratio of 32 to 1, which it now has partly, if not fully, to its 
ratio of 16 to 1,asin the past. We can not hurry this by legisla- 
tion; and even this country, rich as it is in its natural resources 
and growing wealthier every day, may be made bankrupt before 
it can realize upon its investment if it undertakes, as the free- 
silver men demand that it shall, to corner the silver market of the | 
world for the next five, ten, or twenty years. 

A great deal has been said in this debate as to the amount of | 
money per capita in the different countries of the world affecting | 
the prosperity and financial stability of the country. Ihave taken 
the pains to tabulate, from Preston’s last report as Director of the | 
Mint, the amounts per capita of gold, silver, uncovered paper 
money, and of all kinds of money by the leading nations of the | 
civilized world. I find that as to the per capita of gold the fol- | 
lowing is shown to be the case: 





. Australia, $24.47, 
. France, $22.19. 
. Egypt, $17.65. 
. Great Britain, $14.91. 
aay $12.21. 
. Cuba, $10. 
. United States, $8.78. 
In silver per capita we stand as follows: 
1. France, $12.94. 
2. The Netherlands, $11.96. 
3. Spain, $9.49. 
4. United States, $8.89. 
And Great Britain stands twelfth, with only $2.9 per capita. 


In the list of uncovered paper money per capita the order is as 
follows: 


. South American States, $15.28. 
. Portugal, $10.80. 
Belgium, $10.38. 
Greece, $10.18. 
Italy, $6.24. 
The Netherlands, $6.08. 
nada, $6.04. 
United States, $5.92. 
Spain, $4.78. 
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10. Austria-Hungary, $4.60 

ll. Russia, $4.28 

12. Haiti, $4.20 

13. Great Britain, $2.91 

While France stands very near the bottom of the list, with only 84 cents 
per capita 

As to the per capita of all kinds of money, the following shows 
the position of the United States: 








1. France, $3 
2. Belgium, 
3. Australi 5.96 

4. The Netherlands, $24.25 
5. United States, $23.59 

6. Portugal), $33.11 

7. Great Britain, $20.78. 

8. Egypt, $19.85. 

9. Germany, $17.59. 








a” 


An examination of the above tables goes to show how fallacious 
any reasoning as to per capita of money in connection with the 
prosperity of the country may be, for Egypt has more gold per 
capita than Great Britain, Cuba more than the United States, and 
Australia heads the list. In silver per capita Spain and the Nether 
lands are both ahead of the United States, while Great Britain 
comes in after Belgium and Switzerland and Portugal and Mex 
ico and India; and in the per capita of all kinds of money the 
United States leads Great Britain and Germany and follows Bel 
gium, Australia, and the Netherlands. 

The talk, therefore, about this country needing more money per 
capita seems to me to be devoid of any sound and reasonabl 
basis. That country is the most prosperous which is free from 
debt and is the creditor of other nations, and the amount of mone 
per capita is but a small element in the make up of a nation’s 
financial standing. 

Much has been said, too, in regard to this nation being made up 
of a debtor class whose interests are being jeopardized by the de 
monetization of silver, and that the creditors are given an undue 
advantage over them by reason of the fact that they are compelled 





| to pay their debts upon a gold basis while the products of their 


toil yield them diminished values by reason of the slight put upon 
silver. While I donot admit and do not believe that the demon 

tization of silver has had anything to do, except possibly in a very 
limited way, with the fall in prices of agricultural products and 
of manufactured goods, I believe that these reductions in valu 
can be rationally accounted for in other ways. 

I can not agree with the gentlemen who would make us believe 
that the great masses of our people are in the debtor category, or 
that the only creditors of the nation are those who make their 
money and derive their income from loans. Thousands upon 
thousands of depositors in building associations and in savings 
banks, thousands of stockholders in American enterprises, are 
creditors of these institutions in the aggregate to the amount of 
millions of dollars. They became creditors at a time when the 
money which they put into these concerns was worth its face 
value. Let once the country be driven to a silver basis and gold 
go to a premium, as will be the inevitable result, and every one 
of these creditors, while paid in silver at the face value of their 
credits, would be compelled to accept a silver dollar for every 
dollar of indebtedness, when the intrinsic value and purchasing 


| power of that dollar would be but 50 cents 


For my part I believe that the Republican party is too honest, 
nay, I believe that this entire nation, without respect to party, i 
too honest, to consent that even its foreign creditors, who have 
loaned it their money in its time of need, shall be paid in anythin 
less than the full sam which was understood and agreed should |} 
paid at the time the bargain was made, and surely no one woul 
be so selfish and so unpatriotic as, for the benefit of a few owners 


of silver bullion and silver mines, or the interests of a few-com 
munities whose population in the aggregate is but little more than 
one or twoof our largest States, to deprive thousands of American 


citizens of the value of their earnings and savings, representing 
years of toil, by permitting or requiring that they should be paid 
in a base and discredited coin. 

In conclusion, therefore, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that my 
own judgment dictates, the wishes of my constituents approve, 
and the interests of the entire country demand that the substitute 
of the Senate for the House bill shall not be concurredin. [Ap 
plause. | 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr.Speaker, I shall support theSenate amend- 
ment to ‘‘A bill to maintain and protect the coin redemption fund, 
and to authorize the issue of certificates of indebtedness to meet 


| temporary deficiencies of revenue,” as | opposed the bill itself when 


before the House, and I defend my position in this matter on the 
ground that the amendment is in the line of traditional Repub 
lican policy, the policy of a bimetallic currency, and because the 
original bill is not in line with the traditional legislation of tne 
Republican party; and further, I support the one and oppose 
the other because the original bill is, at best, but a measure for 
temporary relief, along questionable lines, while the Senate 
amendment seeks to afford permanent relief along lines well 
understood and in the direction of a return to a policy which in 
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the past, at least, has prevented the occurrence of those diffi- 
culties which now confront us, The Republican party obtained 
a firm hold on the affection and confidence of the people of this 
nation by meeting public issues, whenever they arose for solu- 
tion, fairly and squarely, and it maintained its high position in 
the esteem and regard of a majority of our countrymen by avoid- 
ing temporary expedients in legislation, by adopting no policy of 
a makeshift character, but by coming out squarely in the open and 
legislating fearlessly on the great and burning questions of the 
hour, whatever they might be. 

I insist that House bill No, 2904— 

An act to maintain and promote the coin redemption fund, and to author- 


ize the issue of certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies in 
revenue 


as it passed the House can not bring any relief to a distressed 
Treasury; provides no alleviation from present unsatisfactory 
financial conditions; opens no new path out of the wilderness of 
uncertainty in which we find ourselves, and does nothing to place 
the country on the firm foundation of a currency system that can 
not be manipulated and controlled by the action of combinations 
of capital at home or abroad. What relief could the House bill 
have afforded? It simply provides a new way in which bonded 
indebtedness in this country may be increased. It merely changes 
the formula for increasing the load of debt under which our peo- 
ple are groaning, and nothing more. 

Its passage would not have assured us the maintenance of the 
credit of the nation for thirty days after the President had taken 
advantage of its provisions had it become alaw. This is not in 
the line of Republican legislation, for Republican legislation, 
from the time that party first took the reins of government, has 
been along those lines and in pursuance of those policies which 
would serve a mighty nation not for a day, a month, or a year, 
but rather such legislation as would build up and maintain our 
credit and our industries permanently. I trust I fully appreciate 
the high and patriotic motives which actuated the Republican 
members of the Ways and Means Committee in reporting to the 
House a measure which, in their opinion, would afford temporary 
relief to a depleted Treasury and bolster up a national credit 
weakened by the combined influence of a wickedly mistaken 
Democratic tariff policy and the ceaseless attacks made upon it 
by the Administration in its blindly persistent efforts to forever 
fasten upon us a single gold standard of currency, but I must 
differ from my fellow-Republicans on that committee as to either 
the necessity or wisdom of the measure. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not necessary for me to call the attention of this 
House to the fact, so patent to all of us, so unpleasantly brought 
to our daily notice, that this nation is passing through a most 
trying and crucial period. For years past there has been a steady 
decline in the prices of nearly all products. This decline began 
in the early seventies. For various reasons, among the most po- 
tent of which was the rapid development of our magnificent re- 
sources, made possible by wise protective legislation, the effect of 
which was to stimulate the development of our resources (so vast 
as to be almost incomprehensible) with such rapidity that the 
chilling and withering blight of falling prices was almost nulli- 
fied by the vast increase of products and the blessings of constant 
employment for our people. The dreadful and baneful malaria 
of falling prices and values was, nevertheless, present, though its 
blighting and deadly presence was scarcely noted while the body 
politicremained under theinfluence of the powerful tonic of rapidly 
developing resources. 

The nation calls loudly for the driving away of the miasmatic 
vapors of sloth and enforced idleness, of closed mills and starving 
artisans, by a return to the Republican S— of adequate 
protection. But even this, healthful aud invigorating though it 
would be, could not win back to us the countless millions that 
have been lost, and lost forever, by the deadly downward slide of 
values, upon which slippery slope, with ever-accelerating speed, 
the masses of our fellow-countrymen have seen their property 
values descend. We have all heard of the time-worn and, to my 
mind, time-dishonored argument, that the fall in general prices 
and values has been brought about by cheapened methods of pro- 
duction, by cheapened transportation, or by overproduction. 
With these arguments it is scarcely worth while to take issue. 

Wheat is not produced any more cheaply now in the United 
States than it was ten or fifteen years ago; neither corn nor cot- 
ton can be produced more cheaply now, provided the same wages 
are paid, than they could have been produced fifteen years ago; 
beef is produced no cheaper on the plains of the great West and 
fed no cheaper on the farms of the Mississippi Valley to-day than 
in 1873 if you pay the same value for labor and the grains and 
produce fed to beef stock that was then paid. In some manufac- 
tured lines there has undoubtedly been some reduction of the 
actual cost of production other than in the reduction in wages, 
but I am of the opinion that these reductions are not so great as 
have been imagined, and I venture to say that those reductions 
a not amount to 50 per cent of the fallin the prices of the 
goods. 
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Mr. Speaker, it is almost impossible to grasp the enormity in a 
tual value of property loss in the United States in the past fev 
years by theshrinkage inthe value of that property. Itisasthou; 
day by day a tier of brick had been taken from every house in t 
land and slowly the roof had been lowered, and that this pro 
had been going on until, were the actual loss in values of impro\ 
ments upon real estate (outside of the large cities of the land 
represented in the improvements themselves, they would ha 
lost one-third of their height or one-third of their extent. It 
as though year after year the farm and village property of t] 
nation had been shrinking in size until he who was accustomed 
look about on broad acres could now, measured by their val 
encompass his possessions with about two-thirds the number 
chains and links that he would have usedformerly. Itisas thou 
the live stock of the nation had shrunk in size, measured by ¢} 

value and purchasing power, to one-half or alittle more of t) 
former massive size. 

In the face of all these facts there has been one class of prope: 
that has maintained its value. That class of property is ind»bt 
ness of all kinds, at least this is true using the ordinary form: 
speech, the actual fact is that property of all kinds, except in 
affected by special causes, has about maintained the same valu 
these years, while upward and still higher has climbed the val 
and importance of debts as measured in those things which mu 
finally be used toliquidatethem. It has become the fashion amo 
those who believe that the values of all property can be adequate, 
measured by onemetal, and that metal gold, to insist that any k 
lation that would tend to enhance the value, as compared with g0|\/ 
of another money metal would be dishonest; that the use of any 
other metal than goldin the payment of debts would be dishom 
I agree with all those who reason thus in so far that I say that : 
indebtedness should be paid according to the bond and accord 
to the contract as specifically provided. More than that, it shou 
be paid in actual value, interchangeable with other actual valn 
at the time of payment, as the spirit and bond of the contract 
tended, but I must differ from them vitally when they say that 
that product of the mine only is honest money which year by y: 
makes more weighty the yoke about the neck of the debtor ani! 
which each year brings an increased reward to its holder in 1 
fruits of the labor of his fellow-men. 

For a moment let us admit the argument, fallacious though 
is, of those who hold that falling prices are the result of bett 
methods of production, cheaper transportation, or of overprodu 
tion. Even if that were the case would it be wise, under si 
conditions as have existed in this country for some years, to hay 
a basic currency of such a nature, so unyielding, so inelastic, s 
little in sympathy with human effort and human production that 
each increasing downward slide in the scale of values of products 
produced no corresponding expansion in the basic coin which 
represented all values? This condition of things might not 
so serious or alarming were all business transacted on a ci:! 
basis and were debts unknown, because then the only advantage 
accruing to the possession of actual coin would be the slight «: 
vance in value of the coin during a temporary hoarding. But 
when you take into consideration the fact that a great proportion 
of the wealth of the nation is represented by debts, stocks, bonds, 
and mortgages, public and private, aggregating in the Unit 
States $22,066,793,505.55, and when you appreciate that all of th 
enormous wealth each day grows more valuable, while the po 
sibility of its payment becomes more remote as the values of tho 
things in which it must be paid decreases compared with tli 
dollar standard, then you can appreciate the enormity of the di 
tress that is overtaking our people, the amount of whose debt i 
ever rising upward on one arm of the scale, while the ratio 
the value of those things in which debts must be ultimately paid 
is constantly dropping. 

Mr. Speaker, no man who will honestly, even casually and suj« 
ficially, study current prices and post himself on property valu 
can deny or doubt for a moment the tremendous shrinkag: 
values in this country other than those shrinkages that can b 
accounted for by the loss of speculative values or the depreciati 
of values brought about by the inauguration of a suicidal tari! 
policy. To say, however, that there have been tremendous loss 
in values is not to state the case fairly. The fact is that there h 
been a tremendous and far-reaching rise in the measuring capa: 
ity of the unit of value. It is not true that general values hay 
fallen, but it is true that the value of one commodity, made val 
uable by legislation, not by any intrinsic worth of its own, ha 
been tremendously enhanced. 

This condition of things has been brought about simply becaus 
the civilized world, following the lead of England and our ow! 
country, have provided by law and ordinance that all of th: 
mighty values, and all of the enormous debts representing thes 

values, shall be represented by one money metal alone, there!) 
creating a demand for that metal or its representative, because 0! 
which demand, working along the lines of the inevitable law 0! 
supply and demand, the value of this metal, compared with ever) 

thing else upon earth, has risen. This condition of things has 
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made gold the sole measure of values, a thing to be bandied about, 
speculated in, an article of commerce, to be shipped hither and 
thither for the purpose of controlling the finances of nations by con- 
trolling a large proportion of the free gold of the world. It 1s this 
condition financially, aided and abetted by an Administration 
which at all times, in season and out of season, has been working in 
the direction of depressing our financial standing, that has made 
jossible the tremendous raids on the Treasury of the nation, that 
has furnished the excuse for those transactions by the Administra- 
tion which have caused the cheek of every true American to tingle 
with shame, that has sent your Uncle Samuel, valiant, rich, re- 
sourceful, up and down the exchanges and bourses of the world 
like a common mendicant, asking for a paltry sum of yellow metal 
to maintain the currency of a nation the actual wealth of which 
and the resources of which exceed the combined resources and 
wealth of all Europe. 

Still, our Republican leaders of the Committee of Ways and 
Means have now no remedial legislation to offer or suggest for 
this condition of affairs, except a proposition to increase the national 
debt by a method the details of which vary a trifle from the de- 
tails of the methods by which the country has been plunged into 
needless debt to the extent of $262,000,000. Let no man be de- 
ceived by the cry oft raised by the Administration and its sup- 

orters, that the cause of withdrawals of gold from the National 

reasury is the result of the agitation of those who believe in 
true bimetallism and advocate the return to the use of both gold 
and silver as money metals of final redemption and measures of 
values. As well might the pilot, heedless of the chart that would 
have carried him safely through, blame the warning beacon light, 
placed to point the shoals and quicksands, for his wreck as those 
who believe in our late suicidal financial policy should claim that 
the warning cries of those who saw the quicksands and shoals of 
disaster were responsible for the wrecking of the ship of state, 
steered upon these very quicksands and shoals in spite of the 
warning given by the bimetallists. 

Mr. Speaker, the substitute, which I support,is in the line of 
permanent legislation, calculated to relieve the distressed condi- 
tion of our country and to place us upon a firm and broad founda- 
tion of prosperity. Those who oppose free coinage of silver are 
srone to refer to *‘50-cent dollars” and to ‘‘dishonest dollars.” 

fay the day never come when this nation, noted throughout the 
world for the magnificent manner in which its credit has been 
upheld, do aught but pay its debts in money that is interchange- 
able with any other money the world over. May the day never 
come—and I believe it never will—when any individual in this 
country will have the authority of law to pay his debts in any 
money that will not be acceptable to the debtor when it is paid. 
But it does not follow that because, by the reason of the striking 
down of silver, not only by our own nation, but by continental 
Europe, largely through our example, its present value, measured 
by gold, has decreased that, therefore, there is no way in which 
to restore the broad gap between the relative value of the two 
metals in the markets of the world now and those which prevailed 
in 1878. There is absolutely no reason for the present vast gulf 
between the two metals, except that the demand for one has been 
increased in having put on it the burden of the measure of values 
of the entire world, while the other has found its chief occupation 
gone, the demand for it destroyed by the repeal of legislation, 
thereby becoming a mere commodity, a thing of value only as it 
may be used asa money token to represent gold values, or as it may 
be used in the arts and sciences. 

Mr. Speaker, the present condition of affairs in this country 
can not be mended by the issuance of bonds. There is a funda- 
mental and deep-seated malady in the body politic that is turning 
the lifeblood of the nation into poison, which, as it goes coursing 
through the system, burns and consumes. You can not remedy 
this condition by placing bond blisters and plasters upon the 
cuticle of the nation. You must purify, enrich, and enliven the 
blood, the circulating medium which gives life and vigor. This 
can be done by the passage of the Senate amendment to this act. 
I know that it will be said by those who oppose the position held 
by the advocates of this amendment that the effect of the passage 
of the amendment would be to depreciate our currency and bring 
us at once to a silver basis or standard. 

I will not say that the passage of this amendment would not re- 
quire some auxiliary legislation to aid in the readjustment of 
business on the new lines thus presented. It is quite likely that 


this would be necessary, and it is quite probable that this legisla- | 


tion should be along the lines of a protective tariff, whereby we 
should raise against those countries that insist on maintaining the 
single gold standard of values a high protective wall, while com- 
pelling them to pay the tariff on their imports in gold coin. On 
the other hand, we might, and probably would, find it to our ad- 
vantage to enact such legislation as would give us reciprocal ad- 
vantages in our trade relations with those nations using and rec- 
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return to the use of this metal as a money of final redemption, for 
we are the possessors of a considerable portion of the world’s silver 
supply, and the amounts held by the nations of continental Eu- 
rope at least is in circulation on a parity with gold at a ratio 
higher than that which we propose, and could not be brought to 
our shores without considerable loss. 

Not until the nation is once more enjoying true bimetallism: not 
until the constantly increasing wealth of the nation is no longer 
measured by one metal, which fails utterly to keep pace with that 
increase and the volume of business; not until the constant and 
seemingly never-ending slump in prices shall be stayed by in- 
creasing the volume of basic money, thereby taking from the few 
millions of gold the enormous demand upon it occa by 
mnpelled 
to pay their obligations; not until each recurring sunrise shall find 
a debt, as measured by the human effort required to pay it, on 
greater than when the sun last set; not until the investment of 
‘apital in legitimate lines of human effort shall pay greater re- 
turns than capital locked up in safety vaults; not until the 
shall come when the miser hoarding his coin wealth shall no longer 
profit by its daily, weekly, and monthly enhancement of value; 
not until money, the servant, the medium of exchange, the meas- 
ure of value, shall cease to be the master and shall cease to crush 
beneath its golden heel the values of all other classes 
not until these conditions shall have been brought shall 
this nation return to an era of true prosperity. [honestly believe 
that a majority of those on this side of the House agree with me 
on this proposition. I believe to-day that a majority of the Re- 
publican party believes that we must return, not to a wider and 
larger use of silver, as has sometimes been said, but to its restora- 
tion as one of the metals which may be drawn upon to ultimately 
pay debts, and thereby relieve the tremendous strain now placed 
upon gold as the sole liquidator of debts. 

Section 4 of the amendment provides: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem the United States notes, 
commonly called greenbacks, and also the Treasury notes issued under the 
provisions of the act of July 14, 1800, when presented for redemption, in 
standard silver dollars or in gold coin, or both, not at the « f the holder, 
but exclusively at the option of the Treasury Department; and said not 
commonly called greenbacks, when so redeemed, shall be reissued as 
vided by the act of May 31, 1878 

The effect of the enactment of this clause would be to forever 
break the connection of that ‘‘endless chain” which is now sap- 
ping the vitality of the nation and putting to shame the states- 
manship of its ablest financiers, by absolutely arresting the specu- 
lative raids upon the Treasury gold which have been occurring 
for the past two years. The steam shovels of this Administration 
which have been working under an extra head of steam in order 
to pile out gold as fast as it could be demanded would be given a 
rest, for under the provisions of this amendment the Secretary 
would be expected to redeem at least a part of the notes so pre- 
sented in silver. This need not be done in a way that would in- 
terfere with the legitimate business interests of the country. 

It has not been the legitimate business interests of the country 
that have been drawing out gold and making a plaything of the 
United States Treasury, but combinations of capital, aided and 
abetted by the officials of the Government and their allies. Those 
who howl the loudest against this provision which would pro- 
tect our coin reserve, and who become almost frantic in their 
denunciation of those who advocate it, seem to forget that our 
National Treasury is the only place on earth where an unlimited 
amount of gold can be obtained on demand without any charge 
for exchange. The Bank of England, which the gold monomet 
allists are prone to point to as the bright and shining example of 
an institution which maintains gold payments, requires those who 
make heavy demands for gold to pay asmart amount for exchange, 
thereby discouraging and rendering unprofitable gold raids; while 
the Bank of France uses its own option as to paying coin demands 
in either gold or silver. 

You may not favor the passage of this bill now because you be 
lieve that the mints of the United States could not be opened to 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver without precipitating a 
disarrangement of values that would be disastrous to all interests, 
but the fact remains that the only way to return to bimetalli 
to open the mints of the country to the absolute free coinage of 
both metals on an equality, as the only way to resume specie pay- 
ments, when we had a depreciated paper currency, was to resume. 
The disastrous lessons of the past serve as a warning for the future. 
If we persist in our advocacy of a single gold standard, the same 
influences which destroyed bimetallism are still at work to still 
further enhance the value of bonded debts. The enormous values 
of the lands inhabited by the Mongolian and Hindoo races and 
those of South America and Mexico are still measured in the white 
metal, and as the bonded debts of these nations to the money lend 
ers of Europe daily increase, how long will it be, think you, if we 
make no effort to counteract the baneful influence 
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they will force these nations on to the gold standard; and, think 

ou, this further extension of the measuring value of gold will not 
increase the ss power of the gold unit, and that to an ex- 
tent that will still further largely increase the value of all debts? 

This is no idle speculation, for England has already partly con- 
summated her plans in this direction in India, and in the guise of 
advocating a uniform currency in the interest of commerce the 
moneyed interests are working industriously to this end all over 
the world. If this measure is not a good one, what has been 
offered in its stead? Are you willing to vote for a measure pro- 
viding for free coinage when we can obtain the cooperation of 
France and Germany? Are you willing to provide by law a fu- 
ture date at which we shall resume the free coinage of both 
metals? We who believe in bimetallism as the only cure for 
many ills that now inflict the body politic are anxious to know 
whether we differ from you only as to the means to be employed 
or do we differ as to the fundamental proposition? 

This bill can not pass this House, so it can not become a law, but 
I look confidently forward to the day when a Republican Execu- 
tive at the other end of the Avenue shall be working harmoniously 
with a Republican Congress for the purpose, not of discrediting 
the currency of the nation by denouncing all those as fanatics and 
theorists who do not adhere to the single gold standard of values, 
but who, conscious of the dangers, appreciating the direful effects, 
cognizant of the terrible consequences of the depreciation of the 
value of the world’s property, will aid in bringing about such a 
state of affairs that the two metals shall bear the burden of values 
as moneys of final redemption at the ratio along which they moved, 
with slight fluctuations; for centuries. 

You are not satisfied with the present condition of things. No 
one is. No man, no matter what may be his opinion as to the 
causes, can view with complacency the conditions where debts 
increase without increasing the obligation; where actual wealth 
decreases without decreasing the quantity or changing the char- 
acter of that which represents that wealth. No currency can be 
a safe, sound, and honest currency which does not, as the years 
roll by, somewhere nearly measure the property and products of 
to-day so that they shall approximately represent the same amount 
in circulating medium that they did yesterday, last week, and last 
year. 

How do you expect to win back the fallen prices? By what 
means of legislation do you expect to make it possible for the 
debtors of this country to meet their obligations as easily as they 
did in years gone by? Have you any legislation in mind that will 
accomplish this? Must we say that the golden era is past and that 
never again will the producers be able to meet obligations as they did 
in years past? You may say that a protective tariff will aid in doing 
this, and it is true that it will aie and stimulate and that it 
will at least furnish mperme to our people, and by thus fur- 
nishing employment will enable them to use a constantly increas- 
ing amount of the products of the farm and factory, of the ranch 
and mill, but you can not hope even by this class of legislation to 
restore the equilibrium, to reunite the past, to which the future 
is mortgaged b bills of indebtedness, with the present, except by 
such currency as will make the dollar of to-day some- 
thing like in purchasing power the equivalent of the dollar of the 
past. 

It is true that under the present condition of things he who 
has obtained the golden guinea would fare better than he who ob- 
tained the same amount in years past were it not for the fact that 
under our system of Government every citizen must directly or 
indirectly bear his proportion of all the debts of a public charac- 
ter, at least. As far as the millionaire is concerned, the owner of 
vast quantities of securities, his payment of the difference between 
the enhanced value of indebtedness and its normal value is com- 
paratively small compared with the benefit he derives. 

We are confronted with and can not escape from the question of 
increased metallic base for our currency with the query of what 
should be done with the greenback, with the question of how the 
increase in wealth and population is to be met with a correspond- 
ing increase in the measure of values, and whichever way we turn 
for a solution of these questions we are met with the cold, hard 
fact that the basic money, the foundation of all currency and the 
measure of all values, gold is not increasing to any appreciable 
extent. 

Mr. Speaker, I said at the beginning of my remarks that I 
favored this amendment because it is a Republican measure, not 
that I believe it is a measure, understand, that will be favored by 
a majority of the Republicans of this Chamber at this time, but I 
reiterate that it is a Republican measure because it strikes at the 
root of the difficulty instead of being a patent nostrum, a chea 
narcotic, expected to produce temporary lethargy in the body pol- 
itic. It is a vital restorative, to quicken the pulse, improve the 
heart action, increase the circulation, and, by sending the silver 
along with the gold corpuscles through the veins of commerce, 
trade, and enterprise, revivify, enliven, and restore wonted activ- 
ity in all channels of enterprise. Adopt it and you raise a nation 


from the slough of despond, rescue the Treasury from the clutch 
of spoilers, stop the deadly fall of prices which is impoverishjy 
our people, and start your country once more on the road to wea)t); 
and prosperity. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, opposed as I am tothe origina] 
bill as it left this House, and not altogether favoring the amen.- 
ment, or rather the substitute, adopted by the Senate, I ask the 
indulgence of the House while I give briefly, as I shall, my views 
on the great questions involved. 

The bill as originally reported and passed by this House wags 
objectionable, in my judgment, for many reasons. But as t! 
measure has practically passed into history and is not now before 
us, I will not waste any time in a statement of the reasons which 
would have impelled me, had I been present at the time of its pas- 
sage, to vote against the bill. But, while the substitute passeq 
by the Senate has merit, while it has features which commend 
themselves to all Democrats and to those who do not desire the 
country to drift further toward monometallism, it also possesses 
features which do not commend themselves to me, nor, I believe, 
to the people whom I in part represent on this floor. 

I believe in bimetallism for the United States at this time. | 
do not believe that the time has come in our history when a sin- 
gle monetary standard, either of gold or silver, would be best for 
this country. I know, Mr. Speaker, that our career has been a 
grand one; that the spirit of progress has hovered over us from 
the birth of this Republic down to the present moment. I know 
that the America of to-day is not the America of a century ayo; 
that the civilization of 1792 is not the civilization of the closing 
years of the nineteenth century. Iam aware of the fact that 
within the past quarter of a century this country has advanced 
steadily but senlliy along commercial lines; that it has improved 
in all the departments of industry and of business; in the ma- 
chinery and appliances which have more than doubled and trebled 
the products of the fields, the gardens, the mines, and the work- 
shops of the country, down during the past twenty-five years, 


until to-day ours is the greatest nation on the globe. And I am 
aware, too, that for many years there has been a steady tendency 
toward a single gold standard among many countries, particularly 
among the leading commercial nations in Europe, silver in each 


case giving way to the more favored metal, gold; but I do not think 
the time has come in the history of this country when a single 
gold standard will conserve the best interests of the greatest nuin- 
ber of our people. 

It might be sufficient for certain classes. It might do for cer- 
tain sections of this country. But there are sections and classes 
and peoples whose interests will not, in my judgment, be pro- 
moted by the exclusive use of gold as the monetary standard. In 
the great centers of business and population it might do; for the 
one in stocks and bonds it might possibly be better, al- 
theugh this is problematical; but for the rural districts, for the 
laboring people remote from these great centers, it seems to me 
that bimetallism, or the use of both gold and silver as the standard 
money, under such restrictions as would make them circulate at 
a parity, would be better. I know it is claimed that as civiliza- 
tion advances less money in proportion to population and th 
volume of business done is needed in the business transactions of 
the world; so a dollar, it is claimed, will go further now than 
fifty or a hundred years ago. It is said, for instance, that nine- 
tenths of the business of the world is done on paper, not a single 
dollar of any kind of money being moved from its place of deposit 
in the transactions covered by this 90 per cent. All this may 
true, and yet it would furnish no argument against the demand, 
nor the reasons therefor, which comes from the South and from 
the West in favor of a freer use of silver. 

I do not care so much for the silver miners in the West or the 
holders of stocks and gold bonds in the East, although I would in 
the enactment of laws, as in their enforcement, protect so far as 
possible the interests of each. These classes can take care of 
themselves and usually do. But there is a class of people between 
these two extremes. I mean the laboring classes, those who work 
in the fields, the mines, the factories, and the workshops of tlie 
country, whose interests we are too prone to forget and whio 
should receive equal consideration at the hands of those who 
would legislate for the entire country. It is these classes that 
the coinage of silver along with gold, and under the conditions 
above referred to, might benefit. : 

For this reason, then, I am in favor of bimetallism, or the coin- 
age and use of both metals, but always, Mr. Speaker, under such 
circumstances and conditions as would cause them to circulate on 
an equality, and would make and keep their debt-paying power 
the same. ; 

Then again, Mr. Speaker, Iam in favor of an increased use of 
silver because of the great demand coming up from different sec- 
tions of this country in favor of that metal. From the South and 
the West, the great farming sections of the country, there is a de- 
sire for silver that, it seems to me, we should notignore. It may be 
and doubtless is true that many of the arguments in favor of the 
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free coinage of silver are not tenable, but that is true of many 
meritorious questions. It is thought, for instance, by those most 
urgent in their demands for free coinage that all the financial ills 
with which we have been afflicted during the past few years are 
traceable to the so-called demonetization of silver. This, how- 
ever, is of course incorrect. It is also claimed by the extreme 
advocates of that doctrine that the demonetization of that metal 
py this country and other nations had, by the undue appreciation 
of gold, reduced the prices of commodities and of the productions 
of labor. This is probably not true to the extent claimed, as sta- 
tistics will abundantly show, and if it were true the fact would 
destroy the argument so far as the producing classes are con- 
cerned, for if all articles have fallen alike no one, it seems to me, 
will be hurt, because with a given amount of labor (and that is 
the standard of value of the workingman) a person should be 
able to purchase as much now as ever. But stil! this demand for 
the increased use of silver which has sprung up throughout the 
sections of the country just mentioned has a sufficient foundation 
for its existence to warrant Congress in endeavoring to enact such 
laws as Will give the people the same use of silver as they have of 
old. 

8 Mr. Speaker, I know that this cry for silver comes largely from 
or is influenced by those directly interested in the appreciation of 
the price of silver, the owners of silver mines or of stocks or 
securities based thereon, as the advocacy of the single gold stand- 
ard comes largely from those who have a like interest in gold. 
These, Mr. Speaker, are the two extremes. Each, if power were 
given them, would have‘but a single standard, either of gold or 
of silver. ‘The one class would eliminate silver and the other gold. 
But the laboring people, the producing classes having no such 
motives, demand no legislation that would drive either metal out 
of circulation. They would use both as standard money without 
discrimination against the one or the other. 

I have no doubt, Mr. Speaker, that a large majority of the peo- 
ple in many of the Southern and Western States are deeply in 
earnest in their desire and their demand for the restoration of sil- 
yer to its former place as standard money, and these classes are 
entitled to the respectful consideration of the law making power. 

But there is another reason why I am in favor of bimetallism, 
and that is that I stand pledged to that policy. The party to 
which I belong, in its declaration of principles at its national con- 
vention in Chicago in 1892, clearly and unequivocally, as I take 
it, declared in favor of bimetallism; the only restriction being 
that ‘‘the dollar unit of coinage of both metals must be of equal 
intrinsic, exchangeable value, or be adjusted by international 
agreement, or by such safeguards of legislation as shall insure the 
maintenance of the id of the two metals and the equal power 
of every dollar at all times in the markets and in the payment of 
debt.” This was one of the declarations of principles made by 
the Democratic party in its platform of 1892, and it was on that 
platform that I was elected to a seat in this body. I therefore 
consider myself, as also the party, committed to that policy. It 
was on that plank in the Democratic platform, among others, 
that we went before the people in that year, and the success of 
the party, by a majority almost unprecedented in the history of the 
country, shows that this enunciation of principles as outlined in 
that platform struck a responsive chord in the hearts of the peo- 
ple throughout the land. 

But the question arises, will the passage by Congress of the Sen- 
ateamendment, and its approval by the President, give the people 
bimetallism in reality as well as in name? Is the substance of the 
measure such—are the provisions for free coinage so guarded as 
that the dollar unit of the two metals will be of equal intrinsic 
value or of equal purchasing power? The answer to this question, 
or rather the absence of a satisfactory answer, is what causes my 
chief difficulty. The bill provides for the free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver at a ratio of 16 to 1, while it is a well-known fact that 
the intrinsic value of the quantity of silver to be coined into a dol- 
lar would be little more than half the value of the bullion in a 
gold dollar. It is because, Mr. Speaker, I favor bimetallism for 
the United States at this time that I object to the arbitrary coin- 
age of silver as provided for in this bill. There is, in my judg- 
ment, not a single provision in the bill, nor has there been any 
provision made outside of the bill, nor any proposed, that would 
insure the circulation of the two metals on an equality. The re- 
sult, according to all precedent, would be to drive gold out of cir- 
culation, so that we would practically have but one standard of 
money, that of silver. 

As to the probable results of the free coinage of silver at the 
ratio of 16 to 1, of declaring a silver dollar with only 50 cents’ worth 
of silver in it equal toa dollar of gold with a coinage and com- 
mercial value of 100 cents, we are not left in doubt when we read 
the history of our own country. When our Government was first 
formed and it became necessary to establish a monetary system, 
the statesmen of that day set to work patiently to ascertain the 
true commercial ratio between the two metals—gold and silver— 
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and thinking they had found it, they fixed the coin ratio at about 
15to1. This, however, was not the commercial ratio, as gold was 
a fraction more valuable than the coinage ratio as fixed in the 
coinage law of April 2, 1892. Theresult, although not at the time 
foreseen, was clearly discernible a short time after, when all the 
gold was driven out of circulation. 

To remedy this evil the ratio was changed in 1837 from 15 to1 
to 16 to 1. This was accomplished by making the gold coing 
lighter than before. But theratio as thus changed placed too high 
a value upon silver, and the silver dollar could not then be kept in 
circulation. They were exported to such an extent that Congress 
in 1853 changed the weight of the silver coins below one dollar, 
making them lighter. This was done in order that our subsidiary 
silver coins might be kept in circulation, and it was well, for from 
this time to 1862, when both metals were withdrawn from circu- 
lation, our metallic currency consisted only of gold and these sub- 
sidiary coins and possibly a few foreign silver pieces. The silver 
dollar was nowhere to be found in circulation. This was all in 
obedience to a law as old as metallic money and as inexorable as 
the decrees of fate. It was what might have been expected. But 
it was thought the difference between the commercial and coin- 
age ratio was so slight that both metals would be retained in cir- 
culation; but silver in the one case and gold in the other obeyed 
the mandate of this law and disappeared from circulation. If 
these, then, were the results when the differences between the coin- 
age and commercial ratio were so slight, what are we to expect 
under a law which should fix the coinage ratio at 16 to 1 when the 
commercial value is 32 to 1? 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is said that this would be only the tempo- 
rary effect, and that the passage of the bill would increase the 
price of silver, so that sixteen parts of that metal would soon be 
equal to one of gold. I do not know this to be true, while it is 
controverted by some of the ablest minds in the country. But 
even if the free coinage of silver, suddenly forced upon the coun- 
try, would have this effect in the end, the immediate results to 
business would likely be disastrous. At least, Mr. Speaker, it is 
an experiment, and at this time I am opposed to trying experi- 
ments. Early in 1893, by reason of laws enacted, not by the Dem- 
ocratic party, and for which they were in no way responsible, the 
financial affairs of this country were paralyzed to an extent sel- 
dom witnessed in any part of the globe, and we are now, three 
years afterwards, just recovering from the effect of this panic. 

I am therefore opposed to the trying of experiments in the face 
of this returning prosperity. The people have suffered enough 
for one generation, oma unless some method can be adopted that 
is reasonably certain to produce no such results I would be in 
favor of waiting until the country has recovered from the effects 
of the panic of 1893 before making experiments. But itis not nec- 
essary to wait solong. <A step could be taken even now in that 
direction. It has been declared by solemn enactment that bimet- 
allism is the policy of thisGovernment. The two great parties of 
this Government have declared in favor of a double standard. 
Then, let the Government begin to do something toward carrying 
out that policy. Not by radical measures, to be sure, which may 
do a great deal of harm, but by conservative processes, which, 
without damage to any material interests, will yet accomplish the 
objects. 

Perhaps it was not expected or intended that the substitute 
should become a law at this time, otherwise the provision in 
favor of silver would have been guarded by others which wouid 
in the end have accomplished the object sought without the bad 
results which would likely follow the passage of the bill in its 
present shape. 

Mr. Speaker, the people I have the honor in part to represent 
on this floor are a conservative people, and while many of them 
would like to see such legislation as would give them a larger use 
of silver, yet they are not in favor of any radical measures nor 
the enactment of any laws at this time looking to the free coinage 
of silver which do not at the same time so guard its coinage as 
to give them bimetallism in the true sense of the word. I know 
that something should be done to remedy our present monetary 
system. Something is radically wrong with this system and has 
been since 1862, and it behooves the party in power, instead of 
resorting to temporary makeshifts, to formulate some plan that 
will give permanent relief to the people. 

These being my views, Mr. Speaker, and as the proposition is 
to concur or not to concur in the Senate substitute as a whole, I 
shall be compelled to vote against concurrence. 

The second and third sections meet my approval, but for reasons 
already given I donot see my way clear to support the first section. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, in some respects 
the present discussion on the part of those in favor of the free 
coinage of silver has assumed a sectional and acrimonious char- 
acter. Those residing in or near silver mines we find almost alone 
in the maintenance of what we believe to be a heresy. Is it nota 
sad commentary upon representative government that the views 
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we give utterance to on this floor are narrowed and prejudiced by 
the particular locality we hail from? Can we not as Representa- 
tives of a great nation be searchers for truth rather than selfish 
seekers for local aggrandizement? 

It is admitted that when silver is said to have been demonetized 
it had been out of circulation for years; that it was at a premium, 
and therefore in the market as merchandise and not a part of 
our operative currency. Isit not a fact that the actof 1873 recog- 
nized the inevitable and declared what really was the real standard 
of recognized values? Is it not a fact that the act demonetized 
nothing, but accepted the then real condition of things? Is it not 
admitted that the nations forming the Latin Union were compelled 
against their will to unyoke silver from their established stand- 
ards and stop its free coinage? 

Is it not admitted that the commercial value of silver as com- 
ared to gold is as 82 isto1? Then, in the name of all that is fair, 
ow can we justify free coinage at a legal or fiat ratio of 16 to 1? 

Is it not clear that if this monstrous doctrine is maintained gold 
must appreciate greatly, leave a circulation we have polluted, and 
the stream or circulation become entirely a silver one; that gold 
will be thrown upon the market as is merchandise and lose its 
entire efficiency as money. 

We hear talk upon this floor of the South and West uniting. 
Uniting for what? In the interest of silver mine owners, to force 
this Government to degrade its currency, impoverish the land, 
disseminate distrust and misery broadcast for the selfish aggran- 
dizement of a comparatively few. ; 

Unite, if you will, in friendly trade and commercial emulation 
and rivalry; but it is treasonable conspiracy for you to unite to 
poison the life blood of the nation; to degrade and depreciate its 
currency; te compel the Government to take, and force the peo- 
ple to take, a depreciated metal at a falsely enhanced value. 

Lappeal to all Republican and Democratic Representatives alike 
to act patriotically and unselfishly, and not to force this Govern- 
ment into ruinous bargains for any product, and especially for that 
product which, in one fell stroke, would destroy all established 
values and standards, confuse and distract the commercial world, 
paralyze the hand of industry, and scatter alarm and poverty 
throughout our land. 

And I desire to state another fact in conclusion that does not 
seem to have been noticed. It is said that the difficulty might be 
removed by international convention or agreement. I deny that 
either this or any number of nations combined can by mere agree- 
ment give value to anything. The concerted assent of all the na- 
tions of the world to-day could not make 16 ounces of silver equal 
1 ounce of gold. What the fiat of one nation can not do the 
combined fiat of the nations of the world is powerless to do. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. EDDY. Mr. Speaker, in the early days of the session there 
came an exceedingly urgent demand from the Executive that we 
have immediate legislation to relieve the extraordinary financial 
stress of the nation. 

In response to this demand, in a very short space of time two 
measures were brought in and passed by this House, namely, a 
measure for increasing the revenue; and secondly, a measure for 
issuing bonds to provide for the maintenance of the gold reserve; 
and these were sent to the Senate. 

They have returned one measure and will undoubtedly return 
the other so disguised by amendments that their originators 
would not recognize them. 

They have adopted a “ stand and deliver ” method of doing busi- 
ness, and have served a defiant notice on the House that no meas- 
ure increasing the revenue of this nation, no measure for protecting 
the labor and industries of this nation, no measure for lighting 
furnace fires, starting factory wheels whirling, or providing re- 
munerative labor for the be mc shall be passed, until the 
representatives of the majority of the people conform to the wishes 
of the representatives of the minority of the people in their views 
of what financial legislation is necessary for the welfare of the 
country; and if for no other reason, we in the House could not 
concur in the amended bill without placing ourselves in an ex- 
ceedingly humiliating position. 

I do not intend to enter into a lengthy discussion of this ques- 
tion. I have neither the time nor the ability so do to, but it does 
seem to me that there are some primary principles that can be 
understood and discussed by all. 

There can be no question but that all the money we have in cir- 
culation use should be so regulated and controlled that it will cir- 
culate side by side at a perfect parity; a dollar of one kind should 
be at all times and under all conditions and circumstances worth 
as much and be interchangeable for a dollar of any other kind, 
and whatever we circulate as money should possess all the mone- 
tary functions. That is: 

First. It should be exchangeable at its par value for labor and 
commodities, no matter where the commodities are purchased or 
the labor employed. 

Second. It should possess the power of discharging and utterly 
wiping out of existence all obligations calling for the payment of 





money, no matter whether such obligations exist in this or a) 
other country under a civilized government. 

In other words, whatever kind of money we have, it must } 
universal money. Therefore the question of paramount im) 
tance for us to consider is, What kind of money must we } 
that will perform all these functions? In my opinion, it can ; 
sist of but two kinds: 

First. Money composed of some metal or metals that all o) 
least a majority of the leading commercial nations of the w 
will receive at their official mints and coin back to the prese 
in ‘‘lawful-tender” money; or 

Second. Token money, composed of some other material, { 
will be promptly redeemed upon presentation in the money | 
mentioned by the government issuing the same. 

No nation can ae and maintain in circulation a money 
can not be exchanged on sight for an equal amount in valuc 
exchange) of the money of any other country without disas' 
results to its business and every commercial interest of its peo 
In other words, whatever kind of money we have it must |» 
versal money. The currency of a country has been styled 
lifeblood of trade.” And we might as well expect a man | 
strong, healthy, and vigorous with rich, red blood circulat 
through his extremities and a thin, watery fluid through 
veins and arteries of his trunk as to expect the great busi) 
enterprises of this nation to keep in a healthy, thriving conditin 
with two kinds of money in circulation, one worth its par value 
anywhere on earth and the other that would only circulate at par 
within the boundaries of the United States. No, our 1 
which I before stated is the ‘lifeblood of trade,” must cir 
evenly, uniformly, not only through the great body of nati 
but through the greater body of international civilization. 

At the present time the only money that does this on its 
merits is gold coin, and under the present circumstances an 
conditions as they now exist the only true money metal is gold. 
We may think, and many of us, myself among the numbvr, ‘lo 
think, that such a condition of things ought not to exist, but 1 
it does exist is beyond all question and dispute. 

Why is it that a twenty-dollar gold piece is worth the face value 
anywhere in the world? Is it because the laws of the United 
States say that it shall pass current for that amount? By no 
means. No one will argue for a moment that if the United States 
should pass a law that an equal weizht of lead or of iron oy of 
silver should pass current for $20 that it would immediate!) 
sume that value in countries that had no such law, or that al! 
legislation that could be enacted could make it purchase here in 
this country as many commodities or as much labor as a twenty- 
dollar gold piece that will pass current for its face value any wlicre 
on earth. 

The idea is too preposterous for a moment’s consideration by 
thinking men. Willatwenty-dollar gold piece pass current ever) 
where because the same is intrinsically worth $20? I donot thi 
so. lIunderstand the intrinsic value of such a gold coin to b 
what the bullion composing the same would be worth in the n 
kets of the world for the uses of the arts, sciences, and for 01 
ments, provided that no nation on the face of the earth w 
receive it at their mints and coin it into money on any t 
whatever. I have never yet encountered an individual that mai 
tains that if all or a greater portion of the nations of the wo 
would refuse to receive gold bullion at their mints and coin t 
same back to the presenter but that one of the principal elem 
of its value would be destroyed and that it would immediat: 
slide down the scale of prices. as 

A twenty-dollar oe piece is worth $20 anywhere in the worl’, 
because you can take it, either in the form of the coin or in 
lion, to the mint of any nation and they will coin back to you 
equal amount of ‘‘lawful-tender” money of that nation ani 
taining as many grains of gold as your twenty-dollar gold p 
and, if you desire, you can take the money so coined back to | 
mints of the United States, and they will recoin for you a tweii'! 
dollar gold piece again. (There may be some slight excha 
charge, and in some cases small mintage charges, but the st 
ment is approximately correct.) It is universal money, an t 
reason that it is such money is because it is universally recei' 
at the mints of the world and freely coined, and the coinag 
out forth is universally recognized and received as ‘‘lawful-' 
der” money. Money that can be exchanged for its face v: 
anywhere in Christendom for anything you may desire to | 
chase; money with which you can discharge any obligation 
ing for the payment of money, no matter where the same may ° 
held and by whomowned. Understand me, I donot mean that ¢ 
coin is the only kind of money that will perform these functi! 
at the present time, but it is the only money that will do it on 
own merits, and gold is the only substance out of which you 
I can get this money coined or created. These conditions mak 
gold coin universally worth its face value, and not because |! 
bullion composing the same is “intrinsically” worth its face, 0T 
because any single individual nation so coins or so receives ll. 

Now, I think [ am warranted in saying thatif the advocates o! 
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free coinage can produce proof that if the opening of our mints 
to the free unlimited coinage of silver at the rates of 16 to 1, inde- 
pendent of the action of any other nation, will confer upon the 
coinage so put forth this quality of universality, there would not 
be a dozen members in this House who would vote against this 
measure. 3 

And I submit that the advocates of such coinage should cease 
their lectures on ancient history, the alleged crime of 1873, abandon 
their absurd position of the divinity of the 16 to lratio. Stop 
talking about the distressed condition of the country, to which I 
think no one will for a moment question other causes largely con- 
tributed, and show by some tangible argument that legislative 
enactment can inject a value of 50 cents into every 412 grains of 
silver and change the international ratio of silver from 30 to 1 to 
16 to 1. 

But in all the arguments advanced by the able advocates of 
such action I have listened and listened in vain for an argument 
along this line—they have kept clear of this point. 

Andin such a course they have manifested good judgment. The 
facts are: Logic, reason, judgment, and history are against such a 
proposition. ’ ‘ ; an 

It is a perfectly logical conclusion that if the United States by 
independent legislative action can by affixing its official stamp to 
@ given amount of silver increase its value 50 per cent and raise 
the international ratio from 30 to 1 to 16 to 1, by similar action 
they could make the ratio 15 to 1, 10 to 1, 5 to 1, and increase the 
value correspondingly. 
is a dollar” on 2 cents’ worth of alluminium, and it would be a 
dollar. We could print it on an unlimited number of pieces of 
paper and it would ‘‘ go.” ) ' 

Our Republican friends advocating this measure repudiate with 
scorn the idea of fiat money, but the same principle of fiatism 


We could stamp the mystic words ‘this | 


enters into the independent coinage of silver at 16 to 1 as enters | 


into the Populist idea of fiat paper money. It is only a differ- 
ence of degree. In one case the fiat is 50 cents, in the other it is 
100cents. And the Populist party is the only party that has ever 
officially declared for fiat money, either in part by declaring for 
the unlimited, unrestricted free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 
to 1 by the United States alone, or by the issue of an unlimited 
amount of irredeemable paper money, and I will venture the 
prophecy here and now that it is the only party that will so de- 
clare. 

From the first organization of our Government down to 1873, 
silver was admitted to free coinage in our mints and also the dif- 
ferent mints of the world, with one notable exception, England, 
who abandoned bimetallism and came to monometallism in 1816, 


| 


and from the time of our first mintage act, 1792, down to 1873, the | 


commencement of the period of general demonetization of silver 
by the commercial nations of the world, the commercial ratio be- 
tween gold and silver only varied from 15,17 parts of silver to 1 
of gold in 1792, to 15.92 parts of silver to 1 of gold in 1873, or only 
seventy-five one-hundredths of a point, and bear in mind, please, 
that during the time I have just mentioned the leading commercial 
and monetary nation of the world abandoned bimetallism and 
came to monometallism. From 1873 down to the present time, 
during which period the following nations have abandoned bi- 


term, have discontinued the coinage of silver: Belgium, Germany, 
and the United States in 1873; France, Italy, Switzerland, and 
Greece in 1874; Holland in 1875, Austro-Hungary in 1879, Rou- 
mania in 1892, India in 1893, and Brazil and Chile in 1894, the com- 
mercial ratio between silver and gold has changed from 15.92 parts 
of silver to 1 of gold in 1873 to 32.56 to 1 in 1894, 

In 1816 England abandoned bimetallism and came to monomet- 
allism, but the other nations of the world having refused at that 
time to follow her lead such action on her part did not materially 
affect the ratio between the two metals or tend to lessen the price 
of silver bullion to any great extent in the markets of the world. 
But from 1873 down to the present time all the great commercial 
nations of the world have discontinued the free coinage of silver 
and the commercial ratio has changed from 15.92 to 1 in 1873 to 
32.56 to 1 in 1894, 

At the present time Japan, Mexico, the Central American and 
some of the South American Republics are the only nations that 
open their mints to the free coinage of silver. In China silver is 
lawful tender, but it is not generally coined, and a person of ordi- 
nary judgment can readily see that if these nations were to aban- 
don its coinage and follow the lead of the rest of the nations of the 
world and come to monometallism the ratio would become still 
greater and the price of silver bullion would take another drop. 


From the above brief statement I deduce the following propo- | 


sitions: 
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metallism and have come to monometallism, or, if you prefer the | 
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most important monetary and commercial one, could not destroy 
its monetary functions or materially affect the ratio or the price 
of silver bullion. 

Third. Reasoning from the well-known axiom that it takes at 
least as great a power to restore as it does to destroy, it follows 
that no single nation can restore such monetary functions, bring 
back the old ratio, or enhance its price, and it also follows that no 
single nation can prevent such restoration if a majority of the 
nations agree thereto. 

Fourth. That the only way such monetary function can be re 
stored and the old ratio and price regaine lis by the conjoint action 
of at least a majority of the leading nations and a mutual agree- 
ment on their part to open their mints to its free coinage at an 
agreed ratio with gold, and a mutual agreement on their part to 
receive such coinage as ‘* lawful-tender ” money. 

The advocates of the free coinage of silver point to the present 


t 
depressed condition of the country and attribute it to the demone- 


| tization of the white metal, but will the facts warrant the state- 


ment. 
For thirty years the country had been traveling the highroad 
of prosperity under Republican administration of national affairs, 
until it reached the flood tide in 1891 and 1892, but after the el 
tion of 1892, when it became a certainty that the Government in 
all its branches was to be turned over to the Democracy. who 
came into power upon a political pledge to wipe out *‘the rob- 
ber Republican protective tariff” from the statute books and 
to enact in lieu thereof ‘‘tariff-for-revenue ” legislation | 


- 





1 
”) nye 
KIN 


| toward ultimate free trade. 


} 


Then trouble commenced good and hard. Importers ceased to 
import, waiting for the expected reduction. 

American manufacturersreduced their output for fear of becor 
ing loaded with goods which, owing to foreign competition, they 
feared they might be compelled to have put on the market at a 


| losing price. 


When it became known to the observant, early in the vear of 


1892, that Democracy would triumph, the financial atmosphere be- 


camechilly. When thattrinumph became assured by the election of 

November of that year, a frost fell, and when that triumph culmi- 

| nated in that masterly measure of incompetency known as the 

Gorman-Wilson tariff law a regular winter blizzard of panic 
swept over the country, costing this nation untold millions. 

[ will say nothing of the direful effects of that panic upon the 


people. It is history. <A recital of broken fortunes. blasted pros- 
pects, ruined hopes, of want, woe, and suffering written upon the 
pages of time in the tears of the multitude. 

There can be no question but this condition was caused princi- 
pally by the invasion and still further threatened invasion of our 
protective tariff system. 

And to my mind the only remedy is toreturn to full power that 
party under whose policy the nation prospered with a wonderful 


prosperity. In my opinion, if this question is to be settled atal} it 
must be settled by the Republican party. It isthe only party that 
| has settled affirmatively any question during the last thirty years. 
It settled the question of human slavery, settled it forever, and set 
tled it right. It settled the tariff question in favor of protection 


and when this Gov- 
ernment again passes under its control, as it surely will, I believe 


it contains statesmanship enough to grasp and solve the much 

discussed money question, not in favor of the goldites or silver- 

ites, but in favor of the people, and all the people. [ Applause. 
Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to avail myself of 


this opportunity of making a permanent addition to the literature 





on the subject of finance. I will ask to be allowed, as I believe 
1 am already under the special rule permitted to do, to have 
| printed in the REcorD, in the ordinary type, the speech of the Hon. 
J. Z. GEORGE, of Mississippi, delivered at Winona, Miss., on Sat- 
urday, July 13, 1895. Ido not desire to take up any time, Mr. 


} 
| 


First. That one of the principal causes of the present low price | 


of silver and the enormous increase in ratio between the two metals 
has been caused by its general demonetization by the leading 
nations. 


Second. That its demonetization by a single nation, even the 


Speaker, in asking permission to print this speech, but there have 
been so many men who have come to Co 


gress in recent ve ‘Ss, 80 





I have been informed, who talk one way before they c here 
and another way afterwards—in other words, they are educated 
after they get to Washington—that I want to put tl ited 
and philosophical treatment of the financial question in the Rrc- 
ORD, to try and educate them right after they come here and keep 
them right after they are properly educated. [Ap] 
Speech of Hon. J. Z. GEorGE on the financial tion I at W a, 
Miss., Saturday, July 15, 19% 
FELLOW-CITIZENS: I[ thank your committee for the invit n to 
address you to-day. I might indulge in recalling some ising 
| recollections, especially of men and events,connected with this 
portion of the old county of Carroll, and the temptation is strong 
| todo so. But the momentous questions now presented to you 
and the people of Mississippi for solution, the en rn s t the 
people to hear these questions discussed, the asse1 ng of this 
large andience of anxious and intelligent citizens, adm hes me 


that I should at once proceed in the discussion which you have 


| assembled to hear, 
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The real question before us, that which underlies all others, and 
that on which hinge all others, is this: Have the people of the 
United States the right to govern themselves, or is this great duty 
to be usurped by the banks and their allies, the creditor classes of 
this country and of Europe? Is this a Government of the people, 
by the poems and for the es »le, or is it a Government of banks, 
by the banks, and for the banks? 

I include in the term banks not only those engaged in a strictly 
banking business, but a large number of others being holders of 
and dealers in money and moneyed securities; speculators in bonds 
and stocks and in contracts for the future delivery of commodi- 
ties—appropriately called gamblers in agricultural products—and 
all those who look to the banks for the means of carrying on any 
speculation. 

This contest has assumed at present the aspect of a struggle about 
the currency; it is in substance but a continuation of the contest 
waged from the beginning of the Government by special and privi- 
leged interests to seize, and then to appropriate to their own use, 
the powers and functions of the Government, granted for the good 
of all. Sometimes this contest is mostly marked by efforts to 
destroy the people’s right to free trade—to buy and sell in such 
markets as are most beneficial to them. Under the operation of 
laws favored by such men not less than $20,000,000,000 have been 
transferred from the pockets of producers to Government favor- 
ites. Sometimes this contest assumes the aspect of securing large 
bounties from the people’s property—sometimes in money and 
sometimes in other property. Tuecesh it has been secured to the 
favorites of the Government land grants to the amount of near 
200,000,000 acres, making a territory four times as large as the 
State of Mississippi, besides many millions in money. 

It has secured from the highest judicial tribunal a decision on 
the income tax contrary to the ruilngs of that court for a century, 
by which these men who had perverted thus the power of the Gov- 
ernment for their own enrichment procured for themselves an ex- 
emption from a just share of the contributions of the people to 
the support of the Government. In whatever shape it has ap- 
peared, itis in fact but the same old eternal and never-ceasing con- 
flict in which the prize fought for was on the one hand the “ge | 
and the opportunity to use the Government for private ends and 
on the other a struggle by the people for a fair, just, and equal 


-Government, upholding, advancing, protecting the interests and 


rights of all alike, with no special favors to any. In fact, it has 
been in all its shapes a contest between money and its owners and 
devotees and the great mass of the people; a contest to determine 
whether money and its satellites and henchmen should rule this 
fair land for aggrandizing the few or whether the people should 
rule with such laws and policies as would best subserve the com- 
mon good—the general welfare. 
ATTEMPT TO CORRUPT THE ELECTIONS. 

The value of money consists in its purchasing power. This pur- 
chasing power has, as will be seen before I conclude, been greatly 
enhanced. It is now proposed to enhance it further by applying 
it to a new object of human desire—at least new in Mississippi. 
As illustrating the nature of this contest now going on in this 
State, and showing that I am right in what I have said about it, 
I will read extracts from a journal of high repute among bankers, 
the Financial Chronicle, published in New York and dated June 
22 of this year. The editorial is headed: 

A SURE WAY TO DEFEAT FREE SILVER. 

It proceeds: 

The seats of several United States Senators are being contested in the 
South that might possibly be gained for advocates of a stable currency by 
a little judicious assistance on the part of the North. Wecan not vote there, 
but we can send money, by means of which the work of educating the people 
could be continued—a work that is most effectively done in that section by 
public speaking at political moony. The question we want to ask is, Why 
should not the sound-money candidate in each State, the one who appears to 
a the best promise of success, be furnished with the means of conducting 

5 canvass? 

What we advocate is a thoroughly organized movement—not to talk, not 
to write letters, not to prepare sound-money plans, for every editor's table 
is groaning under the load it is bearing of that kind of literature—but to in- 
duce every man to put his hand in his pocket and give what he is willing to 
give to defeat these enemies to commercial prosperity. 

Then, after dilating upon the very great importance of defeating 
the silver men, the article suggests the employment of the cham- 
ber of commerce as a proper agent to execute the designs of the 
gold monometallists, and then states: 

All we desire is that the amount of the fund should bear some relationship 
to the cogent to be sought and the danger to be averted. Our people have 
borne this cross by laying down under itand coguettins with it long enough. 
It is about time now to bestir ourselves and shake it off. 

The article of course does not openly advocate bribery—the _— 
chase of men and votes. Its pretense is to raise money only to 
enable gold-standard candidates for the United States Senate to 
conduct their canvass. It proposes to select the candidate in each 
Southern State having the best prospect of success, and give him 
the funds for making the canvass. 

As there are oy ree Southern States in which there are can- 
vasses for the United States Senate—-Mississippi, Maryland, and 





a 


Kentucky—this paper, for three men, one in each State, proposes 
to raise money to aid them in making the canvass. If only the 
natural and ordinary expenses to be incurred in a canvass were 
intended, then the sum of $1,000 in each State is ample. But if 
money is to be used for the purpose of debauching voters, hiring 
itinerant speakers, buying venal newspapers, then there will be 
needed that large sum of money which the Chronicle article indi- 
cates should be raised. It will be noted that there is to be a 
thoroughly organized movement to induce not one man, but to 
induce every man “ to put his hand in his pocket” to defeat the fr: 
silver movement. Of course this language is never applied in a 
community of rich men, each being able to contribute the sum of 
$100,000 or more if he saw proper, to induce men to make efforts 
to raise the paltry sum necessary to pay the expenses of making 
a personal canvass of the three men in the respective States. 

I have read the extract in order to show you the nature of the 
contest in which we are now engaged—not only a contest with the 
money power for the guidance of the destinies of the people, but 
a contest with that power armed with gold to be freely spent in 
an effort to gain the mastery over us. 

I do not think I miscalculate when I say that the effort on the 
part of the New York bankers to control our elections by money 
will have no other effect than to deepen and intensify the opposi- 
tion of our people to the rule of men who’subordinate all other 
human interests to the aggrandizement of those who are already 
overrich. 

OUR COINAGE LAWS. 


Our money, or our materials for money, has been fixed by na- 
ture. Gold and silver, from the earliest periods, have been used 
by mankind for money—primary money—money, as it is called, 
of final payment. So that when a transaction was concluded and 
money of gold or silver was paid, it was a finality. 

In this situation our fathers found these metals at the adoption 
of the Constitution which gave to Congress the power to coin 
them into money and regulate its value. This was the situation 
when that same Constitution, recognizing them—both of them, 
not one alone—as full money metals, prohibited the States from 
making anything else than gold and silver a legal tender for the 
payment of debts. 

So when our fathers, in 1792, came to establish a mint and to 
inaugurate coinage in the United States, they had all these facts 
and more before them, and recognizing the advantage of bimet- 
allism they admitted to coinage both gold and silver and fixed a 
ratio of 15 to 1, being 3 per cent less than the French ratio, which 
was 154 to1. Owing to the fact that our ratio valued siiver more 
highly than it was valued in France, we had mainly a silver cur- 
rency from 1792 to 1834. The silver dollar itself was made the 
unit or standard of value. In 1834, in order to favor the gold 
mines in our own country, the ratio was changed so as to be 
practieally 16 to1. And in this ratio gold was overvalued and 
silver went to France and other places where it was valued higher 
than in our mint regulations. 

Thus currency and coinage matters stood till 1873, when silver 
was demonetized. 

ACT OF 1873-—-DEMONETIZATION, 


This action of Congress was furtive. It came from an omission 
in alaw of many sections, codifying the laws in relation to coinage. 
While other features of this long, law underwent discussion, it 
appears that this peculiar feature, the demonetization of silver, 
was so managed in debate that its practical effect escaped the at- 
tention of such men as Senator Thurman and Mr. W. D. Kelley 
and many others of equal distinction, and finally the bill was ap- 
proved by President Grant without knowledge that this provision 
was in it. 

Mr. Groesbeck, one of the American commissioners to the In- 
ternational Monetary Conference of 1878, in addressing that body, 
aptly and truly described the circumstances attending demoneti- 
zation in these words: 

From 1792 to this day, when by a sort of inadvertency in 1873 the silver 
standard was superseded, not a merchant, not a banker, not a manufacturer 
not an establishment, nor an interest of any kind could be cited as having 
raised any objection to the simultaneous use of the two metals. Bimetallism 


is, therefore, in the United States not only a tradition of the law, but has en- 
tered deeply into the habits of the people. 


It was enacted stealthily through the machinations of men in- 
terested in appreciating money, with not only no demand on the 
part of our people, or of any considerable portion of them, for 
such action, but in opposition to their wishes and in derogation 
of their rights. 

At the date of the passage of this law the United States were 
on a paper basis; neither gold nor silver circulatedas money. This 
condition of affairs was very favorable to the success of the 
conspiracy. , 

Yet it was some time afterwards discovered that demonetization 
had taken place, and from that date till now the ple, withoat 


distinction of party: have clamored for a repeal of the act of 1873. 
along resisted, and up to now with success. 


The banks have 
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THE CONSPIRACY. 


That the act of 1873 was the result of a conspiracy, having its 
members both here and in Europe, we have the authority of Mr. 
Carlisle, speaking on the subject in February, 1878, when the 
events attending that transaction were fresh in the memory of 

en. 

That he was correct in this I have no doubt. 
demonstrate that he was correct. L 

The banks and money holders in this country have acted exactly 
as if they were in the conspiracy. | : 

They had also the motive, to wit, self-interest, to conspire. 

When the conspiracy succeeded, however secret their machina- 
tions may have been before that time, they have been bold and open 
enough since, not only in defending the act, but in resorting to 
all manner of measures to prevent undoing the wrong. 

They are also in possession of the fruits of the crime, as was 


The circumstances 


‘demonstrated by Mr. Carlisle in February, 1878. 


JACKSON'S STRUGGLE. 


It ought to be stated that the very name of national bank, or 
Bank of the United States, had been made odious to the people of 


the Union through the misconduct of that institution as it was | 


In the great strug- | ,): : ; 
the great strug | thislast-named contraction being made tocontrolthe Congressional 


exposed and denounced by Andrew Jackson. 
gle for the government of these States, Jackson had known and 
felt the great power of the bank. 
of the operation of the bank on free government. 
to save his country by destroying it. 


composure and fairness upon that momentous struggle, the peo- 
ple of the United States almost with one voice pronounced Jack- 
son right. kk we 
gerous, but unconstitutional. 


CHARTER OF BANKS IN 1864. 


Butin 1864, when war was flagrant between the States, the bonds 
of the United States issued for war expenses had increased enor- 
mously. It was deemed necessary to increase the advantages of 
those who purchased them. The scheme was to have national 
banks in fact, yet to conceal the name. Soa bill was passed with 
this significant title: ‘‘To provide a national currency secured 
by a pledge of United States bonds and to provide for the circu- 
lation thereof.” It became alaw on June 3, 1864. The preceding 
acts, one in 1791 and the other in 1816, chartering United States 


banks, each plainly stated in its title that it was a ‘‘charter for | 
But this act of 1864 concealed its purpose, | 


United States bank.” 
not only in its title. but all the way through the companies char- 
tered by it being called associations, and in no instance ‘‘ banks.” 

This was done to conceal from the people that national banks 
were created. 

At once these banks, called associations, entered with avidity 
on the object expressed in the act chartering them, to wit: To 
provide a ‘national currency.” Their interest was to furnish all 
of it. So they set up an agitation to retire all the greenbacks and 
many millions were retired. 


As the law providing for the organization of national banks was | 


created to increase the value of United States bonds by making 
them the basis of a national currency, so in the same interest the 
bondholders and banks persuaded Congress to pass an act on the 
18th of March, 1869, declaring that all these bonds, though legally 
payable in any kind of lawful money, worth on an average, when 
used in buying these bonds, only 67 cents in coin, should be paid 
in coin only. By this law the bonds were enhanced in value 


about 50 per cent, and the burdens of the people correspondingly | 


increased. 

Having secured this advantage, the next step was to retire silver 
from circulation, so that the bonds would be payable only in gold, 
and so we had the act of 1873, as has been explained. 

This act vastly increased the value of the bonds, and also vastly 
increased the burdens of the people. The banks and bondholders 
had now accomplished their purpose in securing a situation in 
which there would be no silver money to pay on the bonds, and 
therefore they would be paid in gold. 

As soon, however, as the crime, as Mr. Carlisle justly calls it, 
was consummated, in the very next Congress, and in the very next 
year, to wit, on January 20, 1874, the conspirators threw off all 
disguise, so far as the national banks were concerned, and they 
procured a law to be passed enacting that the act of 1864, under 
which the banks were established as associations merely, and 
which was entitled ‘‘Anact to provide a national currency secured 
by a pledge of United States bonds and to provide for the circu- 
lation and redemption thereof,” should thereafter not be known 
by its name, but as ‘‘ the national-bank act.” 

They felt very secure after the act of 1873 was passed. They 
confidently relied on always being able to stop any law for a repeal 
in one or the other of the two Houses of Congress or in the Exec- 
utive Office. As it required a concurrence of all these to pass the 
law, so it required the concurrence of all to repeal it. As one of 
could have effectually prevented the law from passing, so, it 





He had seen the baneful effect | 
He determined | 
At first he was opposed by | 
a great party, but as time passed and men could look with entire | 


The bank was generally conceded to be not only dan- | 








having passed, any one of them could continue it in force against 
the opposition of the other two. 

This situation vastly strergthened the position of the conspir- 
ators in fighting against remonetization. Yet the sentiment 
throughout the country was strong for repeal, manifesting itself 
not only in the public expressions of the views of the people but 
also by votes of their Representatives in Congress. 

The banks resisted the repeal of the demonetization act from the 
beginning. In October, 1877, more than s year before the time 
fixed by law for the resumption of specie payments by the Treas- 
ury, the House of Representatives passed a bill restoring free coin- 
age by a vote of 162 to 34, Mr. Carlisle voting for it. In the 
Senate the banks succeeded in getting it amended so as to allow 
coinage to the amount of four millions per month, and to compel 
it to the amount of two millions. This was vetoed by the Presi- 
dent (Hayes), but passed over his veto. It will be noticed, how- 
ever, that in the year 1877, pending the agitation for the restoration 
of silver, the banks showed their enmity to it by predicting all sorts 
of disasters to the people, and especially in asserting that it would 
destroy confidence in the business situation, and to enforce this 
view they contracted their circulation by fifteen millions, in addi- 
tion to the contraction of the year before of twenty-two millions, 


election of that year. Soin the two years just preceding action on 
remonetization they contracted in all thirty-seven millions. 

This was an enormous contraction and there was no means of 
remedying it, for greenbacks could not be increased, the limit 
being fixed in 1868, and neither gold nor silver was used as cur- 
rency, we being then on a paper basis. 

Having accomplished their purpose by defeating the Bland bill 
and reducing silver coinage to two millions per month—for the 
minimum under the law they knew would be the maximum coinage 
in actual practice—they immediately commenced expanding their 
circulation, adding seven and a half millions in 1878, and in the 
succeeding years up to and including 1882 still expanding, so that 
in that year the whole expansion amounted to forty and a half 
millions, notwithstanding the yearly addition to the currency of 
twenty-four millions of silver under the Bland-Allison law. 

It should be noted here, as of special importance, that in the 
year 1881, to affect the action of Congress in relation to the finances, 
in which they were interested, they contracted in one day in New 
York alone $18,000,000. And so great was their desire to make 
money by expanding the currency, the banks, as soon as the emer- 
gency was over which caused the contraction of eighteen niillions 
in one day, began to expand, so that in that very year this contrac- 


| tion of eighteen millions was made up and eleven millions more 
| added to their circulation. 


This brings us to the year 1883, in which was passed a new tariff 
and internal-revenue law. Under the law as it then stood the 
banks were taxed 1 per cent on the amount of their deposits and 
1 per cent on their circulation, this last tax being imposed to pay 
tothe United States the costof printing and engraving the national 
bank notes. The banks wanted to get rid of all taxes. They pre- 
tended they could not successfully carry on banking with these 
taxes imposed, notwithstanding they had semiannually declared 
dividends larger thun the gains of the ordinary business of the 
country. Having succeeded in demonetizing silver, with only a 
pitiful addition to the currency of twenty-four millions annually 
under the Bland-Allison law, and the volume of greenbacks being 
restricted and fixed by law, as I have shown, and the need for more 
currency being exigent and imperative, they determined to force 
Congress to yield to their demands for a repeal of all taxes, and so 
they contracted the currency nine millions. They succeeded in 
getting rid of the tax on their deposits, which was their main 
grievance, the tax on circulation, being a compensation for print- 
ing their notes, remaining. 

OTHER SCHEMES OF THE CONSPIRATORS. = 

These were only a part of their schemes tocontrol legislation in 
their own interest and to secure to themselves a monopoly of fur- 
nishing the currency of the country. From the very beginning 
they warred on silver, though silver coin at the ratio of 16 to 1 
was then at a premium of 3 per cent. The charge then made was 
not as now, that thesilver dollar was too cheap. Thetrue animus 
was to destroy one-half of the money of the country, as Chevalier 
attempted in France as to gold on the discovery of Californian 
and Australian gold mines, so that the profits of the banks might 
be increased, though at the expense of the welfare of the people. 
They resisted the small coinage compelled by the Bland-Allison 
law of 1878 of two millions permonth. Thoughevery dollar coined 
was the equal of any other dollar and was needed in the commerce 
and business of the country, they refused to receive silver and 
silver certificates on deposit, and refused to allow balances in the 
clearing house to be paid iu silver coin and certificates. Congress 
was obliged to correct this in 1882. 

THE GOVERNMENT AIDED THE BANKS. 

In the meantime the Treasury Department from the beginning 

(Mr. SHERMAN being Secretary at the date of the act authorizing 
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coinage), took the side of the banks as against the people in dis- 
criminating against silver money. Though allowed tocoin forty- 
eight millions annually, the Treasury Department refused to coin 
more than one-halfthatsum. The Department regularly acknowl- 
edged the justice of the claim of the banks and bondholders to be 
paid only in gold, though the law was plain that they were equally 
payable in silver and silver was at par with gold. The Depart- 
ment paid everybody else in silver—paid officials, paid laborers on 
the — works, paid sailors and soldiers in silver; for the bond- 
holders only silver was not good enough, and they were paid in 
gold. This discrimination, as will be seen hereafter, tended to 
create a disparity between gold and silver and to give color to the 
clamor that silver could not be maintained at a parity with gold. 
SHERMAN LAW OF 1890. 


Notwithstanding the machinations of the conspirators and the 
actions of the Treasury Department; notwithstanding the outcries 
and denunciations of the metropolitan press and the clamor of the 
banks, the bondholders and their allies, silver, safe and sound 
money, which had served the people faithfully and well, main- 
tained its place in their confidence. They were quite content to 
use the money of the Constitution, the money Washington and 
Jefferson gave them, and the money fostered and trusted by Jack- 
gon, Clay, Calhoun, and Webster. The complaint the people made 
was only that there was not enough of it. The ple still de- 
manded a correction of.the crime, as Mr. Carlisle called it, of 
demonetization. So in 1890 the House of Bepresentatives passed 
another free-coinage measure, restoring to the people the ancient 
constitutional right to use both gold and silver. Again the banks 
and bondholders and their allies schemed to defeat the people. 
They forced a compromise through the action of the Senate, and 
the Sherman law was the result. It authorized the purchase and 
coinage of 54,000,000 ounces of silver annually. This was a large 
increase in the currency and gave great relief. The banks of 
course disliked it, but it was far better for their purposes than free 
coinage, for it still kept the ban of demonetization on silver. It 
still made the uncoined surplus a mere commodity, with its value 
regulated by the use of silver in the arts only; and thus widened 
more and more the difference in the market value of silver and of 

1d. 

As every ounce of gold could be carried to the mints and there 
coined without cost to the owner, of course the bullion value and 
the coin value was the same; but as only a portion of the silver 
bullion could be coined, the uncoined and uncoinable surplus 
fixed the bullion vainue of the whole. Now note: I said the 
uncoined and uncoinable surplus of silver fixed the bullion value 
of the whole; but it fixed the bullion value only; for silver coined, 
by the mere act of coinage, is endowed with a function denied to 
the uncoinable surplus, as I shall show hereafter, and this func- 
tion, the money function, gave it money value. 

By this forced compromise the banks and bondholders gained 
a great victory, for its effects now furnish them with their only 
plausible argument against free silver. 

Having defeated free coinage, and substituted for it that miser- 
able makeshift for free coinage, a purchase of a limited quantity 
only of silver, leaving a large uncoinable surplus, the bankers and 
bondholders and their allies were quite content to bide their time 
for the reenactment of the law of 1873 prohibiting entirely the 
further coinage of silver. They knew the power they possessed as 
the owners and dominant controllers of the money and the finances 
of the world. They were more and more impressed with the neces- 
sity for final and conclusive action, putting an end to silver as 
money. For under the first operation of the Sherman law and the 
votes of Congress on free coinage, which seemed to presage that 
we were on the eve of full remonetization by the United States, 
silver bullion went up to $1.20 per ounce—within a small frac- 
tion of full parity with gold, at the ratio of 16to1. Within afew 
months after the enlarged use of silver provided for by the Sher- 
man law the Baring failure occurred, which shook to its center 
the fabric of British finance, compelling the Bank of England to 
borrow from the bank of bimetallic France $50,000,000 gold. This 
enlarged use of silver, thus authorized by our law, saved the United 
States from any serious disturbance from this panic. This is ad- 
mitted by even the enemies of silver. This helped the free-coinage 
sentiment. The conspirators saw the danger, yet they were con- 
fident in their power and they waited patiently for the opportunity 
to strike a successful blow. 


THE PREPARATION TO REPEAL SHERMAN LAW. 


They intended to make no mistake as to preparation. In 1892 
the candidates of the two t parties for President were known 
to be unfriendly to action-by the United States alone. The man- 
agers from Wall street su in getting the national conven- 
tion of each party to make a platform on the silver ion which 
looked like a declaration for free coinage, and yet by artifice and 
trick was capable of the construction that international agreement 
was necessary for action. So, after the election, an international 
eonference was held, and though its deliberations and discussions 


showed fear and trepidation if the war on silver was continued, 
yet an adjournment was had without final action. 

The adjournment was to the 30th of May, 1893, at which timo 
there were both hopes and fears that favorable action would be had. 
The conspirators knew that the United States held that position 
which enabled them absolutely to control the situation. The sen 
timent of the United States as exhibited in the Presidential elec 
tion of 1892 was as strong, if not stronger, for free coinage than 
ever. For the first time since 1860 the Democrats held the fu 
power of the Government. The Democrats in the main had al! 
along favored free coinage. The declaration in their platform h 
denounced the Sherman law as a cowardly makeshift for free coii, 
age and had explicitly declared for silver as well as gold as stand- 
ard money. 

The trouble only was about the parity of the two moneys in the 
ratio of coinage. They knew if the United States determined on 
independent action that action would be a success. The power 
of the United States was so great in this respect, as I shall dem») 
strate, that they knew that action by them, independent action, 
would compel other nations to follow or surrender to the United 
States the scepter of the world’s commerce. 

THE CONSPIRATORS STRIKE THE BLOW. 

So the situation was one of distress and danger to the conspira- 
tors. The period wascritical. The time seemed to be opportune. 
An effort to defeat remonetization, if not successful, would only 
leave them in the situation they then occupied; if successful, it 
would make them lords of the world. So, about the last day of 
November, in the fateful year 1892, they determined to strike the 
blow. Quick “as the lightning from the collied night,” as unex- 
pected as the lightning at midday from a cloudless sky, and with 
the destructive force of a thunderbolt, the blow fell upon the in- 
nocent victims, the people of America. They said, ‘‘ Let there be 
a panic,” and there was a panic. 

GOLD EXPORTATIONS. 

Recall the situation on the 30th day of November, 1892. On that 
day ended the two months in which the net imports of gold were 
over four and a half millions. In December following, the next 
month, the exports of gold suddenly ran up to $12,899,727. These 
exports continued to increase monthly till the 30th of May, the 
date fixed for the reassembling of the International Monetary Con- 
ference. The conference failed, and England had determined to 
stop free coinage in India. Then they suddenly fell to $2,771,226 
in June, and from that date the scale was turned—the repeal! 0! 
the Sherman law was assured. In July and August the net im 
ports of gold amounted to about sixty millions. 

THE COUNTRY TERRIVIED. 

The clamor raised about the exports of gold in December, 18), 
and the months following terrified the country, as it was ascribe! 
to our improper monetary system—the enlarged use of silver under 
the Sherman law. During this factitious panic the New York 
banks refused payment of their deposits—refused to send thie 
money they owed to banks in other cities. Business men were 
refused accommodations; money was hoarded, and harsh and w 
conscionable bargains forced on those who needed money to sus 
tain their credit, and at the same time a clamor was raised to 
repeal the Sherman law and to issue United States gold bonds to 
the amount of hundreds of millions with the pretense of securing 
a return of the millions which the bankers and bondholders had 
exported to get up the panic. 

FINANCIAL SITUATION NOVEMBER 3B, 1892. 

Let us turn our attention again to the financial situation in the 
fall of 1892, when the panic was inaugurated, and to the situatio 
during all the time of the existence of the Sherman law. ‘Th 
situation fortifies the position beyond controversy that there wa 
no occasion for the panic. 

If what has already been said is not sufficient proof, consider 
the following: 

On the 30th day of November, 1892, the end of the two months 
of an excess of gold importations into the United States, and the 
eve of the period when gold exportations were, by the action of 
the conspirators, to commence, the situation exhibited no signs o/ 
the coming storm. Your situation, your condition as cotton- 
growers, impaired greatly by the demonetization of silver, was 
more favorable than it ever has been since. Though not a para- 
dise as compared to the happy time when silver was freely coined, 
as it was brought to the mint. it was a heaven itself, as compared 
to the distress and misery into which the conspirators have plunged 
us. Onthatday, the 30th of November, 1892, notwithstanding we 
had raised and marketed the largest amount of cotton ever raised 
in three successive years, the crop of the first of these being the 
largest ever grown before, the crop of the second being larger 
than the first, and the crop of the last being larger than that, being 
24,989,000 bales in all three, and being immensely larger than the 

of any ing successive three years—I say on that day 
middling w cottun was worth in New York 9}§ cents per 
pound—wi asmall fraction of $50 per bale. Under the im- 
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fluence of this panic—made to order—it was made to decline con- 

tinuously, with slight temporary advances and falls, caused by 

speculation, till it reached 74%, on the 30th of August, 1893, a fall 

of 2,5; per pound on a crop of seven and a half millions, a loss of 

ninety-seven and a half million dollars on the crop of one year. 
OUR FOREIGN COMMERCE AGAINST GOLD EXPORTS. 

Turn our attention again to the 30th of November, 1892. We 
find the situation still more adverse to gold exports and the con- 
sequent panic based on them. The returns of the Treasury for 
the preceding fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, showed the most 
favorable condition of our foreign commerce. Our exports for 
that year amounted to $1,030,278,148, exceeding imports by $202,- 
875.686. Our exports had never reached $900,000,000 but in one 
year before, viz., in 1881, and had never reached as much as $800,- 
000.000 in more than four other years before, to wit, in 1880, 1883, 
1890, and 1891. Our exports of gold over imports in the year end- 
ing June 30, 1892, were less than one-half million, the lowest that 
they had been since the year 1888, when the excess was of imports 
and in our favor. That there should be someexports of gold was 
natural, as we were large producers of gold—about thirty-three 
millions annually. So it is seen that the condition was such as 
to indicate necessary prosperity and confidence in business and 
not distrust or a panic. 

OUR INTERNAL COMMERCE FAVORABLE. 

Turn now to the internal commerce of the country so far as 
exhibited by the transactions of the banks, and that tells you the 
same tale of absolute confidence in the currency and of hope in 
the future. 

The clearing houses, which exist only in about sixty cities in 
the Union, show that commercial paper, bills of exchange, and 
bank checks to the amount of about $62,000,000,000 were settled 


in them in the year ending the 30th of September, 1892, as large | 


if not larger than in any one year before. These transactions did 
not report one-fifth or even one-tenth of the internal business and 
traffic of the country. 

Let us see now how the banks themselves and the business men, 
as they are called, acted. 

BANKS AND BUSINESS MEN SAW NO CAUSE FOR PANIC 

In theyear ending October 2, 1892, less than two months before 
the panic began, the deposits in the banks amounted to $243,800, - 
000, more than ineither of the two preceding years. Thenational 
benks increased their capital stock by $64,000,000 over the year 
1889. They also increased their loans to $2,171,000,000 as com- 
pared with $1,805,700,000 for the year 1889, being an increase of 
$365,300,000. 

Business men do not increase their investments if they distrust 
the condition of the currency and anticipate a panic. They do 
exactly the reverse. They prepare for the coming storm by reef- 
ing sail—contracting their business and their credits. 
exactly the same. 
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Banks do | 


I mention now, for fear I may omit it, as a conclusive evidence | 


that the banks originated that panic—made it to order—to gain a 
control over the finances of the nation by completely demonetiz- 
ing silver; that they acted all along up to May, 1893, as if they 
were masters of the situation; that they could still the financial 


| 


storm which they had raised; that from October 2, 1892, to May | 


1, 1893, including five months of the panic, they increased their | 


loans so that they were nearly as much in those seven months as 
they had been in the preceding twelve months, which, as I have 
stated, was largely in excess of those loans in any preceding year. 

{ have now shown by proof, strong and conclusive at every step, 
that the banks and bondholders and their allies, in their efforts to 
thoroughly destroy silver as a money metal, made war on silver 
money from the beginning, by entering into the conspiracy to 
pass the demonetization act of 1873—as charged by Mr. Carlisle—by 
refusing to recognize silver money for deposits, by contracting or 
enlarging the currency as best suited their ends to destroy silver, 
and by creating a factitious panic, commencing in December, 1892. 
It now remains only to show that they had an interest, and a great 
interest, separate and apart from and adverse to the people, in de- 
stroying silver money, and, if need be, at any cost to the people. 

INTERESTS OF THE BANKS IN DESTROYING SILVER. 

The banks and bondholders and their allies here held most of 

the gold in this country and their allies in Europe held it there. 


| overturning fortunes, throwing labor out of employmer 
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clearing houses alonein 1892 amounted to over $61,000,000,000. It 
is also true that the annual trade and traffic and business in the 
country, the demands to pay taxes, interest on the public debts, 
national, State, and municipal, corporation debts, and the workings 
of the railroads and water craft, called for at least five times 
much more, possibly ten times as much. How all this} 
amounting to at least $800,000,000,000, was to lone ont : 
nificant sum of $1,600,000,000 without increasing the volume of 
money was the problem to be soly ed, l 
would notdo it. Soclearing houses, bills of exchange, and 
were put to an unwonted use. 

[It is admitted by our gold friends that all the business was 
transacted on about 5 per cent in money and the balance: 
its or confidence. But for even that 5 per cent the money of the 
country was insufficient. So by the necromancy of banking, or 
of bookkeeping, or whatever else we may call it, we find that the 
banks, State and national, so arranged that with only $1 ,600,000,- 
000 in the whole country, including all that large sum in the 
hands of persons who do not make deposits in banks, the ave 
deposits in the banks in 1892 amounted to within a small fra 
of $5,000,000,000—more than three times the whole amount of 
money in the country, including all in the State and mu 
and corporation treasuries and kept in the hands of private per 
sons. This device is astounding, and would seem to result from 
some system of bookkeeping known only to the bankers, if it were 
not for the fact that they actually loaned and received interest on 
more than four and a quarter billions. By this device the banks 
were enabled to draw interest on not only all the money they 
owned, but on all that everybody else owned; and not only thi 
but on about three times as much money as all the money in the 
country, or, to be exact, they draw interest on $2.70 for every dol- 
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lar in circulation in the United States. They did this ona ital 
of $900,000,000, being loans to the amount of more than five times 
their capital, with two-thirds of the capital of the national banks 


otherwise profitably invested than in loans. Andin this way they 
loan and draw interest on a sum equal to all the gold money in 
the world. Of course they did not want more real money, more 
silver money, for an increase of the real money would have dimin 
ished the necessity for sham money—for these devices which they 
substitute for real money. 


THE DEVICES DANGEROUS TO THE PEOPLE 


If we stop now and reflect a moment we will find the sit 
such as to cause the greatest apprehension on the part of patriots, 
and to demand the most strenuous and unremitting efforts on the 


part of the banks and their allies to preserve it. We see that in 


lation 


banks alone, independent of their allies, is concentrated the power 
to furnish or withhold 95 per cent of the financial means by which 
the trade of thecountryiscarriedon. If they contract, commerce 
withers and dies. If they expand unduly, we have that inflation 
for a season which creates wild and reckless speculation, leading 
to inevitable disaster to the country. If they mistake as to their 


securities, or if any considerable number of their favored custo- 
mers mistake in the investments they make, there is a | 
fidence, a panic, the disastrous results of which lasts for years, 

‘ ; 
t, crush 


ing out the prosperity and happiness of the whole p 





| ‘These are the causes for opposition on the part of the people. 
| These are also the very causes which commend the syst to the 
favor of the banks. It makes them the absolute masters of the 
fortunes of the people and enables them to acqui he great 
| wealth by which this mastery is to be perpetuated. ty 
for these devices to supply the wants occasioned by an insufficient 
money volume makes the people tolerate them. If had free 
and unlimited coinage of silver money to supply in part this insuffi 
ciency we would have no need for these devices; we would have 


The effect of the demonetization was to increase the value of gold, | 


as I shall show, and thus add, as an unearned increment, millions 
and millions of dollars to their wealth. 
and more direct and palpable interest. By keeping money scarce 
they made it necessary to use those devices as a substitute for an 
insufficient currency which practically made them autocrats in 
the world of finance. The official documents show that there 
were only about $400,000,000 of gold in 1892 and 1893 in circula- 
tion in the United States. 

These documents also show that the whole amount of money in 
the United States, current at that time, was about $1,600,000,000. 
It is also true, as I have stated, that the trade going through the 


But they had a further | 


| 


a broader basis for credit and also less need for the « lit itself 
Need I tell you that the banks owed in 1892 and 1893, obli 
payable on demand, nine times as much as the cash and ca tems 
they had with which to meet them, or six times as much if we 


exclude the savings banks? The result is that with the least dis 
turbance in financial circles anywhere we are in danger of a panic, 
and the banks having control of all this curiously devised machin- 
ery of credit may bring on a panic whenever it suits th ests 
to do so. 

[conclude this part of the subject by introducing here two other 


witnesses besides Mr. Carlisle as to the agency of the banks and 
bondholders in creating this panic. 

Senator VOORHEES, the able chairman of the Finance ¢ 
tee, in a speech in‘the Senate, said: 


‘ommit- 


The shipments of gold which took place from this country in the last four 
or five months must be accounted for. to my mind,in a different way rhey 
were a part of the same plan which attempted to sack the Treasury of its 
gold-reserve fund, to create distrust, fear, agitation, panic, and «a wit iwal, 
as far as possible, of all money in circulation; and all this to be accomplished 
by a concerted outcry from terror-stricken business circles, and from the 
whole national-bank system, that nothing can restore confidence and save the 
public credit except the issuance of at least $300,000,000 of interest-bearing 
Government bonds. 
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Mr. Hitt of New York said in a speech in the Senate: 

Some portion of the present panic may be traced to a concerted effort on 
the part of numerous monometallists to produce it in order further to dis- 
credit silver as a part of the standard money of the country. That fact is ap- 
parent everywhere we turn. 

And among their acts which contributed to this result he men- 
tioned: 

They encourage the hoarding of money; they inaugurated the policy of 
refusing loans to the people, even upon the best security; they circulated 
false petitions, passed absurd and alarming resolutions, predicted the direst 
disaster, attacked the credit of the Government, sought to exact a premium 
upon currency, and attempted in every way to spread distrust broadcast 
throughout the land. 

He continues (I quote his language literally): 


The best financial system in the world could not stand such an organized 
and vicious attack upon it. These disturbers, these promoters of the public 
veril, represent largely the creditor class, the men who desire to appreciate 
he gold dollar in order to subserve their own selfish interest, men who revel 
in hard times, men who drive hard bargains with their fellow-men in periods 
of financial distress, and men wholly unfamiliar with the principles of mone- 
tary science. It is not strange that the present monetary panic has been in- 
duced, intensified, and protracted by reason of their malign influences. 
And the distinguished Senator from New York, immediately 
following the quotation I have made from his speech, used these 
words: 
Having contributed much to bring about the present exigency, these men— 


The monometallists and creditors described in the extract before 
quoted— 
are now unable to control it. They have sown the wind and we are now 
reaping the whirlwind. 

Now, if this result be not correct, what other cause can be as- 
signed for the panic? Ihave heard but one, and that is a want 
of confidence in our currency owing to coinage of silver. A suf- 
ficient answer to that is found in the fact that this very currency 


so attempted to be discredited sold in New York at 3 per cent pre- | 


mium during the very panic which is thus charged to have been 
created by its discredit. 
EFFECTS OF REPEAL ON PRICE OF COTTON. 

As I have stated, cotton was worth in New York on the 30th of 
November, 1892, when this made-to-order panic set in, 9}%, having 
risen to that point since September 1, the opening of the season, 
from 7,,._ From the 30th of November, 1892, it continued to fall, 
but, though the panic was going on, did not fall below 9 cents till 
after the 22d of March, 1898, but continued falling till it reached 
7% on the 80th of August, 1893, the end of the season. In Septem- 
ber, 1893, the price in New York ranged from 7}§ to 88, and in 
October from 8, to 8;, and stood at 8,5, on November 1, 1893, 
the dAy the Sherman law was repealed. We were promised an 
immediate revival of business on the repeal; confidence was to be 
restored, and the country was again to be happy and prosperous. 
Yet cotton on the day of the repeal was higher than it has ever 
been since. It kept falling from the day of the repeal, with only 
slight and spasmodic and short-lived advances, from 8,5, on No- 
vember 1, 1893, to 64 on the 30th of August, 1894, the end of the 
season. These are New York figures, and my statistics for New 
York end on that day; but comparisons as to rise and fall may be 
as well and satisfactorily made on one market as on another. 

Up to the end of the season in which the crop of 1892, a short 
crop, was marketed, cotton under the influence of this restored 
confidence fell $8.75 per bale. There was no confidence in busi- 
ness matters restored to the banks, for they had lost none. The 
confidence they got from the repeal of the Sherman law (or rather 
its purchasing clause) was an absolute confidence in their power 
to control Congress, and through its aid to control and dominate 
not only the finances, but the whole business interests of the whole 
country. The price of cotton still kept on falling. The cotton 
season of 1894 opened with the price on September 1, 1894, of 6, 
for middling cotton in New Orleans. It never afterwards got 
above that, and only reached that figure on six subsequent days; 
falling below 5 cents on two days in November onl keeping a 
shade above 5 cents—less than a half cent—till March 14, and then 
it went along under 6 cents till April 11, and then it went to 7 
cents on May 30, and so remained till June 7, and then it fell and 
has remained below 7 cents ever since. 

You wili take note, however, that of late years one-half of the 
crop is marketed by the middle of November, and the small rise 
which came at last came when all the cotton had substantially 
gone out of the farmers’ hands. 

The fall as compared with the price the day the Sherman law 
was repealed was over $10 per bale, and from the day when the 
— inaugurated the panic—November 30, 1892—about $19 per 

ale. 

Such, my friends, have been the effects of the repeal of the 
purchasing clause of the Sherman law. 

FALL NOT PRODUCED BY LARGE CROP. 

But our gold friends are fertile in excuses for the failure of their 
programme. Having made up their minds that silver coinage is 
wrong, and a double standard—to use the language of Mr. Car- 
lisle—is mathematically and metaphysically impossible disap- 


pe by the failure of all their predictions, yet unable to ac- 
owledgethey were mistaken, they continually look for some balm 
for their wounded spirits, and in this mood they stumble on the 
large crop of 1894 as the cause of all our woes. I do not deny that 
large crops diminish prices and small ones enhance them, or in 
,other words, I acknowledge the potency of the law of supply and 
demand—I shall later on discuss this bugbear of overproduction: 
but just here it seems to be appropriate to puncture this idle 
bubble floating on the sea of mistakes and errors with which the 
discussion on the part of our gold friends is characterized. 

Let us make some comparisons as to the effects of increasing 
crops on the price of cotton, when these crops on the one hand 
come under the influence of the addition to our currency made by 
the Sherman law and the Bland-Allison Act of 1878 and on th: 
other under the influence of the repeal of both and a total cessation 
of the coinage of silver. 

Let me preface that while one large crop affects prices it does 
not destroy them. One swallow does not make asummer. Cot- 
ton, unlike most other commodities, keeps without injury for 
years, and besides it never goes out of fashion. It takes several 
years together of extra large production to make a destructive fall. 

The crop of 1889 (calendar year), marketed during the season 
ending 3ist of August, 1890, was the largest ever grown up to that 
time, amounting to 7,297,000 bales, and the next crop—of 189)— 
was larger than that, amounting to 8,670,000 bales, and the next 
crop—of 1891—amounted to 9,018,000 bales. All these together 
amounted to 24,989,000, being over 4,000,000 greater than the ac- 
gregate crop of the three a years of 1886, 1887, and 148s, 
which last aggregate was larger than any three preceding years. 

So that these three large crops of 1889, 1890, and 1891 came on 
the heels of the largest cotton production ever known; yet prices 
though falling, as they must under silver demonetization, inain 
tained themselves admirably during these three years of 185\), 1890, 
and 1891. The first of these crops ranged from 94 to 114 cents in 
New Orleans. 

The crop of 1890 ranged from 11} to 8 cents, never falling below 
8 till the 17th of June, 1891, when nearly all the crops had been 
marketed. Recollect this was also the largest crop ever raised, 
succeeding the largest then ever before grown. The crop of 189! 


| being the third in succession of the largest crops ever grown, and 


which, with the two preceding crops, produced the large aggre- 
gate of within a fraction of 25,000,000 bales, and being more 
than 4,000,000 larger than the aggregate of any three preceding 
cropsinsuccession. This crop of 1891 sold for prices ranging from 
8} to 7 cents, being a very little under 7 cents for less than ninety 
days in the months of January, February, March, April, and 
August. The crop of the next year, 1892, was also sold and mar- 
keted under the Sherman law, and, being a short crop, the price 
opened at 7 cents on September 1, and advanced, except four days 
in September, till it reached 9}§ on the 30th of November, when 
this panic, as we have seen, was inaugurated, and kept steadily 
above 9 cents, notwithstanding the panic, till February, and never 
got as low as 7 cents. 

Then the Sherman law was repealed, and the next crop was a 
short one and cotton fell, as we have seen, from the date of the 
— constantly till it reached 6;, at the close of the season. 

hen came the crop of 1894, the only large crop of the three, but 
the largest ever made, being now estimated by the best authority 
at nine and three-fourths million bales. I need not tell you how 
low that fell. Now, this crop of 1894, together with the two pre- 
ceding crops, amounted to only 23,746,000 bales, being in the aggre- 
gate 1,143,000 bales less than the three crops which preceded them. 
Under these conditions cotton ought not to have fallen below the 
price of the crop of 1891, but being nearly a million anda quarter 
bales less in the three years than in the three years preceding, it 
ought to have risen much higher than it was at the end of these 
three preceding years. Itfellfrom the priceatthe end of those three 
years near 2 cents a pound for most of the season. The first 
three years were all marketed under the Sherman law, and the 
first of the last three years and a part of the second of the last 
three were also marketed under it, and up tothetime of the repeal— 
November 1, 1893—prices kept up very well, and it was only after 
the repeal that the disastrous fall occurred. This is demonstra- 
tion beyond controversy of the disastrous effects of the repeal. 


ACTION OF THE MISSISSIPPI DELEGATION. 


Now, it is complained that your two Senators and six out of the 
seven of your Representatives did wrong in voting against the 
repeal. overnor Stone especially condemns our action, and this 
condemnation is a part of the thunder of his campaign. Now, 
I was always glad to have the approval of so good a man as Gov- 
ernor Stone for my official acts; I always regretted his condemna- 
tion; but as much as I do prize the approval of so good a man, [ 
prize more highly the accent of my own conscience; and espe- 
cially when, acting according to my conscience, I have also acted 


for the happiness and welfare of the great people whose commis- 
1 this hile I may regret the 
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condemnation of any good man, I am content to abide any fate 
that may befall me. 
FREE COINAGE. 

This brings us directly to the great issue, was demonetization 
in 1873 an injury to the country, and is remonetization proper 
now? z > 3 . 

The first question seems hardly worthy of discussion, at least in 
Mississippi. Governor Stone, the candidate of the gold men for 
the Senate, declares it to be both a wrong and a blunder, and 





hopes to see it corrected by an international monetary conference. | 


Mr. Carlisle declared in 1878 that it was the result of a conspir- 
acy formed here and in Europe, that it was the most gigantic 
crime of this or any other age, and that it would ultimately en- 
tail more misery upon the human race than all the wars, pesti- 
lences, and famines that ever occurred in the history of the 
world. And Mr. Carlisle was right. But it will help to see this 
blunder and appreciate this wrong—this crime of all the ages 
more clearly if we take a short view of its actual consequences. 

In the first place, in the very year of its consummation, in 1873, 
occurred one of the most disastrous panics that ever afflicted 
mankind. Cotton fell from the date of its passage in February 
to the end of the year, though the crop marketed was a short one, 
from 19% cents in New Orleans to 154, more than 4} cents per 
pound, or $22.50 per bale. This was pretty bad for a start, but it 
kept on falling, with only slight variations, till November 1, 1893, 
the date of the repeal of the Sherman law, when it reached 7 
cents. and then its further fall was accelerated till it reached 4; 
cents the last season. (These are New Orleans figures.) So the 
cotton farmer, at all events, can see how he has fared under the 
operation of the act of 1873. Compare 19} to 5} cents, a loss of 
75 per cent nearly, and you can see the loss the farmer has sus- 
tained. He got last season a little over one-fourth the price that 
he got before this baleful act—this crime of all the ages, as Mr. 
Carlisle called it. 

But it is denied that this fall was produced by demonetization. 
Let us see. Accurate tables of prices prepared by the best statis- 
ticians in the world, and which have been often published and 
never contradicted, show these convincing and unanswerable facts: 
That from 1850, when the money of the world was being increased 
by the large output of gold in California and Australia, general 
prices were constantly rising, so that in 1873 they were about 30 
per cent higher than in 1850; and that from the very year of de- 
monetization, 1873, they continually and persistently fell till they 
were lower in 1893 by between 35 and 41 per cent than in 1873. 
How could this happen except by and through the act committed 
in 1873—the demonetization of silver? Up to 1873 we had rising 
prices with increasing money supply, gold and silver being both 
used. From this very date, when money was contracting, one-half 
the world’s money being disabled as a money metal, prices not 
only began to fall, but they continued to fall until a lower range 
of prices was reached this year than was ever known in our his- 
tory. 

The report of the gold and silver commission of Great Britain, 


made in 1888, showed that, while for many years prior to 1873there | 


had been a constant and continuous progress and advance in the 
trade of Great Britain, from that year—from that very year when 
silver was demonetized—a fall began and continued, so that while 
the total commerce of Great Britain in 1873 being represented by 
the number 62, that commerce in 1887, fourteen years afterwards, 
would be represented by the number 58; a fall of nearly 8 percent 
in total value. But that does not tell the whole story. The num- 
bers above named report only the proportion of the total value in 
money of the commerce. 
per cent, the bulk of the commerce—the number of gallons, bush- 
els, yards, and pounds—had increased in this proportion: The 
number representing all these bushels, yards, gallons, and pounds 
in 1873 was 38,and the number representing the same in 1887 was 
56. Now, tomakeit plain, 38 of these bushels, gallons, yards, and 
pounds in 1873 sold for $62, and in 1887 56 of them sold for only 
$58. This same fall is shown in the returns of the years 1891, 1892, 
1893, showing a large shrinking in value and a large increase in 
bulk. This shrinkage still continues. Dun’s Trade Review, a 
first-class authority, shows that prices fell in August, 1894, to the 
lowest point ever reached prior to that time, and yet prices, as 
shown by the same journal, were lower in December, 1894, than 
in August of that year. 

Many of the most intelligent gold-standard monometallists ad- 
mit that this fall is in a great measure attributable to silver 
demonetization. Governor Stone admits that demonetization was 
a contributing cause. But someclaim that the fall is attributable 
to improvements in machinery—cheapening production. 

Undoubtedly there is some truth iv. this as tosome articles. But 
as showing the difference between an increasing currency and a 
diminishing currency, I call attention to the well-known fact that 
improvements in machinery have all along been made. They were 
48 great and important (and many claimed more so) between 1850 
and 1873 as since, and yet we see prices rising all along from 1850 
to 1878. Ihave no doubt that some of the fall in some of the 
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articles manufactured mainly by machinery is due to improved 
machinery and cheaper methods, and so far as the fall is so attrib- 
utable it isa benefit to mankind; but the far greater part came 
from silver demonetization, a scarcity of money, and a consequent 
inability of the people to buy. To that extent it isan unmitigated 
curse. 
OVERPRODUCTION, 

But it is again said that the falling prices are attributable to 
overproduction. In one sense there is overproduction, and that 
occurs whenever more commodities are produced than the people 
are able to buy at fair and remunerative prices, and this kind of 
overproduction comes whenever there is commercial and financial 
distress, when business lags and enterprise is hampered and the 
gains of the people are so diminished that they are unable to make 
their accustomed purchases. This kind of overproduction now 
affects us, coming from a contracting currency, as compared with 
the work money has to do; a scarcity of money; the low prices of 
labor and of the products of labor. I have before me a table made 
by one of the most intelligent men I ever knew, a farmer of Kansas, 
in which he states the average gains per acre of the farmer who 
raised corn, cotton, oats, and hay, for periods of five years, com- 
mencing in 1866 and ending 1893. 

These gains or products per acre were in the first five-vear 
period, as anaverage of the whole, $15.64 per acre, and in 1893 they 
were $8.15—a reduction of nearly one-half, $8.35 being the valu 
per acre of cotton in 1893. If webring this down to 1894, we find 
the average product of the cotton farmer to be not more than $5 
or $6 per acre. This writer also adds that it is highly probabl 
that agricultural products since 1885 have not exceeded the cost 
of production, so that of the 30,000,000 workers on farms thos« 
who have worked their own farms have made no more than rea 
sonable wages for agricultural labors, throwing in the use of 
their land free of rent, and could purchase only the bare neces- 
saries of life. 

I wish to ask the farmers now present here if this is a true state- 
ment as to them? I wish every farmer here who on the average 
in the last five years has produced more than a fair return for his 
work as a laborer, with no charge for rent, to make it known. If 
there be any who have done better than this, I must ask them to 
rise, stand, and be counted. Ihave been looking for sucha farmer 
for years and have not found him. | Not one rises. | 

So, you see, my friends, that the purchasing power of the 
30,000,000 of farmers in the United States has been so reduced, 
not being able to buy what they once bought; that there is that 
kind of overproduction which comes from a destruction of the 
purchasing power of the people. Increase this purchasing power 
and there will be no surplus. 

That there has been overproduction in the sense that more com 
modities have been produced than the world needs and will buy 
under fair financial conditions I deny. ; 

One-half of mankind at least—being a majority of the women, all 
infants of tender years, the diseased and disabled from any cause 
are unable to produce anything, though they are all consumers. 

At least a half of this capable one-half—including merchants, 
bankers, traders, seamen, railroad men and others engaged in land 
and water transportation, Government officials of all kinds, men 
and officers in the immense armies and navies in the world, the 
domestic servants of the rich, produce nothing. Of the remain- 


| ing fourth, many are idle and will not labor; many from the 


While the total value had thus fallen § | 


eee 


financial condition of the world are enforced tramps and idlers, 
unable to procure work; many have either acquired or inherited 
that independence in estate that labor of any kind is unnecessary. 

These and many others not enumerated deducted from the re- 
maining fourth have so reduced the producing classes that with 
all the machinery possible they are unable to supply the wants of 
mankind. And yet, according to our gold friends, we have hard 
times; depression, wherein men are starving because too much 
food has been grown, and are freezing because too much clothing 
has been made. 

To show clearly that this seeming overproduction is, in fact, 
but that surplus of commodities which remains unconsumed be- 
cause the purchasing power of the great mass of the people has 
almost been wiped out, I will call attention to the fact that we 
never hear of any overproduction in those articles which are con- 
sumed by those whose purchasing power is not affected by the 
hard times. Did you ever hear of an overproduction of cham- 
pagne wine, or of that old brandy worth $20 a gallon, or of one- 
thousand-dollar saddle horses, of diamonds and gems and spices, 
or of those silks and satin tissues, finer than a spider’s web, used 
to adorn those celestial beauties whom fortune has made the wives 
and daughtersof millionaires and of the great magnates of finance 
who control the money of the world? Never! Did you ever hear 
of an overproduction of gold and silver? Alas! I am too fast. 
We now hear of an overproduction of silver, caused by a denial 
by law of the right of the producing classes to use it in the only 
mode in which they can use it—as money. 

But I proceed now to consider the alleged overproduction in 
which you are mostly interested—the alleged overproduction of 
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cotton. Cotton is the cheapest of all the textiles suitable for cloth- 
ing. It is for that reason the clothing of the masses throughout 
the world. So true is this that in some countries where cotton 
cloth simply is not warm enough for winter clothing, they double 
the cloth and place inside a padding of raw cotton—like our quilts 
and comforts—and thus use it for clothing. Dyes have been dis- 
covered which give as brilliant and lasting colors to cotton fabrics 
as are given to wool or silk. Improvements have been made in 
the staple, so that the finest and most delicate fabrics are produced. 
Then such improvement in the cheapness of manufacture has been 
attained in late years that now not one-third part of the cost of 
cotton yarn consists of the manufacturing of it, more than two- 
thirds being the cost of the raw material; whereasin 1779 the raw 
material was only one-eighth and the spinning seven-eighths of the 
cost. In 1819-1821 one hand in the mills produced 968 pounds of 
cotton cloth as compared with 5,900 pounds in 1887, and there have 
been vast improvements since. So that year by year the cost of 
cotton cloth has been approaching nearer and nearer to the cost 
of the raw cotton, whereby the demand for cotton cloth has been 

owing and growing, and production has been increasing and 
SC oossiner to satisfy an ever augmenting demand for cotton goods. 

The insufficiency of the supply of raw cotton for the needs of 
the world has caused kings, emperors, potentates, and great man- 
ufacturers to ransack the world to getmorecotton. Millions have 
been spent in efforts by these men to have more cotton grown. 
They have spent immense sums in irrigation works to make the 

rched and thirsty earth yield the cotton fruitage to the plow of 

he husbandman, andin building railroads and canals to reach old 
cotton fields, and in bringing into cultivation newones. And yet 
the world has never been supplied. 

Let us look at some statistics about the matter. In the decade 
1851-1860 the cotton crop of the United States was more than 
doubled, yet the demand was so great that-the price in 1860 was as 
high as it wasin 1851. That was before the demonetization of 
silver. Now, take a ten years under the influence of that baleful 
act, to wit, 1881-82 to 1891-92. In that decade the American crop 
increased only 65 per cent, though in it is included the largest 
crop ever grown up to that time, namely, 9,018,000 bales in 1891-92, 
a yet the price under the increase of only 65 per cent fell 60 per 
cent, instead of keeping upeven as it did in the first decade named, 
when production was increased over 100 per cent. Everybodycan 
understand the significance of these figures. 

THE LARGE VISIBLE SUPPLY. 

But our gold friends are not satisfied with this; they point to the 
large visible supply at the end of each season—the hundreds of 
thousands of bales on hand to commence the new season with. 

These men forget that in these later years the consumption of 
cotton and cotton goods has enormously increased, and conse- 
quently that the demands of the manufacturers for raw cotton 
has also enormously increased—the weekly consumption of the 
mills being now immensely larger than ever—and that the supply 
in sight at the end of the season, as compared with other seasons, 
should be counted by the number of weeks—working weeks of 
the mills for which it is sufficient, rather than the number of 
bales. Taking this only true test, we find that on the 3ist of 
August, 1861, the supply on hand or in sight was for a less num- 
ber of weeks than in sight on the 3ist of August, 1891, yet the 
average price for the year ending August 31, 1861, when this larger 
surplus existed, was 7.63d. as against 5.06d. in year ending August 
81, 1891. The surplus in sight August 31, 1892, was also less than 
on August 31, 1861, and the price had fallen from 7.63d. to 4.18d. 
The same is true as to the next year, when the price was only 
4.75d. as against 7.68 in 1861, and the same is also true the next 
year—ending August 31, 1894—last year, and you know what the 
price was then. 

The least attention to the pari duties of family life 
would have taught our gold friends that as the demand grows 
large—as the number of consumers increase—the surplus of any 
kind of supplies at the end of a season is to be estimated and then 
compared with the supplies of another season when there was a 
less demand and fewer consumers; not by the actual pounds of 
supply on hand, but by the number of days or weeks or months 
for which the supplies would last. A supply for a family consist- 
ing of husband and wife for so many weeks or months would be 
vastly smaller in amount than a supply for the same family for 
= same period when it had increased to ten or a dozen in num- 

:. 

So you see that what emperors, czars, parliaments, and million- 
aire manufacturers could not do—cause overproduction—has been 
effected by bankers and bondholders; they have made overproduc- 
tion by destroying the power of the peo ie to buy what they need. 

We have now seen that prices, capeniall of cotton, have declined 
regularly since demonetization in 1873, i pace with 
the growing scarcity of money as com with the population 
and the growing commerce of the world, that the fall is attribu- 
table in but a small part, if at all, toimproved and cheaper meth- 
ods of —. and that the clamor of overproduction is a 
myth; t all these facts, taken in connection with the continually 


rising prices till the very year of demonetization, make such a con- 
clusive chain of evidence as to establish beyond all doubt that 
demonetization was the cause. 

But our gold friends, driven from every post, have made thei; 
next stand on the quicksand that low prices do no harm, 

LOW PRICES NO REMEDY. 

They say that if we are compelled to sell at low prices we al 
buy at low prices and in the end there is no difference. But the 
slightest reflection will teach us thatin our present situation, ce: 
tain to continue many years, low prices in purchases can be n 
compensation for low prices in sales; besides our condition is tha 
we have had continually falling prices and not stable prices, ever 
when very low. Without going into an extended argument 
this point it is sufficient here to note that there are certain fixe: 
charges that have not been reduced. Taxes have not been re 
duced. Salaries and pensions and railroad freights, on cotton at 
least, have not been reduced, and there are certain other charges 
which are fixed by custom, as fees of lawyers and physicians, that 
have not been reduced. At the present low prices, when all thes 
have been paid out of the small income coming to the farmer fro, 
the low prices of cotton, the remainder has a far less purchasiny 
power than the sum remaining after these payments have been 
made when prices are high. 

To illustrate, we will suppose the purchasing power of a farmer 
who does all his work is five bales of cotton which at 10 cents a 
pound would bring $250. If these fixed charges, as I have state, 
should, on an average, be $50 altogether, that would leave him 
$200 for the purchase of commodities. 

Suppose cotton and all the commodities he purchases should fall 
one-haif, so that the farmer’s crop of five bales would bring onl; 
$125. In this case $75 would remain to purchase commodities in 
stead of $200 as in the first case. But, as commodities have only 
fallen one-half, he should have $100 to purchase the same amount 
as before the fall; but he has only $75, a loss of one-fourth. He 
must increase his product one-third to make this good. 

This means he must, by increased hours of labor, add two days’ 
labor to each week; or if he worked nine hours before, with high 

srices. he must work twelve hours a day with the low prices to 
ave the same amount of commodities. The difference between 
nine hours and twelve hours a day is the difference between health 
and vigor on the one hand and sickness and languor on thie 
other—between cheerfulness and despair, between leisure for 
social enjoyment and mental improvement and that treadmill, 
constant, wearying labor, which sends the laborer to his bed for 
repose as soon as the allotted hours of labor have been completed. 
But it so happens, my friends, that while the price of all commod- 
ities has fallen on the average, as some claim, 33} per cent, which 
is the exact equivalent to an increase of 50 per cent in the pur- 
chasing power of gold, yet agricultural products, especially cotton, 
have fallen much more. The price of middling cotton in New 
Orleans in February, 1873, when silver was demonetized, was 1°} 
cents; the price in January, 1895, was a shade above 5 cents 
Within a small fraction of three-fourths of the price has been lost 

I have not time to explain to you why agricultural prices, when 
there is a shrinkage in the volume of money, generally fall more 
proportionately than other prices. 

But you see, not so much from what I have said as from your 
own observation and experience, that the fall in the price of things 
you buy is no compensation for the fall in the prices of cotton. 

DEBTORS ARE RUINED BY LOW PRICES. 

The low prices of commodities, however much they may miti 
gate the sufferings of those who have need for money only to inake 
purchases, are utterly destructive to those who owe debts. 

Governor Stone, in his letter announcing his platform for his 
canvass for the place of United States Senator, states that h 
recognizes the deplorable condition of debtors and sympathize: 
with them as deeply as any. 

But does he recognize how many debtors there are in the United 
States and in the world? Does he recognize that under the gol 
standard, as now operating in the United States and Europe, pro 
ducing the roomie. | of gold which has ceased Mr. SHERMAN tos} 
there was a scramble for its possession by every nation now going 
on, gold has increased about 50 per cent in value? 

PUBLIC DEBTS. 

No man can escape entirely the burden of the public debt of the 
world, even of countries in which he pays directly notaxes. Bond 
holders, holders of the public debts of the nations, since they have 
increased to their present immense dimensions have a mortgage on 
the labor and property of every manin civilized states. This public 
debt of the world amounts to more than $30,000,000,000. The bonds 
to secure this immense sum are not held locally, but are distributed 
throughout the world, mainly among that class who have sucl 
claims on the industry and production of the world that they 
absolutely dominate the fortunes of mankind. The annual de- 
mands of this class on the production of mankind for interest ou 
public debts alone, estimating the average interest at 34 per cent, 
would be over $1,000,000,000. : 

These men are generally engaged in no business. They neither 
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plow nor spin nor build railways nor ships nor the great shops in 
which the manufactures of the world are carried on. 
draw interest—that never-ceasing growth of capital which aug- 
ments the wealth of the receiver—every day, every hour, every 
minute, in sunshine and in storm, in seasons of prosperity and in 
those sad years when pestilence and famine, like avenging furies, 
leave death and desolation in their track. These bondholders, 
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They simply | 


idle as to production, yet ever active and vigilant to make more | 


investments of the large surplus of income over their wants, cry 
for more bonds. And they always get them, and generally at 
their own prices. 
terest-bearing debt. | 
from the nations about one-fourth of all the gold in the world. 
This must be paid by taxation. Each State bears directly the 
taxes it has to pay, but all nations, buying from and selling to each 


They still demand an augmentation of the in- | 
These bondholders get annually in interest | 


other, bear a portion of the taxes of each, for taxes enhance the 


cost of production, and whoever buys any part of the production 
must pay apart of this enhanced price. 


Taxes also decrease the | 


purchasing power of the producer, so whoever sells to a tax-ridden | 


people must either sell less or take less for what he sells. 

{| would like to pursue this interesting question further, but time 
will not permit it. Suffice it to say that commerce has so tied to- 
gether the interests of civilized nations that a calamity to one isa 
calamity to all; and this calamity of a small money volume, con- 
fined to gold alone, controlled through its insufficiency by the 
money magnates of the world, may be increased and magnified at 
the will of these magnates. 

The debt of the United States, State, Territory, and subdivisions 
in 1890 was $2,027,170,546. Combined taxes of all these $1,040,- 
433,018, being two-thirds of all the money in the country. 


PRIVATE DEBTS. 


Let us consider now the condition of private debts, due by 
private persons. Who are they that owe no debts at all? 
few. I pass ovef all that large class of debtors who either have 


no property to mortgage or who are so solvent that mortgages | 


are not demanded of them; I pass also over that large class who 
have given mortgages on personal property only. Every one of 
these also has his burden increased by low prices. 

We have some statistics as to mortgages of real estate. The 
census tables of 1890 show that in the ten years, 1880 to 1889, 


Very | 





there were over nine and a half millions mortgages made, repre- | 


senting an incurred indebtedness of a fraction over $12,000,000,000, 

nearly eight times as much money as there was in the United 

States during that period. 
Now notice the next item. 


creased, as well as the mortgaged indebtedness. The number cre- 


ated-in 1880 was 643,143 and in 1889, the last year of the decade, | 
the number was 1,226,323, the increase being over 90} per cent, | 


and the yearly incurred indebtedness increased from a small frac- 
tion over seven hundred and eleven millions in 1880 to a small 
fraction over one thousand seven hundred millions, or 1464 per 
cent, in 1889. Does this tell no story of increasing debt and dis- 
tress under the operation of demonetization? 

In 1880 the number of acres mortgaged, exciuding town lots 


As we receded from the year 1873, | 
as prices went on falling, the annual number of mortgages in- | 


covered by mortgages, was 42,743,000; in 1889 they had increased | 


to 70,678,000, or 654 per cent. 


At the end of the decade January 1, 1890, the amount due and | 


unpaid on real-estate mortgages was $6,019,679,985, secured by 
4,777,698 mortgages. 

So you see that not only the number of mortgages was increased, 
but also the amount secured. These show that over four and 


three-quarter million adults out of our population were under | 
mortgage, and that they owed in January, 1890, over $6,019,000,- | 


000, or nearly four times as much money as all the money in the 
United States, and nearly twice as much as the gold money of the 
world. If the mortgaged indebtedness on land increased in the 
same proportion (a very fair supposition) in the half decade, 1890 


1894, there would be due on January 1, 1895, over $9,000,000,0000n | 


them and the debtors would be seven and one-half millions. In 
1890 there were 12,690,152 families in the United States. 


farms. Only 48 per cent were owners. Of these owning families 
€ . . 
28 per cent owned subject to incumbrance. 


The annual interest charged on real-estate mortgages amounted | , . : a 
| or getting higher from the prohibition by law to com silver in 


to $397,442,762. 


These alone, without considering debtors who gave no mort- | ©”! : eet ea : Pe os 
. | prices of cotton in 1859 and 1860 and in 1889 and 1890 that he does 


| not believe that gold has appreciated to any noticeable extent, if 


gages, are enough to make one pause before he would consent to 
& policy which would increase these burdens. Would any good, 
kind-hearted man add one feather’s weight to the burdens of a 
man who had his home, his shelter for his wife and children, 
under mortgage? 

RAILROAD DEBTS. 


I call attention now to the railroad debts. These are strictly 
private, not public, obligations. They are, however, of deep 
moment in considering the money question. 


Of these | 
more than one-half, or 52 per cent, did not own their homes and | 


| to make any complaint, 











The debts of all the railroads in the United States in 
amounted to $5,968,398,155, more than three and one-half times all 
the money in the country. Their debts and her 
amounted to $10,796,437,813. They must pay interest on the debt 

1 They can only pay them by ] 


1894 


stocks tovetne? 





and dividends on the stock. j , by levying 
taxes or tolls on the people and ultimately on the producers of the 
country. So every producer, every cotton raiser s apart of 
this debt and regularly pays it? These liabilities have incr l 
in one year more than two hundred and ninety millions under the 
repeal of the Sherman law. So you see increasing debt on each 


one of you and decreasing means of payment from low und 
lower prices. This burden is still further increased by a diminu 
ution in amount of freight carried. In the year 1893, all but two 


months of which was under the Sherman law, and all of which 
was under the operation of a ready-made panic, commencing Ds 
cember 1, 1892, the number of tons carried were 745.119.482 in 
1894, under the promised blessings of the repeal of the Sherman 
law, the number fell to 638,186,553, a loss of 107,932,829 tons, or 
over 15 percent. The people have to make this good out of the 
small earnings coming from low prices. Thus also it is shown 
that while the people had the benefit of low prices, they were un 
able to purchase by 15 per cent as much as they purchased under 
the higher, though very low, prices of 1893. 

Do our gold friends think that low prices do no harm, when 
under their operation the purchasing power of the people is reduced 


15 per cent In one year? Now, with these results, lower and 
| lower prices, and the increasing value of gold as shown in its in 
creased purchasing power, all coming from the demonetization of 


silver, and increased and intensified by the repeal of the purchas 
ing clause of the Sherman law, it would seem a plain duty to 
give relief to the suffering people. 

GOVERNOR STONE'S VIEWS CONSIDERED—GOLD DEBTORS 

Governor Stone, in his letter before referred to, says that he 
recognizes the deplorable condition of debtors, and sympathizes 
as deeply as any, and would spare no effort in their behalf. 

I am glad to know that Governor Stone regards this sad condi- 
tion of debtors as deplorable—that it is a good cause for weeping 
and mourning—and I am glad to know that these unfortunates 
who are being crushed to the earth by the appreciating power of 
gold, have his sympathies. He pledges his every effort in their 
behalf. Butwhatdoes he promise? Nothing that he can perforia. 

Agreeing, as he says, with us, that the conditions are bad, he 
holds out no ray of hope except an international agreement for 
remonetization. 

This means that Governor Stone recognizes the necessity for 
more money to remove this bad condition, and yet is unwilling 
we should have it unless other nations shall consent to have it 
also. He admits that the rehabilitation of silver would be a proper 
remedy, a proper medicine for the sick and dying debtor, for a 
ruined and distressed people, but he says the debtor, the people 
shall not have the medicine unless emper 
shall consent that their people shall also 


' 
; ; 
, Kings, and bankers 


take it. And then he 


says at the close of his letter that as he will not, if elected 
his seat until 1899, he may never have an opportunity of part 
pating in legislation on the subject of free coinage of silver, and 
therefore intimates that the question may be settled before he can 


have such opportunity. 

In this condition he places himself on this most important subject: 
**] offer myself as a doctor to an afflicted people. I know they 
are sick—so sick as to furnish good cause for tears. I know t 
more silver money is a goodremedy; but the people must not take 
this remedy unless Europe will take it also; and besides, the people 


may not need me for a doctor at all, as they may get well or die 


before the time comes when I can act under my employment 
The governor, however, is prepared to give a prescription for 
present use, a soothing plaster or an opiate. He advises the sick 


and languishing people—so sick as to call forth tears from his 
eyes and the deepest sympathies of his heart—to kee 
not to agitate for relief; for if this agita- 
tion looks like it would be successful, it would be especially calan 
tous to the debtors of the country. And how is successful agit 
tion, promising a free coinage of silver at an early day 
debtors? 


p quiet, not 


, to injure 


The answer to this as given by Governor Stone is certainly the 
most remarkable statement ever made in politicaleconomy. Gov- 


ernor Stone, it will be noticed, says nothing of gold ‘lating 


tppre ( 


he says of the relative 


competition with it. LIinfer from what 


atall. In other words, that gold has maintained its stable value 
notwithstanding a destruction among the commercial nations of 
one-half of the volume of money as primary money, leaving gold 
alone to perform the duty once imposed on both metals; notwith- 
standing the continuous fall in prices since 1873 until now, gold 
still holds the power of perfect stability; yet if the people agitate 
for the restoration of silver as full money and our agitation goes 
to a point where it will look like success is certain, the gold will 
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lose its power of stability—so commended by the gold-standard 
men—and go to a higher price. That is his idea. 

It is utterly fallacious. Letusillustrate. Suppose Congress had 
the power, and should exercise it, to declare that no cotton with 
a staple under an inch and a quarter should be made into cloth. 
Would that not at once raise the price of all cotton of longer 
staple, and especially if this short staple was of an amount about 
equal to the longer staple? We all see it would. 

Then, again, — the people, seeing that the uses for cotton 
other than for cloth were so limited as to depress its value greatly, 
and should agitate for a repeal of the law, and agitate to the point 
suggested by Governor Stone, that success would seem certain, 
so that in a short time the short staple cotton would be used as it 
once was for making cloth. Does anyone doubt that the holders 
of the long staple cotton, seeing this competition to be certain in 
the near future, would at once begin to sell at lower prices? 
Would they hold it to the very day when short staple cotton would 
be made into cloth; and csniclelie would they ask a higher price 
for it? Everyone knows how this would be. Then can anyone 
tell why holders of gold, already appreciated from 50 to 75 per 
cent by the demonetization of silver, would still hold it higher and 
higher when it became certain that silver would be restored to its 
old constitutional function of a money metal? Governor Stone 
has not explained this. 

In another part of his letter Governor Stone states that by the 
free coinage of silver the country would lose its gold and thereby 
$600,000,000 in gold will be driven out of circulation. Yes, out of 
circulation; thatistheword. Iremark in passing, first, that there 
is no gold in circulation in this country except among the bankers 
and bondholders in New York and other large money centers; sec- 
ond, that counting the gold held by them as incirculation, Governor 
Stone has the amount largely too high, the amount being only 
$480,275,057, as shown by the Treasury statement made July 1, 
being about $19,000,000 less than in July, 1894. Where would the 
gold go when driven out? It would go somewhere; it would not 
go into the clouds and set itself up as twinkling stars to beau- 
tify and adorn the heavens. It would go to Europe—to England 
principally. And this large addition to the money of Europe, by 
a universally recognized law of money, disputed by no one, not 
even by Governor Stone—this addition to the money of Europe 
would raise prices there, including our cotton, which is exactly 
the same thing as causing a fall in the value of gold. * * * 


THE SILVER DEBTOR—GOVERNOR STONE'S VIEWS. 


But there is another class of debtors for whom Governor Stone 
also has the deepest sympathy, and whom he finds it equally im- 
possible to benefit and whom he thinks it will also ruin if more 
money is to be added to the currency of the country. 

These are also to be ruined in advance by the development of 
enough strength by the free-coinage men tomake it probable that 
they will elect a majority of the next Congress and the next Presi- 
dent. This, he thinks, will be to serve notice on creditors not hold- 
ing gold obligations that within two years they are to be paid in 
a depreciated currency, and that they will therefore at once com- 
mence operations to collect their debts. 

Luckily, however, debts are not collectable, even by gold-stand- 
ard creditors, until they are due, and it is not two years till a free- 
silver President and Congress will be elected. 

If the people in the State who owe debts have been unable to 
pay them when they matured this inability arises in a great meas- 
ure from the low price of cotton, the returns being such as to al- 
low little, if anything, with which to pay debts. cotton is still 
to continue at the present prices, or near them, if the currency is 
still to remain contracted, no good can come to insolvent debtors 
by granting them longer delayin payment. The accumulation of 
interest, with losses arising from raising cotton at prices below the 
cost of production, could but add to their distress. 

But the governor is equally in error as to the dangers to this 
class of debtors as he was in relation to the others. , 

There would be no economic business reasons why creditors 
having debts payable in lawful money would hasten collections 
lest they should be paid two years thereafter in the same money 
exactly. But the Governor thinks that this same lawful money 
would be depreciated—that is, less valuable—after remonetization 
than now, and therefore creditors would hasten to get this very same 
money now and keep it for the two years in order that they may have 
iton hand when the depreciation takes place. Stop and think and 
see whether this is not the exact proposition which receives Gov- 
ernor Stone's assent. Nobody proposes to put less silver into the 
dollar under free coinage than is in it now; so the silver dollar will 
be the same thenas now. Nochange is pro in the greenback 
dollar, or in any other dollar; they will all be exactly the same 
then as now. The difference, in the Governor's opinion, is that 
this same money will be depreciated, to what extent he does not 
inform us. Now the creditor pressing for collection, as predicted 
by Governor Stone, will press to receive the same money, and the 
same money will depreciate exactly as much in his hands as it 
would in the hands of his debtor. 


Oh! but it may be said the creditor will seek to collect it now in 
order to invest it in property. But Governor Stone closes out this 
avenue by stating that all enterprises into which capital enters 
would cease, general suspension of business would ensue, and uni- 
versal bankruptcy prevail. Under these conditions men who hold 
money never part with it—they hoard it. So then we have this 
absurd and ridiculous conclusion as the result of the Governor's 
reasoning on the subject, that creditors will insist on collecting 
their debts at once, lose all interest on them for two years in orde; 
that they may have on hand the very money which is then to be 
depreciated, according to his views. What have they made by 
this? Nothing. They have lost the interest. 

There is no further exposure of the fallacy of the Governor's 
views needed. 

THE RATIO OF 16 TO 1. 

I notice now the last ditch in which the gold-standard men have 
intrenched themselves. They assert that the market price of si] 
ver as a commodity is about 32 to 1, and if we have unrestricted 
coinage we will have a 50-cent dollar of silver and this will drive 
out all the gold, and we will havesilver monometallism. I admit 
there is plausibility in this argument, and it needs to be met with 
candor and fairness. The free-coimage men mean to have bimet- 
allism as we had prior to 1873, and we do not mean by any rash 
experiment, however much we desire free coinage, to so act as to 
place our country in a position it did not occupy prior to that date. 

I agree that law alone can not fix the value—that is, the ex- 
changeable value—of anything. If Congress should enact that the 
value of every bushel of wheat shall be $1, and of every bushel of 
corn 50 cents, and of every pound of cotton 10 cents, I admit that 
the law would be utterly worthless, and that these articles would 
sell just as if no such law had been enacted. I also admit that i 
Congress and all the parliaments in Europe should enact that sil- 
ver bullion, or that part of it not admitted to coinage, should be 
worth 100 cents or 129 cents an once—that such a law would not 
have the slightest effect on the price of silver bullion; and an in- 
ternational agreement betwee: the United States and the principal 
nations in Europe to the same effect would be utterly valueless. 
Silver bullion, uncoined and uncoinable, would have the same 
value as before. Being but a commodity, with no use but a com- 
modity use, its value would be fixed by the market sales, the de- 
mand and the supply. Then some one at first blush would say: 
‘Why have free coinage at the ratio of 16 to 1, or atany other ratio, 
either by the independent action of the United States or by inter- 
national agreement?” 

A solution, Iam sure, will be found in the following considera- 
tions. While it is true that law can not, by its mere enactment, 
give value to anything, law can increase the values of things or di- 
minishthem, by providing for their use for purposes, or prohibiting 
their use for purposes, which are highly esteemed by mankind, or 
for purposes for which the demand of mankind is great and urgent. 
An actual example in history of the increase in the value of a com- 
modity by providing for its greater use is in the old laws of Eng- 
land, enacted to raise the price of wool, that no person should be 
buried except in shrouds or clothing made of wool. Decent burial 
is a necessity for every human being, at some time, and this exi- 
gent demand for wool, in addition to other demands, kept wool 
at a high price. 

So the demonetization of silver in 1873 had both of these effects. 
It prohibited, in a large measure, the use of silver as money, a use 
to which it had been put for ages, and for which it is admirably 
adapted, and of course silver became less valuable in comparison 
with gold, which, by the same act, was increased in price, by com 
pelling its sole use as primary money. As in case of burial, woul 
was essential; so in business, everyone must have money, ani 
gold alone remained primary money. A very little reflection and 
one more illustration need only be made to prove this beyond 
doubt. Take the illustration I submitted some time back about 
long and short staple cotton—a law prohibiting short staple from 
being made into cloth. Short staple has always been used for that 
purpose. 

Cotton cloth is one of the most urgent of human wants. Under 
such a law, long staple cotton would immediately rise greatly in 
price, to meet the exigent demands of humanity for clothing and 
other purposes, and short staple would go down, because one of 
the most important uses to which it could be — had been 
taken from it. Long staple would go up several cents a pound 
and the other would go down, whereby the ratio of the value of 
the two would be greatly disturbed. But does anyone doubt that 
if the law should be repealed and short staple cotton should be 
admitted freely to the use of the weavers of the world—that then 
long staple would go down and short staple would go up, so that the 
old ratio in the value between them would be completely restored? 

If this is so with reference to a es which the world could do 
without, for, though it would be greatly inconvenient to do so, the 


world can be clothed and clothed fairly well without cotton by 
substituting for it wool, silk, flax, hemp, ramie, and many other 
textiles, why is it not true with reference to that thing without 
which the world can not live—the most exigent and essential of 
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all human demands—money, which in itself and of itself supplies 
every human want? He who has money enough can want for 
nothing that is for sale in all the world. Money is in fact, as was 
well said by an eminent political economist, an order drawn by 
the Government in favor of the owner on all persons who have 
things for sale. 
honored. A man may have a surplus of any commodity, which 
he may desire to exchange for some other commodity which he 


needs, but he may spend days in finding a man who wants his 


particular commodity he wishes to procure. But every person 
wants money—and he wants more and more the more he has; he | 


never has a surplus, and heis always ready and willing to exchange 
any surplus commodity hehasformoney. The desire for money is 
insatiable, and it is never satisfied for the reason that it commands 


all desirable earthly things. It commands not only that which 


satisfies our physical wants, but all that ministers to fancy or is | 


craved by ambition or greed. It makes emperors and kings, presi- 
dents, senators, and governors. It overthrows empires, sets up 
new dynasties, makes war, and concludes peace. 

The difference between uncoined and uncoinable silver or gold 
and gold or silver money is the difference between weakness and 
strength—the difference between what a few want in limited 
quantities and what all want in unlimited quantities. 

I admit, my friends, that what I have thus far said, while it 


Present the order and itis always and everywhere | 
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| world. But you may ask why the silver franc, ! 
articular commodity and at the same time has a surplus of the | 





| 


does completely establish that a ratio agreed on by all mankind | 


between gold and silver coin would be stable, or so nearly so that 
variations in it would be practically harmless, yet it does not 
establish beyond doubt that in the present order the United 
States alone can effect this, though it goes a long way to prove it. 
[ admit that you have a right to demand that I go further in my 
proof before you assent fully to the proposition that the United 
States, with the other silver peoples, can maintain this parity 
without the cooperation of some of the most powerful nations in 
Europe. 


While once I believed this could be done only for a limited | 


time, yet, as I stated then, that limited time would extend a long | 


distance into the future. Subsequent reflection and subsequent 
experience in actual events, and a more thorough knowledge of the 


' 


present and past monetary systems of mankind, have satisfied me | 


that that long period, in which free coinage by the independent 


| railroads and canals are needed. 


action of the United States without the cooperation of the silver- | 
using nations will keep the metals at a parity, will extend into | 


an indefinite future, as far ahead of us as existing institutions of 
any kind are likely to remain. 

in order to determine what can be done by human action, it is 
well to consider what: has been accomplished by the same agency. 

During the present century, up to 1873, the market value of 
gold and silver varied but little from the French ratio of 15} to 
i—generally a little above it—occasionally a little below. 
this stability in the ratio was maintained, notwithstanding that 
from 1801 to 1871, and even up to the year 1894, there was the 
greatest variation in the relative production of the two metals, 
varying from 29 cents’ worth of silver to $1 of gold in 1851-60, 
to $3.22 of silver to $1 of gold in the years 1801-10, and ranging 
between these two the remainder of the time. Treating these 
metals as commodities merely, to be sold in the market for non- 
monetary uses, the stability in this ratio would have been impos- 
sible, for we all know that the increase of the supply of any com- 
modity tends to decrease its value, and a decrease In the supply 
tends to raise its value. So we see that there was some other 
thing, some other force in operation during that period than the 
market value of the metals or commodities, which prevented a 
variation in the relative prices of gold and silver with the enor- 
mous variations in their relative supply. 

That thing—that force—was the bimetallism of France fixing 
the ratio of price at 154 to 1, and this seems now to be agreed upon 
by all candid gold monometallists. 

As showing the potency of the French law by itself, I will notice 
the other agencies operating during that period to destroy the 
parity as fixed by the French ratio. Among these are: Demone- 


| be cleared away to make homes for our increasing population, 52 
| per 


And |} 


| try or countries, is of the same value everywhere. 





to supply more to which I have alluded—doing 95 per cent of cash 
transactions on confidence and 5 per cent only with money, the 
banks lending three times the whole volume of our currency and 
six times their capital, and owing in demand obligations nine 
times as much as their cash and cash items. I say the insuffi 
ciency of such money was then and is now felt everywhere. So, 
under these conditions, a dollar. or a franc, good in France, a rich 
and great country, was equally good everywhere in the civilized 





‘zal-tender money 
in France, was equally good in gold monometallic countries (less 
the cost of transportation to France), when it was not a legal 
tender in those countries. The answer is, there is such an urgent, 
such an overmastering demand for money everywhere that money, 
good and legal tender in one great commercial country, meets this 
exigent demand everywhere. 

Our present 50-cent dollar, as our gold friends call it, is worth 
100 cents here, and worth the same all over commercial Europe, 
less the usual cost of transporting it to New York. Then I might 
ask our gold friends in return why it is that goldis worth in China 


the same as in London and in New York, though not recognized 
as money there? The answeristhe same: The need of the world 
for money is such that either gold or silver, recognized as money, 


legal-tender money at acertain value in any great commercial coun 
Then they may 
ask why thesilver money of China, Japan, and Mexicois not worth 
as much in other countries as at home. The answer is, that these 
countries have little foreign commerce, little domestic commerce, 
and the economic forces behind their money are not therefore sufti- 
cient to raise its value in other countries to the home level. 

These are plain truths, easily understood and incontrovertible, 
and they contain the solution of the problem before us. 

The United’States in territory, leaving out Alaska, is larger 
than all Europe, leaving out Russia. Their soil and climate are 
unequaled. The range of their productions covers nearly all that 
is valuable to man and all that is essential to human happiness 
Taking the silver-using countries, there is produced in them and 
inthe United States together every necessity and every comfort 
of human life. We are 70,000,000 people, and are increasing at 
the rate of 2 per cent per annum. Our country is comparatively 
new and undeveloped. More and better houses, roads and bridges, 
Money is needed to make them. 
We ought not to borrow that money from abroad, and would not 
if we had a sufficiency. Our mines are more cheaply worked and 
turn out more than those of other countries. The immense and 
valuable forests which now obstruct the farmer’s plow need to 
of whom are landless. More and better schoolhouses 
and church edifices are needed, more museums, more galleries of 
art, more public libraries, 

Our population is the most industrious and the most productive 


cent 


| of all peoples and consumes more commodities, and therefore 


tization of silver by England, demonetization of gold by Germany | 
(taking place at different times), and,I believe, by the Scandina- | 


vian States, and the fact that the United States had a different ratio, | 


namely, 15 to 1, till 1834, and afterwards 16 to 1. France was a 
first-class nation during this period, but during a large portion of 
it engaged in most ruinous and destructive wars. But France was 
not the greatest commercial nation, England being first then as 


j 


now. Yet with all these variations in the relative production of | 


the two metals, and all these changes in the monetary systems of 
Europe and the United States, France held the two metals every- 
where at about the ratio she had fixed by law. Note, I said, the 
parity was maintained everywhere. 

You have a right to demand of me an explanation of this. The 
explanation is that France was a great and rich country, having 
much to sell and buying much; that metallic money, gold and 
silver, was then and always will be in insufficient supply for the 
needs of the world—as witness the unsafe and dangerous devices 





needs more money, than any other. 

A great statistician and a gold monometallist, Mr. WALKER of 
Massachusetts, has stated in a public speech that we consume 
more than do 200,000,000 of the people of Europe—about three 
times as much per capita. By the extreme subdivision of labor 
now existing and still progressing, no man produces one hun- 
dredth part of the commodities he needs. He produces to sell for 
money with which to supply his wants. As production increases so 
does consumption, and so does the need for more and more money. 

Let us compare our country a little further with Europe. I 
take my figures from an English statistican of world-wide re- 
nown, Mr. Mulhall. 

The merchandise transported on our railroads is double that car- 
ried on all the railways in all the other countries in the world. I 
add that the merchandise carried on our waterways is one-quarter 
of that carried on the railways. All this merchandise is bought 
with money and sold for money onan average at least three times. 
With twice as much merchandise carried and sold and consumed 


| by our people as in all the world together, does it not look a little 


as if we needed twice as much money as all the world? Yet we 
have only about one-sixth as much gold (the only good money, 


according to our monometallic friends) as is possessed in Europe. 

Mr. Mulhall gives us some further figures of immense impor 
tance in this connection. _By superior energy and skill, by the uss 
of more steam and electricity, greater labor-saving devices, the 
United States possess more productive power than Great Britain, 


France, and Germany all combined. When we consider the more 
than 4,000,000 men in the standing armies of Europe who produce 


, 
L 

’ 
i 


| nothing and the 1,000,000 necessary to feed and clothe them, we 


may safely say that the productive power of the United States is 
quite as great as that of all Europe. And yet our friends of the 
gold standard say that we can not do what France alone did for 
nearly one hundred years—maintain the parity between gold and 
silver at our old ratio, which was 3 per cent less favorable to sil- 
ver than the French ratio. 

I have dealt in figures only as to our country’s power. I have 
not indulged in Fourth of July glorifications. These cold figures 
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prove beyond cavil our ability to establish, as England did, and as 
Germany did, our own monetary system without the consent of 
other nations. I quote from a distinguished enemy of independent 
action by the United States. He says: 

In fact, at this moment our country is the richest in the world. It has in it 
every element of prosperity. * * * Nothing has ever been seen like the 
progress of this nation since the world began. 

And now paraphrasing his further language to some extent, I 
say yet here we are, standing on the shores of the Atlantic, turn- 
ing our backs on our own country and its greatness, and on the 
millions of our people suffering from the insufficiency of the vol- 
ume of money, with our faces to Europe, we are begging, implor- 
ing, even on bended knees, monarchs and bankers across the 
ocean to allow us to use our grand powers and opportunities for 
still further progress in the advancement of our people. 

Iconcur with Mr. Jefferson, who, in discussing foreign influence 
on our banks, foreign control of our finances, foreign dictation of 
the policies of our Government, the foreign possession and control 
of our newspapers, expressed the hope that we might find— 

Some means of shielding ourselves in the future from foreign influence, 
political, commercial, or in whatever form it may be attempted. 

And considering the ruin coming to us from this foreign in- 
fluence, he used these words: 

I can scarcely withhold myself from joining in the wish of Silas Deane, that 
there were an ocean of fire between us and the Old World. 

And I reverently add than I can scarce refrain from joining in 
the same wish. 

I have detained you too long for your comfort. The times seem 
to demand a compliance with the invitation of your committee to 
address you to-day. The subject is agreat one—full of the deepest 
interest to you and to our whole country and to the latest pos- 
terity. The issues involved are no less than the control of our 
Government in its financial policy by the bankers of New York 
and of Europe or its control by the people. 

The questions which underlie this issue, though plain to the 
common understanding, have been sv obscured by sophistry and 
error that I deemed it a duty to discuss them at least as fully as 
Ihave done and to discuss them with candor, relying on facts 
rather than on eloquent declamation. ’ 

I thank you, one and all, for your attention under circumstances 
of discomfort. And in closing, allow me to express the hope, the 

rayer, thatthe Father who holds the destinies of men and nations 
in His hands may so guide and direct our actions and counsels 
that happiness and prosperity shall once again return and remain 
the everlasting heritage of the people of Mississippi and of the 
whole country. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize any 
other gentleman who wishes to occupy the floor at this time. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
House now take a recess until half past 10 o’clock to-morrow 
morning. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Isthereobjection to the request of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and the House will take a recess until 10.30 o’clock 
to-morrow —— 

Accordingly the House (at 10 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) was 
declarad in recess. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for the purchase of reindeer for Alaska— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Mrs. H. H. Stevens, executrix of Wilkins Stevens, deceased, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Attorney-General of the United States, reply- 
ing to the House resolution of February 4 in relation to the oft 
ciency of employees—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause2 of Rule XITI, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2652) to 
regulate the practice of medicine and surgery, to license physi- 
cians and surgeons, and to punish persons violating the provisions 
thereof in the District of Columbia, re the same without 


amendment, accompanied by a report dane 286); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House 


endar, 
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Mr. HULICK, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to wh 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3337) amending the 
of June 8, 1880, entitled ‘“‘An act to authorize the President ;, 
appoint an officer of the Navy or the Marine Corps to perform 
duties of Solicitor and Judge-Advocate-General, etc., and tv 
the rank and pay of such officer, and for other purposes,” repo: 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2: 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee ot 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to w!) 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 71) aut 
izing the preparation of a subject-catalogue of the books of 
law library, reported the same without amendment, accompa 
by a report (No. 290); which said joint resolution and report y 
— to the Committee of the Whole House on the state ot 

nion. 

Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to wh, 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 4463) to grant two | 
demned cannon and cannon balls to the Thirteenth Separate ‘ 
pany, National Guard of the State of New York, reported 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. » 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee ot 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5096) to grant two « 
demned cannon and two pyramids of cannon balls to the Indi 
Soldiers’ Home, at La Fayette, Ind., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 293); which said 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole H 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to w 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5286) providing for 
posal of lands lying within the Fort Klamath Hay Reserva 
not included in the Klamath Indian Reservation, in Oregon, ) 

rted the same without amendment, accompanied by a re) 
(No. 294) thereon; which said bill and report were referred tv {| 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutfons were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. k, 
80) for the relief of the First National Bank of Newton, Mass. (e- 
port No. 287.) 

By Mr. HANLY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. 
1494) for the relief of the legal representatives and devise: 
James W. Schaumburg. (Report No. 288.) 

By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Aff 
The bill (H. R. 486) for the relief of William Henry John 
(Report No. 289.) 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Aff 
The bill (H. R. 4510) for the appointment of Frank M. Mars! 
as lieutenant on the retired list of the Army. (Report No. » 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo: 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred 1 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 5677) to provide for the er 
tion of a public building at McKeesport, Pa.—to the Committ: 
Public Buildings and Grounds: 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5678) authorizing: 
victs to be paroled—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYNE (by request): A bill (H. R. 5679) to repeal 
tions 4532, 4533, and 4534, and to amend sections 4516 and 452) 
the Revised Statutes, all relating to the employment, treatni 
and payment of seamen on merchant vessels—to the Commi 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 5689) to provide st 
entrances to alleys in the District of Columbia—to the Committ 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 5681) to amend section 230! 
the Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by sev! 
6 of an act approved March 3, 1891, entitled ‘“‘An act to re} 
timber-culture laws, and for other purposes”—to the Commit! 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HENDRICKE: A bill (H. R. 5682) to pert the pu 
chasing of or speculating in claims against the Federal Governm 
by United States officers—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAHANY: A bill (H. R. 5683) to provide for the co 
pensation and promotion of consular clerks of the United Sta! 
of America, and for other purposes—to the Committee on For 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H.R. 5684) to increase the pension 
veterans of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 5685) to restore lands to pri- 
vate entry and render the same subject to be sold at private sale— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 5686) to segregate 
and return to the unreserved public domain certain land on the 
White Mountain Indian Reservation in Arizona—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 5687) to erect a light-house at 
East Point Shoal, in Raritan Bay, New Jersey—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





By Mr. WHITE (by reqnest): A bill (H. R. 5729) to amend an | 
act entitled “An act to regulate commerce ”—to the Committee on | 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 5730) to amend | 
section 24 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to create the California Dé- | 


pris Commission and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of 
California,” approved March 1, 1893—to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. 
No. 18) providing for the distribution and sale of compiled statutes 


in force in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Printing. | 


By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A resolution (House Res. No. 
159) calling upon the Secretary of War for certain information 
relating to the harbor of Manitowoc, Wis.—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clausei of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 5688) granting a pension to 
Charles C. Hall—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNEY: A bill (H. R. 5689) for the relief of J. W. 
Boyd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
crease of pension to Carrie F. Bissell, of Pueblo, Colo.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Sophia W. Buxton, of Durango, Colo.—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri (by request): A bill (H. R. 5692) 
for the relief of Stephen W. Parker—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 5698) for the re- 
lief of the city of Racine—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS (by request): A bill (H. R. 5694) for the relief 
of Leo L. Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 5695) forthe relief Francis Scala— | 


to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5696) providing for the hearing, trial, and 


adjudication *y the United States Court of Claims of the claim 
of Albert Wood, and removing the same from the operations of the 
United States statute of limitations—to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 5697) granting a pension to 
Surg. B. H. Peterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5698) granting a pension to Surg. Harvey E. 
Bowles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 5699) for the relief of the 
heirs of Carroll Winters—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Pe Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 5700) for the relief of the heirs | 
or J 


ary Day, deceased, widow of Daniel Day, deceased—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H.R. 5701) for the relief of Julius 
Stahel—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5702) to pension Susan 
Woody, widow of James Woody, who served in the war of 1812— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill (H. R. 5703) granting a pension to 
Mary Macauley, widow of the late Brig. Gen. Daniel Macauley, 
United States Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 5704) to grant an honorable dis- 
charge to and remove the charge of desertion against W. T. Vick— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDOX: A,bill (H. R.5705) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims t 
derson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5706) to grant L. O. 
Gooch an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R.5707) for the relief John Aldridge—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 5708) granting a pension to | 


Mrs, Jane C. Ducrsan, a daughter of Thomas Norman, a Revolu- 
tionary soldier—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5709) to pension 
John W. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


n the case of the estate of William Hen- | 


Joseph Zihlmann 


| Evans 


By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 5690) granting an in- 


| welder, ete. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5691) granting an increase of pension to | 


By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H.R.5710) granting a pension to 
Eleanor L. Curtiss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5711) granting a pension to Richard P. Pillk- 
ington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5712) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Hines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5713) granting a pension to George Gamache— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5714) to pension Carrie V. Millar 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H.R.5715) to remove the statutory bar 
of limitation now standing against the claim of J. Viosca. and 
conferring full jurisdiction upon the United States Court of 
Claims to try and adjudicate said claim and render judgm 
therefor—to the Committee on War Claims. 


to the om- 


By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R.5716) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Alfred Duplantier, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R.5717) for the relief of the At- 


lantic Works, of Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Dlinois: A bill (H. R. 5718) granting a pension 
to Malinda Kelly, of Jackson County, Ul.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H.R.5719) to extend a patent of 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R.5720) for the re 
lief of F. R. Lanson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: A bill (H. R.5721) to relieve Alice Utz 


1 


| heir and legatee of Joshua Wiley, and to give the Court of Claims 


jurisdiction, and to remove the bar of statute of limitation—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 5722) for relief of 
Miller, of Jasper County, Miss.—to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R.5723) for the relief of Helen M, 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H.R.5724) to remove the sentence 
of court-martial from the military record of John A. Swartz 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 5725) granting a pension to 
Mary H. Lamont—to the Committee on Invalid Pension: 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 5726) for the relief of Edward 
Rice—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 5727) granting an incre 
pension to John Zartman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 5728) 
ler as of United States Veteran Volunteer Engineers 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Jamel S. 


se of 


to recognize Lonis Semm- 
to the Com- 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of J. C. Vansickie and 124 other 
citizens of Washington, Pa., praying for the passage of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu 
ralization. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of the Western Tract Society, of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, in regard to changesin postal laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition of 165 citizens of Fond 
du Lac, Montello, Wis., and vicinity, favoring an adequate appro 
priation to establish and maintain a 2!-foot channel in the harbor 
of Manitowoc, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harb 

By Mr. COX: Petitions of A. G. Ezell and others, of Elkton, 
Tenn., J. D. Couch, T. R. Simerson, and others, of Williamson 
County, Tenn.; in regard to the claim of book 
Methodist Publishing House at Nashville, Tenn. 

| mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Paint, Oil, and Varnish 
Club of New York, in favor of a general bankruptcy bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of George W. Kircher and other citi- 
zens of Louisville, Ky., asking the adoption of a sixteenth arti 


agents of the 


to the Com- 


of amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the West- 


ern Massachusetts Union ex-Prisoners of War Association, in 
favor of pensioning 2!! surviving veterans who were inmates of 
Confederate prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. HEATWOLE: Petition of A. G. Crofoot and others, 
of New Auburn, Minn., in regard to Sunday-observance bill 
(H. R. 167)—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and resolutions passed at a meeting 
held in Chickering Hall, New York. November 21, 1895, and it 
dorsed by Rev. William Gardner and 63 other citizens of Han 
over, Jo Daviess County, Hil., urging the Government of the 
| United States to make every possible effort to induce the Govern- 
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ments of Christendom to put an end to the intolerable state of 
affairs in Turkey, which threatens with extermination so many 
Armenian Christians—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petitions of citizens of Houghton, Rushford, 
Sherman, and Panama, N, Y., against the sale of beer and spiritu- 
ous liquors to immigrants at Ellis Island, Bedloes Island, and Fort 
Wadsworth—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of J. R. Rollinson and 50 other 
citizens of Rahway, N. J.; Luther Walling and 50 others, of Mon- 
mouth County, N. J.; Benjamin F. Clark and 90 others, of Bound- 
brook, N. J., urging the passage of the Stone immigration bill— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petitions of P. O. Burnham, Frank Bohae, and 
others, of Oklahoma Territory, in favor of free homes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Memorial of the Odd Fellows’ Hall Associa- 
tion of New Orleans, La., urging the passage of a bill for the pay- 
ment of a judgment recovered in the Court of Claims (Congres- 
sional, No. 7226)—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Petition of the executor of Mathew Harper, 
deceased, late of Floyd County, Ga., praying that his war claim be 
referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCEWAN: Petition of members of Jersey City Harbor, 
No. 6, asking for the passage of House bill No. 4242—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions adopted in mass meeting at 
Ocheydan, Iowa, January 24, 1896, in regard to the recent out- 
rages in Asia Minor—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. POOLE: Petitions of citizens of Syracuse and Canastota, 
N. Y., in the matter of the sale of beer on Ellis Island, Bedloes 
Island, and Fort Wadsworth, New York Harbor—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PUGH: Papers to ee House bill No. 2133, for the 
relief of Elizabeth Fugitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2452, for the relief of 
William T. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, pa vers to accompany House bill No. 2453, for the relief of 
George Coburn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 2454, for the relief of 
Allen Maze—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3908, for the relief of 
W. H. Copley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3909, for the relief of 
James Littleton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3910, for the relief of 
Thomas Dean—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3911, for the relief of 
William E. Shepperd—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3912, for the relief of 
Francis M. Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 4299, for the relief of 
Joseph iE Weten~t0 the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3787, for the relief of 
H. C. Herndon—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Dr. J. H. Forrest and other pro- 
fessional —— of Marion, Ind., stating their objections to 
Senate bill No. 325 and House bill No. 2652 to regulate the prac- 
tice of medicine and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, 
and to punish persons violating the provisions thereof in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Dormansville, N. Y. inst the sale of beer 
at Ellis Island, Bedloe’s Island, and Fort adsworth, on Staten 
Island—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STRONG: Resolutions and petition of the Ministerial 
Association of Delaware, Ohio, in favor of raising the age of con- 
sent to 18 years, and for other changes in the laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Papers to accompany House bill No.4199, to 
correct the record of Edward H. Munson—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

ae eee to accompany House bill No. 718, for the relief of 
Jacob Taylor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, rs to accompany House bill No. 3524, for the relief of 
James Wctiowsn—40 the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Miami, Mo., for the improvement 

of the Missouri River at Miami—to the Committee on Rivers and 


- Harbors. 


Also, papers in support of House bill No. 3528—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
George H. Small wood—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of citizens of Warrens Cor- 
ners, Niagara County, N. Y., in to the sale of beer at Ellis 
Island, Bedloes Island, and Fort Wadsworth—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 7, 1896. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 10.30 a. m., 
Saturday, February 8, and was called to order by the Speaker. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, more than five weeks ago we 
passed through this House in the brief period of two days a bi! 
that, if enacted into law, would have relieved the present and 
future generations from an excessive interest burden and changed 
for the better the character of Government obligations. This 
measure in no way affected our currency system or disturbed the 
business or financial condition of our country; but it has now been 
returned to us from the Senate with every word except its nun- 
ber obliterated, and in its place has been substituted a most rad- 
ical currency measure, which virtually establishes silver mono- 
metallism as our national currency. 

Concurrently with the passage of the bill we sent to the Senate 
a measure which would have provided sufficient revenue to main- 
tain the credit, meet the expenses, and pay the obligations of this 
Government. This measure certainly met the universal approval! 
of all classes of our people, and yet we are informed that the same 
selfish interests propose also to return that wise measure to this 
House, obliterated in the same way, with a substitute identical in 
character with the one before us. 

As a novice in the halls of Congress, I feel constrained to ask 
what character of statesmanship this may be called, and with 
what motives and with what purpose does the lordly branch of 
this Congress so act? 

Our Chief Executive, in the paroxism of despair in which ho 
found himself and the Treasury after the evil effects of his jingo 
message on the Venezuelan matter, appealed to Congress for assist- 
ance, and members of this House, including myself, were hastily 
summoned from our Christmas feasts and family circles to perforin 
an important and sacred duty to our country. 

We acted as we believed wisely and promptly, and as far as 


by our action we could gave to the Chief Executive and to our 
depleted Treasury the twofold relief desired. But what fol- 
lowed? The President ignored the acts of this House by proceeding 
to issue a hundred millions of bonds, running for a long period, 
and bearing a high rate of interest, while the Senate of the United 


States leisurely wets its silvery whistle with these two important 
measures. 

This method of trying to securre legislation by whipping the 
devil around the stump does not seem becoming to a novice fresh 
from the country. 

It seems to me that we are legislatively standing midway be- 
tween the devil and the deep sea, and I for one am not willing to 
unite with his satanic majesty, who is bound to lead us into the 
clutches of the gold monometallists, and surrender our souls as 
meat for the shylocks; nor am I willing to be guided by the silver 
monometallists into the dangerous waters of the deep sea. 

I | ges 4 voted for the revenue bill, because it clearly granted 
needed relief to our Treasury, depleted by the destructive free- 
trade legislation of the past Congress. I also favored the bond 
bill, which was necessary in consequence of the same incompetent 
administration of our financial affairs; but, sir, I can not favor a 
substitute which is not at all germane to the question and entirely 
foreign to the original measure. 

In view of the President's action in the sale of bonds, there is 
no immediate necessity for this measure. Therefore let us turn 
our attention to a subject upon which the American people are 
demanding the action of this House, and that, sir, should be a 
bimetallic currency bill providing for the use of both gold and 
silver as standard money, and a volume of currency that shall be 
equal to the population and the vast commercial interests of our 
country. 

Iam irrevocably opposed to the establishment of a gold mone- 
tary basis of currency in this country. Myconvictions and party 
principles emphatically pledge me to the restoration of silver to 
an equal position with gold in the currency of this nation. I am 
prepared to act upon a bill which shall tend to establish this 
object without waiting for a conference with any other nation. 

Our forefathers were able to maintain our independence as a 
nation and establish a bimetallic currency without international 
agreement. We had — to adopt tariff legislation for the 
prosperity and happiness of our people without consulting the 
interests of Europe. 

We have, by the sacrifice of our best lifeblood and untold 
wealth, established liberty, freedom, and perpetual union, even 
against the hostile interests and unfriendly alliances of other na- 
tions, and now, sir, can it be claimed that this, the strongest, 
ablest, and wisest nation on the face of the globe, has not the 
courage or ability to establish and maintain a currency for its 
poor without consulting the wishes or bowing to the dictates of 
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e peontoot this country, itseems tome, stand between two great 
one seeking to elevate the classes and degrade the masses 


Th 
evils, 
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by means of an endless chain of glittering gold, having its strong 
link stapled to the house of Rothschild, anc 

cle within its glistening tentacles the American people in order to 
feast upon their lifeblood and wither their substance, and, on the 
other hand, a band of silver, with its main links well secured in 
the grasp of the kings of the silver mines of the world, whose bold 
champions seek to lure us within its circle for their selfish inter- 
ests and our misfortune. 

I believe, sir, in taking the middle of the pare between these 
two great metals, and through the wisdom of the members of this 
House guide the financial chariot along the safe and more moder- 
ate course that has in the past, and must certainly in the future, 
lead us into more prosperous times. 


I have no sympathy with the statesman who does not possess | 


sufficient conviction to give him courage to act upon the most im- 
portant public issue of the present day. 

Our people are universally demanding action. You ask how we 
may act so as to maintain a parity of values of the two metals? I 
would invite an immediate conference of the nations, ignoring 
Great Britain, and unless they would consent to an international 
bimetallic currency I would establish such a currency for this 
nation, limited to the coinage of the American product, and I 
would exclude the foreign product i @ wise and most stringent 
protective tariff on the importation of bullion. 

Mr. Speaker, I have filed a motion to refer this measure to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, with instructions to pre- 

are and submit to the House a bill that shall provide a currency 
for the United States, to be composed of both gold and silver as 
standard money, without regard to the currency laws of any other 
nation, and with such restrictions and under such provisions as 
will secure the maintenance of the parity of value of the two 
metals, so that the purchasing and debt-paying power of the dollar, 
whether of silver, gold, or paper, shall be at all times equal; and 
I trust it may be favorably considerd. 

Mr. Speaker, I have heard many disparaging remarks against 
the silver Senators and Members from the Western States, and I 
myself think that they are disposed to go to the extreme on the 
silver question, but the fault 1s not entirely with them. Their 
people have been watching with interest and fear the growth of 
the gold monster in the East and the dexterity with which the 
shylocks manipulate the present Democratic Administration in 
their interest, and ay naturally demand radical action by their 
representatives with the hope of stemming the ruinous power of 
the gold monometallists. 

ile Eastern Senators and Representatives in their public 
utterances favor bimetallism, I fear there is a lurking influence 
and interest which withholds action, and I have no doubt should 
the Representatives of the great Middle States prepare and sub- 
mit to this House a bimetallic currency bill, in accordance with 
the principles and platforms of the Republican party, we should 
have as much difficulty in securing favorable action thereon by 
those basking in the sunshine of the golden shylocks of Paradise 
alley, in New York City, as by the silver radicals of the Pacific 
Slope, but with a wise measure properly before this House for the 
establishment of a bimetallic currency I am confident we should 
command the united support of the Republican members on this 


floor. anthers) 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, the discussion of the measure 
now before the House for consideration, and the events which have 
transpired since the first session of the Fifty-third Congress, have 
emphasized the necessity which existed at that time for legislation 
additional to the mere repeal of the purchasing clause of what is 
commonly known as the Sherman Act. I, in common with a great 
many other Democrats, gentlemen on this side of the House, 
earnestly urged at that time that the mere repeal of the purchas- 
ing clause of the Sherman Act would not rehabilitate the national 

ces and would not give the country the relief which it was 
desired to obtain. It was then argued in behalf of those who ad- 
vocated the unconditional repeal of that measure that the mere 
restoration of public confidence would restore normal business 
conditions, and with it the industrial activity and reasonable de- 
= of prosperity which er accompany those conditions. 
subsequent events, Mr. Speaker, have demonstrated that the an- 
ticipations of those who took this ground were not well founded— 
have demonstrated that something more was needed than the mere 
cessation by the Government of its monthly purchases of silver 
bullion. I scouted at that time the idea that the derangement of 
national finances resvited from any want of confidence on the 
part of the people of this country or of = the stability of 
American currency; and the fact that no such distrust existed t 1en 
or has existed since has been proved by the avidity with which 
the commercial world has seized upon the proposition of the United 
= _ negotiate its bonds whenever they were placed upon the 
marke 

Mr. Speaker, the same cause of trouble exists now which ex- 
isted then—that is, the existence of the demand notes, floating obli- 
gations of the Treasury, which are payable in gold, and which may 
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endeavoring to encir- | 











be presented for redemption at any time that the holders of them 
see fit to do so. So long, sir, as we have out something like $500,- 
000,000 of demand notes and obligations, so long the maintenance 
of the gold reserve will be absolutely necessary, and so long as 
commercial necessities or commercial advantages are provocative 
of the export of gold, so long will the people who desire to export 
gold come to the Treasury of the United States to obtain it—that 
1s, 80 long as our demand obligations are payable in gold and fur- 
nish the easy means of obtaining gold from the Treasury of the 
United States. I can not perceive now, and never have been able 
to perceive, what advantage or benefit it is to the country that we 
should maintain this floating indebtedness, a floating indebtedness 
not called for by the necessities of the country, and one which 
ought never to have been permitted to exist one day longer than 
the necessities of the Government required. 

Great complaints are made by gentlemen on the other side of the 
question—the free-silver advocates—of the payment of these obli- 
gations ingoldcoin. Such has been the policy of the Government 
since the Grant Administration; and this policy has been approved 
by the American people every time the question has been directly 
or indirectly submitted to them. I took occasion, in making some 
remarks upon the bond bill brought into this House ia the closing 
days of the last session, to call the attention of the House and the 
country to the fact that while what is known as the Matthews reso- 
lution of 1878, declaring that we could, without violation of na- 
tional honor, discharge national obligations in gold or silver, passed 
this House and passed the Senate by an overwhelming majority. 
Mr. Garfield, who was conspicuous in this House in opposition to 
it, was immediately thereafter nominated by the Republican party 
for the Presidency and elected. Mr. Blaine, who was conspicuous 
in the Senate for his opposition to it, was afterwards nominated 
by the Republican party for the Presidency, and though he was 
defeated he was defeated by a candidate who occupied identically 
the same position on that question that he did. 

The example thus set was followed by the Harrison Adminis- 
tration; and when Mr. Harrison was defeated for reelection Mr. 
Cleveland, still more distinguished for his devotion to what may 
be called the gold standard and the payment by the Government 
of its obligations in gold, was siechell to succeed him. And now, 
after an agitation which has lasted from the inception of this 
Administration—after all the appeals which have been made by 
gentlemen on this side of the House and on the other side of the 
House in favor of the policy of paying Government obligations in 
silver, the American people have sent here a House of Represent- 
atives which is overwhelmingly, if I am correctly informed, op- 
posed to the payment of Government obligations in silver. If I 
be mistaken in this view, Mr. Speaker, the question can easily be 
tested if any gentleman who favors that policy will offer a res- 
olution declaring it as the sense of the House of Representatives 
that these obligations should be paid in silver. By such a pro- 
ceeding the question could be easily tested whether there is a 
majority of the membership of this House in favor of that propo- 
sition. 

In looking over the House, Mr. Speaker, I observe that nearly 
all of those who have been distinguished for their earnest advocacy 
of this policy on the part of the Government are now conspicuous 
by their absence. The places which knew them once know them 
no more—at least the places in the national capital. If they come 
here they come here as spectators, and the davon voices which 
they raised in behalf of what they considered to be the rights of 
the people are hushed so far as the National Council is concerned, 
and, I fear, for many, many years. It being, then, a sett'ed fact 
that this poliey will be maintained, what is the necessity or the 
use of retaining a form of currency which is aconstant menace to 
the Treasury, which requires that in order to make the Govern- 
ment able to keep its promises there shall be maintained a gold 
reserve, and that that gold reserve shall be continually replen- 
ished by the sale of United States bonds, thus increasing the 
bonded indebtedness of the country? I believe, sir, that no sensi- 
ble business man would pursue any such policy with respect to 
his own affairs, and I can see no substantial reason why that policy 
should be pursued by the United States. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will it disconcert my friend if I ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BOATNER. Nota particle. 

Mr.BRUMM. The gentleman seems to be in favor of getting 
rid of what are known as the greenbacks and the Sherman notes. 
Is he prepared to propose any substitute for them; and if so, will 
he tell us what kind? 

Mr. BOATNER. Certainly. I was coming to that question in 
a few minutes. 

Mr.PICKLER. In connection with that, Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to ask the gentleman a question, which he can answer when 
he answers the gentleman from Pennsylvania. My question is, 
are you in favor of the coinag¢ of the American product of silver? 

Mr. BOATNER. I am in favor of just as Sees a coinage of 
silver as can be maintained at a parity with gold. 
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Mr. PICKLER. That does not mean anything. Those of us 
who believe in the use of silver as money want something definite. 
Mr. BOATNER. It does mean a great deal. If we can coin 
the entire product of the American mines and maintain it ata 
arity, I am infavor ofthat. If we can coin more than the Amer- 
can product and keep it at a parity, I am in favor of coining it. 
And, Mr. Speaker, right there, I think, is where the fatal mistake 
was made in the enactment of the Bland-Allison Act. That act— 
although no one seems to have been aware of it at the time, at 
least no one seems to have claimed for it the merit that it pos- 
sesses in this respect—that act, in my judgment, possessed the 
real merit of inaugurating the only system of bimetallism that is 
practicable under modernconditions. Theonly sort of bimetallism 
which, in my judgment, is practicable at this time is that under 
which the Government buys the inferior metal and coins it on 
Government account, limiting the coinage to the amount which 
can be maintained at a parity. 

So, sir, if those who enacted the Bland-Allison measure into law 
had not pari passu adopted a joint resolution suspending the effect 
of the resumption act and requiring the Secretary of the Treasury 
vo reissue the greenback circulation—if they had permitted the re- 
sumption act, which was then in force, to remain in force, which 
applied all the surplus revenues to the retirement and extinction 
of the floating national debt, we would long since have had seven 
hundred or eight hundred millions of standard silver in circula- 
tion, and no greenbacks outstanding to make necessary the main- 
tenance of a reserve fund of one hundred millions or any other sum. 

The example of the French nation has been re cited here 
as one that we ought tofollow. The fact that the Bank of France 
redeems its notes, at its option, in gold or silver is held as evidence 
that the United States might do the same. But gentlemen who 
make this argument fail totakeinto account the fact that the French 
Government did in 1874 exactly what we should have done in 1878. 
It then retired, or it had prior to that time retired, all of its float- 
ing obligations, and the Government of France to-day has uot in 
circulation one dollar of demand obligations. The consequence 
is that the French Government has no reserve fund; the French 
Government has no parity to maintain. The French Government 
in one respect did just as we did. It limited the volume of its 
silver circulation to the amount which could be utilized and which 
could serve the purposes of gold, thus insuring its maintenance at 
a parity with gold, and having retired its demand obligations, it 

‘rmits the Bank of France, which is the only note-issuing power 
in France, to redeem its notes in gold or silver at its option. 

The same result would have been reached in this country if we 
had not — the joint resolution to which I have already re- 
ferred, which requires the Secretary of the Treasury to reissue 
greenback circulation as rapidly as it is redeemed. A distin- 
guished Senator, a at the other end of the Capitol upon 
this question, has said that there was no necessity for the reissu- 
ing of the greenback circulation, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
has been reproached for trenching upon the funds realized by the 
sale of United States bonds for redemption purposes and applying 
them to the ordinary expenses of the Government. Mr. Chair- 
man, a very casual investigation of the subject will disclose the 
fact that the Secretary of the Treasury could not have pursued 
any other course unless by an absolute violation of the statutes. 

hile it is very true that the bonds issued under the redemption 
act of 1875 are issued simply for the purpose of replenishing the 
fund for redemption pu , it is equally true that when the 
fund thus raised is in the redemption of Treasury notes 
those notes, by force of the statute of 1878, must be covered into 
the general asury and must be reissued in payment of the 
debts and expenses of the Government. Therefore, sir, if there 
was not sufficient money in the Treasury, exclusive of the Treas- 
ury notes thus redeemed, to pay the necessary expenses of the 
Government the Secretary could not withhold An omen by means 
of the Treasury notes which had been redeemed without an abso- 
lute violation of the statutes of the United States; and while we 
may condemn the system, while we may say that no such system 
ought to exist, we can not condemn the executive officers of the 
Government for obeying the letter and mandate of the law. 

Mr. BRUMM. ould not the Executive be very potential in 
having a resolution of that kind adopted, enabling him to pay out 
silver and gold in liquidation of the floating debt? 

Mr. BOATNER. I do not understand that the present Execu- 
tive favors any such policy. 

Mr. BRUMM. That is the reason I asked the question and 
wanted to have the gentleman make that point a little more fully. 

Mr. BOATNER. I do not understand that any Executive who 
has ever filled the Presidential office since 1868 has favored such 
a policy as that. 

r. BRUMM. I understood you to say, and wish to have the 
House understand the gentleman’s statement, that the Executive 
would have adopted that course, but that the law would not allow 


him. 
Mr. BOATNER. No; my friend from Pennsylvania misunder- 
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stood me. I was referring to the conditions and circumstances ag 
they exist at this time, and to censures cast on the Secretary of 
the Treasury for using the redemption fund, as it is called, in pay- 
ment of the ordinary debts and expenditures of the Government, 
and was explaining that he has not done so. I was explaining 
that the notes that had been redeemed by the Treasury to a large 
amount—$78,000,000, I believe, last year—notes which had been 
presented for redemption at the subtreasuries in the United 
States and which had been redeemed in gold coin, were by force 
of law carried into the general Treasury, and that by direction of 
the specific statutes the Secretary was commanded to reissue the 
same, and that in the mere execution of that statute he has paid 
out these notes for the debts and expenses of the Government; that 
while we may reprobate and condemn that policy of reissuing the 
floating obligations of the Government after their redemption, yet 
we can not justly condemn him for executing the law as he finds 
it upon the statute book. That is the point I was making. 

Mr. POWERS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 
with his consent. I quite agree in his diagnosis of the situation. 
I think he has stated it forcibly and exactly. The practical ques- 
tion arising on that statement is this: How shall we proceed to 
effect the remedy? 

Now, I wish toask the gentleman from Louisiana this question: 
If the Secretary of the Treasury had lying in his Bureau by the 
side of the greenback that comes in and which he is to issue to 
pay other obligations—suppose that he had another bill derived 
from meee sources of revenue, to wit, duties on customs, ample 
to meet all the current a of the Government week by week 
and month by month—if, under those circumstances, he would 
not allow the greenback to remain there, where it belongs, without 
the necessity of the reissue? 

Mr. BOATNER. That is very true. If we had, in the Fifty- 
third Congress, enacted into law the second section of the House 
bill, that would have remedied the difficulty to which the gentle- 
man refers, because it would have enabled the Secretary of the 
Treasury to have issued short-time certificates for the purpose of 
raising funds to meet any deficiencies that might arise. But to 
have done so would have been to violate the act of 1878, which in 
this bill you were so very careful to preserve. Now, that is a 
species of demagogy to which the Republican party is .addicted. 

This bill says: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to repeal or modify 


an act approved May 31, 1878, and to forbid the further retirement of the 
United States legal-tender notes. 


Now, that act was passed pursuant to a rampant sentiment in 
favor of the maintenance of the greenback circulation. If you have 
a redundant revenue you may violate the spirit of the law by hoard- 
ing the notesin the Treasury, which is another way of retiring or 
canceling them. If youhoard themin the Treasury you had just 
as well cancel them, because you do not comply with the mandate 
of the law by reissuing them. The law requirestheir reissue. If, 
therefore, you could meet a deficiency by an increase of revenue, or 
the issuance of time certificates of indebtedness, you would violate 
the spirit of the law, which expressly by this very enactment is io 
remain in full force and effect; you may accomplish the same pur- 

by borrowing money to meet the expenses of the Government, 

ut in either case you evade and nullify the law you are so careful 
to retain in force. In any event, you would be dodging the ques- 
tion. You areafraid to meet the issue. You are hoodwinking the 
people with the idea that you are maintaining that law, when, as a 
matter of fact, you want to evade it; you know that the best judg- 
— of the country is that it should be shorn from the statute 


Mr. POWERS. I quite agree with the gentleman as to his view 
of the matter when he says that this was passed in obedience to a 
rampant sentiment—— 

Mr. BOATNER. It was more than two-thirds of the House. 

Mr. POWERS. But now, let meask, wouldit not be wise—after 
having seen the evils of that method of keeping the greenbacks in 
circulation—would it not be wise to inaugurate a new rampant 
a to relieve that condition somewhat in the way I have sug- 


vanes BOATNER. Iam trying to do that now; and if I can in- 
ee good friend from Vermont I shall be very much obliged 
for his . 

Mr. POWERS. If thatsituation could be relieved, would there 
not be perfect safety to the gold reserve in the Treasury, and would 
it not be relieved if the revenues were ample to meet the expen:- 
itures of the Government under all circumstances—revenues aris- 
ing from customs duties and internal revenue? 

. BOATNER. That would depend, Mr. Speaker, very greatly 
upon ve me financial condition of the world and of the United 
States. there was no demand for gold for export, of course it 
would. If our trade relations with the other side were such that 
Europe was being compelled to pay us gold in settlement of its 
balances, why, the result which the gentleman refers to would 
doubtless follow; but in the ¢ondition of doubt and distress which 
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now prevails, the unsettled condition of business, the hoarding of 





gold to provide against possible dangers which the world sees 
ahead of it, and especially the United States sees ahead of it, why, 
sir, the only way to guard the gold reserve is to pay the United 
States notes when oe ean for redemption, cancel them, and 
when they are paid let them remain paid; and if the Government 
of the United States needs additional money to conduct the public 
business, let it be raised by taxation instead of by borrowing. 

Mr. BRUMM. How about the medium of circulation, if there 
should be a searcity by destroying these notes? 

Mr. POWERS. Supply the loss of greenbacks by some other 


ne. 
ein BRUMM. That is the point. 

Mr. OWENS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Vermont— 
and I endeavored to get his attention while he was on the floor—I 
wish to ask himif the purpose of the Republican majority in pass- 
ing what are known as the bond and revenue bills was to provide 
a means for retiring the greenbacks from circulation? 

Mr. POWERS. The primary purpose, as I understand it, was 
to provide sufficient revenue for the Government, so that it could 
meet its daily expenses without trenching upon the gold-reserve 
fund. That was the primary purpose. The other political pur- 
pose of retiring the greenbacks is one that, I am frank to confess, 

robably does not meet the approval of a majority of the Repub- 
on side. I myself am im favor of retiring those greenbacks and 
substituting im their place some form of national-bank currency 
or other currency that will supply the deficiency in the circula- 
tion brought about by their redemption. 

Mr. OWENS. I suspected that that was the gentleman's mo- 
tive; but as his party disavowed that purpose on the floor of the 
House when these bills were before the House, I thought I should 
like to have an avowal from him. 

Mr. POWERS. Well, the party does not represent all its mem- 
bers in their action upon the bond bill, no doubt, and in respect to 
that question. 

Mr. BOATNER. I do not desire to be discourteous, but I must 
object to my friends taking me off the floor with a discussion be- 
tween themselves. 

Mr. POWERS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I should like to ask the gentleman from Loui- 
siana [Mr. BOATNER], while he is on that subject, if there is any 
law that authorizes or directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
maintain the gold reserve? If so, where can that law be found? 

Mr. BOATNER. There is no specifie law directing the main- 
tenance of any special reserve fund, but by the act of 1875 the 
Secretary of the Treasury is authorized—and the authorization 
amounts to a command—to sell certain specified descriptions of 
bonds of the United States for the purpose of redeeming the Treas- 
ury obligations of the United States. And by the same act. all 
surplus revenues are authorized to be used for the same purpose. 
A short time after the enactment of that law the Secretary of the 
Treasury sold bonds of the United States, realizing a fund which 
approximated $100,000,000, which was known as the redemption 
fand, and which reserve fund has been known as the reserve fand 
ever since, And it has been the custom of the Treasury of the 
United States to maintain since that time a fund of gold of about 
$100,000,000 expressly for the purpose of meeting any demand 
which might be made upon it for theredemptionof Treasury notes. 

But, Mr. Speaker, recurring to the question of my friend from 
Vermont [Mr. Powrrs], who inquired of me just now what, in 
my judgment, would be the best means of remedying this diffi- 
culty, | would state that the first and most efficacious remedy 
would be a cessation of this free-silver agitation. In my judg- 
ment the demand of a large and powerful party in the United 
States for the unlimited coinage of silver has done more and is 
doing more to unsettle national finances and to unsettle the busi- 
ness of the country than all other causes combined. There seems 
to be a determination on both sides of the House, and by factions 
of both political parties, to press this question to the front. 

Theresult of the last election has shown, in my judgment at least, 
that alarge majority of the sentiment of the people of the United 
States has emned this project as vicious and impracticable. 
Whea I look around this side of the House and miss the faces of 
the veterans who have been here for years, and who have made 
this the leading issue, when I realize that Maryland, West Vir- 

nia, and Kentucky, threestalwart Democratic States, have gone 

publican; when I see the t State of Indiana here without 
any re ion at all on the Democratic side, and the State of 
Illinois, I believe, with only one, with only one Democrat from 
west of the Mississippi River, and the Democratic party shaken 
in almost every State of the Union, I for one can not see thesense, 
the wisdom, or the politics in the continuance of an agitation 
which not unsettles the business of the country, which must 
be barren of the result sought to be attained, but seems destined to 


destroy the Democratie party as a national organization. 
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Mr. BOATNER. No doubt that is the Republican view of it. 








Mr. BRUMM. [I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
What substitute would you have as a medium of exchange after 
the redemption and destruction of those notes? 

Mr. BOATNER. I would increase our silver coinage up to the 
point of safety. I would imcrease our coinage at least to the 
extent of the bullion now in the Treasury. I would then take off 
the tax on national-bank circulation, except so far as necessary to 
pay the expense of maintenance. [ would permit the national 
banks to issue circulation up to 100 per cent of the value of the 
bonds deposited. I would take the United States out of the bank- 
ing business and confine it to the unlimited coimage of gold and the 
limited coinage of as much silver as could be maintained at a 
parity, which might be $750,000.000 or $800,000,000, and, then with 
a basic cireulation of money of final redemption of $1,500,000,000 
or probably $2,000,000 ,000, which it would hkely reach, the banks 
of the country could do the rest. 

Mr. BRUMM. The State banks? 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes; and national banks. 

Mr. BRUMM. Why do you want the 10 per cent tax on State 
bank issues taken off? 

Mr. BOATNER. Simply because I do not want to see a bank 
circulation of 10 per cent tied up idly and doing nothing. Ifa 
bank invests $120,000 for the purchase of $100,000 in United States 
bonds, I can see no business reason why it should not be allowed 
to issue circulation up to the par value. I do not see why they 
should not be allowed to issue 100 per cent instead of 90. 

Mr. BRUMM. I understand the gentleman’s remarks have ref- 
erence to the retention of 10 per cent of the amount of the bonds 
deposited by the national banks. The matter that I had reference 
to was the tax on State-bank issues that you said you wanted to 
repeal, and the question I asked was if your object in having it 
repealed is to allow the State banks to issue money. 

Mr. BOATNER. I donot wanttogointothat question. Ihave 
already made my record on that subject. That is a prohibitive 
tax on the State banks, but I had reference to the national banks, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. BRUMM. Then the gentleman refuses to answer my ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BOATNER. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. BRUMM. My question was as to whether or not youare in 
favor of the repeal of the 10 per cent tax on State-bank issues be- 
cause you favor the issue of State-bank notes? 

Mr. BOATNER. Why, I stated to the gentleman most une- 
quivocally that I had spoken and voted for the repeal of that tax. 
I am opposed to the interference of the United States with incor- 
porated banks of the States. I think that those banks should be 
allowed to issue such money as may be found necessary. Now I 
yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will not trespass on the gentleman’s time 
by asking him a question now. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I now desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the difference between the financial status of 
the United States and that of France, it being argued here re 
peatedly that, as the Bank of France pays its notes alternately in 
gold and silver, the same might be done by the United States. 

I find the per capita circulation of gold in the United States is 
$8.78; the per capita circulation of gold in France is $22.19. The 
per capita circulation of silver in France is $8.89; the per capita 
circulation of silver in the United States is $12.94. The per capita 
cireulation of paper in the United States is $5.92; in France it is 
84 cents. The United States possesses a gold stock of $618.000,000; 
Franee possesses a gold stock of $850.000,000. The United States 
possesses a stock of silver of 625,000,000: France possesses a stock 
of silver of $487,900,000. The United States has in circulation 
$416,700,000 of uncovered paper—that is, a paper with no specie 
behind it—nothing behind it but the credit of the United States; 
France has in circulation only $32,100,000 of such paper. France 
holds $231,900,000 more gold than we do, $137,100,900 less of silver, 
and $384,600,000 less of uncovered paper. It is this impregnable 
strength of financial condition which etiables France to pay, or 
rather to authorize the Bank of France to pay, her notes m gold 
or silver at her option. 

It is. contended, Mr. Speaker, that the prices of all farm prod- 
ucts are ruinously depressed by reason of the restricted volume 
of money of final redemption, which they insist is gold alone. 
This, in my judgment, is utterly unfounded. 

The money issued under the Bland-Allison Act—in fact, all the 
silver money in circulation—is full legal tender for all debts, pub- 
lic and private; payment with it discharges the debt, and the Gov- 
ernment is under no obligation to redeem the money. 

There is no law authorizing its redemption, and, as a matter of 
fact, none has ever been redeemed at the Treasury or is likely to 
be. Hence, sir, the volume of money of final redemption is made 
up of our total stock of both gold and silver. It may be inquired, 
if this be true, if the Government is in no wise responsible tor our 
silver circulation, what goes with the argument that silver can 
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not be maintained at a parity with gold on its own merits, and 
that cheap poeta always expels all better or more valuable forms 
of circulation. In other words, if the credit of the Government 
is not maintaining our silver circulation at a’parity, what is? 

The answer, sir, lies upon the surface. Although the United 
States does not promise to redeem a silver dollar by exchanging 
gold for it, yet it receives it in payment of taxes, and as the ex- 
penses of this Government exceed every year the total amount of 
silver in circulation, a use is furnished every year by the Govern- 
ment itself for every dollar that is in circulation. In no other 
way can the fact be accounted for that a piece of metal worth 
wecvipe-pee yf only 56 cents passes current at 100 cents, the equiva- 
lent of gold. 

The French silver is maintained at par by the same means. 

Contrast, Mr. Speaker, the silver circulation of the United 
States with that of all silver-using countries, those which have 
adhered to the free and unlimited coinage of silver. We find in 
all of them without exception that their money is worth its bul- 
lion value and no more, China, Japan, Mexico, and all the Cen- 
tral and South American countries have free and unlimited coin- 
age, and all of them are on the silver basis. 

Their money is not only depreciated, but rises and falls with 
the silver-bullion market, 

How is this to be accounted for? Our friends on the other side 
say the difference isin our people; that the greatness and the power 
of the United States is so vast that we are able to overcome the 
laws of finance which govern the balance of the world, and by an 
edict to create value where none now exists. This is good rhetoric, 
but poor logic. Economic laws operate with invariable effect, and 
like causes produce like effects the world over. The reason that 
the currency of Mexico is debased is because that nation can give 
no artificial value to it solong as she admits silver to her mints 
without limit, and it is worth its bullion value. A dollar of the 
United States is worth nearly $2 of Mexico, because by reason of a 
limited coinage it serves the purpose and fills the place of a gold 
dollar, while the Mexican dollar, though legal tender and full 
weight, is worth 56 cents only. 

But, sir, great as the American people are they can not control 
these natural laws which assert and enforce themselves without 
regard to statutory enactments; and we have an illustration starin 
us in the face to-day. One of these laws is that cheap money wil 
always displace the more valuable. This rule, commonly known 
as the Gresham law, has been operating in our finances for sev- 
eral years past. While, as I have stated, our silver circulation is 
as good for all re of exchange, equal to gold, while it will buy 
as much as gold, and therefore passes current at par with it, yet 
the consciousness in the public mind that it is intrinsically worth 
only about half of its face value and the agitation in favor of fur- 
nishing the country with an unlimited supply of it, has produced 
the invariable result of giving extraordinary activity to the silver 
and of hoarding gold and its paper representatives. It is from 
this cause, sir, that the entire revenues of the Government are 
now paid in silver and that 65 per cent of all money in active cir- 
culation is silver. If this law operates on so small a volume com- 
paratively how can it be ene that it would not drive out all 
other forms of money if silver should be admitted to the mints 
free of charge for mintage and in unlimited quantities? 

It is not necessary, sir, to pursue the subject further. Enough 
has been said to give the reasons which compel me to withhold 
my support from the Senate amendment to the House bill. Ihave 
been charged with inconsistency upon this question. I admit that 
oo views have undergone considerable modification since we were 
called to act upon the question in the repeal of the Sherman Act. 
While I was not clear at that time that free and unlimited coin- 
age was impracticable if we could preserve the parity of our cir- 
culation, I believed then, as I believe now, that the best interests 
of the country will be subserved by the coinage of as large a vol- 
ume of silver money as can be sustained at a parity, but that the 
free and unlimited coinage of that metal would be attended with 
disastrous results. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I can not be ex- 

ted nor do I intend, in the short time allotted to me in this de- 
te, to undertake to discuss in detail the merits of this great issue, 
and to point out vie Bor reasons why I am not in favor of the 
bill which was passed by the House, but am in favor and shall vote 
for the Senate substitute. I desire and will avail myself, however, 
of the privilege given to members of this House to hereafter extend 
what I have to say in the RecorpD; but now, in the time allotted, I 
propose, without dealing carefully in statistics or in figures, to 
give to the House some of the reasons why I shall vote to concur 
the substitute offered by the Senate. I shall not, however, un- 
dertake to answer the argument made by the gentleman from 
North Dakota, who regaled the House with an exhibition of maps 
and statistics and mystifying curved lines and figures. 

It occurs to me that an incident which is related as happening 
upon a farm in the South soon after the war aptly illustrates 
these arguments, which are based upon maps and statistics and 


mystifying figures, mystifying to everybody but the expert who 
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made them, and at last deceiving even the expert himself. 1), 
incident happened soon after the war and before the South }). 
educated to any degree, as she has now educated toa very ¢ 
degree, those who were our former slaves. At that time farn 
operations were carried on largely by the old masters and th: 
slaves in a kind of partnership, and so it was in this case, | 
crops being divided in a certain proportion between the land 

and the tenant, the landlord furnishing the tenant supplies, + 
paid for out of the crop. 

In the case in question the old negro had aiarge family that }).q 
to be fed and clothed. The crop was gathered and marketed 
at Christmas time a settlement was tobe had. The accounts were 
gone over. Great columnsof figures were shown to the old 1 
who stood scratching his head wondering what it all m: 
ey. when he had assented to all that the landlord had s;\\. 
when he had admitted that he had received this amount to !)11\ 
sugar and coffee, and that amount for shoes and clothing, and a) 
order upon the store at this time, and another at that time, whon 
he was shown that the crop had been sold, had brought so n 
dollars, and that the old man’s part amounted to $250, whil 
debt to the landlord amounted to $256—when all this had been 

one over, the landlord said, ‘‘ Well, Moses, you understand it, 

on’t you?” ‘Oh, yes; I understand it.” ‘* Well, it’s all right, 
ain’t it?” ‘* Yes, it’s all right, I reckon; but it strikes me, b 
that when you come to look at this thing, a naught is a nan 
and a figure is a figure, but it is all for the white man and none 
for the nigger.” [Laughter.] 

So, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that these maps and statistics 
and figures, while they may mystify and delude, deceive some, 
finally bring us to the conclusion that they are made all for the 
money kings and none for the people. eet 

Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this substitute. am in favor 
of it because to enact it is to carry out in practice the doctrines of 
the great Democratic party to which I belong, and which that 

arty has taught for many years, at least during the years that I 

ave been a voter. I amin favor of it because that great fight 
which we made in 1892, and which resulted in victory for my 
party, was based, so far as the section where I live is concerned, 
upon the ar, ent and upon the assurance that Democratic suc- 
cess meant the remonetization of silver—‘‘ the use of both gold and 
silver as the standard money of the country, and the coinage of 
both gold and silver without discriminating against either metal 
or charge for mintage.” 

I do not — idle words. I do not speak simply the interpre- 
tation that I put upon the teachings of my party at that time and 
that I expressed to the people in my district. I speak the words 
that were uttered in the platform of that party in 1892, words con- 
tained in documents which were sent out from the national head- 
quarters, one of which I hold in my hand, and which taught us to 
téll the people that the Republican party, by its platform, was a 
party opposed to silver, while the Democratic per was in favor 
of it. nd I believe, sir, that the good faith which we owe to the 
people who voted for us on that issue, I believe that the honesty of 
purpose which we told them we entertained at that time in advo- 
cating the Democratic doctrine should dictate to us that when- 
ever an opportunity comes we should at least attempt to carry out 
our purposes and fulfill our pledges. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman yield for a question at 
this point? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I should be only too glad to 
answer the gentleman’s question if I can. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman think that the people of 
the United States in the last election declared for free silver? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I think that the Democratic 
— aa and I know that the Democratic party of the Southern 


Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman think that Missouri and 
Kentucky and Indiana and Illinois and other States which have 
heretofore had large Democratic representation on this floor, an‘ 
whose Representatives voted for free silver in the last Congress, 
have indorsed free silver in this Congress? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I think the Democratic party in 
those States were so disgusted with the policy of the Democratic 
Administration and the failure of the Democratic House to pass : 
free coinage of silver bill that they stayed at home or voted for t)° 
— I have the figures here which tell the tale of the 
election of 1894, and they show that 967,503 voters who had vet 
the Democratic ticket in 1892 either stayed away from the polls © 
voted the ee or the Populist ticket. 

Mr. WAL of Massachusetts. That is so. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes; it is sp. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman think that the consti!"- 
ents of Mr. Bland, Mr. Clark of Missouri, General Hatch, and ge 
tlemen of that class—— 

A MEMBER. What about General Tracey? peneete: 

Mr. ee Does the gentleman think that 
the constituents of the men I have named sought to punish tle 
Democratic party by defeating those gentlemen? 


= = 





1896, 





Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I think that Mr. Bland and Mr. 
Hatch and those gentlemen who tried to be true to the party and 
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to this gold standard because, in my judgment, both gold and sil- 
ver are the money of the Constitution, and to demonetize silver 











the people were slaughtered because the people wanted to strike | is unconstitutional. In exercising the right granted to extend my 


at the Democratic Congress and the Administration. 

Mr. BOATNER. They struck the wrong men then. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes; but they were disgusted. 
I will answer the gentleman further that those who stayed at 
home were disgusted, while the pretended Democrats who went 
to the polls and voted against us did so because they disagreed 
with the party on some of its leading doctrines. Mr. Speaker, I 
did not intend to be drawn into a discussion of this kind, because 
it is mere side play. I am sorry that the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana has asked the question, but I shall not shrink from answer- 
ing it. Does the gentleman regard as Democratic the scene that is 
being enacted in Kentucky to-day? When was it, until of late, 
until new doctrines and new theories had been introduced into 
the party, that men who were true Democrats refused to vote for 
the caucus nominee of their party? 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman desire an answer to that 
question? = 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
hear the gentleman’s answer. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman does desire an answer, I will 
state to him that the fact he refers to merely shows the absolute 
destructiveness of the introduction of any such issues into the 

arty. Weare threatened with the loss of a Senatorin Kentucky 
tome the free-silver men of that State were not satisfied to stand 
upon the platform of their party. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 


[have notime to spare, but I will 





Yes, Mr. Speaker and gentle- | 


men, the Democracy is threatened with the loss of a Senator in Ken- | 


tucky and with disintegration because a few men, a small minority, | 
can not control the majority. When you are in the majority you | 


have a right to frame the platform and claim that the minority 


shall assent to it; but if we succeed in making the platform and | 


naming the candidate, you have noright to ‘‘ bolt.” I donot pro- 
se to ‘‘ bolt.” Wherever the Democratic flag floats there shall 


e my standard and there will I follow. Whomsoever my yet 


may put up as its standard bearer, though I differ with him, I will 
hold up his hands and undertake to carry the cause of my party 
to victory, however much I may differ on some questions from 
other members of my party. Aer) 

Mr. BOATNER. ill the gentleman allow me just there? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I have very little time. 

Mr. SKINNER. I should like to ask my friend from Georgia 
a question. 

he SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Iwill yield first to the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. SKINNER]. 

Mr. SKINNER. If the Democratic party should adopt a gold- 
standard platform, and nominate a gold-standard candidate for 
President, will you vote for him? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I will vote for any man whom 
the majority of the delegates who may be sent by the masses of 
the Democratic party of this Union to Chicago shall select as our 
standard bearer, though I may differ with him. [Applause.] 

Mr. SKINNER. Then you are willing to sacrifice the interests 
of your people upon the altar of your party. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I am willing to forego tempo- 
rarily my views and the consummation so devotedly hoped for, 
which must eventually come, and can only come through the 
Democratic party, in order to preserve the organization of that 
party, which, I believe as firmly as I stand here, is the only hope 
for the preservation of the liberties of this people. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BoaTNER rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield? 
oa BARTLETT of Georgia. These interruptions consume my 

e. 

Mr. BOATNER. Only a moment. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. My time is almost out—— 

Mr. BOATNER. I will move that it be extended five minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. If that can be done—— 

The SPEAKER. It will be impossible to extend the gentle- 
man’s time. 

Mr. BOATNER. Allow me just one moment. The gentleman 
called upon me—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I have not called upon any- 


Mr. BOATNER. For my opinion in regard to the course of 
Democratic representatives in Kentucky who do not abide by the 
decision of their party, I wish to say that I do not indorse their 
position any more than he does. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I must go on; the gentleman has 
had an oP rtunity to make his speech. 

The § KER. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. No, sir; I can not yield longer; 


I would do so if I could, but my time is nearly all consumed. 
Mr. Speaker, I intended to saya great deal more. Iam opposed 





| illegitimate pretense and sham for bimetallism which was 
| ceived in sin and brought forth in iniquity” in 1873, and which 


| at that time. 


remarks I shall quote the language of that distinguished lawyer, 
Daniel Webster, and shall alse undertake to show that distinguished 
and gifted American and Republican, Mr. Blaine, agreed with 
him; and these two are surely worthy of being followed by me. 
I agree heartily with the present able Secretary of the Interior, 
my particular and warm personal friend, for whose views I have 
always the greatest respect, who said as recently as 1894, in can- 
vassing the State of Georgia during a heated political campaign, 
that he believed that— 

A gold standard is anwise and dangerous. I agree to the proposition that 
it is calculated to contract the currency; and by contracting the currency 
check industries, suppress business, and turn honest men out of places 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
allowed two minutes more. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Iaskunanimousconsent thatthe gentleman's 
time be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I had desired to 
say something in regard to the Gresham law, I had also intended 
tosay something by way of answer to the distinguished chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. DiINGLEyY], when he 
spoke of the endeavor of gold to find a suitable ‘* yokefellow,” 
and its inability to find it in silver. I had desired also to say 
something with reference to that gentleman's assertion that he 
was in favor of bimetallism but not in favor of ‘‘ bastard bimetal- 
lism.” 

Sir, like him, Iam opposed to bastard bimetallism. I am in 
favor of that pure, genuine, legitimate bimetallism guaranteed by 
the Constitution, advocated and promulgated by the fathers and 
framers of the Constitution, and taught us by great Democratic 


Mr. Speaker, I hope I may be 


| leaders in their speeches, by their votes, and by the party plat- 


forms drawn by them—the coinage of both gold and silver as the 
standard money of the country. I am, however, opposed to that 
**con- 


went through the American Congress “like the stealthy tread of a 
cat,” unknown to even the Speaker of the House, Mr. James G. 
Blaine, «nd to but few of its members, and which escaped even 
the eye of President Grant when he signed the bill. Iam opposed 
to it because it is the product of an unnatural, illegitimate union 
between England and Wall street and the Administration in power 
1 am also opposed to that still more illegitimate 
product born in 1893 from a coalition between the same forces and 
the Democratic Administration. 

Sir, the lesson taught us by the passing years is that the Demo- 
crats of this country are in favor of silver as standard money and 
money of final payment, and its remonetization as such money. 
Sir, when the election of 1892 was over, and the Fifty-third Con- 
gress was chosen, together with a Democratic President, the hosan- 
nas of that great throng of Democrats all over the country, whom 
I in part represent on this floor, went up with a shout, inspired 
by the hope that now, at least, the farmers and the middle classes, 
the laborers, and poor people of this country would have an oppor- 
tunity to be heard through their Representatives, and that some- 
thing would be accomplished to relieve them of the distresses that 
the Republican party had brought upon them when in power. 
But the men whom they had elected did not carry out, as they under- 
stood them, the promises and pledges on which they had been 
elected, so that when the fatal storm of the 6th of November, 1894, 
rolled away there was found on the beach of the political ocean 
the wreck of a grand and glorious party. Thesmall band of Demo- 
crats remaining on this side of the House are but the flotsam and 
jetsam that floated from the wreck to the shores. 

I have said that the Democratic party in 1892 favored the re- 
monetization of silver and that the people so understood it. What- 
ever may have been the mental reservation of those who framed 
the platform adopted at Chicago on June 21, 1892, the words *‘ that 
we hold to the use of both gold and silver as the standard money 
of the country and the coinage of both gold and silver, without 
discriminating against either metal, or charge for mintage” led 
allthe Democrats who believed in gold and silver as standard money 
to feel assured that the Democratic party meant that it was in favor 
of bimetallism; not that now contended for in which gold alone is 
made the standard, but that which makes both gold and silver the 
standard money of fhecountry. Iholdinmy handa circular sent 
to me in 1892 by the national Democratic executive committee, 
numbered 7, headed, ‘‘The farmers and the currency question. 
More money, lower interest, fewer mortgages, more prosperity.” 
That circular begins as follows: 

By thousands of American farmers the money question is regarded as the 
supreme issue in national politics. Irrespective of party affiliation, they unite 


in demanding such reforms in our system of issuing currency as will result 
the country a sound circulating medium, whose volume shall be 


in givin 
sufficien for its business needs. 
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Discussing this question further, this circular, under the head of 
The Republican party's position, says: 


Judged either by its past record or nt promises it is evident that from 
the ee btinen party the debt burdened farmer, struggling under heavy 
interest on his mortgages, has noth to hope for. * * By adroitly 
appealing to the patriotism of the prop e, on the ground that it was the only 
way in which the sale of bonds could be forced ae the war, the Republic- 
ans succeeded in fastening the system upon the country and have since been 
apie to defeat all efforts to abolish it. To its maintenance they are still 


1 , 
¥ The lengths to which the Republican party is willing to go in order tokeep 


its hold — the currency was well illustrated a few weeks ago by Secre- 
tary of the Treasury Foster in a s elivered at Ver m, Ohio, in 
which he said that the Government should extend the $500,000,000 of 4 per 
cent bonds, maturing in 1907, for fifty years at 24 per cent, for the purpose of 
continuing the national-bank system, or, in other words, he wants to borrow 
money that they did not need and to present the bondholders with $11,000,000 
yearly for fifty years; in all, s so t certain may have the 
rivilege of issuing notes if they are so inclined. On the question of national 
banks the pepeneeane have always ranged themselves on de of those 
interested in having money scarce and dear; none the less have they shown 
in al! of their actions their lack of sympathy with the common people in their 
efforts to escape from the bondage of the money lender. In Congress, on the 
platform, and in the press they have Se oe ridicule for the earnest and 
sincere advocates of a more abundant and tic currency, whom they con- 
temptuously charge with desiring to debase the country’s money. All pleas 
for financtal legislation in the interest of the masses have been scornfully re- 
sted. An the Republican national platform there is not a line, not a word, 
indicate that the party realizes the importance of the currency question 
or has any solution to offer. While committed to the present illogk sal, inade- 
uate, absurd system, under which the farmers have been oppressed by 
igh rates of interest on the capital they were required to borrow, the Re- 
pone party stands condemned by every fair-minded citizen who believed 
tthe national prosperity would be vastly increased by the adoption of 
better methods for supplying money. 


This was the message to the farmers of the country by the na- 
tional Democratic executive committee in 1892 to secure their 
votes. This was the charge that they made against the Repub- 
lican party, then in power—that ‘they had always ranged them- 
selves on the side of those interested in having money scarce and 
dear”; that on all occasions the Republican party had shown 


“their lack of sympathy with the common le in their efforts 
to escape from the bondage of the money .” The Repub- 
lican y and its platform and its conduct in was ar- 


raigned before the farmers of the country because of its advocacy 
of the issuance of bonds and its support of the money lender. It 
condemned the Republican party use the farmers under the 
Republican administration had been compelled to borrow at high 
rates of interest and had been oppressed thereby. And to-day we 
are confronted with a ition to still further maintain the 
a doctrine of issuing bonds, of making money scarce 
and dear, and preventing the common people from escaping from 
the bondage of the money lender. 

It may be said that this was intended — for the farmers; but 
it can not be safely and correctly contended that the great repre- 
sentative of the Democratic party—its national executive commit- 
tee—in the conduct of the canvass of 1892 would send to the voters 
of the country such statements and such declarations unless they 
felt themselves justified by the history of the Democratic party 
and its platform. Continuing, this same circular declares: 

The history of the Democratic surely always favored the policy of 
safe expansion of the currency and has the centralizing tendencies 


of Federalistsand Republicans. They condemn the efforts of the blicans 
to continue a banking system founded on the country’s debt, and dec: their 
opposition to any scheme to benefit the bondholder at the ‘sloss, They 


demand the repeal of the Sherman 
both gold and silver. 

These are the interpretations put w the platform by this ex- 
ecutive committee in its address to the 1 farmers. How truly the 
farmers believed it is told in the tremendous majorities that the 
Democratic party received in the t agricultural sections of 
the land. When they believed they been misled and deceived, 
in November, 1894, they rejected the party for its failure to give 
them the relief it had promised. . 

We need not fear that the equal coinage of gold and silver as a 
standard money of the country will drive gold out if we are to 
be guided by the history of the imports and exports of gold for 
the t twenty-five years. e year that silver was one- 
tized —1873——thore was exported $35,661,863 in gold from the United 
States, and this large tion of gold continued to and includ- 
ing 1877, when it was $21,274,565, during the period the demone- 
tization existed, an average during the five years of over $35,000,- 


g act and favor the coining of 


000 per year. 

Immediately after the of the Bland-Allison Act, when 
silver was partially restored, the fell off continually until 
1800, when they amounted to but $3,951,786. After the of 


silver intoa ty 


we find that the from 951,786 in 1890 


exports increased t 
$67,704,900 in 1891, in 1892 ae in 1893 to $101,844,087, in 
1894 to $64,303,840, and up to November 1 to $55,096,639 


for 1895. So that if mare eee (the table can be 
found on 29, Re Director of the t for 1895) they 
establish } ono that when silver was demonetized the 


export of gold was large, and when it was remonetized 
in 1878, and until 1891, the export of gold decreased. We havehere, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSH. 





FEBRUARY 8, 





therefore, a practical demonstration that when silver was recog- 
nized and required to be coined as standard money it did not drive 
out the gold. 

This table demonstrated further that during these periods we 
had more and larger exports of gold whenever by law silver has 
been demonetized or its equal coinage of gold prohibited. The his- 
tory of the two metals in this country from 1871 to 1895 demon- 
strates conclusively that we have nothing to fear from the Gresham 
law by remonetizing silver. The total exports of gold from 1871 
to October, 1895, was $726,766,800, and during that period we had 
five years in which silver was demonetized, twelve years in which 
it was coined to a limited extent, two years under the Sherman 
law, and two years after the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act 
had been repealed. During this whole period the imports of gold 
only amounted to $140,696,468. In spite of the successful war 
waged upon silver in 1893, which culminated in the unconditional 
repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman law, gold continu- 
ally ‘‘ went out,” although it was announced and understood that 
the United States was at last upon a gold basis. This bond bill 
which this House passed, and which we are asked to uphold by 
our votes, is but a measure to supply the Treasury with gold, be- 
cause it has been drained of its gold by export in spite of the fact 
that there is now no coinage of silver, it having been stopped. If 
these figures do not demonstrate clearly that we have nothing to 
fear from the ‘‘ bugbear” called the Gresham law, then they demon- 
strate nothing. 

The distinguished gentleman from Maine declares that silver at 
its present intrinsic value can not be a yokefellow with gold, for 
the reason that it would drive the dearer metal (gold) out and woe 
would come to a silver basis. I respectfully call the attention of 
the distinguished gentleman and the ple tothis table, that they 
may see that whenever the United States had yoked silver with 
gold the exports of gold have decreased, and whenever we have 
unyoked the two metals and endeavored to draw the commerce of 
the country by gold alone, in spite of the Gresham law gold has 
departed from the United States. I do not think it can be suc- 
cessfully maintained that gold does not vary in value; that as a 
standard of value it is fixed, immutable. The tables of the prices 
of gold, as contained in the reports of the Directors of the Mint, 
show that gold has risen and fluctuated in value continually. We 
find in the History of the Bank of England, by Francis Homans, 
page 154, that at one time— 

A rise of 10 per cent in the current value of the stamp dollar took place; in 
the same year, in consequence of a rise in the price of gold, the dollars circu- 
lated by the bank were selling for more as n their rate as coin. 

The only solution that is offered for the coinage of silver by 
those who are advocating a single gold standard is that it can 
only come through an international conference, and that no inter- 
national conference can be had, or at least nothing can be accom- 

lished at any international conference unless England agrees to 
join in the conference and to fix the ratio for the coinage of silver 
and to fix its value as a standard. Let no one be deceived by any 
such false hope. It is but ae the promise” of bimetallism 
**to the ear and breaking it to the hope.” 

On May 27, 1895, the following letter from Sir W. V. Harcourt, 
chancellor of the exchequer of Great Britain, was sent in reply to 
the leading bankers of London, who had written him in behalf of 
the Gold Standard Association: 

TREASURY CHAMBERS, Whitehall, S. W. 

My Dear BERTRAM CURRIE: I have received with much satisfaction the 
address you have forwarded tome, which I as bearing namesamong 
the most. weighty which could be found to represent the ju rent of the 
merchants and bankers of the city of London. 

I can have no hesitation in giving to that address on the part of Her Majes- 
ty’s Government the reply which you have a right to expect. 

I concur entirely in the opinion expressed in your address, that the experi- 
ence of well-nigh a century has proved that our present system of currency 
is suited to the wants of this great commercial country, and that to Separt 
from it would be disastrous to the trade and credit of the United Kingdom. 

Continuity of national policy is more necessary in this than in perhaps any 
otherquestion. You may rely —e it that Her esty’s Government will not 
depart from the course pursu all the Governments that have preceded 
them, and will give no countenancé to any change in the fundamental princi- 
ples of our monetar eee in any discussion in which they may be called 


upon to take part mit any doubt as to their intention firmly to ad- 
here to the gold , which you justly regard as essential to our well- 
being as a commercial nation. 


I remain, yours, faithfully, W. V. HARCOURT. 

Such will be the answer that England will give to all efforts to 
establish international bimetallism. In the language of the Hon. 
John G. Carlisle, in a speech delivered im 1878, to be found on 
page 44, volume 31, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Appendix— 

I do not believe that we should consult England. 

In that speech he said: 

ving steadily adhered to 
tie ld tenndan over Snes cat not pushy have aly reprezenation 
voice in the proposed conference to consider the promees ot restoring to 
silver coin its money functions throughout the British pire. 

I believe, therefore, that the restoration of silver to its consti- 
tutional place as standard money of the country must come, if it 
comes at all, to the of the United States through the efforts 
and action of the United States alone. We boast of our inde 
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ndence of England and insist that she shall regard our policy 





nown as the Monroe doctrine; that she shall not establish or ex- 
tend by force or other means her power over our sister American 
republics. We arouse the patriotism of our people by appealing 
to their love of ee for our neighbors; but when it comes to 
the great question of a currency, to the question whether we 
shall be still further bound in bondage to the financial policy of 
England, it is said we must timidly submit until it shall suit her 
good pleasure to relieve us. To such an American policy I enter 
my firm and earnest protest. — es : 

Let us not be deceived that this measure authorizing the issuance 
of bonds will be indorsed by the people if it shall become a law. 
It is true enough that the Republican party in 1894 was returned 
to power in the great majority they hold in this House, and the 
Democratic party met an overwhelming defeat at the hands of the 
people; yet the figures of the elections of 1892 and 1894 will demon- 
strate that while the Democratic vote fell off nearly a million the 
Republicans only gained 215,000. The Democratic voters who 
voted in 1892 stayed at home and remained away from the polls in 
1894. But they are ready and will vote now against that party 
and those men who shall endeavor to fasten upon them and their 
posterity the burden of bonds and the financial policy of England. 

Already that policy—the single gold standard—has destroyed 
yast values in property of the people. In my own State, under 
the baleful influence of the single gold standard, from 1892 to 1895 
property depreciated $15,377,777. In my own county during the 
same period property depreciated $2,716,696. It cost Georgia and 
Bibb County for three years these amounts to reach a gold basis. | 
On the Stock Exchange in New York,as shown by the New York 
Herald of June 12, 1893, $700,000,000 was lost in stock for twelve | 
months prior thereto. Wheat and corn depreciated $250,000,000, | 
although there was a full crop, and cotton over $300,000,000. In | 
the past two years it has required the issuance of $262,000,000 of | 
bonds by the Government to maintain the gold standard, the | 
yearly interest being about $12,000,000. 

This loss of property, this shrinkage in value of tand, of personal | 
property, of stocks and bonds, these millions that have been added | 
to the public debt, this burden of interest that_the people must 
carry, represent the price that we have paid and are expected to 
pay to reach and maintain a gold standard. If this is for the | 
interest of the people; if adding to the wealth of the bondholder 
and the money syndicates and the taking away of the values of the | 
property of the people is the road to prosperity and happiness for | 
our people, then, indeed, will we have to learn a new definition | 
for prosperity and happiness. 

I believe that the opening of the mints to silver in the United 
States and declaring it to be full legal tender for all debts would 
soon place it in its proper position, so that it would circulate with 
gold and not create a depreciated currency. 

I desire to call attention to a fact which will demonstrate that | 
the coinage of silver will increase its price. It has been stated 
that the statement made by the honorable ex-Speaker, CHARLES 
F. Crisp, on November 14, 1895, before the Georgia legislature— 


that just five years before that silver bullion was worth 94 cents an ounce. | 
The Senate, mark you, not the House, passed a bill favorable to silver, and | 


the general impression going abroad that Congress was going to legislate for 
silver raised the price of silver, and in ten days it was worth $1.07 an ounce, 
merely on the hope of its restoration. 


This statement created surprise in some quarters and it was ad- 
mitted to be a strong argument if it did not lack accuracy. Its 
accuracy was questioned and the statement made that it was not 
an aceurate historical statement. In the spring and summer of 


1890, when islation was enacted to increase the use of silver, | 
the price of silver rose in anticipation of favorable action. The | 


Senate passed a free-silver bill some time in June. Silver com- 
menced to rise in April. The average London price of silver bul- 
lion in London was 96.251 cents per ounce for March, 1890, 96.634 
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| to declare that either metal should not be money. 





cenis per ounce for April, $1.02 for May, $1.04 for June, $1.07 for 
July, BLS for August, and $1.16 for September. So that in Lon- 
don, as a result of expected legislation favorable to silver, silver 


rose from pence per ounce in the month of Ages to 514 pence 
per ounce in ber. Although the Sherman law did not pass 
until July 14, 1890, and purchases did not commence under it until 


August 13, silver commenced to rise in April and continued to ap- 
protes and it can not be ascribed to any other cause than to the 
act that legislation was pending aiming to increase the use of sil- 
ver as money and favorable action was expected. 
Take the case of the closing of the mints in India in 1893. 
About the middle of June silver sold in London for 383d., which 
was equal to the highest price of that year. On the 26th of June 


the o closing the India mints was issued, and on June 30 it sold 
at 30}d. in on. In eleven days after the closing of the mints 
silver fell 21} cent. And soI might go on from one example 


to another to demonstrate the proposition I make that the coinage 
of silver as money and recognizing it as the standard money 
always has and always will increase its value. 

of the wealth of this country is so unevenly distributed that 
the millionaires and rich, while they form but 9 per cent of the 
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population, own 71 per cent of the wealth, and the middle and 
poorer classes, although they form 91 per cent of the population, 
yet own but 21 per cent of the wealth. If we take the table of 
the distribution of wealth as prepared by Mr. Spahr, the rich, 
while only constituting 1 per cent of the population, own 545 per 
cent of the wealth, and the term rich includes only 125,000 fami- 
lies; the middle classes, composing 10.9 per cent of the population, 
own only 323 per cent of the wealth, and the poor, while composing 
38.1 per cent of the population, own 13 per cent, and the very 
poor, who compose 50 per cent, own none of the wealth of the 
country. 

One hundred and twenty-five thousand families of this « 
own over half of all the property in it. This bill we are urged to 
support, to authorize the issue of bonds and the continuance of 
the gold standard, will but diminish the number of families who 
own wealth and merease the number of the poor. The bond sale 
which occurred a few days ago has been heralded as a great achieve- 
ment and as an illustration of the patriotism of the American 
people, who subscribed five times over the amount of bonds de- 
sired; but if we examine these bids and the successful bidders we 
will find that of the $100,000,000 of bonds the Eastern States get 
more than 92 per cent of them, and of this sum New York alone 
gets $78,000,000. The Morgan syndicate, it is true, gets only $33.- 
000,000, whereas it was expected to receive about $65,000,000. It 
may have been a popular loan, but $92,000,000 of the loan went to 
the same people and to the same section that have heretofore 
formed bond syndicates with England to make interest out of the 
American people. I am opposed toand shall resist by my vote the 
passage of this bill, because I am not in favor of enriching further 
at the expense of my constituents the Eastern bankers and bond 
purchasers. 

Let us take warning lest this continued concentration of wealth 
in the hands of a few shall lead to the ruin of this Republic. 
The words of President Lincoln come back to us almost ds a 
prophecy when he said: 

As the result of war, corporations have been enthroned and an era of high 
prices will follow. The ag power will endeavor to prolong its reign until 
os is aggregated in the hands of the few and the Kepublie 

Mr. Webster spoke against the “‘concentration of wealth into the 
hands of the few as being detrimental to the perpetuation of lib- 
erty.” History teaches us that at the downfall of Egypt 2 percent 
of its people owned 97 per cent of its wealth; of Persia, 1 per cent of 
its people owned all of the land, and of Babylon, 2 per cent owned 
all the wealth. When the Roman Empire fell a prey to the inva 
sions of the people of the North, the Goths and the Vandals, 1,800 
persons in Greece and Rome owned all the known wealth of the 
world. As a result of the iniquitous financial policy which we 
are now taught to believe is a sound-money policy, the wealth of 
the country is aggregated in the hands of a few, and whether the 
Republic can live or will be destroyed, a victim to the greed and 
avarice of the few, is a problem for the most serious consideration. 

I am opposed to this measure because [am taught that gold and 
silver is the money of the Constitution, the standard money of the 
Constitution, the money of final redemption. In the language of 
Mr. Blaine, ‘‘I believe that no power was conferred on Congress 
Congress, 
therefore, in my judgment, has no power to demonetize silver any 
more than to demonetize gold; no power to demonetize either any 
more than to demonetize both.” I believe with that great consti- 
tutional lawyer, Daniel Webster, “that gold and silver at a ratio 
fixed by Congress constitutes the legal standard of value in this 
country, and that neither Congress nor any State has the right to 
establish any other standard or to displace the standard.” He 
said, further, ‘‘that Congress has no power to demonetize silver any 
more than to demonetize gold; no power to demonetize either any 
more than to demonetize both.” 

I shall cheerfully vote to pass this substitute of the Senate in 
place of the House bond bill. I think we should do it in order to 
give the people the relief they so much need, and in doing so, in 
voting for this substitute, I but follow the illustrious example 
of the present Secretary of the Treasury, who, when a Repre- 
sentative of the people of Kentucky in 1873, said: 

Our power of legislation over this subject will not be exhausted by the pas- 
sage of this measure, and we ought not to halt for asingle moment in our efforts 
to complete the relief inaugurated by it. The struggle now going on can not 
cease until all the industrial interests of the country are fully and finally 
emancipated from the heartless domination of syndicates, stock exchanges, 
and other great combinations of mone abbers in this country and Europe. 
Let us, if we can do no better, pass bill after bill, embodying in each some 
substantial provision for relief, and send them to the Executive for his ap- 
proval. If he withhold it, and we are unable to secure the necessary vote, let 
us, as a last resort, suspend the rules and put them in the general appropria- 


tion bills, with the distinct understanding that if the people can get no relief 
the Government can get no money. 


Mr. Speaker, for myself, I prefer to follow the advice of the Hon. 
John G. Carlisle, when a representative of the people of Ken- 
tucky, and when the recognized leader of the Democratic party, 
rather than the recent views promulgated by him as the Secre- 
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tary of the Treasury. In the language of Hon. James G. Blaine, 
when a United States Senator: 

If, therefore, silver has been demonetized, Iam infayor of remonetizing it. 
If the coinage has been prohibited I am in favor of orde: it to be resumed. 
If it has been restricted Iam in favor of having it enlarged. 

Before concluding, I shall oo what was said by that great 
Georgian, always honored and always loved by his people, who 
devoted his life, his money, his talents, and his time to the inter- 
ests of his State, and who died serving her in the gubernatorial 
chair, and who was known also as ‘‘ c great tribune of the peo- 
ple”—Hon. Alexander H, Stephens. Upon an occasion, while a 
member of this House, when a measure was before Congress pro- 
viding for the coinage of silver into full legal-tender dollars at 
the ratio of 16 to 1, he said: 

The ruinous consequences which attend this bad act of administration— 

Referring to the act of 1873— 
were seen in the failures of mercantile houses and business men, amounting 
to more than half of the public debt of the United States within the last nine 
"Sow. I am for free coinage of silver bullion justas of gold. Gold and silver 
should be put upon a perfect equality as of yore in the ratio of 16tol. This 
would not only add to the value of real estate and all sorts of property in the 
United States, but it would greatly encourage and stimulate the mining of 
silver in this country. 

In my view all the gold and silver that can be produced to our mints should 
be coined alike. The coin should be kept in the vaults of the Treasury and 
certificates of it given in all cases where certificates are preferred. These 
coin certificates should be the currency of the country; it would be the best 
in the world. 

Mr. Speaker, we are told in mythology and by the great Greek 

et Aischylus that Prometheus was the great benefactor of man- 

ind, because he brought down from heaven, for the service of men, 
the fire which he kindled in a bundle of reeds at the chariot wheels 
of the sun. On account of this great blessing rendered to the 
human race he so offended the great Jove that he caused him to 
be bound and fastened to a pillar on Mount Caucasus, and there 
his chains were riveted by Vulcan with such power that he could 
no way stir. A vulture stood by — awing- and consumin 
his vitals, until Hercules at last rescu im from his chains nt 
imprisonment. 

So, Mr. Speaker, the power of money and of corporate wealth, 
combined in England and in Wall street, have bound the Ameri- 
can people, because of their opposition to the will of the financial 
Joves, upon the Mount Caucasus of their greed and avarice, where 
the insatiable beak of the vulture gold has daily, for nearly aquar- 
ter of acentury, been devouring the very lifeand vitals of the people. 
Their sufferings and their cries for help have continually rung 
out over the nation, and it will ind a the power of a 
Hercules to free them. The people had fondly hoped that the in- 
coming of a Democratic Congress and Administration would 
mark the end of their suffering and would be the beginning of 
their deliverance. In this they were disappointed. But the time 
will come, and is fast eam in my judgment, when there 
will come to the relief of the people, bound and chained as they 
are, a Hercules who will destroy this vulture and break their 
chains. Isincerely believe that it will be the Democratic party 
which will do this, and that the people will at last claim and 
acknowledge it as their deliverer. And when it shall be done, 
then, indeed, and not until then, will prosperity, peace, and happi- 
— smile upon this great nation of ours as it once did. [Ap- 

plause. 

. Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, when the bond bill in its original 
form was before the House in the early part of the session I voted 
for it—not because I was in favor of issuing bondsin times of peace, 
not because it was my idea of thecourse that ought to be pursued to 
relieve the financial situation, nor because I thought there was 
any urgent necessity for issuing more interest-bearing bonds, but 
because I believed it to be the policy of the present Administration 
to keep up the policy pursued for the last two years; that is, of 
issuing long-time 4 and 5 per cent bonds under the pretense of 
keeping up and replenishing the coin redemptionfand. Isay under 
the pretense, because as a matter of fact,as shown by a communi- 
cation to Congress from the Secretary of the Treasury, there is 
not now and never has been a coin redemption fund. Every dol- 
lar which has been received from the sale of the one hundred 
and sixty-two millions of bonds has been poured into the common 
hopper of the Treasury, and from thence paid out for the current 
expenses of the Government. 

Tnder existing law as construed by the President and Secretar. 
of the Treasury they already have the power toissue an unlimi 
amount of long-time bonds at a high rate of interest. This bei 
the case, and there being no ee ility of a repeal of that law, 
believed it would be good ublic policy to authorize the issue of a 
more popular form of bond bearing a less rate of interest and run- 


ning for a much shorter time. I am of that opinion still. But 
the Senate, has not in its superior judgment, seen fit to concur, 
but has adopted a substitute therefor. That substitute is now 
before us for our consideration. 

Mr. Speaker, for the first time in all of my legislative career, 


either in the legislature of my own State or my short service ; 
this honorable body, I find myself not in sympathy with a 1 
jority of my political associates on this floor. 

Yet in duty to my own conscience, and as I believe in defere) 
to the wishes of a large majority of my constituents, I am , 
pelled to vote for the Senate amendment. 

I am aware, Mr. Speaker, that this vote will not meet with ¢ 
approbation of an aggressive and highly respectable number 
my constituents who are honestly and earnestly in favor of 
single gold standard and believe that a great calamity will be‘ 
_ country if our mints are thrown open to the free coinag, 
silver. 

I believe that these fears are entirely groundless, and insteadof 
a great calamity a great era of prosperity would be the result 
adding to our primary money the iver which God in His gr 
wisdom has so bountifully placed at our disposal. 

The Republican party, of which I am proud to be an hum! 
member, has always declared in favor of bimetallism, and for 
part I can not conceive of any true or honest bimetallism that ( 
not give both metals an equal chance by free mintage at a given 
ratio to be fixed by the Government. 

If our mints are to be closed to the coinage of silver, and w: 
to simply use it in limited amounts as a circulating medium, 
token money, to be redeemed in gold, the same as we use and 1 
deem paper money, then I do not think we have any use for si! 
as a money metal, because pres will answer the same purpos 
much more convenient, and certainly very much cheaper. 

What we need is not so much an inflation of our currency, but 
more primary money—more money of redemption—money that 
the Government will not be called upon from day to day and 
month to month to redeem in gold, which it is called upon to fur 
nish at such an enormous cost, which keeps enhancing in valuc 
and will continue to enhance, until in the end we shall have to 
declare our inability to meet all our obligations in gold and thus 
be in a very much worse condition than we are now, because our 
interest-bearing bonded indebtedness will be very much greater 
than it is now. 

The cost of gold monometallism is altogether too great, and 
never has been or ever will be sustained by a popular form of 
government. In fact, none of the — parties, in either State 
or national conventions, have dared to go before the people dec!ar- 
ing in their platforms in favor of the single gold standard, and 
yet both parties have adopted that policy in the administration of 
our financial affairs in direct and open violation, as I believe, o! 
the letter and spirit of the law. The obligations of the United 
States, with the exception of the gold certificates, does not demand 
the payment of gold, but of coin, in the money of the Constitu- 
tion—in gold or silver; and yet, with a large amount of silver in 
the Treasury, we have gone on issuing interest-bearing bonds to 
purchase gold. 

But we are told that although the Government did not expressly 

to pay its obligations in gold, yet the holders of our bonds 
and other evidences of indebtedness expect to be paid in that eyer- 
appreciating metal. 
y what — or authority do they expect to be paid in gold, and 
gol 


n 


only? Certainly not by the terms of the contract. The « 
tract is in writing, borne on the face of the bonds and certificates 
themselves, which expressly state that they are payable in coin. | 


believe in living up to that contract to the very letter and spirit 
of the law. 

Is there any member of this House who would give his note in 
writing, and when that note became dne would expect to pay 
more, orin a different manner, than heagreed to pay? Should not 
the creditor or holder of such a note be satisfied to receive his pay 
according to the written contract? In a private transaction aman 
who should claim anything more or different from this would be 
considered dishonest, and would be frowned upon by all honest 


men. 

But did the holders of our Government obligations expect to !e 
paid in gold; and if they did, by what reasoning did they arrive 
at such a conclusion? Congress has time and again, when tls 
question has been up for discussion, refused—absolutely refused 
to make its bonds a in gold, and has always insisted on 
making them payable in coin. 

President Cleveland at the last session of Congress asked Con 
gress to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonis 
payable in gold. But Congress utterly refused to give that per- 
mission. 

When the.last sixty-two millions of bonds were offered for sal» 
the President, in a message to Congress, said that if Congress 
would only authorize the issue of gold bonds he could save th 
Government some $16,000,000; but, under this great and temptin; 
offer, Con, could not be induced to give him that authority. 

The foreign syndicate that bought these sixty-two millions 
bonds, and e, it is said, some $10,000,000 in the transaction, 
could hardly expect that they would be paid in gold, becaus: 
Congress, in considering that very transaction, absolutely retusee 
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to be bribed into making them payable in gold. I have said that 
gold had enhanced in value. Is there anyone here who doubts 
that proposition? Gold is like any other commodity. It is sub- 
ject to the same law of supply and demand. It makes no differ- 
ence whether the demand is made by legislative enactment or 
some other cause, the result is the same. 

When the United States, in 1873, demonetized silver and put 
the whole burden of redemption on gold, from that moment gold 





began to go up and silver began to go down. When France, 
Germany, Italy, and other nations shortly after aiso closed their 


mints to the coinage of silver, another blow was given to the 
white metal. Gold took another upward turn and silver was 
further debased. When the mints in India were closed, the last 
fatal blow was given to silver—a blow from which it can never 


recover until it is again placed in the proud position from which } 


it has been wrongfully driven by legislative enactments by this 
and other nations. 

As the United States was among the first to strike it down, it 
should be the first to reinstate it. Professing to be friends of sil- 
ver will not doit. Professing to believe in bimetallism will not 
do it. 
prior to 1873 will accomplish the desired result. I do not believe 
that the ratio of 16to lisimperative. For my part, if I could have 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Nothing short of its restoration to the proud position it held | 


our mints opened to the free coinage of silver I would be willing 


to compromise on any reasonable basis if I could gain the main 


object, namely, free coinage and full restoration as money of re- | 
representing every form and kind of American enterprise, huve 


demption. 

But we are told we must have honest money, sound money, the 
best money known to the civilized world. I amin favor of honest 
money. Every friend of silver is in favor of honest money. 
ishonest money? Honest money is that which isa full legal tender 
for all debts, public or private. Honest money is that kind of 
money which is authorized by law and recognized as full legal 
tender, and backed and supported by a responsible government. 
Honest money is that kind of money which has the full purchasing 
power of any other kind of money. 

If our mints are thrown open to the free coinage of silver, and 
its legal-tender qualities kept intact, it will pay just as much debt 
and have as great a purchasing power as any other legal-tender 
money. But weare told, Mr. Speaker, that it will not pay a foreign 
debt; that goldis the only recognized money of the civilized world. 
The United Statescan not legislate for foreign countries. Wecan 
not make any money legal tender and oblige foreign countries to 
accept it, whether it be gold, silver, paper, or any other form of 
money. Wecan only do that which seems best for us to do, that 


which in our judgment will accomplish the greatest good to the | 


greatest number of our own people. 

The rulers of the Old World, the kings, emperors, and czars of 
monarchial Europe, rule over these subjects, or claim to rule over 
them at least, by divine right, by authority received direct from 
heaven, and the people of those countries submit. 

The United States of America, the 70,000,000 of free and inde- 
pendent citizens of this country, possessing sixty-five billions of 
accumulated wealth, deny the God-given right of men to rule and 
oppress their fellow-men, and have declared that all men are born 
free and equal, with the right to life, liberty, and pursuit of hap- 
piness. 

England, the head and front of the single gold-standard nations 
of the Old W orld, believes in and practices free trade with the other 
nations of the world. We have not followed Europe in adopting 
a monarchial form of government. We have not adopted, and | 
do not believe we ever will, adopt the English doctrine of free trade. 
Neither should we imitate them in adopting the single gold stand- 
ard. I believe that the United States of Americais great enough, 
strong enough, and its people patriotic enough to formulate a 
financial policy of its own, regardless of what the balance of the 
world may say or do. 


But we are told if we throw our mints open to the coinage of | 


silver that gold will disappear from circulation and that our cur- 
rency will be contracted to that amount. Yet the very attempt 
to keep up the single gold standard has driven gold from circula- 
tion. Itis said that we have in circulation in this country gold 
to the amount of $600,000,000. I believe that this is a gross exag- 
geration; but even if it were true, what has become of the vast 
amount of _ produced by the United States since 1792? 

During the last one hundred years we have produced in the 
United States gold to the amount of nearly $2,000,000,000; deduct 
from this the $600,000,000 now claimed to be in circulation. The 
query then arises, What has become of the billion four hundred 
millions of gold which we produced in the first century of our 
existence as a nation, but which has gone from us? During this 
same period, according to the report of the Director of the Mint, 
$1,233,004,476 in silver has been produced by the United States. 

On the ist day of January, 1895, $625,192,694 of this silver re- 
mained in the United States; $607,811,782 had gone trom us, gone 
to fill up the coffers of foreign nations, gone to pay our immense 
and growing foreign indebtedness, gone into the control of foreign 
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bankers and syndicates to be used by them to force the United 
States to issue more interest-bearing bonds in order that we might 
be enabled to keep up the gold standard. 

Just so long as we continue to pay our immense foreign indebt- 
edness in gold, just so long will it continue to flow out of the 
country like a mighty river in anever-increasing torrent. Noone 
knows, no statistics show the amount of our foreign indebtedness. 

Of the vast amount of farm products, machinery, and other ex- 
ports we send abroad we keep arecord. Weknow just how many 
bushels of corn and wheat and oats we send to foreign countries. 
We know the amount and value of our immense exports of beef 
and pork, cheese, butter, and other products. 

Our custom-house officers furnish us with the record of all our 
imports from other nations and their estimated value. 

But no one knows or can approximate with any certainty the 
amount of our foreign obligations. Notonlyare our Government, 
State, and municipal bonds largely owned abroad, but our 180,000 
miles of railroads, bonded in many cases to double the amount of 
their actual cost, have sold abroad their bonds in such vast amounts 
that the sum total is appalling and beyond human comprehension, 

But this is not all. This is an age of trusts and combinations, 
We have our sugar trust, grown so mighty and powerful that it 
is openly confessed that it controls legislation and scandalizes 
public officials. Our match trusts, our cotton-seed oil trust, our 
standard oil combinations, our brewery combinations, our great 
mining and manufacturing interests, all of these and many others, 


sent abroad their bonds, mortgages, and other forms of indebted- 
ness until the sum total pales into insignificance our national and 
State debts. 

Our bonds and other debts owned at home, by our own px . 
can be paid in any kind of legal-tender money—in greenbacks, 
in gold certificates, Treasury notes, national-bank notes, and even 
in despised silver or silver certificates. But when it to 
paying this same class of indebtedness to foreigners who are for- 
tunate enough to own them gold and gold alone is demandep 
and paid. 

As soon as the foreign investor takes our national, State, mu- 
nicipal, commercial, industrial, or other form of American indebt- 
edness abroad, that moment they become payable in gold, and 
gold alone will be received; so that practically, under our system, 
the Government of the United States not only undertakes to pay 
in gold its own bonds, but all the other indebtedness sent abroad 
by State, municipal, commercial, and industrial corporations; 
undertake to do that which it is a physical impossibility for it 
to do, except by continually selling its bonds for gold, and in 
time there must be an end tothis process. When do you propose 
to stop this debt-increasing system? In my humble judgment it 
is better to stop now and make use of the vast amount of silver 
found in greater abundance in our own country than in any other 
country in the world and thus double the amount of primary 
money and make it possible not only now but in the future to 
redeem our obligations in gold or silver, in the money of the Con- 
stitution, in the money that was always found good and suffi- 
cient until degraded and destroyed by foolish, wicked, and vicious 
legislation. 

What remedy does the present Administration offer for all the 
ills that it is acknowledged we are suffering under? What rem- 
edy do all those who advocate the gold standard propose to cure 
the sick financial infant? 

They tell us to retire the greenbacks and Treasury notes. They 
tell us toissue five hundred millions more of Government interest- 
bearing bonds, and thus increase the burdens of an already over- 
burdened and overtaxed people. 

But would this solve the problem? Would this do away with the 
scramble for gold? If it be true that our gold goes abroad to pay 
our foreign indebtedness and the vast sums expended every year 
by our men of wealth who go abroad for pleasure—and I firmly 
believe it is true—then the remedy proposed would not stop the 
demand for gold. 

Inmy judgmentif every greenback andevery Treasury note were 
called in to-morrow and canceled it would not lessen the demand 
for gold for export, so long as our foreign indebtedness, principal 
and interest, is payable in gold. It might not be so easy for the 
banker or the exporter to get his gold as he gets it now. But get 
it he would, or else default would have to be made in gold pay 
ments, and the last state of things would be as bad or worse than 
the first. The trouble is, Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, that there is not gold enough to go around, and the sooner 
we recognize this fact, which is or ought to be patent to every 
thinking mind, the sooner we shall find the true remedy for our 
bad financial condition. 

Let us, then, as Republicans, who are in so large a majority in 
this House, not only profess bimetallism but act bimetallism. 
Let us add to our redemption money the products of our mines, 
gold and silver, giving them both an equal chance for free coiw 
age and in the redemption of our vast indebtedness. 
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We are told that gold is the recognized standard throughout 
the civilized world. is is true so far as monarchical Europe is 
concerned. Yet I believe it to be true that even in Europe those 
countries using the greatest amount of silver are the most pros- 
perous. France to-day, according to its population, is using twice 
the amount of silver we are using without any ill effects, and 
is recognized as being the most prosperous of all the European 

iwers. 
7 apan, with her 40,000,000 of people, has made mightier strides 
in the last twenty years in the great onward march of progress 
and civilization than any nation on the face of the earth, and uses, 
Tbelieve, nothing but silver. China, withher hundreds of millions 
of population, though not so progressive on account of her dense 
— and her me orm of government, uses nothing, I 

lieve, but silver. India, with its teeming millions, which has 
but recently closed its mints to the coinage of silver, yet uses 
nothing but the white metal as primary money. 

Mexico, which is fast emerging from a half civilized condition 
to the rank of a first-class nation, her mints © to the 
coinage of silver, and according to all the evidence and informa- 
tion we are able to gather, is in a more prosperous condition than 
at any other time during her existence as a nation. 

The South American Republics, all great silver using nations, 
are prosperous and prcgresing a rate never dreamed of before. 

I cite these nations, not that I believe or am in favor of emulat- 
ing their example by adopting silver monometallism, but to show 
that nations can and are prosperous even under that condition, 
and to call your attention to the fact that if it is the true and only 
honest policy to adopt the gold standard then it would be the 
honest and t policy for Japan, China, India, Mexico, and the 
South American ve lies to adopt the same policy. If, accord- 
ing to the theory of the gold-standard advocates, these nations, 
with their hundreds of millions of population, with their vastly 
increasing commerce at home and abroad, should conclude to be 
honest and adopt the single gold standard, where are they going 
to get the gold to do it with? 

They would be forced to do precisely what we are doing now— 
issue their bonds for the purchase of gold. 

And the scramble that is now going on among the different 
nations of the world would be imtensitied to such an extent as to 
become intolerable. It would demonstrate to a still greater de- 
gree (that which is already patent) that there is not gold enough 

around, and the consequence would be that gold would go 
higher and higher. The ucts of the farm, the factory, and 
mines would go lower lower, and it would become more and 
more of a b for men to live and pay their honest debts. Let 
us peoee wane Cee is yet time in this mad career—this unholy 


scramble after » 

Tama ican. I cast my first vote for Abraham Lincoln 
in front of burg, Va., in 1864, and have continued to vote 
the ticket ever since. 

I am a firm believer in the principles of the Republi party, 
and do not believe that a full measure of ity will again be 
reached until the Republican party is again in full control 


of our national affairs and a protective policy again fully restored. 
I do not believe that all the ills we have suffered in the last three 

_ _ eae about by the aaa = in = 
t Ido believe that making sage ag pe y only money 

ption has had much to do with yom bee gradual de- 


cline of products, business, and profits that has going on for 
the last ae years, 

If the Repu had not been voted out of power in 1892 
and the Democratic trade party voted in, times would not have 


been as bad as they are now. e should have been “eres 
measure of prosperity, at least. But I do not believe t this 
nation will again reach that measure of prosperity which we are 
entitied to and should enjoy until both gold and sil:er are again 
used as a basis for all of our currency. 

The convention in which I was nominated adopted a platform 
in which appears the following declaration: 

Resolved, That we believe in the largest possible use of silver consistent 
with the maintenance of our national credit, and that we also believe in the 
use of and silver as the money of our nation, and that silver should be 

to its time-honored position in the nation. 

Now, Mr. .I do not believe that platforms are made 
merely for ticians to ride into office on. I believe they are 
made for honest men to stand upon, and for one I intend to stand 
upon that platform as I understand it. 

I do not apprehend that any patriotic citizen of this great Re- 


, eS of destroying the credit of this great nation. 


‘or one I desire to build up and strengthen the of the 
nation, and believe that the surest and easiest way to i 
this result is to provide more standard or basic money, and this 
— done by throwing our mints open to the coinage of 


Now, Mr. i i 
in this nation? For nearly a century from the foundation of the 


4 


! 


Government up to 1873 our mints were open to its free coinage at 
a ratio of from 15 to 1 to 16to1. I do not pretend to say that we 
may not at any time ch this ratio. 

The Constitution of the United States expressly places the power 
to fix the value in the Congress, and to coin gold ard silver—not 
gold alone, but gold and silver. 

The platform of the Republican party adopted by the State con- 
vention in the city of Grand Rapids in July, 1894, adopted the fol- 
lowing plank in regard to silver: 

_ We believe in the use of gold and silver as money metals, to be maintained 
in circulatien on a perfect equality and inconvertibility. 

We recognize the so-called silver question as one of the paramount politica] 
issues of the day, and believe that the people of this State and country do 
look to the Republican party, the party of ability and progress, as the only 
party that can — & wise and aceqnate solution of this problem. We there 

ore pledge the Republican party o: en to use every effort in its power 


to restore silver to its historic position in the United States as a money metal. 


We pl this in the belief that permanent prosperity will not be assured 
or justice be done until silver takes its time-honored place side by side with 
gold as one of the two great money metals of the weslll. 

In 1895 the Republican platform again declared its adherence to 
the platform of the silver plank of 1894. 

these declarations in favor of the restoration of silver to its 
time-honored position in the nation mean something, or else we 
are dishonest and are attempting to deceive. I believe they mean 
just what they say. that silver should again be restored, and shal! 
cast = for its restoration. The distinguished gentleman 
from ine [Mr. DineLzy], in his intensely interesting and able 
speech delivered on this floor yesterday, like all men who believe 
in the single-gold standard, says he believes in bimetallism, but 
points out no way of reaching that desired haven except through 
internationai agreement. 

I agree with him that international agreement would be the 
best possible solution if it could be brought about. But the gen- 
tleman from Maine knows, as we all know, that there is no human 
probability of any such agreement. We must therefore adopt 
some other means, or else give up the fight for bimetallism and 
settle down to the single gold standard, with all its blighting con- 
sequences. Mr. DinGLEy tells us that there are now in the Treas- 
ury 353,000,000 silver dollars, kept there to redeem an equal amount 
of silver certificates which are now in circulation. is is right 

proper as the law now stands upon the statute books, but the 
law is a bad law. It is a law which discriminates against the cir- 
culation of silver. 

There never should have been a law making any of our various 
forms of r money payable exclusively in gold or silver, but 
in gold or silver, at the option of the Government. 

every silver certificate is to be backed by a silver dollar de- 
oo in the United States Treasury, then the same -_ should 
pursued with all other forms of paper money. 0 ny 
nation should be made inst any form of our currency. The 
Government should not discredit and throw doubt around its 
own obligations. 

If we, by our actions as the representatives of the people, throw 
doubt or decred it on our Own money, we can not expect the peo- 

le, and especially those of other nations, to have the most un- 

ded faith in it. 

The trouble is, gentlemen of the committee, our whole financial 
system is illogical, inconsistent, and dishonest. Professing to 
make silver legal tender, yet we refuse to pay it out in payment 
of our obligations; ing to be bimetallists, yet we have 
ad the strictest kind of gold monometallism. 

. DINGLEY says, “‘ Take a five-dollar gold piece, melt it up, 
and it is worth just as much as bullion as it was when coined and 
bearing the Government stamp.” This is true, but why is it true? 
Because you have done for go eee what we are now asking 

to do for silver, namely, allowing the holder of the gold bul- 
fon to take it back to the mint and have it recoined into legal- 
tender money without cost. 

When silver enjoyed this same constitutional privilege for nearly 
a century of our national existence, a silver dollar could be melted 
up and be worth just as much as when it was coined and bore the 
stamp of the Government. The difference is in the treatment of 
the two metals—treat them both alike, on equal terms, and then it 
will be fair to make comparisons. It is not fair to debase and 
cheapen silver by destroying by legislative enactment practically 
all demand for it and then turn around and say that it is not ft for 

dard ion money because it is too cheap. 

My distingui friend from Maine [Mr. DinGLEy] says that 
if we open our mints to the free coinage of silver and expect to 
ep the two metals at a parity we must believe tha‘ free coinage 

ill double the value of silver bullion. The error in this state- 
ment is this: He insists on measuring all values in gold, which 
has been made abnormally high by the extraordinary demand 
for that metal by making it the only money of redemp- 
Take away that demand, or a considerable portion of that 
and the price of gold will fall. Increase the demand for 
silver by ing it perform part of the work now performed by 
gold alone and silver will go up and meet on a common level with 
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at is now called the more precious metal. The production of 
a metals on a basis of 16 to 1 have been about equal. There 
is no overproduction of either metal. _ 

But, Mr. Speaker, my time has expired. Allow me to say, in 
conclusion, that I have no sympathy with those who believe in 
the formation of a new party based on a single idea for the solv- 
ing of this question. } e ‘ 

A party formed on @ single idea never did sueceed and never 
will succeed. : ; a 

I am a Republican, and propose to make my fight inside the 
ranks of the Republican party, a party which has the confidence 
of the people of this country. 7 . 

Our Democratic friends can not succeed in restoring silver, 
because the people of this country have no confidence in them. 


If they should undertake it they would be sure te make a bungling 
job of it. just as they did with tariff reform. Our Populist 


friends can not succeed, because they enjoy to a still less degree, | 
if that were possible, the confidence and respect of the American | 


people. In fact, the Populists are not now, nor never have been, 
true bimetallists. They are simply inflationists. 


indorsed by the people of this country. So, Mr. Speaker, our 
only hope for true bimetallism is through the Republican party. 
For one, I cast my first vote for it. I expect to cast my last vote 
for it. [Apple : 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
djourn. : 
7 The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 
59 minutes a. m., Saturday, February 8) the House adjourned 
until 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 8, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry M. CoupEn. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill H, R. 5474, a committee bill, to provide for the extension of 
the time within which suits may be brought to vacate and annul 

tents upon public lands, and for other purposes, to which the 

munittee on Public Lands have prepared some amendments, be 
ordered to be printed with the proposed amendments. 

There being no objection, the order was made. 


BRAINERD AND NORTHERN MINNESOTA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 
in the Senate amendment to the bill (H. R. 3009) granting to the 
Brainerd and Northern Minnesota Railway Company a right of 
way through the Leech Lake Indian Reservation and Chippewa 
Indian Reservation, in Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 
go to the Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment, as follows: 


4, at the end of the bill, add section 6: 
> ¢t Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, and repeal this act or 


any part thereof.” 
The Senate amendment was concurred in. 
On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, a niotion to reconsider the vote 
~~ Laan the Senate amendment was concurred in was laid onthe 
2. 


This bill does not 


SIOUX RESERVATION, DAKOTA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the Senate amendment to 
the bill (H. R.3728) to amend section 21 of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians 
in Dakota into te reservations, and to secure the relinquish- 
ment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 2, 1889. 

Senate amendment was read, as foliows: 


On page 2, line 28, after the word “ shall” insert ‘not be for a longer period 
than ten and shall”; so that it will read “Provided, That such leases 
shall not be for a longer period than ten years,” etc. 


“a MADDOX. I would like to hear some explanation of this 


The SPEAKER. This is the House bill with a Senate amend- 
ment. The question is on concurrence with the Senate amend- 


ment, 
Mr. MADDOX. I did not understand it; it is all right. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to have this amendment read 
again, Mr. Speaker. I did not understand the reading of it before. 
The Senate amendment was again reported. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Their wild and | 
visionary schemes of almost unlimited fiat money wil! never be 
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| to insert speeches in the REcORD. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in behalf of the Committee 
on Printing with regard to a question touching the Recorp, and 
to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

I find in the Recorp of the 7th a speech printed, I suppose, 
under the consent of the House; put in by Mr. STauuines of Ala- 
bama, a reprint of many pages of an address by Senator GEORGE 
at Winona, Miss., last year. I beg to remind the Speaker of the 
action taken by the House when consent was granted to members 
The gentleman from Maine 
{[Mr. DINGLEY], in response to the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp}, said: 





I ask unanimous consent also that gentlemen may be permitted to print 
apecchas on this question for the period of ten days, with the understanding 
that they shall be such speeches as would ordinarily be delivered if an oppor 
tunity had offered on the floor of the House, and not to be a compilation of 
chapters from books and essays from magazines, which shall be excluded un- 

| der this consent. I make this suggestion because once before, when a similar 
consent was given, members immediately began to print all the books in the 
library. 

The Speaker, in submitting the question, said: 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Maine? 


It was submitted on the proposition and under the limitation 
named by the gentleman from Maine. 


Now, it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the instance here cited 
is in clear violation of the consent given by the House. I under- 
stand that there are other instances, thusearly, of this character. 


Mr. DALZELL. I should like to ask the gentleman if he is 
aware that a member of the House from Texas has published the 
speech of another member of the House from Texas, delivered 
somewhere in Texas at a political meeting? 

Mr. PERKINS. My attention has been called to that, Mr. 
Speaker, but I have not seen the instance in the Recorp. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I wish toask the gentleman aquestion. We 
have none of us any disposition, I assume, to violate any agree- 
ment or rule of the House. I want to cite my own case in this 
regard. On yesterday I had the honor of addressing the House 
for half an hour on this pending bill, and during that address I 
said that I would publish certain extracts from newspapers. 
Now, I want. to know whether the rule which the gentleman 
refers to excludes me from doing that thing? 

Several MempBers. Oh, no. 

Mr. PERKINS. No—— 

Mr. HARTMAN. Because I do not desire to violate a rule of 
the House. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; the statement of the gentleman from 
Maine included this: 

With the understanding, therefore, that it is to be such speeches as might 
ordinarily be delivered in the House, with such extracts as are usually read 
and belong to a speech, and not chapters from books, etc. 

Mr. HARTMAN. The extracts which I propose to insert are 
of the usual kind. 

Mr. PERKINS. The instance to which I call attention, Mr. 
Speaker, is one in which the entire address of a Senator is repeated, 
and certainly it appears to us that the Senators have ample oppor- 
tunity to make expression of their views without our assistance 
on this side of the Capitol. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from lowa—— 

Mr. PERKINS. I have also now called to my attention the 
fact that the gentleman from Texas [|Mr. PENDLETON} availed 
himself of the privilege by reprinting a speech delivered by the 
Hon. J. W. BAILEY at Sherman, Tex., on the 1ith day of last June. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my parliamentary inquiry is as to whether 
this consent of the House is to be violated in this way. It would 
be better to withdraw that consent than to permit this to continue, 
and { wish to ask that these violations of that consent be marked 
and ordered stricken from the permanent Recorp; and | hope that 
instances of this kind may not be repeated, but that the exercise 
of the privilege may be confined within the limitation of this 
generous consent of the House. I think for myself that where 
speeches are printed in the Recorp by consent of the House they 
should be marked in the Recorp ‘+ Printed by consent of the House 
of Representatives,” so that it might be understood that they were 
no part of the proceedings upon the floor of the House. 

The understanding was distinct and clear, and in my judgment 
no gentleman has a reasonable excuse for violating that under- 
standing. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit that parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, | do not know whether my friend 
has offered any resolution or not. Of course the House will un- 
derstand it is very difficult to determine exactly what is or what 
is not an abuse of the privilege to print. I am very sure the 
Speaker himself does not propose to decide that question. 

Mr. PERKINS. What is the gentleman’s question? 

Mr. CRISP. I say it is very difficult to determine what is or 
what is not an abuse of the privilege to print remarks, and I am 
very sure that the Speaker himself will not decide that question. 
It has frequently arisen, during my service here, and, as I say, it ia 
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very difficult to determine. Now,I recollect very well the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. rd at the time 
this consent was obtained, and I agreed with it. I thought it was 
right and proper. ” 

‘But I am not prepared to say that that to which the gentleman 
calls attention is a violation of the rule. either. 

, Mr. PERKINS. It is a violation of the consent under the lim- 
tation. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, why? Suppose that I should rise in my 

lace and be recognized by the Cealtaan of the Committee of the 

hole to make remarks upon the question now pending, and I 
should have in my possession an address delivered by some other 
—— on that particular subject at some other place, which 

regarded as a full, able argument on the subject, and I should 
say, ‘‘Mr. Chairman, I propose to read in this connection the re- 
marks made by Mr. Jones” at such a place and such a time, and 
I should read. Now, would you strike it from the Recorp? 

Mr. PERKINS. No, sir; there could be no objection to that, to 
anything you might read here in your own time, but this is quite 
a different case. The House has given consent to any member to 
print without speaking, without occupying time, in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, the remarks he would have liked to submit 
in the open House. 

Mr. CRISP. That is it. 

Mr. PERKINS (continuing). That consent was limited to such 
remarks as he would have made, but to print speeches that he 
might find in the Congressional Library or where not was not in- 
cluded in that consent. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman assumes that. I do not know 
whether it was or not. 

The only rule, Mr. Speaker, that has ever been adopted, or ever 
can be, on the question of this right to print, where it is given, is 
this: That the speech shall not be impertinent; that it shall not 
be foreign to the subject at issue, contain any personal matter, 
and, of course, Mr. Speaker, it shall not be a cooperation between 
half a dozen gentlemen to print a book, or anything of that sort; 
but when you come specifically to define what is a violation of 
this privilege itis bard to doit. Now, I would have no doubt 
that what was done a few years ago, when a book was printed, 
when one gentleman presented one chapter and another another, 
and another another, that that was a violation of the spirit of the 
rule; but if I get up in my place and present an address made by 
a gentleman anywherein the United States on the pending subject- 
matter, I am inclined to think it is not a violation of the rule. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman will permit me, there is no 
dispute here as to what the gentleman might do when he gets up 
in his place—— 

Mr. CRISP. Can not he read it? 

Mr. PERKINS (continuing). And what he might offer. 

Mr. CRISP. Can not he read it? 

Mr. PERKINS. He could read it. 

Mr. CRISP. Could not he read what the gentleman said, if he 


chose? 

Mr. PERKINS. There is no question about that, if he chose. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, what is the gentleman’s point? 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, here is the point. Unanimous consent 
of the House was asked to print speeches outside of the debate 
occurring in this House, and such speeches as gentlemen might 
prepare by the aid of midnight oil and much perspiration, where 
they could not get time here, that they could for a period of ten 
days, under this unanimous consent, print those speeches in the 
RecorpD, that they might have the advantage of them in their sev- 
eral districts. But that unanimous consent was limited. It was 
specifically provided that that consent did not extend beyond the 
production of the individual member. 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, no. 

Mr. PERKINS. But that he could use such extracts as he would 
like to make—— 

Mr. CRISP. Ah! 

Mr. PERKINS. In the ordinary course of his speech; but that 
he could not transfer bodily a speech, or a magazine article, or a 
book from the library. That was clearly understood, and as to 
these two instances that have been referred to, they are in clear 
violation of the consent of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask permission to say a word upon this 

uestion. 

Mr. CRISP. One moment. The gentleman has overlooked the 
statement in the Recorp, and I had myself. I call his atten- 
tion—— 

Mr. PERKINS. I read it. 

Mr. CRISP. I call the gentleman's attention to it: 


Mr, STALLINGS. Mr. § er, I desire to avail myself of this opportunity of 
making a permanent addition to the literature on the subject of finance. I 
wiil to be allowed, as I believe Iam already under the special rule per- 
mitted to do, to have printed in the Recorp, in the ordinary Sype, the speech 
of the Hon. J. Z. Gores, of Mississippi, delivered at Winona, , on Sat- 
arday, July 13, 1805. 
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Tam informed that the gentleman did that in the open House, 
was not here myself. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thatis true. Iam so informed | 
reporters themselves. 

_Mr. CRISP. He rose in the open House and asked that }. 
sion. 

Mr. BRUMM. There is no doubt about that; I was here. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, that seems to cover the whole case. 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, in reference to the other case. TT] 
tleman from Alabama stated that he understood he had a 
consent, F 

Mr. CRISP. Yes; but he also asked permission of the Houso 
last evening. 

Mr. PERKINS. Thatmaybe. Icannotdenythat. Of conrs 
nm. consent that the House may at any time choose to give t 
a thing for me to criticise or make contention about. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from Georgia the Ri orp 
containing the speech before him? 

Mr. CRISP. I have. 

The SPEAKER. What was said on that occasion? Was the 
consent of the House asked by the presiding officer or was it stated 
that consent had been already given? 

Mr. CRISP. It does not appear that there was any resp to 
the statement or suggestion of the gentlemanfrom Alabama. | 
Chair will see what took place on page 1507 of the Recor! 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman from Alabama proceeded 
the assumption that he already had consent, which consen! 
not appear to have been granted. 

The SPEAKER (examining the Recorp). There does not seem 
to have been any consent granted in this case. 

Mr.CRISP. NofurtherthanasIhavestated. But, Mr.S; r, 
what does appear in the REcorpD shows that there was no purpose 
on the part of the gentleman from Alabama to violate th t 
of the rule, and that he intended to print what he would ha 
glad to read if he had had an opportunity, and that is what the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] asked might be a 1 
to members, the right to print such speeches as they would make 
if they had the opportunity. 

The SPEAKER. The fast clause of the request made |)y the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. eens reads, ‘‘ with the 
standing, therefore, that it is to be such speeches as may be ordi- 
narily delivered in the House, with such extracts as may be usually 
read belonging to a speech, and not chapters of books or iiava- 
zines,” and matters of that kind. 

Mr. CRISP. But, as the Chair sees from the REcorD, the ven- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. STaLLinas] notifies the House t! 
desires andintendsto print thespeech. It is true he assumed that 
he had already the right to doit, but he asked additional consent 
to do it, and no objection was made to that request. 

Mr. PERKINS. It does not appear that the question was sub- 


he 


lS- 


‘mitted to the House. 


Mr. CRISP. It does not. 
Mr. PERKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, of course it would not be 


any part of my duty here to call attention to a case where the House 
had given its consent; and in what I have said I have been referring 
only to instances which come under the general consent of the 
House as limited and defined in the request of the gentleman from 


Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

Mr. CRISP. This is not a speech of unusual length, and no 
doubt the gentleman from Alabama would have been glad to have 
read itif he had had an opportunity. However, asthe gentleman 
from Iowa doubtless has a proper purpose in view in calling atten- 
tion to this matter, 1 submit that if there is anything to be dono 


about it the gentleman had better adopt the course which |ias 
been adopted on previous occasions and have the subject referred 
to the Committee on Rules or in some way direct the attention of 
that committee to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the suggestion of the 
—- from Georgia would be a satisfactory one to the House 

he Speaker, of course, would not like the task of discriminating 
in such a case as this. It rests largely upon the good faith of 


members what shall be printed under a general leave to print, 
and it is very possible that the particular cases which are mace 


the subject of question on this occasion might readily be disposed 
of with the consent of the gentlemen who have put the spec: 
in the Recorp, the presumption being that they did not intend 


to violate the rule. 

Mr. PERKINS. I certainly have no purpose in this mattct 
except to pretect the Recorp. I have no feeling against any 111\\!- 
vidual member. I think that in time past the leave to print hus 
been abused, and, so far as I am able, I desire to prevent that abuse 
in this Congress. In these two instances, however, I will ask th 
unanimous consent be given for the printing of these speeches 11 
the Recorp; but I hope hereafter the conditions of the general 
consent will not be violated, and that any member who has 0c 
sion to print a speech of this character will ask for unanimous ©”! 
sentapart from the general consent which has been granted. Now, 








1896. 


Mr. Speaker, to clear up this matter, I ask unanimousconsent that 
these two speeches be retained in the REcorp. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 





| 
| 
| 


consent for the continuance in the permanent Recorp of the | 


speeches which have been printed inthe daily REcorpD by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama se STALLINGS | and the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. PENDLETON}, respectively. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1464) to amend chapter 76, laws of 1893; 

A bill (H. R. 2175) to extend the time for the completion of the 
incline railway on West Mountain, Hot Springs Reservation; and 

A bill (H. R. 3812) to authorize the Arkansas and Choctaw 
Railway Company to construct and operatea railway through the 
Choctaw Nation, in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
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to me, from the standpoint from which I view the question, that 
both metals may continue to be used if there can be an adjustment 
of all controversies as to their respective values upon such a basis 
and in such a way as to secure and maintain, at least approxi- 


mately, the parity of the intrinsic value of the quantity of metal 


to be put into a dollar made of each. If this is done the two old 
and traditional money metals will continue their companionship, 
but in no other way can this result be reached. It may not be 
reached even in that way, but it will never be attained by free 
coinage at the ratio of 16 to 1. 7 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of rejecting the substitute and of 
insisting upon our own bill, for several reasons, which I shall take 


| the liberty of presenting to the consideration of the committee. 


The chief of these is, that we should resist with all our power the 
creation of fiat money to any extent whatever. No candid and 
intelligent man will contend that the two metals have now a rel- 
ative value of only 16to1. Their real relative value is unquestion- 
ably nearer to32to1. Now, toputinto one coined dollar 100 cents of 
value in gold andinto another coined dollar only 50 cents of value 


| in silver, and call them the same thing, is to create in the latter 
| 50 cents of mere fiat money; that is, money which is such by mere 


taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as | 


follows: : : 

A bill (S. 1447) authorizing the President of the United States 
to nominate Lieut. Commander R. G. M. Brown, now on the 
retired list, to be a commander on the retired list—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1740) to amend section 5294 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relative to the power of the Secretary of the 


Treasury to remit or mitigate fines, penalties, and forfeitures, | 


and for other purposes—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 
BOND REDEMPTION FUND. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and 
protect the coin redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of 
certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of 
revenue. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
Mr. PaYNE in the chair. 


| use them most glibly. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole | | people ! 
| an intrinsic value equal with the other; one we can tie to at home 
| and abroad; one that the laboring man can rely upon without fear 


for the purpose of consideration of the pending bill. 
[Mr. GROSVENOR addressed the committee. See Appendix. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] desires to be recognized and to utilize 
thirty minutes of his time and then yield to his colleague [Mr. 
McCreary]. 

Mr. EVANS. That is my purpose. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] 
is recognized. 

Mr.EVANS. Mr. Chairman, itis by no means my purpose upon 
this occasion to discuss the currency generally, because, if for no 
other reason, the question before us does not call for it. 

The only matter to be determined is, Shall the House concur in 
the Senate’s action in substituting for our bill for maintaining 
and protecting the coin redemption fund a measure having ob- 
jects which do not even in the remotest degree bear upon it? 
Analyzing the Senate’s substitute, we find that it relates to four 
distinct subjects, not one of which is germane to the House bill. 
They are: First, the freo coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1; 
second, the coinage of the silver seigniorage now in the Treasury; 
third, the calling in of all greenbacks and Treasury notes of 
denominations of less than $10, and the reissue of the same in 
bills of that denomination, and fourth, requiring the redemption 
of our paper currency in gold or silver coin at the exclusive 
option of the Secretary of the Treasury. This last is doubtless 
under the ho 
have a free-silver Secretary. 

I shall only discuss the first of the measures proposed by the 
Senate substitute, and that with brevity. The consideration of 
the free-silver clause of the proposed substitute does pot, as I 
have indicated, legitimately involve any discussion of the general 
subject of currency, but only that of the coinage, which, though 


| and to which we are so fairly entitled. 


that we shall at some more or less remote date | 


fiat or command of the Government alone, and not money which, 
to that extent, has any intrinsic value whatever. In my judg- 
ment this is utterly irrational and unphilosophic, not to say fan- 
tastic and absurd, and will ultimately be so regarded by those not 
blinded by too direct an interest in silver mines or silver miners. 

It will not do to say that greenbacks are fiat money, for as long 
as they are redeemed and redeemable in gold there is nothing like 
fiat money about them except their legal-tender quality, which, 
however, becomes immaterial from that standpoint as soon as 
they are redeemable on demand in gold. When we speak of 
money and not of its mere paper symbol or representative we 
mean a quantity of the precious metals the weight and fineness 
and consequent intrinsic value of which is ascertained by a mark 
thereon lawfully made by the almost ineffaceable stamp of the 
Government mint, and we do not mean that unintelligible and 
elusive phantom called “ primary money” or ‘‘ money of ultimate 
redemption” by those who employ terms which, like many of those 
of the old alchemists, nobody so little understands as those who 
Any coin is a fraud to the extent that the 
Government stamp upon it misrepresents its intrinsic commercial 
value, and our Government, ofallothers, withits magnificent finan- 
cial record, ought not to be guilty of putting such a fraud upon 
her people. We demand honest dollars, every one of which has 


that its fluctuations in value can cause him a loss before he can 
hasten a time to spend it in order to prevent that loss, and all 
equally valuable intrinsically, thus excluding fiat money of every 
sort. We can not afford to have two coins called a dollar, each a 
legal-tender in paying debts, while one is worth 50 cents and the 
other a h&ndred. Such a folly would amaze the thoughtful man 
of the present and would most certainly astonish our posterity. 

The result of such a state of things would be the exclusion of 
the more valuable dollar from circulation, because, of course, a 
sensible man would not use 100 cents of value when 50 cents of 
value would serve him as well, and we should soon be upon a sil- 
ver basis, and have in consequence a second-rate commercial 
standing before the world along with Mexico and other free-silver 
countries, instead of having the magnificent position we have had 
Instead of standing in the 
front rank and at par with the proudest countries of the world, 
we should sink to a 50 per cent below par position as soon as we 
reached the silver basis, and our dollar, inflated at home, would be 
dishonored abroad. 

I do not deny that I have a sympathy with our friends of the 
silver sections of the country, whose expectations may have been 
disappointed, and who have thought that we should continue to 
buy enormous quantities of silver the Government had no use 
for in order to give their principal industry a market for its 
product. This was a hope fostered by the act of 1878 and the 


| Sherman Act, but it must be remembered that thisalternative was 


a wide and most important one, falls far short of the limits of the | 


other. As far back as there was money silver and gold were the 
metals mainly used to make it, and while other metals, from time 
to time, were also used, yet in that process of evolution by which 
the best was found gold and silver alone have survived, and if 
the process of selection is to be continued on the same lines, the 
friends of silver may, by their extravagant unwisdom in insisting 
upon the 16to1 ratio, force the survival of gold as the fittest, anc 

by the elimination of the least fit put us on a basis of that gold 
monometallism they somuch dread. _ Unless this is done, it seems 





thereby presented, either that the small silver sections must give 
up-this unwisely and injuriously bestowed advantage or else that 
the vast majority of our people and the great preponderance of 
other sections of the country must suffer injury the extent of 
which would be so enormous as to be incalculable. 

Before proceeding further I will pause long enough to pay a 
deserved tribute to the Sherman bill. It demonstrated to the 
country by its operations that the more favor was shown silver 
the less valuable that metal became. The longer the act was 
in force the lower silver descended in price and the more there 

vas of commercial and financial disturbance. This is a lesson 
that should not be lost nor forgotten by the thoughtful legislator. 
But it is made matter of observation in this debate that the Gov- 
ernment should not only permit the free coinage of silver at the 
ratio of 16 to 1, but should maintain the parity of the two coins, 
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Mr. Chairman, the Government of the United States may go to 
the absurdity of saeeming that 50 cents in silver shall be equal to 
100 cents in gold, and of announcing that it will maintain that 
declaration against all comers, and with its immense resources 
and powers it me for a time make the declaration good by ex- 
changing a gold dollar fora silver one every time it is desired; but 
even its resources are limited, and if free and unlimited silver 
coinage should go on for any length of time, or if the Sherman Act, 
which was far short of free coinage, had continued in operation, 
even our great Republic would have had to acknowledge that it 
was unequal to the task of losing 50 per cent of every silver dollar 
it was called upon to make equal to a gold one. There are some 
things which are impossible, and this would be one of them. 

The people of this country were ane are willing ‘‘to do 
something for silver,” as the phrase is, but they are not willing 
to do that much, nor to “ be done” that much. 

We can possibly digest the number of that sort of silver dollars 
already upon the financial stomach, but that the limit has been 
reached was demonstrated by the panic of 1893-94. 

It comes at last, Mr. Chairman, to a question of wise expediency. 
Is it wise or expedient to coin both gold and silver, or only one of 
them? If we make the dollars equal in intrinsic valne, use both 
metals, but if one is only half as valuable as the other, then to 
coin both upon equal terms would be an act of immeasurable folly 
which, while it might enrich a few silver miners or bene4t polit- 
ically or otherwise those who depend upon them, would come as 
near to ruining the rest of us as any one thing could. 

There is nothing sacred and there should be nothing sentimental 
aboutit. It is a matter of plain common sense. 

If you can put a hundred cents’ worth of silver into a dollar, 
then coin silver; but if that is impractical it is because silver has 
ceased to be a proper coi metal, and in that event it would 
be folly to coin it, because, while it might benefit the few, it would 
ruin the many. 

Mr. Chairman, the second objection I urge to the substitute is 
that the free and unlimited coinage of silver would, to the extent 
of the difference in intrinsic value between gold and silver dollars, 
result in the repudiation of public, and especially of eee. obli- 

tions. Of course, such a system of coinage wo romptly 

ive all the gold out of circulation. erat ee a would under- 
stand that the silver dollar, so called, was ly only half a dollar, 
except for the mere purpose of paying debts that had been con- 
tracted on a gold basis,as the present basis certainly is. Prices 
might be inflated as they were in times of depreciated currency 
during the war, but debts would be stationary and dischargeable 
in a currency only half as valuable as that with reference to which 
they had been created. Though belonging myself to the debtor 
class of the people, I am utterly opposed to this and toevery other 
form of repudiation, however insidious may be its approaches or 
however alluring may be its disguise. 

I have already alluded to the fact that the inevitable result of 
the passage of such a law as the Senate proposes in the first sec- 
tion of its substitute would be the driving out of all the gold cur- 
rency, for it could not be retained when it can at home and abroad 
be converted into that which can perform double its functions at 
least in paying debts. It will be seen that with the gold dollar 
worth intrinsically double as much as a silver one it can be used 
in that ratio in purchasing anywhere its less valuable substitute. 
To = it otherwise, the possessor of 100 cents in gold will part 
with it for another commodity which can so soon be converted into 
what is equivalent for debt-paying ns to 200 cents, although 
that 200 cents represents 100 of mere fiat. All gold —— would, 
in this manner, soon dissappear in the work of dumping the silver 
of the world upon us. 

Because it seems to me that nothing but evil and confusion 
could result from the adoption of the substitute I most earnestly 
oppose it. 

Viewing the matter, Mr. Chairman, from another standpoint, 
I oppose the adoption of the substitute because the House bill is 
an excellent and proper measure within itself, which has had 
already the happy fate of exerting a most potent and valuable in- 
fluence for good upon the Treasury, for even while it had only 
— this House, and was being stabbed to death in the other, it 

, 7 the operative force of being discussed and passed here, 
yielded to the Government a net income of some $7,000,000 in gold 
coin. While it was being discussed in this House we were threat- 
ened with the less of the amount of the enormous profits that a 
New York syndicate was to make by another sale of a hundred 
million dollars of Government bonds at a premium of about 4 or 
a per cent, but under the pressure of the bill as passed by the 

ouse, under pressure of the discussions in this body, in short, 
under that much stress of sound Republican doctrine and states- 
mauship the Administration has been forced into changing its 
pnamame and into offering that hundred million loan to pe u- 

r subscription, and in this way has been enabled to sell the 
whole amount at a premium of about 11 per cent, and with bids 
made for nearly five hundred million more than were for sale. 


Yet with the value of the House bill thus demonstrated the Sen 
ate of the United States sends back to us this wholly irrelevani 
substitute, which it seems to me this House should never cone: 
in. It should insist upon its own measure, the wisdom and valu 
of which has been thus so signally demonstrated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Evans] to now yield to his colleague [Mr. Mo- 
CREARY]. 

Mr. EVANS. I do. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, when Congress 
convened two months ago there was a surplus in the Treasury | 
$98,000,000, exclusive of the gold reserve. With more money o 
hand than was necessary to defray the current expenses and mect 
the obligations of the Government and a financial system that w: 
a@ perpetual menace to the gold reserve, the President in two m 
sages asked for legislation to relieve the country by a comple‘ 
change in our financialsystem. He referred tothe United States 
notes, commonly called greenbacks, and Treasury notes, whic) 
have been draining the gold out of the Treasury, and showed that 
they were the great source of embarrassment and danger, a: 
recommended such a revision of our monetary laws as will give us 
an adequate and elastic but not a contracted currency. 

The House of Representatives responded to the President's re- 
quest with a general tariff bill increasing the burdens of taxation 
$44,000,000 annually, although the President in his message and 
the Secretary of the Treasury in his report declared that there 
was no necessity for increasing the revenue and no necessity for 
imposing additional burdens in the way of taxation upon the peo- 

le. The House of Representatives also responded to the Pri 

ent’s message by the passage of another bill authorizing the is- 
sue of 3 per cent coin Sania. redeemable in five years from date 
and payable in fifteen years. That relief was not suchas the coun 
try expected; that was not such relief as the President asked. It 
was unwise, unnecessary, andinadequate. We already had upon 
our statute books a law authorizing the issuance of bonds, anil 
the strong proof of it is that within the last few days bends hayo 
been issued under the act of 1875. 

While one branch of Congress was passing a free coinage \ill 
and the other branch of Congress was seeking to pass a tariff bill, 
the gold reserve fell below $50,000,000, and the Secretary of the 
ae was forced to make a sale of bonds in order to kee) 
the gold reserve at $190,000,000. The success of the Government 
sale of 4 per cent bonds at a high premium, which was equiy 
alent to less than 34 per cent bonds, has been hailed through 
out the country with gratification. The amount asked for was 
five times oversubscribed. Four thousand six hundred and forty 
bids, aggregating $568,000,000, were made when only $100.000,0')) 
were desired. It is clear that the public credit of the United 
States is not excelled by any other nation of the world. Tix 
financial independence of our country has been conspicuously 
demonstrated, and it is believed that not since the resumptiou 
of specie payments has anything happened so encouraging to 
business interests and so promotive of confidence as the success 
of that sale. 

This vote of confidence in our country, this vindication of the 
patriotism and resources of our people, proves that the people of 
the United States have no fears that the bonds will be paid other- 
wise than they have always been paid—in the best money coine'l. 
There is but one unpleasant feeling in connection with this splen 
did transaction, and that is a feeling of deep regret that a nation 
with such sound credit, whose obligations command such a high 
premium, should have such unwise and vicious financial laws us 
to be forced, though her revenues are large and her Treasury sur 
plus ample, to become a heavy borrower of gold to meet the oli 
gations which proper legislation should have provided long ago 

Mr. COX. One word justin that connection. Have you before 

ou a statement showing who made the subscriptions for the 


mn 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have not; but there were 
4,640 bids, and I can say to my friend from Tennessee that not 
only did the bankers make bids, but many bids have come from 
rivate individuals all over the country, and thus we have the 
st evidence we have ever had in our country of the confidence 
that our people have in our Government. 
I desire to say in this connection that the Democratic party is 
not responsible for the existing financial condition. Republicans 
in 1873 stopped the coinage of silver dollars. Republicans in 15\)\) 
passed the Sherman bill, which made silver a commodity and 
which required Treasury notes to be issued which were held to ly 
redeemable in gold. Republican legislation put our Government! 
in the banking business. Republican legislation required green 
backs and Treasury notes to be redeemed in gold as desired by the 
holder, and Republican legislation brought about the conditions 
which have required bonds to be issued to maintain the gold re- 
serve in the Treasury. My friend from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR)| 
to-day spent nearly half of his hour in glorifying the Republican 
party—that same party which was in the majority in the Fifty- 
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. gress, but went out of power so signally in the Fifty-sec- 
a Conereans the same party that gave us the McKinley tariff 
pill, bat refused to give that McKinley tariff bill a vote of confi- 
dence at this session by restoring it, but went only part of the way 
in its restoration; that same part that gave us the Sherman law in 
1390, but made haste to repeal it in 1893. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR| glorifies his party now as he did in the 
Filty-first Congress. His eloquent words, his well-rounded sen- 
; d his prediction that the Republican party would be in 


1¢ es, an . 
= maiorll at the next election are not new to the older mem- 
pers of this House, for the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GrosvEvor] 


indulged in these same predictions in the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. BOATNER. That is a habit of his, is it not? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I thinkitis ahabit of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. He is an optimist, particularly in politics, and 
especially when it comes to the election of a Republican President. 
He spoke in “linked sweetness long drawn out” about the Repub- 
lican prospects in the Fifty-first Congress, yet when the people 
spoke at the following November election they crushed his hopes 
and the hopes of many other Republicans, and elected a House of 
Representatives with nearly a hundred majority of Democrats. 
If Republican resentatives will continue tomake such arecord 
as they have e in the last two months in this Congress, there 
is good ground for hope that when the next election occurs there 
will be arepetition of what happened after the record of the Fifty- 
first Congress had been considered by the country, and the people 
will again show their wisdom by sending a majority of Democrats 
to the next Congress. [Laughter on the Republican side. | 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 

uestion? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have limited time and can 
ot yield. 

7 The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If Representatives willincrease 
my time I will be glad to answer any question. 

Mr. Chairman, I have referred to what the House of Representa- 
tives did, and now I desire to refer to what the Senate did in re- 
sponse to the message of the President of the United States. The 
Senate of the United States responded to the message of the Presi- 
dent by passing a free-coinage bill as a substitute for the House 
bond bill, and the Senate substitute is now under consideration. 
I voted against the House bond bill and I am opposed now to con- 
curring in the Senate substitute. This substitute for the House 
bill provides for the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the 
ratio of 16 to 1, that is, 16 ounces of silver equal to 1 ounce of gold, 
when to-day the commercial or market value is 32 tol. It means 
that there shall be a change in the monetary system under which 
we have been living and transacting business for many years. It 
means that our mints are to be thrown open to the free and un- 
limited coinage of the silver bullion of the world, and when coined 
it is to be delivered to the owners of the bullion, and all the people 
of the United States, but not of other countries, are to be com- 
pelled to receive the silver dollars coined as legal tender in the 
payment of all debts. 

1 am in favor of the largest use of silver and the largest coinage 
of silver consistent with the preservation of the credit of our Gov- 
ernment and the maintenance of the parity of the two metals, so 
that a dollar, whether of gold or silver or paper, will have the same 
debt-paying power and the same purchasing power; but no more 
silver should be coined than will float at par with gold. 

I am opposed to the free and unlimited coinage of silver by the 
United States alone. There is not a country in the world now 
successfully maintaining alone the free and unlimited coinage of 
gold and silver, and every country which has alone persisted in 
the effort to maintain the free and unlimited coinage of silver and 
gold has come to a silver basis. Every free and unlimited coin- 
age of silver country is on a silver basis, and there is no free and 
and unlimited coinage country in the world that uses both gold 
and silver concurrently and equallyasmoney. There is nota free 
and unlimited coinage country in the world that has one-fourth 
as much money in circulation per capita as we have in the United 
States, and there is no free and unlimited coinage of silver coun- 
try where the laboring man receives fair pay for his day’s work. 

I regret that the time allowed me will not permit me to discuss 
at length the propositions I have just presented. They speak for 
themselves and will not be denied. I desiye now to come nearer 
home with my argument. Gold and silver in the United States 
have never circulated concurrently and equally under free-coin- 
age laws, but have only circulated concurrently and equally under 
acts of © preserving the parity of the two metals and pro- 
viding for their circulation. The first coinage act was passed in 
1792. The colonies had but a short time before gained their inde- 
pendence, and our Republic had taken its place among the family 
of nations; but the President and his Secretary of State (Thomas 
Jefferson) and his Secretary of the Treasury (Alexander Hamil- 
ton) were confronted with serious monetary difficulties which 
occupied much of their time and required much consideration. 
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After considerable deliberation and examination it was agreed 
that a bill should be passed fixing the ratio at 15 to 1. The ¢oin- 
age act of 1792 was accordingly passed. The theory now so ear- 
nestly proclaimed, that we can by mere fiat of law establish a ratio 
which will remain regardless of the real value of metals, was not 
even considered at that time, but it was agreed by Jefferson and 
Hamilton and their associates that— ; 

[f the double standard was to be attempted at all it should be predicated 
on a ratio to be fixed by the commercial or market value of the two mi tals. 

It was soon discovered that gold was undervalued at the ratio of 
15 to 1, and that gold had disappeared from circulation. In 1806 
Mr. Jefferson stopped the coinage of silver dollars, and no more 
silver dollars were coined for twenty-nine years, or until the adl- 
ministration of General Jackson. Im 1834 President Jackson, 
aided by Daniel Webster, Thomas Benton, John C. Calhoun, and 
others, succeeded in having a bill passed increasing the ratio from 
15 to 1 to 16 tol, thereby making 16 ounces of silver equalto 1 ounce 
of gold. This was done to bring gold again into circulation, and 
from that day to this gold has been the standard. It was, how- 
ever, soon ascertained that under this ratio silver was undervalued, 
and in a short time there was no silver in circulation. Congress 
passed the act of 1853 to supply the people with small money. At 
that time all the half dollars, quarters, and dimes coined under 
the acts of 1792 and 1834 were of full weight and had a bullion 
value which exceeded their money value, and this caused them to 
disappear. 

The act of 1853 was passed by a Democratic Congress and it 
recognized gold as the standard, and it provided for the coinage 
of small pieces at the rate of 384 standard grains of silver to the 
dollar instead of 412}, as had been done before. This subsidiary 
coin was made legal tender only to the amount of $5, and in 1879 it 
was made legal tender for $10. I pause at this point to ask an 
important question, which I hope my free-cOinage friends will 
consider carefully: If gold retired from circulation under the act 
of 1792, which fixed the ratio at 15 to 1, because the bullion in the 
gold dollar was worth 4 cents more than the bullion m the silver 
dollar, and if silver retired from circulation under the act of 1834, 
which changed the ratio to 16 to 1, because the bullion in the 
silver dollar was worth 3 cents more than the bullion in the gold 
dollar, how is it possible now to maintain gold and silver in con- 
current circulation under a system of free coinage at the ratio of 
16 to 1 when the bullion in the gold dollaris worth about 50 cents 
more than the bullion in the silver dollar? 

In 1862, in order to carry on the war, Treasury notes were made 
a legal tender and paper money wag used for many years after- 
wards, the Congress of the United States having suspended specie 
payment in 1866, which was not resumed until 1879. It was in 
1873 that the act was passed by the Republican Congress which 
dropped the coinage of the silver dollar. In 1878 the Bland-Allison 
Act was passed, which made silver dollars a legal tender and pro- 
viding for the coinage of not less than $2,000,000 worth of silver 
bullion nor more than $4,000,000 worth per month. Under this act 
over 400,000,000 of silver dollars were coined. From the passage of 
the Bland-Allison Act in 1878 gold and silver have been circulat- 
ing in our country upon an equality, the act of July 14, 1890, also 
requiring that the two metals shall be maintained on a parity with 
each other. 

I will not dwell longer on this point, for I think it is clear that 
gold and silver have not in our country circulated together con- 
currently and equally under free-coinage laws, but have done so 
under laws enacted by Congress limiting the coinage of silver and 
requiring the parity of the two metals to be preserved. 

The Senate free-coinage substitute seeks to change our mone- 
tary system, and the onus is on its supporters to show plainly and 
conclusively not only that the free, unlimited, and independ- 
ent coinage of silver would not result in injury, but also that it 
would be beneficial. The United States under the existing condi- 
tions has never alone tried this system which has been disastrous 
to every other nation that has tried 1t alone and has brought each 
of them to silver monometallism. Appeals to passions and preju- 
dices, attempts to array one class of citizens against another, and 
bold assertions unsupported by facts and reason will not be suffi- 
cient in discussing this vital and important question. People 
want faets; they desire truths, and will not be satisfied with falla- 
cies, assertions, and exaggerated statements. Iam neither a gold 
monometallist nor a silver monometallist. I am in favor of the 
coinage and use of both gold and silver, but, as I have said before, 
I wish the parity of the two metals to be maintained all the time, 
and no more silver should be coined than can be floated at par 
with gold. 

Mr. CLARDY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARDY. What law now keeps gold and silver at a 
parity? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The act of 1890, which declares 
that it is ‘‘the established policy of the United States to maintain 
the metals on a purity with each other upon the present ratio or 
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such ratio as may be provided by law.” I will say further to my 
friend from Kentucky that the purchasing clause of the act of 1890, 
commonly known as the Sherman Act, was repealed in 1893, but 
the clause to which I refer, which is in the second section of the 
act, was not repealed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I willask the gentleman if he did not 
vote ——< the Sherman law? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I voted against the Sherman 
act in 1890, and I earnestly opposed the purchase of four and a 
half millions ounces of silver per month as provided in that act to 
be stored in the Treasury as a commodity, and Treasury notes 
issued on it which were held to be redeemable in gold. I voted, 
as did the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], to repeal 
the ee po! clause of the Sherman law in 1893. The clause 
of the bill providing for the maintenance of gold and silver on a 
parity with each other, as the gentleman well knows, was not 
repealed, and there were other clauses of that bill that were not 
aa ee That clause, for instance, which provided for the 

emption of the Treasury notes which had been issued under 
the Sherman act was not repealed, because such action would 
have been repudiation of over $100,000,000 of Treasury notes 
which were in circulation. 

Mr. BOATNER. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, I 
would like to ask him a question. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I can not yield unless my 
time is extended. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman from Kentucky be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Kentucky be 
extended for ten minutes. 

Mr. KEM. Since there are members on this floor who are seek- 
ing a little time to speak and can not get it, I must object to any 
gentleman’s time being extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, a part of my 
time has already been occupied by gentlemen who have interrupted 
= — I hope I shall not have that deducted from the time al- 

owed. 

I was about to say when interrupted that gentlemen who advo- 
cate the free coinage of silver by the United States alone are not 
bimetallists. Bimetallism means ‘‘the concurrent use of gold and 
silver as acirculating medium of exchange at a fixed relative 
value.” The existing law in our country fixes the ratio at 16 to 1. 
The commercial ratio to-day.is 32 to 1. If we had free coinage of 
silver, with our mints open to the coinage of the silver bullion of 
the world, it would probably go to 35 to 1, so that there would be 
no fixed relative value, and the inevitable effect would be silver 
monometallism and not bimetallism. We have at present in the 





United States, in round figures, about sixteen hundred millions of” 


all kinds of money in circulation, about one-third gold, one-third 
silver, and one-third a: We therefore have about as many 
silver dollars in circulation as gold dollars, but each is equal in 
debt-paying and en power. This never happened until 
after the coinage laws of 1878 were enacted. Assuming, therefore, 
that the concurrent circulation of gold and silver on terms of 
equality and parity is the real object of all good citizens, what 
more could free-coinage men ask than has already happened? We 
have coined fifty times as much silver in the last seventeen years 
as we coined in the previous eighty-one years, and we now have 
about one-third gold, one-third silver, and one-third paper, all cir- 
culating — a parity. This showing conclusively refutes the 
charge of the free-coinage-of-silver men that the object of sound- 
money men is to establish gold monometallism. 

In these important times there should be confidence as well as 
currency. Nothing should be done to disturb values, impair con- 
fidence, or injure the business interests of the — In the 
last quarter of a century monetary conditions have changed all 
over the world. In the year 1870 the production of silver in the 
whole world was $55,000,000, re the production of silver 
in the world was $216,000,000. In 1870 the silver production of the 
United States was $16,000,000. Last year it was nearly $70,000,000. 
Thus the annual production of silver has quadrupled since 1870, 
not only in the United States, but in the world, while the pro- 
duction of gold in the world has not even doubled, the whole gold 

roduction of the world a in 1870 $130,000,000 and in 1895 
$200,000,000. The pana tuation has been further changed 
because all the nations of Europe have closed their mints to the 
coinage of silver. Germany began in 1871, and in 1873 completed 
the work of —s her mints to the coinage of silver. The other 

“at nations of Europe followed her in rapid succession, India 

ing the last to close her mints to the coinage of silver in 1893. 

If we propose to inaugurate great financial reforms in our coun- 
try we must admit the truth of history, and we must submit to 
monetary laws that are older than ourccuntry. The United States 
can not alone by the passage of a free and unlimited coinage law 
jump to the rehabilitation of silver and the reestablishment of the 
parity of gold andsilver. Itrequired fourteen countries, including 
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the United States,to maintain the free coinage of silver jn 
1873. Even the Latin Union countries of France, Belgium, 
Switzerland, and Greece were compelled to suspend the coin 
silver in 1876 when no longer supported by the other nati 
oe mg It has been repeatedly said that France maintai: 


double standard from 1816 to 1873, and that we should fol, 
example. From 1816 to 1873 France, instead of maintaining 
in circulation by giving it a peculiar value, merely coine 
like other nations of Europe and at the same ratio. In 1876 | 
stopped the free coinage of silver, and has never restored i; |.) 
that time. She is now using as we do, both gold and si! n 
about equal quantities, and maintaining gold and silver on a | it, 
upon the old ratio. Legislation can not annul or change { 
exorable law that ‘‘the relation of supply and demand 
regulator of value.” The real cause of the reduction in th 
of silver is that it only costs about half as much to produce 
as it did twenty-five yearsago. Four times as much silver i 
produced now as was produced a quarter of a century ago, :: 
the nations cf the world have closed their mints to the free : we 
of silver except Mexico, Bolivia, and Peru, and a few other <:1,)] 
nations which coin but little. If weexamine the map of the world 
we will see that the countries which recognize both gold ani silyer 
in their monetary systems have the largest volume of money and 
the largest per capita, andthose which have silver alone as 1:\\)) 
have the smallest volume of money and the smallest per c::)it 
The United States, France, Spain, and Switzerland lead in | 


of nations,and have from $16 per capita to $37 per capita. \\ tile 
Mexico, with its singe silver standard, has but $4 per capits, and 
Peru less than $3 per capita, and China not as much as §! per 


= 
r., Chairman, during this debate advocates of free and uilim- 
ited coinage of silver have said that the free and unlimited cvin- 
age of silver will put much money in the pockets of the pew) I 
deny that statement. Free and unlimited coinage of silver will 
not fill the pockets of the people with money. Neither the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury nor the silver mine owner will give frewly to 
all who will take. Those who will be most benefited by the free 
coinage of silver are the silver mine owners whoreside in the Siates 
of Colorado, Montana, Idaho, and Nevada, and in the Territories 
of Arizona, Utah, and New Mexico, with a population of about 
one million and a half. Would it be wise or just for 68.()\0,W00 
of people to have a changed monetary system which according to 
the experience of Mexico would give us a 50-cent dollar in order 


that the silver mine owner may prosper and grow rich at the pub- 
lic expense. 

It has also been asserted in this House that the prosperity of a 
country is regulated by the amount of money in circulation, and 
if the amount in circulation is doubled it is claimed that prices 


would be doubled also. Iam in favor of plenty of money in our 
country to meet the demands of business and trade and prosperity, 
but a superabundance of money does not make prosperity or in- 
crease the prices of commodities. In France the per capit 
lation is at present $37; in England the circulation is $1!) per 
capita; yet there is no appreciable difference in the prices 0! «1 
modities in these adjoining countries, and labor comman(: er 
prices in England than in France. In the United States the per 
capita circulation is $22. In France the per capita circula is 
$15 more than in the United States, yet the prices of farm icts 
in France are not as high as they are in our country, an: 

does not command such wages. i have here a statement on this 
subject which I desire to present, because it is so applica)! 

was compiled by Hon. K. NELson from the Annual Statist: 
stract of 1894, and from the October Statistical Abstract 0! 

and shows the total money circulation, the gold circulativ 
silver circulation, and the per capita circulation, and the New 
York export price of wheat and cotton for each year from |»: 
November, 1875. Itis as follows: 


Wheat, ‘ ny 
Total Per Total 
Year. money.* |capita.|? otal gold.t)  siiver.+ hbushel 

July1, 1872...| $738,309, 549 | $18.19 | $25,000,000 |........-..-- | $1.47 
July 1, 1873...| 751,881,809 | 18. 25, 000, 000 }............. | 13 
July 1, 1874... 776, 083,081 | 18.13 | 25,000,000 |..........---. 1.43 4 
July 1,1875...| 754,101,947 | 17.16 | 25,000,000 |...........--| 1.12 . 
July 1,1876...| 727,609,388") 16.12 | 25,000,000 | $21,055, 128 1.24 . 
July 1,1877...| 722,314,883 | 15.58 | 25,000,000 | 37,884,853 | 1.17 
July 1,1878...| 720,182,634 | 15.32 | 25,000,000 | 55, 134,653 1.34 | 
July 1,1879...| 818,631,798 | 16.75 | 125,785,182 | 69,797,503 1.07 | 
July 1,1880...| 973,382,228 | 19.41 | 233,650,679 | 74,411,914 1,25 4 
July 1, 1881. ..| 1,114, 288,119 | 21.71 | 321,072,307 | 115, 292, 505 a ; 
July 1, 1882...! 1,174, 200,419 | 22.37 | 363,280,345 | 133, 289, 859 1.19 


* Statistical Abstract, 1804, page 30. Statistical Abstract, October, 18, ).s® 
+ Statistical Abstract, 1804, page 27. Statistical Abstraet, October, 18%.) 5° 


¢ Pratiations Abstract, 1894, pages 28 and 29. Statistical Abstract, 0' 


i Abstract, 1804, page 417. Statistical Abstract, October, !\ 
pees 481 and 462. 
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| } 
Wheat, | Cotton 
Per Total | | . 
“+. | Total gold.t ae er | per 
Year. capita. . silver.+ Ibushel.§ eon. 

eel 

_.-'$1, 230, 305, 696 91 $404, 460, 863 /$154, 746,435 | $1.13 10.8 
Fy Tet L248, 925, 969 22.65 | 411,770,843 | 182,778,019 | 1.07 10.5 
July 1,1885.--| 1,292,568,615 | 23.02 | 468,398,141 | 184, 320, 836 . 86 10.6 
Tuly 1,1886..-| 1,252, 700,525 | 21.82 | 434, 263,950 | 186, 958, 828 .87 9.9 
‘July 1,1887---| 1,317,539, 143 | 22.45 | 467, 766,118 | 246, 250, 608 .89 9.5 
‘July 1, 1888.--| 1,372,170, 870 | 22.88 | 512,208,683 | 306,649,367 | 85 9.8 
Tuly 1, 1889..-| 1,380, 961,649 | 22.52 | 498,611,797 | 363,090, 028 -90 9.9 
July 1, 1890.--| 1,429,251,270 | 22.82 | 505,089, 782 | 407,867, 574 83 10.1 
Tuly 1, 1891---| 1,497, 440, 707 23.41 | 527, 382, 232 474, 509, 782 98 10 
July 1, 1802...| 1,601, 347,187 | 24.44 | 549, 662, 443 | 548,516,702 | 1.08 8.7 
July 1,1893---| 1,596, 701,245 | 23.87 | 501,177,852 | 596,413,614 | 80 8.5 
July 1, 1894...] 1,660, 808,708 | 24.33 | 562,316,579 | 590, 650, 772 67 7.8 
July 1, 1895..-| 1,598, 859,316 | 22.72 | 525,599,252 | 570, 169, 756 692 8.6 











30. Statistical Abstract, October, 1895, page 





“* Statistical Abstract, 1894, page 
1 statistical Abstract, 18%, page 27. Statistical Abstract, October, 1895, page 


+ statistical Abstract, 1894, pages 28 and 29. Statistical Abstract, October, 


1895, page 489. re 
§Statistical Abstract, 1894, page 417. Statistical Abstract, October, 1895. 
pages 481 and 482. 


This table shows that during the period from 1872 to 1878 when | 


silver dollars were not coined, when there was scarcely any gold 
and silver in circulation, and when the per capita circulation never 
exceeded $18 and was down as low as $16, the prices of wheat and 
cotton were higher than they have ever been since. It shows also 
that as our circulation has increased and as our gold and silver 
money has increased prices have in the main been gradually 
dropping lower and lower, and that they were never so low as in 
the year 1894, when our aggregate gold and silver circulation was 
the highest and when our per capita circulation was near the 
greatest amount it has ever attained. The table shows conclu- 
sively that prices have not been lowered through a want of cur- 
rency, or through a want of either gold or silver, and that the 

rices of wheat and cotton during the five years that silver dol- 
ars ceased to be coined, from 1873 to 1878, were higher than dur- 
ing any five years since, and that the prices of cotton and wheat 
were never so low during any five-year period as during the five 
years succeeding the silver purchasing law of 1890. Fallof prices 
is mainly due to hard times, overproduction, inventions, compe- 
tition, and reduced cost of transportation. 

{t has also been asserted that money isscarcein the United States. 
We have a larger volume of money in circulation in our country 
than any other nation on earth, amounting, according to the last 
report of the Secretary ofthe Treasury, in round figures to$1,600,- 
000,000. France stands next to the United States, with $1,400,600,- 
000; Germany has $900,000,000, and Great Britain $800,000,000. 
The Director of the Mint in his last report shows that our per 
capita is nearly three times as great as the average per capita of 
civilized nations. Our facilities are also greatly increased by our 
thousands of banks and a greater mileage of railroads and tele- 
graphs than any other country of the world. 

It has been repeatedly asserted during this debate that the pas- 
sage of the Senate substitute authorizing the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver would put silver on a parity with gold. The 
object lesson in Mexico answers this assertion fully. Since the 
enactment of a law authorizing the free and unlimited coinage of 





gold and silver in Mexico gold has disappeared from that country, | 


and they now have silver monometallism, and the Mexican silver 
dollar, although it contains 6 grains more of silver than the 
American dollar, is only worth 53 cents. But, Mr. Chairman, let 
us see what has happened in the United States. In 1878 alaw was 
passed providing for the coinage of not less than $2,000,000 worth 
of silver nor more than $4,000,000 worth of silver per month, and 
that law was in force until the Sherman law repealed it in 1890, yet 
silverdeclinedin value. In 1890 the Sherman silver law was passed, 
which provided for the purchase by the Secretary of the Treasury 


of 4,500,000 ounces of silver bullion monthly, or 54,000,000 ounces | 


of silver bullion per annum, for which Treasury notes were issued, 
being about the entire product of silver of our country, yet silver 
continued to go down, and in 1893 the purchasing clause of the 
Sherman Act was repealed, but this did not prevent silver from 
oing to the low price of 50 to 51 cents on the dollar. Legislation 
not helped the price of silver. The causes that depreciate it 
are not subject to legislation. If our mints were thrown open to 
the free and 
of silver going toa parity with gold, silver dollars would be worth 
the bullion price of silver, our silver dollars would be worth about 
50 or 51 cents to the dollar, and we would soon have in thiscountry, 
as they have in Mexico, silver monometallism. 

The time has come, in my opinion, when there should be no 
cowardice on themoney question. If a man is for sound money, 
let him stand up forit with courage, advocate it, and vote for it. 
If he is for the free and unlimited coinage of silver, he should also 

candid and courageous. Some of my friends take that position, 
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unlimited coinage of the silver of the world, instead | 





| agreement. 
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and I am not here to criticise them; but I believe that the United 
States alone can not maintain the free coinage of silver, and if it 
should undertake to do so it would bring disaster, hard times, and 
such a disturbance of values in this country as has never been 
known before. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Does the gentleman from Kentucky think 
that the nations of the world acting together can maintain the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio here proposed? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I am in favor of an interna- 
tional agreement. At the Brussels Monetary Conference, where I 
had the honor to serve as a delegate, I advocated an international 
Our last national Democratic platform declared in 
favor of securing the parity of gold and silver through interna- 
tional agreement, and the act of Congress approved November 1, 
1893, repealing the purchasing clause of the Sherman law, declared 
in favor of securing the equality of gold and silver by interna- 
tional agreement or by safeguards of legislation. The German 
Reichstag and the French Chamber of Deputies have both declared 
in favor of issuing invitations to a monetary conference looking 
to an international agreement for the rehabilitation of silver at a 
common ratio, and in England the House of Commons concurred 
in the expression of the Governments of France and Germany. 
Our Congress, at the close of the last session, authorized the ap- 
pointment of delegates to an international monetary conference, 
and I am heartilyin favor of this movement which looks to action, 
not by one nation, but by many of the great nations of the world. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
has expired. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
more time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
man from Kentucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn], 
who has been recognized, yields ten minutes of his time to the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I have not time 
to present as fully as I desire my objections to the Senate substi- 
tute, but I will take time to present some of the effects of the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver in the United States. Its financial 
effect would be to drive out of circulation the gold in our coun- 
try, which now amounts to about $600,000,000. According to the 
Gresham law and to the experience of all countries in the past, 
depreciated money always drives good money out of circulation. 
Free coinage of silver would have the same effect in the United 
States that it had in Mexico and Peru, where gold ceased to cir- 
culate after free coinage was authorized. 

The foreign commerce of our country amounts to hundreds of 
millions of dollars perannum. Last year about $70,000,000 worth 
of products went from the farmsof this country. Our commerce 
has to be carried on with money that is sound and international 
and as good as gold, and our whole foreign commerce amounted 
last year to over $1,400,000,000. The effect of the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver on our great commercial interests, especially 
if our gold coin ceased to circulate, would be paralyzing if not 
ruinous. 

There is another view to which I call the earnest attention of the 
members of this House. On the 23d of January, less than one 
month ago, 16 United States Senators who are the advocates of the 
free and unlimited and independent coinage of silver, and who 
represent silver-producing States, signed a declaration which has 
been widely published, in which they said: 

We are in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio o 
16 to 1 by the independent action of the United States, and we are in favor of 
a tariff which shall be sufficient to equalize the cost of ior 
United States and in European and Asiatic countries, and 
incident to such tariff shall be equally distributed in every secti 
United States, and between the various products and industries of cac 

This shows that free coinage of silver and protection are mov- 
inghandinhand. Free silver coinageis an obstruction to interna- 
tionalcommerce. The tariff isalso an obstruction tointernational 
commerce, Free coinage of silver means protection to the mine 
owners of the West, and the tariff means protection to the manu- 
facturers of the East. 

It is claimed that the interests of debtors demand the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver. Who are the largest debtors in our 
country? The United States owesa little over $900,000,000; cities, 
counties, municipalities, owe about $1,100,000,000; building and 
loan associations, $450,000,000; savings banks owe their depositors 
over $1,700,000,000, and other banks owe their depositors about 
$3,000,000,000; and it is asserted that the bonded debt of the rail- 
roads of the United States amounts to $6,000,000,000. We thus 
see who the principal beneficiaries would be if free coinage of sil- 
ver was authorized. Certainly no just and patriotic man would 
be willing to allow these debtors to cancel their debts by the pay- 
ment of one-half of the amount they owe. They originally re- 
ceived sound money worth 100 cents to the dollar. They should 
not be allowed to pay in depreciated money, but should be com- 
pelled to pay as they borrowed—in sound, honest dollars, Those 


I should like to have a little 


I yield ten minutes of my time to the gentle- 
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who have deposited their money in savings banks and building 
associations, and those who have insured their property or their 
lives, have been paying good money worth 100 cents to the dollar. 
Iam opposed to any law that will rob these people or deprive them 
of one-half of the amount honestly due them. The national 
Democratic platform of 1892 declares— 


The farmers and laborers are the first and most defenseless victims of an 
unstable and fluctuating currency. 


The truth of this statement is manifest. No person would 
be injured more by the free coinage of silver than farmers and 
laborers. 

Free-coinage men are clamoring for a free-coinage President 
and a free-coinage Co The evils and hardships which 
would follow are difficult to state. As soon as it was known that 
a free-coinage President and a free-coinage Congress had been 
elected every holder of a Government bond or security would pre- 
sent it for payment, if due, or, if not due, put it on the market for 
sale. Every holder of a note or other obligation against a debtor 
would cal] on the debtor for immediate payment, and if he failed 
to pay suit would be instituted, because free coinage of silver 
would mean that the silver dollar would come to its bullion value 
in our country, as it has in every other country, and the holders 
of Government bonds and the holders of individual notes or prom- 
ises to pay would desire to collect the amount dne before the new 
Congress could pass the free-ccinage law. The credit of our 
Government would be greatly impaired, if not destroyed, and no 
individual could borrow money or get an extension unless he 
promised to pay in gold, and thus free coinage would bring gold 
contracts, values would be so much disturbed, business so inter- 
rupted, capital so alarmed, and enterpriseso crushed that farmers, 
wage earners, and business men would be the principal victims, 
and their injuries can not be esti 

Mr. Chairman, I am admonished that my time is about ex- 
hausted, and I desire to say before I close we have to-day in the 
United States more money than any other country in the world. 
We have coined more silver dollars in the last seventeen years 
than have been coined by all the other nations together. In the 
last twenty years, as shown by the report of the uperintendent 
of the Census and the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, the value 
of the property in the United States has increased from $30,000,- 
000,000 to $65,000,000,000, and the wealth of the United States is 
greater, according to the reports of Mulhall and Francois, than 
any country of the world, England standing next and France 
third. This grand and glorious record should be sufficient, and 
we should not now attempt a monetary iment which many 
of the best financiers and truest patriots think would bring dis- 
aster and hard times and great injury to the business interests of 
our country. 

The United States as a gold-standard country stands in agri- 
culture, commerce, manufactures, Christianity, education, art, 
science, literature, inventions—all that it takes to make a grand 
and glorious nation—with the great gold-standard countries of 
France, England, Germany, Russia, Belgium, Switzerland, Spain, 
Italy, Brazil, Chile, and others. Does any patriot and lover of 
progress, improvement, and advancement desire that our country 
shall leave the proud position of equal and leader among the 
greatest nations of the world and go and join the non- 

rogressive silver-standard countries of China, India, Bolivia, 
eos. and the semicivilized nations of Africa? 

The Senate has passed and sent to us a free coinage of silver sub- 
stitute, which we are now considering. This should not alarm 
the country or cause any uneasiness among the advocates of sound 
money. There are 9 silver States with a population not equal 
to that of the State of New York, yet Guy awe 18 Senators and 
only 12 Representatives, while New York has 2 Senators and 34 
Representatives. In a few days the vote will be taken in the 
House, and then the representatives of the people will show by a 
great majority of more than 2 to 1 that the free coinage of silver 
by the United States alone has been laid to rest. 

The last national Democratic convention held at Chicago voted 
down an amendment offered by Mr. Patterson, of Colorado, in 
favor of the free coinage of silver. No can consistentl 
contend to-day that the convention of 1892 declared for free sil- 
ver, for so far as that convention made a declaration on that sub- 
ject it specifically refused tc indorse free silver. A careful exam- 
ination of all the national Democratic platforms adopted since the 
Democratic party was organized will show that not one of them 
declared in favor of the free coi of silver, but that every 
national Democratic platform adopted since 1868 contains a decla- 
ration in favor of sound or money. Another national 
Democratic convention will be held in a few months and thedecla- 
ration of that great convention will reverberate all over our 
country in favor of sound money and opposed to the free and un- 
limited and independent coi of silver. 

I see my time expired. conclusion, I quote from Samuel 
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no permanen ‘ ; 
tion and uncertainty of money questions. 





FEBRUARY 8, 


. ° a one of the greatest statesmen our country has ever }) 
uced. 


He said: 


Late A is the prolific parent of mischief in all business. 


os There can be 
prosperity or 


nancial safety as long as thero is serious a, 


We have had depression in business, trade, and agriculture, } 
times are improving, prices are advancing, business is revivi) 
capital is seeking investments, and laborers’ wages are increasi), ;. 
and there is every reason to hope that our country will soon je 
blessed with the same industrial and agricultural progress whiv)) 
made it so prosperous a few years ago. Nothing should be d. 
now to retard the onward movement. If we will be satisfied \ 
existing conditions, and not seek to inaugurate great monetiry 
changes, we will have a new era of prosperity and our country 
will move onward to the accomplishment of its grand and glori 
destiny. [Applause.] 


[Mr. HEPBURN addressed the committee. See Appendix.} 
[Mr. TOWNE addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 

{Mr. HALL addressed the committee. See Appendix. | 

Mr. REEVES. Mr. Chairman, whatever may be the outcome 


+ 
il 


) 


of this debate and whatever seriousness may be manifested by t|,o 


advocates and opponents of this measure, all of us are conscious of 
the fact that one of the great coordinate departments of this Goy- 
ernment, the assent of which is necessary to enable this bill to | 
come a law, is unalterably opposed to the free and unlimited ¢oin- 
age of silver. Our action, therefore, whatever it may be, being «b- 
solutely barren of any possible results, will amount to nothing 

This debate has now been in progress two days, and much ear- 
nestness has been manifested by many gentlemen. It is perfectly 
clear that gentlemen honestly differ as to the good or eyj! that 
would attend the enactment of this bill into a law. For my part 
I believe that the interests of the people of the United States 
would be better subserved by having both gold and silver as 
money metals, provided that the chief commercial nations of the 
earth would unite in adopting both metals as money metals or 
a sufficient number of the principal commercial nations agree to 
this, so that the two metals would not separate, and that they 
would both remain in circulation in common in the chief comimer- 
cial nations of the earth. 

Although my predilections are wholly in favor of silver, yet I 
am unable to bring myself to a positive, affirmative belief thatt|ie 
United States should attempt to maintain silver at aratio of 16 to 
1 without the concurrence of some of the other chief commervi:! 
nations. There is no question in my mind but what gold would 
disap The money of least value will always be used for cir- 
culation, and the money of greatest value will always hide itself. 
If all the chief commercial nations silver is to-day discounted. 
If we attempt to make it a money metal without limitations. it 
follows inevitably that in the course of trade we will gather in 
the silver and lose our gold. This means that we would be placed 
on a silver basis. Bimetallism would be only atheory with us. 
We would infact become monometallists, withsilver asour mon:y 

The question for decision is, Would this condition be beneficial 
to the people of the United States? The first inquiry should |e, 
How would silver monometallism affect the laboring people, t!i0 
farmers, business and professional men of our country? Would 
the unlimited coinage of silver start any factory in the United 
States and thereby give employment to any men that are to 
idle? If Iowned asilver mine and the Government of the Unit« 
States, wouldassume the expense of coining my silver into mon y 
and give it back to me free of all costs, and if, in addition to that, 
the Government of the United States would enact that this sil). 
should be money with full legal-tender qualities, it certainly wo! | 
be a boon to me, but I fail to see how it would be of any benefit ‘> 
my neighbor who has little or no property and who is out of em- 
ployment. How would this benefit the grocer, the merchant, tle 
tailor, and the doctor? i. 

But we are told that the demonetization of silver destroyed ha't 
the redemption money of the country, making the value of all 0! 
the property of the country to be measured by one-half the amour! 
of money it had been measured by before, and that the logical r 
sult of that contraction is to depreciate the value of all property 
one-half, unless for some local reason property in some particular 
place maintains its former value. If this be true, it is of grea! 
moment and great importance, and I would regard it as my hi ghest 
duty to vote to remonetize silver at the earliest possible day. But 
Iam unable to see that this is true. Whatever value has attache: 
to property anywhere in this ieee f so far as the quantity 0! 
money fixes the value, was regulated by the volume of money ! 
the country. This volume of money has not been contracted to 
any extent whatever by the redemption of silver. Nota singe 
dollar of silver has been demonetized. There has been no reduc- 
tion in the volume of silver money in this country by the demon- 
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etization of silver or otherwise. All that was done by demone- 
tizing silver was that the Government refused to make any more 
silver money. Not that it destroyed what it had, but simply re- 


fused to more silver dollars. There was no contraction in 
this. Every dollar of silver money of the United States has all 


the properties and all the values that it ever had. If, therefore, 
property of the country has de reciated in value, it can not be 
attributed to the destruction of silver currency of the country, 
because it has not been destroyed. It can not be attributed to the 
contraction of the silver currency, for it has not been contracted. 
It seems to me that the claims of the advocates of unlimited coin- 
age of silver, in this respect, must go down before the facts. 

But it must be conceded by the advocates of the gold standard 
that property has depreciated in value recently ail over the coun- 
try, except it be in some favored place where for local reasons its 
value has been maintained. The wages of labor have gone down 
all over our country; worse than this, the factories and workshops 
of our country have closed their doors, and have either wholly or 

yartially failed to giveemploymenttolabor. Poverty and distress 
ond followed among the laboring people in all the laboring cen- 
ters of our country. Retail merchants in our towns and cities 
have been unable to sell their goods, and stagnation in business 
circles and bankruptcies and assignments for the benefit of cred- 
jtors have followed where but afew years ago prosperity prevailed. 


Our duty here is to relieve the country of this condition so far | 


as legislative action will relieve it. The advocates of the unlim- 
ited coinage of silver attribute this condition in part to the scar- 
city of money in the country. 
the Treasury opened the bids that he had received in response to 
his offer to sell $100,000,000 in Government bonds. It was found 
that nearly $600,000,000 had been bid for this proposed issue of 
one hundred millions of bonds, and of this large amount perhaps 
five hundred millions of this money was offered by the people of 
our own country, and this offer is in gold. This shows conclu- 
sively that there is at least $500,000,000 in the United States now 
seeking investment at a rate of from 3 to 34 per cent interest. In 
the face of this fact it can not be truthfully said that the business 
paralysis of the country is due to thescarcity of money. It means 


that the holders of this money are afraid to invest it in business | 


enterprises and that other active and keen business men of the 
country are afraid to take the risk of borrowing this money and 
investing it in business enterprises. Therefore it is that labor is 
idle to a great extent, and such portion of it as is employed is 
employed at reduced wages. The laboring people can not buy and 
pay for the goods of the merchant, and these bankruptcies and 
assignments have followed where business is being done on bor- 
rowed capital. 

What, then, can we do as a Congress that will ameliorate or tend 
to ameliorate this condition? To answer this question let me take 
into account some existing facts. The revenues of our country 
are to-day, in round numbers, $50,000,000 less annually than the 
current expenses of the country. The total of our exports from 
this country is less than the total of our imports, so that the bal- 
ance of trade isagainst us. We are therefore constantly shipping 
money out of this country to pay trade balances instead of having 
it shipped into this country for the same purpose. The bonds of 


our private corporations, railroads, and other interests, are largely | 


held in Europe. The payment of interest on this indebtedness is 
a constant drainage from our country. 
are spent annually in Europe by tourists from the United States. 
United, these different sources make an enormous drainage of 
money from this country. Congress has no power over the tour- 
ists, nor has it power over the individual transactions of our citi- 
zens and our private corporations, but it has power to place tariff 
— upon products of foreign countries which are sent to our 
shores. 
reduce the volume of imports and increase the revenues derived 
therefrom. We can in that way turn the balance of trade in our 
favor instead of against us, as itisnow. Butof far greater value 
to us as a people than the revenues derived by these higher duties 
is the fact that the people of our own country will thereby be 
enabled to make and manufacture the things used in our own 
country, and by so doing furnish labor with employment and capi- 
tal with investment. 

This House of Representatives attempted to reach that end by 
the passage of the tariff bill in the early days of this session. I 
believe that every Republican in this House voted for that bill 
and every Democrat voted against it. The Republican party is 
not in control of the Senate. It can not force the passage of that 
bill. The Democrats and Populists of that body have thus far re- 
fused to consider the bill, notwithstanding the fact that we are 
hearing from all over our country of the business stagnation, of 
the idleness of labor, and of the appeal for relief. 

. [believe that the only safe way for the remonetization of silver 
is by international agreement; but some of the silver advocates 
say that we never can obtain aninternational agreement. Maybe 
they are right. It is possible that silver as a money metal, with- 
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out limitations, is a thing of the past, but I am not inclined to 
accept that as a fact. I am ready to vote for a discriminating 
tariff. Iam ready to vote for a high protective tariff bill, and at 
the same time confer upon the President of the United States the 
power to suspend a portion of the duties upon the imports from 
any country or countries which will unite with us in the remon- 
etization of silver. It is claimed by some that if we should do this, 
that other countries would retaliate upon us. I think it quite 
likely they would, but this country of ours produces the foods for 
the people and we can make and manufacture for ourselves other 
things we need. We are better equipped for a war of this kind 
than any other nation upon the earth. We can not be outdone in 
a warof this kind. This nation is entitled toa voice and an influ- 
ence in the affairs of the world. Our views upon what should 
constitute the money of the world are entitled to the consideration 
of every commercial state. I would use the markets of this coun- 
try as a means of enforcing upon the nations of the earth the 


| Wishes, wants, and necessities of the people of our country as to 


what shall constitute the money of the world. 

[ am reluctantly driven to the conclusion that an attempt on the 
part of the United States to coin silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, with- 
out limitations, and without concert with any other nation or 
nations, would result disastrously to our people, and that we would 
have a depreciated currency. The ones who would first suffer 
from the depreciated currency are the people who are the least 
able to bear the burden. It would primarily fall upon the labor 
of the country, and secondarily upon the business men of the coun- 
try, and, so believing, I can not support this bill. 

Under consent given, Mr. STOKES submitted the following as 
an amendment to be proposed to the bill: 

Add at end of bill the following: 

“Seo. 5. Provided, Nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit the 
adjustment of contracts made subsequent to 1873 upon the basis of the pur 
chasing power of the dollar at the date of the contract, as such purchasing 
power shall be certified by the Bureau of Statistics.” 

Mr. OGDEN submitted the following amendment: 


Strike out all after line 7, section 3, and insert: 
Chat a special fund, to consist of not less than $200,090,000 in coin, one-half 


of which shall be in gold and one-half in silver, to be known as the redemp 
tion fund, be, and is hereby, set aside from any gold coin and gold bullion and 
silver coin and silver bullion now in the Treasury, which special fund and 


excess thereof shall be used for the redemption of United States notes and 
Treasury notes of 1890, and for no other purpose. 

Sec. 2. That on the passage of this act all gold coin and gold bullion, less an 
amount sufficient to pay al) outstanding gold certificates. shall be transferred 
by the Secretary of the Treasury to the redemption fund 

Sec. 3. That on the passage of this act all standard silver dollars of 1890, 
together with an additional amount of standard silver dollars previously 
coined, and equal in amount to the estimated coinage value of the uncoined 
silver bullion now on hand and purchased under the provisions of the act of 
July 14, 1890, shall also be transferred to the redemption fund 

Sec. 4. That the United States notes and Treasury notes of 1890, when pre 
sented for redemption at the Treasury of the United States, or at the office 
of any assistant treasurer of the United States, shall be paid in the following 
manner and no other, to wit: 


When the aggregate amount of gold coin and gold bullion on hand exceeds 






the sum of $100,000,000, and the amount of standard silver di hand also 
exceeds $100,000,000, the holder of such United States notes ogIreasury notes 
of 1890 shall, at his option, be paid in gold coin and gold bul nor standard 
silver dollars; but when the aggregate amount of gold coin ld bullion 
is less that $100,000,000 the holders of said notes shall be paid in ndard silver 
dollars, provided there be more than 100,000,000 standard silver dollars on 

hand. 
W henever the redemption fund shall be reduced below the sum of $200,000, 
*‘ribed notes shall be paid one-half in gold coin and 


000 ae of above-des 
bullion and one-half in standard silver dollars 


} 
ro 
gol 





Sec. 5. That for the purpose of maintaining the redemption fund at a mini- 
mum of $200,000,000 in specie, the Secretary of the Treasury hereby author 
ized and directed to exchange the above-described notes w! » ha heen 
redeemed for gold coin and gold bullion and standard silver d irs already 
on hand in the Treasury, or which may be received into the Treasury here 
after from any source, and said notes, when so exchanged, may be reissued 

Sec. 6. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to make suitable rules and regulations by which any holder of co nm and 
gold bullion, or of standard silver dollars, may exchange th ame at the 
Treasury or any subtreasury of the United States, free of cost, for an equal 
amount of United States notes or Treasury notes of 1890 

Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to coin the silver bullion of 189 into standard silver dollars at 


a rate of not less than $5,000,000 per month, and use the same as fast as 
to replace the standard silver dollars transferred to the redempti 
the provisions of this act. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the committee had had 
under consideration the bill (H.R. 2904) and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

PRINTING OF CERTAIN MAPS AND TABLES. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask unanimons con- 
sent on behalf of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Towne] 
who addressed the House this afternoon. He has some plates illus- 
trative of charts he spoke from during the evening, and desires 
me to ask unanimous consent of the House that these plates may 
be given to the Public Printer for use in publishing his remarks, 
without any expense to the United States Goverument at all. 
They will go into the pages of the Recorp, and being already pre- 
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pared, will cause no expense to the Government. He furnishes 
the plates at his own expense. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Montana? 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
the members present to this fact, at the request of the Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole: That as yet there are not enough 
gentlemen who have given notice to him of a desire to speak to- 
night to occupy half of the time, and that on Monday the applica- 
tions are so numerous as to far exceed the time that will be available 
for general debate. Therefore, unless time is eens by some of 
these gentlemen this evening they will not be able to secure an 
opportunity of being heard. I make this statement so that gentle- 
men may act accordingly. 

Mr. OGDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sugges- 
tion, in view of his statement? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. OGDEN. In view of the fact that the time of so many 
entlemen has been extended for a long time on both sides, would 
t not be wise to extend the time of the debate one more day? 

es Oh, no; I think this thing has dragged long 
enough. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the House take a re- 
cess until 8 o’clock this evening, andat 10.30 o’clock to-night take 
another recess until 10.30 on Monday morning, exclusively for de- 
bate on this bill; the debate to take place in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe request of the gentle- 
man from Maine? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted indefinitely 
to Mr. ANDERSON, on account of important business. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, while in Committee of the Whole 
to-day I was making an address, and the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] and some other of my Democratic friends 
thought when I refer to the lower animals not changing their 
minds I had a personal reference to some of them. I desire to 
disclaim any such intention. paeeNesT 

Mr. COX. It was not necessary to disclaim it. 

The SPEAKER. In accordance with unanimous consent, the 
House now stands in recess until 8 o’clock this evening for debate 
only on the pending bill. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 17 minutes p. m.) the House took 
@ recess until 8 o’clock. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order by the 
Clerk, who read the following communication: 


SPEAKER'S Room, House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., February 8,1896. 
Hon. ALEXANDER McDOWELL, Clerk; ‘ 


Thereby appoint Mr. JouHnson of North Dakota as Speaker pro tempore for 


the evening session. 
T. B. REED, Speaker. 


Thereupon the House, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the 
coin redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of 
indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue, with Mr. 
JOHNSON of North Dakota in the chair as Speaker ~ tempore. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, I will read a bill which I pro- 
pose to offer as a substitute for the measure now pending before 
the House. It is as follows: 


A bill for the coinage of silver dollars, restricted a the law of supply 
on guanne. o-_ to maintain the parity of gold an ver without loss to 
e Government. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House o tatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That it shall be lawful for the owner of any 
silver bullion of standard purity and fineness produced from any mines in 
the United States to deposit the same atany of the mints of the United States 
and receive therefor its market value on the day of deposit in standard silver 
dollars of the United States, and sufficient amount of said bullion shall be 
coined for this purpose as provided in the act of July 19, 1887. The Secretary 
of the Treasury shall fix each day the market price of silver bullion, basing 
it on the market price thereof on the next es day in the American 
market, and he shall not be uired to receive or have on hand for coinage. 
under the provisions of this act, more than 25,000,000 ounces of silver bullion 
at any one time. The Secretary of the Treasury shall also prescribe and en- 
force such rules and regulations as shall prevent Pprchets or coinage of any 
silver bullion not the product of the mines of the United States. 

Sgro. 2 That the Secretary of the Treasury, under such regulations as he 
may prescribe, is authorized and uired within one year to redeem or re- 

lace all the United States notes and Treasury notes of the denomination of 

land $ now outstanding with notes of not less denomination than $5, and the 
e ss _ notes thus received in the Treasury shall not be reissued, 
estroye 
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Sxc. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury, under the same regulation 
prescribed in section 2, is authorized and required within two years fro: 
approval of this act to redeem and replace the one and two dollar silve; 
tificates with silver certificates of not less denomination than $5, and th 
— 4 dollar certificates so replaced shall not be reissued, but shall b 
stroyed. 

Sec. 4. That in case the silver dollar at any time declines below its 
value and ceases to circulate at par the Secretary of the Treasury is the: 
thorized and directed to exchange gold for the said silver dollars on pres: 
tion until they shall again be current at their face or par value. An ) 
enable the Secretary of the Treasury to do this, he is hereby authorize .)\;| 
directed to sell such portion of the gain or seigniorage arising from cj: 
under this act as may be eae for this purpose. 

Sec. 5. That in case said silver dollars at any time fall below par, the ;\r 
chase and receipt of silver bullion at the mints and the coinage of silver 
lars shall cease, but whenever the silver dollars received by the Secreta 
the Treasury for gold shall have been by him again paid out and such cd: 
shall again be freely current at par, the coinage thereof shall be resuny 
hereinbetore provided for. . 

Suc. 6. That no silver dollars coined under the provisions of this act s}\,)}] 
be receivable for deposit under the third section of the act of February 2s 
1878, and no certificates shall be issued therefor. 

Sxc. 7. That asum sufficient to carry out the provisions of this act is he: 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri 

oe That this act shall take effect thirty days from and after its 
proval. 


Mr. Speaker, I did not arise with the design of making a speech 
upon this subject at the present time, but to offer the bill I have 
just read as a substitute for the one now pending before the House 
(the concurrent resolution of the Senate). I will say, howeyer, 
that there is a general demand all over the country, regardless of 
pare lines, for a wider use of silver, and also for a safe use of the 
metal, 

This bill is framed to meet the law of supply and demand, to 
give to the people of the United States all the silver that they may 
be able to use, without putting gold at a premium or permitti: 
silver to fall below par. It is designed to make a much larger use 


of coin and not to lessen the paper money now in existence. | 
view it, Mr. Speaker, as perfectly safe along all these lines. 
I believe that if the free coinage of silver can be attained and the 


parity of the two metals maintained, it can be accomplished within 
the prescribed limits of this bill. It has not yet been shown by 
anyone that this nation could maintain the free coinage of silver 
while twelve or thirteen of the principal nations of the world are 
upon a gold basis or a limited coinage of silver. 

It must he remembered if free coinage were adopted by this 
nation and gold should go toa premium, which it is believed would 
be the result, that the $500,000,000 of .gold in the United States 


would at once cease to circulate or be used as money; consequently 
the volume of money would be lessened thisamount. This would 
reduce our coin more than one-half, and it could only be replaced 
= coining and putting into use the vast sum of $500,000,0U0 in 
silver. 


I am in favor of international bimetallism. The principal na- 
tions can, and the principal nations should, maintain the parity 


of the two metals; and this nation should not cease to work along 
this line until this objectis attained. Itwasa mostserious move 
ment for the European nations to join in cutting the measure of 


values in two. 

Mr. Speaker, I will state that I consider the demonetizing of sil- 
ver by England and by European nations a crime. Gold and 
silver have been considered and used as money from the dawn of 
history until the present time. We find the impress of each in- 
scribed on rocks and rolls, upon papyrus, parchment, and paper 
upon everything that has been used to mark values or to make | 
ords. Abraham came up out of Egypt rich in cattle and in 
and silver. The golden sun and the silver moon have been us 
in all ages as symbols of the two metals. I should like to see x 
and silver, like these two great orbs of day and night, go onand on, 
circling the world, ministering to the woes and wants and hay} 
ness of man forever. 

Mr. YOAKUM. Mr. Speaker, the Democracy and silver have 
run together from the foundation of our Government, and there 
exists no reason for their divorcement, and in 1896 the great battle 
will be fought for the rehabilitation of thismoney. The agitation 
might as well be precipitated, so that the sentiments, hopes, and 
aspirations of the people may crystallize and be thoroughly 1c: 
flected in the delegations and conventions that will be assembled 
this year. The patriotic and intelligent citizen knows that he 
must take an active part in all measures that affect our material 

rosperity; and we think that if the European control of our 
imances secures another lease of power in 1896 their domination 
will be permanent and silver money as an issue will be dead {vr 
at least a century. 

At each recurring Presidential contest we are assured that inte: 
national cooperation will be secured by a conservative declaration 
on silver by the American Government, and in the interest of t! 
integrity of the Democracy we have been induced to accept a plan 
in our platform that is of dubious meaning. But we have now 
reached a juncture in our history when we must establish a fina 
cial system that is purely American, that does not require the 
sympathy, cooperation, or consultation with foreign powers; « 
system that recognizes gold and silver as the money of ultimate 
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ent. I have no more confidence in an international arrange- 
ment than in an interplanetary arrangement. I would as soon 

t the sun and moon to come down and confer with the earth 
about the quantity of heat the sun should emit in summer season 
as that the gold-standard countries should agree with the United 
States as to the relative value of gold and silver, and this in spite 
of the recent declarations of the German Reichstag and the Brit- 
ish Parliament professing friendliness to an international finan- 
cial conference. 

To this end we must all toe the mark and answer roll call. No 
theory must stand in the way, and when we put it in our platforms, 
and preach it from the housetops, and place it on our foreheads, 
and write it on our wristlets, and the Democratic press and Dem- 
ocratic leaders speak but one language, we will form such a con- 
centration of forces that we will strike monometallism with such 
cyclonic power that we will drive it before us ‘‘ like leaves before 
an angry wind.” And if the people of this generation are to see 
silver remonetized it will not be through the efforts of any fiatists, 
or irredeemable paper money element, or by the advocates of the 
railroad ownership, or the subtreasury friends, as the good sense 
of the poople revolt against such high-handed and revolutionary 
measures. The rank and file of the American voters are restless 
and dissatisfied with the action of the Fifty-third Congress on the 
monetary issue, and while they are ready and willing to aid and 
assist any movement inside or outside of party lines that will re- 
store silver, they are not willing to lend countenance to any of the 
above measures advocated by the Populists that they suspect might 
subvert any fundamental principle of the American Government 
or impair its efficiency. 

While the masses are restless, they are patriotic; while they want 
to repair, they will not impair; and I challenge any man’s devo- 
tion to our great country who advocates anarchy or revolution as 
a means of adjusting the present troubles that have gathered 
around us, for no man is entitled to respect who will question the 
ability of our people to compose our differences on finance through 
the ordinary instrumentalities of civil government. Theincurring 
of the great bonded indebtedness is unfortunate for us, as a great 
many people will rush to the conclusion that the Democracy in- 
dorsed it; but nothing is so fallacious. The bonds are issued to 
maintain the gold reserve, a policy which grew up in the Treasury 
Department during the Administration of the Republican party. 

he reserve does not exist by virtue of any statute; if so, we 
might have repealedit. Itisonly kept up as an earnest of our good 
faith toward our creditors who hold our interest and noninterest 
bearing obligations. 
be held at $100,000,000; not that it represents our fund to redeem 
our debts, for it exceeds that amount at $10 to $1. The gold re- 
serve ought never to have been established; but as it is said to rep- 
resent our debts, we silver men insist that these debts were con- 
tracted at a period when silver as well as gold was a standard of 
value, and hence the outstanding obligations ought to be paid off 
in gold and silver in proportion to the quantity of the money the 
Treasurer may have. If such a policy should prevail, one-half of 
our greenbacks presented for redemption would be redeemed in sil- 
ver, and the gold reserve would not have to be replenished in a half 
century, and the good faith and integrity of the Government could 
not be questioned, because we would be paying our debts in law- 
ful money and hence according to contract. 

But we are told that this course would affect our credit abroad. 
In answer to this we ask, who is it that depletes our Treasury and 
renders a bond issue necessary? Isit the man abroad? No, sir; 
it is the speculator in Wall street that carries the greenback and 
Sherman note to the Treasury and demands the gold for them; and 
why? Because the paper is not good? No, sir. Is it because the 

old is leaving the country and the country is growing panicky? 
o,sir. Then why? Because, sir, he wants the obligations of our 
Government to draw interest in bonds; whereas if they were 
paid in gold and silver he could not force a bond issue, as the 
quantity of money would be sufficient to pay off these notes and 
not reduce the reserve to low-water mark. Who is it that can 
complain of the greenbacks, the favorite money, as Lincoln once 
said of the “plain people”? As long as this money is used strictly 
for the pu of money, that is, merely as a medium of ex- 
change, as it is by the humble artisan, mechanic, and farmer of 
the South and West, there will be no panicky symptoms and no 

depletion of the reserve and consequent issue of bonds. 
0 is it that conjures us to sustain our nation’s credit? Sir, 


ment of greenbacks for redemption, and a change in our currency 
system is not as essential to our integrity as a mere change in the 
reasury Department. How long shall we be mocked by such 
a makeshift and such a scheme of robbery? Rothschild, who stood 
behind Germany and dictated the extortion from France of $1,000,- 
000,000 in gold, who has a mortgage on every European throne, 
taken charge of our financial affairs and makes eight millions 

in the first deal. Outof nine subtreasuries, from the 14th of Jan- 
wary to February 1, 1895, inclusive, there was drawn the sum of 


The reserve, according to the custom, should | 
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$37,972,140, and from the New York subtreasury alone $36,591,905, 
thus substantiating that our Treasury is being depleted and the 
financial panic precipitated by the money speculators. 

Those who live under a mantle of wealth keep us excited by the 
war cry of ‘‘ National honor, national credit,” etc., which, it is said, 
can not be maintained except by securing the smiles of the for- 
eign money lenders, who seem to be the guardians of our honor 
and credit. One thousand persons in Europe to-day hold obliga- 
tions against our people aggregating $13,000,000,000, and hence 
hold over 70,000,000 people, with $60,000,000,000 of wealth, in cus- 
tody. Why, sir, if war should shed its somber shadow over our 
Union and threaten its dismemberment, would we consult our for- 
eign creditors; wouid we await the convocation of the chamber of 
commerce or the meeting of national bankers? No,sir; we would 
lean upon the true source of political power, the host of plain peo- 
ple, who ought to be heard in peace as well as relied on in war. 
Their interest is our interest, and we can not afford to disregard 
them. 

The debt of the nation is thirty-nine billions, of which the foreign 
debt is eleven billions, and at 5 per cent interest exacts from us five 
hundred millions annually—more than all the gold in the Union. 
How will we pay it? We propose the free and unlimited coinage 
of gold and silver, which will give us one hundred and thirty-two 
millions annually, thus stimulating our industries and giving 
employment to our idle forces and increasing our productions 
oan maybe turn the balance of tradein our favor, enabling our 
trade to settle off our foreign-held debt, and thus contract our 
debts instead of our currency, and place wages and products of 
labor upon equality with securities wherever held. 

For thirty years we have legislated in the interest of securities 
and creditors instead of debtors, and every plan proposed or en- 
acted has sunk our people deeper into the quagmire of discontent, 
until we have reached the juncture where there must be framed 
a law for the home builder and wealth producer. Thisis our duty 
as the representatives of the people—to secure them comfort and 
protect them against the exacting demand of the gold speculator, 
Stop the creation of debt and all the world will say that America 
is the home of the purest, the truest, and the best people of earth. 

If I were managing the Morgan-Belmont syndicate, I would bid 
for the one hundred million bonds offered for sale by Secretary 
Carlisle, and I would lay the law down to him, and force him to 
accept my bid, and I would not offer but one-half as much as the com- 
mon herd, either. Yes, sir; I would talk very plain to the Secretary 
of this United States Government, andif he rejected my bids I 
would go down next day and extract every gold dollar out of the 
reserve with paper money and force another sale, or drive this help- 
less Government to a silver basis. This procedure is very simple, 
but it is feasible, and why Morgan & Co. do not do it is because of 
the charity and indulgence toward a helpless object, and how long 
they will continue their kindness is conjectural. The fact is, they 
intended to clean us up last year, but the President and Secretary 
Carlisle entered into a contract, by the fifth provision of which the 
syndicate was to help us hold up our financial system. Let me 
read it: 

Fifth. In consideration of the purchase of such coin, the parties of the sec- 
ond part, and their associates hereunder, assume and will bear all the expense 
and inevitable loss of bringing gold from Europe hereunder; and, as far as 
lies in their power, will exert all financial influence and will make all legiti- 
mate efforts to protect the Treasury of the United States against the with- 
drawals of gold pending the complete performance of this contract 

In witness whereof the parties hereto have hereunto set their hands in five 
parts this 8th day of February, 1895. 

> J. G. CARLISLE, 
Secretary of the Tre asury. 
AUGUST BELMONT & CO., 
On behalf of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & Sons, London, and themselves, 


J. P. MORGAN & CO., 
On behalf of Messrs. J. S. Morgan & Co., London, and themselves, 








Attest: , 
W. E. Curtis. 
FRANCIS LYNDE STETSON. 


When this contract was complete, November, 1895, the reserve 
began to sink, until to-day it is only $45,000,000, and this would 
have been gone had it not been checked by an offer to sell $100,- 
000,000 of bonds, double the amount before. 

What a humiliating spectacle to a great and powerful people, to 
place ourselves in the grasp of a monster that will not spare us, 
and when we demand the recognition of silver, so as to aid gold 


| in the payment of our obligations, and thus stop the depletion of 
7 | the reserve and issue of bonds, we are told the honor and credit of 
it is the very men who are depleting our Treasury by the present- | 





our country demand that we shall be impoverished and robbed by 
the money grabbers and speculators, and that we must not inter- 
fere with the pleasure of these cormorants as a matter of honor. 
The passage of the Senate substitute will do what? It willrecog- 
nize silver as money, and thus increase the volume of the money 
with which to liquidate all our obligations. This itself would for- 
ever stop the sale of bonds and break the endless chain that is 
auaheail 7 crushing out the last vestige of love of country we are 
camenaiel of. The only hope of giving satisfaction to the people is 
to increase the volume of money and stop the issuance of bonds. 











There is no way to avoid the issuance of bonds as long as we con- 
tinue the payment of our debts exclusively in gold. The specu- 
lator has conceived the plan of forcing bond issues. We need the 
spirit of Daniel Manning, Secretary of the Treasury in the first 
Administration of Cleveland. We all remember the effort made 
by the bankers of New York when they threatened to throw this 
Government into a panic. He stood in their midst and talked 
like — nspired man, and he was inspired by a love for his country. 
He said: 

GenTLEMEN: The Treasury is willing to furnish gold for any legitimate de- 
mand, but if you attempt to draw upon the Treasury gold after to-day as you 
are now doing, for hoarding or speculation, I shall adopt an effective remedy 
for the protection of the Government's reserve. We her a cash balance of 
over $150.000,000. Not one of you doubts for a moment the ability and purpose 
of the Government to maintain aposte payment. Butif you continue to with- 
draw gold I shall at once order that you id 10 per cent in silver coin the 
firat day, the second day you will be paid 20 per ceut in silver, and the third 
day 380 per cent, and so on until one-half is paid you in silver. 

“ But,” exclaimed the astonished bankers, * this is in violation of the implied 
obligation that the Government will pay in gold.” 

* Make no mistake about that, gentlemen,” replied Mr. Manning, “the 
law says ‘ coin,’ and the ry will exercise its undoubted prerogative.” 

Since then we have surrendered to these fellows, and when they 
cry panic the bonds are issued to strengthen the public credit and 
inspire confidence in the ranks of the conscienceless speculators. A 
short notice, signed by Mr. Carlisle, that a percentage of the green- 
backs would be paid in silver will settle tae symptom of panics, and 
the greenbacks will circulate as money, the banker and speculator 
will then use them as a means of exchange of property as the 
humble mechanic and farmer and other classes do, instead of using 
them as a means of exhausting the Treasury of its gold money. 

We have four remedies prescribed for the situation, and all con- 
cede the evil of the present system, which has been denominated 
by President Cleveland the endless chain. The vice of this chain 
is that every link in it is made of gold, whereas it ought to be 
alternatively silver. But we say we have four remedies. 

First. The President proposes one great issue of bonds to absorb 
a paper money. He no following of any moment on that 

eory. 

Second. The Republicans advocate the issue of bonds at a lower 
rate of interest, and increase of tariff, and a payment of public 
debts in gold. , 

. Third. The free-silver men concur in this bill passed by the 
enate. 

Fourth. The Populist element believe we ought to issue an irre- 
deemable paper money and te debts in that money. 

The Republican theory is that by a high protective tariff the 
balance of trade will be turned in our favor and thus stop the 
export of gold. The history on this question militates against 
their theory. In 1893, when we had three years of McKinley pro- 
tection, which gave the highest rates in the history of the world, 
the gold reserve ran lower than at any period in fourteen years, 
and, in fact, for the first time,in that period it was thought nec- 
essary to issue bonds to protect the reserve, and the piates were 

repared and the following official order was issued by a Repub- 

ican Secretary of the Treasury: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. OFFICER OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 20, 1893. 

Sir: You are hereby authorized and directed to prepare designs for the 

8 per cent bonds provided in sa Senate amendment to the sundry civil bilinow 


paces. The denominations which should first receive attention are $100 
and $1,000 of the coupon bonds and $100, $1,000, and $10,000 of the registered 
nas. 


This authority is given in advance of the enactment, in view of pressing 
contingencies, and you are directed to hasten the preparation of the designs 
and plates in every possible manner. 

I inclose a memorandum for your guidance in preparing the script for the 


body of the bond. 
tfully, yours, CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 


To the Cater or THe BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 


This ought to satisfy any reasonable mind that the high tariff 
will not protect the gold reserve and prevent the issue of bonds. 
Just at this time the Democracy came into power and fell heir to 
the condition that was forcing the Republicans to a bond issue, 
and as no change in the nethete of payment was made, the result 
was the Democracy had to shoulder the responsibility of the act. 

Then we turn to the Populist and we see they demand a 
paper money without basis on any coin or thing of value; that is, 
an irredeemable paper money—an unknown currency to America. 

While the people are restless and dissatisfied, and are seeking 
the reinstatement of a system of pure bimetallism, which is the 
a of the metals at the mints, they are not oblivious to 
the fact that the Populist party is uncompromisingly in favor of 
the’issue of scientific or inconvertible paper money, which, if a 
true theory of finance, supersedes the necessity of er coin- 
age of either gold or silver. The truth is, the advocacy of an 
irredeemable paper issue and a metallic money of either gold or 
silver is the merest nonsense in the eyes of enlightened people or 
the veriest tyro in financial 1 ing. 


The only reason anyone can give for advocating the coinage of 
_ gold and silver is because of the inadequacy in the amount of gold 
supply to farnish a medium of exchenge ter the 


the business of 
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porate. If there was a sufficiency of goid [ would not favor the 
urther coinage of silver, for it is the volume of money we are 
working for. If the Populist idea of money is correct, that the 
paper with the stamp of the Government on it will make it good 
money, they ought not to urge the further coinage of either metal, 
because we could under that theory issue as much paper money 
as the business of the country demands. 

Now, if you believe the Populist paper money theory, we would 
have enough paper money to furnish the business wand amedium 
of exchange, and no reason could be further urged infavor of gold 
and silver. We might believe in gold and silver and paper based 
on the two metals, but there would be a glaring inconsistency in 
one advocating gold and silver and paper money, if the latter is 
good without redeemability. Noman can conscientiously believe 
in the intrinsic value theory and also in the fiat theory, and tho 
Populist when he becomes thoroughly honest will scout and scorn 
your gold and silver as money, because they are based on the in- 
trinsic valueidea. Ifthe Populist fiat doctrine be good, intrinsic 
value in money is useless; but if the intrinsic value theory be cor- 
rect, fiat money is worthless, ifnot foolish. How aman can advo- 
cate either theory is plausible, but how he can advocate both doc- 
trines and be consistent I can not conceive. 

Then, again, it is very properly suggested that such a character 
of money is not authorized by our Constitution. -’ It only author- 
izes us to coin money and regulate its value. The Populists 
claim we have the power to make money and create its value. 
They claim, however, that the Supreme Court has upheld an irre- 
deemable paper money. If the Supreme Court of the United 
States has ever decided that inconvertible paper is money, and 
that an act of Congress making it a legal tender is constitutional, 
then we will admit that the Populist idea is correct, and we stop 
to assert that such a r was never issued by an act of Congress 
and hence was never before the Supreme Court for determination. 
The only decision ever rendered by them was one in which they 
sustained the constitutionality of the legal-tender acts, which pro- 
vided for the issuance of the greenbacks, which were a promise to 
pay by the Government and which were paid in coin. 

udge Strong, in rendering that decision, in volume 20, page 313, 
of United States Reports, says: 

The legal-tend.- acts do not attempt to make pose a standard of value. 
We do not rest their validity u the assertion that their emission is coin 
age, or axiy regulation of the value of money; nor do we assert that Congress 
may make anything which has no value money. t we do assert is that 

has power to enact that the Government promises to pay money 


Co: 
shall be for the time being equivalent in value to the representative of value, 
determined by the coinage acts, or to multiples thereof. 


This decision, which is very lengthy, was carefully drawn, so 
that the court would not lead any student into the false concep- 
tion that Congress could, under any provision of the Constitution, 
impart value to an otherwise valueless material by simply iim- 
pressing thereon the stamp of the Government. But for fear that 
some one should draw imp conclusions from the language 
used, that could make money out of paper or anything 
else without regard to its intrinsic value, Justice Strong said: 


It is, then, a mistake to regard the legal-tender act as either ang s stan- 
dard of value or regulating money values, or making that money which has 
no intrinsic value. 


Mr.TALBERT. Mr.Speaker, notwithstanding my views on this 
uestion have several times already been expressed and sent out to 
the people, I feel constrained on this occasion, in their behalf, to 
n place myself on record, both by my voice and by my vote in 
favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 
1; therefore I shall heartily support and vote for the substitute for 
the House bill as sent from the Senate, which means the opening 
of the mints of the United States to silver and relief to the people; 
and there has been so much said that my mind, in thinking o! 
this much discussed subject, reverts to the old negro preacher 
who was addressing his flock with great earnestness on the sub- 
ject of ‘‘ Miracles,” as follows: ‘‘ My beloved friends and brethren, 
de greatest of all miracles was "bout de loaves and de fishes. Dey 
was 5,000 loaves and 2,000 fishes, and de twelve ’postles had to eat 
‘em all. Now de miracle is dat dey didn’t bust.” [Laughter. | 
Now the people, Mr. Speaker, have been stuffed on this subject for 
the last t weeks; or, I might say, for the last few years with 
silver speeches, and the great wonder is that they haven’t ‘ busted.” 
[ Laughter. ] 
The subject under discussion has taken a very wide range in 
this House, embracing almost every other subject in the catalogue 
of political economy. 

. Speaker, even secession has been lugged into the debate by 
certain parties on this floor in order to direct attention from the 
real issue. But however much gentlemen may desire to dodge the 
issue it can not be done, for at last the whole matter reduces itself 
to this simple, single question, Will this House rehabilitate silver, 

*s money, W was stricken down and demonetized by 
the y hand of the gold monometallist assassin in 1873, the 
greatest crime of the nineteenth century against the people, or 
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will its members shrink back like cowards and fail to do their 
duty to those whom they claim to represent here? ; 
This, Mr. Speaker, is the only real question now before this 

House; and while gentlemen have ranged all over the earth for 
argument against it, they have used mere sophistry and flapdoodle. 
They have tried tomystify and muddle the real issue, but it is only 
at last a simple question of common sense, and it is to be seen in 
the settlement of this question whether or not this House will 
show itself brave and courageous enough, as they have done at 
the other end of the Capitol, to give back to the American people 
the money of the country, which was substantially taken away in 
1873. Ye blatant advocates of a single gold standard may look at 
it as you willand mystify it as you please by your long and labored 
arguments, but the great question after all is simply one of money. 
All other issues to-day shrink into utter insignificance when com- 
pared to the great overshadowing influence of the financial ques- 
tion of this grand nation of ours. To-day it seems that the great 
money power, allied to corporate wealth, has a hold on the throats 
of the people, overruling and overriding their rights, controlling 

olitical conventions, manipulating party platforms, dictating 

tate and national legislation. and even invading the courts of the 
land, corrupting both judge and jury of State and nation. 

How plainly must the conviction be riveted upon the minds of 
all intelligent, thinking people that a despotism of corporate 
wealth has subverted our free democratic institutions. How 
plain it must seem to the casual observer that the premonitory 
symptoms of despotism are upon us and that we are fast hastening 
to a period when we will have a union of the purse and the sword, 
a combination more dangerous than that of church and state. 
Then, to put it even more plainly, the issue is, Shall the citizen or 
the dollar rule this country? Shall manhood or money make our 
laws? Shall we have a free Government or shall we be ruled by 
a moneyed aristocracy? On which side will you align yourselves? 
There is no middle ground. It is not and should not be made a 
partisan uestion, notwithstanding some members have brought 
into the discussion their partisanship. They should leave out all 
their bitterness and prejudices, quit calling each other names— 
for there is no argument in calling names—and look alone as one 
man to the present distressed condition of the es with the 
laudable a patriotic ambition and desire to give relief thereto 
both in deed and in name. It makes no difference whether you 
are a Democrat, a Republican, a Populist, or what not; this is 
your country and its people are your people, and what benefits it 
and them ought to be your pleasure and desire to do. 

Thencomesthe question more forcibly, Are you willing to doright 
by the great masses of the people of the United States (the labor- 
ing people), for 1 take it that we are all laborers in one sense or 
another; are you willing to align yourselves with the corporations, 
the money power, and the monopolists of the country? I dislike 
very much indeed tothink so. Then come to the relief of those 
toiling masses who are to-day, while 1 stand here and plead for 
them, in their far-off homes looking with anxious hearts to you to 
come to their rescue and take away from their throats the grasp- 
ing hand of their destroyer, and let them be able to pay their debts 
and to place bread on their tables and clothes on their backs. This 
much, gentlemen, they ask you to do, and this much you can do, 
at least to a very great extent, by giving them back their money 
by the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. 

Mr. COLSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. 

Mr. COLSON. I would ask the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, how near, in his opinion, would the remonetization, or rather 
the adoption of the bill before the House, bring the commercial 
ratio between gold and silver to the legal ratio of 16 to 1? 

Mr. TALBERT. Why, Mr. Speaker, in answer to that ques- 
tion, I will say that if silver were put back to the position it occu- 
pied before 1873 the natural law of supply and demand would reg- 
ulate the ratios, legaland commercial. Only give silver a chance 
and it will take care of itself as it was done of old. 

Mr. COLSON. Iask the gentleman how near the remonetiza- 
tion of silver would bring the legal ratio to the commercial ratio? 
I ask for information. 

Mr. TALBERT. As I have already said, if you give silver the 
same chance with gold, as it had from the time of Abraham down 
to 1873, the law of supply and demand would regulate it. The 
legal ratio and the commercial ratio fluctuated somewhat before 
the demonetization, but to such a small extent that business was 
not disturbed. But now, while the legal ratio is 16 to 1, the com- 
mercial ratio is 34 to1. They have gradually grown to their wide 
difference since 1873 because silver has been denied by law an 
= showing with gold, a very natural consequence. 

r. WANGER. I understand the gentleman to say, then, 
that silver at 16 to 1 of gold will circulate currently? 

_Mr. TALBERT. I think so, with maybe some slight fluctua- 
tions, first in favor of one and then the other; and, Mr. Speaker, 
why I think so is this: It did it for seventy years, on up to 1873; 
that is, sometimes one was more plentiful than the other, some- 


| in case silver is remonetized, which I hope it will be. The ratios 
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times one metal being used almost entirely; but the legal and the 
commercial ratios kept so near together as not to disturb busi- 
ness, and I see no conditions so much changed as to prevent it now 


legal and commercial, will be. reestablished proportionably with- 
out exact concurrent circulation, judging the future by the past. 

Now, I want to say right here and right at this time that all 
the evils predicted as following the restoration of silver to its 
original position, as due to the mintage laws, are based simply on 
prophecy and not upon precedents, for there is not one case going 
to show any of these evil consequences. We had none ot! 
evils when silver and gold had the same showing. 
precedent for it. 

A MemBer. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. TALBERT. Ido not wish to be in any manner discour- 
teous, but will say as my time is limited, I would“like to proceed 
without further interruption. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
lina declines to yield. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I know that the advocates 
of a gold standard are keen and shrewd, and make many ingenious 
and fine-spun arguments here on tuis floor to show that the gold 
standard should be preserved and that silver should be kept down; 
but, sir, I shall stand first, last. and all the time for the money of 
the people, the money of ‘‘ our daddies,” and more, the money 
of the Constitution—silver. 

It is truly astonishing to me to hear some of the speeches in this 
House against silver, coming from the ranks of those claiming to 
be Democrats. It seems to me to be clearly in violation of their 
own platform, in violation of the dictates of the Democratic party, 
and such a course on their part has caused the almost universal 
overthrow and complete wreck of the organization, and, if per- 
sisted in, will inevitably result inits entire disintegration. While 
this is a serious matter and one not to be made a source of levity, 
I can not help being amused at the turn the discussion has taken. 
One member will get up and say with wild gesticulation and great 
force, ‘‘ If silver is remonetized the country is ruined ”; another will 
grow eloquent and say, ‘‘If silver is not remonetized the country 
will go to destruction.” So here we are “ between the devil and 
the deep sea,” and this again brings to mind the old darky preacher 
of whom I have aiready spoken, who on another occasion was 
addressing his flock on the subject of ‘‘ The broad and the narrow 
ways,” and, warming up to his subject (and making a mistake), 
said: ‘*My bredren, dere’s but two roads for yon to trabbel; one 
leads to eternal damnation, and de udder one to hell and destrue- 
tion.” At this old brother Pompey, who was sitting near a door, 
made a break, and reaching for his hat exclaimed: *‘ Dat bein’ de 
ert dis darky takes to de bushes,” and away he went. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Now, gentlemen, whatshall wedo? Let usnot take tothe bushes. 
{Laughter.] Let us not dodge the issue, but let us come out like 
men, and men who are not afraid to back their judgment by ac- 
tion. Let us do that which is just and right to those whom we 
are sent here to represent. Let us do our duty though the heavens 
fall. [Applause. | , 

Men get up here and say that if we open the mints of the United 
States to the free and unlimited coinage of silver, the silver of the 
whole world will be dumped in here on us. Well, now, Mr. 
Speaker, if that be the case, justletthem dump. I am one of those 
who would like always to be at the dumping. [Laughter.| If 
they send their silver here to be coined, do you not suppose that 
they will exchange it for our produce—corn, wheat, oats, cotton, 
and many others? And in that way the prices of our products 
will be advanced, giving us just returns for what we produce, and 
putting into circulation that which we so much need, thereby 
enabling us to remove the iron heel of the monopolist from our 
necks. [Applause.] But I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this would 
not be the case, for, as the National Bimetallist has well said: 

Silver-standard countries are now taking substantially the whole of it, and 
the opening of our mints would in no way Yimit their requiren s. For the 
goods which they sell in Europe and America they must be paid, and paid in 
_ of the American bimetallists’ claim is that the people of the 
United States should have the right to the unrestricted use of both metals as 
money, and having the right the use will neces-arily follow in the best and 
most onrgsingeons way. If concurrent circulation be maintained and pd 
preserved, as bimetallists believe will be the case, well and good. Should our 
gold be exported, it will only be for value received, and the siiver which re- 
mains will perfectly perform the business of the country, just as it has done 
in time past and just as it is doing in silver-standard countries to-day. 


these 
rhere is no 


The gentleman from South Caro- 





The House bill as it passed and was sent to the Senate authorized 
the issuing of bonds and certificates of indebtedness; both of said 
features are objectionable, and I voted against both, for I am un- 
alterably opposed to issuing any interest-bearing obligations when 
notes can be issued without a cent of interest to the people. But 
since that time the bond feature has been eliminated, freon the fact 
that bonds have been issued under the old law to the tune of 
$100,000,000, thus making thesum of $262,000,000issued within the 
last two years by Cleveland, Carlisle, and company, whose only 
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retire greenbacks and Treasury notes, and, in the end, to make 
slaves of the American people, in order that they, with a few 
other money-mongers, may grow fat and beat ease. And all this, 
toc, in direct violation of the very letter of the law. Lamentable 
and sad state of affairs, yet true. However, some good has been 
done by the agitation of this bond-issuing business, as “‘ the powers 
that be” did finally advertise for a popular loan by inviting bids 
for the last bond issue from all ties and not making a secret 
deal, as before; thus, at least, shutting out the suspicion of pri- 
vate a at the expense of the public. Mr. Cleveland has 
said that ‘‘ public office is a public trust,” and in view of the fact 
of his having made use of this expression himself, it might have 
been well for him to have carried out the Biblical injunction 
which says ‘‘Avoid even the appearance of evil.” 

The gentlemhn who is the present Secretary of the Treasury 
has in the past been one of the most ardent advocates of silver. 
This is an extract from what he said in 1878 in expressing him- 
— about the demonetization of silver, and I have quoted him 

ore: 


According to my view of the wales, the conspiracy which seems to have 
been formed here and in Eur oO destroy by legislation and otherwise 
from three-sevenths to one-half of the metallic money of the world is the most 
gigantic crime of this or any other age. The consummation of such a scheme 
would ultimately entail more misery upon the human race than all the wars, 
pestilences, and famines that ever occurred in the history of the world. The 
absolute and instantaneous destruction of half of the movable property of 
the world, including horses, ships, railroads, and all other appliances for 
corrying on commerce, while it would be felt more so the moment, 
would not pretees anything like the distress and pam in tion of society 
that must inevitably result from the permanent tion of half of the 
metallic money of the world. 


These are extreme silver views. The author of them was afree- 
silver man ‘‘ with a vengeance”; but, like Saul of old, when he 
was aes Christians wherever he could find them, ‘‘ Yet 
breathing out threatenings and slaughter against the disciples” of 
gold monometallism, he Ppa ‘** and as he journeyed he came 
near” the great city; and suddenly there shined round about him a 
light from Wall street: And he fell to the earth, and heard a voice 
saying unto him, John G., John G., why persecutest thou me? 
And he said, Who art thou, Lord? and the answer came, I am 
Grover, King of those ‘‘ whom thou persecutest: itis hard for thee 
to kick against the pricks.” And he says: ‘‘ What wilt thou have 
me todo?” And Grover said unto him: ‘Go into the city, and it 
shall be told thee what thou must do.” Go ye and get Hoke, Her- 
bert, Morton & Co., and we will make for ourselves a golden calf. 
And so they have. And now they all worship together at the 
golden shrine. They were once on the right track, but the devil 
took them upon the high mount and showed them all his rich 
golden possessions, and said to them: All this will I give you, if 
you will fall down and worship me. And so they did. They, as 
well as many others, have been allured and enticed away from the 
people and the people’s money to gold and those who believe in 
ae money. 

And, Mr. Speaker, what caused this sudden and radical change? 
I will leave the answer for others to give, for it would be uncharit- 
able to say they get gold for it. Saul was converted from wrong 
to right, but these 7 were converted from right to wrong. 
Oh, the power of gold! 

The argument, if such it may be termed, of those who oppose 
this bill seems to me to be very weak, indeed. The gentleman 
from Maine [ Mr. Deena es traveled all over the world in quest 
of argument against the bill and, really, like the first dove sent out 
from the ark, he had to come back without finding dry ground on 
which to plant his foot, and brought a ‘‘ nback” notwithstand- 
ing the fact that he rehashed all the old stock ar, ents of the 

old bugs. He claims that if the mints are o in the United 

tates to free coinage of silver that we will driven to silver 
monometallism. Now, the gentleman must know that wecan never 
have monometallism of one metal unless the other is first demone- 
tized, and vice versa. 

Mr. Grosvenor of Ohio asksin his speech, ‘‘ Why do something 
for silver?” I would ask him, Why do so much for gold? Silver 
is the poor man’s money, and gold is the money of the rich. It 
does seem to me that this Government is determined to con- 
tinue to grind down the poor man between the upper and the 
nether millstone of want and usury until, in self-defense, he will 
be compelled to resort to some other means than an appeal to his 
representatives in Congress for relief. I hope, though, it will be 
given him without that necessity. 

have thought of the position of some of our Democratic friends 
who, like Carlisle, Cleveland, Smith, Morton, and company, have 

ne over to the worship of the golden calf, and would like to ask 
if they do not think they occupy very strange ground before the 
country? Gentlemen, why this change so suddenly? Those of 

ou who are present now and hear what I have to say would af- 
ord me great pleasure, and this House too, no doubt, if you would 
faver us with some of the reasons for these sudden changes of 
front. True, you aay say that the times and conditions have 
changed, hence your change; but in the face of conditions as they 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ambition seems to be to issue bonds, shoot ducks, destroy silver, 


FEBRUARY 8, 


— 


now exist, would it not be better to increase the means of living 
to the — by giving back to them the money of the poor—silver? 

Mr. JoHNSON of North Dakota said in his speech the other day 
that the farmer had gotten a better price for crops under the sin- 
gle standard than he did before. ow, let us see. In 1873, the 
year silver was demonetized, cotton was bringing 19g and 20 cents: 
and after that crime was committed in that year it went down 
to less than 15 cents, and it continued to go down gradually till it 
went below 5 cents, and it has not been very much higher since, 
only reaching 8 or 9 centsoccasionally. It isa fact that ever since 
silver was demonetized (1878) the prices of farm products have 
continued gradually to go down, following silver, which, by its 
demonetization, was reduced to a commodity, alongside of other 
commodities, itself gradually getting lower and lower. Now, if 
the demonetization of silver reduces the products of the farmers 
as silver goes down, then it is reason that the reverse must be true, 
that its remonetization will gradually put prices of these products 
up as silver goes > Now, Mr. Speaker, if this be true, and we 
believe it is, then the statement of the gentleman from North Da- 
kota, above referred to, is in error. 

Now, the above applies especially to cotton, but not only is it 
the case with cotton, but with all the products of the farm, thus 
showing that this ‘‘ crime,” as Carlisle called it, falls most heavily 
upon the farmers, and yet men, and Democrats at that, will have 
the effrontery to still advocate the continuation of this ‘‘ crime.” 

Mr. COLSON. If the gentleman will permit me, although he 
has refused to be interrupted, I would like to ask (forinformation) 
another question. 

Mr. TALBERT. I will yield for only one question. 

Mr. COLSON. You speak of the constantly falling prices of 
cotton and other farm products since 1873. Do you not think that 
the increased production caused this decrease in prices? 

Mr. TALBERT. No, sir. Because with this increase of pro- 
duction came also the increase of population, which naturally 
caused an increase of business and an increase of the demand for 
these products. The cry of overproduction, which we hear so 
much about, isa mere farce. It will not do. As longas there are 
as many people in the United States as there are who are naked 
for want of even cotton goods, this overproduction how] is the 
merest nonsense. 

Then, too, Mr. Speaker, we hear a great deal about ‘an honest 
dollar” (having reference to the gold dollar) and ‘“‘the 50-cent 
dollar” (having reference to the silver dollar, etc.) and many 
other such fraudulent expressions. I claim that one dollar with 
the United States Government’s stamp on it is just as good as 
another. For instance, four laboring men, A, B, C, and D, go to 
the merchant to buy potatoes, which are $2 per bushel; A, B, and 
C have each $1; A’s silver, B’s coppers, and C’s greenback. But 
D has a dollar in gold. A, B, and C buy their potatoes, and each 
get one-half bushel, and up steps D and says: ‘‘Mr. Merchant, 
you must give me a whole bushel for my dollar.” ‘* Why?” asks 
the merchant. ‘‘Oh, don’t you see, it’s a pretty little gold dol- 
lar!” ‘‘ That makes no difference,” says the merchant; ‘‘ it’s only 
a dollar after all.” So you see the silver dollar, the dollar of cop- 
pers, the greenback and the gold dollar all bought just the same; 
one was just as good as the other—the so-called 50-cent dollar 
was just as good as the gold dollar. ‘‘ But,” say the gold bugs, 
‘*that will do very well perhaps here at home among ourselves, 
but how about it when we have commercial and business dealings 
abroad with other countries? How about ‘our credit’ abroad?” 

Mr. Thomas May Thorpe answers this as follows: 


The pretended anxiety for our credit with a little handful of foreign bond 
holders is as real as the philanthropy of those good women who let their own 
children go in rags that they may make red flannel mufflers for the heathen 
in tropical Congo. 

Reestablish our commercial peat and we have the best guaranty for 
one and all of our obligations, —_ ic and private, domestic and foreign. If 
that will not satisfy Europe, then let Europe £3 unsatisfied. If I treat my 
guests as well as I treat myself and my family, I doall that courtesy requires 

Let us mind our own financial business an — request Europe to do 
the same. Oh, for one hour of American feeling! That is only one of the 
many prodons things that a “ gold basis’ forces us to throw into the bottom- 
less pit of the forum. 


I am sure, Mr. Speaker, that that must be the disposal our pres- 
ent Secretary of the Treasury has made of his American feelings 
and sentiments, as well as our Chief Magistrate; or else these 
European — demands upon our Treasury would cease to be 
gratified. ow long, oh, how long, gentlemen, will the vaults of 
our Treasury continue to be looted, robbed, and plundered of their 
gold reserve by the heeded demands of afew bloated bondholders’ 

ow long will our Secretary of the Treasury, in coalition with the 


highest official of the nation, continue to override the will and 


wishes of our people and openly and boldly violate the law of the 
land? I would that we had more Andrew Jacksons and Daniel 
Mannings. As someone has well said: 

If Carlisle would only obey the law as Manning did, and pay out silver at 
his option, and not the bankers’, etc., there would ensue “a great calm 


eet as when the Master spoke the all-sufficient word upon the stormy 
Sea of Galilee. 


While Secretary of the Treasury, during the time of a great 
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demand on the Treasury for gold coin redemption, Mr. Manning, 
we are told, went to the city of New York, and calling the gold 
raiders together, said to them: 

Gentlemen, the Treasury is willing to furnish gold for any legitimate de- 
mand, but if you attempt to draw upon the Treasury gold after to-day, as 
you are now doing, for hoarding or speculation, I shall adopt an effective 
yemedy for the protection of the Government's reserve. We have a cash 
balance of $150,000,000, and not one of you doubts for a moment the purpose 
and ability of the Government to maintain specie payments. _ But if you con- 
tinue to withdraw goid I shall at once order that you be paid 10 per cent in 
silver coin the first day; the second day you will be YS 20 per cent in silver; 
the third day, 30 per cent, and so on till one-half will be paid you in silver. 

‘* But,” exclaimed the astonished bankers, ‘this is in violation 
of the implied obligation that the Government will pay gold.” 

‘*Make no mistake about that,” replied Mr. Manning. “ The 
law says ‘coin,’ and the Treasury will exercise its undoubted 
prerogative.” = ; ; 

That ended the gold raiding. The Government won its point 
just as soon as the Secretary of the Treasury showed that he had 
a backbone. 

And it would win its point in the same way to-day. Manning's 
way was Jackson’s way, when that great Democrat said, ‘‘I take 
the responsibility,” and ordered the removal of the deposits from 
the United States Bank, telling the banking ring that if they 
wanted a panic they were at liberty to proceed with it. 

Mr. Speaker, I only wish that our President and Secretary of 
the Treasury now had the courage and backbone of old Jack- 
son and Manning, for our people have been robbed and plundered, 
imposed upon, and ground down by this as well as many other 
schemes and rascalities of those in power, acting in concert with 
the gold bugs, etc., till it has gotten to whereit hurts. The people 
feel it, and are crying out for relief and help, but our officials and 
the money power answer back, ‘‘ Bear it, it’s the best.” 

It reminds me, gentlemen, of the farmer and his little boy who 
had a bull pup they were training to catch hogs. The farmer 
would get down on his all fours and the little boy would set the 
puppy afterhim. So one day the old fellow got down and capered 
around likea pig, and the little boy turned the pup loose and said, 
“Sic him, sic him, pup”; and the pup ran up to the old man and 
caught him by the ear, and began to bite the old fellow pretty 
hard, and it began to hurt, and he commenced to squall, ‘* Take 
him off! Take him off! Ithurts! It hurts! Take him off!” And 
the little boy, standing a little way off enjoying the fun, ran up, 
and patting the old man on the back, said, ‘‘ Stand it, pappy! 
Stand it,pappy! Bear itif youcan. I knowit’s hellon you, but,” 
says he, ‘‘ it’s the very making of the dog.” 

So that is the answer that our national officials and the money 
power give the people when they cry out for relief from the pres- 
ent financial system of the country: ‘‘Stand it, stand it; bear it if 
you can. We know it’s hell on you, but it’s the very making 
of us.” 

But, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of this House, I want to give 
you warning right here and right now that the people have stood 
this about as long as they propose to, and you must give them 
relief or else they will leave you at home and send men here to 
the next Congress who will do something for them, and in my 
opinion, under the present circumstances, the best way to start is 
to vote for the bill now before this House, and give the country 
back its money—give them free coinage of silver at a ratio of 16 
to 1, and that will at least be one step in the right direction. 

As often said by others and by the press of the country, whatever 
may have been hoped by gold monometallists at the time of the first 
bond issue two years ago, it is now admitted that nothing of a per- 
manent nature can be gained by the sale of bonds for gold. Bor- 
rowing gold can no longer be regarded in any other light than a 
costly makeshift and at best than a means of temporarily post- 
poning suspension of gold payments. Such a state of affairs is 
eminently unsatisfactory. The necessity of borrowing gold is as 
annoying and unsatisfactory to gold theorists as the blind policy 
pursued by Mr. Cleveland that occasions it, is humiliating to the 
masses of our people. 

Also, for the difficulties that confront the Treasury, gold mono- 
metallists have but one panacea, a contraction of the currency. 
Gold Democrats and gold Republicans alike have but one remedy 
to suggest. As much as the remedy asked for by Mr. Cleveland 
and Mr. Carlisle and the remedy proposed by Mr. DinaLEy and 
Mr. SHERMAN and other gold Republicans differ in form, in sub- 
stance they are the same. The only difference between Messrs. 
Cleveland, Carlisle, and Hi, asrepresentative of gold Democrats, 
and Mr, Dine.ey and Mr. Reep and Mr. SHERMAN, as represent- 
ative of gold Republicans, is that the former openly urge the 
funding of the greenbacks and Treasury notes, the creation of an 
interest-bearing debt of $500,000,000, and the contraction of the 
currency to the gold basis, while the latter propose such legisla- 
tion as will attain the same end, but in a covert way. 

Then again, the Dingley bond bill passed by the House and the 
resolution presented S Mr. SHERMAN to the Senate are not 
avowedly measures of contraction, though the inevitable effect of 
enacting into law either the Dingley bond bill or the proposition 





advocated by Senator SHERMAN would be virtuaily to contract the 
currency by hoarding greenbacks and the Treasury notes issued 
under the Sherman Act in the Treasury, but are so drawn as to 
hide the effect, if not the purpose, of such legislation from the 
people, and thus quiet opposition. 

Like the recommendation urged by Mr. Cleveland, Mr. Carlisle, 
and other gold Democrats, the proposal of the gold Republicans, 
as set forth in the Dingley bond bill, contemplates the issue of 
bonds. Mr. Cleveland and Mr. Carlisle recommend the retire- 
ment of the greenbacks and the Treasury notes by directly, so far 
as possible, exchanging them for interest-bearing bonds. The 
proposal of the gold Republicans, on the other hand, is to sell 
bonds for gold, redeem the greenbacks and Treasury notes with 
this gold, and then virtually retire them by hoarding them in the 
Treasury. 

Of course it is true, as also stated, in the face of an opposition inthe 
party that they dare not ignore Mr. DINGLEY and the gold Repub- 
licans modified the bond bill by joining to the bill a declaratory 
clause to the effect that the greenbacks should not be canceled and 
retired, but when redeemed should be reissued and kept in cireu- 
lation. But greenbacks, when so redeemed, can only be put again 
in circulation by being paid out in the usual course of business to 
meet the expenses of the Government, and if the revenue is equal 
to the expenditures of the Government—and on the great impor- 
tance of raising such revenue Mr. DINGLEY and other gold Repub- 
licans laid much stress—there would be no possibility of paying 
out those notes and keeping them in circulation, but just to the 


| extent they were redeemed with borrowed gold they would of 


necessity be hoarded in the Treasury. That such was the expec- 
tation of Mr. DINGLEyY is apparent from the gist of his speech in 


| support of his revenue measure, in which he laid great stress on 


the fact that if during the past two years and a half the revenue 
had been equal to the expenditures of the Government—whereas 
there was a deficit of $130,000,000—the drain on the gold reserve 
would not have reached such alarming proportions, for, as he said, 
there would have been greenbacks and Treasury notes in the Treas- 
ury to an amount of $130,000,000 which are now in circulation 
and in the hands of those who may present them for redemption. 

Then it follows that the sale of bonds for gold by the Cleveland 
Administration has contracted the currency asitis. If there had 
been no deficit in the revenues, the currency would have been 
contracted to an amount equal to the quantity of gold received 
for the bonds, for, although the gold so received into the Treasury 
would no doubt have been paid out in redemption of greenbacks 
and Treasury notes, such notes would have been piled up in the 
Treasury in its place and thus withdrawn from circulation. 

Look at this! And, too, we are asked tosurrender the control 
over the measure of value to the banks, to place the producing 
classes at the mercy of speculating bank managers, and for what? 
Simply, if we can trust the assertions of the gold monometallists 
of a class that urged silver monometallism when they feared a de- 
preciation of gold as the result of the discovery of gold in Cali- 
fornia and Australia, and now urge gold monometallism, whose 
first and foremost tenet is that the dearest money is the best money, 
and who are contractionists on general principles, because the 
Treasury has no means of protecting its gold reserve. They tell 
us the Bank of England can control and check any export of gold 
if need be, and stop at any time a drain on its specie reserve sim- 
ply by raising the rate of discount. The United States Treasury, 
on the other hand, they tell us, has no real means of protecting its 
gold reserve. It does not discount commercial paper, therefore it 
can not raise the discount rate, and consequently it is powerless 
to check a drain on the gold reserve. 

Thus it seems from these and similar statements that Secretary 
Carlisle is bent on withdrawing from circulation outstanding 
Treasury notes and legal tenders. And he is succeeding, too. 
Last year the currency of the country was contracted almost to 
the extent of $50,000,000, and the process stillcontinues. But the 
contraction indicated by the statistics does not represent the 
whole operation. No gold and no greenbacks (both of them indi- 
cated as being in circulation) can be had for business purposes; 
and meantime the bank loans are being drawn in and diminished. 
Thus the sorely harassed American people more and more are 
denied the privilege of using the instruments with which they 
may conduct the business of making exchanges. Thus, while 
foolish theorists are insisting that we have too much currency, 
men who wish to collect debts or to meet their engagements or to 
carry forward enterprises which they have begun are unable to 
accomplish their purposes. Thus, while commerce is half para- 
lyzed, workmen are idle, and the prices of the products of labor 
are 50 per cent below the real value, our rulers are borrowing 
hundreds of millions of dollars and heaping up a mountain of 
debt upon a despairing people in a vain effort to maintain the 
British gold system. Is that system worth all this sacrifice, all 
this distress and embarrassment? And the end is not yet. We 
can not go on borrowing forever. We can not keep the gold sys- 
tem permanently by agreeing to pay out more gold than we take 
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in. One day or another collapse will come, and then the present 
suffering will appear like happiness in comparison with the misery 
that the people will then be calied upon to endure. 

Here is another fact statedand neverdemed. Last year the bank- 
ers who managed Mr. Cleveland’s little operation in gold pocketed, 
it is said, about $10,000,000 in profits. Now other bankers are 
arranging to perform a similar feat, with a promise of equal or 
greater advantage to themselves. What persons pay these vast 
profits and the hundreds of millions of debts which are thus im- 

wed upon thecountry? The wealth producers of the nation—the 

armers, the laborers, the common — What is the condition 
they find themselves in at a time when the professional manipula- 
tors of money are thus gorging themselves with spoils? Are the 
wealth producers prosperous? Are they by theirindustry turning 
out dollars as merrily and as bountifully as the financiers are turn- 
ing them in? By no means. The farmers are the worst sufferers. 
They must now give 2 bushels of wheat or2 poundsof cotton to pay 
the debt which, when it was contracted, could have been paid 
with 1 bushel of wheat or 1 pound of cotton. Everything like 
profit long ago disappeared; and while profits were vanishing the 
value of farm property has shrunken anywhere from 25 to 50 per 
cent. Never during the century were American farmers poorer 
or more despondent than they are to-day. As for the laborers, 
multitudes of them find themselves in midwinter without work or 
wages, while other multitudes are working only one-half the time. 
All of these men number millions, and all are watching sharply 
Mr. Cleveland’s negotiations with the bankers, whose pockets 
bulge with the profitsof lastyear. 'Themen who create the wealth 
see it passing into the on of the money lenders, while the 
producers toil practically without recompense, 

Now, here is a pertinent question, Is this a condition of things 
that is likely to —- a feeling of contentment in the minds of 
the masses? What are socialism and anarchy made of but the 
jealousy and hatred excited by undue rity on the one hand 
and undue misery and suffering on the other? Is not a strong 
stimulus —- to socialism when the men who produce get 
nothing, while nonproducers scoop in the whole product and 
_ fat? Are not anger and the impulse to violence even more 

ely to be excited w the discontented men know that the 
men who thus enrich themselves are the authors and defenders 
ar. or indirectly) of the destructive system which has been 

astened upon us? hile Mr. Cleveland and his followers have 
almost or quite wrecked the hopes of the masses of our people by 
their many nefarious schemes, the banking class here and in 
Europe has brought us into subjection to the British gold system 
in behalf of which these mountains of new debt are _— up. 
British gold monometallism has a havoc with the farm and 
with the public Treasury. With these destructive forces par- 
alyzed, all the land would have blessing, and the financiers would 
win only fair returns for their services. With these forces in 
operation, the land has blighting and blasting, but the financiers 
— their harvests by wagonloads. The system which permits 

hese things can not endure. They would hardly be tolerated in 
Russia. If free Americans continue to tolerate them they will 
demonstrate that liberty has been intrusted to unworthy hands. 

Now, as I have already said, the question is one of money, and 
the whole thing just resolves itself into this question: Shall we 
have a “gold standard,” dictated by creditor England and the 
creditor classes of America in the interest of the creditor classes 
of both countries and ruinous to productive industry in both, or 
shall we have a return to the bimetallic standard guaranteed by 
the Constitution that was wrongfully changed by the act of 1873? 

Then, in the language of the bimetallist, when the issue is thus 
poten the people will not be a deceived by abusive epi- 

hets and meaningless catch-phrases, but will see for themselves 
the true nature of the issue and that the toiling masses can have 
no prosperity under a system which is rapidly concentrating the 
entire wealth of the country into the hands of a pered few. 
Nothing but ambiguous phrases and vague declarations have 
heretofore prevented the restoration of bimetallism in the United 
States. They have been essentially the weapons of the money 
power, by which the people have been hoodwinked and induced to 
put men in office not in sympathy with their desires. Upon such 
an issue as Mr. Carlisle now presents, namely, between the gold 
standard and bimetallism, Mr. Cleveland could no more have been 
elected President of the United States than he could have been 
made Czar of Russia, which position, however, I think, he would 
have been very much better suited to fill than the one he now has. 
We welcome the issue. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, just a word in conclusion in defense of my 
State and my people in addition to what I said a few days ago. 
During this discussion some have seen fit to use the terms “ ty- 
rants,” ‘‘ anarchists,” ‘‘ communists,” etc., in reference to my State 
and my people. I want to say that American history is cient 
vindication of South Carolina, which shows that the blood of her 
sons has moistened the soil of every battlefield for liberty from 
Lexington and Bunker Hill to Yorktown, and from Chapultepec 
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to the City of Mexico. And it was the hardy sons of North and 
South Carolina who met and ne the bloody Tarleton at 
Kings Mountain, thus turning the tide in favor of American 
independence, then fast ebbing. Thus South Carolina has not))- 
ing in her past history of which to be ashamed, but much to be 
proud of, and to-day there is no place upon her soil for the 
foot of a tyrant, no atmosphere in which the anarchist can live 
and grow, and no congenial spirit with which the communist can 
move and associate, and her people stand ready to-day to meet the 
present issue like men, and there are too many Daniels there to 
worship idols, and, notwithstanding the decree o kingsand princes, 
they will be found bowing three times a day with faces turned 
toward the Jerusalem of their old-time Democracy ,worshiping the 
true and living God, the God of the whole aa and not the 
god of the chosen and select few, the “ golden calf.” [Applause | 

Mr. COLSON. Mr. Speaker, it has been stated upon this floor 
that this discussion is merely a dress parade, that the opinion «f 
no one will be changed by it, and that it serves only to give the 
members of this House an opportunity to go on record for their 
constituents. 

Tothisstatement initsentirety Icannot subscribe. I have been 
instructed by this debate, and I deprecate any effort made by the 
leaders on this side of the House to limit debate on so important 
a question as to preclude any member who desires to participate 
in the discussion from being heard. For this reason when, on yes- 
terday, the gentleman from Maine moved that the discussion close 
this evening, I objected to the proposition and insisted that the 
discussion be further extended. The framers of the Constitution 
of our count ——, and I think wisely, that the members of 
this branch of the Congress should be elected every two years by 
a direct vote of the people. This was to insure closeness of touch 
between the people and at least one branch of the lawmaking 
power. This House, as now composed, consists of 357 members, 
a majority of whom never served in any preceding Congress. 
Certainly, sir, these new members, of whom [ am one, coming as 
they do fresh from the people, know something at least of tho 
sentiments and conditions oe among the people. They 
have felt the pulsation of the masses, they have heard the heart 
throbs of the people, and therefore ought to be heard upon this 
or any measure affecting the public interests. 

The full attendance here this evening is evidence that the mem- 
bers of this committee feel an intense interest in the pending ques- 
tion, and if there is any relation between the interest shown and 
the solution of the question, the question will soon be solved. [ 
am not one of those who are denominated throughout the country 
**gold bugs,” neither am I of that class called ‘‘ silver lunatics” or 
“silver cranks.” Iam not an extremist. I think it is not right 
for those who differ upon this question to call each other names. 
Such a course does not hasten the solution of the question or in 
any way throw light upon it. We, as representatives of the 
American people, ought to be honest and fair in the discussion of 
this question. Weshould be open and frank, and if in the discus- 
sion of this question we learn something to modify our views we 
should acknowledge that fact, and act accordingly. By this rule 
I, for one, propose to be guided. Whatever will bring the greatest 
good to the greatest number should be done. 


He's true to God who's true to man; wherever wrong is done, 

To the humblest and the weakest, ‘neath the all beholding sun, 

That wrong is also done to us; and they are slaves most base, 

Whose love of right is for themselves, and not for all their race. 
—James Russel Lowell. 

Some time ago this House passed a bill and sent it to the Senate, 
and that body has returned it to us with every line eliminated, 
and has offered us as a substitute a measure which has no direct 
relation to it, providing for the free and unlimited coinage of sil- 
ver at a ratio of 16 to 1. I can not support this Senate measure 
any more than I could support the first section of the bill we sent 
to the Senate, and for which this is pro asasubstitute. In 
my remarks in the House when that bill was under consideration 
I stated my reasons for opposing that section, and by those reasons 
I continue to stand. Could I believe that if we eleet the meas- 
ure now under discussion silver and gold at the ratio provided 
would circulate concurrently in this country, I would not hesitate 
to give the measure m — 

Mr. TALBERT. ill the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. COLSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT, If the two metals did circulate concurrently 
for seventy years up to 1873, is there any reason why they should 
not do so again if silver were given the same chance? 

Mr. COLSON. If silver were given the same chance under 
similar conditions, I think it would come as near circulating con- 
currently with gold as it did in the period between 1792 and 1875, 
but I will say to the gentleman that between 1792, the date free 
and unlimited coinage of silver and gold at the ratio of 15 to 1 was 
provided for,and 1873, the time when the gentleman says silver 
was demonetized, there were periods when only one of the metallic 
dollars was in actual circulation as money. 

Mr. TALBERT, But they were both looked upon as money of 

















1896. 


— 


redemption, and if the silver circulated a little more freely at one 
time, or the gold at another, that did not make any difference. 

Mr. COLSON. Iam coming to the discussion of that point. I 
will remark here, however, that from 1792 to 1873 we had legally 
and nominally a double standard. Sometimes at the ratio of 15 
to 1, sometimes at a different ratio, but there were periods when, 
owing to the increase in the commercial value of the metal in one 
of the dollars above its face value, it ceased to circulate as money 
and was sold as a commodity, leaving only the cheaper dollar in 
circulation. 

Mr. TALBERT. That was very natural. 

Mr. COLSON. Certainly. Now, if you will eliminate the ques- 
tion of parity, if you will insure maintenance of parity, if you will 
make it possible for goldand silver to circulate concurrently, then 
I say to you I am in favor of both metals being used as primary 
or standard money at 16 to 1, or any reasonable ratio. 

Mr. TALBERT. I agree with the gentleman that stability is 
possibly of more importance than the ratio, which seems to be the 
point that he is making. — aie 

Mr. COLSON. There is only one objection to the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver, and that is the difficulty of maintaining 
the parity. ith that difficulty removed, there is no reason on 
earth why we should not have free and unlimited coinage of sil- 
ver in this country. I challenge any man to advance one good 
and valid argument, except the difficulty of maintaining the par- 
ity, against free and unlimited coinage of both gold and silver, 
and if you will solve that question—if_you will guarantee that 
the two metals will circulate concurrently—then I am willing and 
anxious to vote for the free and unlimited coinage of silver; and 
until that is done 1 very seriously doubt the wisdom of passing 
the pending measure. I agree with those who are clamoring for 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver that there is not enough 
money in this country. I agree with them that the amount of 
gold that we have is not sufficient to support the volume of cur- 
rency that this country needs. I am opposed to monometallism, 
either gold monometallism or silver monometallism. I am a bi- 


metallist, and I want to see the gold dollar and silver dollar go | 


hand in hand—cireulate side by side in this country. They say 
we are thrashing over old straw in the discussion of this ques- 
tion. 

Well, now, Mr. Speaker, this question of parity has been a 
question of public interest for many years. It was a question 
right at the organization of our mint in 1792; it has continued to 
have its influence throughout our whole history, and is attract- 
ing more attention to-day than ever before. If by rethrashing 
this straw we can get one golden grain, we ought to rethrash it. 
Iam willing to doit. If by any word I may utter, or anything I 
may do, I can relieve in the slightest degree the depression pre- 
vailing throughout the land, I shall feel repaid for the effort. If 
we can find the philosopher’s stone whose touch will heal the 
nation, if we can discover the instrument with which to pluck 
the thorns from the agonizing crown that rests upon the people’s 
— the consciousness of having done so will be ample re- 
ward, 

By the act of April 2, 1792, the free and unlimited coinage of sii- 
ver and gold at the ratio of 15 to 1 was provided for, but owing to 
the fact that the commercial ratio between silver and gold diverged 
from this legal ratio of 15 to 1, owing to the fact that gold became 
more valuable as compared to silver than 15 to 1, and therefore 
disappeared as money, ceasing to circulate as such, which resulted 
in a severe contraction of the currency, the Government, by the 
act of June 28, 1834, by reducing the amount of the gold in the 
gold coins, changed the legal ratio from 15 to 1 to 16 to 1, thereby 
hoping to keep gold in circulation. But by this act of June 28, 
1854, establishing the legal ratio of 16 to 1, silver was undervalued, 
with the result that it disappeared from circulation as gold reap- 
peared. Then, by the act of February 21, 1853, to prevent the 
undervalued silver coins from being gathered up and sold as bul- 
lion, the amount of silver in the silver half dollar, silver quarter 
and dime and half dime was reduced, and their legal-tender quality 
limited to $10. 

The silver dollar, which was not changed by this act of Febru- 


| fund to guarantee the redemption of the greenbacks. 


ary 21, 1853, still undervalued, disappeared almost entirely from | 


circulation, and did not reappear to any extent until five years 
after the act of February 12, 1873, or until the passage of the act 
of February 28, 1878, authorizing the purchase and coinage of not 
less than 2,000,000 nor more than 4,000,000 silver dollars per month. 
It may be well for me to add in this connection that there were 
only 8,031,238 silver dollars coined by the Government from April 
2, 1792, to February 12, 1873, and that there have been coined 419,- 
332,777 silver dollars since February 12, 1873. It is but fair to 
state, however, that prior to the act of February 12, 1873, silver 
coms were regarded as money of ultimate redemption, and that 
itis not so regarded by the officials of the Government at this 


This, Mr. Speaker, is the most important question before the 


to-day, second in interest to none. There is another ques- 
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tion to which it is related that has contributed to the depression 
prevailing throughout the land, and to which I must refer in the 
discussion of the causes that have brought about the present 
depressed condition of affairs. That is the tariff question, the 
merits of which I will not now undertake to discuss. It has, 
however, been thrust upon us in all its intensity by the present 
Democratic Administration. Until the election of Grover Cleve- 
land President of the United States and the election of the 
Fifty-third Congress in November, 1892, the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment were sufficient to meet its expenses, and it was not 
necessary to issue bonds of the Government, ostensibly in order 
to maintain the gold reserve in the Treasury, but really to meet 
a deficiency in the revenue. ; 

Never before in the history of the Government has it been nec- 
essary in time of peace to increase the bonded debt of the Govern- 
ment. Assoon asit was known that Grover Cleveland was elected 
President and that there was a Democratic Congress, just as soon 
as the business interests of the country realized that every branch 
of the Government would be placed under the control of the 
Democratic party, a season of distress came upon us, because it 
was known that the Democratic party would legislate upon the 
line of tariffreform. Whathas been the result? The Democratic 
party, installed into power and intoxicated by its own success, 
began to legislate, and the first thing it did was to wipe from the 
statute book the best tariff law we ever had in this country, the 
McKinley tariff law, which yielded ample revenue to meet the 
expenses of the Government and a comfortable surplus besides, 
and it enacted in lieu thereof another tariff measure, framed upon 
the line of tariff reform in most respects, with the result that 
the revenues of the Government fell off and were not sufficient by 
many millions per month to meet the ordinary expenses of the 
Government. 

In this connection I should like to have the Clerk read the fol- 
lowing table, showing the receipts and expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment per month from September, 1894, to January, 1896, in- 
clusive. 

‘Lhe Clerk read as follows: 


A TARIFF FOR REVENUE ONLY. 


The official record of the entire seventeen months of the Gorman tariff 
shows a deficiency of $74,164,296. The details are as follows 





Month. Receipts. Expenditures Defici’. 

1894. j | 
I, oi ha diecwene $22,621,228 | $30,323,018 $7,701,739 
i a eat 19, 139, 240 | 32, 713, 089 | 13, 573, 800 
MOVGMNG? ........- ecpnioanbiin 19,411, 408 | 28, 477, 188 | 0, 065, 785 
a ee eniaiee 21, 866, 136 | 27, 135, 460 5, 260, BA 

| } 

1895. | 
Nits incr el eatdaates 34, 523,447 | 6, 719, 047 
DIES aida coin ncncconteuwes 25, 696, 085 2, 807,973 
itn inate: Saat ouipeaunet 25, 716, 957 | 246, 382 
aspen ducwce «s 2, 900, 676 8, 742, 839 
id dascptiarnrtgvecdiceinadilaatiiva | 28, 558, 213 3, 286, 136 
CN inenisiicaniconinacinpmanniian 21, 633, O20 | 3, 92, 445 
July eaten anand 38, 548, 063 | 9, 478, 366 
a eile j Bz, 588, 184 3, 635, 488 
IIE, cietashats ieeted inion en | 24, 320, 481 3, 229, 196 
CO Se } 34, 508, 425 | 6,01, 677 
November........... 27, 1909, 283 | 1, 212, 780 
BIE Wnrcbidcncduneuemninenss | 25, 814, 317 474, 620 

1806. | 
SP Ga ahivdalcing eavnnbuidiaainis 29, 237, 670 | 2, 696, 830 3, 459, 1590 

ints visti coiedbgiadalanianhibiaoni 420, 325, 353 5h, 487, 650 74, 164, 206 


Mr. COLSON. We have here a deficiency in seventeen months 
under the Gorman tariff of $74,164,296. As a consequence of the 
insufficiency of revenue to meet the expenses of the Govern 
ment a raid was made upon the gold held in the Treasury as a 
That gold 
was taken to pay the ordinary expenses of the Government, which 
should have been met by revenues derived from customs duties 
and internal taxes. 3ut for the tariff legislation of the Dem- 


| ocratic party we would not have the intensely distressed condition 


which we have to-day to contend with. But it is here, and we 
must do the best we can to relieve the people. 

Mr. Speaker, the Republican party will settle this question; the 
Republican party is opposed to gold monometallism; the Repub- 
lican party is opposed to silver monometallism. It is in favor of 
bimetallism, and in this connection I should like to have the Clerk 
read from the platform of the Republican party adopted at Chicago 
in 1880. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It has raised the value of our paper currency from 38 per cent to the par of 


gold; it has restored, upon a solid basis, payment in coin of all national obli- 
gations, and has given us a currency absolutely good and equal in every part 
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of our extended country; it has lifted the credit of the nation from the point 
where 6 per cent bonds sold at 86 to that where 4 per cent bonds are eagerly 


sought at a premium. 

Mr. COLSON. That, Mr. Speaker, was the declaration of the 
Republican y in its platform adopted at Chicago in 1880. It 
referred to the course of that party upon the financial question in 
this country from the inauguration of Lincoln to 1880. It had 
been necessary in time of war for the Government to issue what 
were called the greenbacks, which were merely its notes. Owing 
to the fact that the life of the nation hung in the balance, those 
greenbacks or notes of the Government did not, when issued, 
circulate at par with gold or silver. But after the war was over, 
when the life of the nation had been preserved, the confidence of 
the people in the ability of the Government to redeem its paper 
in specie began to grow, and as the years rolled on and the wise 
administration of the Government by the Republican party pro- 
gressed, these greenbacks or notes of the Government continued 
to increase in value and to approach in value silver and gold. 

In 1875 the Republican party passed the resumption act, provid- 
that upon the ist of January, 1879, the Government should 
eem in specie any of these greenbacks presented at our Treas- 
ury. The Democratic party opposed this measure. It said that 
resumption could not take place; that the Government could not 
redeem the —_ in specie; that it could not resume specie 
payment. at party here in the Congress of the United States 
op to aman that measure providing for resumption. The 
1st day of January, 1879, arrived, and the confidence of the people 
of this country in the ability of this Government to resume — 
yments was so great that there was no rush at the doors of the 
easury of people clamoring for redemption of greenbacks in 
specie. Nobody wanted greenbacks redeemed in coin, because 
everyone felt satisfied that the Government could do it, and the 
eenbacks were preferable because less cumbersome. It was to 
his course of the Republican party, it was to this management 
of the Government finances, that the Republican per refers in 
its platform of 1880. I would like now to have the Clerk read 
from the Republican party platforms of 1884, 1888, and 1892. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

We have always recommended the best money known to the civilized 
world, and we urge that efforts should be made to unite all commercial na- 
tions in the establishment of an international standard which shall fix for all 
the relative value of gold and silver oupaye. 

The Republican party is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as 
money, and condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration in its 
efforts to demonetize silver. 

The American people, from tradition and interest, favor bimetallism, and 
the Republican party demands the use of both gold and silver as standard 
money, with such restrictions and under such provisions to be determined 
by legislation, as will secure the maintenance of the parity of values of the 
two metals so that the purchasing and debt-paying power of the dollar 
whether of silver, gold, or paper, shall be at all times equal. The interests o: 
the producers of the coun ys its farmers and its work en, demand that 
every dollar, paper or coin, issued by the Government shall be as as any 
other. We commend the wise and patriotic steps already taken by our Gov- 
ernment to secure an international conference to adopt such measures as will 
insure a parity of value between gold and silver for use as money through- 


out the world. 

Mr. COLSON. These, Mr. S$ er, are the declarations of the 
Republican party in its national conventions on this question, and 
I stand by them, that the Republican party favors bimetallism, pro- 
vided always that every dollar of our currency is as good as every 
other dollar. I recognize the fact, sir, and with those who 
seek the passage of this bill, that gold as measured by agricultural 
products has appreciated in value. I believe that, and I concede 
it. I believe that it is more difficult to discharge a dollar of obli- 

ation now than it wasin the past. I believe, on the other hand, 
that silver has depreciated, and I believe further that unfavorable 
legislation has contributed to this result. I believe that the legis- 
lation of the Governments of the world has contributed to enhance 
the value of gold and depreciate the value of silver, but I do not 
believe that it would be wise for this country alone to attempt to 
make silver and gold circulate concurrently at the ratio of 16 to1. 

If wecan secure the cooperation of some other nations I believe 
that it can be done. I am therefore op to this Government 
alone attempting to restore silver to its former position. I am in 
favor of what is termed international bimetallism. I am in favor 
of seeing silver restored to its rightful position by the nations of 
the earth acting in conjunction, and, sir, if the other nations 
of the earth now using the single gold standard can by — 
form of legislation by this country be forced to cooperate wit 
the Government of the United States in bringing about this desir- 
able result I will favor such legislation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


[Mr. WANGER addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


eien SNOVER. Iask unanimousconsent that the recess be now 
cen. 

There was no objection. 

The House accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) took 
a recess, according to previous order, until 10 o’clock and 80 min- 
utes a. m. Monday next. 


in 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit. 
ting a copy of a communication from the Director of the Mint 
relative to the amendment of the act of June 19, 1878, providing 
for the expenses of parting and refining bullion—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of preliminary examination of 
Wolf River, Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
and ordered to be printed. : 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Jonathan Buzzard against The United States—to the Committe 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, replying to the 
House resolution of February 4, 1896, in regard to the new post- 
office building at Wilmington, Del.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a communication from the United States assistant treasurer 
at ton, asking for additional employees in his office—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 

reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 


the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York, from the Committee on Inter- 


state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the Senate (S. 661) to amend section 2880 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, fixing time for vessels to unlade, reported 


the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 295); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 

Mr. CORLISS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. k. 
1413) for arelief vessel for the Fourth light-house district, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 20); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CORLISS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. Rk. 
1412) for a steam light vessel at Overfalls Shoal, New Jersey, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 297); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CORLISS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
836) to establish wind signal display stations at South Manitou 
Island, Lake Michigan, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 298); which said bill and report were 
se gg to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFTF, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2290) to provide 
for the time and place of holding the terms of the United States 
circuit and district courts in the State of South Dakota, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally re from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H.R. 
539) for the relief of Frank J. Burrows, late postmaster at Wi!- 
liamsport, Pa. aan No. 300.) . 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 2984) to place Francis A. Field, late captain, 
Eleventh United States Infantry, on the retired list of the United 
States Army. ot No. 301.) ( 

By Mr. CUR IS of New York, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs: The bill (H. R. 8852) to amend the record of William H. 
De Freest. (Report No. 302.) 

_ By Mr. KI ATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions: 

The bill (S. 249) granting a pension to Charles E. Jones. (Re 
port No. 308.) 

The bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Jonathan Scott. 
(Report No, 304.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
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The bill (H. R. 569) granting a pension to Sophia J. Hamilton, | 
widow of Charles 8S. Hamilton, major-general of volunteers. (Re- | 
port No, 305.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 5732) to amend 
section 5459 of the Revised Statutes, prescribing the punishment 
for mutilating United States coins and for uttering or passing or 
attempting to utter or pass such mutilated coins—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5733) for the relief 
of certain State militia who did service in the Federal Army in 
the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 5734) to repeal sections of the act 
of August 28, 1894, entitled “An act to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes”—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 5735) to provide for the hold- 
ing the circuit and district courts of the United States at Welch, 
in the district of West Virginia—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. MAHANY: A bill (H. R. 5736) to authorize the Light- 
House Board to proceed with the construction of the light-house 
and fog signal on North Manitou Island, Lake Michigan—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 5737) granting to the incor- | 
porated town of Onawa, in the State of Iowa, for public uses, a 
certain lake known as Blue Lake, situated near said town—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 5738) to authorize extension of | 
the lines of the Potomac Light and Power Company—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5739) extending relief to In- | 
dian citizens, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK (by request): A bill (H. R. 5790) to permit 
the Pintsch Compressing Company to lay pipes in certain streets 
ir the city of Washington—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A joint resolution (H. Res. 110) fora 
survey and estimate of the cost of removing Starve Island Reef, in 
Lake Erie—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A resolution (House Res. No. 160) to au- 
thorize the Committee on the District of Columbia to employ a 
stenographer and typewriter—to the Committee on Accounts. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as | 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 2410) to amend an act increasing the pension of | 
Marcus D. Box—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

The bill (H. R. 5326) to grant a pension to Sarah A. Blazer— | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the | 
Committee on Pensions. 

Petition and affidavit of Edmund P. Tierney in support of his 
application for a pension by special act of Congress—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Petition of Meta Coleman and others asking increase of the 
pension of Mrs. O. J. Clark, of Louisville, Ky.—Committee on 
Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

Petition of Anna V. Ingerton, widow of William H. Ingerton, 
late lieutenant-colonel Thirteenth Tennessee Cavalry, praying for | 
relief—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred | 
to the Committee on Claims. 


| 
PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. APSLEY: A bill (H. R.5740) authorizing the Secretary | 
of the Treasury to issue a duplicate bond to Benjamin March, 
guardian of Ruth March—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 5741) for the 
relief of Margaret Kennedy—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R.5742) for the benefit of John W. | 
ann y, late sheriff of Gallatin County, Ky.—to the Committee on 
aims. 
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By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R.5743) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Richard C. Tiner—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5744) to amend the muster rolls of Company 
B, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, so as to place thereon 
the name of William C, Armstrong—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H.R.5745) for the relief 
of Sarah E. B. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H.R. 5746) for the relief 
jamin F. Fox —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 5747) to pension Norman Sta- 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H.R.5748) for the relief of 
Mrs. I. J. Russell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.5749) granting a pension to James C. Cun- 


of Ben- 


| ningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5750) granting a pension to Joseph Crow, of 
Eldorado, Kans.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5751) for the relief of Perry Cottingham 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 5752) to increase pension of 
Harrison Moulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 5753) for the 
relief of William M. Bird, James F. Redding, Henry F. Welch, 
and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 5754) granting a pension to 
Lavinia H. Gachet, widow of James E. Gachet—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


to 


By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 5755) increasing the pension 
of Charles D. Miller, of Company D, Capt. W. H. Rodgers, 
Howell’s Battalion Missouri Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 5756) tocorrect the military record 
of Samuel Steinman, of Scottdale, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 5757) to remove the sentence of 

| court-martial from the military record of Thomas J. Sutton—to 


| the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5758) to remove the charge of desertion from 


| the naval record of Horace G. Reed—to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 
By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R.5759) for the relief of Evan 


| Henry, of Clark County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R.5760) for relief of Andrew Howard, sr., of 
Magoffin County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.5761)for the relief of Arch Huffman 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5762) removing the charge of desertion from 
the record of James IF. Prewitt—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5763) for the relief of John M. Fidler 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 5764) granting a pension to Eliz- 
abeth A. Marthon—to the Committee on Pensions. 


to the 


to the 


By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 5765) to muster out of service 
James Canada—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5766) to remove charge of desertion against W. 


T. Akridge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5767) to remove charge of desertion 
James Braden—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5768) to remove charge of desertion aguinst 
Benjamin A. Helm—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5769) to remove charge of desertion against 
John A. Bishop—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 5770) to amend the record of 
Frederick Steuart, alias H. H. Sanborn-—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5771) to amend the record of William Du- 
mond—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5772) to grant pay for services, clothing, and 
commutation to James Pierson, alias James Pollock—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 5773) for the relief of Al- 
bert E. Redstone—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5774) to increase the pension of Emily A. 
Holder from $17 per month to $50 per month—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 5775) for the relief of W. B. 
Horner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. RUSSYLL of Connecticut: A bill (H.R. 5776) granting 
a pension to Ezra G. Bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.5777) granting a pension to Mowry A. Baker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SORG: A bill (H. R. 5778) for the relief of Sylvester 
Haus, late of Company E, One hundred and fifty-fourth Regiment 
Ohio Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


against 
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By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 5779) granting a pension to 
Eda McLauren—to the Committee on ions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 5780) for the relief of Richard 
E. Hayden—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 5781) to increase the pension 
of Price Castle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 5782) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs, Anna Wedel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
810nS8. 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H.R.5783) granting an honorable 
discharge to Jacob Longacre, late of Company F, One hundred 
and eighteenth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry —to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R.5784) authorizing the 
placing upon the retired list of the United States Army the name 
of William J. Lee, late confidential scout and guide to Gen. U.S. 
Grant—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R.5785) for the relief of 
certain officers of the Corps of Engineers, United States Army— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 5786) for the relief of Kin- 
ney ©. Miller, Scottsboro, Jackson County, Ala.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5787) for the relief Henry A. F. Worth—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 5788) for the relief of the estate 
of Augustus B. Pharr, deceased, iate of McNairy County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 5789) for the relief of Isaac 
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Coppock—to the Committee on Military 8. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ine and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the Hackmen and Under- 
takers’ Union, No. 5220, in favor of the bill governing the man- 
ning of vessels for the Great Lakes—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
Also, petition of the National Union of United Brewery Work- 
men of the United States, in favor of the bill governing the man- 
ning of vessels for the Great Lakes—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: Papers to accompany House bill 
No. 4360, for the relief of Jacob Scott—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: Petition of the St. Louis Paint, Oil, 
and Drug Club, favoring the passage of House bill No. 2779, for the 
improvement of the channel of the Mississippi River—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of Post No. 2, Department of 
Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the passage 
of bill to pension soldiers and sailors who were confined in Con- 
federate prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, protest of the A. D, Porter Company against House bill 
No. 4566, relating to age on second-class matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of J. W. Freeman and others, to 
remove the charge of desertion against Frank Herrington—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. GROUT: Preamble and resolutions adopted by the 
Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, Pa., for the protection of 
seaboard cities—to the i on Appropriations. 
Also, resolutions by the citizens of Burlington and Winooski, 
Vt., for the relief of the suffering Armenians—to the Committee 
oat the tter of ting sion to Joh 
Also, testimony in matter 0: ing a mn ohn 
Thurston, of island Pond, Vt,—to iis Doneaiiiad on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
Also, testimony in the matter of granting a pension to Mary 
Chamberlin, of Chelsea, Vt.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
Also, resolutions adopted by the New York Mercantile Exchange, 
together with the New York Produce Exchange, of New York 
City, in favor of House bill No. 3010, regulating the manufacture 
and sale of filled cheese—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. HULL: Pa to accompany House bill No. 5778—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5779—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 
By Mr. JENKINS: Memorials of C. A. enieg others, E 
‘ and others, all of Ashland, Wis., and F. M. Wires and 
others, of the Tenth Congressional district of Wisconsin, asking 
for the further improvement of the harbor at Manitowoc, Wis.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KYLE: Petition of Dr. J. D. Cameron and others, of 
Helly Sgcingn, Miss, praging peyment of claims of book agents 
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of the Methodist Episcopal Church South for property destroyed 


during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: Memorial of city council of the city of (t- 
tumwa, Iowa, asking payment for street paving in front of the 
Ottumwa t-office—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Garbriel Decker and 
92 others, of Wanague, N.J., and vicinity; Mark Orr and 16 others. 
of Dividing Creek, N. J.; George A. Githews and 28 others, of 
Salem, N. J., requesting the passage of the Stone immigration 
bill—te the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the First Baptist Church of Dor- 
chester, Mass., against the appropriation of public money for the 
“ port of sectarian Indian schools—to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: Petition of 126 citizens of Bisbeo, 
Ariz., remonstrating against appropriating money directly or i: 
directly for sectarian undertakings, and praying for the passaco 
of joint resolution No. 11, to amend the Constitution of the Unit: 
States-—-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POOLE: Resolutions prepared by Right Rev. T. D. 
Huntington, bishop of the diocese of central New York; Rey 
George B. Spalding, pa of the First Presbyterian Church «{ 
Syracuse, N. Y., and Rey. Michael Clune, pastor of St. John’s 
Roman Catholic Church of Syracuse, and adopted by the citizens 
of Syracuse at a mass meeting held February 2, 1896, protesting 
against the atrocities attending the existing religious persecutions 
in Armenia, and demanding on the part of Congress and the Ex- 
ecutive a prompt and explicit expression to the Turkish Govern- 
ment of indignant remonstrance from the people of the United 
States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON (by request): Petition of Levi L. Bow- 
ers, James J. Haynes, and others, of Rutherford County, Tenn., 
in favor of a service pension to soldiers and sailors of the late 
war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Memorial and petition of 
the Daughters of the Revolution and war of 1812, of New Orleans, 
La., asking for an appropriation for the completion of the monu- 
ment and S catitpins the groundsof the battlefield of Chalmette, 
New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Catharine Bedell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Letter from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, to accompany House:bill No. 5267, for the relief 
of Hattie J. Rogers—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

















SENATE. 
Monpay, February 10, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiiBurn, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when, on motion of Mr. HANsBROUGH, and Ly 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House had agree 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3009) grantin 
to the Brainerd and Northern Minnesota Raitway Company a 
right of way through the Leech Lake Indian Reservation aud 
Chippewa Indian Reservation, in Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to tho 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3728) to amend section 
21 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to divide a portion of the reservation 
of the Sioux Nation of Indians, in Dakota, into separate resery: 
tions, and to secure the relinguishment of the Indian title to tho 
r i , and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1889. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The ra also announced that the Speaker of the House ha: 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 1464) to amend chapter 76, laws of 1893; 

A bill (H. R. 2175) to extend the time for the completion of the 
incline railway on West Mountain, Hot Springs Reservation; an 

A bill (H. R. 3812) to authorize the Arkansas and Choctaw R:11- 
way ee to construct and operate a railway through tle 
Choctaw Nation, in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 
INTRODUCTION OF REINDEER INTO ALASKA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
toa resolution of the 5th instant, a report of Dr. Sheldon Jackson, 
upon the “Introduction of domestic reindeer into the District 0! 

for 1895”; which, with the accompanying report, was Or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIAIS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Young Peo- 

Je’s Society of Christian Endeavor, of Germantown, Ky., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation preventing further outrages 
upon the Christians in Armenia; which was ordered to lie on the 

ble. 
He also presented sundry memorials of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of New York, remonstrating against the sale 
of beer at Bedloes Island and at Fort Wadsworth, Staten Island, 
New York; which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ; ' 

He also presented a memorial of the Dartmouth College Asso- 
ciation of New York, remonstrating against acts of cruelty in 
Turkish Armenia, and urging the Government to send transport 
relief ships to relieve the suffering provinces; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. HILL. I present a joint resolution of the legislature of 
New York, passed May 1, 18%5, after Congress had adjourned. I 
ack that the joint resolution be read and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

The joint resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, as follows: 


Srare or New YORK: 
In senate. 
ALBANY, May 1, 1895. 
By Mr. Higgins: i a a 
Whereas the canal system of the State of New York is maintained by the 
texpayers of the said State at an annual cost of about $1,500,000 as a free 
waterway for the re to tidewater of merchandise and products, 
a large percentage of which originate in other States; and 
Whereas the maintenance of, said canal system isa!so of great benefit to 
other States in reducing to a minimum the rates charged by trunk lines of 
railroad for the snemaeerwaneet to the seaboard of freights originating at points 
without the State of New York; and 
Whereas it is the policy of the Government of the United States to main 
tain and improve such waterways as are useful or necessary for the purposes 
of interstate commerce; and 
Whereas the le of the State of New York, by the provisions of its con- 
stitution, have Por! idden the sale or abandonment of any portion of the canal 
system of said State; and 
“Whereas by reason of the premises it is inequitable that the people of the 
State of New York should bear the entire burden of maintaining a waterway 
the principal benefits of which are enjoyed by other States: Now, therefore, 
Resolved (if the assembly concur), That the representatives of the State of 
New York in the United States Senate and House of Representatives be, and 
they hereby are, requested to secure with all convenient speed the passage of 
an act directing the Treasurer of the United Statas to pay to the comptroller 
of the State of New York annually a sum equivalent to three-fourths of all 
sums expended or incurred by the State of New York in the maintenance of 
its said canal system during the year last preceding. 


By order of the senate. 
JOHN 8. KENYON, Clerk. 


enema May 13, 1895. 


Concurred in without amendment. 
By order of the assembly. 
A. E. BAXTER, Clerk. 


Mr. HILL presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of New York, praying that an appropriation be made for the es- 
tablishment of a light-ship off Fire Island; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr.CALL. I present a communication in the nature of a peti- 
tion addressed to me by the Fort Brook Cooperative Association 
of Florida for presentation to the Congress. It relates to the title 
of what is known as the Fort Brook Reservation, in the immediate 
vicinity of the town of Tampa, which has been the subject of con- 
tention and controversy in the Interior Department for years. 
The petitioners are settlers upon this reservation of public land, 
and they ask that Congress may authorize asuit to be brought by 
the United States for the determination of their rights, which they 
claim have been improperly and unlawfully decided against them 
in the Interior Department. 

I move that the petition be printed as a miscellaneous document, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I present resolutions in the nature of a petition 
addressed to Congress, signed by W. J. Borden, Hon. N. L. Clarke, 
Dr. Simmons, and other citizens of Sumter County, Fla., praying 
the Congress of the United States to enact some legislation in re- 
straint of the abuse of the judicial power in punishing citizens of 
the United States for contempt of court. 

I desire to statethat these are agricultural people, farmers, and 
it only evidences the interest which the people of the United States 
take in all matters of public concern. They represent a numer- 
ous class of people, and are interested in the subject of obtaining 
some legislation which will prevent the oppression of American 
citizens by the abuse of the powers of the courts. They are not 
railway employees or members of labor societies, but are citizens 


of the United States, a under patriotic impulses. 
re move that the petition be referred to the Committee on the 
u 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a memorial of Ship- 








masters’ Association, No. 6, of Milwaukee, Wis.. remonstrating 
against the placing of bridge piers in the river at Detroit; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted 
at a meeting of citizens of Pewaukee, Wis., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation granting protection to American citizens in 
Turkey and extending sympathy to thesuffering Armenians; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the Methodist Episcopal Church of Lexington, Ky., 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting protection to 
American citizens in Turkey and extending sympathy to the suf- 
fering Armenians; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Lake Seaman’s 
Union of Illinois, remonstrating against the passage of House bill 
No, 2670, to prohibit advances and regulate allotments of wages to 
seamen, and also against the passage of House bill No. 2761, to 
abolish the imprisonment of seamen in the common jails of the 
United States for desertion; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Ipava, Ill., praying for the enactment of a Sunday- 
rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry ex-prisoners of war of 
Pana, Ill., praying for the passage of House bi!l No. 306, granting 
pensions to soldiers and sailors confined in so-called Confederate 
prisons; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of the Vermont Merino 
Sheep Breeders’ Association, praying for the speedy passage of 
House bill No. 2749, to temporarily increase revenue to meet the 
expenses of the Government and provide against a deficiency; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of New Hampshire, representing 2.700 mem- 
bers, signed by Miss C. R. Wendell, president, and Miss C. N. 
Brown, corresponding secretary, praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of 5S. D. Williams and 
sundry other citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich.. praying for the 
passage of Senate bill No. 239, prohibiting the collection of special 
liquor taxes from persons other than those who are duly author- 
ized by State laws to traffic in intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the Massachusetts Horticultural Society, praying for 
the abolishment of the present method of seed distribution, and 
for the distribution only of valuable seeds and plants for experi- 
mental purposes; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Bay State Agricul- 
tural Society at its annual meeting held in Boston, Mass., approv- 
ing the action of the Secretary of Agriculture in abolishing the 
method of seed distribution; which were ordered to lie on the table 

He also presented a memorial of the Dartmouth College Asso- 
ciation of New York, remonstrating against acts of cruelty im 
Turkish Armenia, and urging the Government to send transport 
relief ships to relieve the suffering provinces; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Western Massachusetts Union 
ex- Prisoners of War Association, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 306, granting pensions to soldiers and sailors confined in 
so-called Confederate prisons; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Wilmington, N. C., praying that an appropriation of 
$1,000 be made for an examination and report as to the feasibility 


iin 


| of a harbor of refuge at Cape Lookout, on the Atlantic coast, or 


at some other point south of or near to Cape Hatteras; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of the members of the Con- 
gregational Church, parish of Hatfield, Mass., remonstrating 
against the horrible atrocities committed in Turkey; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Western Massachusetts Union 
of ex-Prisoners of War, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 306, granting a pension to soldiers and sailors confined in so- 
called Confederate prisons; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of 120 citizens of Adrian, 
Mich., remonstrating against the appropriation of public moneys 
for sectarian purposes; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Dorrance, Mich., praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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Mr. PASCO presented the petition of R. H. Barnett and 18 other 
citizens of Lake County, Fla., eee different religious de- 
nominations, praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief 
of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South by 
compensating them for the use of their property by the United 
States without authority during the late war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a memorial, in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Chamber of Commerce of Fernandina, Fla., remonstrating 
against the passage of House bill No. 2673, to remove discrimina- 
tions against American sailing vessels in the coasting trade; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of theSt. Louis (Mo.) Paint, Oil, 
and Drug Club, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the dredging of the Mississippi River from St. Louis to New 
Orleans by contract by practical river men; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE BUILDING, 


Mr. HALE presented a report of operations, by Col. John M. 
Wilson, Corps of Engineers, upon repairs and enlargement of the 
Government Printing Office and the erection of a fireproof build- 
ing upon the site of the Government Printing Office stables under 
the Chief of Engineers during the month of January, 1896; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

PENSION STATISTICS. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hold in my hand a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions accompanied by a tabulation of the colonels, 
brevet brigadier-generals, and brigadier-generals of volunteers in 
the late war who have been pensioned by special act of Congress. 
I move that the letter and statement be published as a miscel- 
jlaneous document for the use of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.738) authorizing the establishment of a 
pier-head light at or near South Milwaukee, in the State of Wis- 
— reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 996) to increase the pension of 
nes Isaac D. Toll, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 265) extending relief to Indian citi- 
zens, and for other purposes, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (8S. 792) for the relief of Wells C. 
ees reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon, 
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* Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2022) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to provide for the protection of the salmon fisherj.s 
of Alaska”; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tho 
Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2023) to amend sections 4590 and 
4597 of the Revised Statutes, relating to offenses committed }) 
seamen Tr on merchant vessels, and providing punishments 
for such offenses; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2024) to amend sections 4556, 4557. 
4558, and 4559 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the inspection, 
equipment, and repair of merchant vessels; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 2025) to amend sections 4582, 4533, 
and 4600 of the United States Revised Statutes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2026) to amend sections 4520, 4522, 
4526, 4530, 4564, 4566, 4568, 4572, and 4612 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to the employment, care, discharg., 
and payment of seamen employed on merchant vessels; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2027) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to poate the safety of railroad 
employees and travelers upon railroads by compelling common 
carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their cars with 
automatic couplers and continuous brakes and their locomotives 
with driving-wheel brakes, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 2, 1893; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2028) for the 
relief of Joel M. Bryan; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2029) directing 
the Quartermaster-General to settle with the McMinnville and 
Manchester Railroad Company, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

r. PETTIGREW introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 73) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to foreclose the Govern- 
ment lien on the Union Pacific Railroad and the Kansas Pacific 
Railway; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 74) relative 
to the termination of the war in Cuba; which was read the first 
time by its title. 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask that the joint resolution be read at 
length and that it lie on the table for the present. 

he joint resolution was read the second time at length, and 
ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in C ess assembled, That whereas the President of the United 
States, in his annual message to this body, says: 

“Neither the warmth of our people's sympathy with the Cuban insurgents 
nor our loss and mate damage consequent upon the futile endeavors tlius 
far made to restore peace and order, nor any shock our humane sensiliil- 
ities may have received from the cruelties which appear to especially «huar- 
acterize this sanguinary and fiercely conducted war, have in the least shaken 
the determination of the Government to honestly fulfill every international 
obligation, yet it is to be earnestly hoped, on every ground, that the devasta 
tion of armed conflict may speedily be stayed and order and quiet restored 
to the distracted island, bringing in their train the activity and thrift of 
peaceful pursuits.” 

And whereas he also declares that the present revolt is more active than 
the one which continued from 1868 to 1878; and as it appears there are no 
means of secu permanent peace to Cuba except by the recognition of its 
right to self-government, the good offices of the United States are earnestly 
recommended to the favorable consideration of the Spanish Government tor 
the recognition of the independence of Cuba. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. QUAY. Isubmit an amendment intended to be propose 
by me to the — deficiency appropriation bill, which I ask be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions and printed. 

Mr. eons Let it be referred without printing, as I under- 
stand the bill will be called up to-day. ie 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be referred without printing. 


BONDS OF NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. BRICE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 4052) validating certain bonds of the 
Territory of New Mexico; which was referred to the Comunittoe 
on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2018) for the relief of James 
W. Snyder; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. 2014) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah A. Bull; which was twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2015) to amend section 597 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2016) to amend ‘‘ An act to establish 
circuit courts of a and to define and regulate in certain cases 
the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for other 

urposes,” passed March 8, 1891; which was read twice by its 
Eitle, and referred to the Committee on the J oe 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2017) aut ae | and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate one condemned can- 
non to the Allen M. Harmon Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
at Northville, Mich.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 2018) toc out the find- 
ingsof the Court cf Claims in the case of the estate of David Unsell, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2019) to carry out the findings of 
Harvey Dennis; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (8. 2020) to quiet the title of 
certain lands in the State of Mississippi, and for the relief of Eli 
Ayres or his legal representatives, etc.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2021) to increase the pen- 
sions of veterans of the Mexican war; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on 
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DUTY ON SUGARS. 


Mr. LINDSAY. I offer an amendment to House bill 2749, 
which I ask may be printed. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be received 
and printed. ; 

Mr. VEST. Letit beread. _ 

The amendment was read, and ordered to lie on the table and to 
be printed, as follows: 

Amend House bill No. 2749 by adding thereto the following: 

“Spo. 5. That so much of section 1824 of Schedule E of the act which became 
a law August 27, 1804, entitled ‘An act to reduce taxation and to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,’ which provides as fol- 
lows: ‘And upon all sugars above No. 16, Dutch standard in color, and upon 
all sugars which have been discolored there shall be levied, collected, and 
aid a duty of one-eighth of 1 cent per pound in addition to the said duty of 
hh per cent ad valorem,’ be, and the same is hereby, repealed, and the collec 
tion of said additional duty, from and after the passage of this act, is hereby 
discontinued.” 

THE MONROE DOCTRINE, 


Mr. DAVIS. I desire to give notice that on next Monday at the 
conclusion of the morning business I shall ask the leave of the 
Senate to submit a few observations respecting concurrent reso- 
lution No. 15, reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
relative to the assertion and enforcement of the Monroe doctrine. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I ask the consent of the Sen- 
ate to make a brief personal explanation. 

On Thursday last I introduced a bill providing for a pension to 
the freedmen. I stated at the time that I introduced it by re- 
quest and it was so noted upon the bill, notwithstanding which 

act I find myself credited by the press of the country with the au- 
thorship and advocacy of the measure. I am entitled to no such 
distinction. 

The bill isa pore of a House bill introduced in the Fifty-first 
Congress by Hon. W. J. Connell, of the First Nebraska district. 
It was prepared by Col. W. R. Vaughan, a Virginian by birth, a 
soldier in the late Confederate army, a Democrat of the ultra 
Bourbon type, and my personal friend. Colonel Vaughan is a 
gentleman of education, of wide experience, and broad views. He 
has given the matter of this bill great consideration, and I intro- 
duced it at his personal request, upon the explicit understanding 
that I was not pledged to the support of the measure. 

In justice, however, to myself I desire to state that I believe 
the bill has been framed with a just recognition of the great 
moral obligation which this Government assumed when it called 
a people from bondage, not only to the privileges, but also to the 
responsibilities and duties of freedom. As a measure based 
upon this principle it is entitled to careful examination, and I 
introduced it in order that it might be brought to the attention 
of Congress for its future consideration, deliberation, and action. 


THE FINANCIAL CONDITION, 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate of the amount of coin and currency, and all forms of 
notes and mney of the United States in existence on January 1, 1896, and 
the amount held as reserves by national and State banks, private banks and 
bankers, loan and trust companies, and other financial institutions and con- 
cerns, and the totalamount then in the Treasury, and the estimated popu- 
lation of the United States at that time. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 7th instant approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 
23) ee the Secretary of the Navy to use a portion of the 
appropriation for new iron roof for foundry at navy-yard, Wash- 
ington, D. C., in the act entitled ‘‘ An act making appropriations 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and 
for other purposes,” for repairs to the walls of said foundry. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 8th instant approved and signed the act (S. 1547) 
to extend the jurisdiction of the United States circuit court of ap- 
peals, eighth circuit, over certain suits now pending therein on 
appeal and writ of error from the United States court in the Indian 

erritory. 

BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The message further announced that the following bills, having 
been presented to the President on the 28th of January, 1896, and 
not having been returned by him to the House of Congress in 
which et within the ten days prescribed by the Con- 
stitution, become laws without his approval: 

An act (8.1) granting a pension to Mrs. Eva Davis Cogswell, 
widow of Brig. Gen. William Cogswell; 
on act S 188) granting an increase of pension to James H. 

; an 
act (8.142) granting a pension to Annie M. Greene, 
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FOREIGN OCCUPATION OF ALASKAN TERRITORY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, on motion of Mr. MorGAn, referred, with the accompanying 
papers, to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


I transmit herewith, in answer to the resolution of the Senate of D mber 
18, 1895, a report by the Secretary of State, accompanied by copies of corre- 





spondence touching the establishment, or attempted establishment, of post 
routes by Great Britain or the Dominion of Canada over or upon Unit: 
States territory in Alaska; alsoas to the occupation or attempted occupation 


by any means of any portion of that territory by the military or civil at 
thorities of Great Britain or of Canada. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 10, 1896. 


THE REVENUE BILL AND SILVER COINAGE, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania {| Mr. QUAY] coming 
over from a previous day. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Quay on 
the 4th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill H. R. 2749, reported by the Committee on Finance 
= an amendment, be recommitted to that committee for further considera- 

€ - 

Mr. GORMAN. [ask the Senator from Pennsylvania if he will 
not agree to let the resolution go over, remaining on the Calendar, 
until to-morrow without prejudice. 

Mr. QUAY. Iunderstand there are some matters before the 
Senate that it is important to have disposed of to-day, and I will 
agree to that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. CALL. 
for amoment. 

Mr. SMITH. 


Without objection, it is so ordered, 
I desire to call up Calendar resolution No. 32 


I ask the Senator from New Jersey to yield to me 


Certainly. 
THE WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent that at the conclusion of 
the pending business, which I understand to be the urgent defi- 
ciency appropriation bill, the resolutions reported by the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations relating to the war in Cuba and involvy- 
ing the question of belligerent rights and the recognition of the 
independence of the Cuban republic may be taken up for consid- 
eration and be made the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Florida? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 


Mr. SMITH. 
is on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. SeweELu 
January 16, 1896, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Monroe doctrine, as originally propounded, was directed 
to the special prevention of the threatened action of the Allied Powers in ref- 
erence to the revolted colonies of Spain and the occupation, by way of colo- 
nization, of any supposed derelict territory on this hemisphere. 

2. That the question of resisting any acquisition of territory by conquest 
was limited, as stated by Mr. Webster, to cases in which, by reason of prox 
imity, such acquisition would be dangerous to our safety and the integrity of 
our institutions. 

3. That the true ground upon which the Monroe announcement was based 
and upon which any similar position has been taken rests for its justification 
upon what may be our interests, and our interests only; and that neither by 
the Monroe doctrine nor any other official declaration have we ever come 
under any pledge to any power or State on this continent that binds us toact 
merely for their protection against invasion or encroachment by any other 
power. 

4. That when a case arises in which a European power proposes to acquire 
territory by invasion or conquest, it is then for us to determine whether our 
safety and the integrity of our institutions demand that we shall resist such 
action by armed force if necessary. 

5. That the Executive has pressed the Monroe doctrine beyond what was 


I now call up Calendar resolution No. 32, which 


contemplated at the time of its announcement, and that the resultant se- 
quence of the positions thus taken seems to be a committal of this Govern- 
ment to a protectorate over Mexico and the Central and South American 
States; that this would be most unwise and dangerous, and would violate the 
sound and well-established policy that we should avoid all enta: ng alli- 


ances with foreign powers, whether they be European or America 

6. That this action was premature, looking to the history of the contro- 
versy, and inopportune in view of the business and financial condition of the 
country. 


7. That neither Congress nor the country can be, or has been, committed 
by the action or position of the executive department. in reference to the 
Venezuelan boundary controversy, as to the course to be pursued when the 
time shall have arrived for a final determination. It will then be our prov- 
ince and our duty to adopt such a line of policy and to take such action as 
may be then demanded by our sense of duty to the country and by a due re- 


gard for its honor and dignity, the welfare and safety of our people, and the 
integrity of our institutions. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, it is not my intention at this time, 
in considering the resolutions introduced by my colleague, to at- 
tempt either a definition of whatis known as the Monroe doctrine 
or to analyze the various arguments which have been made upon 
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the question of national policy raised by the President’s message. 
It seems to me that in the certain interest and the ible excite- 
ment attending the reception of that m and Ee: rompt and 
decisive action thereon by Congress some of us have been drawn 
away from a true apprehension of the situation. 

I may say at the outset that, for one, I am opposed to the adop- 
tion of the resolutions introduced by my colleague. I may also 
add that lam quite as strongly opposed to the adoption of the 
resolutions introduced by the Senator from Minnesota | Mr. Davis] 
and reported in an amended form by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. I also desire to supplement these two assertions with 
the remark that I have very little ras with the position 
assumed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.cortT]. 

My reasons for assuming this attitude may be summed up in a 
single sentence. There is no occasion for any action of any kind 
upon this subject by this body at this time. We have done all 
that either prudencecan justify or patriotism demand. We have 
met the situation outlined to us by the President in such a man- 
ner as to show that there is no division of sentiment in the Goy- 
ernment of the United States when any question of national 
honor is involved. So much we have done unanimously in both 
Houses, without regard to party lines or personal feelings, be- 
cause to have faltered or delayed would have been a violation of 
our plain duty to the American people. By entering upon a dis- 
cussion of what we have already done, and by reopening the ques- 
tion which we have already answered, we could only succeed in 
nullifying, or at least qualifying, the action we have already 
taken. A simple statement of the facts seems to me a sufficient 
and complete justification of this assertion. 

On December 17 Congress received from the President a message 
outlining the position of this country as it related to the existing 
controversy between Great Britain and Venezuela. In that mes- 
sage the President pointed out, with his usual clearness of vision 
and characteristic vigor of expression, the bearing of that diffi- 
culty upon the welfare, integrity, and best interests of this nation. 
He insisted, rightfully, beyond the shadow of a doubt, that the 
United States were concerned in a controversy which might result 
in the seizure of American territory by a European Government. 
He proved conclusively from official correspondence the obvious 
desire of Great Britain to enlarge, so far as may be within its 
power, the domain of British Guiana. He directed attention to 
the efforts which had been made to induce Great Britain to sub- 
mit the question of a boundary line between its possessions and 
Venezuela to arbitration. He laid particular stress upon the fact 
that all such efforts had been in vain, 

From these facts he deduced the logical and irresistible conclu- 
sion that it was the plain duty of the United States, in its own 
interest and for its own protection. to determine the rightful loca- 
tion of this divisional line. He therefore asked from Congress 
the right to name a commission which should be charged with the 
performance of this work. The response was prompt, unanimous, 
and evenenthusiastic. On the very next day the Howse of Repre- 
sentatives, without a single dissenting vote, adopted a resolution 
embodying the President’s suggestion, and on December 20, only 
three days after the reception of the message, the Senate unani- 
mously concurred in the action of the House of Representatives. 
Since that time the Commissioners have been a and are 
now en — in the performance of their duty. th Houses have 
done all that the President and Secretary of State, charged with 
the responsibility of diplomatic negotiations with other powers, 
desired, and all that the people expected. 

It is not only unn , but unwise, to either qualify or in- 
tensify our action thus taken in response to both an executive and 
a public demand, This is the first and chief reason why I am 
opposed to the resolutions introduced by my coll , as well as 

ose recommended by the Committee on Foreign Relations. Con- 
sequently, as I said at the beginning, I do not consider that this is 
the time for analysis or discussion of either, although there seems 
to be ample reason for dissenting from some of the provisions of 
each. I may go even further and add that, so far as the resolu- 
tions submitted by my colleague are concerned, I can see v 
little justification for any one of the various propositions whic 
he has seen fit to advance as a proper statement of our national 
policy. I especially dissent from his assertion that the mere deter- 
mination of this boundary line for our own information “ would 
be most unwise and us, and would violate the sound and 
well-established policy that we should avoid all entang alli- 
aan with foreign powers, whether they are European or Amer- 

can.” 

If there be any merit whatsoever in the Monroe doctrine, if 
there be any sound reason why we, for our protection, should up- 
hold the principle of noninterference by European Governments 
with American Republics, it is absolu amps that we should 
satisfy ourselves of rightful divisional lines, such as should exist 
between British possessions and the ublic of Venezuela. It is 
absurd to declare in one breath that a pean power should not 
have the right of conquest by force of arms and concede in the 
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next that it may, by the same brute force, extend its boundary 
line in such a way and to such extent as may seem to itself either 
just or desirable. 

The Monroe doctrine does apply to the controversy between 
Great Britain and Venezuela quite astruly and quite as justly as 
if the flying squadron were now in a Venezuelan port demanding 
the submission of a people who have achieved their independenc.. 
To define the methods by which a foreign power may accomplish 
its purpose by evading technicalities is to nullify absolutely the 
American principle upon which we have taken ourstand. — 

Nor can I agree with my colleague when he says ‘that this 
action was premature and inopportune in view of the business 
and financial condition of the country.” Such a confession is 
only stultification. 

It is not for me to criticise the course of my colleague, but if I 
had believed that this action was properly subject to these restric- 
tions I certainly should not, as I did ont as he did and as we all 
did, have set my seal of approval upon it. If every act of a Presi 
dent of the United States involving national honor or national dis- 
grace can only be taken with propriety when the business and 
financial condition of the country is such as to warrant it, then 
great indeed must be the indignation of my colleague when hoe 
contemplates the conduct of George Washington, James Madison, 
and, above all, the many and most ‘‘inopportune” acts of Abra- 
ham Lincoln. 

Is it not probable, also, that my colleague has overlooked one 
important fact when he asks this body to adopt a resolution to 
the effect ‘‘that neither Congress nor the country can be or has 
been committed by the action or a ae of the executive depart- 
ment in reference to the Venezuelan boundary controversy?” 

Nobody supposes that the Executive alone could commit either 
Congress or the country, but the appointment of this Commission 
was not the single act of the President. It wasauthorized by the 
unanimous vote of both Houses of Congress, and if my colleague 
has any doubt of the approval of the country I would suggest to 
him, in all candor and sincerity, that he sound more deeply and 
carefully than he seems to have done the sentiment of that por- 
tion of the country bounded on the east by New York and on the 
west by Pennsylvania. 

Ihave spoken this much, Mr. President, only for the purpose 
of emphasizing the dissent which, I believe in common with a 
great majority of the people of New Jersey, I feel concerning the 
attitude assumed by my colleague. I have not attempted analysis 
of his arguments, ‘anse I do not consider refutation necessary 
at this time; nor shall I make reply in any sense to the remarks 
submitted by the brilliant Senator from Colorado. [ can not, 
however, refrain from saying that in his admiration of the courage 
and persistence which have always characterized the English race 
he may have overlooked or misjudged some of the causes which 
have in times past induced the exhibition of those admirabie 
qualities. 

The Senator pictures in glowing colors the bravery displayed 
by British soldiers in some of the wars waged by South Americ:in 
people to achieve their independence from Spain. I donot doubt 
that the picture, glowing as it was, is warranted by the facts, but, 
Mr. President, I have not yet heard and have never understood 
that the soldiers of Great Britain performed these feats of valor 
for the sole purpose of aiding strugglin triots. If there was 
not at the bottom of the assistance kien England rendered a dis- 
tinct, positive, and overpowering self-interest, then, indeed, her 
attitude in such affairs has been most generally misunderstood 
and most grossly misrepresented. 

I do not doubt that she ardently desired the success of those men 
in their effort to wrest their independence from the Spanish mon- 
archy, but if the European power so vitally concerned had been 
Great Britain instead of Spain, is it not within the range of prob 
ability that her soldiers would have fought with no less energy 
and determination than they did fight when certain American 
colonies, whose seat of Government to-day is not far from this 
place, were engaged in a like struggle for the liberty to which they 
were entitled? 

Great Britain, Mr. President, is always willing to aid men who 
are endeavoring to achieve their independence from any power 
except herself. To weaken one’s antagonist is to strengthen one- 
self, and no nation has ever more fully appreciated this fact than 
the one to whose greatness the glowing tribute of the Senator from 
Colorado was paid. It was to accomplish her own ends and to 
‘erve her own purposes that she lent her aid to the patriots of 
South America, and it was for the same reason precisely that she 
extended her ees to our Southern brethren in their mistaken 
st e for what lish statesmen designated as their ‘‘ inde- 
pendence” from the Union. It may be true that ‘‘ blood is thicker 
than water,” and that people who speak the same tongue and re- 
spect the same customs should feel a bond of sympathy one for the 
other. Nor can any harm result from lauding the deeds of Eng- 
lish sailors and English soldiers. But, sir, for one, I prefer to 
contemplate the achievements of Washi , of Greene, of Put 








1896. 
* : | 
nam, of Allen, of Jackson, of F'aul Jones, and even of Lafayette, | 
to those of Clive, Wellington, Nelson, and the others whose acts | 
have made so deep an impression upon the mind and heart of the | 
Senator from Colorado. : ; : 

This country, sir, owes nothing to England. If ties of kindred 
have been broken, she was the aggressor. From the very begin- | 
ning of the attempt of the noble men who achieved American in- | 
dependence to the present day the attitude of Great Britain toward | 
this nation has been one first of contempt, then of hostility, then | 
of submission to force of arms, and since that time of ever- 
increasing jealousy, until it became the part of wisdom and pru- 
dence to assume the condescending and patronizing attitude per- 
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fere with his conduct of the affair until we become convinced 
and the people become convinced that his conduct is wrong. 
L know that there exists in this Chamber an impression th: 
President’s message has given rise to a patriotic fervor throug 
out the country which may be utilized to foster Presidential aspira- 
tions, but it has happened often in the past, and might easily hap- 








pen in this instance, that action uponsuch a theory w havethe 
effectofaboomerang. Thepatrioticsentimentof the United States 
is great and powerful, but it is not greater or more potent than the 
conservative common sense which characterizes our w e people. 
For one, I believe that they are satisfied. They have had enough. 
They wantnomorejingoism. They aresickand tired of t ‘tant 


fectly typified in the language of Lord Salisbury in his letter to | injection of party politics and personal ambition into our dealings 
our Secretary of State. withothernations. They aresuffering from our inaction upon other 

To assert, Mr. President, that we owe to such a power a debt of | matters of the most vital importance. Indeed. itis a fact,and we 
gratitude is to pervert the facts of history for the purposes of elo- | may as well admit it first as last, that the great majority of the 
quence, and I, for one, can not refrain from expressing emphatic | people throughout the country are disgusted with Congress in 
dissent from such a position. | general, and the Senate in particular. The most popular thing we 

I come now, Mr. President, to the resolutions submitted by the | could do to-day, and probably in the present condition of affairs 
Senator from Minnesota upon behalf of the Committee on Foreign | the most beneficial thing we could do, would be to pass the neces- 
Relations, and I oppose the adoptions of these upon the broad | sary appropriation bills and go home. The mere fact that we are 
ground that there is no oc sasion or necessity for such definition of | in session is a menace to the revival of business and the return of 


the Monroe doctrine by this body at this time. I donot object to 
the strong American position outlined by these resolutions, neither 
do I see much to criticise in their language when applied simply 
and solely to the Venezuelan controversy. But I do insist that it 
is the height of folly to attempt to provide in this way for all cases 
trenching upon the principle represented by the Monroe doctrine 
which may arise inthefuture. Howeverapplicable and pertinent | 
these resolutions may be to the instance now in our minds, it is by 
no means certain that they are either sufficiently broad or suffi- 
ciently specific to reach aggressions which may be made in the 
future. 

The Monroe doctrine itself is a national principle to the simple 
effect that we can not and will not as a nation permit any 
European power to extend its territory or possessions upon this 





continent. Nothing can be simpler or plainer than this mere | 
statement. Nothing can bemoreforceful. Nothing can be more | 


practicable in enforcement; but the moment we undertake to say, 
in so many words, exactly what constitutes an infringement upon 
this principle we tie our own hands and open the door to an 
ocean of technicalities. The proper way and the only way to apply 
effectually the Monroe doctrine in dealing with foreign powers is 
to apply it to each individual case as that case may arise. One 
infringement upon the principle may be more harmful or offen- 
sive than another, and we should not debar ourselves from the 
privilege of the Mikado to ‘let the punishment fit the crime.” 

The only reason I have yet heard advanced for making a specific 
and official definition of the doctrine at this time is that foreign 
powers should not be enabled to say, as the premier of Great Brit- | 
ain did say in his communication to the Secretary of State, that 
the principle had never been officially promulgated. It is urged 
that we must serve notice upon the Governments of Europe that | 
such a doctrine is in existence and will be maintained. It is in- 
sisted that we must not leave to them the privilege of excuse upon | 
the ground that they had never heard of it. Lam not prepared, 
Mr. President, to admit that this necessity has existed for a mo- 
ment since President Monroe made his famous declaration, but 
even granting that this may have been so until very recently, it 
does seem to me very plain that such necessity does not exist to- 
day. The ringirg message of the President of the United States, 
promptly supported by the unanimous vote of both Houses of Con- 
gress and by the unanimous sentiment of the country, is sufficient 
notice to every power in the civilized world that the Monroe doc- 
trine is a fixed principle of this Government, to be maintained in 
all cases and at all hazards. No foreign minister now can plead 
ignorance. The fact of the existence of this doctrine needs no 
further demonstration, and any attempt at definition, intensifica- 
tion, or qualification only serves to weaken our position. 

So much for the subject as it relates to the Governments of 
Europe. Now, consider for a moment the attitude of our own | 
people. They upheld the President and Congress in emphasizing | 
and applying this great national principle to the case in hand, but 
signs multiply that their common sense does not and will not ap- | 
prove of unnecessary and unwarranted action upon our part. We | 
showed by our prompt cooperation our satisfaction with the posi- | 
tion assuined by the President. We did all that he asked or de- 
sired, and turned the whole subject back, in accordance with his | 
suggestion, into the proper diplomatic channels. The problem 
is now where it should be, in the hands of the President and Sec- 
retary of State. Every one of us knows and the people know 
that, in the interests of both patriotism and prudence, it could 
not be in a better place. If further responsibility should devolve 
upon us we will meet it as we met the situation which the Presi- 
dent submitted for our consideration. But for the present the 
responsibility is not ours. It is his, and we have no right to inter- 








prosperity. 

As a Democrat I might, for partisan reasons, rejoice in such a 
condition, while one branch of Congress contains an overwhelm- 
ing Republican majority and the other is controlled by a combi- 
nation of Republicans and Populists; but asa citizen, professing to 
possess some portion of the common my 
countrymen, I deplore it. 

Others may consider it a patriotic duty to remain here for the 
sole purpose of emphasizing devotion to the lost cause of silver 
and of listening to discussions of an unjust and unwise tariff 
revision, which every Senator knows can not be enacted into a law, 
but I for one am free to say that I see no necessity for such 
action and feel no call to such duty. Of all the resolutions that 
have been introduced, or may be introduced, I can think of but 
one for which I would cheerfully and gladly give my vote, and 
that isto adjourn. If circumstances permitted us to take this 
course ] am confident the whole country would rise up and call 
us blessed; but since they do not, I suppose there is nothing to do 
but to remain here, subject to the dominion of a Republican-Popu- 
listic combination, and bear as best we can the just reprobation 
sure to be visited upon this body as a whole by the great majority 
of thinking American people. 

PATENTS IN POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senatea 
resolution submitted by the Senator from South Dakota | Mr. 
KYLE], coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. KYLE on 
the 7th instant, as follows: 


sense characteristic 


ol 





Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to inform the Senate 
whether any person or persons in the employ of the Post-Office Department 
has applied for or has received any patent for an invention or in ement 
of existing invention made or received since hisentry to theemploy of the 
Post-Office Department touching any article u by such Department ; and 
whether such employee has received any royalty in respect to the same 


Mr. KYLE. Astheresolution merely calls for information from 
the Department, I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. HALE. Is it simply aresolution asking for information? 

Mr. PLATT and Mr. KYLE. That is all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 4321) making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. As Senate joint resolution 43, in relation to the 
distribution of seeds, is the unfinished business at 2 o'clock, I am 
willing that the Senator in charge of that measure should bring 
it up now, as I understand the Senator from Missouri | Mr. Vest] 
desires to go on with some remarks, and then | shall not have to 
be broken into at 2 o'clock. As soon as that is through. however, 
I will ask the Senate to resume the consideration of the urgent 
deficiency bill. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Do we understand that the Senator will not 


| ask the Senate to proceed with the urgent deficiency bill before 2 


o'clock? 
Mr. HALE. Not before 2 o'clock, and at that time if the meas- 

ure incharge of the Senator from North Dakota [ Mr. HaNsBrouGH] 

is nearly out of the way I will yield, that it may be disposed of. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 

I desire to give notice that on Wed 


Mr. MORRILL. nesday I 


shall endeavor to call up the tariff bill. 
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PURCHASE AND DISTRIBUTION OF VALUABLE SEEDS, ETC. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iask the Senate to take up the joint reso- 
lution in relation to the distribution of seeds. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 43) 
directing the Secretary of Agriculture to carry into effect the pro- 
visions of the act making appropriations for the purchase and dis- 
tribution of valuable seeds and for the printing and distribution 
of farmers’ bulletins. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, Ishall detain the Senate but a very 
few moments. I apologize for again addressing it at all upon this 
subject. Inadvertently I neglected when I addressed the Senate 
last week upon the pending joint resolution to call attention to a 
very remarkable table contained in the report of the Secretary of 
Agriculture. I think, as a matter of justice to the Secretary and 
to those who criticise his action in the administration of hisoffice, 
and to the Senators who, I take it, propose to defend his action, 
that all the facts should be made public and attention called to 


em, 

I do this the more readily because I see in yesterday's Washing- 
ton paper an interview with the Secretary in which he invites 
impeachment by Congress, and intimates that if we should pass 
the joint resolution as amended the Chief Executive will exercise 
his veto power to destroy it. If that is to be apprehended, then 
the President should be apprised of all the facts as they can be 
brought out in debate. 

The principal point of attack —_ the gratuitous distribution 
of seed heretofore, and I take it the same charge will be made in 
the future, has been and will be that members of Congress use 
this legislation to popularize themselvesat home. I might acquit 
myself of this charge by simply stating that I have never taken a 
large amount of interest in the gratuitous distribution of seed, 
but have contented myself with answering the demands made 
upon me by the people of Missouri inthat regard. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, when the Secretary of Agriculture and his friends attack 
Congress and charge that this distribution is used for personal and 
selfish purposes, it is but simple retribution that the fact should 
be made known that the Secretary of Agriculture hiraself has used 
this legislation more largely and unhesitatingly than any mem- 
ber of either branch of Congress has ever endeavored to do. 

Without further preface, I call the attention of the Senate to a 
table found in the Report of the Secretary of Agriculture on page 
204. This table gives the allotment and distribution of s to 
members of Congress for the year 1894-95. It will be found by 
reference to the table that the State of Nebraska had allotted to it 
131,856 papers of seed, and that there was distributed or given to 
members of Congress from that State by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture 221,961 papers, being an excess of nearly 100,000 papers for his 
own State. 

To show how unequally and unjustly this distribution was made, 
I call attention to the allotment to my own State, Missouri, which 
was 278,794 papers. The members of Congress from that State, it 
seems, eavela and distributed only 245,846. The State of Minne- 
sota had allotted to it 148,338 papers, and yet the members of Con- 
gress from that State distributed only 133,148. The State of Loui- 
siana had allotted to it 129,456 papers, and yet the members of Con- 
gress distributed only 124,111. 

The State of Iowa had allotted toit 214,266 papers, but the mem- 
bers distributed only 203,219. In the great State of New York, 
where 504,052 — were allotted, the delegation from that State 
distributed only 474,842. In the great State of Ohio there were 
allotted 380,586, and the members of Congress distributed 366,723 
papers. In Pennsylvania, where there were allotted 528,724 pa- 
pers, the members distributed onlv 488,468. 

So these greedy politicians, passing a law to popularize them- 
selves at home, have absolutely not availed themselves of the pro 
rata distribution of seed made to them under law, but have sent 
away less than the amount to which they were entitled, while the 
Secretary of Agriculture, using the power vested in him as an ex- 
ecutive officer, exceeded the just allotment to his own State by 
nearly 100,000 papers of seed, 

Mr. President, this is enough to make the star-eyed goddess of 
reform hang her head and blush for shame. But that is not all. 
Upon page 203 of the report will be found a table giving the allot- 
ment of seed actually made by the Secretary of Agriculture from 
July 1, 1894, to June 80, 1895—one year. I call the attention of 
the Senate to the table, because it shows distinctly and emphatic- 
ally the manner in which the Secretary of Agriculture used this 
gy ere for his own pw . 

he table shows that the whole number of seeds distributed in 
that year aggregated 9,528,653 pechagt. Nebraska received 1,133,- 
754 packages, or nearly one-ninth of the whole amount through- 
out the United States—1,133,754 went to the Secretary's 
own State. The population of Nebraska by the census of 1890 was 
1,058,910. Illinois received —- same time 391,230 packages, 
with a population of 3,826,351. Iowa received during the same 
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time 221,681 packages, with a population of 1,911,896. Missouri 
received during the same time 267,042 packages, with a population 
of 2,679,184. hen we come to Nebraska, according to this re- 
port, the Secretary allotted to Congressmen for distribution 221.- 
961 packages, an excess of the just allotment to that State, as I 
have shown, of nearly 100,000. 

Under the report as shown there is said to have been allotted to 
agricultural associations and miscellaneous applicants in Nebraska 
895,241 packages. These 895,241 pera were sent to Nebraska 
aE the retary of Agriculture himself, outside of the number 
allotted to the members of Congress from that State. To show 
that this is absolutely true I call attention to the amount given to 
agricultural associations and miscellaneous applicants in Llinois, 
whichis 4,420 packages, outside of the number allowed to the dele- 
gation. In Iowa there were 3,217 packages only, in addition to the 
number allowed to the Senators and Members of the other House, 
In Missouri there were 5,637 packages in addition to the number 
allowed to the delegation, makingfor the three great agricultural 
States of Illinois, lowa, and Missouri an aggregate of 13,274 pack- 
ages sent to miscellaneous applicants, as against 895,241 packages 
sent by the Secretary to miscellaneous applicants in the State of 
Nebraska. 

Nebraska, as I have said, received 1,133,754 packages in that year, 
with a population of 1,058,910, or one package to every man, 
woman, and child in the Commonwealth. Llinois, Iowa, and Mis- 
souri, with an aggregate population of 8,417,411, received during 
the same time 879,953 packages, showing that Nebraska received 
253,801 penheors more than Lilinois, Iowa, and Missouri combined. 

But, Mr. President, this is not all. The great State of Texas 
received during the same time 276,098 packages of seed, Missis- 
sippi 207,779, Arkansas 152,759, Louisiana 134,307, Alabama 
247,236, and Tennessee 318,069, making an aggregate in those six 
Southern agricultural States of 1,336,248 papers, as against 1,133,- 
754 to the State of Nebraska alone. 

The population of Texas in 1890 was 2,235,523, Mississippi 
1,289,600, Arkansas 1,128,179, Louisiana 1,118,587, Alabama 1,515,- 
017, Tennessee 1,767,518, making an aggregate population of 
9,052,424, as against 1,058,910 in the State of Nebraska. 

Now, Mr. President, if this law has been prostituted for per- 
sonal purposes, who has gone further than the Secretary of Agri- 
culture in that direction? Under what authority did he take 
1,133,000 papers of seeds and send them to his State, violating the 
allotment, violating every principle of justice and right which 
should govern an officer of this Government in the discharge of 
his high functions? 

Sir, I have denounced that action, and if I had no other reason 
it would be found in the table which I have read here to-day. If 
a Cabinet officer of this country in the distribution of seeds can 
strike down the spirit of equality and justice which is the basis of 
our republican institutions, then the example set to the people at 
large must at last result in an utter disregard of all the basic doc- 
—_ -_ which the Government of the United States has been 

ounded, 


Mr. GEORGE. I see that certain amendments to the joint res- 
olution have been reported by the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, and if they are adopted they will remove in a great meas- 
ure my objections tothe measure. I desire to inquire whether the 
Senate has ever acted upon those amendments; and if not, I ask 
the consent of the Senator from North Dakota to have a vote on 
those amendments now. 

Mr. HANSBROUGE. LIunderstand that the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] has drafted a substitute for the whole measure 
which he desires to offer, and which will make the adoption of 
the amendments unnecessary. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to have that substitute offered at 
this time. 

Mr. VEST. I submit a substitute for the original joint resolu- 
tion and the amendments reported by the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Itis propused to strike out all after the resolv- 
ing clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to purchase and distribute valuable seeds for the year 1896, as has 
been done in preceding years; and as the public exigency requires that tho 
valuable seeds, bulbs, trees. shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, to be pur- 
chased, may be pean for distribution at the earliest possible date, the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture is hereby directed to procure them by open purchase or 
contract at the places and in the manner in which such articles are usually 
bought and sold: Provided, That the said Secretary shall not, in said pur- 
chase, pay more than a reasonable and fair price for such commodities or for 
any of them. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro as a substitute by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEsT}. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to be heard for a little while on this meas- 
ure, I have been out of the Chamber, I did not know that the 








1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





joint resolution would come up until 2 o’clock, at which time it 
jis the regular order. . 
Mr. FAULKNER. It was taken up by unanimous consent in 


the morning hour. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee will 
proceed. 


Mr. BATE. Mr. President, the substitute that is now offered 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. eee 
same character as the joint resolution which was brought in by 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HaANsBROoUGH] in that they 
both goto the same extent, and I think it does not materially change 
the attitude of the question before the Senate. 

We have had considerable discussion upon this matter, and 


although it seems a simple thing and a small amount involved, | 


only $130,000 having been appropriated for the purpose of pur- 
chasing seed, yet the law which regulates that is a qualified stat- 
ute and limits the character and kind of seeds that are to be 
purchased. Heretofore the same law has been in existence, and 
it has been carried out, as it is said by those who seem to be 
prosecuting, if not persecuting, the Secretary of Agriculture for 
what they seem pleased to say is a dereliction of his duty, and the 
language of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansBrouGH | 
was strong in the beginning in accusation of him. He even 
charged that it was not only premeditated and deliberate, but, I 
believe, he used the word ‘‘malicious”—that he had premedi- 
tatedly and maliciously disobeyed the law which appertains to 
the Department of which he is chief. 

Mr. President, however much I may differ with the Secretary of 
Agriculture in regard to some of his peculiar ideas of a political 
character, as also in regard to some of his economic ideas touch- 
ing his Department, yet I do not think it is just and fair that he 
should be accused here in the manner in which he has without 
vindication. I am a member of the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry of this body, and I heard his testimony before that 
committee touching this matter, and I have also read the Secre- 
tary’s report. I have likewise read the statute under which he 
acts, and I do not hesitate to say that I believe the Secretary of 
Agriculture has carried out the law as it is written, to the very 
fullest extent, and that he has not deviated a hair’s breadth from 
the true spirit and intent and letter of the law which he stands 
here charged with having violated by failing to execute it. I be- 
lieve that any Senator who will look at it reasonably and dispas- 
sionately, and read the language which is used therein, and observe 
its connection by which it is to be governed, will see under the 
facts presented that the Secretary of Agriculture has most tena- 
ciously adhered to the very letter of that law. Yet he is to be 
held up to ridicule and even abused here in the Senate, in speeches 
that are sarcastic and inflammatory, because he dared in discharge 
of his official duty to follow the letter of the law. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the Senator from Tennessee yield to 
uestion? 

r. BATE. I will. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the Senator 
why it is that the Secretary of Agriculture 


lease tell the Senate 
id not place the same 


construction upon this language in the two preceding years, when | 


he did execute the law, that he places upon it now, when he does 
not execute the law? 

Mr. BATE. I think I can give a very satisfactory reason why 
he has not done so. When he came to look at the position in 
which he was placed when first appointed chief of that Depart- 
ment he found a certain condition of things, and most naturally 
he purposed following the precedents, as any other reasonable and 
practical man would. He found the precedents as to the pur- 
chase and distribution of seedsall one way. You must remember 
that this Department is quite a new institution and has been in 
existence for only a few years. He had but two predecessors as 
Secretaries of Agriculture, one for only a few months and the other 
for four years immediately preceding his term, which commenced 
three years ago. 
practice in the distribution of seed to have grown into a kind of 
common law, and therefore the Department must be governed 
strictly by statutory provision. 

Finding in the Department such precedents, he followed, of 
course, as any newly appointed Secretary would, right along in 
the wake of those who had preceded him. I will say to the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana that he desired to make a fair test of it. He 
did so the first year, and pursued the same course the second year. 
At the end of the first year, however, as you will see by the report, 
there was a better showing from the seeds and plants that had come 
from abroad, and better specimens to change from one place to 
another in our own country, than were presented in the second 
year. In the second year he began to see that there were frauds 
practiced upon the Government; that the seeds that were brought 
there were those of former years; and old seeds were sought to be 
dumped upon the Governmentat such prices as those who had them 
to saw fit toask. That opened his eyes in this regard, and he 
began to look into it, and believed a change necessary. He did it 


is pretty much of the | 


It had not been in existence long enough for the | 





| 





with extreme caution and in a manner in which no one here who 
wants to do what is right would disapprove. 
Senators may object to him and not like him personally or in- 


dorse his political views. I donot agree with him myself, for that 
matter. I differ with him in some of his views as much as any 
other Senator here, the Senator from Missouri not excepted. Yet, 
Mr. President, I propose to do him justice. He is entitled to that, 
not only because he is the head of a Department, but because heis 
aman of high intelligence, of virtue, of integrity, and honesty, 
for no one has dared to cali in question his honesty or integrity 
notwithstanding the onslaught that has been made upon him. 
We may dislike him for certain sentiments, and he may have gone 
outside and have published things perhaps that he ought not to 
have published; he may have pursued that line of policy, objec 
tionable to some, which seems to be a part of the present Adminis- 
tration as well as of former Administrations, that their Cabinet 
officers shall go forth in the country and enlighten the people on 
the policy of the Administration. This Cabinet officer does not 
stand alone as to that, although he has been made a subject of 
severe and sarcastic criticism for it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the Senator yield to me again? 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I understand the Senator, then, to answer 
the question which I have propounded to bin by stating that 
because the Secretary of Agriculture had found that there had 
been some abuses growing out of the distribution of seeds in the 
last two years, therefore the present year he refuses to execute 
the law because of those abuses. I wish to say to the Senator 
from Tennessee that the Secretary of Agriculture himself has in a 
recentinterview givenea different reason. I saw an interview a 
day or two ago with that gentleman in which it is stated that he 
said it took him two years to find out that that section of the 
Revised Statutes existed. 

Mr. BATE. I did not see that, and there must be a mistake 
about it, for the reason that he discusses in his report the Revised 
Statutes very fully and claims to understand them. Very natu- 
rally, when he had to take hold of the question and act upon it, 
his attention was called to it; it was his duty then to examine it 
thoroughly, and he did so. Not only that, but, in further reply 
to the question which was put to me by the Senator from Loui- 
siana, I say that when imposition was practiced upon the Depart- 
ment in this way he saw at once that it was running riot and going 
far beyond the intention and spirit of the law, and being satisfied 
of that, it was his duty to draw these sellers of seed back to the 
legal line, and that he sought to do. 

Did he go at it in a proper manner, Mr. President? What was 
the first thing he did when he came to examine this statute in the 
face of these impositionsand extravagances that were being prac- 
ticed upon the Government? He went to the proper officer, the 
Attorney-General, whose duty it is to give him information and to 
construe a statute that he has toexecute. That duty of the Attor- 
ney-General applies to this Secretary as it does to the Secretary 
of the Treasury and all other officers of the Government. Indeed, 
that is what the Attorney-General is for. He is the legal adviser 
of those who belong to the Administration with him. But does 
the Secretary go at it hastily? Does he show any ill temper in re- 
gard to it? Does he show that he has a prejudice against the dis- 
tribution of seeds? No,sir; but he very properly puts his applica- 
tion to him in writing. It is here,and has been read heretofore 
by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr.GrorGE]. I say he puts it 
in writing, not frivolously nor peevishly, but deliberately and sen- 
sibly, and has it sent to the Attorney-General, asking for his con- 
struction of section 527 of the Revised Statutes, which, in con- 
junction with section 3709, is the basis of the law under which he 
then and now operates in the purchase of seeds, etc. 

Section 527 has to be construed, and what is the construction 
that is given to it by the Attorney-General? Let us see if this 
Secretary ought to be ‘“‘hung and quartered,” abused,and de- 
nounced because he has seen fit, as it has been charged, to violate 
this statute while holding his high and responsible place. It has 
been said by grave Senators that he ought to be constrained 
to carry out this Congressional act as heretofore, and that he 
‘*deliberately, premeditatedly, and maliciously” violated the law. 
Now, let us see what this man has done in regard to that matter. 
This section 527 willshow whatthe lawis that guideshim. Andas 
it is the initial point of this question, so far as his action is con- 
cerned, I will read it: 

The purchase and distribution of seed by the Department of Agriculture 


shall be confined to such#seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country, or 
such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes from one part of 
our country to another, and the purchase or propagation and distribution of 
trees, plants, shrubs, vines, mall cuttings shall be confined to such as are 
adapted to general cultivation and to promote the general interest of horti 


culture and agriculture throughout the United States. 


In connection with this I will say that every annual appropria- 
tion for the purchase, propagation, and distribution of valuable 
seed since the said section 527 was in force contains the words ‘‘as 


required by law,” showing that every purchase must conform 
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to the terms used in it, and it requires that the seed so purchased 
ghall be ‘rare and uncommon to the country, or such as can be 
made more profitable by frequent changes from one part of our 
country to another.” 

The Attorney-General, as I said, was to, and what was 
his reply to the question as to the construction of this statute? I 
will read his reply: 

The ppg ot the Attorney-General informed the of Agriculture 
that (1) seeds purchasable under the act > March 2 895, are limited 
to those described in section §27 of the Revised Statutes, there being no rea- 
sonable ground for claiming that the act of March 2, 1895, operates, or was 
intended to operate, as a repeal of the earlier statute ” : (2) th that if “if not obliga- 
tory u the Secretary of Sqn to purchase seed 8, trees, etc., con- 
formably to section 3709 of the ised Statutes, it incertainty competent for 
him to make the purchases “ed to said statute , the right to reject 
any and all bids being reserved,” etc. 

The question that presents itself to the Senate is, has he done 
that? ‘He has exercised the right, it is true, but has he conformed 
to section 527 of the Revised Statutes? I think there can be noth- 
ing clearer. He went to the Attorney-General for advice and he 
got that which [ have read. He then advertises, under section 
3709, and so patios was he in his advertisement that he followed 
the very language of the law, and does not give his construction 
nor that of anyone, but leaves it to the seed men themselves to act 

m the language of the law in furnishing the kind and quality 
seed required. 

Does he send forth the advertisement in time? 
timony that we had before the 
will be seen that he advertised in nn ae ek aoe 
until the ist of July. Did he make a limited advertisement? No, 
sir; it was a most extended one, and in those 
usual for such advertisements, and oom 
country. Not only that, but he ‘issued a 
every man of note engaged in the seed 
States, and there are 152 of them who oa a it, 
the proof shows that he sent one to each of se and that he 
advertised in all proper places. 

Is there any fault to be found with him in his proceeding under 
this section of the law? I can see none yet. Then, what was the 
next he took? There were some made to the adver- 


tisement. They came to him as the chief officer at the head of 
that Department. What did he do next? He 

. to examine the quality, kind, 

these ; 


to see if they came 
scenaiaaaalien ak tena 


$1,485 worth of seeds 
and to that of 


every 
St net the ainence of ig found and he had 
e Secretary o' ture is out, put 
forth in the advertisement that they must present their seeds in 
Sapeaptegeiog specific description as requ opaaelguiieg 
ey came to gi a , a8 requ’ putting 
on record the noeaer and kind of seeds uncommon, 
or seeds which it would be better to ty one locality 
of the country to another, these seed men care to do it. 
Therefore, you see, their was 
tor from Louisiana that game 
as bent tad Galeaemeen ome 
the law and under the requirement of the advertisement 
id acy bitie oan peck penne hee 
my hand, only $1,485 worth of seed was offered 
intended ‘to carry out the law as far ashe could sathenagelnenantt 
and See Here was the amount of money appropriated 
by Co a it in even to 
“ 7 pe according to law, and 
e appointed t ree men, Ww, 
these seed. What did those men say in their report See 
ing these seed? I will presently read four or five lines of their re- 
port to show. oe pray, who are these men? That I will also 


This would under the law have , Rose teen 
each Senator ee eri 
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Here is their report: 

The undersigned board, appointed 
examine bids for seeds to be furnish rtment for distribution 
according to law during the fiscal year “7 1, 1896, have the honor 
to saeet that we have opened and ees the bids received, and find that 
the same do not meet the requirements of the advertisement as printed, and 
therefore respectfully recommend that all bids be rejected 

What, then, was left to this officer but to follow the advice that 
was given by this board, a proper board, appointed from his own 
Department, and who were experienced. seed men and experts in 
the business? I ask what was left the Secretary to do but that 
which he did? Nothing; and in acting as he did he has followed 
the letter and intention of the law. e have heard intimations 
by Senators that this board was com of his “ underlings.” 
Who are they? This report is signed by Enos 8. Harnden, F. L. 
Evans, and J. B. Bennett. 

Who is Mr. Evans? I understand he is a gentleman who has 
been in, first the Bureau and then the Department of Agriculture, 
from his boyhood, and is a part and parcel of the machinery of 
that concern, against whom there has never been uttered a word 
of complaint, and he is kept there on account of his ability as an 
expert. Who is Mr. Bennett? He isa man brought there from 
Wisconsin by Secretary Rusk, a man of Secretary Rusk’s own 

ty, a Republican. e present Secretary of Agriculture found 
fim there and kept him. ois Mr. Harnden? A professional 
seed man, Senna from the State of Illinois, and his salary was 
dependent upon the purchase and distribution of seeds. Yet that 
man, and I applaud him asa man of virtue and honor, when he 
found the condition of things, although knowing that his occ upa- 
tion, like Othello’s, would be gone, provided the Department did 
not make any purchases of seed—yet he decides at once, along 
with the others, that it would be improper under the circum. 
stances to purchase these seeds, or any such, and therefore he is 
out of his job, and to-day, for aught I know, is hunting employ- 
ment. 

That is the character of men by whom this report was written. 
They made a just decision, and I say it is a feather in their cap 
that they so decided the question and decided it on the facts they 
had before them. investigated the seed and they found that 
many of them were and, furthermore, that the price was un- 
reasonable, and they so stated in their report to the Secretary; and 
he refused to make the purchase. That is the history of this case. 

In this connection, the Senator from North Dakota, who most 
persistently, vigilantly, and ably represents in part that State, 
wanted to know why there was not a readvertisement when only 
about $1,485 worth of seeds were received, which, under the statute, 
were not “rare and uncommon.” He claimed to have found an 
antiquated statute authorizing it; but when produced it soon fella 
victim to the legal mind of the Senator from ‘Mississippi [Mr. 
preg a who first analyzed and then buried it, and it has not 
since been referred to. Therefore I assert there is no authorit y 
for a readvertisement. Not only so, but it would have been too 
late to readvertise, and if done would have been without any effect 
whatever. But the money was not expended, and it hurts tho 
feelings of some executive officers to have public money in their 
hands with the Fg, of spending it and not doit. The Sec- 
retary of Agric wever, is an exception to that rule. He 
takes care of public money when in his official hands; and, as his 
official reports show, has not expended the ees appropriated 
to his tment, but covered it into the Treas 

As the tary is Pope so severely tried, you a will pardon me 
for saying some to his economy, for I want to see 

ustice done him aa he coat the benefit of truth and the law, 

wever much I may differ with him in some of his opinions. 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] most facetiously, most 
eloquently, and sarcastically, and mercilessly, if I may say so, 
criticised the of iculture for having extrav agantly 
aes (eel flower seed and all that. Ithink the Senator is mis- 
taken in regard to the quantity of money that was given for the 
purpose to which he referred, and I believe it ought to be cor- 
rected; and I have no doubt he will admit the correction when he 
learns the facts. The Senator said, in his speech delivered on the 
5th instant, to be found on page 1508 of the RECORD: 

But let us look further at the question of economy. He overlooked other 

ante for his own it, but struck out the $130,000 
‘or the farmers. I from the report of the Secretary of 
aan in the tfor the year 1895, that 
D was expended upon conservatories and aaemnde of the Agricul- 


aes ts caleienhs tie Hien hh Delies ais on to-mny: 

For 1897, ete. 

I do not ent ae is referred to. It applies to the 
future, however, and I it is not necessary to refer to that. 
I do not care to do so. een 
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The Senator says $105,000 was expended for these purposes ‘‘ un- 
der the immediate eye of the Secretary of Agriculture.” Then he 
* ae of hids, lili f th Hh t pal A 
shase orchids, lilies o: © valley, giant palms, anc 
—_ grace the banquets and receptions of the Peadtent and Cabinet 
s city 


officers in th 

Mr. President, I have made inquiry into this; I have looked 
into the reports, and I have examined the law as to who has 
charge of t matters, and it may surprise the Senate when I 
state the fact that not a green sprig or an evergreen, not a rose- 
bud bursting with its imprisoned sweets, not a full-blown flower 
laden with fragrance, nor any other floral productof the Agricul- 
tural Department since under its present chief, if ever, has gone 
from the Agricultural Department to the White House or to the 
tables of any of the Cabinet ministers. I challenge the contradic- 
tion of this statement, though I have no doubt the Senator believed 
it when he said it. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator mean to tell me that the propa- 
gating garden and the Botanic Garden do not furnish the flowers 
for the receptions and banquets of the President and the Cabinet 

ficers? 
= BATE. Ido; and I will show the Senator, if he will wait 
a moment, how he has made the mistake. 

Mr. VEST. I want the Senator to understand distinctly what 

I said, asisshown in the Recorp. My criticism of the Secretary 

f Agriculture was that, while he was suggesting reforms, he 
failed to see the extravagance which was being perpetrated in 
every direction in his immediate vicinity. Whether he controlled 
these palms and flowers or not was not the point of my criticism at 
all; but when he started out as a reformer and boasted that he 
saved $1,350,000 in his administration of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, I simply expressed my surprise that he could not see this 
profligate e diture of money, as every intelligent man, I think, 
will believe it to be. 

Mr. BATE. Is it the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture to see 
how much money is expended in the Treasury Department, or in 
the Post-Office Department, or the other branches of the Govern- 
ment? He would be amenable to the very accusations made 
against him by the Senator from Missouri, and likewise the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, if he should go into the other Departments 
than his own in order to attempt to bringaboutreforms. I speak 
of his Department, and it was of that the Senator was speaking. 
What has the Secretary of Agriculture to do with the Botanic Gar- 
den at the base of Capitol Hill, which is visible to all as they pass 
and see the flowers and the greenhouses that decorate it? He has 
no more to do with it than has theSenator from Missouri, for the 
law places it in other hands. What has the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to do with the propagating garden, which we find in its ex- 
tent and its beauty laden with evergreens and flowers, down near 
the building of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing? What 
has he to do with the flowers grown in any other part of the city, in 
the parks, and other places, as to how they are cultivated, or as to 
the manner of using them? Nothing whatever; no more than you, 
sir [Mr. Pasco in the chair], or I have; yet he is held up here as 
aman who, if he wishes to make reforms, ought to interfere in other 
Departments to bring about a reformation. 

I repeat that the Secretary of Agriculture has never himself, nor 
has anyone under him, ever sent a flower or a sprig to the White 
House from his Department; and there was no occasion for doing 
so. Who has charge of such? Colonel Wilson is known to have 
charge of the public grounds of the District. He controls the 
Botanic Garden and the flowers that grow there, and he can dis- 
tribute them at will. He has charge of the other floral garden 
beyond the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and he has charge 


of the parks and of the greenhouses that grow the.roses and | 


| records show and as I believe, and therefore I commend instead of 


pansies, and peonies and violets, and orchids, but not the dog fen- 
nel,as the Senator stated. These grow in other places than around 
the De t of Agriculture, which is under the immediate 
supervision and direction of the Secretary of Agriculture, and 
Colonel Wilson is the man who has them in charge. 

Look at the greenhouse, if you please, at the west end of the 
White House, its extent, and the variety of its plantsand flowers; 
from this and all these Colonel Wilson has been enabled to gather 
all the flowers he wants to make beautiful displays whenever the 
occasion requires it at the White House or at any Secretary's table 
when he chooses to do so; and he holds himself amenable to the 
country for it, and I have never yet heard him criticised. He is 
a man of refined taste and performs these duties appropriately and 


What etenen. then, of this flourish of trumpets made by the 
Senator from Missouri in that very attractive, sarcastic, and, if I 
may say so, bitter criticism which he has visited upon the Secre- 
tary of iculture, like piling hot coals of fire upon his head? 
What the said about ing the roses in bloom and blos- 

at the White House under the bril- 
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liancy of chandeliers, when the wine is red, was poetry which 
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came from the prurient fancy of my friend, and not from the facts 
of the case, or the law governing it. 

The Secretary of Agriculture seeks to economize. I beg to sub- 
mit to the Senate one or two facts upon the question of economy. 
While I disapprove of many things the Secretary of Agriculture 
has done, while I disagree with him upon some of the leading 
issues of the day, especially upon the financial issue, as broadly 
and as widely as does the Senator from Missouri, yet there is not 
aman who stands upon the truth of history and the record as 
made in the official reports who will say that Secretary Morton 
has been extravagant. He has been economical, it has been said, 
even to stinginess, and he protects the interests of the Govern- 
ment which have been given in trust to him im a safe, judicious, 
and honest manner. On this point I wish to read from the report 
of the Secretary of Agriculture. He says: 

ACCOUNTS AND DISBURSEMENTS. 

Chief F. L. Evans has submitted a summary of the work of this division for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895, together with a statement of appropria- 
tions, disbursements, and unexpended balances of the United States Bureau 
and Department of Agriculture from the fiscal year 1839 to and including the 
fiscal year 1895. His report is entirely satisfactory and could only be evolved 
from a service of great perfection over which he has with scrupulous econ- 
omy and vigilance most efficiently presided 

The appropriation for the maintenance of this Department for the year 
1895 was $104,476.% less than the appropriation for 184, and yet it was $183,420 
more than the amount estimated for by the Department. 

For the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893, there was covered back into the 
Treasury of the United States from the appropriation for this Department 
$185,497.64. Subsequently the sum of (in round numbers) $625,000 for the fiscal 
year 1804 was returned to the Treasury, and for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1895, there is an unexpended balance amounting to about $500,000, 

RECAPITULATION. 

Five million one hundred and two thousand five hundred and twenty-three 
dollars and six cents was appropriated to the United States Department 
of Agriculture during the two fiscal years 1894 and 1895; and out of that sum 
$1 126,268.74 has been saved to cover back into the Treasury 

Thenadd to that saved sum the $145,497.64 returned to the Treasury out of 
the 18% appropriation and we find that, with an unimpaired and extended 
and disciplined service in this Department, the aggregate sum of $1,311 ,766.38 
is available for return to the Treasury since March 4, 1893 

The Secretary of Agriculture only got $29,500 out of $105,000, 
as I have said, and $25,000 of that goes for what? I turn over to 
that appropriation in the proper place and I find the only ap- 
propriation made for the Department of Agriculture from which 
such things could be purchased or cultivated is that made for the 
gardens and grounds of the Department, amounting in 1895 to 
$29,500. This includes all the expenses of maintaining the entire 
reservation, amounting to some 20 or 30 acres, I believe, upon which 
the Department of Agriculture buildings stand, and all expenses 
of maintaining roadways and walks, maintenance of greenhouses 
and seed testing; employment of gardeners, laborers, carpenters, 
painters, plumbers, and other mechanics; expenses of wagons, 
carts, horses and their feed, lawn mowers, sprinklers, etc.; lum- 
ber and hardware, glass, paints, stone, gravel, and other material 
required for repairs; blacksmithing, horseshoeing, repairs to im- 
plements and machinery; seeds, plants, and bulbs for propagating 
purposes; freight and express charges,and many other items needed 
in maintaining the buildings and grounds of the Department. All 
these are found in the act making the appropriation. Of this sum 
appropriated for 1895 the amount of $28,303.51 was actually ex- 
pended. So the Secretary only had $29,500 to go upon, and not 
$105,000. The agricultural appropriation bill which has just come 
to us in print from the other end of the Capitol this morning has 
been laid on our tables, and I find it makes the same appropria- 
tion for 1896-97 as for 1895-96. 

Now, let us see if I can not show something upon the anestion 
of economy which may exceedingly interest some Senators. Mr. 
Rusk, the former Commissioner of Agriculture, was not extrava- 
gant, but he was an honest, faithful, and just officer, so far as the 


criticising him; but let us look under his economical administra- 
tion at what he spent upon the very things we have been speaking 
of and what has been spent by the present incumbent of the De- 
partment of Agriculture. I have here a table on this subject, 
which is as follows: 


Purchase and distribution of valuable seeds for the following fis: ul years. 





Amount Amount 





a Amount 
Fiscal year. appropriated.| disbursed. unex pended. 
a : sic Space 

a a Ee $104, 200.00 | $104, 168.73 $31.27 
Rites: iahabetis chicken aabaad 104, 200. 00 104, 174.55 2. 45 
heath ald ga eit cnsncac 105, 400.00 105, 090.94 | 309.06 
1892 silt ie acttasieiinenil th cath 105, 400. 00 | 104, 920.35 | 479. 65 
| 419, 200.00 418, 354. 57 | 845. 43 
135,400.00 134,908. 27 | 491.73 
135,400.00 | 119, 664. 90 | 15, 735. 10 
165, 400.00 | 120, 445. 15 44, 954. 8S 


436, 200.00 | 375, U1S. 32 | 61, 131.68 
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Now, Mr. President, during the three years 1890, 1891, and 1892, 
when Mr. Rusk had charge of the Department of Agriculture, 
there was disbursed $314,185.84, with which amount 17,551,848 
packages of seeds were bought, which would be an average cost 
of 1.8 cents per package. Let us contrast that with the three 


years 1893, 1894, and 1895, when the Department has been in charge , 


of the present Secretary. During that time there was disbursed 
$375,018.32, with which amount the present incumbent purchased 
26,788,914 packages of seeds. This would be an average cost of 
1.4 cents per package. In other words, the seeds purchased dur- 
ing the present administration cost about four-tenths of a cent 
less per package than those purchased during the previous admin- 
istration. What does that amount to? It represents a saving, on 
26,788,914 packages to be bought, of $107,155.65. 

I want to say to the Senator from Missouri, to the Senator from 
Louisiana, and also to the Senator from North Dakota, who seem to 
have been criticising the Secretary of Agriculture for not spend- 
ing this $130,000 for the expenses connected with the seed transac- 
tion, that he has saved in three years in purchasing seeds $107,- 
155.65 in contrast with the amount of seeds that were purchased 
by his predecessor. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Tennessee inform us how 
many of those seeds Secretary Rusk sent to his own State? 

Mr. BATE. I donot know, but I understand before I came into 
the Chamber the Senator was discussing that matter. 

Mr. VEST. And I gave the figures from a table I had before me. 

Mr. BATE. I suppose if there were any seeds left over, after 
giving the prescribed quota, the Secretary would most naturally 
send them to his own State or to those Western States where it 
is said they were more needed than in the Eastern and Southern 
States, 

Mr. VEST. As the Senator did not hear me, I want to say to 
him that the Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Morton, shows that 
out of the whole allotment for the entire Union he sent within a 
fraction of one-ninth to his own State—1,133,754 packages of seed 
to Nebraska. 

Mr. GRAY. May Iask the Senator from Tennessee whether 
there was not in the last year, or the year before, a special condi- 
tion of most distressing drought in Nebraska, and was not Congress 
appealed to at one time to come to its relief? 

r. BATE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. I thought the Senator had yielded the floor. 

Mr. BATE. I have not concluded, but I will yield to the 
Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Iam astonished that a constitutional lawyer like 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] should invoke in. behalf 
of the Secretary of Agriculture what the President of the United 
States has declared to be an unconstitutional appropriation. A 
good many of us here will remember very distinctly when $10,000 
was appropriated to Texas on account of a drought in western 
Texas, and we remember the veto of the President, in which he 
declared that the Constitution had been trampled under foot and 
that he never would put his signature to any such bill; and there 
was not even a defense of that bill made on the floor of the Sen- 
ate. It was killed effectually by that veto. Does the Senator pre- 
tend that the Secretary of Agriculture had the right to use the 
functions of his office to send seeds to Nebraska because there was 
a drought there? 

Mr. BATE. I contend that he had the discretionary power, 
and if he thought the necessity was greater there than elsewhere 
he should have sent seeds there. 

Mr. VEST. In other words, the Secretary of Agriculture can 
violate the spirit of the Constitution when Congress can not 
violate either its letter or its spirit? 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Tennessee permit me to 
answer the question of the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. BATE. Inamoment. I should like to know if the Sena- 

tor from Missouri does not think that under this very act if the 
Secretary of Agriculture buys seeds which are not rare and un- 
common seeds and to be used for experimental purposes, and sends 
them out to his constituents and mine, is it not straining the tim- 
bers of the Constitution? What is the difference in ne be- 
tween that, I ask, and the granting of a bounty? Perhaps noman 
has been so eloquent and no man has uttered such tirades of 
criticism upon bounties as the Senator from Missouri, but, Mr. 
President, it is all right when it is done in one instance, though it 
appears to be all wrong in another. 
’ How came this language in the statute, ‘‘Rare and uncommon 
seeds”? It was more to avoid the constitutional objection in pro- 
curing and distributing that class of sveds which would be for the 
general good of the whole country than it was to allow any oppor- 
tunity to obtain seed that were as good in one place in the coun- 
try as in another, and which the Government should not take hold 
of, and therefore they are in the provisions of the statutes. 

I have already noticed the extravagant distribution and the prac- 


en 


tice going on in many instances in connection with seeds, but wil] 
again briefly refer to it. The argument against the purchase and 
distribution of seeds by the Govornment was—lI do not make it. 
but it was made—at the time this system was being inaugurated. 
that Congress had no more right to buy common seeds ia the coun- 
try, send them off, and distribute them to the people out of the 
common fund, than they have to buy a rake or a hoe with whic! 
to cultivate those seeds in a garden, or to buy a calico dress for a 
farmer’s wife, or a pair of shoes or a hat for his poor boy? I sul)- 
mit, Mr. President, is it not straining the constitutional timbers: 
What does the Senator from Missouri say to that? 

Our people, notwithstanding, have decided otherwise; precedent 
have been established, and we have been following those pre 
dents until abuses have grown up; and not only that, butit has noy 
culminated in the abuse of a man’s character who tries to eco. 
mize by enforcing the law. The Secretary of Agriculture is a mi) 
pronounced in his opinions, and, having the courage of his eon- 
victions, he has taken the pains to analyze the law, and to do wha! 
he thought right under the law and facts when he finds what th, 
law is. To this extent he has offended, and for which an attem)) 
has been made to bring in every prejudice known to the catalogu 
against Cabinet officers, and even what has been done by certain 
auditors and other officials, in order to prejudice the Secretary o 
Agriculture, who is put, by argument and inference of the Se: 
ator from Louisiana {Mr. BLANCHARD], on a par with the condu 
of Mr. Bowler, who has been so severely criticised. All this i 
done simply because this man has had the courage of his convic- 
tions,and has had the nerve to come up and say that, notwith 
standing I have for years distributed seeds, and notwithstanding 
it has been the course of my predecessor to do the same thing, | 
will test this matter and I will advertise in the terms of the law, 
under advice of the Attorney-General, and see what character o! 
seeds I can secure, and will conform to the law strictly. H 
did advertise, with result already shown, and I will not repeat it. 

Senators will see from what I have said in regard to the present 
Secretary of Agriculture and the economy which he has prac- 
ticed that he deserves the commendation instead of the condeim- 
nation of this Senate. 

Mr. President, there is one other point relating to this matter 
to which I desire to refer. If I know the Senate, it wants to be 
practical in its legislation. Is it practical at this time to enfor 
the purchase and distribution of seed for this season? I think 
not. Are we, on the 10th day of February, 1896, to pass a reso- 
lution calling for the expenditure of $130,000, the same amount as 
has been heretofore expended to purchase seeds and to distribute 
them throughout this country? tt requires a considerable length 
of time to do this. They can not be distributed from here in less 
than from seventy to one hundred days, and it would require tlie 
same force that has been used heretofore by the Secretaries 0! 
Agriculture during that time before they could possibly get ready 
to do what is necessary in order to properly distribute these see: 
The seeds have to be bought, they have to be cleaned, sorted, 
packed, addressed, and then they have to be distributed, so that 
you see much time is required. How many packages would tlic 

ave tosend out? Twenty-six million and odd packages have been 
distributed in this country under the supervision of Secretar) 
Morton in three years, which will give some idea of the number 

Now, the practical question presents itself to the Senate, Shall 
they direct—that is the language of the resolution—the Secretary 
of Agriculture at this day, when it is too late to accomplish any- 
thing practical, to make this expenditure and distribution? 

I believe, Mr. President, in doing anything and everything we 
properly can do for the farming communities, for the agricultu- 
rists of this country. I have lived among them all my life, and [ 
count among them many of my chief constituents and warme- 
friends, and I want to see them have all they are entitled to; bu 
in my part of the country there could not one of them get a see 
until after it was too late to plant this year. Before these sees 
could reach them they wonka have olemtet their gardens, and 
their vegetables would have been cultivated, and in many instances 
would even be upon their tables for use, before the seeds froi 
the Department could get to them. 

I heard the testimony of the Secretary of Agriculture under the 
cross-examination of the Senator from North Dakota and others, 
and I heard the statement made that the force in the Departinent 
could not be increased, for the reason that they did not have thie 
necessary room to put the same force heretofore employed back 
poe at work immediately after the passage of this joint reso- 

ution. 

This joint resolution could not pass the House of Representa- 
tives for perhaps eight or ten days, and, my word for it, to say the 
least, it ‘aout We near the first day of March before it could be- 
come a law and the Secretary be authorized to make the pur- 
chase. What would be the result? He would have to buy the 
seeds, wherever he could get them, and have to take them at the 
price at which they would be offered. It would then require, 
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at the least, sixty days to get them ready for distribution, and 
that would bring us to the first day of May, at which time, south 
of latitude 88, if not 40, we have nearly all kinds of vegetables on 
the table for use. ; ; ' 

Upon the question of latitude, I will quote the act in relation 
thereto. It reads: 

That the seeds allotted to the Senators and Representatives for distribu 
tion in the districts embraced within the twenty-fifth and thirty-second 
parallels of latitude shall be ready for delivery on the 10th day of January 

That was a month ago, Mr. President. It isnow the 10th day of 
February, and it would take more than two months to get them 
ready before they could possibly be distributed. Therefore it is 
a farce to urge that it should be now done. You might as well 
take $180,000 and throw it into the sea. It may be that people 
living in the extreme North may get some packages of these seeds 
that may be useful, and I suppose in North Dakota and in some 
others of the extreme northern portions of the country the seeds 
might be used, but in the Middle States and in the southern tier 
of Gulf States their gardens will have been grown before these 
seeds can be distributed. The State of Tennessee, which I, in 

art, represent, could not get a single package of early vegetables 
in time for use this season. The distribution, if it could be had 
at all, would be partial and unjust. 

It is charged that this economical Secretary, who has saved the 


for proposals. He ought not to have done so, and he has kept the 
expenditure down. If, however, Congress wants any change 
made in the law and wants to continue the practice in the future, 
it has but to say so, and it can be provided for in the coming Agri- 
cultural appropriation bill, but as for this year it is a thing of the 
past, and to use this money in the way that has been suggested 
would be but throwing it away. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not intend to prolong this 
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an obedient servant in a democratic country, he should say that 
no Cabinet officer, however high, was above the law, and, what- 
ever the consequences might be, he was bound to conform his 
action to its plain provisions. 

So when the law says that the Secretary of Agriculture must 
confine the distribution to seeds that are uncommon and rare, 
there is no power of dispensation in the President of the United 
States or in any department of this Government which can con- 
done a violation of a provision and prohibition as plain as t 
words that [ have just recited contain. 

Mr. President, if there is any responsibility for the failure to 
distribute seeds—and I am not one who con 
the farmers and small gardeners of the country are not r ving 
seeds—let it rest where it belongs in common fairness, in common 
justice to the Secretary of Agriculture, and let Congress : 
the responsibility of altering the law and making it what the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] would have it, and whi 
Senators on this floor would have it—a general distribution of all 
the ordinary and common garden seeds of the country to the 
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| farmers and horticulturists of the different States. 


Without detaining the Senate any longer I wish to ca!l the 
attention of the country to the fact that if there is any r 
bility anywhere for the failure of those se: » through 


as to @ 


2 \ he | mail, as they have heretofore gone, to the farmers and gard 
country this $314,185 in the purchase of seeds, did not readvertise | 


| right to perfect it before a vote on the substitute is taken. Is not 


already protracted discussion of the conduct of the Secretary of | 


Agriculture in regard to the distribution of seeds. 


I think it has | 


already occupied more time than the importance or the magnitude | 


of the subject justifies. But I am led to rise by the question pro- 
pounded to me by the Senator from Missouri |Mr. Vest] during 
the remarks of the Senator from Tennessee |Mr. BATE}. 

I asked a question somewhat for information, somewhat for 
suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee, as to whether the over- 
allotment of seeds to the State of Nebraska, of which the Senator 
from Missouri seems to have complained, might not have been 


of the country, it belongs to Congress and not to the Secretary of 
Agriculture, who has obeyed, as he was bound to obey, the plain 
letter of the law. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has of 
fered a substitute for the joint resolution as it comes trom the 
Committee on Agriculture. I believe the rule is that when a sub- 
stitute is offered to a measure the friends of the measure have a 


that the rule? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pascointhe chair). Amend- 
ments to the text of the joint resolution will first be considered, 
Mr. GEORGE. Then [ask that the vote be taken on the amend- 
ments reported by the Committee on Agriculture, and when those 
amendments are disposed of it will be in order to take up the sub- 


| stitute proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 


due to the exceptional condition of the agricultural interests of | 


that State last year or the year before—I forget which it was— 
which were suffering from a most distressing drought, one which 
appealed to the whole country for relief, and for which, if I am not 
mistaken, some appeal was made to Congress for special relief. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, notwithstanding so 
much time has been taken in this matter, I think all the facts 
ought to be known. There was no drought in Nebraska last 
year. This distribution of seeds was for the season of 1895-96. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not think I am mistaken. 

Mr. VEST. It happens to be within my personal knowledge 
that Nebraska never raised such a crop—and the Senators on this 
floor from that State will corroborate my statement—as she did 
last year. If the Senator will permit, it is all a baseless assump- 
tion that the Secretary of Agriculture sent these seeds out in 
1894-95 for the culture of 1895. 

Mr.GRAY. Notwithstanding the assertion of the Senator from 
Missouri, I think he will find that he is mistaken, and that this 
overallotment of seeds of which he complains, if there was an 


overallotment—I do not know anything about the facts—occurred | 
when there was this peculiar and distressing condition of things | 


in that State. Certainly there was a drought last year or the 








year before, and we all recollect the appeals that came up to us | 


from those arid plains and the pictures of distress which were 
drawn to us in this body and in the public prints of the country 
in regard to it. 

All I want t » say now in regard to it is that since my attention 
has been drawn to this matter by the debate in the Senate I have 
examined the law pursuant to which this distribution of seeds has 
been made. Attention has been called to it by a most thorough 
and exhaustive speech by the Senator from Mississippi ‘a 
GEORGE], and it is not required, after having read that speech—I 
had not the pleasure of hearing it—that I should say a single word 
to supplement its force and its conclusions. But true it is there 
18 not a Senator in this body who can take the Revised Statutes 
and show that under the law as the Secretary found it, and under 
the interpretation that was given it by the Attorney-General, he 
had any right to continue this indiscriminate distribution of the 
ordinary agricultural and horticultural seed that had theretofore 
been going on. 

It is well enough to accuse the Secretary of inconsistency in 
having pursued the plan that his predecessors had pursued for 
years before; but the question is whether, when his attention was 
drawn to it, he should continue to violate the law or whether, as 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senate. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understand that the substitute offered 
by the Senator from Missouri is to take the place of the entire 
joint resolution, including the amendments of the committee. I 
ask the Chair whether, under those circumstances, it is not proper 
to submit the question upon the substitute? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The friends of the measure have 
a right to perfect the original joint resolution before a vote taken 


That will be the order of the 


| on the substitute; and that will be the order. The first amend- 


ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4 of the joint resolution, before the 
word ‘‘ directed,” insert the words ‘‘ authorized and,” and after the 
word ‘‘directed ” strike out ‘‘ to carry into effect the provisions of 
the act making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, for the purchase and di 
tribution of valuable seeds and for the printing, publication, and 
distribution of farmers’ bulletins,” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ to 


| purchase and distribute valuable seeds for the year 1896, as has 


been done in preceding years”; so as to read: 


That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase and distribute valuable seeds for the year 1896, as has been 
donein preceding years. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be 


| stated. 


The SECRETARY. 
lowing proviso: 


At the end of the joint resolution add the fol- 


Provided, That the said Secretary shail not,in said purchase, pay more than 
a reasonable and fair price for such commodities or for any of them: And 


provided further, That he shall not be required to expend all the appropriation 
available for said purchase, but only so much thereof as, considering the time 
when distribution can be made, may profitably be expended to promote the 


objects of this joint resolution. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have an amendment which I desire to offer. 
I will read it in the hearing of the Senate instead of sending it to 
the desk. Add at the end of the joint resolution the following 
additional proviso: 


And provided further, That so much of the seeds, buibs, plants, vines, cut 
tings, and trees which has heretofore been required to be distribut smong 
Senators and Representatives shall be divided among the States in : pro 


y : . . . ‘ 
portion of the representation of each in the electoral college 


That makes it exactly as it is now, Senators and Representatives 
both being counted— 


but giving to each Territory a share equal to the allotment for one member 
of said college 


That makes the law exactly as it is now, so far as the share of 
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each State is concerned, the difference being that instead of going 
to members of Congress it will go to the agricultural colleges— 
and sha!l then be transmitted to the several agricultural experiment stations 
for distribution among the people of their respective States or Territories. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read 
from the desk. 
The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the joint 
resolution the following additional proviso: 
And provided further, That so much of the seeds, bulbs, vines, cut- 
tings, and trees which has heretofore been uired to be distributed among 
Senators and Representatives shall be divided among the States in the pro- 
portion of the representation of each in the electoral college, but giving to 
each Territory a share equal to the allotment for one member of said college, 
and shall then be transmitted to tie several agricultural experiment stations 
for distribution among the people of their respective States or Territories. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi | Mr. 
GEORGE}. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to make a few remarks 
on this subject. The speech made by the Senator from Missouri 
ee Vest| this morning developed a fact that I did not know 
fore and makes the adoption of my amendment, I think, abso- 
lutely necessary. The Senator called the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that large portions of the seed allotted to members of 
Congress were not taken by them and distributed among the peo- 
le of the States. He pointed out several States in which that 
Baa occurred, and he was kind enough to give me tie table in 
which he had marked some eight or ten States in which the mem- 
bers of Congress had failed to discharge the duty imposed on them 
by law to distribute the seeds. 
I have looked over the table further than the Senator had marked, 
and I find that there are twenty-two States, just about one-half 
the States in the American Union, the Senators and Representa- 
tives of which failed to take and distribute among their constitu- 
ents the allotment made to them under the law. So we find this 
state of affairs to which I desire to call the attention of the Senate, 
that the method of distribution of seeds among the people of the 
United States now provided by law is ineffectual. Some of the 
members of Congress, a large number of them, do not discharge 
their duties in that r . Iwill call over some of the States in 
which there is a deficit in addition to those mentioned by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

I find that in the State of Kentucky there was a failure to dis- 
tribute some thousands of ;Suckages of seed. In the State of Vir- 
ginia there was a similar failure. In the State of California there 
was a similar failure. In Lowa there was a similar failure. So 
in Louisiana; and I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] who makes a great onslaught 
on the Secretary of iculture for not distributing the seed to 
the fact that the mem of Congress of that State did not dis- 
tribute among their constituents the seed which the Secretary of 
ae gave them. 

here is the State of Missouri, so ably represented by the Sen- 
ator who makes this onslaught on the Secretary of Agriculture. 
Its delegation also failed, by 33,000 , to distribute the seed 
which had been allotted to that State by the Secretary under the 
law of Congress. 
Then there is also the State of Illinois, in which there was a 
deficit. So in Indiana, so in Maine, so in Maryland, so in Massa- 
chusetts, where about 70,000 kages were not distributed; so in 
Michigan, about 50,000; so in New York, about 120,000; so in Ohio, 
about 70,000; so in Pennsylvania, about 50,000, and so in Rhode 
Island and Vermont. Ithink this failure on the of Repre- 
sentatives and Senators to distribute seed among people of the 
United States, as required by law, is a very good reason why we 
should require the distribution to be made by some other means. 

Right here, while I think of it, I desire to call the attention of 
the Senate, and especially of the Senator from Missouri [Mr, Vksr}, 
to the fact that his criticism about the inequality in distribu- 
tion of the number of pac of seed is the necessary result of 
the law upon that subject. It has been a remarkable thing in this 
whole debate that Senators have assumed that there was default 
on the part of the Secretary of Agriculture, and have condemned 
him, without at all referring to the law under which he is obliged 
to act. 

Now, the Secretary of Agriculture would have been guilty of a 
gross violation of law if he had distributed those seeds by the 
number of packages, giving to each State so many packages. 
The law says he shall not distribute them in that way. I will 
read the law for the benefit of the Senator from Mi i, whose 
criticism is so severe upon the subject, and for the benefit of the 
Senate. It provides— 

That the Secretary— 


The Secretary of Agriculture— 

shall not distribute to any Senator, Re: tative, or seeds en- 
tirely unfit for the mate and locality he represents, but distribute 
the = so that each member may have seeds of equal value, as near as 
may 
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So the distribution is to be made according to the value of the 
seed and not according to the number of packages. As I have 
shown to the Senate in the first remarks that I made upon the sub- 
ject, some seeds cost $30, $40, or $60 a pound, and others, like corn 
or cotton seed, cost $1 or $1.50 a bushel. According to the idea 
of the Senator from Missouri, the Secretary of Agriculture in dis- 
tributing the seeds must send to each State the exact number of 
seeds according to its representation in Congress without refer- 
ence at all to the value of the seed which is distributed, when the 
law says that he shall distribute the seeds according to value anid 
not according to the number of packages. So that does away with 
that point. 

I have only one or two other remarks that I care to make upon 
this subject. It isamatter of some importance, Iadmit, but it was 
so clearly demonstrated by the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. Bary | 
that if we oe the proposed law now it will be of no effect or valuc 
whatever that I hardly think I ought to go much further in that 
direction. We are toolate. We are ordering a thing to be dons 
out of time, out of season, when with the regular rules or the revu- 
lar necessities of the Agricultural Department in getting these seeds 
and distributing them it will be impossible to make the distribu- 
o- so that the seeds may be effectual to the people who receive 
them. 

I call the attention of the Senate especially to the emphasis 

aced upon the law, as found in section 527, by the Senator from 

laware oo Gray]. Only certain kinds of seed are authorized 
to be purchased. That purchase is not for the purpose of giving 
a bounty to every man who receives seed. It is a purchase for 
the purpose, and the sole purpose, of introducing new and uncoi- 
mon seeds among the people, so that by actual experiment it may 
be ascertained whether or not the seeds so distributed are of any 
value. If you divest the law of that feature—and I desire to call 
the Senator’s attention to this point—you would make the pur- 
chase of seed simply an eleemosynary institution for the benetit of 
such people as members of Congress may see proper to give the 
seed to. We have established the e imental stations, and wo 
give each one of them $15,000 a year out of the National Treasury 
for the express purpose of testing various kinds of seeds in thvir 
respective localities, in order to determine upon what seeds the 
money of the Government is to be expended. 

I happen to be a trustee of the Agricultural College of Missis- 
sippi, and I know something about the modus operandi of those 
experimental stations. They not only experiment with seeds on 
the grounds which have been allotted to them by the college, but 
they send seeds, plants, vines, and everything mentioned in this 
statute to persons in the State who apply for them and tell them 
they desire to make experiments on that subject. So I think it is 
quite evident now to every Senator that if we are to be governed 
by the purpose for which the law was enacted the best method «f 
carrying out that purpose is to give the seed for distribution to 
the agricultural stations in each State. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi oo GEORGE}. 

Mr. MORGAN. If a vote is to be taken of course I will not in- 
terposée, but I want to ask the Senate to go into executive session 
for a very few minutes. 

Mr. VEST. Let us take a vote on the pending amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let us vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understand there is a substitute lying 
on the table for the entire joint resolution, which I ask the Senate 
to vote on. I think it will take but a minute. 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope the substitute will not be adopted. 
There is a very im nt difference between it and the joint 
resolution as now amended; and I desire to call attention to that 
difference. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE CRAIN, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the intel- 
i the death of Hon. Wixiiam H. Crain, late a member 
the House from the State of Texas, and transmitted the reso- 


lutions of the House thereon. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair lays before theSenate reso- 
lutions from the House of ntatives, which will be read. 


The Secretary read the 


ions, as follows: 
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In THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, February 10, 1896. 


That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Bowen CRAIN, late a Representative from the State of Texas. — 
Resolved, That a committee of nine members of the House be appointed by 
the Speaker, to act with such Senators as may be selected, to attend the fu- 
neral of the deceased; that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House shall take order 
for superintending the funeral of the deceased at his home, and that the nec- 
essary expenses attending the execution of this order shall be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House. : 
1 That asa mark of respect to his memory the House do now ad- 


eee That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I offer for adoption the resolutions 
which I send to the desk. ; : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions submitted by the | 
Senator from Texas will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. W. H. CRAIN, late a Representative from the State 

Texas. 
Ce That.a committee of three Senators be appointed by the Presiding 
Officer to join the committee appointed on the part of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to take order for superintending the funeral of the deceased. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs]. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and the Vice- 
President appointed as the committee on the part of the Senate, 
under the second resolution, Mr. MiLus, Mr. GALLINGER, and Mr. 
CYLE. 
“7. MILLS. Mr. President, as a further mark of respect, I | 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 5 
minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
February 11, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 10, 1896. | 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Artillery arm. 


Second Lieut. John Thomas Martin, Fourth Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant, February 1, 1896, vice Johnson, Fifth Artillery, retired | 
from active service. 


First Lieut. Charles Dodge, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain, December 4, 1895, vice Wessells, Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
resigned. 

First Lieut. William Abram Mann, Seventeenth Infantry, to be 
captain, January 1, 1896, vice Greene, Seventeenth Infantry, re- 
tired from active service. 

First Lieut. Millard Fillmore Waltz, Twelfth Infantry, to be 
captain, January 9, 1896, vice Viven, Twelfth Infantry, deceased. 

Second Lieut. William Robert Dashiell, Eighth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, December 4, 1895, vice Dodge, Twenty-fourth | 
Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Eli Alva Helmick, Second Infantry, to be first | 
lieutenant, December 21, 1895, vice Littell, Tenth Infantry, ap- | 
pointed assistant quartermaster, who resigns his regimental com- 
mission, 

Second Lieut. Charles Grant French, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, December 31, 1895, vice Pague, Fifteenth In- 
fantry, dismissed. 

Second Lieut..Robert Weldon Rose, Fifth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, January 1, 1896, vice Mann, Seventeenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lieut. William Clarence Bennett, Sixth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, January 9, 1896, vice Waltz, Twelfth Infantry, 
promoted, 


Infantry arm. 
| 


To be captain by brevet. 


Second Lieut. Robert Goldthwaite Carter, Fourth Cavalry, 
brevet first lieutenant, United States Army (now first lieutenant, 
retired), for gallant service in action against hostile Kickapoo, 


stem, oa Mescalero Apache Indians, at Remolina, Mexico, May 
, 1878, 


Cavalry arm. 

Candidate Corpl. Alvord Van Patten Anderson, Troop B. Sixth | 
Cavalry, to be second lieutenant, February 5, 1896, vice Howze, 
Sixth Cavalry, promoted. 

AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

Edwin F. Uhl, of Michigan, to be ambassador extraordinary and 
plenipotentiary of the United States to Germany, to fill a vacancy. 

MISSOURI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Maj. William Henry Heuer, Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army, to be a member of the Missouri River Commission, vice 
Col. R. King, relieved. 

(This nomination is made to correct error in former nomination 
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| Franklin and State of Ohio, in the place of Samuel E 


| that isin gloom and despair from the frozen bor 
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of Major Heuer, which was confirmed by the Senate January 14, 
1896, and in which his name appears as Huer.) 
POSTMASTERS. 

Samuel B. Wheeler, to be postmaster at Westport, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of Joseph G. 
Hyatt, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

James W. French, to be pestmaster at Harlan, in the county of 
Shelby and State of Iowa. in the place of Joseph H. Reynolds, 
whose commission expires February 16, 1896. 

William C. O'Leary, to be postmaster at Hancock, in the connty 
of Houghton and State of Michigan, in the place of M. R. Red- 
mond, deceased. 

William R. Odor, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Lewis and State of Missouri, in the place of Lauriston H. Condit, 
whose commission expired December 23, 1895. 

F. M. Ranck, to be postmaster at Westerville, in the county of 
. Fouts, 


whose commission expires February 16, 1896. 

Thomas P. McAndrews, to be postmaster at White Haven, in 
the county of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
George Sackett, whose commission expired January 6, 1806. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate February 10, 1896. 
AMBASSADOR, 


Edwin F. Uhl, of Michigan, to be ambassador extraordinary and 
plenipotentiary of the United States to Germany. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, J bruary 8, 1896. 


The recess having expired, the Honse (at 10.30 o’clock a. m., Mon- 


| day, February 10) resumed its session. 


COIN REDEMPTION FUND. 

The House, according to order, resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin redemption 
fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of indebtedness to 
meet temporary deficiencies of revenue. 

{Mr. HAINER of Nebraska addressed the House. 
dix. | 


[Mr. McDEARMON addressed the House. See Appendix.] 
{Mr. CALDERHEAD addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Speaker, I regret that I havehad so much 
difficulty in obtaining recognition. Idonot, however, attribute this 
toany purpose of the Speaker torestrain those entertaining the views 
that I do, but to existing conditions and the desire of so many to ad- 


See Appen- 


| dress the Houseinso shortacompassoftime. Imustconfessembar- 


rassment at having tospeak so near aseat draped in the habiliments 
of mourning. My whole heart goes out to that queenly empire of 
the South, ‘‘ Texas,” at the loss of one of her great and bright 
statesmen. My surroundings are only symbolical of the country 
rs of Canada 
to the sunland boundary of Mexico, from the morniag to the even- 
ing ocean, and it is for this entire country and all conditions that 
I desire to speak, and I am not speaking simply for home con- 
sumption, but to convert and convince, for my people are united 
in favor of free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 as it was 
fixed by our fathers and remained until 1873; under which our 
great forests were felled and turned into producing plains; under 
which the frail bark canoe was exchanged for the floating palace 
and the cry of the buffalo succeeded by the iron horse; under which 
our great cities were builded, our magnificent harbors developed, 
our wonderful commerce extended; under which Louisiana was 
purchased from the Spaniards, and Texas, that queenly empire (to 


| which I have referred) which will always protect our southern 


border, was annexed from Mexico; under which our country has 
passed successfully through three great wars, including the late 
civil war, and under which prosperity abounded everywhere until 
183s. When the noble six hundred made their famous charge at 


| Balaklava, with unblanched cheeks and steady nerves, their's was 


to do and die, when like heroes they rode into the very jaws of 
death. As they saw their comrades falling before them, like au- 
tumn leaves in Vallombrosa or hke ripening grain before the re- 
morseless reaper, there went up a whisper along that line that 
some one had blundered; some one had blundered. 

As I look out upon this sunset continent which was dedicated 
to God and liberty and whosecivil government had its birth upon 
and within the territory I have the distinction of representing, 
out of which has been evolved a nation of marvelous civilization, 
of patent and latent forces capable of a wonderful future if not 
restrained and destroyed by the influence of British finances, @ 
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country every page of whose history is marked by the valorous 
deeds and patriotic action of its plain, common people; a country 
naturally rich in the harvest of its wares, the harvest of its forests, 
and the coveeat of its fields, the harvest of its mines, the harvest 
of its genius, brains, enterprise, and self-sacrificing patriotism; 
when I realize that its activities are paralyzed, its future eclipsed, 
its brains, genius, and enterprise restrained; when I see its com- 
merce trammeled, its transportation over land and sea in the 
hands of receivers, its manufacturing demoralized, its business 
sensitive and restive, its Government bankrupt; as I see the plow- 
man homeward wend his weary way after his day’s work is done, 
as he gathers his loving family around his frugal fireside and con- 
templates that, though he may work from early dawn to dewy 
eve and exercise rigid economy, nothing remains to provide for 
the mortgage on the old homestead, to educate his children, or 
set aside for sickness or old age—as I look upon this sad but 
realistic picture, and as I hear these croakings of despair as 
they well up from the million of homes throughout the country, 
there comes not only a whisper, but the focalized wrongs of 
the people as certain and significant as the clap of thunder pre- 
ceding a storm, that someone or some political party or some 
men in power and influence have blundered. I had rather put it 
that way than to criminate or recriminate any man or party. I 
do not believe in the policy of crimination or recrimination in con- 
ducting a debate or in outlining a party policy. But where and 
to whom to charge this blunder we may honestly differ according 
to our respective environments. We can all agree upon this piv- 


FEBRUARY 10, 





these u 
ruin an 
patriots and place country above —, and remain steadfast and 


mn the advice of your party and witness the continyo) 
depression of your country, or will you act the part 


true to the cause of silver, even if you have to serve in the liyory 
of Populism? Our doors stand ajar; they will remain so for {)\ 
ee of all men of all parties that have a desire of promo i). 
the best interests of our common country and its depressed 4),j 
suffering population. We need your leadership; we need yoy, 
influence; we need your votes. We are indifferent as to \ oy, 
former political associations so your resolute purpose is to s 
silver and country in the most practical manner. So, after \ 
respective conventions have repudiated you and your silver , 
victions, as they are certain to do, then weinvite you to St. Louis, 
that we may by conference adjust our differences and in a prac. 
tical way devise such action as will be certain to secure a 
President and a silver Congress in 1896. 

I want to assure you that the representative Populists that you 
will meet at St. Louis will be worthy of your consideration ind 
association. I beg that you understand that they are not an- 
archists; they carry with them noble purposes and patriotic hearts, 
and not as you may suspicion, dynamite, ready to attack some 
weak pointin our socialcondition. They are not socialists, bi-liey- 
ing that the drones should live upon the active bees; they only want 
a fair and = proportion of their own production that they 
may be enabled to meet their obligations and supply themselves and 
families with morecomforts. In thecities they maylive in humble 
tenements, evenin garrets and in cellars. In the South and West 
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to the human family than all the ravages of war, famine, and pes- 
tilence for the past two centuries. Its effect was first felt by the 
farming classes, covering 2,000,000 of the 4,000,000 farms with 
mortgages that can not be paid except under foreclosure, which 
has and is rapidly taking place; and under the red flag of the auc- 
tioneer homestead after homestead is pares into the hands of 
domestic and foreign land syndicates, which are creating a monop- 
oly in the soil of the nea ve b 

The second class to feel the effect of this blunder—this legisla- 
tion—was the laborers and wage earners of the country, and now 
fully 5,000,000 are practically or entirely unemployed. Their con- 
ditions have been manifested in strikes, riots, commonweal armies, 
and protective labor organizations. 

The third class to come under its blighting influence are the 
tradesmen and manufacturers, the evidences of which are clearly 
visible to the most casual observer. 

In asking recognition of the Chair and attention from members 
to comment upon these conditions, I am not ashamed to be classi- 
fied as a Populist and to emphasize the fact that I support the 
Senate substitute as a distinct Populistic measure, one that the 
country would not have had presented in this shape except for the 
presence of the Populist balance of power in the Senate. It can 
not otherwise be intelligently and consistently considered, since 
both the Democratic and the Republican parties are committed by 
practice and policy to the single gold standard, and the Populist 
alone of the political organizations extant stands openly, boldly, 
and declaratively for the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 


the votes of the country, and thereby vouchsafe prosperity and 
happiness, not only to the American people, but to the entire hu- 
man race. We feel under obligations to the silver Democrats and 
to the silver Republicans for their aid and valuable assistance in 
presenting in such a masterly manner to the public this issue in 
which is involved the civilization and safety of the entire human 
race. But you are all experienced statesmen, honorable, wise, 
and patriotic, and I have no purpose or inclination to impugn 
your motives or discredit your patriotism, and I can fully sympa- 
thize with your desires and hopes to have your respective parties 
enlist in this just quarrel of the plain, producing people against 
the gold trust and corporate monopoly. God grant that you may 
succeed, and long live the party, whatever its name is or may be, 
that will bravely take up and fight out to the finish this cause of 
the people. 

But it is as clear as crystal, as clear as a mathematical proposition 
can be demonstrated, that both the Democratic and the Republican 
party willname a gold-standard candidate for the Presidency upon 
a declarative gold platform. After your parties take this action 
what is to become of your silver professions? Will you surrender 


indiscreet, but they believe in obtaining this relief not thi 

the force or example of riots, strikes, commonweal armies, 0 by 

marching on Washington with rifles. They realize that in this 

hour of light, in this day of civilization, reform can not be accom- 

plished either by the torch or bullet; that their only hope is 

oo, by, and under the law as it should be declared at the 
allot. 

Soon after our independence from Great Britain was declared, 
our people had been so accustomed to a king there went inquiry 
through the colonies, ‘‘Who shall we make king?” It was a 
patriot and a patriotic thought that suggested that we will gather 
all the people together into one field and we will then altogether 
build a great tall statue; we will dedicate this to our whole coun- 
try and name it ‘‘ The Law,” and we will make this our king 
The Populists desire the continued reign of this king, and all the 
reforms accomplished by, under, and through this king, the law; 
and personally I have but little consideration for anyone or any 

arty that would encourage the thought that they could or should 
oe accomplished in any other manner. 

We want the free American people to be unshackled from all 
sectional and partisan prejudices and passions and to exercise 
their franchises in the interest of this great American people and 
continent. This can be easily accomplished if free-silver leaders 
on this floor will only remain true to the cause and practice whiat 
they preach on the hustings and in Congress. But it can not be 
accomplished if they simply talk free silver on the hustings ani in 
Congress and then vote gold-standard tickets. I entertain no 


otal point and fact, that a fatal mistake and blunder was made | they may live in humble farm homes and be compelled to follow 

when this Government, with all its resources and commercial | the plow and carry the hoe, yet they are as true, noble, and brave 

site influence, consented to the demonetization of silver in 1873, as | men as ever followed Lee and Jackson or battled under Grant and 

atk all now realize and admit that the effect of this legislation was to | McClellan to save the flag and preserve the Union. They haye 

i ) B halve the price of all farm products and farming lands and double | been brought into political existence by the conditions and exi- 

ee the burden of debt, Government expenses and taxes. gencies of the decade, and they have acommon grievance to redress. 

5 f The result of this blunder has caused more wrongs and injustice | Some of them in their anxiety and impatience for relief may be 
FB 9! 
fy 


16to1. Their national platform so declares; their every State | shadow of a doubt that if the issue could be presented fairly, 
platform so declares; their every vote in both branches of Con- | without party, race, and sectional prejudices or embarrassieits, 
i gress have been given as they have declared, and I nowavow that | a decisive majority, both of the popular vote and the electoral 
if it is the _— of the Populist to stand by this principle and to | college, would be recorded in favor of free silver at 16 to |; the 
He present the issue to the people from time to time until the truth | prosperity of the American people and the perpetuation of Air: 
f of their course shall be ratified and sanctioned by a majority of | can institutions. Congress need not be deceived. The American 


ople are intelligent, they are fairly well educated on this sub- 
ject, theirs is the education obtained by hard and bitter exper 
ence and not that theoretical education that is so repeatedly exi- 
plified on this floor. The farmer understands, what the theorist 
admits, that the free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 will practically 
double the price of all staple farm products. They understand 
this as clestly as it was demonstrated yesterday by the able, elo- 
uent, and very practical speech of the gentleman from Minnesota 
Mr. Towne] through convincing words and still more convinc- 
ing charts, explained bya master of thesubject. The farmer un- 
derstands that doubling the price of his products enables him to 
ay and meet his obligations, and brings him some of the cou 
fosts of life, the means to educate his children, and a surplus to 
lay aside for sickness 9nd old age. 
nder these increased prices his farm will be made more beau- 
tiful and more productive. These conditions bring more work for 
the farm laborer and better wages, and necessarily more comfor’ 
and happiness to the farm laborers of the land, whose present (de- 
oo conditions cry aloud for relief. The merchants imme- 
iately feel the benefit of better prices for farm products; they 
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secure better sales, prompt payment of accounts, and more satis- 
factory profits. The manufacturer realizes at once, with prosper- 
ous merchants and farmers, a decided increased demand for the 
outpat of his mills; this necess-rily means more constant work 
ital invested. These results bring confidence to the capital and 
contentment and happiness to the employees. The prosperous 
farmer, merchant, and manufacturer increases the bulk of trans- 
yortation, and producer and laborer have never been known to 
complain at passenger or freight rates when they were receiving 
an equitable share of the net result of their own production. 

To summarize: If I should divide the country into sections and 
you admit that free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 doubles the purchas- 
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1is employees, with better wages and better profits to the cap- | 
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their own productions that hardly afford them a miserable exist- 
ence without the comforts necessary to make life endurable, while 
the traders upon and manipulators of their productions acquire 
such a proportion as results in their increasing colossal fortunes, 
that threaten still further encroachments upon the rights of the 
producers. 

Some say I am an alarmist, or rather a calamity howler, and 
they call attention to the prosperity of the country as evidenced 
by the domestic subscription to the recent call for bonds. This 
only illustrates the deplorable condition of agriculture, commerce, 
and manufactures of the country at large and all of its enterprises 


| that the money of the country can only be called out for Govern- 


ing power of the cotton crop of the South, that under free coinage | 


we will receive in the aggregate three hundred million legal-tender 
dollars more than we do receive for this crop, it is idle to say that 
the farmers, merchants, manufacturers, and laborers of the South 
are practically unanimous for that policy that is certain to secure 
this result. 

If [for a moment contemplate the great West, the granary of 
the world, and you assure me of a fact that I am convinced istrue, 
that the price of her corn, wheat, and pork are doubled in price, 
then I need not be told that her laborers, her farmers are, and her 
merchants and manufacturers, if they study their own conditions, 
should be, in favor of this measure. 

If I again contemplate the great North and East, with their in- 
vested capital, great cities, great industries, wealth, and influence, 
while Iam not in a position to suggest to them a wise policy, at the 
sametime I will be pardoned when I remind them that they are sur- 
rounded by discontented farmers, by miserable wage earners whose 
condition demands their consideration; I would also remind them 
that they are absolutely dependent uponthe farmer and the labor- 
ers of the country. and their life is necessarily short unless they 
‘an vouchsafe prosperity unto those upon whom they are primarily 
and ultimately dependent. 

If you wish, divide the country into cities and farms. In 
that instance the cities must realize their absolute dependence 
upon the country. To illustrate, you can throw an impassable 
wall around every city in this country, and within the short 
space of time as ninety days bats and owls would frequent and live 
in marble halls where once reigned human life in the revelry of 
wine, pleasure, and summary happiness. Your accumulated 
wealth might be in the shape of marble blocks, in Government 
bonds, or in the much-coveted metal, gold. All these would be 
powerless to support and maintain human life if you had no access 
to the country for food and raiment, while the country would and 
could live, be happy and prosperous, without the assistance of 
the cities. I only mention this to illustrate the interest that the 
cities should feel in the welfare and prosperity of the surrounding 
country. 

If Iam called upon to consider the country as a whole, the con- 
clusion is irresistible that the greater purchasing power we can 
give to our balance of trade the larger that balance will be in our 
favor, and by the increase of this our solvency, aggregate wealth, 
and greatness will be recorded by the nations of the world. There 
is one class, and one class alone, that is benefited by the single 
gold standard; that class is the creditor class. I ask members to 
pause before it is too late and recall that there are other classes in 
the country that are entitled to their legislative consideration. 
There are the laboring classes, the farming classes, the manufac- 
turing classes, the great middle classes, the property classes, each 
and all are entitled to your watchful care and consideration, and 
I protest against sacrificing them all to the merciless creditors. 
I believe in dealing with them fairly and repaying them exactly 


under the same conditions in which their debts were contracted, | 


no more and no less, but I do protest against paying them under 
a standard that requires to pay twice as many hours of labor, 
twice as many bushels of wheat, corn, pork, and twice as many 
pounds of cotton and tobacco as it would have taken to pay the 


debt when it was created, for finally these constitute the hard- | 
earned coin of the people in which they must redeem their obliga- | 


tions. 

Edmund Burke, the great English jurist and statesman, said, 
when commenting upon conditions very much like those that con- 
front us: 

It is to the property of the citizen and not to the demands of the creditor 
of the State that the original faith of society is pledged. The claim of the 
citizen is prior in time, paramount in title, superior in equity. 

Congress should be ever ready to lend a listening ear to the 
plaintive wail that descends from the garret, ascends from the cel- 
ar in overcrowded cities,and is heard from remote fields of the 
country, and try to learn the cause of their common suffering. 
These constitute the grand army of producers of the necessities 
to maintain and sustain human life, and to model, shape, and 
fashion them to meet and suit the touch, the eye, the desire, the 
comforts and pleasure of man and society. Under present condi- 
tions this army of producers can only retain such a measure of 











ment investments at 3 per cent. This is done because they can 
find no better investment, as the business interest and enterprise 
of the people are at a discount, while the taxing power, the last 
resort of plutocracy and despotism, stands at a premium. 

This debate has developed two admissions. One is that free 
silver at 16 to 1 will practically double prices. The other is that 
this result is desirable, and that free coinage at 16 to 1 should be 
adopted if it could be done by international agreement. 

The cowards of finance say that we are too weak and not able 


| commercially to accomplish this, which they admit would be to 


the advantage of every interest in this country and to the entire 
human race. Had our patriotic ancestors doubted or halted at 
Pitt, Mecklenburg, or Philadelphia, we would have remained de- 
pendencies of England, and yet I say to you that this condition 
would have been preferable to the condition we occupy to-day in 
having to submit to such prices as they may name for our muscle, 
products, and land. 

In the evolution of economic thought, in the science of political 
progress, the time is at hand when the tares should be pulled from 
the wheat, the sheep divided from the goats, when we should know 
‘‘under which king, Bezonian,” will you serve, which flag will ye 
follow, the British or the American? Shall we regard you in the 
future alien or friend? 

One course is admittedly independent and American and for the 
best interest of the entire American people. Then, why hesitate? 
Whydoubt? Whenshall wegrowstronger? Willit be to-morrow 


or the next day or when the next breeze that sweeps from the East 
shall bring to our ears the resoundings of clanking chains? I care 


not what course others may take, as for me, * 
give me death.” 

Gentlemen may say, let us have peace; but there can be no peace; 
there must be war, eternal war, until the wrongs of 1873 and 18938 
are righted in the interest of God and humanity. 

I have read in Roman history that the march of an entire army 
was stayed by the presence of a huge serpent, whose very presence 
poisoned the atmosphere. 

Regulus, the Roman commander, halted his columns and dis- 
patched a detachment to destroy this serpent in order that his army 
might be saved and permitted to proceed on its march. 

There is admittedly immediately in our presence the single 
gold standard, the monopoly of money, and all those words mean 
in measuring value, and exchanging products and labor, and facil- 
itating trading and commerce. Its presence ever in action, de- 
vouring like a blighting breath, poisons the very atmosphere by 
which we are surrounded, paralyzing every industry, enterprise, 
and hope of the people. We need a detachment, verily a mighty 
army of patriots, to destroy this serpent, that the people may be 
released from their slavery to the gold dollar and this great na- 
tion permitted to proceed in its march of progress, invention, and 
enterprise and fulfill its legitimate mission to work out a mar- 
velous future. 

Mr. Speaker, just afew momentsin conclusion. It is very evi- 
dent that you will defeat the Senate substitute, and your purpose 
is to adhere to the House bond bill to maintain the coin redemp- 
tion fund. This you have denominated an emergency measure to 
meet the deficiency in the Treasury. I desire to call attention to 
the fact that I have introduced a measure (H. R. 4141) for the 
reduction of all official salaries 33} per cent; that will in a practi- 
cal manner meet the deficiency. At present it seems the exp 
exceed the revenues. The practical way to meet this is to reduce 
expenses. My bill meets this exigency. In round figures there is 
expended for Government salaries three hundred millions. A re- 
duction of 33} per cent is a net saving of $100,000,000 per annum, 
and will bring our expenses within income. This is decidedly 
more effective and practical than the sale of bonds, which only 
increases our debt and burden. 

By the introduction of this measure I do not desire to pose as a 
demagogue or avery economicalman. The factis, I do not believe 
in low or short prices for anything. Lamrathera high-price man, 
believing in reasonable salaries, in high prices for labor and prod- 
ucts. Out ofthis condition, in my opinion, flows more general pros- 
perity, contentment, and happiness. But Ido wish to serve notice 
on the official classes that if the single standard is to continue and 
remain the policy of this Government, bringing low prices for 
land, products, and labor, then there is no practical reason why 
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the official classes shall not accept for their services the same scale 
of prices. If the wheat, corn, cotton, and tobacco growers are 
compelled to accept gold prices for these staples and the labor nec- 





‘essary to produce them, then the official classes, who are their 


servants, should be content with the same scale of prices. ‘A 
word to the wise is sufficient.” ‘The people who employ and have 
to pay official salaries are thinking and moving along this line. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, to-day I desire to raise my voice 
in behalf of the toilers of America against those men and measures 
which are robbing the many and bestowing the booty upon a 
favored few. 

Knowing that I will be subjected to ridicule, vituperation, and 
anathema by those who are under the hypnotic influence of 
the favored few, I yet deem it my duty to exercise the right of an 
American citizen and speak for the great masses of the common 
people who to-day groan beneath a weary load of poverty and 
oppression, and yet whose appeals for relief are answered by silent 
contempt and covert sneers. 

Sir,I have heard much on this floor about the interests of the 
bankers, the manufacturers, the business men, but scarcely one 
word in behalf of the laboring men of this country; not a single 
measure for the relief those who make it possible for the bankers, 
the manufacturers, and the business men to yoomer and grow 
rich; no one to speak for those who toil in the fields, the mines, 
the mills; for those who produce all the wealth, and who must 
ultimately pay every cent of the bonded indebtedness which is 
now being saddled upon the American people. 

I appeal to-day for justice for those who sow that others may 
reap, for those who toil in poverty, hunger, and rags that the 
American plutocracy may revel in wealth and luxury beyond the 
dreams of avarice. For my utterances to-day no party is respon- 
sible. I have consulted only my conscience and my God. If 
these approve my course the whole world may frown. I want to 
go on record, Mr. Speaker, as protesting in the name of the com- 
mon people of the United States against the bartering away of 
their liberties to a few greedy, grasping gold gamblers. In their 
names, and the names of their children, and in behalf of genera- 
tions yet unborn, I protest against this. I denounce those men 
who would make of our children hewers of wood and drawers of 
water as traitors to the American people. 

What can I say of the man who sits in the Presidential chair? 
What words in the English language are strong enough to be used 
in dealing with the ‘lone fisherman of the White House,” the Izaak 
Walton of modern Democracy, the man who in his political an- 
gling catches only suckers and mulletheads, and in his gunning 
expedition makes ducks and drakes of his own party, the base pre- 
tender who claims to wear the mantle of Andrew Jackson? He 
has accomplished — two great feats; one was to destroy the 
Democratic party, and this can be more readily forgiven, perhaps, 
thananything else he could have done, and the other is the unpar- 
donable crime of wrecking his country financially, placing the 
Treasury at the mercy of Wall street gamblers, and fastening 
— people a bonded indebtedness, principal and interest, of $497,- 

000 


Mr. Speaker, I have often gazed enraptured upon this magnifi- 
cent Capitol; 1 have admired its beauty, its splendor, when it was 
bathed in the golden rays of the setting sun; I have seen thou- 
sands of visitors look with awe and reverence upon this historic 
structure. But hardly one, amid all the countless thousands who 
have come here to learn of our national greatness, ever stopped to 
think of the vast granite bowlders way down in the earth, where 
the sun never shines, upon which this splendid pile rests. These 
foundation stones may not appeal to the esthetic tastes; they may 
be crude and rough; but they have been tested. They are true 
and tried and faultless and flawless. They uphold and womnest 
all this greatness and beauty. If ever by any process they should 
be destroyed, then all the uty, the symmetry, the splendor 
above would plunge to utter chaos and ruin. 

We have also erected another structure, Mr. S er, and it, too, 
has its foundations, its bed rocks, and its chief corner stones. I 
refer to this great Republic of ours. How we admire it! How 
we praise it! How proudly we point to the Stars and Stripes! 
With what pleasure we discuss our magnificent cities, our rail- 
roads. How we delight to listen to the whistle of the locomotive, 
the whir of machinery, the music of the spindles. But ah! Mr. 
Speaker, what about the foundation stones? Is this structure 
founded upon a rock or u the shifting sands? If the founda- 
tion fails our Republic will be destroyed. 

’ The trouble with us is that we have forgotten the foundation; 
we have been decorating and a the superstructure; we have 
been legislating, if you please, to build up and strengthen the few, 
who sit in eee upon the dome of this structure, at the expense 
of those below, the toilers of the country. We have made their 
burdens so great that they can not longer bear them, and already 
the foundation is failing, and I see grievous fissures in the edifice. 
I shall attempt briefly to show that the evils of our financial sys- 
tem are such as to destroy the farmers and the laborers, and that 
you can not destroy these without at the same time destroying the 
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manufacturers, the railroads, the merchants, lawyers, and doctors 
any more than you could dig away the foundation stones of th);. 
Capitol without causing it to collapse, and that the same for 
now at work to destroy the farmers will also destroy the ot) 
classes already mentioned. 

There are four propositions which I desire to lay down, an) 
which I may call ‘‘cardinal principles.” The first is from P; 
fessor Walker, ‘‘That prices will fall or rise as the volume 
money be increased or diminished is a law that is as unalter,)) 
as any law of nature.” The second is from Abraham Linco 
“Tf a government should contract a debt, with a certain amoui: 
of money in circulation, and then contract the volume of mon: 
before the debt was paid, it would be the most heinous crime 
government could commit against the people.” The third is froy) 
Mr. Garfield, ‘‘Whoever controls the volume of money in 1 
country is absolute master of all industry and commerce.” A),:! 
the last is from Daniel Webster, ‘‘ Liberty can not long endure 
in any country where the tendency of legislation is to con 
trate wealth in the hands of a few.” Ah! Mr. Speaker, how 
strange these utterances seem in the light of recent financial |, 
islation! 

At the close of the war we had almost $60 per capita circulatin: 
medium and, as a result, no private indebtedness, no millionair 
no tramps; now we have in actual circulation less than $1) | 
capita and, as a result, we owe $40,000,000,000 and have 4,000 mil- 
lionaires and 4,000,000 tramps. 

At the close of the war our national debt was $2,827,868.959. 
On this we have paid a sum which staggers the human mind, whi 
palls the imagination; a sum which can hardly be expressed |) 
arithmetic—the prodigious, the incomprehensible, sum of more 
than $2,635,000,600—and yet, Mr. Speaker, [assert the solemn truth 
to-day, when I say that it will take more cotton, more wheat, more 
flour, more pork, and wool to pay our national debt than it would 
have taken at the close of the war. In 1866it would have require! 
to pay the national debt: Of wheat, 1,486,842,105 bushels; of flour, 
262,790,697 barrels; of cotton, 5,885,416,666 pounds; of pork, {)\),- 
576,313 barrels; of wool, 5,330,188,679 pounds. 

At the close of the year 1895 it would have required: Of wh 
2,133,620,689 bushels; of flour, 358,571,428 barrels; of cotton, 
14,558,823,529 pounds; of pork, 150,915,853 barrels; of wool, 5,7),- 
813,953 pounds. In other words, it will take more wheat, hy 
646,778,584 bushels; more flour, by 90,780,731 barrels; more cotton, 
by 8,673,406,863 pounds; more pork, by 51,339,540 barrels; more 
wool, by 425,625,274 pounds. 

We have heard a great deal about the reduction of the national 
debt; but itis alla le andafraud. It may have been nomina!! 
reduced, but when measured by the price of these five staple 
modities it has been increased. 

It seems that there has been some devilish machinations of our 
finances. We have done that which Mr. Lincoln said would 
the most heinous crime a government could commit against | 

le. Wecontracted adebt with a certain amount of mo: 
in circulation, and then commenced to contract the money volwnio 
before the debt was paid, until to-day the dollar has a purchasing 
power three times as great as it had thirty years ago. Do you 
wonder that the farmer has been growing poorer each year, aud 
that well-nigh all the farms are under mortgage? 

Under the benign influence of the gold standard we find t/t 
the taxable value of real estate declined from 1893 to 1894 in 
South and West $500,000,000. We also find that there has been « 
steady decline in the prices of farm anne. and I allege that 
this is also properly attributable to the same cause, namely, the 
contraction of a currency. Our great financiers tell us that it 
overproduction, but, Mr. Speaker, we have an overproduction of 
only two things in this country; one is political knaves to adyo- 
cate such a doctrine, and the other an overproduction of fools to 
believe it. 

To prove that I am right, let us take the corn crop for 18%), 
and we find that it was 2,112,892,000 bushels, and the average ex- 
port price was 47.4 cents per bushel. In 1891 the corn crop was 
2,060,154,000 bushels, and the average export price was 57.4 cents 

r bushel; while in 1894 the corn crop was only 1,212,770),0o2 

ushels, or a little more than half the crop of 1891, yet the price 
was only 46.7 Pe bushel. In 1891 we raised 611,780,000 
bushels of wheat, and the average export price was 93 cents per 
bushel; but in 1894 we raised only 460,267,416 bushels, yet the ex 
port price fell to 67 cents. 

But, sir, we are told that we do not export enough of our com 
modities and that we import too much. That is another fabric 
tion of the financial quacks. In 1894 we exported the largest pcr 
centof our wheat production we have ever exported, and the larges 
per cent of our corn since 1880, and the largest per cent of our 
cotton since 1878. In 1894. we consumed 3.41 bushels of wheat per 
capita, the smallest per capita of wheat consumption ever recorde:! 
in this country. e wheat consumption in 1881 was 6.09; 1n 
1883, 6.64; in 1885, 6.67, and in 1890, 6.09. Our consumption of 
corn per capita in 1894 was 22.76 bushels, the smallest since 188. 

A great deal has been said about the decrease in our exports for 
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1895 over those of 1894, the Republicans attributing it to the 
workings of the Wilson tariff law, while Mr. Carlisle Says the 
cause is the improved crop conditions in other countries for the 
vear 1895 over the preceding year, which accounts largely for the 
diminished exports of domestic produce in 1895. Are these great 
financiers blind, or would they intentionally deceive and mislead 
the people? The value of our exports in 1894 was $869,204 ,937, 
while in 1895 the value was $793,392,399 (that is, for the fiscal 
years ending, respectively, June 30, 1894, and June 30, 1895), a fall- 
ing off in value of $75,000,000. But the decrease was not in the 
quantity of our exports of domestic produce, for there was an 
increase in quantity but a decrease in price, owing to the ruinous 
depreciation in the gold value of all property. 

The total value of our ten principal agricultural exports—cotton, 
wheat, flour, corn, bacon and hams, lard, pork, beef, tobacco, and 
cheese—was $510,012,686 in 1894 and $452,719,941 in 1895, a decrease 
in the value of these exports of $57,292,745, or 11.2 per cent; but 
this decrease was not due to diminished exports, but solely to the 
fall in prices. If we had obtained for the quantity of all ten com- 
modities exported in 1895 the average export price of 1894, the value 
of these exports would have been $552,486,345 instead of $452,719,- 
941, and instead of a falling off in exports of $57,292,745 there would 
have been an increase of $42,473,659. In other words, because of 
the lower prices ruling in 1895 than in 1894 we received $99,766,404 
less on our exports of these ten commodities than we otherwise 
wouldhavedoue. The quantity of these ten agricultural products 
exported increased 8} per cent, while the total value decreased 11.2 

er cent. 

Let us take the fall in prices of cotton, wheat, and wool (three of 
the principal farm products) for a period of twenty-five years, com- 
mencing with 1870. We will divide these twenty-five years into 
five periods of five years each, and will take the average price for 
the first period, that is, for the five years covering the periods from 
1870 to 1875, and we find that for the twenty years from 1875 to 
1895 the farmers lost, by reason of a decline in price of cotton, 
$5,179,000,000, and for the same period and from the same cause they 
lost in the value of their wheat $2,589,000,000 and in the value of 
their wool $950,000,000. Divided into periods, we find the loss in 
the second period (that is, from 1875 to 1880) to have been on the 
three combined products $208,000,000 per year, $374,000,000 a year 
for the third period, $501,000,000 a year for the fourth period, and 
$660,000,000 a year for the fifth period. 

Here we have a total loss to the farmers in twenty years of the 
stupendous sum of $8,817,000,000, or more than $1,500 for each 
farmer in the United States. 

Sir, the people’s homes are under mortgage, and, with constantly 
falling prices, they are helpless, hopeless. Unless something is 
done to avert the calamity they will soon be reduced to serfdom. 

It is the old story we learned in history when schoolboys. 

We know how Rome had her $2,000,000,000 in brass and copper 
money, and with this large circulating medium she was queen of 
the world. Then the damnable system of contraction began, and 
was continued until there was only $200,000,000 in circulation, and 
Rome fell. Near the close of the last century England was en- 
gaged in a bloody struggle with France. Her exchequer was 
empty. Her army,unpaid, was mutinous. In herdire extremity 
she issued a large volume of irredeemable paper money, and a 
war commenced amid a combination of circumstances gloomy 
and calamitous terminated in a blaze of glory, and England be- 
came mistress of the seas and planted her standard all around the 
globe. During this most wonderful era of prosperity over 3,000,- 
000 acres of unimproved land were brought under cultivation, 
and the landowners of the nation increased over 160,000 in num- 
ber. But here the cupidity of Shylock began to show itself, and 
England commenced to contract the volumeof her currency. Now 
want and famine stalked abroad in the land, and the number of 
landowners was reduced to 30,000 by 1861, and to-day half the 
kingdom is owned by a dozen men. 

Wo, too, have had a like experience. At the close of the war 
Shylock appeared on the scene, grasping, greedy, hungry, de- 
manding his pound of flesh. We began to destroy the money and 
contract the volume. The consequences I have already portrayed 
as they affect the farmers. Let us see how it has been with the 
business men. In 1866 there were only 500 business failures, in 
1867 the number rose to 2,386. In 1868 there was withdrawn from 
ciroulatton and destroyed $473,000,000, and there were 2,608 fail- 

res, 

In 1869 there was taken from circulation and destroyed $500,000,- 
000, and the result was 2,799 failures; and so it went on year after 
year, the people’s money being destroyed and failures increasing, 
until, in 1893, the number rose to 16,650. In 1894 there were 12,72 
failures, with $149,595 ,434 liabilities, while in 1895 there were 13,013 
failures, with liabilities of $158,842,445, an increase in the number 
of failures of 292 and in liabilities of $9,247,011. 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, this work of death and devastation is now 
going higher up! The farmers have suffered in silence, or, if there 
have been groans, tears, and remonstrances, they have been un- 
heeded. Now the merchants and manufacturers begin to cry 
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aloud. In 1894 the total liabilities of manufacturers who failed 
was $67,363,775, while in 1895 the liabilities were $73,920,073, an 
increase of $6,556,298. 

Even the railroads are beginning to feel the blighting curse, 
their gross earnings having decreased from 1893 to 1894 the sum of 
$142,331,275. Well may there be consternation among the manu- 
facturers, for another foe now confronts them—the almost pauper 
labor of Japan and China. Add to the difference in « of pro- 
duction the difference in exchange, by reason of these countries 
being on a silver basis, and there is a monster, Mr. Speaker, which 


ost 


will swallow up into his capacious maw not only the farmers and 
laborers of this country, but also the manufacturers of the East, 
and when New England has been devastated and laid waste, her 


wheels rusting, her mills falling to decay, and her cities depopu- 
lated, he will lick his chops and cry for more, more. 

One other symptom, and the most alarming one, and then I will 
have finished. And here, let me say that the road over which we 
are traveling is so broad, the way so clear, and has been so often 
traveled before that a wayfaring man, though a fool, can not be 
mistaken as to whither we are tending. I refer to the rapid con- 
centration of the wealth of the country in the hands of a few. 
One per cent of the population owns one-half of our wealth, while 
250,000 persons own more than 80 per cent of it. Within thirty 
years 50,000 persons will own, substantially, the United States of 
America. The world has never before witnessed such a rapid 
concentration of wealth in a few hands as we have seen in this 
country in the last twenty-five years. 

Daniel Webster well said that liberty can not long endure where 
these conditions are found to exist. Such is the testimony of the 
wisest of mankind through all the ages. Such is the lesson of 
history emphasized in the downfall of Egypt when 2 per cent of 
its people owned 97 per cent of its wealth; of Persia when 1 per 
cent owned all the land; of Babylon when 2 per cent owned all 
the wealth; of Greece and Rome when 1,800 persons owned the 
then known world. 

It was startlingly emphasized in the sack of Constantinople, in 
the decay of Spain’s magnificent Empire, and in the lurid fires of 
the French Revolution. 

Will history repeat itself? 

Elow will you remedy this concentration? How can you recon- 
cile a nation of paupers to toil in the shadow of splendor and 
magnificence to support the idle, worthless few? How are you 
going to answer these questions, which are being put v ehemently, 
fiercely? They must be answered. They demand an an- 
swer in thunder tones, and woe be to this nation if it does not 
answer them. 

The Sphinx destroyed every one who could not or would not 
answer her question. History has done the same with every 
nation Which did not answer these questions. 

[ have tried to state fairly and impartially the conditions in 
this country and to show the causes which have produced them, 


| and I tell you to-day, gentlemen, that you may pile on the protection 


mountain high to build up the manufacturing interests, but un- 
less you also increase the volume of money, so the farmers and 
laborers can buy the manufactured products, you are doing a use- 
less and silly thing. I am in favor of protection, but it is cruel, 
shameful, and outrageous to protect the goods of the mannufac- 
turer, so that he can maintain good prices, and then deprive the 


farmer of fair prices by depriving him of a sufficiently large cir 
culating medium, so that his wheat, his corn, his cotton, wool, and 
other products must be sold for half price. 

Do gentlemen suppose that the farmers can be thus cruelly 


wronged and robbed and the other classes continue to prosper? 
I tell you nay. I tell you that the trail of the serpent is over all 
classes, and if this wicked programme be kept up the final act in 
the terrible drama-will be the utter collapse and overthrow of 
this structure which we have erected. If you destroy the foun- 
dation, as you have been doing for years with fiendish persistence, 
the whole structure will dissolve like the baseless fabric of a 
beautiful dream. 

Give us more money by the free coinage of silver, issue a bil- 
lion dollars of full legal-tender, irredeemable Treasury notes, 
destroy the national banks, pay off the bonded indebtedness, and 
then you will have the most prosperous nation the world ever saw. 

The crisis is upon us, and we must meet it. We must act, and 
by our acts decide for the weal or woe of this nation. 

Mr. Speaker— 

There is a tide in the affairs of men, 
Which, taken at the flood, leads on to 
Omitted, all the voyage of their life 

Is bound in shallows and in miseries. 


fortune; 


That tide has come in the history of this country. The tide of 
protest, of popular indignation against the unlawful encroach- 
iments of the money power. The murmurs have grown to curses, 
mingled with the prayers of starving women and wails of helpless 
children. The masses of the country are like a great, troubled, 
restless, heaving ocean. The tide rises higher, the breakers roar, 
the thunders of popular clamor are almost deafening. Do you 
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not hear? Ah! can you not see? Wake up from your long sleep 
and stay the swiftly onrushing tide by just and wholesome laws 
ere it be too late. 

Mr. WOODMAN said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: When a man becomes wedded to an idea his 
usefulness as a statesmanisgone. Heis then a ‘‘ specialist,” with 
his whole mind, his whole energy, his whole ability directed in 
one channel, to the exclusion of other interests which are equally 
deserving of his attention, 

If his specialty happens to be a popular one, and if he has 
studied it closely enough to be well posted, his praises are rung 
from one end of the Republic to the other and the newspapers 
speak of him as a great man. If his position, however tenable it 
may be, chances to be an unpopular one, he is deyounced as a 
demagogue, generally by those who lack the intelligence and the 
specific information to comprehend his ideas. 

Several things ure noticeable, Mr. Speaker, in the discussion 
which has been going on on this subject for some days. One is 
reminded of the distinguished statesman who, some years ago, 
confidently expressed the fact that he knew all about finance, hav- 
ing devoted three hours of the previous evening to a careful ex- 
amination of the entire subject. 

The ‘silver question,” so called, according to my understand- 
ing, is at present simply a renewal of the old greenback idea—that 
of stamping something with the United States coat of arms and 
calling it money. Early in the war I shipped from San Francisco 
to Liverpool at a salary of $50a month. Arriving, I received. my 
pay and went up into Great Howard street to buy exchange. My 
salary was paid in greenbacks carrying the signature of that great 
statesman, Salmon P. Chase, and I was obliged to exchange $3 
of them for $1 of gold. That trifling experience satisfied me of 
the futility of attempting to legislate nothing into money, and, 
while silver is not ‘ nothing,” it is equivalent, in the present sense, 
to half of it. 

On the other hand, there are oe to be taken into con- 
sideration. It will not do to forget that great banking syndicates 
have their clutches on the throats of the American people by vir- 
tue of the fact that their intluence—hypnotic or otherwise—is 
sufficiently strong to enable them to largely control the action of 
the Executive. e Treasury Department insists on paying out 
gold on demand, and yet takes no ~— replenish the supply of 
the precious metal thus diminished, hile it pays its obligations 
in gold, it receives its dues in any kind of money at the pleasure 
of the payer. 

On the ist day of February, according to the Treasurer’s state- 
ment, there was in the Treasury of the United States about 
$50,000,000 in gold, $22,000,000 of silver, and $72,000,000 in United 
States notes—about $144,000,000 in all, not counting bank notes, 
fractional coin, etc. 

One-half of this is paper currency. Of the coin, two-sevenths, 
in round numbers, is silver and five-sevenths is gold. If the 
Administration is committed to gold, why does it not require that 
a relative proportion of gold be paid to it in the duties on imports 
and in the amounts received by the payments on articles subject 
to revenue, and thus ae an equilibrium on which receipts 
and disbursements, which should be made in like proportions, 
may be based? 

In other words, why should the Treasury of the United States 
be made the plaything of money changers? Why should a few 
European countries, while apparently keeping their currency 
at par (though through their secret agents paying a premium 
for it, in order to enlarge their store), continually force this coun- 
try into repeated issues of interest-bearing obligations? The 
impression has been created over the civilized world that this 
country is bankrupt as to its cash, but on account of its wonderful 
resources its credit is good; that it has been driven to the sharks, 
the same as an English lordling with entailed expectations, but 
short of cash, to obtain the means to keep up his establishment. 

Apropos, a story. When Napoleon was planning his t Rus- 
sian campaign, studying maps, and plats, and forces, and channels 
of supplies, late into the night, he observed that his private sec- 
retary was busy and evidently worried over some private matters 
and papers. Finally the secretary fell asleep, and the Emperor, 
glancing over his shoulder as he sat with his head on his desk, 
slumbering, saw that the pepere were duns from money brokers. 
Napoleon shook him by the shoulders and awoke him, saying, 
‘You have been among the English,” and the secretary confessed 
that, driven to desperation by his private troubles, he had patron- 
ized the monéy lenders, and that their usurious and other exactions 
and their importunities for payment had nearly driven him crazy. 
Napoleon replied that he would at once raise his salary till he 
could be rid of the English money lenders, pay his debts, and then 
warned him that if he ever borrowed money again to secure it 
from gentlemen, 

Mr. Speaker, that is the situation. We have borrowed money 
from the English till they are impressed. with the idea that they 
run the finances of this country. Under this Administration they 
have evidently been doing so. But it only means that we are 
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short of money. Raise enough revenue to pay them off, put intel. 
ligence instead of modiocrity in charge of the finances of {}); 
great Republic, make our income greater than our outgo, and \ 
will have no difficulty with our gold reserve. The free coinas 
silver has little to do with the matter. American silver mic})t })> 
coined; the greenbacks and Treasury notes might be retired. | ¢ 
done in equal amounts, no harm would be done and no contrijc- 
tion of currency result. If the Government should buy silver 
coin it, and call in the five hundred millions of greenbacks (J 
Treasury notes complained of by the President—pay for the 
silver—no special evil would result except from the fact tha 
ople would pay for the money one and a half times its yalio, 
hey would pay its full value to get it, and pay one-half its yaJy, 
in addition in their contribution to the revenues which wou! 
enable the Treasury Department to secure it. 
Money is a most remarkable thing. Were wean isolated nation, 
having no relations with foreign countries, the greenbacks or 
Treasury notes would be the proper medium of exchange. Put 
we are not. Our immense imports and exports compel a recog- 
nition of the fact that our medium of exchange must o the 
as that of the commercial nations of the civilized world. Gold 
is the only metal which has succeeded in maintaining that ys 
tion. It may not be just, it may not be right, in theory, but we 
are dealing with facts, not theories, and this is the fact. 
It is the duty of Congress to legislate not for a few capitalists, 
not for a few mine owners, but with an eye single to the best 
good of the greatest number of the people of the country. 
The Speaker having resumed the chair, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
7. 
he motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 11 


o'clock and 58 minutes a. m.) adjourned until 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 10, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. The Chaplain, Rev. H. M. 
CouDEN, offered the following prayer: 


Give ear, O God, we beseech Thee, and hear our prayer. As 
thus in the midst of routine duties we pause, help us to conse- 
crate our lives anew to Thee, that the work of this day may bo 
acceptable in Thy sight. 

e hear with profound sorrow of the death of one meinber of 
this House. Our hearts, our sympathies, go out to those who 


mourn his loss; and we pray Thee that Thou wilt comfort them 
asThou alone can do. Help us all to be ready when the summons 
nat come tous. In Christ’s name. Amen. 
he Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, in view of the sad event which 
has been brought to my notice since I came into the Hall, anid also 
in view of the desire of some members to havea little further time 
for general debate on House bill 2904 than has already been ordered 
by the House, and in view of the further fact that to-day, under 
the rules, would belong to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia for District business, I ask unanimous consent that to-morrow 
from the reading of the Journal until 5 o’clock, if such time may 
be desired by the Committee on the District of Columbia, be de- 
voted to the consideration of business reported by that committee: 
that from 5 o’clock to-morrow afternoon during the remaind:r of 
the legislative day of Tuesday and also during the legislative ay 
of Wednesday general debate on House bill 2904 continue in (om- 
mittee of the Whole, to close at the termination of the legislative 
day of Wednesday; that on Thursday at noon the House in (om- 
mittee of the Whole proceed to consider for amendment anil de- 
bate under the five-minute rule the bill with the Senate substitute; 
and that at 4 o’clock on Thursday afternoon the House in (in- 
mittee of the Whole proceed to vote on the question of recom: 
mending concurrence or nonconcurrence, without intervening 
motion and without further debate, and that the Dill as it may 
have been disposed of by the Committee of the Whole be reported 
to the House. 
Mr. HARTMAN. Does that cut off amendments? 
Mr. DINGLEY. This pores allows from Thursday noon 
until 4 o’clock on that day for offering and voting upon such 
amendments as may be in order. ' 
Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Maine, if I understood him 
correctly, used a term which he did not intend to use. He spoke 
of the Committee of the Whole voting on Thursday next upon the 
question of concurrence. 5 
Mr. DINGLEY. I meant that in Committee of the Whole we 
should proceed to oe of the bill. . 
Mr. CRISP. And I presume if the District Committee should 
get through with their business to-morrow before 5 o'clock we 
should at once go on with this bill. : 
Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir; that is my understanding. 








The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that to-morrow from the reading of the Journal until 5 
o'clock, or so much of that time as may be necessary, be devoted 
to business from the Committee on the District of Columbia; 
that the rest of the legislative day be devoted to general debate 
upon House bill No. 2904, known as the bond bill; that the gen- 
eral debate continue until the close of the session on Wednes- 


— DINGLEY. The legislative day of Wednesday. 

The SPEAKER. Until the close of the legislative day of 
Wednesday; that Thursday, from 12 o'clock until 4 o'clock, be 
devoted to debate and amendment under the five-minute rule, the 
final vote to be taken at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. DINGLEY. On the question of concurrence or noncon- 
currence. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIS. I do not want to interpose formal objection if 
this proposition expresses the mind of the House; but it occurs to 
me that the reporting of the bill to the House had better be post- 

ned until Saturday, the debate continuing until 4 o’clock of that 


ay. 
Many MempBers. Oh, no. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest to the gentleman that Saturday isa 
bad day for taking the vote, s0 many members are then away. 
The SPEAKER. {Is there objection to the proposition as stated? 
The Chair hears none. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatTrT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed joint resolution (S. R. 72) 
directing the Public Printer to supply the Senate and House libra- 
ries each with 20 additional copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

DEATH OF HON. W. H. CRAIN, 


Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, it becomesmy sad duty toannounce 
to the House the death of one of its members, WILLIAM H. Crain, 
a Representative from Texas. I shall not detain the House further 
at this time than to say that I shall ask the House at some future 
day to pause in its deliberations in order to pay tribute to the 
memory of the deceased. For the present I shall content myself 
with “—s the adoption of the resolutions which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hon. W. H. CRAIN, late a Representative from the State of Texas. 

Resolved, That a committee of nine members of the House be appointed by 
the Speaker, to act with such Senators as may be selected, to attend the fu- 
neral of the deceased; that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House shall take or- 
der for ae the funeral of the deceased at his home, and that the 
necessary expenses attending the execution of this order shall be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House. 7 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to his memory the House do now ad- 


ourn. 
; Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask the adoption of the resolutions just read. 

The resolutions were adopted; and the Speaker announced the 
appointment of the following-named members as the committee 
on the part of the House, under the resolution: 

Mr. PENDLETON, Mr. CRowLEy, Mr. KyYLe, Mr. McDEARMON, 
Mr. Miiks, Mr. MILnEs, Mr. LEonarD, Mr. Eppy, and Mr. Mur- 
Puy of Illinois. 

And then, in accordance with the resolutions, the House (at 12 
— and 15 minutes p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow at 12 
o'clock m, 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table aud referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Oconto Harbor, Wis.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting certain rec- 
ommendations and communications relating to the purchace of 
certain land adjacent to the military reservation of Key West 
Barracks, Fla.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Hon. 8. Wike, Acting Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting report of the Supervising Inspector-General 
and report of Board of Supervising Inspectors, in response to House 
resolution of January 21, 1896, relating to the safety of the public 
in ocean travel—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, 
replying to the House resolution of February 4 relating to the 

ciency of employees—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, and ordered to be printed, 


XX VITI—99 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


naa 


L569 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OLLOWS: 

By Mr. PHILLIPS (by request): A bill: (H. R. 5815) to provide 
for the better manning and equipment of vessels on the North- 
western Lakes—to the Committee on the Merchant Marineand Fish- 
eries. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R.5816) providing for gas 
buoys on the Great Lakes—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H.R. 5817) to provide for the observ- 
ance of the 4th day of July as a national holiday—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A resolution (House Res. No. 162) author- 
izing the Doorkeeper to employ 15 additional folders—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 








PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 5791) for the benefit of James 
W. Hall, of Grant County, Ky.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5792) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Julia A. Jameson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 5793) granting a pension to Mary 
L. Tweddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN (by request): A bill (H. R. 5794) to pay Joel 
L. Baugh for services rendered to the Old Settler Cherokee 
Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 5795) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Jacob Segondollar—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill (H. R. 5796) for the relief of Eli Rine- 
hart, of Angola, Steuben County, Ind.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5797) to pension Ellen D. Merrell, of Fort 
Wayne, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5798) granting a pension to Mary M. Hyer, 
of Allen County, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5799) to correct the military record of William 
Frederick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5800) to pen- 
sion Elizabeth Short—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5801) to pension John Parsons—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5802) to pension Michael M. Peters 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H. R. 5803) to quiet the title of cer- 
tain landsin theState of Mississippi, and for the relief of Eli Ayres 
or his legal representatives, etc.—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5804) for the relief of Henry S. Hunter—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5805) to pension 
Eliza Ann Bridges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 5806) for the relief of Adams & 
Wickes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 5807) to pension Solomon 
F. Hines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OWENS: A bill (H. R. 5808) for the relief of Leo L. 
Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 5809) to correct the military 
record of John L. Keys—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5810) to place the name of Sarah G. Almy, 
widow of Rear-Admiral John J. Almy, upon the pension roll—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R.5811) to correct the service rec- 
ord of James Marley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5812) to increase the pension of Richard 
Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.5813) granting a pension to Abner Welch—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to the 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: Petitions of the Women's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Claverack, Hudson, Philmont, West 
Sand Lake, Wynantskill, and the counties of Columbia and Rens- 
selaer, State of New York, in relation to the sale of intoxicants 
at Bedloes Island and Fort Wadsworth—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
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of Claverack, Hudson, Philmont, West Sand Lake, Wynantskill, 
and the counties of Columbia and Rensselaer, N. Y., to forbid the 
sale of intoxicants at Ellis Island, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Alcoholic Liauor Traffic. ° 

By Mr. BULL (by request): Petition of 8S. A. Steward, for an 
investigation of the courts of Oklahoma Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Resolution passed at a mass meeting of citi- 
zens of West Bay City, Mich., praying that the Government use 
upon the Christian powers of Europe all possible influence to end 
the Turkish atrocities—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Shipmasters’ Association of Bay City, 
Mich., objecting to the passage of House bill No. 4331—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of F. H. Smith and 32 others, 
together with W. H. C. Henry and 72 others, of Minneapolis, Minn., 
urging the passage of the Stone bill restricting immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Petition of 1,000 inhabitants of Oklahoma Ter- 
ritory, urging the passage of the free-home bill—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of 500 taxpayers in Lincoln County, Okla., pray- 
ing for the passage of the St. Louis and Oklahoma City Railroad 
bill—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: Petition of R. A. Stratton, W.H. Abbott, 
A.M. Shartle, and others, of Conneaut Lake and Stony Point, Pa., 
urging a change in the immigration laws, and eperng the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Petition of Daniel Dyer and many 
other citizens of Hebron, Nebr., praying for a service pension to 
honorably discharged Union soldiers and sailors of at least $8 per 
month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

xrance Union, of Belfast, Fredonia, Little Valley, and Napoli, 

. Y., asking for the prohibition of the sale of beer at Bedloes 
Island and Fort Wadsworth, on Staten Island, New York—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Serene Union, of 
Belfast, Fredonia, Little Valley, and Napoli, N. Y., asking that 
the sale of beer and spirituous liquors at Ellis Island be forbid- 
den—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HULING: Petition of various citizens of Kanawha 
County, W. Va., protesting against the appropriation of the public 
money for the use of religious sects—to the Conmaitins on Appro- 

riations. 
. By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of 247 citizens of 
California, requesting the passage of House bill No. 2626, for the 
rotection of icultural staples by an export bounty—to the 
Conanithes on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Thomas B. Maloney and others, 
of St. Paul, Minn., favoring the restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolution of the — oe i. 
ciation, urging Congress to inaugurate such legislation as wil 
confer upon the officers of the Medical Corps of the Navy the same 
status, pay, and emoluments as are now accorded to the medical 
officers of the Army—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club of New 
York City, asking for the passage of a general, practicable bank- 
rupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. LEFEVER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
rrance Union, of Unionvale, N. Y., inst the sale of beer at 
is Island—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Unionvale, N. Y., against the sale of beer at Bedloes Island and 
Fort Wadsworth—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: Petition of ex-soldiers and citizens of Albion, 
Ind., urging the passage of the service-pension bill nting $8 

r month to every honorably discharged Union soldier—to the 

mmittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the First 
Baptist Church of Winchester, Mass., against the continuance of 
the appropriations for sectarian Indian schools—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Protest of the Shipmasters’ Association, No. 6, 
of Milwaukee, Wis., against bri the Detroit River—to the 
Commerce. 

7 = Mr. “qty —— of = Moore a —_ 
phia, Pa., favoring the restriction of immigration— e 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Sees earn of by vn nn Resolutions of a Ston- 
ington ( n.) Grange, in favor of legislation to regulate the manu- 
~~ and sale of ‘filled cheese”—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 





perance Union, of Camden and Norway, N. Y., in relation to tho 
sale of intoxicants at Ellis Island—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union. of 
Camden and Norway, N. Y., against the sale of intoxicants at Bed- 
loes Island and Fort Wadsworth—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of the Toledo (Ohio) Post-Offics 
Clerks’ Association, in behalf of House bill No. 3273—to the Co)- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Resolutions of Post No. 2, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the passage «; 
House bill No. 306, for the relief of Union soldiers confined jn 
rebel prisons during the late war—to the Committee on Invali 
Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Shinar Commandery, No. 143, Knights of 
Malta, of Delta, Pa., denouncing the outrages in Armenia, faywr- 
ing belligerent rights for Cuba, and favoring the passage of tho 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of Bishop E. Curtis, Calvin Griftin, 
William Hall, and 30 other citizens of Cass County, Mich., askin. 
for the passage of a bill granting a pension of $8 per month to 
every man who served not less than ninety days in the Army or 
Navy during the war of the rebellion and was honorably dis- 
charged, and that the widows of said soldiers shall be pension: d 
at $12 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of H. E. Squier, M. O. Rowland, B. F. Heckert, 
T. M. Harvey, and 150 other citizens of Van Buren County, Mich., 
asking for the passage of House bill No. 1111, for the relief of 
William E. Keene—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Papers to accompany a bill to correct tho 
service record of James Marley—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. . 

Also, papers to accompany a bill to increase the pension of Rich- 
ard Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting a pension to Abner 
Welch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of ex-soldiers and sailors residing at Ash Grove, 
Mo., for service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensivns. 

Aiso, papers concerning the Soldiers’ Home at Leavenworth, 
Kans.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of ex soldiers and sailors of the 
Union Army and Navy during the war of the rebellion, now rv- 
siding in Piatt County, I11.: also members of McPherson Post, No. 
79, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ilinois, favoring 
the passage of a law granting a pension of $8 per month to every 
man who served not less than ninety days in the Army or Navy 
of the United States during the war of the rebellion and was hon- 
orably discharged, and a pension of not less than $12 per month 
to the widows of such as have died—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of McLean County, Il., urging that an 
act designed to secure a better grade of immigration, introduced 
by Hon. WiLLiAM A. STONE, be passed—to the Committee on ln- 
migration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
TuESDAY, February 11, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mruzurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy, of the 10tb instant, submitting an 
estimate of deficiency in the appropriation for printing and bini- 
ing for the Navy ment, to be executed under the direction 
of the Public Printer, for the current fiscal year, $25,000, and re- 
questing that it be included in the urgent deficiency appropriation 
bill; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior in response to a resolution of January ~', 
1896, ing for information as to the ways in which the existin+ 
lawsare violated, the extent of such violations, the defects, if any, 
in the existing laws which enable such violations to occur, and sug- 
Fs such changes in the laws now in force as will enable the 

ni States to regulate or prohibit the im ation, manufac- 
ture, or sale of intoxicating liquors in the Terri of Alaska, 
See the report of the governor of Alaska for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1895, upon the subject; which, with the accom- 
panying my ge was referred to the Committee on Territories, and 

to be printed. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of Mrs. Browne, president, 
and Mrs. M. R. Ellis, secretary, of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of New Jersey; a petition of the officers of the Central 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Camden,N.J.,and a 
petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Ocean 
Grove, N.J., praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law for the 
District of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. . : 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying that liberal appropriations be made for the 
protection of the seacoast cities of the United States; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

He also presented the petition of Mark Orr and 16 other citi 
gens of Dividing Creek, N. J., praying for the passage of the | 
so-called Stone immigration bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition, in the form of resolutions | 
adopted by Appomattox Post, No. 72, Department of Minne- 
sota, Grand Army of the Republic, of Minneapolis, Minn., pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 306, granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors confined in so-called Confederate prisons; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Minneapolis, | 
Minn., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigra- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of the president and faculty 
of the Maryland Agricultural and Mechanical College, praying for 
the passage of Senate bill No. 735, to reorganize and increase the | 
efficiency of the personnel of the Navy, etc.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Committee on Philanthropic 
Labor of the Baltimore (Md.) Yearly Meeting of the Religious | 
Society of Friends, representing 3,000 persons, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to abrogate all United States liquor licenses 
in States, counties, and districts having prohibitory laws against 
the sale of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Committee on Philanthropic 
Labor of the Baltimore (Md.) Yearly Meeting of the Religious | 
Society of Friends, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
hibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors to any Indian who is hold- 
ing his land in severalty; which was referred to the Committee | 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Philanthropic Committee of 
the Baltimore (Md.) Yearly Meeting of the Religious Society of 
Friends, and a petition of the Ministerial Union of Baltimore, 
Md., praying for the enactment of legislation raising the age of 
consent in the District of Columbia and the Territories from 16 
to 18 years, and for the enactment of improved Territorial divorce | 
laws; which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Ministerial Union of Balti- | 
more, Md., praying for the establishment of a labor commission 
and for thesubstitution of voluntary arbitration for railway strikes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Ministerial Union of Balti- 
more, Md., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Baltimore, 
Woodsboro, Leeds, and Childs, all in the State of Maryland, pray- | 
ing for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of the Young People’s 
Society of Christian Endeavor of the First Christian Church of 
Marion, Ind., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 239, to 
prohibit the collection of special liquor taxes from persons other 
than those who are duly authorized by State laws to traffic in 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Select Committee | 
on Woman § ge. 

He also presented a petition of sundry watchmen in the Gov- 
ernment Departments, ex-soldiers of the late war. praying for the 
passage of the bill proposing to advance the salaries of Govern- 
ment watchmen; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


Mr. TELLER presented a petition of sundry ex-soldiers and 
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| zens of Silver Brook, Pa., and a petition of sundry citiz 





ex-sailors of the Union Army and Navy, of New Castle, Colo., 
eng for the enactment of the service-pension law; which was 
refe to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORDON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Savannah, Ga., raying that an appropriation be made for the 
continuance of the improvement of the harbor at that city; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Savannah Cotton Exchange, 
of Savannah, Ga., praying for the establishment of a harbor of 
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refuge at some point between the Southern and North Atlantie 
ports; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of F. M. Lupton, of New York 
City, N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of A.W. Ward and 39 other citi- 





| zens of Silver Brook, Pa.; of J. S. Edwards and 87 other citizens 
| of Osceola, Pa., and of T. F. Ayres and 42 other citizens of New 


Tripoli, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immi- 
gration bill; which were referred to the Committee on bnmigra- 


| tion. 


He also presented the petition of A. W. Ward and 39 other citi- 
nus of 
Everett, Pa., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution prohibiting appropriations for institutions under 
ecclesiastical control; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of Mrs. Maria Galbraith 
and sundry other citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich.. praying for 
the passage of Senate bill No. 239, to prohibit the collection of 
United States taxes on liquors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a petition of sundry citi- 


zens Of Portland, Oreg., and a petition of sundry citizens of 
Marion, Oreg., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone 
immigration bill; which were referred to the Committee on Im- 


| migration. 


Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Colum- 
bia City, Wash., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone 
immigration bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizensof Dryad, Wash., 
remonstrating against the appropriation of moneys for sectarian 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Van- 
couver, Wash., praying that an appropriation be made for the im- 
provement of the Columbia River between the city of Vancouver 


| and the mouth of the Willamette River: which was referred to 


the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Seattle, Wash., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1242, to 
improve the merchant-marine engineer service; which was re- 


| ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of King County, 
Wash., praying that an appropriation be made for the improve- 
ment of the Dwamish, White, and Black rivers, in that county; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of Mrs. S. H. Webb, presi- 
dent of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Florida, 
praying that a Sunday-rest law be enacted by Congress for the 
District of Columbia equal to the most efficient State law on the 
subject; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 686) to increase the pension of Francis M. 
Durham, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1323) granting a pension 
to Maria Somerlat, widow of Valentine Somerlat, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1189) granting a pension to Eliza Sandford, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1621) granting a pension to Josephine |. Offley, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1128) granting a pension to Isabella Morrow, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr: WETMORE, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1232) to license billiard 
tables, and for other purposes, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 700) for the relief of John E. Welch, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bili (H. R. 3698) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane Da- 
lany, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
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bill (H. R. 162) regulating proof of death in certain pension cases, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

fe also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1924) granting a pension to Carrie L. Yeaton, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1044) granting a pension to Mary Newman, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. Brice), from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 702) granting a pension to Caroline 
Stockton Brown, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

fr. GALLINGER. Yesterday an amendment proposed to be 
offered to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill was submitted 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania [{[Mr. Quay] and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. The Committee on Pensions instruct 
me to report it back favorably, with a recommendation that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, without printing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. PALMER. The Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill or nat ager accrued pension to the surviv- 
ing children of Shubal York, surgeon of Fifty-fourth Minois Vol- 
unteers, a bill which was introduced by my colleague [Mr. CuL- 
LOM pe am not sure that he is present—directed me to report the 
bill back and recommend its indefinite postponement. I ask the 
permission of the Senate to make a brief statement. 

The bill propeses to give a pension to the two surviving children 
of Dr. Shubal York, surgeon of the Fifty-fourth Illinois Volun- 
teers, who on the 28th day of March, 1864, was killed in a political 
riot at Charleston, Il. n application was made by Mrs. Eliza- 
beth York for a pension, which was refused by the Pension Bureau 
upon the ground that her husband, although at home on veteran 
furlough, was not killed in the line of his duty. In April, 1866, 
an act was passed by Congress giving to Mrs. York a pension of 
= a month and an additional $2 per month for each of her chil- 

n. That act was approved April 17, 1866. Mrs. York drew 
that pension until June 5, 1877, the date of her death. 

This bill eee to allow a pension to the two surviving chil- 
dren of Mrs. York, who are now over 30 years of age, for the 
short period intervening between the 28th of March, 1864, the 
date of the death of their father, and the date of the passage of 
the act in favor of the mother, the 17th day of April, 1866. The 
Committee on Pensions direct me to report the bill back adversely 
upon the ground that these parties have no claim, and it would 
be but the mere payment of arrearsof pensions. I will state that 
the bill is accompanied by a written report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 724) granting an increase of pension to Helen 
M. Mallery, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. : 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 684) granting an increase of pension to Marion McKibben, 
reported it without amendment, ant submitted a report thereon. 

ir. CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1748) to establish an additional land 
office in the State of Montana, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (5. 2008) granting a pension to 
Fanny Moale Gibbon, to report it without amendment. I ask 
leave to file later a report in this case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Leave will be granted. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill oat 1784) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine Foote Fairfax, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 264) providing for the location and 
purchase of public lands for reservoir sites, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1880) for the relief of Hyland C. Kirk and 
others, assignees of Addison C. Fletcher, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MANTLE, from the Select Committee on National Banks, 
to whom was referred the bill (8S. 1804) to authorize the First 


_National Bank of Sprague, Wash., to change its location and 


name, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 
OLD POST-OFFICE BUILDING IN CHARLESTON, 8. C. 


Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1117) to grant 
to the city of Charleston, 8. C., the old post-office lot and build- 
ing for the use of the commercial bodies of the city, to report it 

th an amendment in the form of a substitute. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. The bill has a favorable report, and I should 
like to have the unanimous consent of the Senate to put it on its 
passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill and 
then the substitute reported by the committee. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 


That the city of Charleston, 8. C., is hereby given the right to occupy, use 
and control the real estate in the said city purchased by the United States 
from said city on February 14, 1814, for the sum of $60,000, the buildj 
thereon being known as “The Exchange,” and for a more exact descri)). 
tion of which real estate reference is made to the deed of conveyance fro), 
the city of Charleston to the United States executed on the date aforesaii, 
and now of record: Provided, That the said property shall be used by <a 
city for municipal purposes and by the public commercial bodies of sa 
city, and if such use shall at any time be discontinued and abandoned, t})5 
control and occupation of said property shall be resumed by the Unjre| 
States, and all of the rights hereby granted to the city of Charleston sna 
cease and be terminated: Provided also, That said property shall be keyt 
in good condition and repair by said city of Charleston during its oc -\- 

ancy thereof, natural and unavoidable decay excepted, and if at any tii: 

he United States shall determine to resume control and occupation Of s:i, 

roperty, the city of Charleston shall, after receiving 60 days’ written notice 

» that effect, relinquish the rights herein granted, and deliver possessi. 
of said premises to the proper officials of the United States: Provided «/ 
That the city of Charleston shall during its occupation and control of sai: 
premises pay all taxes or other charges thereon, and the United States 
shall in no event be held responsible in any way for any expense connected 
with said premises. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the amount to be paid? 

Mr. PLATT. Nothing is to be paid. 

Mr. VEST. It was purchased by the United States in 1818 from 
the city of Charleston for $60,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the city of Charleston refund that sum? 

Mr. VEST. The city of Charleston gets nothing except the 
temporary use of this building. It remains the property of the 
United States. They simply want to use it for the meeting of 
the commercial bodies and for municipal purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is it used for now? 

Mr. VEST. It has been used for aes but was injured 
by the earthquake, and is not occupied at all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ifthe Senator will pardon me, I will state—— 

Mr. QUAY. If the Senator from Ohio will permit me, as chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I will 
state that this is an old landmark in the city of Charleston, and 
that if sold it would be torn down and destroyed. I think it is 
more as a matter of sentiment than for any other reason that the 
people of Charleston desire its preservation. The bill merely 
places the building in the custody of the city of Charleston, as I 
understand it, until such time as the Government of the United 
States may desire to resume its occupancy. 

Mr. PLATT. As the bill was read I did not hear any provision 
for the Government to resume its occupancy. 

Mr. QUAY. Ido not remember the wording of the bill, but 
that is my understanding. 

Mr. VEST. Icould not hear what the Senator from Connecti 
cut said. 

Mr. PLATT. I sayI did not hear any provision read for the 
Government to resume its occupancy. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, there is a provision, direct and emphatic. 

Mr. QUAY. That was the understanding of the committee. 

Mr. VEST. It provides that if at any time the Government of 
the United States desires to resume the control it is to give sixty 
days’ notice in writing. 

Mr. PLATT. Upon an examination of the amendment I see 
that is the case, 

Mr. VEST. The bill is exceedingly well guarded in every 
respect. 

r. HOAR. I think if this building could be presented to the 
city of Charleston as a memorial or token of the heroism of the 
people of that city at the time of the earthquake it would be a 
very excellent thing todo. I think the conduct of that city in the 
face of that terrible calamity was one of the most gratifying and 
brilliant examples in all American history. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and i 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to grant to the 














city of Charleston, S. C., the use of certain real estate in said city 
on which is situated the building known as ‘ The Exchange.’” 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 2030) to provide for Govern- 
ment control of freight railways; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2031) to authorize the lay- 
ing of subways in the streets, roads, avenues, and alleys of the 
District of Columbia, to provide for placing the present overhead 
wires therein, and to amend the charters of the Washington Gas 
Light Company and the Georgetown Gas Light Company; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CLARK introduced a bill (S. 2032) to grant right of way 
over the public domain for pipe lines; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (8.2033) granting a pension to 
Mary M. Hemmenway; which was read twice byits title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2084) to provide for the distri- 
bution of the official edition of the United States circuit courts of 
appeal reports; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2035) granting a pension to Julia D. 
Richardson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2036) granting a pension to John 
Benjamin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (S. 2037) to provide times and 
places for holding terms of United States courts in Utah; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ; ; 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2038) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to pay from the 35 per cent assigned by 
the Old Settler or Western Cherokees, for certain legal services 
rendered to them; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 2039) to authorize the private 
use of water power of the Coosa River, in the State of Alabama; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2040) giving power to impose oaths 
and punish contempts and resistance to United States officers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 2041) for the relief of the 
estate of Harry I. Todd, deceased, late keeper of the Kentucky 
penitentiary; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2042) for the relief of David 
A. McKnight; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2043) for the relief of the 
executrix of the estate of James J. Newell, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2044) for a light-vessel off 
Fire Island, New York; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2045) granting a pension to Harriet 
R. Matlack; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 2046) to prohibit the issuance 
of bonds or other interest-bearing obligations of the Government 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, or other officer of the Govern- 
ment, without the authority of Congress; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 2047) extending the time 
within which the University of Utah shall occupy lands hereto- 
fore granted to it; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2048) to confer additional jurisdic- 
tion oe the Court of Claims for property of residents of the 
United States destroyed by Indians; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2049) for the relief of 
Thomas Stack; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committtee on Naval Affairs. 

_He also introduced a bill (S. 2050) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John 8. Hall; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2051) for the relief of E. C. Trimble; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 2052) to correct an act entitled 
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**An act to pension George Hunter”; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 2053) to provide better facilities 
for the Federal courts in New York City; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2054) for the relief of 
Rinaldo P. Smith, of Baltimore, Md.; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 2055) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Christine C. Barnard; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 2056) to provide for deepen- 
ing the channel from Hampton Roads to the navy-yard near Nor- 
folk, Va., and making an appropriation therefor; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2057) to authorize the purchase of 
certain manuscript papers and correspondence of Thomas Jeffer- 

{ twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2058) to execute the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the matter of William B. Isaacs & Co.; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8.2059) for the relief of William 
Bushby; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


| Committee on Claims. 


‘ 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2060) for the relief of Briscoe B. 
Bouldin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2061) granting a pension 


| to Ruth Prather; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 


accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2062) granting a pension to Thomas 
W. Moody; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2063) to grant land to the 
State of Alabama for the use of the Industrial School for Girls of 
Alabama; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 


| Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 2064) to increase the pension of 
Emma O. Bacon; which was read twice by its title, and referred 


| to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2065) for the relief of John F. 
Anderson and Cary C. Barr; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 2066) for the relief of the estate of 
J. J. Galtney, deceased, late of Yazoo County, Miss.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a joint resolution (S. R.75) providing 
for the disposition of certain property now in the hands of the re- 
ceiver of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

BONDS OF NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. BRICE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 4052) validating certain bonds of the 
Territory of New Mexico; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY C, ROSE. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Committee on Pensions be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 366) for 
the relief of Henry C. Rose, and that the bill be indefinitely post- 
poned. The applicant in the case, Mr. Henry C. Rose, has already 
been pensioned by the Department. 

The motion was agreed to. 

READING OF WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That on the 22d day of February current, immediately after the 


reading of the Journal, Washington's Farewell Address shall be read to the 
Senate by the President pro tempore. 


IMPRISONMENT OF JOHN L. WALLER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate of the United States: 


I transmit herewith, in answer to the resolution of the Senate of December 
9, 1895, a report from the Secretary of State, accompanied by copies of corre- 
spondence and other papers, in regard to the case of John L. Waller, a citizen 
of the United States, at present in the custody of the French Governmen 

It will be seen upon examination, as would, of course, be expected, that there 
is a slight conflict of evidence upon some of the features of Mr. Wailer’s case 


d re um- 


Nevertheless, upon a fair and just consideration of I 
letters, the 


stances as presented, and especially in view of Mr. Wailer’s own 
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conclusions set forth in the report of the Secretary of State do not appear to 
admit of any reasonable doubt, nor to leave open to the Executive any other 
course of action than that adopted and acted upon as therein stated. 

It is expected that Mr. Waller's release from imprisonment will be imme- 


diately forthcoming. 
r GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXecurTive MANSION, 
Washington, February 11, 1896. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 4145) to amend section 1309, Revised Statutes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. 59) extending the provision of section 79 of ‘‘An 
act providing for the public printing and binding and the distri- 
bution of public documents,” approved Jan 12, 1895, so as to 
include monographs, bulletins, and reports of the Geological Sur- 
vey published in 1894 and succeeding years. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The mone further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (8. 879) to grant to the Gainesville, McAlester and St. 
Louis Railroad Company a right of way through the Indian Ter- 


ritory; 

A piu (H. R. 8009) granting to the Brainerd and Northern Min- 
nesota Railway Company a right of way through the Leech Lake 
Indian Reservation and Chippewa In Reservation, in Min- 
nesota; 

A bill (H. R. 8728) to amend section 21 of an act entitled “‘An 
act to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of 
Indians in Dakota into separate reservations, and to secure the 
relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 2, 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 4991) to open forest reservations in the State of 
Colorado for the location of mining claims; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 79) granting use of White Lot and 
Monument Grounds to “ The Committee of 1896.” 


THE REVENUE BILL AND SILVER COINAGE. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. QUAY. Let the resolution offered by me in reference to 
the revenue bill be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. La 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], coming 
over from a previous day. = 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Quay on 
the 4th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill H. R. 2749, reported by the Committee on Finance 


= an amendment, be recommitted to that committee for further consid- 
eration. 


Mr. QUAY. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrii1], the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, yesterday gave notice that 
he would desire to-morrow to call up the revenue biil for consid- 
eration, and as the passage of the resolution to-day would merely 
embarrass him and delay the bill, I will agree that it shall go over 
without prejudice to await the pleasure of the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The ae hears 
none, 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the urgent deficienc appro iation bill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. ill the Senator allow me to call up 
Senate joint resolution 43? 

Mr. HALE. First let me get the appropriation bill up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the eee to the consideration of a bill the title of which 
will be . 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 4321) making appropriations to 
supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The motion was eae to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, p ed to consider the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on ys Lat pesos with amendments. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the reading of the bill be dis- 

nsed with, and that the committee amendments as reached in 

e reading may be voted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. HILL. What is the precise request? 

Mr. HALE. It is the invariable of the Senate and 
saves one reading of the bill. It proceeds as if it had been read 
in full, the amendments of the committee being voted upon as they 


are reached. It saves the time of reading the bill. I have never 
known it to be objected to. 

Mr. HILL. I hope the Senator will not make that request at 
present, but wait until the bill is absolutely taken up. I wish to 
examine it for a moment. 

Mr, HALE. The bill has been taken up. I will state that in 
the course of my experience in the Senate I have never known 
~ question raised about the needless reading of the text of a bill. 

r. HOAR. Of an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. Of an appropriation bill. It is considered clause 
by clause, as other bills are not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Every clause is read. 

Mr. HALE. It is read, every clause, as we reach it. There is 
nothing to be gained as the result of an objection to this course, 
except that the Secretary rises and reads the entire text of the bill 
as he would read an ordinary bill that is not considered clanse by 
clause. The Senator can, if he chooses, obstruct to the extent of 
taking up the time in reading the bill, but it has never been done 
before by any Senator who served in this body. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is merely a waiver of the formal reading. 

Mr. HILL. I simply suggested to the Senator, for I assumed he 
was going to allow Senator from North Dakota to call up the 
seed bill, to wait a few moments. I saw other gentlemen rising 
to present morning business, and I was going to examine the bill, 
it being laid aside temporarily, that I could see how many amend- 
ments there were. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can take such course as he decides 
upon. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] gave notice 
enn that he would desire, at the conclusion of the morning 

usiness to-day, to submit some remarks to the Senate, and the 
rule isin such cases to grant that by courtesy to a Senator. [ 

ield to him for that purpose. If after that the Senator from 

orth Dakota, who is in charge of the seed bill, can secure a vote 
without any further debate, I am willing that that shall be done, 
and tien I must ask the Senate to go on and finish the appropria- 
tion bill. I yield to the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. BLANCHARD rose. 

‘ ere Will the Senator from Louisiana yield 
oO me 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will yield to ascertain what the Sena- 

tor desires. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask the Senator from Louisiana if he 
will not ee eee for afew minutes until a vote can be had 
upon what is known as the seed joint resolution. I think that an 

ent has been reached among those who have participated 

in the debate which will result in a vote being taken at once, if I 

can have the time. 
z. . Not to lead to further debate. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understand there is to b no debate. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. With the consent of the Senator from 
Maine, who has yielded to me, I am willing to yield to the Senator 
from North Dakota, provided there is no further debate upon the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The pending question is upon the sub- 
stitute offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VrEsrT}. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from North Dakota? The Chair hears none. 


PURCHASE AND DISTRIBUTION OF VALUABLE SEEDS, ETC. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (8. R. 48) directing the Secretary 
of Agriculture to carry into effect the provisions of the act mak- 
ing appropriations for the purchase and distribution of valuable 

and for the printing and distribution of farmers’ bulletins. 

The VICE-PRESIDE The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Ves7], 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the re- 
solving clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of iculture be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to purchase and tribute valuable seeds for the year 1896, as bas 
been done in ing years; and as the public eg requires that the 
valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shru cuttings, = to be pur- 

may be ready for distribution at the earliest possible date, the Secre- 

of Agriculture is hereby directed to procure them by open purchase or 

contract at and in the manner in which such articles are usually 

bought and sold: That the Secretary shall not, in said pur- 

pay more than a reasonable and fair price for such commodities or for 
any of them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

motion of Mr. GEORGE, the title was amended so as to read: 
“A joint resolution authorizing and ae the Secretary of 
Agriculture to purchase and distribute seeds, bulbs, etc., as has 
been done in preceding years.” 
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THE MONROE DOCTRINE. overrun Mexico with the mors of Napoleon ITI, and a brother of 
r. BLANCHARD Mr. President, I ask that the concurrent | the Emperor of Austria seated upon the throne of Iturbide. 


M ; 
resolution relating to the assertion and enforcement of the Mon- 


roe doctrine, being the resolution reported by the Committee on | 


Foreign Relations, may be temporarily laid before the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the | 


concurrent resolution referred to by the Senator from Louisiana, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution reported by Mr. 
Davis from the Committee on Foreign Relations January 20, 
1896, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution relative to the assertion and enforcement of the Mon- 


roe doctrine. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
whereas President Monroe, in his message to Congress of December 2, A. D. 
1823, deemed it proper to assert as a principle in which the rights and inter- 
ests of the United States are involved that the American continents, by the 


free and independent condition which they have assumed and maintained, | 
were thenceforth not to be considered as subjects for future colonization by | 


, Buropean power; and 

any Europes President Monroe further declared in that message that the 
United States would consider any attempt by the Allied Powers of Europe to 
extend their system to om portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our 
neace and safety; that with the existing colonies and dependencies of any 
Suropean power we have not interfered and should not interfere, but that 
with the Governments who have declared their independence and main- 
tained it, and whose independence we have on great consideration and on just 
principles acknowledged, we could not view any interposition for the purpose 
of oppressing them or controlling in any other manner their destiny by any 
European power in any other light than as the manifestation of an unfriendly 
disposition toward the United States; and further reiterated in that mes- 


sage that it is impossible that the Allied Powers should extend their political | 


system toany portion of either continent without endangering our peace 
and happiness; and : - s 
Whereas the doctrine and policy so proclaimed by President Monroe have 


since been repeatedly asserted by the United States by Executive declara- | 


tion and action upon occasions and exigencies similar to the particular oc- 
casion and exigency which caused them to be first announced, and have 


been ever since their neeten, and now are, the rightful policy of the | 
ore 


United States: There: : 
Be it resolved, That the United States of America reaffirms and confirms 
the doctrine and principles promulgated by President Monroe in his mes- 


sage of December 2, A. D. 1825, and declares that it will assert and maintain | 


that doctrine and those principles, and will regard any infringement thereof, 
and particularly any attempt by any European power to take or acquire any 
new or additional territory on the American continents, or any island adja- 
cent thereto, or any right of sovereignty or dominion in the same in any case 
or instance as to which the United States shall deem such attempt to be dan- 
gerous to its peace or safety by or through force, purchase, cession, occupa- 
tion, pledge, colonization, protectorate,or by control of the easement in any 
canal or any Other means of transit across the American Isthmus, whether 
under unfounded pretension of right in cases of alleged boundary disputes 
or under any other unfounded pretensions, as the manifestation of an un- 
friendly disposition toward the United States and as an interposition which 
% _— be impossible in any form for the United States to regard with in- 
erence, 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, in the debate upon our | 


foreign relations had in the Senate during the present session up 
to this time two speeches have been delivered—one by the Senator 
from New amg {[Mr. SEWELL], the other by the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcott]—both of which practically denied the 
existence of a distinctively American policy known as the Monroe 
doctrine. 

They do not dispute that President Monroe, in his message of 
December, 1823, outlined a policy which he recommended this 
Government to pursue in a certain contingency which it was then 
thought ~~ happen. But they do deny that he laid down a 
doctrine to be maintained in all the time to come as a distinct 
national policy. 

Whether Mr. Monroe intended to announce a policy to endure for 
all time or merely one to meet the then emergencies is perhaps im- 
material to thepresent discussion. It is sufficient that public sen- 


timent among our people, both in the past and in the present, held | 


and holds to the idea that the spirit, at least, of his message 
breathed a national 
safety of this Republic require shall be asserted and maintained. 

American statesmen have differed in the past, as they do now, 
as to whether an enduring national policy was announced by Pres- 
ident Monroe. The doctrine found its first advocacy in Congress 
from the eloquent tongue of Daniel Webster. 
_ In 1853 Mr. Cass, leader of the Democratic party in the Senate, 
introduced resolutions asserting the Monroe doctrine in respect 
to Cuba, then, as now, torn by revolution. 

Mr. Seward, speaking on the resolutions, said that— 

As a practical question the Monroe doctrine had ceased to be. 


From this we imply that he thought the policy recommended by 
Mr. Monroe was intended merely to meet the immediate emer- 
gency which drew it forth, to avoid the immediate danger then 
menacing. But why did Mr. Seward take this position? He gave 
the reason. 

It is obsolete— 

He said— 

because on this continent we are sovereign. 


_ But he was wrong in the confidence he then expressed, and he 
lived to see it. Ten years later he was Secretary of State in Mr. 
’s Cabinet, when we ourselves were in the throes of revolu- 

tion. He saw France, taking advantage of our domestic troubles, 
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But a change came about. Our struggles were ended by the 
restoration of the Union. Relieved from concern over the do- 
| mestic situation, the United States was free to act. Mr. Seward’s 
opportunity had come. A hint to the Government of France by 
the American minister accredited to the imperial throne of Napo- 
| leon, and a few broad intimations whispered to the French minis- 

ter here that what had been donein Mexico could not be tolerated 
by the United States, resulted in the withdrawal of French sup- 
| port, and down went imperialism in Mexico, red with the blood 
of the ill-fated Maximilian. 
| Mr. President, I hold, in common with the prevalent American 
idea upon this suBject, that the message of President Monroe 
should be interpreted as announcing a distinct American policy 
which was to endure. 

[ hold, further, that if it did not assert such a doctrine, the 
greater the reason that an American policy relating to such mat- 
ters should be now asserted. 

At the time of this message the Republic ranked among the 
minor powers of the world, though enjoying security from its 
isolation. 

Our voice, nevertheless, was heeded. The Holy Alliance de- 
sisted from the purpose of assisting Spain in the recovery of her 
revolted colonies, and the threat to assert the divine right of kings 
on American soil and to suppress democracy in America was 

| abandoned forever. It has not been heard of since. 

The true Monroe doctrine, developed into the new American doe- 
| trine, if you will, embodies the following: 

| No European power will be allowed to establish monarchical 
government upon the ruins of an American republic. 

No European power will be permitted by conquest, cession, 
treaty, or negotiation to acquire additional territory in America, 

Territory, whether on the mainland or in contiguous waters, 
now held by one European power, can not be transferred to an- 
other. 

The Monroe doctrine, it is claimed, is not an accepted principle 
of international law. Neither is the doctrine acquiesced in by all 
Europe, known as the ‘“‘ balance of power,” an accepted principle 
of international law. Yetif any nation should attempt by con- 
quest or peaceable cession to acquire any territory in Europe not 
its own, every great power in Europe would fly to arms to prevent 
it. It would be tantamount to a declaration of war over there. 

But when we on this side of the Atlantic invoke the same de 
mand for America, everybody on the other side seems to regard it 
preposterous. And yet, Mr. President, the American doctrine, 
first promulgated by Mr. Monroe, is just as well founded and as 
capable of defense as the other. 

Whether the Monroe doctrine was incorporated in resolutions 
adopted by Congress or not, it was accepted generally by the mass 
of our people as a virile American policy. 

It may be true, and in the abstract doubtless is true, that public 
policies in this country can not spring into existenee by the fiat of 
the Executive, nor derive shape and potency from a Presidential 
message. That the creation or adoption of a line of policy be- 
longs more particularly to another branch of the Government is 
adrnitted. 

But here was a doctrine proclaimed by the Executive for the pur- 
pose of warning certain European powers against the attempt to 
carry into execution certain evil designs meditated against certain 
American countries. This voice of warning crossed the Atlantic 
and was heeded. The menace of coercion of the derelict countries 





ceased. Thus was the doctrine enunciated by the President, even 
though not vitalized by the proper sanctions of legislative approval, 


brought to the test of actual application, and it stood the test. 
Henceforth it did not lie in the mouth of any American statesman 
to deny the existence of the doctrine. 

The historical facts ont of which were evolved the declarations 
of that message have been briefly stated by Senators who have, 
prior to this, addressed the Senate on the subject. A more com- 
prehensive statement of these facts, however, would, I think, lead 
to a better understanding of the subject. 

The Holy Alliance, which occupied the forefront of Enropean 
politics for a decade of years, probably had its inception in the 
secret articles of the treaty of Chaumont, in March, i814, and its 
policy was partially developed and defined in the deliberations of 
the Congress of Vienna and the treaty of Paris after the final down- 
fall of the first Bonaparte. 

Itis difficult, at this distance of time, to affirm that this league 
had atthe outset any distinct course of action marked out for itself. 
The Czar Alexander, under the infilnence of Mme. Krudener, 
seems at that time to have become the victim of a morbid or ro- 
mantic superstition by which he erected an ideal confederacy of 
princes who were to be governed wholly by the precepts and prin- 
ciples of Christianity—as Christianity was understood by them 
in all their dealings with eachother and with theirsubjects. His fel- 


low-sovereigns, seizing upon a whim which could be made a potent 
evelopment of absolute kingcraft, readily 


instrument for the 
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humored this notion of a modern golden ,and together they 
entered into a compact by which they bound themselves, with the 
help of the Holy Trinity, to eye their tet on gees practice 
and their intercourse with each other by the rules inculcated by 
religion and humanity; to consider themselves, in their control of 
their respective subjects,in loco parentis; to render to one another, 
upon occasion, the assistance due to neighbors and brethren; and, 
in short, to exercise their authority as the heads of Christian fami- 
lies, the government of which was a personal trust confided to them 
by the grace of the — ; 
As a matter of course this as egy scheme, containing, as it did, 
the essential germ of the doctrine of legitimacy, almost at once 
matured into a practical and operative line of conduct very differ- 
ent from that contemplated by the dreamy speculations of the 
— autocrat of the North, and the first outcome of which was 
e supervision of the then newly reinstated Bourbon régime in 
France. To this primary function was soon added the more ex- 
tensive task of a general oversight of things political in the inter- 
est of monarchical institutions throughout continental ome 
The national constituents of this alliance were at first the Em- 
pores of Russia and Austria and the King of Prussia, to whom 
e King of France was afterwards (in 1818) added. England, 
although never a formal party to this league, does not appear to 
have disclaimed its political principles as they were originally 
announced, and it was then understood that the reason of her not 
being one of the actual contractin ies at some time prior to 
1818, arose not so much from any inherent objections to the plan 
of operations pursued by the alliance as from the technical dis- 
ability under which the Prince Regent labored to affix his sign 
manual, along with the other sovereigns, to any political com = 
his Government being compelled to act, under the theory of the 
British constitution, not through the ee of its monarch, 
but through the medium of a ministry which should at all times 
be accountable to the nation, at the peril of its political life in case 
of political misconduct. 
is alliance was further developed and strengthened at the 
Congress of Aix-la-Chapelle in the autumn of 1818, and its purpose 
was then clearly ascertained to be the reassertion of the doctrines 
of legitimacy and absolutism in all their rigor, and the strangling 
of popular or constitutional government whenever and wherever 
it might appear; although at the same time these allied rulers 
pledged themselves before the world to ‘‘ the strictest observance 
of the law of nations.” The good faith of this — appeared 
in the declarationsof these same sovereigns at the congress held 
at Troppan, in Silesia, in October, 1820— 
That the European powers have an undoubted right to take a hostile atti- 


tude in regard to those states in which the overthrow of the government 
might operate as an example. 


The Congress of Troppan was in a few weeks adjourned to Lay- 
bach, in Styria. The p of the conclaves was the interven- 
tion of the allied rulers against the further spread of the revolu- 
tionary spirit which ne become rampant throughout 

ninsular Europe. Revolution followed revolution, andin Naples, 

Sardinia, and in Spain the constitution of Cadiz of 1812 was 
successively pean From the Congress of Laybach ema- 
nated a circular letter, under date of May 12, 1821, in which the 
Holy Alliance took the high-handed step of declaring— 


Null and disaliowed by the public law of Europe any pretended reform 
effected by revolt and open force. 


In consonance with this declaration, and in obedience to the 
behests of the allied sovereigns, Austria at once dispatched an 
army to the Italian peninsula, crushed the revolutionary move- 
ments there with an iron hand, and delivered the people over to 
their absolutist rulers. The political situation in continental Eu- 
rope still remaining exceedingly strained, and its tension bo in 
no wise relaxed by the efforts of the Holy Alliance to reestablish 
—_ despotic governments, the sovereigns composing that league 

eemed the occasion fitting for a new conference, and the result 
was the Congress of Verona, which assembled in October, 1822. 
The proximate cause of this meeting was the affairs of a 
where Ferdinand VII was still hampered in his divine right of 
re by the beneficent operation of the constitution of Cadiz 
and the constitutional Cortes, to which, however, he had given 
his kingly word of assent; and these affairs received the early at- 
tention of the congress. Asa text to justify their contemplated 
armed intervention to put down constitutional government in the 
Tberian peninsula, the allied sovereigns at the Verona Congress 
fulminated another circular letter, under date of November 5, 
1822, in which they distinctly affirmed their purpose “ to repel the 


’ maxim of rebellion in whatever place or under whatever form 


it might show itself.” To give practical emphasis to this reso- 
lution, the Holy Alliance, selecting this time ce for its tool, 
sent a French army, under the Duke of Angouleme, across the 
Pyrenees, which speedily overran the country, overthrew the re- 
gency of the Cortes, and reduced Spain to the arbi and unfet- 

red rule of the king, who now claimed to exercise his authority 
only by divine right. 

It will not escape notice that in the published utterances of the 
Holy Alliance care is taken to confine the enumerated occasions 


upon which the allied sovereigns declare their purpose to interferg 
forcibly, to cases of ‘‘reform effected by revolt and open force,” 
of repulsion of ‘the maxim of rebellion,” or of the ‘‘ overthrow of 
the government.” Ostensibly, then, the league was bound only 
to the maintenance of de facto governments and the establishe | 
order of things. The insincerity of all this, however, and its lack 
of merit will a r when we remember that at this same junc- 
ture, when the King of Wurtemburg saw fit to give to his subjects 
a constitution, sua ag and under no sort of compulsion, these 
members of the Holy Alliance, without exception, peremptorily 
cut off all diplomatic intercourse with him and ordered their min- 
isters to summarily demand their passports and quit his capital, 
This fact alone showed to the world conclusively that the enmity 
of the Holy Alliance was to reform per se, in the abstract, whether 
—— or forcible, compulsory or voluntary, and quite apart 

rom its dependence upon ‘‘rebellion,” or ‘‘revolt,” or ‘open 
force,” or the ‘‘ overthrow of the government.” 

Of course, long — to the period in history to which we haye 
now come, Great Britain had found it impossible to indorse the 
principles of the Holy Alliance as the same had successively been 
matured and reduced to practice. It is evident that she could 

ive no assent to a doctrine which presupposed and implied that 

er Government had been but a series of usurpations ever since 
the revolution of 1688; and thatfor all that time she had kept her 
God-given rulers out of their undoubted inheritance. Accord- 
ingly her representative protested energetically against the armed 
intervention determined on at the Congress of Lartaoh to repress 
the constitutional governments erected in Naples and Piedmont. 
In like manner at Verona the Iron Duke was present to speak in 
the name of Great Britain against the iniquitous course of policy 
there foreshadowed in the interest of absolutism, and which was 
so inimical to the cause of human freedom and progress. 

These doings of the Holy Alliance and the purposes of that league 
as they had then been ascertained rendered the declarations of 
President Monroe’s message of December 2, 1823, relative to a 
contemplated extension of the field of the interference of the Holy 
Alliance tothe Western Continent, not only pene and proper, 
but n . At that date the Spanish colonies in America had 
been in revolt against their parent country for a long time, and 
after a desultory course of warfare had substantially become in- 
dependent States, or at least so far so that any attempt on the 

rt of Spain, unaided, to subjugate them would have been con- 

essedly hopeless. The United States had extended to them a full 
recognition of their independence, and Great Britain gave them 
such a quasi acknowledgment as de facto governments as arose 
from sending her consular agents, duly accredited, to their coin- 
mercial ports. In this state of affairs the question of the armed 
intervention of the Holy Alliance for the purpose of restoring to 
the allegiance of Spain her revolted coloniesin the New World as 
soon as the allied sovereigns should have succeeded in purging the 
mother country herself of all notions of governmental reform, 
had been mooted at the Congress of Verona. The legitimists in 
Spain were notoriously appealing to the allied rulers to extend 
their policy of repression across the ocean; to which course the 
latter were by no means disinclined. Indeed, within little more 
than a year afterthe promulgation of the Verona circular an invi- 
tation was sent by a confidential minister of King Ferdinand to 
the courts of the allied sovereigns, asking in the name of his mas- 
ter that still another conference be called, to meet this time in 
Paris, for the specific purpose of aiding Spain ‘‘in adjusting the 
affairs of the revolted countries of America.” 

Great Britain doubtless foresaw that this proposed meeting and 
the execution of its object, or something akin to it, would result 
from the agitation of the Spanish-American question at Verona, 
and that only the completion of the Duke of Angouleme’s inva- 
sion of Spain was needed to bring the ulterior scheme of colonial 
subjugation to the foreground of European politics. And al- 
though her protests and remonstrances in behalf of the cause of 
constitutional government had thus far gone for naught; although 
she had instructed her minister to Spain, shortly after the termi- 
nation of the Congress of Verona, to advertise the Spanish cab- 
inet that in her judgment the substantial independence of the 
American colonies was a fact, with the further intimation that 
the armed interference of any European power other than Spain 
looking to their subjugation would not be by her permitted—still 
the call for a congress at Paris went forth, and preparations were 
evidently on foot for transplanting forcibly the doctrine of leg?tl- 
macy to the American continent. Great Britain could not view 
these things otherwise than with alarm. Her commercial aud 
industrial interests in the Spanish-American States were very 
considerable, and would be greatly jeoparded by the renewed 
presence of invading armies. Butincomparably more important 
than all her material interests was her position as the arbiter of 
European poses, the reputation which she had theretofore 
acquired of standing as in some sort a barrier against the 
encroachments of absolutism, and the stake which she had in 
constitutional methods of government, and in frustrating the 
unholy practices of the Holy Alliance. 
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The United States, isolated geographically from the theater of 
European events, from her distant position looked upon them as 
a spectator—interested, indeed, but still not a gainer or loser by 
them—and this was true with regard to all the devious dealings 
of the Holy Alliance, so long as those dealings remained Euro- 

nand were noAmerican. But when the arena of the contest 
tween freedo m nd legitimaty was likely to be transferred from 
the Old World to the New, vastly different relations arose. In 
that event the United States, from a curious looker-on, would 
become a not indifferent party to the struggle; she would be the 
nearest neighbor of and naturally the deepest sympathizer with 
one of the antagonists; and quite aside from her interest in the 
cause of popular government, she would, in case of the victory of 
the absolutists over their former dependencies, become herself the 
inevitable next field for the operations of the Holy Alliance in the 
further performance of its self-appointed task of stamping out 
the rule of the people and elevating and fortifying kingcraft. It 
is evident, then, that to keep the threatened danger away from 
American shores and to confine it to continental Europe, so far as 
that could be done by moral means alone and without making his 
Government a participant in European politics, or entangling it 
in transatlantic leagues, was the problem which the inexorable 
logic of events had propounded to the Administration of President 
Monroe for solution. It was a task of no ordinary magnitude. 

The peculiar danger to which the United States would have 
been exposed in the event of the Holy Alliance transferring its 
seat of operations to America may be inferred from the statement 
already made of the action of the allied sovereigns in suspending 
diplomatic intercourse with the King of Wurtemburg. That step 
discloses the animus with which their league was inspired. Their 
purpose was the destruction of constitutional government as such, 
and for the sole reason that it was constitutional government. 
Considerations other than this were studiously kept in the back- 
ground. Their wars were waged, as said by Mr. Brougham in an 
oft-quoted passage— 

Not against freedom on the Ebro, or freedom on the Mincio, but against free- 
dom—against freedom wherever it is found, freedom by whomsoever enjoyed, 
freedom by whatever name achieved, by whatever institutions secured. 

Plainly, then, consistency of policy on the part of the allied 
rulers would compel them to follow up their reduction of the re- 
volted colonies of Spain by an attack upon the United States; for 
the latter had then existed for near a half century under a form of 
government framed and conducted in flagrant and somewhat os- 
tentatious disregard for all the essential maxims of legitimacy; 
so that the contemplated invasion of the Spanish-American States 
not only menaced the cause of constitutional freedom there, but 
amounted toa threatened descent of hostile powers upon our own 
shores. 

Moved by the community of interest existing between his Gov- 
ernment and our own in this exigency, Mr. Canning, then the 
British secretary of state for foreign affairs, in the early autumn 
of 1823, prop to Richard Rush, our minister at the Court of 
St. James, a joint declaration on the part of the two Governments 
represented by them, respectively. This declaration was to be 
threefold in its enunciations: First, that both parties to it dis- 
claimed all purpose of obtaining any portion of the revolted terri- 
tory for themselves; second, that neither would oppose any 
amicable settlement or reconciliation between Spain and her late 
dependencies; and third, that neither would be an indifferent 
spectator of an armed interference looking to the forcible return 
to Spanish allegiance of any of the revolted colonies on the part of 
a foreign power, or to the forced cession of any of those colonies 
to a foreign power. 

Mr. Rush consented to join in this declaration at once, and with- 
out first communicating its terms to his Government,if Great 
Britain would at the same time announce her unqualified recog- 
nition of the revolted Spanish-American colonies as independent 
states. Mr. Canning declined to take this decisive step, for which 
his Government did not think itself prepared, and Mr. Rush sub- 
mitted the se omg of a joint declaration to his home Government. 
President Monroe, with characteristic caution, laid the proposition 
before his Cabinet, which was an exceptionally able one, John 
Quincy Adams and Mr. Calhoun being among its members. Not 
only so, but the President sought the advice of Mr. Jefferson in his 
retreat at Monticello, and the result was an elaborate letter from 
the venerable ex-President under date of October 24, 1823, in which 
he counseled the joinder of the Administration in the proposed 
declaration, which he formulated thus: 

That we aim not at the acquisition of any of those possessions; that we will 
not stand in the way of any amicable arrangement between the colonies and 
their mother country; that we will oppose with all our means the forcible 
interposition of any other power as euniliery, stipendiary, or under any other 
form or pretext, and most especially their transfer to any power by conquest, 
cession, or acquisition in any other way. 

Neither Canning’s proposition nor Jefferson’s advice was adopted 
by Mr. Monroe. is Administration, acting in the light of then 
recent history, and of its probable self-repetition at no distant 
day, could not well undertake to commit the United States toa 
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line of policy m which the declared opposition to any acquisition 
of Spanish-American soil by European powers, whether by con- 
quest or voluntary transfer, was coupled with an equally em- 
ohatic self-renunciation of the same object. Florida had but just 
ecome ours; the great Louisiana purchase was then recent his- 
tory, and it needed no prophetic eye to forecast the subsequent 
annexation of Texas, and the acquisition by conquest of New 
Mexico and Upper California, to say nothing of the long-continued 
coveting of Cuba. The insatiate territorial demands of success- 
ful slave labor, and of successful pro-slavery politics, were enough 
to make any Administration shrink from countenancing a fore- 
closure of all neighboring states south of us against a possible 
absorption by us in the future. Indeed, Mr. Jefferson, in the let- 
ter above referred to, warned the Administration of the possible 
impolicy of such a committal. He says: 

We must first ask ourselves a question—do we wish to acquire any one or 


more of the Spanish provinces?—before we can unite in the proposed joint 
declaration. 





And while the ex-President saw in the contemplated united 
action of the two powers an advantage overtopping any probable 
want of room on our part, Mr. Monroe declined to go to the length 
of assuming to bind his Government by a pledge which might 
cramp its future action at a time when it should act with the 
utmost freedom, but decided to adopt instead a course less radical 
indeed, but which, as the event seems to have proved, was a com- 
plete remedy for the mischief at which it was aimed. He left the 
British ministry to actin this exigency as it might list, with entire 
freedom, but alone, and in like manner he failed to act upon Mr. 
Jefferson’s advice. But when Congress assembled at the begin- 
ning of December, 1823, he sent his annual message to that body, 
and in it announced the American policy which has gone down 
into history as the Monroe doctrine. I deem it unnecessary to 
reproduce it here. 

The enunciations of this message were the product of the aggre- 
gate wisdom of Mr. Monroe’s Cabinet, to whom they were sub- 
mitted, and by whom they were, upon full consideration, ap- 
proved. Such, at least, was the testimony of Mr. Calhoun at a 
time when he was the only surviving member of that eminent 
body. 

For the foregoing clear statement of the case I acknowledge my 
indebtedness to a paper on The Panama Canal and Monroe Doc- 
trine published in 1880 by Mr. Charles R. Grant. 

It will thus be seen, Mr. President, that the declarations of the 
Monroe message sprang into being by reason of the imminence of 
a sudden and peculiar danger. This danger they were designed to 
meet and defeat. But they had still another purpose to serve. 
They were to furnish the foundation of an active policy in conso- 
nance with them to last for alltime. The message was not merely 
a notice served at the time upon the Allied Powers of certain re- 
sistance to be offered to the extension of their operations to this 
continent. It went further. It posted a notice toendure as long 
as this Government endured, to be taken account of by all nations 
then existing and to exist, that American territory was not, and 
was not to be, the subject of further conquests or colonization by 
‘the powers of the Old World. With what territory those powers 
already possessed in America no interference was intended. But 
the message drew the line on further acquisitions. 

This message of Mr. Monroe was received with satisfaction at 
home. It, too, was hailed with joy by every lover of free institu- 
tions in Europe. It reached England while Mr. Canning was still 
addressing the Allied Powers in terms of similar import and an- 
nouncing the refusal of his Government to participate in or coun- 
tenance the proposed Congress of Paris. It is not doubted that 
this action of Great Britain and America had a great effect in 
inducing a speedy abandonment of the designs of the Allied Sov- 
ereigns to subjugate the Spanish-American States. 

It is said that the representatives of the Holy Alliance were in 
fact at the time informally convened at Paris. If so, the outcome 
of their deliberations there, if any there were, never became 
public. 

We have the authority of Mr. Brougham, speaking from his 
o in Parliament two months after President Monroe’s message 
nad been sent to Congress, that as the result of the message the 
Spanish-American question had practically ended, and that it was 
a matter for the gratitude of every freeman in Europe. 

Mr. Clay was Speaker of the House of Representatives of the 
Congress to which Mr. Monroe’s message was addressed. In Jan- 
uary, 1824, following the message, he offered the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the people of these States would not see 
without serious inquietude any forcible interposition by the Allied Powers of 
Europe in behalf of Spain to reduce to their former subjection those parts 
of the continent of America which have proclaimed and established for them 


selves, ete »endent Governments, and which have been solemnly 
recognized by the United States. 


He did not ask its immediate consideration, but suggested that 
the resolution lie on the table for future consideration. 
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Plainly, the object of the resolution was to give legislative sanc- 
tion to the declarations of the President’s message. It remained 
on the Speaker’s table until near the close of the session, when, on 
May 26, 1824, the House being in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, Mr. Clay said: 

He would ask a single moment's attention of the committee while he said 
only one word in respect to a resolution which he had had the honor to pre- 
Pineda gxprenabof the foclingnot Congronts Fogara tosh atiank sappeec 
Po be meditated by allied Europe upon the independence of Spanish daeeeien. 
He had offered that resolution in coi uence of information disclosed in the 
President's message at the beginning of the present session of Congress; and 
most certainly, if the designs imputed to the allies had really been enter- 
tained, every consideration connected with the interest, the safety, and even 
the independence of this country called for the most deliberate attention to 
his proposition. But such a purpose, abominable as it would have been. 
ought not to be attributed upon any other than the strongest evidence, 
Events and circumstances subsequent to the communication of the message 
evinced that, if such a were ever seriously entertained, it had been 
relinquished. For his part, while he was dis to keep a vigilant eye on 
every movement of the allies, and to be ready to give his cooperation toeve 
measure calculated to repel their ressions, ifany such should be atbouapted 
on the independence of any part 0: he was, on the other 
willing to give them any just cause of offense against us. But to 
resolution after all that has occurred—in the absence of any sufficient evi- 
dence of their now cherishing inimical son this nt—might be 
construed as unfriendly, if not offensive. Under the full conviction, re- 
fore, that they did not entertain any purpose so diabolical as that would be 
of attempting to nce Spanish America to its ancient subjection, or of 
onan 2 to adopt the monarchial form of ernment, he should con- 
tinue to abstain a ome upon the attention of the House his resolu- 
tion, and should allow it to sleep where it now reposes, on the table. 

It will be observed that in the course of these remarks Mr. Clay 
stated that events and circumstances su uent to the commu- 
nication of the message evinced thai if the allied sovereigns ever se- 
riously entertained the design of subjecting the S sh-American 
countries it had been ee pee and because of this relinquish- 
ment, and only because of it, he abstained from pressing his reso- 
lution. In other words, President Monroe’s words, having had 
the effect already of deterring the Holy Alliance, it was quite un- 
nec for Co to take any action on the message. 

But that is not the case with which we are now dealing. Great 
Britain has peremptorily declined the request of this Government 
- — her contention to territory claimed by Venezuela to ar- 

itration. 

This refusal was preceded by representations made by this Gov- 
ernment that British aggressions in South America were in con- 
flict with the American policy as outlined in the Monroe message. 

The British premier, repl to this, had joined issue, denying 
the Monroe doctrine, or its applicability to the instant case. 

President Cleveland’s message to Con was the response to 
this denial of the Monroe doctrine and this refusal of arbitration. 
Congress has met the President's recommendation of a commis- 
sion to determine for ourselves where the true between 
Venezuela and British Guiana should be but Great Britain 
has not yet altered her position, and still stands on the inapplica- 
bility of the American doctrine of Mr. Monroe to this case. 

It is unlike the case presented Mr. Clay in his remarks on 
his resolution in 1824. There the allied sovereigns had desisted. 
Here Great Britain has not desisted. There the danger had 
passed and there was no necessity for action by Congress. Here 
the danger has not passed; there is nothing to show that Eng- 
land does not stand on her announced intention of ignoring our 
view of the Monroe doctrine and of denial of arbitration. So that 
ground does exist in this case for action by Congress. 

If, in the English view, the doctrine announced Mr. Monroe 
does not fit, then there should be given to the ident’s view of 
this doctrine the sanction of a full, precise, clear, strong, vigor- 
ous legislative expression, such as that embodied in the resolutions 

orted from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

f ee —— 
not meet this case of aggressive occupancy od under t 
guise of a boundary dispute, then the Congress should here and 
now, as is proposed, promulgate anew an American doctrine and 
policy that does meet it—an American doctrine so far i 
this subject that it covers not only the instant case but all 
that the exigencies of the future or 

Mr. President, without going into history of the Venezuelan 
boundary dispute, let us examine the case to some extent in its 
relation to ourselves and to the American policy insisted upon. 

The efforts of Venezuela to obtain a settlement of the dispute 
with Great Britain have been continuous and urgent. In 1876 
she offered to close the dispute by accepting the Moroco line pro- 

by Lord Aberdeen in behalf of Great Britain. This was 
intended as a compromise, for her claims to the disputed terri 
carried her line much farther eastward. This offer was ref 
by ind ree on behalf of the then ae ry : 
su a new line comprehending a large tract of territory no 
claimed for Great Britain in Lord Aberdeen’s time. was of 
course refused by Venezuela, and tions along with- 
out result until 1882, when Venezuela sought arbitration as the 
only honorable course left open to her to settle the controversy. 
This seemed likely to be accomplished, for in 1886 @ treaty was 


on 
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practically agreed upon with the Gladstone Government contain- 
ing @ general arbitration clause under which the parties might 
have submitted the boundary dispute to the decision of a third 
power or of several powers in amity with both. Before the actual 
signing, however, of the treaty, the administration of Mr. Glad- 
stone was superseded by that of Lord Salisbury, which declined to 
accede to the arbitration clause proposed in the incomplete treaty. 
Since then Venezuela has continued to offer and appeal for arbitra- 
tion, while Great Britain has steadily refused it, except upon terms 
that would concede to the latter territory theclaim to which Venvc- 
zuela could not admit. While these negotiations were still peni- 
ing, new a of Venezuelan territory continued to be 
made by Great Britain, whereupon Venezuela, in 1887, suspended 
diplomatic relations with the British Government, protesting 
before all the world against the acts of spoliation committed to 
her detriment by Great Britain. 

This stand was alike dignified and creditable to the weaker 
power. Diplomatic relations have not since been formally re- 
stored, though, on account of continued British aggressions, nego- 
tiations were resumed by Venezuela through its minister to Paris 
and special envoys. These negotiations all failed, as the others 
had, through the stubborn stand taken by Great Britain, and 
Venezuela again filed with the British Government a second 
strong a 

The Government of the United States took an active interest in 
these several attempts at amicably adjusting an ugly question, 
using its good offices to wi my Bera such a settlement, and in 
December, 1886, Mr. Bayard, retary of State, made a formal 
tender of the services of this Government in arbitration. 

This offer of mediation, acceptable to Venezuela, was declined 
by Great Britain. 

In 1890 Mr. Blaine, Secretary of State, again urged upon the 
English Government the advisability of arbitration. 

othing came of these renewed attempts, and since then Vene- 
zuela has again and —_ brought the controversy to the notice 
of the United States, has insisted upon its importance to us as 
well as to herself, has ted it as having reached an acute 
stage, making definite action by the United States imperative, and 
has continuously solicited the services and support of the United 
States in aid of its tinal adjustment. 
President Cleveland brought the matter to the attention of Con- 
in his message of December 3, 1894; in February following, 
, by joint resolution, “earnestly recommended to the 
favorable consideration of both parties in interest the suggestion 
of the President for friendly arbitration;” and in July following 
that, Mr. Olney’s note to the American ambassador at London, 
after fully, clearly, ably stating the whole case, appeals again for 
mediation and demands a definite decision as to whether Great 
Britain will consent or will not consent to submit the boundary 
question in its entirety to impartial arbitration. 

In this communication the Secretary of State gave distinct 
notice to Great Britain that the controversy is one in which both 
the honor and the interests of this country are involved. 

It would seem, Mr. President, that language of this deep signifi- 
cance could not fail to impress the British Government that the 
acute stage of this dispute had indeed been reached, that it had 
come to a point beyond which it were not safe to go and yet keep 
the peace of the world. It implied in no uncertain way that if 
Great Britain continued her ions upon territory claimed 
by Venezuela, it would be cons d here a cause of quarrel be- 
tween Her Britannic Majesty's Government and ourown. It was 
more than a protest; it was a warning. 

In his reply Lord Salisbury declares the controversy is one with 
which the Dnited States has no apparent practical concern, and 
that the disputed frontier of Venezuela has nothing to do with any 
questions dealt with by President Monroe. He denies that it is 
an attempt at colonization of any portion of America. 

There is no difference in practical effect between the planting 
of a new colony on territory seized for the purpose, and the ad- 
vancing of the frontier of an old colony in disregard of existing 
territorial claims of another power. The difference is matter of 
form and not of substance, and the doctrine of Monroe, if perti- 
nent in the one case, must be in the other also. 

We do not assert, Mr. President, that Great Britain is in fact 
usurping dominion over Venezuelan territory. It is true Vene- 
zuela charges such usurpation, but Great Britain denies it. Our 
position is that until the merits of these contentions are authori- 
tatively ascertained, the United States can take sides with neither. 
But we do insist m this ascertainment, and meanwhile we 

the maintenance of the statu quo. 

Who stands in the way of this ascertainment? Surely not 
Venezuela. Witness her strenuous efforts, first, for settlement 
through direct diplomatic negotiations with Grent Britain; next, 
her expressed willingness to arbitrate—aye, her urgent solicita- 
ree Great Britain. By far th ter 

o, the i on Great Britain. By far the grea 
power of the two, magnanimity, it would seem, would itself sug- 
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vest arbitration to her. But that is not English policy. She 
reaches out for what she wants, and this, too, with scant regard 
for the lawsof meum et tuum, and once she gets it in her grasp, 
varding not how she came by it, holds it fast. 

The plain story in this case is, Great Britain, taking advantage 
of the indefinite character of her claim to territory in the western 
part of her acknowledged possessions in the northeastern portion 
of South America, as transferee of the Dutch holdings there, and 
doubtless taking advantage, too, of the rather indefinite character 
of the limits of Venezuelan territory adjoining her own, has laid 
rude hands on a big slice of that country and coolly announced 
her purpose to hold on to it. eS pi 

Now, this is what the United States, with its traditional policy, 
can not tolerate with honor and dignity, and does not propose to 

ylerate. 

p it is a matter of principle with us. If arbitration decides, or 
any other fair method of settlement demonstrates, that this dis- 
puted territory really and justly pertains to the British Crown, 
the United States can have nothing further to say except to ad- 
vise Venezuela to submit. We will, in that case, wish Great 
Britain joy of her full possessions. 

If arbitration, or other fair method, decides that Venezuela has 
been encroached upon in her territorial privileges, we would see to 
it that her right oF reoccupancy of this part of her country is vin- 

icated. 
4 If Great Britain stands firm, declining arbitration, refusing 
friendly mediation, denying compromise or amicable adjustment, 
as is her — now, we must of necessity go ahead with what 
we have n. 

The Venezuelan Boundary Commission, authorized by Congress 
and appointed by the President, will complete its work, will ascer- 
tain what is the true eastern boundary line of Venezuela, and will 
definitely report to Congress and the President. The line thus 
established will be adopted by this Government as the true bound- 
ary between Venezuela and British Guiana, and Venezuela will 
acquiesce in the same, withdrawing all pretensions to _ territory 
eastward of the line. Thereafter any crossing of this line by an 
armed force for the peuee of holding or seizing territory thus 
determined to be Venezuelan, would be held by us to be tantamount 
to a declaration of war against both the United States and Vene- 
zuela, and would be resisted accordingly. 

That is the inevitable logic of the position we have assumed. 
We do not shrink from it, because it is right; it is the bold asser- 
tion of a great national policy that we are prepared to enforce 
and feel ourselves able to enforce against the British Empire and 
allcomers. Itis the doctrine of America for Americans; it is the 
‘“‘balance-of-power ” idea applied to America; it is the assertion of 
the principle that American questions are for American decision. 

The leading nations of Europe have adjudged thatit is right and 
proper and for their security and welfare to preserve what is 
termed ‘‘the balance of power” in Europe. Thatis the distinc- 
tive national policy for Europe, which they have announced and 
repeatedly enforced. It led tothe Crimean war, where Great Brit- 
ain, in aliens with France, successfully asserted it by force of 
arms against the aggressions of Russia on the independence of 
Turkey. Our Monroe doctrine is to America what this ‘‘ balance- 
of-power” doctrine isto Europe. Justification can not beclaimed 
for the one and denied for the other. 

The United States is expected to stand aloof from entangling 
alliances with European powers. We are to have, it seems, noth- 
ing to do with European concerns, nothing with Asiatic, African, 
nor Australian concerns. We have heretofore steadily adhered 
to this line of policy. We have not sought ‘‘to play in the back 
yard” of any of the countries located on the continents of the 
Eastern Hemisphere. 

And now when we propose to serve notice on the nations of the 
Old World that we will permit no “playing in our back yard,” 
Europe stands aghast, and we are admonished by some of the 
overtimid or overconservative of our own people, aye, by some 
even in this Chamber, that we must not do it. 

Shut out of participation in European policies, neither asking 
nor being invited to take part in the same, are we, too, to be 
deprived of the right to prescribe an American policy, to domi- 
nate an American policy? 

On this point, Mr. President, the people of the United States 
are es’ y sensitive. And it is not confined to any section or 
class of our people. It pervades all alike; it leaps over party lines 
and rises above feeling. 

On the Atlantic seaboard in the Northeast the caution and con- 
servatism of capital and the fears of business disturbance may for 
& moment stay this feeling. But those who count upon this for 
the display of extreme forbearance on our part may find them- 
selves greatly in error. The strip of country 200 miles wide from 
Baltimore to Boston does not constitute the American Union. 
The outlying districts and States are not provinces nor their peo- 
eS provincials. American thought, intelligence, aspiration, popu- 
ar sentiment, are not confined to the eastern d, and its 
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highest expression is not always found in thecolumns of metropoli- 
tan dailies. The seat of empire in this country, like the center of 
population, tends westward and southward. Goaskthe people of 
the great West and those of the revivified and rapidly recuperating 





| South, and they will tell you that the time has come for a broad- 


ening of the scope of the Monroe doctrine of 1823, and for a much 
more enlarged application of it. They will tell you that seventy- 
three years ago, when this doctrine was first proclaimed, the 
United States as a nation was in the period of its youth. It was 
was weak, undeveloped, not yet sure of its position among the 
nations of the earth. Its population then was but little more than 
9,000,000; its resources small; its power unfeared. With some 
misgivings it announced an American policy to meet the exigency 
then upon it—a policy as firm as the youthful nation, feeling its 
way with care and caution, dared then to make it. 

But the situation has changed. From 9,000,000 of people we 
have multiplied to 70,000,000. From meager resources we have 
plowed and planted, delved and mined, commerced and manufac- 
tured, builded and constructed our way to enormous aggregate 
wealth. In power and prestige, weight andinfinence, civilization 
and progress, we take front rank among the nationsof the world. 
We feel our security. None can molest or make us afraid. We 
do not have to make a demonstration on land or sea to proclaim 
our power or mark our readiness for war. There is no need for 
us to display unusual activity in our arsenals and gun factories, 
nor to mobilize fl.ets, nor to prepare flying squadrons to sail at a 
moment's notice. We are always prepared for war. In the 
hearts of 9,000,000 of fighting men, animated with patriotic fer- 
vor and determination, you will find this readiness. 

We do not, it is true, maintain great standing armies, as is done 
in Europe, but we can, on brief notice, mobilize them, full pano- 
plied for war. As for fleets, we have the resources, and from 
these could quickly evolve the facilities for constructing ships of 
war in number, size, armament, and strength that would give 
us the dominion of the seas. Whenever the necessity arises, 


| mark the prediction, this Republic, with its 23,000 miles of coast 





| for wrongs. 


line on two oceans and a great Gulf, will become the first naval 
power of the world. It is not the true policy of other nations to 
provoke this necessity. The American Republic is indeed ‘a 
great reservoir of force for all purposes, a mighty engine of war, 
a most beneficent power for peace.” In the words of a distin- 
guished American: 

Secure in our isolation, supreme in our resources, unequaled in our re- 
serve, and free from dangerous neighbors, we occupy among the nations of 
the globe a position so exalted and safe that to compare us with other coun 
tries would be absurd. 

This Republic, Mr. President, is not ‘‘ to act the biz brother to 
each turbulent or revolutionary Republic or island in the Western 
Hemisphere and convulse the world about matters of far less im- 


| portance than many decided at every session of Congress.” Nor 


are we to act the part of the mother hen and cluck to a nestling 
place under our protecting breast all the petty States of Central 
and South America. 

But it does behoove us to pr claim a distinctive American 
policy—a broad, comprehensive policy that includes within its 
scope the three Americas—North, Central, and South. 

The United States stands at the head of the American sister- 
hood of States. She has an interest. at once direct and vital, in 
the settlement of every question that can arise affecting any por- 
tion of the American continent, or any one of the free States on 
the continent. Indeed, I go further, and declare she has an inter- 
est, direct and vital, in the settlement of every national or interna- 
tional question that can arise in the entire Western Hemisphere. 

Nor does this position on our part militate against the right of 
any and all governments to protect its citizens in any part of 
America, or to enforce payment of debts, or to claim indemnity 
The Monroe doctrine, even in its present proposed 
enlarged scope, is not to be extended to imterfere with the busi- 
ness relations between the American Republics and Europe. 

We would not interfere if war broke out and such countries 
were overrun by foreign troops. But neither as the result of 
such war nor as the result of negotiation or treaty can any 
European power acquire additional territory in America. That 
is the point. War waged by England or any other European 
power with South or Central American countries on any just 
ground, is no concern of ours. Only snch war must not be one of 
conquest. And the war ended, foreign troops must within a 
reasonable time evacuate. Otherwise the nation refusing to do 
so would come in conflict with the declared policy of the United 
States in reference to the American Continent, and must reckon 
with us. Neither would it be ground for us to interfere, under 
this national policy of ours, if one South or Central American 
country should wage a war of conquest with another. 

The Central and South American States, desiring and perhaps 
invoking our aid to prevent acquisition by conquest of any of 
their territory by stronger powers, can not object if we insist that 
neither shall they dispose of their territory to foreign powers by 
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treaty, or sale, or other negotiation. It is a poor rule that will not 
work both ways. They can not with good grace ask us to keep tho 
big nations of Europe off of them and then claim exemption from 
surveillance and control by us should they attempt to —— of, 
by negotiation or treaty, the same territory to prevent the con- 
quest of which our aid was solicited. 

To say that it is right for us to prevent the acquisition of Amer- 
ican territory by conquest, but not right for us to prevent its acqui- 
sition by sale or peaceful cession, is tomy mind ridiculous. If the 
American policy we assert be right, if it is to serve the purpose we 
intend, then it must cover both propositions: First, no conquest of 
territory; second, no territorial acquisition otherwise than by con- 
quest without our consent. 

The Monroe doctrine and no other Americen doctrine asserted 
by us would amount to anything or be respected by other nations 
except that we have the power to enforce it. ae as we be- 
lieve, that power, it behooves us only to inquire whether what we 

ropose is, first, right and just; second, whether it is to our secur- 
ity, welfare, and advantage to do it. 

Mr. President, we heard something said on this floor—and that 
in derision—of the turbulance that characterizes the ple of 
South and Central America. Suppose in the Spanish-American 
countries revolutions are frequent; suppose one régime is quickly 
followed by another; that one faction rules awhile and is then 
overthrown by another. The countries still remain free and inde- 
pendent. No attempt to set upmonarchy orempireismade. Oc- 
casionally some strong man may, under stress of extreme circum- 
stances, declare himself dictator. Butit does notlastlong. Those 
people areimbued with the republican spirit, they believe in democ- 
racy. The turmoil, strife, contention, revolution through which 
they are going is their road to higher development and freer, more 
stable institutions and government. We traveled the same road 
to reach the goal of our independence and to found here in this 
Western Hemisphere this matchless Republic, which is our boast 
and pride. All other nations have traveled it to reach the high 
ground of permanent, enduring nationality. No nation has — 
through more frequent and bloody revolutions than has England 
to attain to her present exalted station of grandeur, glory, power, 
and freedom. 1¢ Anglo-Saxon race literally carved its way to 
civil liberty—the foundation stone of enduring Government. 
Magna Charta, the petition of rights, habeas corpus, trial by jury, 
freedom of opinion, of speech, and of the press were only estab- 
lished after centuries of effort, of toil, of sacrifice, and bloodshed. 

The Senator from Colorado, who inveighs against the countries 
of South America because of their uent revolutions, is, in his 
high station of Senator of the United States, himself a product of 
revolution. There would have been no Senate to sit in but for 
successful revolution. Give those countries a chance. Were 
those people of our blood, the Anglo-Saxon strain, they would 
doubtless work out their destinies sooner. That race develops 
more rapidly the germ of self-government, and ripens it to ma- 
turity and fruition sooner. But the Latin races are not incapable 
of attaining the highest standard; and I doubt not the womb of 
the future will bring forth in due time in South and Central 
America t nations of stable government, free institutions, and 
free people, marching in unison with the great Republic of the 
northern part of the continent toward the accomplishment of 
= —- destiny marked out by the God of the universe for 

erica. 

No American, least of all an American statesman, should com- 
plain of revolution. The American people owe all they have to 
successful revolution. This Republic of ours was ushered into 
being amid the din and tocsin of war; its cradle rocked by revolu- 
tion, its infancy inured to the shock of contending armies. 

Nor can we be unmindful of the fact that in our maturer years 
the test revolution of modern times drenched our soil with 
the blood of millions of our countrymen, and resulted in the de- 
struction of billions of dollars in pro 5 

Mr. President, it is said that a formal declaration of an Ameri- 
can policy is not necessary, and is even unwise. This, sir, is an 
un-American idea. The American people have never been afraid 
of declarations, have never been backward in maintaining them, 
and, indeed, are fond of them. They have served us to good pur- 
pose, and we have never made one yet that we did not afterwards, 
either by force of arms or successful civil action, crystallize into 
law or established peer: 

We began with the Declaration of Independence by the Conti- 
nental Congress in 1776. An eight years’ war followed, but it 
ended with the declaration still standing and acknowledged by 
our adversary. 

In 18i2 we made another declaration, proclaiming exemption 
from search for American vessels on the high seas. War fol- 
lowed. It ended on the plains of Chalmette, near New Orleans, 
in my own State. Again the declaration stood, and again was its 
ee recognized. No more American vessels have been 
searched, 

In 1823 came the declaration by Mr. Monroe in his message now 





ne en ae 
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under discussion, or a distinctive American policy, which mj ht 
be termed ‘‘America for Americans.” “i 
In 1861 came the fourth great declaration—that the Union 115+ 
and shall be preserved. ; 
In 1863 President Lincoln announced another great declaration — 
_ emancipation proclamation, by which 4,000,000 slaves were 


reed. 

Both these declarations stood the fierce ordeal of battle, and werg 

crystallized into fundamental law. 

esident Cleveland, in his message of December, 1895, an. 
nounced a sixth great declaration, which is a reassertion on an 
enlarged basis of the Monroe doctrine, and this has been followed 
by the resolution unanimously reported by the Foreign Affairs 
Committee of the Senate, which further and more largely do. 
velops the American idea upon this question. pr 

Mr. President, the time has arrived for such a declaration: 
broad, bold, comprehensive; not made in anger, not menacing 
but decisive. " 

The doctrine announced by Mr. Monroe should be promoted to 
the dignity of a rule of governmental authority by affixing to an 
enlarged scope of it the seal of Congressional approval. That 
doctrine, even in the restricted form in which it was at first 
couched, had ‘‘the element of nationality of principle.” It is to 
be regarded, I think, as ‘‘a continuing protest” against any fur- 
ther European control, possession, or acquisition of American 
territory. 

It should no longer be permitted to remain a mere dictum, hut 
should be given a legal status by Congressional indorsement, 
And it is peculiarly appropriate that the Senate should first take 
action, for the shaping of our foreign policy resides more particu- 
larly in the Senate. 

Adopting the resolutions reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs would be doing now what was urged upon Congress in 
1845 and again in 1848 by President Polk. In his message to ('on- 
= in the former year relating to the then recent annexation of 

exas, and in his message to Congress in the later year relating to 
the Yucatan troubles, he recommended that the doctrine of Presi- 
dent Monroe be given the force of a positive pledge, committing 
the United States to its observance asa settled rule of govern- 
mental conduct. 

Washington first laid down the doctrine that this country would 
not intermeddle with affairs of theOld World. Withthedisayowal 
on our part of any intent to seek for territory or power in the 


Eastern Hemisphere, there must follow, as of course, first, the right 
to extend our lines upon this side of the Atlantic whenever suita- 
ble opportunity may arise, and, second, the determination forever 


to restrict all non-American nations to such territory on this con- 
tinent as they already possess. But if we are to abandon or sur- 
render what the people of this country have fondly looked upon 
ever since Monroe’s day as the American policy, saying to tho 
nations of the Old World, ‘‘ Hands off,” so far as America is con- 
cerned, then let us by all means abandon that other policy of non- 


interference in affairs across the waters, and, as one of the leading 
nations of the earth, make our power, weight, and influence felt 
and our voice heard in the settlement of every international dis- 
pute, or question, or contest that may arise, no matter what its 
—_ or what its purpose. 

r. President, the two English-speaking nations should be frank 
and sincere in their dealings, their intercourse, their contentions, 


the one with the other. I have spoken plainly and with much 
directness of language on the theme that occupied my attention 
to-day, but with no spirit of bombast or bravado. I have tried to 
contribute somewhat to a better understanding with our trins- 
atlantic cousins. I love the English character; my blood thrills 
at the recollection of the great achievements of the race. 

Other European ps les may have developed earlier and made, 
perhaps, more rapi vances in certain forms of civilization, but 
none have surpassed, nor equaled even, the English-speaking race 
in the practical character and permanence of their progress. 

Guizot says, in his ae of Representative Government, that 
the true order of national development in every country is, first, 
to convert the natural liberties of man into clearly defined politi- 
cal rights, and, next, to guarantee the security of those rights by 
the establishment of forces capable of maintaining them. 

Nowhere, as has been truly said, do we find better illustrations 
of this law of progress than in the history of England and of the 
colonies which England has planted. The principle that ‘all 
political power is a trust held for the public good ” finds its high- 
est development where the Anglo-Saxon race dominates. [t 1s 
indeed the legitimate heritage of every nation of Anglo-Saxon 
descent. 

I do not forget that English history is, in a very ae degree, 
our history. do not forget that England is, as Hawthorne 

ed it, ‘our old home”; nor am I unmindful of the fact that 1 
we go back less than three centuries the record of America becomes 
one with that of the mother country. s 

descent by far the greater part of us are of English blood, 
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while in language, literature, law, legislative powers of govern- 
ment, and the essential features of civilization we owe to England 
a greater debt than to any other country. As said of England by 
an American historian: 

S ; i SSE: stically the s 2 personal rights that we 
eee ee eae une age wuect the sume familias ‘Dames. We 
feel that whatever is glorious in her past is ours also; that Westminster Abbey 
belongs as much to us as to her; that our ancestors helped to build its walls, 
and their dust is gathered in its tombs: that Shakspeare and Milton belong 
to usin like manner; that they wrote in the language we s veak for the instruc- 
tion and delight of our fathers’ fathers, who beat back the Spanish Armada 
and gave their lives for liberty on the fields of Marston Moor and Nasby. 

Grave issues have arisen in the past to separate us, and we may 
now be confronted with grave issues. Yet, after all, our interests 
and our sympathies, like our national histories, have more in com- 
mon than they have apart. 

In the United States and the British Empire combined there are 
upward of 125,000,000 of people who speak the English tongue 
and are governed by the fundamental principles of English con- 
stitutional law. They hold possession of over 12,000,000 square 
miles of the earth’s surface, an area nearly equal to the united 
continents of North Americaand Europe. By far the greater part 
of the wealth and power of the globe is theirs. They have ex- 

nded asno other people have. They have shown agreater capac- 
ity for absorbing and assimilating the millions of emigrants from 
every country and race and tongue than have any other people. 

The inhabitants of the British islands, of Australia, New Zea- 
land, the United States, and Canada practically form one great 
Anglo-Saxon race. Separated though they be by distance, they 
everywhere exhibit the same spirit of intelligence, enterprise, and 
of steady, resistless growth. 

The different branches of the English-speaking family are too 
necessary, one to the other, their interests too essentially the same, 
to permit of differences leading to ruyture. 

rchdeacon Farrar, in his address on General Grant at West- 
minster Abbey, in 1885, said: 

Whatever there be between the two nations to forget and forgive; is for- 
gotten and forgiven. 

In like manner, I say, whatever there is of dispute or contention 
between the two nations, let it be settled along lines of kindred, 
friendship, and peace. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I ask that the order of business be now laid before 
the Senate. 

Mr, ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Nebraska wait a moment? 
The appropriation bill was simply laid aside in order that the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] might address the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LopGE inthe chair). The 
Senate resumes the consideration of the appropriation bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 4321) making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 





Mr. HALE. Iask unanimous consent that the formal reading | 


of the bill be dispensed with, and that the amendments of the 
committee may be considered as they are reached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill may be dis- 
pensed with and that the amendments of the committee may be 
considered as they are reached. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask the Senator from Maine to yield to me for 
a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr, ALLEN. I desire the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
make a remark or two with reference to the joint resolution which 
passed the Senate this morning, requiring the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to carry out the appropriation act of last year in regard to 
the distribution of seeds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent to submit some remarks to the Senate in re- 
gard to the joint resolution which passed the Senate this morn- 
ing. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The Senator 
from Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall occupy but a moment. 

Yesterday the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], in 
submitting some remarks in the Senate on the subject of the joint 
resolution requiring the Secretary of Agriculture to carry into 
effect the provisions of the appropriation act of March 2, 1895, 
used this language: 
ene bpd preface, I call the attention of the Senate toa table found 

report C ’ 204. able gives 

the allotment and distributica ‘of ointe to members of Com wenn for the year 
pores. Tt will be found by reference to the table that the State of Nebraska 
allotted to it 131,856 papers of seed, and that there was distributed or 


ven to members of Congress from that State by the Secretary of Agricul- 
221,961 papers, being an excess of nearly 100,000 papers for his own State. 
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Again he said: 

The table shows that the whole number of seeds distributed in that year ag- 
gregated 9,525,653 packages. Nebraska received 1,133,7)4 packages, or nearly 
one-ninth of the whole amount throughout the United States 

Again the Senator said: 

When we come to Nebraska, according to this report, the Secretary allotted 
to Congressmen for distribution 221,61 packag u ess of the just allot- 
ment to that State, as I have shown, of nearly 100,000 

Mr. President, it is due to the Secretary of Agriculture that 
some explanation be made with reference to this matter and goin 
the RECORD in connection with the remarks of the Senator from 
Missouri and others, criticising the course of that officer. 

In 1894 there was a droughtin the State of Nebraska, which was 
quite general. That is a well-known historical fact. The people 
in the spring of 1895 were very poor, and many of them received 
the seeds from which they raised their crops this year from dona- 
tions made by kindly disposed neizhbors, and from various parts 
of the Union, and no doubt the Secretary of Agriculture furnished 
the people of the State of Nebraska as much seed as he could, con- 
sistently with his duties, in consequence of that fact. I have not 
the slightest doubt in my own mind that the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture in making these liberal allowances to the people of Nebraska 
was actuated by the fact that the people were in great distress, 
and Iam sure that he had no disposition to promote his own per- 
sonal or political interests. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iwish to ask the Senator from Nebraska a 
question. I am interested in what heis saying, though I have 
not participated at allin the general discussion which has taken 
place on this subject; but if the Senator knows of any special con- 
cession that was made to Nebraska I should be very glad to know 
of it, because I attempted and used every effort to try to get 
some seed for those people in the eastern portion of Colorado 
who were utterly ruined by the drought, and I was unable to 
get a single package additional, and I personally bought what I 
could get from the stores here of different allotments that were 
sold in the establishments around Washington. I was unable to 
get the slightest help from the Secretary of Agriculture. If the 
Senator from Nebraska can point to a single act of the Secretary 
where he did go out of his way to furnish seed to any section, I 
think it would go very far to redeem his management of the office, 
which is generally considered worthless in our section, from the 
contempt into which it has fallen. 

Mr. ALLEN. I very much regret that the Senator from Colo- 
rado should reflect upon the Secretary of Agriculture. Iam well 
convinced that the Secretary of Agriculture has performed his 
duty faithfully and well as he understood it. 

[ want to call attention briefly to a fact which was referred to 
by the honorable Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] yesterday, 
that the inequality in the distribution of seeds, to some extent, 
originated from the circumstance that the seeds were transferred 
from various members of Congress to their associates, by that 
means sending a larger portion of the seeds distributed from the 
Agricultural Department into some States and Territories than 
were sent into other States and Territories. As showing that fact 
I ask unanimous consent to have published in the Recorp, with- 
out being read, a statement on the subject from the Agricultural 
Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Nebraska? The 
Chair hears none, and it will be so ordered. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


Record of transfer of seeds. 


| Vegetable | 





™ | papers. | From— 
Hon. D. D. Aitken........... | 10,000 | Hon. Jas. McMillan, United States 
| Senator. 
eS ee ee 1,400 | Hon. M. W. Ransom, United States 
Senator 
DR isietésncnncceegraenin 3,000 | Hon. W. A. Peffer, United States 
Senator. 
ics sttiaamsiagpieinwen ies 1,400 | Hon. Patrick Walsh, United States 
| Senator. 
Dk nsntescndecdintmiesss 1,450 | Hon. Edward Murphy, United States 
| Senator. 
citi a iets ticle 1,450 | Hon. John W. Palmer, United States 
| Senator 
Ds cccntinchitehiallias ee ioenst ened 1,450 | Hon. Eppa Hunton, United States 
Senator. 
Hon. John M. Allen .........- 1,250 | Hon. John C. Hendrix. 
Do 1,000 | Hon. Franklin Bartlett. 
Do. 10,000 | Hon W. Bourke Cockran. 
Do 2,009 | Hon. L. E. McGann. 
Do 2,000 | Do. 
Do 3,000 | Hon. Jos. H. O'Neil 
Se cidinetiianieiavawe «nemse| 2,500 | Hon. Allen C. Durborow. 
De... ken <sensawarecel 2,500 | Hon. Jason B. brown. 
Hon. C. K. Bell ....-... ~------| 10,750 | Hon. Richard Coke. 


| 


Hon. John L. Bretz 
Hon. J. W. Babcock -. 


angele | 500 | Hon. D. E. Sickles. 
anil 2,150 | Hon. E. F. Loud. 


. Se a 1,000 | Hon. H. ©. Lodge. 
Resch nea se ceteiaeee cs | 16,417 | Hon. D. D. Burnes. 
Waste vacdisccnaswswncss 10,000 | Hon. John C. Houk 
Oh cnarvttakentddaptaenunde | 8,000 | Hon. Donelson Caffery. 
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Mr. ALLEN. Lalso hold in my hand “ie of letters by the 
Rev. Luther P. Ludden, secretary of the Nebraska State Reli.; 
Commission, and by Miss Clara Barton, president of the Amey). 
can National Red Cross Society, explanatory of the distribution 
of seeds, which I also ask to have published in the Recorp. They 


are eae ee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, in tla 
absence of objection. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS NEBRASKA STate Revier Commission, 
Lincoin, Nebr., March 12, 1895 

DEAR Sir: We beg leave to acknowledge receipt of yours of the 7th, 1 

= of the forwarding of our seeds. They have commenced to ar: 


ust they will be a veritable blessing to the thousands of droug!t . if 
ferers — we are compelled to supply with their garden seeds. 


spectfully, yours, 
LUTHER P. LUDDEN, 
General Manager. 


D. MacCvate, 
: : Chief Clerk, Department of Agriculture, Washington, D. C. 
; Rusk 


homas F. Magner. ia 
. J. Sechermerhorn. 
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eraerns 


Hon. Wm. H. Bower 
man, J. H. Bankhead 


eee ee 
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D 
Hon. C. 8. Brice 
Hon. J. W. Bailey 
Hon. 8. B. Cooper 


Do. 


Be 
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Sor 


- wm reper 
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Pee 
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Ti Td, teetanaleaiiininn 
Hon. Chas. F. Crisp. 
Hon. ©. A, Chickering 
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Dw oc cece ac cses ncese ence 
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53 
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LINCOLN, NEBR., April 2, 1995 
‘ E tt Sir: We beg leave to acknowledge receipt of yours of the 29th, content 
Ww Rusk : which are carefully noted. We have been having delightful weather 
<> . some time in Nebraska, and a very good rain in the past few days only m: 
™ Frank Aldrich. the clamor for seed the louder. e note the way in which the seed is 
He ‘D E. Sickles forward. We have sent it into the counties in lots of a hundred of each k 
— John J. O'Neill and in that es much of the wrapping and putting in packages t 
a. Zon ¢. . you refer to. e have the following organization in each county. and these 
committees can very readily divide up the work and place the seeds with 
all that labor of the extra packages. 
tfully, yours, 
LUTHER P. LUDDEN, Seecretury. 
D. MacCwuata, 


Chief Clerk, Department of Agriculture, Washington, D. C. 
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Hon. Charles Daniels 
Hon. 


s 


t 
7) 


pepe Ruepep sos 
SEESEESEE 


a8 


LINCOLN, NEBR., April 10, 1395 
DEAR Sir: We beg leave to acknowledge receipt of yours of the 6th. 1 
fying us of the completion of the work of sending us the Governmen 
den seeds. I am imstructed by the commission to extend very hearty tha 
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Hon. Thomas Lynch ... 


Hon. William M. McKaig.._- 
Hon. 


H. D. Money 


Do 
. J. W. Maddox 
n. J. C. McDearmon 


Do ... 
on. H. H. Powers -.. 
nm. Lafe Pence 
Gaston 


mn. A. 
. T. J. Strait 
oe, eeey Simpson 


D eencadkmmeusee 
Hon. W. C. Squire 


on. J. §. Sherman ......... 
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to you and your coworkers for the very courteous way in which you |! 
treated us and sent forward the en seeds. I know that the many t . 
sand families who have received their garden seed in this way will apprevi- 
ate the bi that come to them from this souree. 

Possibly next summer, as day by day they eat the result of this seed s.w- 
ing, they may not think of you; but they ought, and gratitude ought to well 
their hearts as the result of this work s so clearly before them. 


Yours, very truly, 
LUTHER P. LUDDEN, Secretary. 
D. MacCuara, Chief Clerk, Washington, D. C. 
LINCOLN, NEBR., April 27, 1595. 
DEAR Str: We beg leave to acknowledge the moose of yours of the lith 
While it calls for no letter, I want to say that it would do your heart ¢ f 
you could see the great gladness ones tothe many homes by the seed tha 
you have sent us under the direction of Secretary Morton. We have alreaiy 
written Secretary Morton concerning this matter. We are hearing from «/l 
parts of the ht-stricken. district almost every mail, and there is oo 
cena vena e g@ the sent out by the Government is of excellent 
quality doing a their gardens. e have had some of the needed 
hi = enough to start seed germinating well, but we are needing mor 
rain now. 
Very respectfully, yours, LUTHER P. LUDDEN, Secretary 
D. MacCvatia, Chief Clerk, Washington, D. C. 


Lincoun, NEBR., April 27, 1395. 
DEAR Srr: Iam directed by. the commission to express to you our very 
thanks for the splendid contribution of garden seed that you were 
enabled to send us from the Department. It was a veritable godsend to 
thousands of our needy farmers. 1 do not think there is a farmer in the 
t-stricken district that was unable to procure seed but what we hay» 
been able to furnish enough foralarge garden, either from what you t 


warded us from the Department or from that which the several seed hou 
of the United States generously donated to us. 

The season is well advanced with us this year, and the vast amount °f 
garden seed that you have sent us has gone into the ground, and, as one litt! 
girl said a couple of days ago, “‘ Oh, the seed that we got from Washingt 
through you is all Up.” aud when the inquiry was if she hadn't pul! 
it up, she said, ‘‘ No, we just put it in little trenches and poured in the wat«r 
and covered it with ground, and it has just pushed itself up with a lit 

stem.” I believe more and better ens have been planted in 

ebraska this year than ever before, and of course this brings a blessing |» 

— — who have been compelled to live on flour and beans during the past 
ater. 

On behalf of these many sufferers, to whom your contribution of seed will 
bring e many i tender their hearty thanks also. 


— cy Pe™y LUTHER P. LUDDEN, Secretary. 
Hon. J. Steriine Morton, 
Secretary of Agriculture, Washington, D. C. 
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Braurort, S. C., October 9, 1893. 
permit me to thank you for the quick response to 
t through Hon. Senator Butler. For the reason 
these , help- 
, and too 
den spot that so lately 
Senator will ever quite 
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ed by Mr. Fa , of your seed division, that he has sent 
= to-ceg eae yeas, beni, and corn, which we shall hold for them 


— ee time. 
till planting > 
. Respectfully, 


Aiways thanking you, permit me to remain, 


CLARA BARTON, 
President American National Red Cross. 


_J. 8. MorTon, ie as 
ee ioe of Agriculture, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. LODGE. What is the paper, Mr. President? 

Mr. ALLEN. The first paper I offered is a statement of the 
Secretary of iculture showing the transfer of seeds from one 
Senator or one Representative to another, which accounts for the 
unequal distribution. To illustrate, I recall last spring having 
gone to my associates on this side of the Chamber, and possibly to 
some on the other side, who were representing States not afflicted 
with drought, and asking them to contribute to me a certain por- | 
tion of the seeds allotted to them to be sent to my State, and I 
received, I think, something like six or seven thousand packages, 
which were transferred from their accounts by the Secretary of 
Agriculture to my account, and were sent into the State of 
Nebraska. That was practiced quite generally, and the statement 
which I have sent to the desk to be inserted in the RECORD gives | 
an account of these transfers. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska if it is 
not a fact that nevertheless these allowances were charged to the | 
States to which they were issued? The statement made by the 
Senator from Missouri |[Mr. Vest], to which the Senator from | 


Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] takes exception, is not traversed by any | 
transfer of allowances, for the seeds are charged to the different | 
States as they were originally issued from the Department, as I 
understand. If that is not so, I know the Senator from Nebraska 
will correct me. , 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg pardon of the Senator from Colorado. I 
think this is a fact: I think the States to which the allotments are 
made are, in the first instance, charged with the allotments. I | 
think after that, where Senators and Representatives of those | 
States have transferred a portion, or in some instances probably 
nearly all, of their seeds to Senators and Representatives of drought- 
stricken districts, those transfers are charged against the allot- 
ment to the State, and are accounted for in the statement I have 
sent to the desk. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. My impression is that that has not been done. 

Mr. ALLEN. With these remarks, I think 1 have said all I de- 
sire to say. 

Mr. HALE. I now ask that the urgent deficiency appropria- | 
tion bill may be proceeded with. 

Mr. VEST. ill the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. I was astonished, Mr. President, to be called from 
my committee room by the announcement that the seed question 
was again before the Senate. The last I heard of it was the unani- 
mous adoption of the joint resolution as it was amended, which 
had been pending here for some days. 

Mr, ALLEN. I can explain to the Senator from Missouri what | 
I was saying in a few words. There came into my hands a state- 
ment from the Secretary of Agriculture showing a transfer in de- 
tail of seeds last spring to various members of Congress and dona- 
tions. In my own case I got donations of some six or seven thou- 
sand packages, which were sent into my State at my request. I 
have had inserted in the RECORD an itemized statement of those 
transfers which were honored by the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and also some letters from Rev. Luther P. Ludden, the gentleman 
in charge of the relief fund in my State, and a letter from Miss 
Clara Barton with reference to the distribution of some seeds down 
on the Sea Islands, where there was great suffering a year or so | 
ago, as explanatory of the remarks of the Senator from Missouri. 
That is the substance of all I have said on the subject. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, without detaining the Senate, and 
with the permission of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae}, I 
wish to say a word in regard to this subject, without rising to a 
question of personal privilege, and I will ask the Secretary to 
read what the Secretary of Agriculture says himself in this morn- 
ing’s paper, which, I take it, is the highest authority in regard to 
his action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


MORTON'S REPLY TO VEST—WHY DROUGHT-STRICKEN NEBRASKA GOT MORE 
THAN ITS QUOTA OF SEED. 


Being asked as to the charge made in the Senate yesterday afternoon by 
Senator Vest that the Secretary of Agriculture had distributed 150,000 more 
ps a of seed in Nebraska than that State was entitled to last year, Sec- 

tary Morton said: 

“ Under the law, one-third of all the seed purchased was to be distributed 
by the of Agriculture. In acco with that provision, some 

rr suffering along the Sea Islands of the Caro- 
of Agriculture, through Clara Barton and the Red 

oe & great op of the one-third of the seed which he was author- 
to to the people whose fields and gardens had been ruined by 
distribution of seed to those Southern 
‘ore, during the 
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extreme drought in the Northwest the Secretary of Agriculture frankly con- 
fesses that he gave far more than the normal quota of seed to Nebrask: 
Kansas, and each of the Dakotas, and toOklahoma. The Representatives an 
Senators from the States named and the Delegate from Oklahoma will v erify 
that statement. This was a charitable and not a political distribution. 

“The quotas for the drought-stricken sections were sent directly to and dis- 
tributed by societies and persons design by their respective communities 
for that charitable work 

‘But single members of the House and Senate 
partment show, have distributed in a year several 
respective States and districts as they were er 
whom did those liberal gentlemen get those great quantities 

The Secretary challenges the severest scrutiny of his in 
acts, and is delighted with the character of the enemies he see: 
gating. 


Mr. VEST. With the latter part of that statement I have not 
the slightest controversy. I am a well-known philanthropist, and 
I am glad to have contributed to the delight of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, as I should be to that of any other person; but | am 
disposed to inquire, when he claims that he has turned the De- 
partment of Agriculture into an eleemosynary institution, by 
It seems to me most astonishing 
that this stickler for law, who, after distributing seeds for three 


ated 


is the records of the De- 
©S aS many seed in their 
And how and of 
of seed?’ 
entions and his 
st » be pre _a- 












} 
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| years, suddenly discovered that it was necessary for him to raise 
| the question as to the legality of his action, and to inquire of the 


Attorney-General what was the condition of the law, should now, 
without the slightest authority which I can imagine, distribute 
for charitable purposes the tax money of the people of this coun- 


| try, and that, too, in the face of the well-known veto by the head 
| of the Administration of an appropriation of $10,000 for the dis- 


tribution of seeds in Texas a few years ago to meet drought con- 
ditions which the Secretary now speaks of in other States. 

But, accepting his own statement, that he had the right to turn 
the Department of Agriculture into a charitable institution, he 
has simply made matters worse for himself by this public state- 
ment in the press of the country, as I shall proceed to show from 
his own report. 

He says that he is charitably inclined, and found it necessary 
and proper to make a distribution to North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Kansas, and Oklahoma, as well as Nebraska, where a drought ex- 
isted at the same time andthe same year. Inow quote the figures 
froin his report: 

The Secretary of Agriculture, on his own motion, and under 
this claim that he had the right to distribute one-third of the seed, 
only sent 763 papers to North Dakota, to South Dakota 291,288, to 
Kansas he sent 304,010, to Oklahoma 79,990, making to three 
States and one Territory 676,051 papers of seeds, and to Nebraska 
895,241—nearly 300,000 papers in excess of the other three States 
and one Territory. The excess to Nebraska was 219,190 packages, 
to speak accurately. The population in 1890 of Nebraska was 
1,058,910; the population of the three States of North and South 
Dakota and Kansas and of the Territory of Oklahoma, by the same 
census, amounted to 2,000,457. The State of Kansas alone had 
1,427,096 people in 1890, and received 304,010 papers of seed, while 
Nebraska, with only 1,058,910, received 895,241 papers. 

Mr. Presidmt, if the Secretary of Agriculture is satisfied with 
that exhibit Iam; and I am very glad to say it affords me intense 
delight to set him right before the public. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this is caput mortuum. 
this morning disposed of this entire subject. 

Mr. VEST. I did not bring it up. 

Mr. HALE. I know the Senator did not. Iam very desirous 
of going on with the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
one question. Does he mean to call the Secretary of Agriculture 
a deadhead? 

Mr. HALE. 


The Senate 


The Senator himself is entirely competent to an- 


| swer that question. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I think the Senator from Maine should give 
way a moment to a further discussion of this subject. 

Mr. HALE. I yielded to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN], who said he only wanted two minntes, and apparently 
the whole general debate is going to be reopened. I can not yield 
for anything further, and] ask that the regular order be proceeded 
with. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
one second. 

Mr. HALE. I have just declined to yield to the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTtT] on the same subject-matter. I can not 
make any discrimination. 

Mr. ALLEN. I merely want to say a word now, so that I shall 
not be compelled to consume the time in making my statement 
while the bill in charge of the Senator from Maine is under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. HALE. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
matter drop. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield? 

, Mr. HALE, While the regular order is under consideration 


I ask the Senator from Maine to yield to me for 


I wish the Senator would make it then. 
I want to say just one word, and then let the 
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the Senator will find his opportunity. I would not decline to yield 
if I had not just done the same thing to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very weil; go ahead. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill (H. R. 4321) making 
appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
under the heading of ‘‘ Office of Public Printer,” at the top of 
page 2, to insert: 

PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 

For printing and binding, to be executed under the direction of the Public 
Printer, as follows: 

For the Department of Justice, # 000. 

For the United States Geological Survey, viz: For printing advance copies 
of papers on the economic resources of the United States, as provided in the 
sundry civil act of March 2, 1895, $4,000. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I regret very much that the Sena- 
tor in charge of this bill would nee eee a brief statement in 
answer to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], with reference 
to the distribution of seeds, that it rig go into the REcorD in 
conjunction with what was then said, but I have observed ever 
time the Appropriations Committee walked into this Chamber wit 
a bill that every other man is supposed to take a back seat and not 
question their authority or what they want, but to tamely submit 
to dictation—I was going to say obstreperousness, but perhaps the 
remark is a little too harsh—until the nay ce Committee 
have got through and see fit to announce that they are ready to 
retire and consider other bills. 

I want at this time to record my protest, however feeble it may 
be—and it no doubt is feeb) ainst the system which has 
grown up here—I do not know how long it has been in existence— 
of the Senator in charge of an appropriation bill walking into the 
Chamber, buttoning his coat up tight to the throat, and saying, 
**We want unanimous consent to consider all the committee 
amendments before any other man is heard,” and after that is 
done to sit like a watchdog and object strenuously to every 
amendment which may be offered by any other Senator. 

I am perfectly willing to concede, Mr. President, that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations knows much more than the entire Sen- 
ate; I think possibly their selection indicates that and forecloses 
the question, and that we who are sent here to represent States 
which are not represented on the Committee on Appropriations 
are supposed not to be interested in the distribution of the public 
moneys of the country, and that our States shall have no voice 
whatever in such distribution, except as that voice may be indi- 
rectly represented by the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. President, I am a little bit loath to say this, because I have 
some favors to ask of the Appropriations Committee—not favors, 
but I have some measures which are to go upon appropriation 
bills, and Iam a little loath under those circumstances to make 
this statement; but it doesseem to me that the true and the natural 
and proper thing to do is to give the entire Senate, as oe 
the entire nation, an equal opportunity in the formation an 
enactment of appropriation bills. Ido not think it was ever con- 
templated by the fathers of this country that two or three men 
should control the eee of this nation, amounting to 
$450,000,000 or $460,000,000 a year. 

What I say is not prompted by any personal dislike for. pny 
member of the rt Nip Committee, for I think they are all 
my personal friends—I certainly feel friendly to them—but this 
practice is raising up in the Senate of the United States a govern- 
ment of the committee. We have been taught to believe, espe- 
cially we who live away in the interior of the nation and are there- 
fore supposed to know but little about public matters and public 
measures and public men, that this is a ae by the people, 
for the people, and of the people; but, Mr. President, the Ameri- 


ple must unlearn muc ——o been taught within the 


can 

last few years. They must learn the great truth that, so far as 
the Senate of the United States is concerned, it is a government 
of the committee, by the committee, and generally for the com- 
mittee, and not for the country. 

What is there about these appropriations which are being 
brought in here from time to time which should give the honor- 
able Senator from Maine, for instance, an opportunity to stand 
here like a slave driyer and crack his whip over the backs of Sena- 
tors representing other States that are interested in these appro- 

riations? The Senator rises in his place and demands of the 
Presiding Officer to lay his bill before the Senate, as though that 
bill had the right of way and as though no other Senator dare 
open his mouth and speak out upon any subject unless he be a 
member of that co: ttee. 

Sir, the State of Nebraska is not represented upon that com- 
mittee. We have a million and a half people who are interested 
in these appropriations and who pay their proportion of the taxes 
of this country. Why should this ttee come in here and 
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undertake to control the affairs of the Senate, and say to me 
say to the Senators from any other State who have business bef oy, 
the Senate to be considered: ‘‘ Weare the Appropriations Commit 
tee; you must get out of the road. When we want a bill |, 
before the Senate, we are to have it; and no man dare open |: 
mouth to protest against it.” 

I asked the honorable Senator from Maine a moment ago to per 
mit me to make a single remark and put it in connection with {lo 
remarks of the junior Senator from Missouri on the distributio, 
of seed, and I was snapped off as though I had no right even j; 
this Chamber, to say nothing about rising and addressing {}), 
Chair upon any subject. And what was that remark? The hon- 
orable Senator from Missouri, with whom I agree in many thines, 
and with whom I agreed this morning in voting for the joint reso- 
lution to require the Secretary of Agriculture to purchase sees, 
made a statement to the effect that the Secretary of Agriculture 
had put into the State of Nebraska a greater amouut of his dis- 
tributive portion of seeds than he had put into Kansas, the two 
Dakotas, and Oklahoma. 

Mr. President, that may be true; but what I wanted to correct 
the Senator from Missouri about—and I should have corrected him 
with fewer words than Iam using now if the Senator from Maine 
had yielded to me—was the fact that the distribution wasan equita- 
ble and honorable and proper distribution considering the por- 
tions of the States of Kansas and Nebraska and the portions of the 
Territory of Oklahoma which were drought-stricken, if precedent 
counted for anything. I am not a political friend or associate of 
the Secretary of Agriculture; I do not think he entertains a jo- 
litical opinion with which I agree; I think we are entirely antip- 
odal in our political beliefs an —s practices; yet, Mr. Pres- 
ident, as the head of the Agricultural Department of this nation 
and as a distinguished citizen of my State, itis eminently proper, 
and it is due to him, that this statement should go into the REcorp 
in connection with the statement of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am more anxious to go on with 
the bill than to take up any old questions that have already been 
settled by the Senate with reference to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. The committee has not taken up in an aggressive way 
the time of the Senate, or even asserted itself during this whole 
session, We are now in the third month of the session, and this is 
the first occasion on which the committee has taken up any time. 
There are four ha nem bills already reported, and the gen- 
eral demand, not by me nor the committee, but from the Senate 
and the country, is to proceed with their consideration. 
been very moderate about them in every way. I yielded to the 
Senator from Nebraska at his request to make his statement. 
Then I yielded to the Senator from Missouri to answer him; and 
then a general debate sprang up. The Senator from Colorado 
came in. Then the Senator from Colorado wanted to come in 
again, and I drew the line on him. I said this is dead matter and 
I must insist on the regular order. I did just what anyone would 
have done, and to-morrow the Senator himself, who is at bottom 
a good-natured man, will not think himself more justified for this 
little ebullition against the committee than anyone else thinks. 
He will see that — very fair with him and very liberal and 
wanted to give him his chance, but I could not consent that a gen- 
eral debate, in which one Senator and another was springing up, 
should go on to the exclusion of the a bill. 

This is allI have tosay. I hope the reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I trust the member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations having this bill in charge will not think 
that I make any criticism upon the committee if I ask why it is 
that a bill which comes here from the other House for deficiencies 
carrying $4,421,000 in round numbers carries about $6,000,000 as 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations? The point to which 
my question is directed is not so much as to whether the items are 
er it is tothe point whether the House which originates 
these bills ought not to be carter py oe for necessary ite: 

Iam not es inquire at present about the necessity of these 
items, but for years and years it has been our practice that appro- 
a bills coming over from the House were constantly «n- 
arged in the Senate upon the plea that the items added in tho 
Senate must be — for in order to carry out law or io 

for expenses alrea , contracted in pursuance of law. | think 
it is time that that should stop, and so upon this first appropriation 
bill which has come from the House to the Senate I think that ‘!o 
Appropriations Committee ought to haverefused toappropriate tor 
these items, at least to the Slend which they have been appropr!- 
ated for, and it is a good time to make that refusal, because these 
are deficiencies. This is not the last deficiency that we can or 
shall have. There are = ae for the House to 
send us further deficiency bills, and they always do so. If these 
items are matters which the Government must pay, and which 
must be appropriated for, I would very much prefer for one that 
the Senate Committee on Appropriations had refused to add them 
and had taken the bill as it came from the House, I think if the 


I have 
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committee would do that and the Senate would do it we should 
very soon have a different practice from what has heretofore pre- 
iled. 
vat is said here in the Senate—it has been said during the discus- 
sions relating to the distribution of appropriation bills—that the 
House deliberately sends bills here for less than they ought to 
amount to for the purpose of having the Senate add to them. It 
seems to me that the matter of originating appropriations belongs 
in the House; that it belongs to the committees of the House hav- 
ing the appropriations in charge, and that the duty of the Senate 
should be rather a supervisory duty with reference to the appro- 
priation bills—an examination to see whether the items appro- 
riated by the House are to carry out existing law or to pay for 
ills which have been contracted under existing law, and not to 
take up here in the Senate the business of the partial origination 
of appropriation bills, for that is what we are doing here, and 
what we have been doing every year. 

For myself I wish that the practice might cease, and then, I 
think, there would be no discussion as to whether appropriation 
bills should be distributed here to different committees. If the 
Appropriations Committee and the Senate confined its duties to 
what I think were intended under the Constitution, to the exam- 
ination of the bills sent here from the House and the correction of 
errors or the insertion of items which had been inadvertently 
omitted in the making up of the appropriation bills in the House, 
we should have no criticism of the Appropriations Committee, and 
we should have no desire on the part of other committees to get 
the appropriation bills, I think. But it is the practice which has 
sprung up here in the Senate to treat an appropriation bill as an 
original matter after it gets here that originates criticism, and I 
think accounts aoey for the desire of other committees to have 
appropriation bills referred to them. 

Ar. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Con- 
necticut a question right there. I propose myself to oppose cer- 
tain items contained in the pending bill, but I do not think I go 
so far as the Senator from Connecticut goes when he advocates 
the almost entire elimination of the Senate from the work of con- 
structing these bills. Therefore I ask the Senator in reference to 
the proposed amendment of the committee on page 23, ‘‘ For pay- 
ment oF the judgments rendered by the Court of Claims, reported 
to Congress at its present session in Senate Document No. 70, 
$441,104.80.” That is nearly a third of the Senate committee's 
addition. Certainly the Senator from Connecticut would not say 
that it was not a legitimate function of the Senate, if the House 
had omitted to make an appropriation to pay these final judgments 
of the Court of Claims, to add that item to the bill. 





ion as to the proper treatment by the Senate of these bills, as to 
that item, for illustration? 

Mr. PLATT. Iwouldsaythisaboutit. Idonot know whether 
that report was made from the Court of Claims before the bill was 
sent to the Senate from the House, but if the certification of the 
judgments ky the Court of Claims had been made to Congress 
before the urgent deficiency bill came from the House to the Sen- 
ate, I would simply decline to consider it and let the House send 
us another urgent deficiency bill. I do not know whether it is 
true or not that that certification came to Congress before this 
bill came overfrom the House. I do not suppose that it did; but 
if it did it would illustrate just what I would have the Senate do 
in a case of that kind. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwill state to the Senator that Document 
No. 70 is a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury 
dated January 13, 1896, containing a list of judgments. They are 
nearly all final judgments for the extra pay of letter carriers. At 
the close of the document 

Mr. PLATT. Where is it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The item is on page 23 of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Where is it in the report? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have the report in my hand, and I will 
hand it to the Senator. On the last page there are a few miscel- 
laneous judgments. Manifestly the Senator from Connecticut, 
who wishes to be discriminating and just on this subject, and not 
to undertake to bring the Senate within too narrow limits, would 
be in favor, I think, of having those judgments added to this bill 
whether the certification was in time for the bill in the House or 
whether it came afterwards. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam not speaking of items; I am speaking of the 
well-known practice which prevails in the House not to make 
appropriations as large as they are required to be made and send- 
ing the bills to the Senate for the purpose of having them increased 
in the Senate, knowing, as they suppose, that the items must be 
eet for, and then holding up their hands and talking 
about their economy and the extravagance of the Senate. I do 
not know how far the items added to the pending appropriation 
bill may justify the argument in this particular case, but that 
that matter has been going on here for years and years there can 

no question. 
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Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut has 
called attention to a condition that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions is continually meeting, and a condition that has given rise 
to a feeling of restivenessin the committee, sometimes of indigna- 
tion and protest, at the practice which the House has of making 
inadequate appropriations and leaving it for the Senate, through 
its committee, at first to report the appropriations which are in- 
complete as they come from the House. The committee has felt 
restive under this practice. We have tried at different times, in 
some degree, to adopt a policy that would leave the bills as the 
House has left them. But the Senate itself and the Senator him- 
self will see that the moment we do that we are beset both by 
Senators who discover the omissions of the House and by the De- 
partments, who keenly feel the result of the omissions in the trans- 
action of their business, to set right what the House has failed to 
do, and we are told that the discretion is as large in the Senate as 
in the House, and that the duty of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in the Senate is not simply to deal with the question as to 
whether the House has done its duty, but with what appropria- 
tions are needed for the running of the Government, and that we 
should take the broad view. 

We are continually beset by these appeals, I say, from Senators 
and heads of Departments; and I think the Senator will see that, 
impatient as we are at the course of the House, the undoubted 
broad, general view that it is our business to do the right thing, 
whatever our neighbor does, is the view that ought to obtain. 
The Senator, I think, with the Senator from New Hampshire, goes 
too far; and I do not think, because the right of originating appro- 
priation bills is in the House, that we should—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not exclusively in the House. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not think that we should be narrowed simply 
to correcting errors and forms and leave the bills with-them. We 
could no more do that than the Committee on Finance could—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why does the Senator say that the right to 
originate appropriation bills is in the House? 

Mr. PLATT. I do not say that. I admit the constitutional 
right of the Senate, but the practice ever since the foundation of 
the Government has been that the House would originate the bills. 

Mr. HALE. It is a practically conceded right, and I do not 
presume it will be ever raised again. I have my views upon the 
subject. I think the right exists there; but that question is not 
up now. 

As I was proceeding to say, you can no more hold the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and the Senate to a rigid rule of only cor- 
| recting errors and forms than you can hold the Senate and its 
Committee on Finance upon the undoubted question that the 
House is the sole body to raise revenue by abill. The whole right 
of amendment is resting in this body and always has and always 
will be freely cane goa The Senator from Connecticut himself, 
who is a member of the Committee on Finance, when the next 
tariff bill is reported to this body, with the undoubted right on the 
part of the House, which nobody questions, to originate that tariff 
bill, will not be content to resolve himself into one of a committee 
| to correct forms and errors, but wil! in many respects revolutionize 
that bill. Why? Because he will believe that it is forthe good of 
some section, it may be, or of the whole country to depart radically 
from the bill as passed by the other House. So the Committee on 
Appropriations finds itself in just that situation. 

I agree with the Senator that in many cases the House fails to 
appropriate. I think it does it with its eyes open, and that there 
follows an arraignment of the Senate as an extravagant bod: 
adding to its appropriations. Yet I do not see any remedy. I 
think we have got to bear that unjust reproach just as in human 
life many men find themselves constantly misinterpreted. They 
are trying to do the right thing, but their motives are misinter- 
preted and they are found fault with. The only thing, as the 
committee is trying to do and will continue to try to do as long 
as it is trusted by the Senate, is to get the appropriationsas nearly 
right as possible, no matter what the House has done. 

Now, in the line of this endeavor, the report which I have sub- 
mitted with the bill shows pretty much all the additions which 
| have been made. They are additions that were not made unless 
| by the estimate of the Department, the certification of the court, 
or items coming down from the proper accounting bodies of the 
Treasury Department. Almost all of the items are included in 
three or four large clauses in the bill. The appropriations for 
back pay and bounty, claims certified by the Department, is an 
| appropriation that we make in gross. These meritorious claims 
| are pushing and they claim it as urgent. An appropriation is 
| made for expenses of United States courts, brought in by the De- 








for 





partment, duly certified to, owed to their officials and minor offi- 

cers and pressing for payment; and we have got to pay them. 

| The item lee judgments of the United States courts, running on 

| interest which we are paying, the courts certify to us through the 
| Department. 

The time of appeal has passed; it is a debt against the Govern- 

ment, pushing and pressing. We have always put an appropria- 
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tion to pay those judgments on the urgent deficiency bill. The 
House did not doit. I think in this case the certification came 
later than the passage of the bill by the House. But whether it 
did or not, if the committee had neglected it the result would 
simply be that we would have put it on some other bill. There- 
fore the committee, dealing with it in rather the large general way, 
overcame their own restiveness and impatience, which cartels 
is as great as that of the Senator from Connecticut, and put on 
that item. 

Then the item for the Library building was put on, that noble 
structure which meets our eyes whenever we gaze to the east, in 
which we shall have great pride as Americans, which shall take 
our constantly increasing library in all its expansive rooms and 
corridors, and will in generatious to come present an accumula- 
tion of books, documents, and valuable treatises that will be the 
pride of the English-speaking nations all over the globe. The 
superintendent, a man whom nobody distrusts, has said to us that 
he is right now where he needs this money to perfect that work 
during the early spring months. We have got to appropriate it 
either now or at some other time. General Casey knows that of 
which he speaks. He is the one man who will be able at the end 
of the structure of a great Government building, after expend- 
ing millions of dollars upon the building, to keep the figure in- 
side of the original estimate and turn over money unexpended to 
the Treasury. He tells us,and the committee jially appointed 
to consider that subject, the Committee on Additional Accommo- 
dations for the Library of Congress, presided over by the veteran 
and distinguished Senator from In a [Mr. VoorHEEs], after 
investigating the whole subject, tells us that it is essential for us to 

ut that item on the bill. We did not think that because the 

ouse committee failed to do it or because even the House would 
arraign us with extravagance because we had put it on, that that 
ought to be the only controlling element in our consideration of 
the subject, and so we put it on. 

These three or four large items make up about $1,300,000 of the 
$1,500,000 of increase. ow, I am glad that the Senator has inter- 

at this point and made this objection, because it shows the 
ifficulties that the committee encounters. One Senator com- 
_— that we put on too much, that we ought to hold the House 
own to their appropriations, and many other Senators will com- 
_ because we have not added to the bill much more than we 
ve thought it advisable and desirous; because this is not a gen- 
eral deficiency appropriation bill. It is a general appropriation 
bill, but it is not the regular deficiency appro iation bill, which 
is what mee be called the “ cleaning-up ” bill and comes nearly 
at the end of a session. The urgent deficiency bill is a bill that, as 
the Senator knows, has grown up in the custom oe waging of 
the two Houses within the last dozen years and takes up the 
items that are most posing. Therefore it is that in regard to 
many items we have been urged to put upon this bill we have ex- 
plained to Senators and to the De ents that they will go on 
the other bill; and in a reasonable manner they assent to that 
course, and so they expect that will be done. Now, I have given 
as well as I can—— i 
Mr, PLATT. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to inter- 


r. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. I know the Senator sees and realizes and feels 
restive under it, but does he not see that when it comes about that 
a bill for $4,000,000 is made five and one-half million dollars by 
the committee here in the Senate by putting on these items he 
opens the door and invites Senators to present to the committee 
items which they think ought to go on the bill, and then because 
the committee does not put on the items which Senators present 
to them and u ~~ it is criticised on that account? 

Mr.HALE. No,Iido notthinkthatin any way it comes because 
weopenthedoor. Wehavethatconditionconstantly. Wehaveto 
do the best wecan. Wehadin these cases to discriminate as well as 
we could between the urgent deficiencies and those that would 
naturally aoe to the general deficiency bill. I do not 
think the fact that we put on certain items has anything to do 
with the action of Senators. In fact, they do not know whether 
we are aoe se put them on or not. 

Mr. . They understand it. 

Mr. HALE. They seek to have their own items put on. They 
do undoubtedly understand that the committee will always put 
on more or less items. I wish sometimes that I could exc 
service with Senators who I know in a good-natured way and not 
an unfriendly way to the committee make these strictures, and 
let them serve on the Committee on A: priations for a time. 
Then they would see how difficult it would be to out a pro- 
gramme like that suggested by the Senator from Connecticut, not 
to add to the oeeeeptinnee bills as passed by the other House. It 
would be practically giving up the jurisdic of the Committee 
on Appropriations representing this great body, and would leave 
the whole framework and of the great appropriation bills 
to the other House without their being su to the coordi- 
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nate action of this body. 
ator himself, on reflection, would go as far as that. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maine 


I doubt if the Senate itself, or the Sen- 


a question bearing on the precise point that heis discussing. Here 
is an appropriation for completing the Congressional Library 
building, which I am very much in favor of. I think the appro- 
priation ought to be made, and that it ought to be made now, 
upon the pending bill. But it is equally true to say that it ought 
to have been put on in the other ia, Now, was the request 
made that it should be put on in the other House, and—— 

Mr. HALE. The Senator—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have not fully asked my question. And is 
it not true that a great many officers of the Government anda 
great many individuals who want appropriations stay away from 
the House of Representatives, do not present there their claims or the 
subjects in which they are interested, intending to let the bills go 
through the House without having the items put upon them, and 
then come over here and follow up the Senate committee, and the 
Senate committee have the items put on in the Senate, because it 
is easier to get it done here, they think? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], the chair- 
man of the committee, knows a great deal more about these mat- 
ters thanI do. He is also a member of the Special Committee on 
Additional Accommodations for the Library of Congress; and he 
will answer the question of the Senator from New Hampshire, 

Mr. ALLISO I will state—— 

Mr. PLATT. Allow me to rosy what the Senator from 
New Hampshire has said, and then the Senator from Iowa can 
answer the whole inquiry. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. PLATT. Take the matter of claims arising out of Indian 
affairs. I presume that during the present session of Congress | 
have had as many as five or six persons representing matters pend- 
ing before the Indian Affairs Committee say to me, ‘‘ We suppose 
the best way to have the claim paid is by an amendment to thx 
Indian appropriation bill in the Senate.” They seem to have como 
to understand that the way to get their claims through is to have 
_ put on the Indian appropriation bill by amendment in tho 

ate 


nate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer first the supplemental question 
of the Senator from Connecticut. It has become a sort of custom 
to make the Indian een bill an ominum-gatherum for 
all the claims that people have for Indian depredations or other- 
wise. Theitemsare usually referred first in this body to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, of which the Senator is a most dis- 
tinguished member, and that committee straightway reports them 
heck te the Senate for reference to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and thus they become in order. 

Mr. HALE. That committee reports favorably. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itreportsfavorably. Then they are put upon 
ee appropriation bills, especially upon the Indian appropriation 
bil 


Mr. President, the ont deficiency bill is a new form of defi- 
ciency appropriation. Under the old practice it was the custom 
to bring in a general deficiency bill toward the end of a session, 
the bill covering all the deficiencies for the various Departments 
of the Government during the year, but, under the present prac- 
tice, reprehensible or otherwise, of late years the appropriations 
for the fiscal year are so inadequate as respects carrying on the 
ordinary operations of the Government that it becomes necessary 
to have what is called an urgent capalaney. appropriation bill. I 
have no doubt at this moment (although I have not made inquiry 
especially in regard to these particular claims coming from tho 
Department of Justice, but it has happened in past years, and is 
the case in the current year, I believe) that the courts of the 
United States in actual session are obliged to adjourn and post- 
necontesting cases, criminal and otherwise, pending before thei, 
pone there is no money to carry on the operations of the courts. 
Hence it becomes necessary that, in an urgent deficiency appro- 
priation bill, these a shall be made in order that the 
ordinary operations of the Government shall go on. 
Now, recurring to the Library amendment, as was suggested, 
I heen to be a member of the committee of which the distin- 
guished Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs] now in my eye 
is chairman. Soon after the pending bill came to the Senate [ 
was notified to appear as a member of that committee at its ses- 
sion, in order to consider the question of an appropriation for the 
Library building. That committee met. neral Casey, tho 
superintendent of the building, Captain Green, the acting super- 
intendent, and other gentlemen were present before it, and Gen- 
eral Casey. said to us that if he had this appropriation now it 
would e a difference of six months at least in the time of the 
completion of the new Library building; that it would take six 
months longer to complete the building if he had to await the 
appropriation in the sundry civil appropriation Dill, so called. _ 
This is only in part a deficiency, when you come to analyze it 
y. It isa necessary appropriation in order that the Li- 
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prary building, which has cost us nearly $6,000,000, shall be com- 
pleted and the keys turned over to the two Houses of Congress by 
the middle of January next. He made a strong case before the 
committee. Having in view such inquiries as have been made 
here to-day by the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator 
from Connecticut, I said to him: ‘* General Casey, why did y« ya 
not present your case before the Committee on Appropriations of 
the House of Representatives, in order that the Senate might not 
be subjected to the criticism of swelling these bills?” as the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut now criticises us for doing. He said that 
he went before the committee as soon as he could get there, and 
that when he reached the committee he was told by the commit- 
tee that it was too late; that it had considered the bill, that it 
had been passed upon in the House committee, and that he must 
eo to the Senate committee and get the item put on in the Senate. 
They recognized th> necessity for the appropriation and made no 
objection to it. : Sad 

The Select Committee on Additional Accommodations for the 
Library of Congress reported the amendment and sent it to the 
Committee on Appropriations. The subject was not only con- 
sidered, therefore, by the Committee on Appropriations, but it 
was considered also by the Committee on the Library; and there 
was a unanimous judgment that as to an expenditure of this sort, 
of so great importance to the convenience of the two Houses and 
appertaining to a great building which had already cost five and 
a half million dollars, it would be unwise to postpone until June or 
July, perhaps, the necessary appropriation for the completion of 
the building, so it was put on the bill. Although the Senator 
from Connecticut criticises the Committee on Appropriations for 
reporting the amendment, I have no doubt that if we should have 
a vea-and-nay vote he would be the last man tocast his vote in the 
negative as respects so important an appropriation. 

That reaches $480,000 of the increase that we have put on the 
pill. The principal other item of increase is $441,000 for judg- 
ments of the Court of Claims not appealed from. Those judg- 
ments draw 4 per cent interest, and were certified to the Senate— 
said to have been certified, and I have no doubt they were certi- 
fied—after the appropriation bill had passed the other House. 

Mr. PLATT. No, before; a week before. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me say that dates are not so important 


when you remember that those documents are sent to the table of | 


the President of the Senate or the table of the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and are referred to committees and im- 
mediately go to the Public Printer. They are not read in detail 
in the two Houses. They are simply presented, ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the proper committee. It is often a week 
or ten days after the date of the reference before any eye in any 
one of the committees can have an opportunity of seeing those 
documents. Therefore I think I can say without fear of success- 
ful contradiction that this item also was not before the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations of the House of Representatives. 

Now, here are two items, one of $480,000 and one of $440,000, 
the last one having interest charged against the Government at 
the rate of 4 per cent; and whatever we may say of the credit of 
the Government, it certainly is not wise for us to be paying the 
current rate of interest, 4 per cent, if in any way we can pay 
those claims. There are other items, but I do not intend to dis- 
cuss them in detail. 


cise, and of course that is proper. 


his purpose to criticise those items, that if we shall remain in 
session for two months longer, in addition to the deficiencies here 
presented to us, he will find other deficiencies for the current 
year to carry on the courts of the United States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me a 
word at this point? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The Senator from Maine 
of the amounts proposed to be appropriated 
expenditures already made and constituting an indebtedness 
already existing. 
statement, if the Senator from Maine will allow me. I do not 
understand that the amounts now proposed to be appropriated for 
deficiencies of the courts have already been expended. The offi- 
cials intrusted with those expenditures have in a half or three- 
quarters of a year used up the appropriations for the whole year. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from New Hampshire is wrong. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And now they come in and say, “ Not that 
we Owe so much money which you must pay, but we want to incur 
such and such additional indebtedness in order to carry on the 
courts, You must payitor the courts must stop.” Am I not right? 
4 - No; the Senator from New 
about it, A great portion of the money we are now proposing to 
appropriate has already been expended. The Department has not 
the money, and the bills will come in for the next three or four 


— HAs] spoke 


The principal other item is the one which | 
the Senator from New Hampshire says it is his purpose to criti- | 
ut the items as to the De- | 
partment of Justice are important ones; and, I will say to the | 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], who expresses | 


or the courts as | 


I do not understand that to be an accurate | 


ampshire is wrong | 
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months and will swamp a large proportion of these appropria- 
tions. As the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] has indicated, 
before we get through the year there will be hundreds and hun- 
dreds of thousands more wanted upen other bills that will come in. 

The Department is alwiys béhind. It comes from a very bad 
system of appropriations that the other House makes in this man- 
ner. They only appropriate about enough to carry Depart- 
ment around to the Ist of January, and for nearly two months 
now the Department has not had money. So a great portion of 
the appropriation now proposed to be made comes for the past as 
well as the future. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me while 
we are on this subject? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The expenditures for United States courts 
have grown in ten years from about $3,000,000 to $6,000,000. For 
the current year $3,000,000 has already been appropriated and 
expended 

Mr. HALE. Up to December. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And $3,000,000 more is proposed to be appro- 
priated and expended, making $6,000,000. If the Senator from 
Iowa and the Senator from Maine are right (and we will discuss 
that question more at length when those items are reached), be- 
fore the end of the present Congress we will have to appropriate 
a million or two million dollars more, and that will make the 
expenditures for the courts during the present fiscal year $8,000,- 
000 instead of $6,000,000, which is the highest amount they have 
ever yetattained. If the Senators are right that will be the result. 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt that if it were possible toclean up 
the Department of Justice to the Ist day of July, so as to start 
without any arrearages, in addition to what we appropriated last 
year, added to by what is proposed to be appropriated in the pend- 
ing bill, a million or two million dollars more would be needed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not intend to argue the question as to the 
courts at this moment, but I wish to say to the Senator from New 
Hampshire and to other Senators that it is impossible to arrange 
in advance or in time for the total expenditures of the United 
States courts. Here isthe pay of witnesses, of jurors, of marshals 
and their deputies, with mileage, etc. Every one of those is an 
independent item, not under the control of the Department of 
Justice, not under the control of the two Houses of Congress, not 
even under the control of the courts. A new case arises in the 
circuit court of the State of Iowa, if you please, or of the State of 
Ohio, and a large number of witnesses are summoned, and the 
marshal has fees and mileage to and from distant points for the 
purpose of summoning those jurors and witnesses. 

Mr. PLATT. Does not the Attorney-General make an estimate 
to cover probable increases? 

Mr. ALLISON. He does make an estimate, and I am merely 
trying to show that it is always a flexible estimate and can never 
be accurately made. It has been made from year to year, but 
never has been found enough. 

Now, if the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] or the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary and his 
committee will so alter and arrange those laws that the marshals 
and the deputy marshals and the attorneys and assistant attor- 
neys shall have specific compensation and none other, and that 
they shall not be allowed of their own volition to create fees by 
artificial causes or by real causes, and thus swell the expenditures 
of the courts from year to year, it will be different. Take certain 
States of the Union. Take, if you please, the State of North 
Carolina or the State of Texas—— 

Mr. PLATT. Or the Indian Territory. 

Mr. ALLISON. Or the Indian Territory or my own State, 
Iowa, which I will include in order that there may be no discrimi- 
nation as to States. You will find that the prosecutions in the 
States and Territories are enormous and are increasing as to illicit 
distilleries, the sale of intoxicating liquors, and so on. No court 
can absolutely regulate those charges and fees; no Attorney- 
General can estimate accurately what they will be, and therefore 
these estimates are from the necessity of the situation often wide 
of the mark. But whatever they are they must be paid when 
they have been incurred and audited by the proper accounting 
officers of the Government. 

With the exception of two or three items, every item that has 
been put into the bill has been put there because it was regarded 
as urgent in its character, which ought to be appropriated for now. 
It is a misfortune that those appropriations were not provided in 
the other House, but they were not, and the Senate, having knowl- 
edge of the fact and of the needs of the Government, certainly can 
not abdicate its powers, because I do not agree with the Senator 
from Connecticut that we are a mere supervisory power, that we 
are to stand by and sit by and donothing except to see that appro- 
priations which are proposed to be made by the other House are 
wise appropriations. 

If I understand the meaning of the Constitution of my country, 
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it is with respect to appropriations in this body as it is with regard 
to every other public question. There is no limitation on this body 
as to the power of amendment, not even to revenue bills, as was so 
well stated by the Senator from Maine. It is true as to revenue 
bills that the House of Representatives must originate them, but 
when they come here we can, if we choose, and we have done it 
many times, strike out all after the enacting clause and insert what 
“ ease as amendments to those bills, 

e Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] claimed that we could 
even originate — bills in this ; and that has been 
for along time a disputed question between the two Houses. But 
that we are to be limited as to the power of amendment seems to 
me to be a dangerous doctr 2e to be asserted in the Senate by so 
eminent a lawyer as the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 


ASSISTANT DOORKEEPERS OF THE SENATE, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to submit a privileged resolution, 
which I have no doubt will be assented to by the members of the 
Senate. An amendment will be offered by a Senator on the other 


side, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That Alonzo H. Stewart, of Iowa, be, and he is hereby, chosen 
assistant doorkeeper of the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. I offer an amendment to come in at the end of 
the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

' he SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the reso- 
ution: 

And that Bernard W. Layton be, and he is hereby, chosen acting assistant 
doorkeeper of the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will state the reason why I offer the amend- 
ment to the resolution submitted by the Senator from Ohio. The 
custom in the Senate, indeed in both Houses of Congress, has been 
that no matter which pay controls the organization, on each side 
of the Chamber there shall be one officer satisfactory to the side. 
It is true that heretofore, since 1879, those offices have been filled 
by appointment and not by election, but I think myself that the 
better rule is to have both officers selected by a resolution. 

The resolution and the amendment create no additional offices 
whatever. The resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio is 
simply to fill the ery on by the death of Mr. Isaac Bas- 
sett. The other officer, Mr. Layton, is here by appointment. It 
is proposed simply to designate both by a resolution, without any 
increase in the number of officers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the original proposition of the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That Alonzo H. Stewart, of Iowa, be, and he is hereby, chosen 
assistant doorkeeper of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Now let the amendment be read. 

; The SecreTary. It is proposed to add at the end of the reso- 
ution: 

And that Bernard W. Layton be, and he is hereby, chosen acting assistant 
doorkeeper of the Senate. 

Mr, GEORGE. I suggest that the Senator put in the amend- 
ment the State from which Mr, Layton comes. 

Mr. GORMAN, Very well; I will insert the words ‘‘ of Ohio” 
after his name. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, I have no objection to the selection 
of these two ofticers of the Senate, but I have a profound objec- 
tion to appointments being made or elections being had with- 
out any kind of knowledge, consultation, or consent on the part 
of Senaters. The system of appointments being made by a few 
without the knowledge or the consent of or communication with 
Senators is, in my opinion, an exceedingly objectionable one; and 
for that reason, while I shall very cheerfully vote for the selection 
of these persons, and have no doubt of their competency for the 
positions, I shall ask that the resolution go over, in order that we 
may have further knowledge upon the subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator from Florida will not 
insist upon his request. The appointment of Mr. Stewart is to fill 
a vacancy, and there is no dissent in the Chamber—— 

Mr. CALL. I have not the og oe objection—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to say a word, 
and hear what I have to say? It is to fill a vacancy, and there is 
no dissent in the Chamber on that proposition, 

Now, as to the other office; the amendment does nothing but 
confirm the gentleman in the place which he now fills. It gives 
him exactly the place he now has, with his present salary, and I 
do not see how the Senator can object to it. 

Mr, CALL. I have said that I do not object on the ground of 
the competency of these two persons. I have sat here for many 
years, and I have seen additions to the committees; I have seen the 
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service of the Senate filled, and never yet in seventeen years } 
I been consulted in regard to the appointment of a single pax, 

has the State which I in part have represented for so many \ 
ever had a single one upon this floor. Before I came here { 
was, I think, by the courtesy of the Republicans, a little boy ; 
Florida here. But never have I had any knowledge what«\. 
the manner in which the business of this body is conducted. 

Now, in deference to the suggestion of the Senator froi Now 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], I withdraw the objection; but | 
protest, and I shall hereafter protest, against the secret methods |,y 
which the business of the Senate is conducted, for so far as | 4) 5 
concerned they are secret. f 

Mr. GEORGE, Ishould like to know whether there is a divisj,,y : 
of honors between the two parties; whether one of the gentleijoy 
is a Republican and the other a Democrat. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will state that I do not know the politics 
of either of the two gentlemen. I never inquired. I consid: i 
the most nonpartisan measure that ever came before this |\\y, 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know whether or not what [ 
have asked is the fact? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is due to the Senate to say that after eon. 

sultation with our present very efficient Sergeant-at-Arims, who 
usually has appointed these officers, by common consent it wa 
agreed that one should be chosen on this side of the Chamber and 
one on the other, and from among the young fellows who hay 
really grown up from pages, passing through the experience Mr, 
Bassett passed through during his long period of service. [ do 10) 
know the politics of either of the gentlemen. I know them by 
their faces when I see them. I know they are active, eneryetic, 
efficient, and will no doubt be better officers in the places proj osod 
to be assigned to them than any new persons could possibly be 

I suppose the selection of the gentleman who sits on the other 
side of the Chamber was made by our Democratic friends. Mr, 
Stewart was named on this side by general agreement, [| inay 
say. As for his politics, I do not know that he has any. If there 
is any misunderstanding about it I would rather let the resolution 
go over until to-morrow, although I supposed a matter of this kind 
could be disposed of at this time. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi | Mr. 
GEORGE] is entitled to the floor. . 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to 
say a word? 

r. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. The young man named in the resolution who 
has been here nineteen years is a Republican. The other young 
gentleman who is named in the amendment is a Democrat ! 
was put in here by the other side of the Chamber. They are |) 
very satisfactory to this side of the Chamber, I think, and [ hoy: 
there will be no delay in the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. VOORHEES. There is no objection on this side. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to say a word in addition to what 
Senator from Illinois Saw CULLOM] has stated. With the | 
mission of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGe], I will stat 
that I understand that Mr. Stewart is really the only person now 
connected with the personnel of the Sergeant-at-Arms’ office who 
is familiar with all the proceedings and methods of the Senate, li 
having been here all of these years. He is the only person whio is 
familiar with the methods in vogue in the Senate on public occa 
sions. He is thereby peculiarly fitted for the position anid | 
best fitted of any person at present connected with the oilice v1 
the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Mississippi will allow im. | 
will state that I have known Mr. Stewart very well for the nin 
teen years I have been here. He is avery efficient young ofl! 
but for any Senator to say that he is the only person who cv 
hends the duties is saying a great deal too much. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I mean the only one connected with the Sergei 
at-Arms'’ office. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is not a Senator here who does not k 
both of these young men. We have had ample opportuni 
know them and to know that they are extremely efficient anc \\ 
worthy. 

Mr. GEORGE. I would not have occupied any time if | | 
bven allowed to proceed. I merely desire to say that if Mr. Sic 
art is the choice of the Republican side of the Chamber it is v: 
satisfactory tome. If the other gentleman is put forward as | 
choice of this side of the Chamber, I wish to say that I have nc\ 
had an eer of expressing any choice on the sul): 
That is all. 

Mr. GORMAN. After the statement of my friend, the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Gzoraer], I think it is necessary for me tv 
make a statement. 

Under the resolution of 1879 the two positions which are now 
about to be filled by a resolution of the Senate were made sul}: | 
to appointment by the Sergeant-at-Arms. That is the rule of (! 
body to-day. Under that rule Mr. Layton was selected as actiny 
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assistant doorkeeper on this side of the Chamber when we 
organized two years ago, at which time every Democratic Senator 


in this body had as perfect and as full knowledge as I had of what 
was being done and acted upon all appointments made. 

Now, our friends on the other side of the Chamber, after a con- 
ference among themselves, desire to fill the vacancy created by 
Captain Bassett’s death by a resolution of the Senate rather than 
by appointment by the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

“Mr. GEORGE. They had a consultation. Why notlet us have 
one? ; : 

Mr. GORMAN. Andin order to put the two officers on an exact 
equality I have moved to insert the name of Mr. Layton as the 
acting assistant doorkeeper. | 
the duties. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to make only one remark in response 
to the Senator from Maryland. If the other side have taken the 

ains to select their candidate in caucus, as I understood they did, 
do not see any reason why the Democrats should not have the 


same privilege. I am opposed to these little things that come 
around outside of the Chamber being disposed of without giving 


us a fair show. I have nothing against the gentleman, so far as I 
know, but I should like to go through the form, at least, of voting 
on the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire whether the Senator’s 
complaint is that this gentleman was selected according to the 
Mississippi plan? } 

Mr. GEORGE. The remark made by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is a very unusual one. It isa little fling which he has 
no right to make, and therefore I shall not make any response to 
it. But as a member of the Senate and as a member of the mi- 
nority of this body, I say that whenever we go into the election of 
an ofticer the members of the minority generally have a right to 
be heard on the subject. I should like to go through the form of 
it anyhow, just to keep up appearances. 

Mr. HOAR. The Mississippi plan, I understand, is a plan by 
which candidates are selected by the intelligence of the State and 
not by the numbers at large. That is all I meant to say. 

Mr. GEORGE. The reply to that is that the constitutions of 
Massachusetts and of Mississippi are very much alike upon that 
subject, and everybody can vote in Mississippi who is entitled to 
vote under the law and the constitution of the State as much so 
as in the State of Massachusetts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 


MAN]. 

ue GEORGE. I object to the consideration of the resolution | 
for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution goes over under the 


rule, and the Senate resumes the consideration of the appropria- 
tion bill. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. / 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4821) making appropriations to supply 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

r.PLATT. This little episode having ended for to-day 

Mr. VOORHEES. If the Senator will pardon me, Iam not anx- 
ious about this matter, but it seems to me that this is a question 
of privilege entitled to consideration and action at once—a ques- 
tion touching the organization of the Senate, and I do not under- 
stand that it has to go over a day under objection. I do not pose 
as a parliamentarian, but I should like to call the attention of 
those who are better versed than I am to that point. 

Mr. PLATT. We were discussing the question of an appropria- 
tion bill when the question of privilege was interposed and re- 
sulted in it being discovered that there wassome want of harmony 
on the other side of the Chamber. I desire now to come back to 
the matter of the appropriation bill, and I want to disclaim any 

urpose to criticise the Committee on Appropriations. I have 
en, I think, a hard and fast friend of the Committee on Appro- 
priations in a good many battles that they have had to fight here 
in the Senate, and I do not wish to be understood as criticising 
them, nor do I wish to be understood as saying that they should 
abdicate any proper and legitimate function of the committee; 
and I hold, pretty radically, that we can originate appropriation 
bills here if we choose. We do originate appropriation bills every 
day; we pass bills originally here which carry appropriations, and 
bent f often large appropriations. So we are not disagreed upon 
taat point; but nevertheless the trouble remains, and the com- 
mittee admit it, and it is just as serious to them as it is to the 
other members of the Senate, that we are drifting along and drift- 
ing along until it comes to be understood not only by the House 
of Representatives, but by the Departments and by Senators, that 
the = to get legislation upon appropriation bills is here in the 





Heis now in office and is performing | 


| 


| Appropriations, which was recommended by a majority vote 


The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] says, in reply to a sug- 
gestion of mine, that that had come to be an understanding with 
regard to one bill which I know about, the Indian appropriation 
bill. He says that the Committee on Indian Affairs recommend 
the amendments, so as to have them in order. That is true, Mr. 
President. I do not suppose that the Senator from Iowaintended 
to criticise me as a member of that committee, because the Sena- 
tor knows that very frequently I have been in the minority, and 
he will remember one very large item of $3,000,000 which I op- 
posed, and which he opposed as chairman of the C > on 
of 


mmmitt 


| the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


| 
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But under the custom which has grown up the recommenda 
of the committees of the Senate for amendments to be attached to 
appropriation bills so as to make them in order has come to be 
very much a matver of form, or a matter of courtesy, or a matter 


ns 


of favor to Senators who desire to have the amendments put in 
shape to be placed on appropriation bills; and the fact that so 
| many committees do, as a matter of favor or of form, or, perhaps, 
upon a contest in a committee, by a majority vote recommend 
amendments to be placed on appropriation bills in the Senate, 
arises from the fact that it has come to be understood h ut 
| the appropriation bills are to be largely amended in the Senate. 
Nothing that has been said by the Committee on Appro 1s 
meets this suggestion. It is a growing evil; and the more appro- 
priation bills are amended here in the Senate the more it will be un- 
derstood in the other House,in the Departments, and by Senators 
who desire to favor amendments, that here isthe place for amend 
ments to such bills. I would not have the committee abdicate 


their functions at all; I would not for a moment concede that we 
can not originate appropriation bills here in the Senate. 

Mr.HOAR. Does theSenator mean general appropriation bills? 

Mr.PLATT. Yes; Imean we canconstitutionally originate gen- 
eral appropriation bills or any appropriation bills. I know the prac- 
tice has been against it, but I have no doubt of our constitutional 
right to do it if we choose. I do not believe an appropriation bill 
is a revenue bill. 

{ doubt, Mr. President, whether General Casey would have 
waited to come here to the Senate for an amendment appropriat- 
ing $480,000 to complete the Library building 


which, l agree, is 
a very proper amendment, and which I shall vote for if it comes 
before the Senate—if it had not been for the understanding which 


has gone abroad that here is the spot to get amendments to appro- 
priation bills and to have the necessary appropriations made. 
I do not know how the committee are going to meet the diffi- 


culty, and I do not know how the Senate are going to meet it; but 
I do think that some action is necessary on the part of the Senate 
to let the House of Representatives understand, and let the De- 


partments understand, that they must not wait and come to the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate to get the necessary 
appropriations for the support of the Government. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not like to detain the Senate 
from the practical business of dealing with the pending bill; but 


I should at some time like to say a few words on the question 
which has been adverted to by the Senator from Connecticut and 
the Senator from Iowa, and perhaps I may be permitted to say 


what I desire now as well as at any other time. 

The Constitution provides that the House of Representatives 
shall originate bills for raising revenue. That was put into the 
Constitution when the compromise known as the Connecticut 
compromise was mrade, by which the States were to vote as equals 
in the Senate and be represented according to numbers in the 
House of Representatives. And it is an interesting fact that it is 
the only constitutional provision in regard to which General 
Washington, who was president of the Constitutional Conven- 
tion, expressed an opinion. He is on record as saying that he 
thought that it was very important indeed that the convention 
should adopt that provision, he understanding, undoubtedly, that 
the compromise could not get through without it. 

The House of Representatives has claimed that that clause in 
the Constitution prohibited the Senate from originating general 
appropriation bills on the ground that it was well settled in Eng- 
land that a provision raising revenue was always germane as an 
amendment to one for expending revenue, because the question 
whether you should appropriate a certain amount of money de- 
pended on the question whether or not you could get it by taxa- 
tion. The House of Representatives insisting upon that and the 
Senate taking the other view, we have always been compelled to 
yield. Mr. Webste? at a very early day declared that, while his 
opinion was otherwise, of course it was a matter which must be 
settled by the House of Representatives. That is apparent from 
the obvious consideration that the House will always on consti- 
tutional grounds simply lay on the table or refuse to deal with a 
general appropriation bill which we originate and send over to 
them. e can not do the same thing with their bills, because we 
admit they have the right to originate appropriation bills, and 
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therefore we can not refuse to pass such a bill on the ground that 
the House originated it, or on the ground that the House would 
be unreasonable toward some other bill. 

So the — whatever -_ be the reason for it, is practically 
settled that the body which is represented according to numbers 
is entitled to originate eral appropriations; and it is a very in- 
teresting consideration in regard to the income-tax debate. Icame 
across the other day the copy of a paper in the handwriting of a 
near relative of my own who was a member of the convention 
that framed the Constitution and a member of the First Congress 
in General Washington's Administration. He had charge of the 
measure for the assumption of the State debts, and summed up 
the debate on that question. He said that one of the arguments 
which had been brought against the measure for the assumption 
of the State debts was that there was no principle on which the 
— quota of the expenditures by the different States in the Revo- 

utionary war could be ascertained. He that, in his opinion, 
the quota for the past was that which had been established by the 
Constitution itself for the future; that is, that the expenses of this 
Government were to be paid by the States in proportion to popu- 
lation, This clearly shows that he took it for granted, and that 
he was addressing auditors who took it for granted, that with the 
exception of those expenses which were paid for out of the sale of 
public lands and the duties on imports, all the other expenses of the 
Government were to be paid by the taxes which were classed in 
the Constitution as direct taxes and paid in — to num- 
bers. That was the clear understanding of that time, in my 
judgment. 

But, Mr. President, how has this thing worked? The Flouse of 
Representatives in asserting this principle and carrying it to an 
extreme has most seriously and grievously impaired its own 
“bet and has increased the power and control of the Senate, 

‘ause, as this thing has w for many years, for a time go- 
ing beyond the memory of the oldest of us in service, appro- 
priation bills go into Committee of the Whole. They are discussed 
under their rules, under a provision by which every detail is open 
only to five-minute speeches, with one speech on each side and 
no more, So there is a very limited opportunity of debate. Then 
the bills go into the House. No vote by yeas and nays is taken in 
Committee of the Whole and they pass in the House under the 
previous question without anybody having an opportunity there 
to offer an amendment. 

They then come to the Senate and the Senate adds “‘ amend- 
ments as on other bills,” to use the constitutional phrase, which 
makes the power of amendmentabsolutely unlimited, under full dis- 
cussion, every member of the Senate knowing what is put in here 
by the Senate. They then go back to the House of Representatives, 
are nonconcurred in in a lump,and are referred there to a com- 
mittee of conference. The rts of those committees are often 
made at midnight in the last two or three days of the session, and 
the House of Representatives never knows, never sees in print, 
never has an opportunity to debate or discuss them, and of course, 
under the rules, can not amend the reports of those conference 
committees. So the last person in the country to inquire of, the 
day after the 4th of March or the day of an adjournment of Con- 
oo, what is contained in an appropriation bill is a member of 

e House of Representatives, unless he has been on the confer- 
ence committee. He could not find out by ee: 

The House, therefore, has almost wholly surrendered that great 
function of the control over the appropriations of this Govern- 
ment, certainly the function of any control by the influence or 
power of any individual member moving his amendment and 
stating his objection. 

Now, the House of Re tatives are proceeding to surrender 
a further of that function. That is, for the little, petty ad- 
vantage, if that be the motive-rand I shall not attribute that to 
the other House, but it is what the public generally attribute—of 

ing on the stump and | some gentleman who is a candi- 

ate for reelection tell his tuents, ‘‘ We an appropria- 
tion bill which contained only $10,000,000 and the Senate put on 
$5,000,000 more. See what an economical body we are and what 
an extravagant body they are!”—a thing about which I do not 
believe the people care one snap. I never could see that it ever 
made any impression on any voter in the country. 

The House are further surrendering the opportunity even of 
originating appropriation bills in regard to great subject of 
public expenditures. They send up here a bill in regard to a class 
of public expenditures where they have not exercised their func- 
tion of originating and ing the amendment in the time when 
they have the debates in other House upon it, and they sur- 
render that power to the Senate. I do not see why my honorable 
and wise friend from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], as a and 
a man whose fame and reputation and public service are identified 
with the power and dignity and authority of this body, wants to 
interfere with the House of tatives if they want to do 
that. Let them send all their ion bills here in blank, 
or with nothing but an appropriation for paper and twine for their 
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own use, and let us fill up the rest, if they choose. They have 
given up to us the greatest single function in the legislation of 
government; that is, the power of originating and giving the first 
“rs to the orn which we are to pass. 

If I were a member of the House of Representatives I should 
have something to say, I think, on that subject in opposition; but 
being a Senator and thinking that that class of expenditure is 
pretty wisely and well managed under the lead of my honorable 
friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLIsoN] and his associates on the Appro- 
priations Committee, if the House want to surrender this function 
to us, I say, let them do it, and we will takeit. Iam not afraid of 
it, and I am not afraid that the people of the United States do not 
know enough about their Constitution to know when the House 
of Representatives omit to pass a provision for lighting St. Eliza- 
beth’s Hospital, or for completing the Library of Congress, or for 
are judgments of the Court of Claims, or providing for the 
expenditures of the Department of Justice all over the country, 
and send a bill up to the Senate—the people understand perfectiy 
well that is is not a fault but a virtue in the Senate to add the 
proper appropriations to the bill; and they will think no less of 
any Senator, but very much less of the Representatives who have 
yes to do with that thing. 

) [say again, if the House of Representatives choose to sur- 
render this function to us, let us take it, and we will practically 
carry out the constitutional view of my honorable friend from 
Connecticut and my honorable friend from Ohio, which the House 
of Representatives have succeeded in baffling so long. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words upon 
these deficiency appropriations. It is impossible that the views of 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Piatt] shall prevail. The 
circuit and district courts of the United States for the State of 
Florida, I am informed by the United States marshal, are now in 
session, with a large number of witnesses, and are about to be 
compelled to adjourn, having gone to great expense in partially 
attending to the business of the court, for want of funds, because 
the ——- have been necessarily exceeded by events which 
could not be foreseen owing to the increased number of cases and 
the increased number of witnesses, which no possible anticipation 
could have discerned or provided for. 

In reference to the question as to the power of the Senate, the 
Constitution is of perpetual obligation. No custom can destroy 
its obligation and its provision. e Constitution makes but one 
limitation upon the ee power in this body, and that is 
upon the orginiating of revenue bills, the laying of taxes, but not 
appropriations. The whole body of legislative power in the Sen- 
ate consists in making appropriations. Every committee can ori- 
ginate a bill and bring it to the Senate, and can provide for tho 
appropriation of money; and that is its function. If you deprive 
it of that, there is no Senate. 

So the distinction between an individual bill and the collection 
of the work of the separate committees into a bill which may bo 
called a general deficiency appropriation bill is not a distinction 
in principle; it has no place in the Constitution in the discrimi- 
nation of legislative power. Therefore, to my mind there is noth- 
ing in the proposition of the Senator from Connecticut except that 
if he be right in his proposition, either as a matter of expediency 
or as a matter of law governing legislative power, this body is 
divested of its entire functions except those that pertain to tho 
executive department in the confirmation of persons nominat«:l 
for office. 

Therefore there is no force in the objection that the Senate fails 
to perform its constitutional duty when it makes an appropria- 
tion for the necessary expenses of the Government. There can be 
no question that when my judgment is satisfied that an appropria- 
tion is inadequate to the proper maintenance of the Government 
it is my duty as a Senator, and it is an obligation which I can not 
avoid, to make that appropriation adequate for the necessary and 
proper p of the Government, whether the House of Repre- 
sentatives or has not taken action upon it. 

In regard, however, to the deficiencies appropriated for in this 
bill, and especially those in relation to the Department of Justice, 
I wish to say that in my own State now at this moment the mar- 
shal telegraphs me that there is an entire want of funds, and that 
unless this bill , and passes immediately, the courts must 
disband and the prisoners either be turned loose or their mainte- 
nance provided for by the private credit and funds of the officials. 

The VICE-PRESI . The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 3, line 2, before the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out 
* ee and insert ‘‘twenty-five”; so as to make the clause 
read: 

To enable the International Boundary Commission, appointed under the 
conventions of July 29, 1882, and February 18, 1889, to complete the survey 
and between the United States and Mexico by 
the preparation of the manuscripts, including tables and results, for the joint 
report, together with a map of the survey covering a belt of territory % 








1896. 


ee 

ile American side of the boundary, to be incorporated with a 
em a nar Mexican territory prepared by the Mexican section of the 
Commission; also the preparation of the special reportsof the American sec- 
- including astronomical and geodetic tables and results, and a geograph- 
ical map, @ work requiring the employment of expert craftsmen, a clerk, 
the rent of an office, and the expenses of the Commissioners, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 2, to insert: 
reparation of the report by Dr. E. A. Mearns, United States Army, 

“ per ee illustrations, of the natural history of the region covered 
by the survey of the boundary between the United States and Mexico, under 
the conventions of July 29, 1882, and February 18, 1889, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ' ; 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 14, to insert: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay to 
Matt W. Ransom, out of the Ay gerne for “ Salaries of ambassadors and 
ministers,” 1896, the sum of $7,506.48, being the amount of the saiary of the 


minister to Mexico from July 1 to August 28, 1895, during which period he 
performed the duties of minister to Mexico and has received no compensation 


therefor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 24, under the 
head of ‘‘ Treasury Department,” to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to employ temporarily in the 
Treasury Department, under such rulesand regulations ashe may prescribe, 
not exceeding 25 expert money counters, at a rate not excveding $60 per 
month each, $7,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to ask for some information as to 
that amendment? Isee no reference to it in the report of the 
committee. 

Mr. HALE. It is merely for arrearages which have accumu- 
lated in the Treasury Department in the counting of the old cur- 
rency which has come in. It is covered by Senate Document No. 
93 of the present session. 

I will state to the Senator, if he does not desire to have the docu- 
ment read, that the Secretary of the Treasury came before the 
committee and stated what the actual trouble was, and that he 
needed this force in disposing of the bills which came in. We 
thought it was a very moderate amount, and reported in favor of 
giving it to him. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to understand this matter, and 
should like to be taken into the confidence of the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the committee before [ vote upon the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Secretary read the letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury in regard to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., Janwary 27, 1896. 


Srr: I have the honor to transmit a draft of a joint resolution providing 
for the temporary appointment of expert money counters, who through for 
mer experience are capable of detecting counterfeits and have become ex- 
pert in the handling of public money in this Department, in order to bring 
up the work of counting and assorting currency sent to the Department for 
redemption, which is now $7,500,000 in arrears, and to request that said reso- 
lution be enacted into law as early as practicable. 

The imperative necessity for the employment of the persons referred to is 
owing to the fact that this large quantity of uncounted money is now in the 
Department awaiting counting, and the owners are deprived of its use or 
any credit thereon. e accumulation of uncounted funds is brought about 
by a reduction in the sy yt force employed for the purpose through the 
decision of the Auditor for the Treasury Department that, under the act of 
August 5, 1882, there was no legal authority for the employment of 64 money 
counters then in the service and paid from the appropriation contained in 
the act of July 14, 1890, known as the “ Sherman Act.” 

When this decision was promulgated the services of all the counters then 
on that roll was immediately dispensed with. 

The Department is aware that some of those expert money counters are 
now in the city, and provision is made in the joint resolution for the imme- 
diate apgvakmees of such as are best qualified as experts in that line of duty. 
Ane jon has also been made for permanent provision for this assistance 
under the regular organization of the Department, but much time must 
necessarily elapse before the Civil Service Commission could order and hold 
an examination, mark the papers of the applicants, and obtain an eligible list, 
even were the necessary legislation already in force. 


ully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 

The VIce-PRESIDENT O¥ THE UNITED STATES 

AND PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

Mr, HALE. I can add nothing to the letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. The committee thought it furnished ample ground 
for oe appropriation in the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. Undoubtedly. I am not questioning the au- 
thority of the committee, but what I was trying to get at was this: 
The national-bank notes, as I understand, are redeemable at the 

in mbacks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In lawful money. 

Mr. DANIEL. Lawful money. Greenbacks are secured for the 
national-bank notes, and they are then presented and gold is taken 
out. The question with me was wtether or not this additional 
force would not be made effectual to accelerate, aid, and abet the 
raids which we have had upon our gold reserve, resulting in the 
issue of additional bonds upon the people of the United States, 
and tosuggest that it might be well in some of our financial bills— 
though I hardly see that it would be apropos now, and it is not, 
except by way of suggestion—to make such arrangement as to 
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require the national banks to redeem their own notes, and not to 
facilitate this continual raid upon our Treasury and continual 
building up of a great public debt. 

I shall not vote against the amendment, and I did not intend, 
in calling for the explanation, to make the least criticism upon 
the committee, which could hardly have done otherwise than it 
did; but this amendment covers what is an evil in our present 
system, and I desired to call attention to it in this connection. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will be observed in the reading of the letter 
of the Secretary of the Treasury that he says but 64 counters were 
formerly employed and paid for under the provisions in the act of 
1890. The First Auditor of the Treasury decided that they could 
not properly be paid for out of that fund. I think the Auditor's 
decision was a correct one. These expertcounters not only count 
national-banks notes, but greenbacks and Treasury notes, silver 
certificates, and every form of mutilated currency that appears at 
the Treasury, and new and fresh currency is issued in lieu of the 
mutilated currency which is so destroyed. Now, when that cur- 
rency comes in, it must remain until it is counted, and if there 
is any deficiency in the number of people who are counting the 
money, of course the money is out of circulation and is not even 
acconnted for in the Treasury balances. So it seemed Seere- 
tary made a very good case. He wanted to pay the counters out 
of the fund provided by the act of 1890, which the committee 
thought an unwise provision, and therefore it is proposed to ap- 
propriate the money from the Treasury. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am glad that the diligent and vigilant 
Senator from Virginia has called attention to this item, because 
it leads us to the contemplation, through the means of the commu- 
nication of the Secretary of the Treasury, of the overworked con- 
dition of the Civil Service Commission. The Secretary says that 
there is no time for him to get this additional force through the 
examinations under the civil-service rules, and therefore the 
committee, very properly, as I conceive, authorize him to select 
these expert money counters, male or female, as the case may be, 
under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe. Now, 
right here, Mr. President, we see this much-vaunted Civil Service 
Commission, which I favor (I am only led to regret that it is so 
inadequate to the work before it), may be relieved of the duty of 
furnishing the expert money counters to whom the $7,500 is to be 
paid. 

[ had supposed that under the civil-service system the Commis- 
sion had already examined a force of competent persons to be as- 
signed to the different Departments when their services are wanted. 
I had supposed that they had, soto speak, material on hand all the 
time. Yet here we discover that the Commission has broken down 
on a few money counters, not experts in literature, not experts in 
geography, or in mechanics, or any other science, but expert 
money counters. The Civil Service Commission can not furnish 
them, and so Congress is appealed to to allow the Secretary of the 
Treasury to find the expert money counters without being ham- 
pered and limited by the civil-service rules. 

Mr. President, I commend the committee (which needs com- 
mendation and help at this time as much as it ever did in its life) 
for granting this very proper request of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, which [ shall support with pleasure. lassure you, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that I shall recommend no money counter to him if this pro- 
vision passes. I commend the committee for giving to the Secre- 
tary these expert counters whom he wants, and I only regret the 
feeble and dilapidated condition in which the Civil Service Com- 
mission finds itself because it can not do this work in order to en- 
able the great bundles of money. which have laid there so long 
uncounted, t& be promptly counted, and, as the chairman of the 
committee well said, paid for under the provisions of the act of 
1890. Itis of importance that the counting should be paid for 
from the right act. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, in regard to what the Senator 
from New Hampshire has said, I think the giving of these money 
counters in this way, and removing them from the laws applicable 
to ail other persons employed in the Department, can not be owing 
to the decrepit state of the Commission, because I am very certain 
that the registers and waiting lists of the Commission are amply 
supplied, and that there area great many persons who have passed 
examination on those eligible lists who have been waiting some 
time for appointment, and from whom these persons could be per- 
fectly well selected. The reason for taking them ont of the law 
in this way I do not think can have anything to do with the de 
crepitude of the Civil Service Commission. I think it can only be 
done because the Secretary of the Treasury prefers to appoint 
them in this manner. 

I have no desire to interfere with a little bit of patronage if the 
Secretary wants it, and I suppose that that is what it all amounts 
to, as it is merely a temporary appointment; but I think it should 
be known that these persons could be taken perfectly well from 
the eligible lists of those who are waiting for appointments and 
who have been examined with a view to being appointed to the 
departmental service. 
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Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I think so far from the state- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts being accurate, it is just 
the reverse. The Secretary of the Treasury does not desire this 
appropriation for the small amount of patronage conferred upon 
him, On the contrary, he has faithfully observed, I understand, 
the civil-service rules in all the appointments in his Department. 
But he finds in this case, as in quite a number of others which 
have occurred, that the civil-service rules and regulations operate 
to the detriment of the Government work; that if he were to rely 
upon the appointments made through that source he would be com- 
pelled to appoint ladies who were not skilled in the work, and it 
would require seyeral months for them to become adepts in it. 

No examination by the Civil Service Commission will deter- 
mine the qualifications of a lady or a gentleman for this particular 
work, That can only be ascertained and the acquirements can 
be had only by actual practice. The Secretary of the Treasury 
had a corps of skilled persons engaged in this work. Unfortu- 
nately, the ain was small and he was compelled to dis- 
pense with their services, and the time has arrived when it is ab- 
solutely necessary to have a skilled force. He can not get them 
through the Civil Service Commission, and therefore he requests 
an appropriation to enable him, outside of that service, to employ 
these skilled persons, who otherwise could not be obtained. 

Mr. LODGE. Do I understand that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has applied to the Civil Service Commission and has been in- 
formed by them that they can not supply him with suitable money 
counters? 

Mr. GORMAN. No; Ido not make that statement; but I mean 
to say that the persons on the eligible list of the Civil Service 
Commission have never had experience and are not expert count- 
ers. 

Mr. LODGE. How can the Secretary know if he has never in- 

uired? 

: Mr. GORMAN. Oh, he understands, as we all do, that anyone 
can take that examination, whether he has ever had any experi- 
ence or not. The examination does not embrace the actual skill 
in counting. It is one of those cases for which provision must be 
made, and this is not done for the purpose of es a few ap- 
pointments, but it is to facilitate the business of the country. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Secretary of the Treasury to 
say eeeeeeety that it was necessary to have ple who could 
quickly discern counterfeit money and who could count rapidly, 
and that such people are not on the eligible list, but that 64 people 
had been employed under the act of 1890 and were experts, and, 
therefore, without waiting for them to pass through the routine 
of the civil service and some of the impediments with which the 
Senator is familiar, it would be necessary for him now tempora- 
rily+that is, for the remainder of the present fiscal year (and that 
is all this item applies to)—to secure these expert counters by mak- 
ing such an inquiry as would secure them. 

r. LODGE. I understand, then, he is simply going to make 
reappointments? 
r. ALLISON. He said he would select from the 64 expert 


ale, 
es LODGE. That is, he is going to reappoint persons who 
have already had experience in counting money? 

Mr. ALLISON. I gathered precisely that from his statement. 

Mr. LODGE. 7 are not to be new appointments? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not new ones. 

Mr. HALE. It simply shows that in the inscrutable dispensa- 
tions of Providence occasionally there will come instances where 
there can be some exercise of human judgment and prevision out- 
side of the board of Civil Service Commissioners. How it is that 
in the revolution of the spheres and the ordinary transactions of 
human life it has come about that the Government can run with- 
out the merciful dispensations of that board I am unable to 
comprehend, but that it has come to that I know and believe. 
Perhaps it is because that board of gentlemen has had upon it 
lately a new and green infusion, and that it is not so saturated 
with that elemental view of the transcendent superiority of that 
organization to all other human organizations as it will be when 
experience has been had. That I do not know, but we are unac- 
countably confronted with the fact that even the advocates of the 
absolute infallibility of that board are obliged to admit that here 
is an exception, and that we can get a man or a woman into the 
oo who will do his or her duty without going before that 


rd. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. Without objection, the 
amendment will be consideredas to. 

Mr. LODGE. Before the amendment passes finally, I merely 
wish to say that I did not mean to imply that expert money count- 
ers or other officers could not be gotten by the Treasury Department 
outside of the civil-service rules. The present Secretary of the 


Treasury has shown great capacity in that res ‘ —— ad 
the rules on many occasions, and Tiewe no doubt he haso tained 
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very suitable persons. I do not wish it to be supposed that I jp 
the least grudge this very small morsel of patronage to the pr. 
ent dispensers of it. I am sure I think they need all they can ¢.:. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, before the pending amend 

is placed on the bill, a remark has been made by the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] which it occurs to me needs some | 
planation. The Senator, as I understood him, said that the ci, 
service law was being carried out to its fullextent bythe Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. GORMAN. 4s far as I know. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now the Senator says as far as he knows, wh 
is quite a qualification. Ido not know much about the Treasi 
Department; I have but very little business with it, and no | 
ronage connected with it; but I do know that there is unive: 
complaint; perhaps I should not use that word—but there is eo) 
eral complaint that in every Department of the Government in t|)js 
city the civil-service law is of constant and daily abuse, not on] 
in the Treasury Department, but inevery other Department. | 
instance, I understand it to be a common thing, and I never yr 
have heard it denied in this Chamber or elsewhere, for the ly 
of a Department or some person standing close to him to indicat 
to employees of that Department, if they happen to be of a different 
political faith from the head of the Department, that the exigen- 
cies of the public service require them to take a reduced posit 

If they are drawing a salary of $1,800 a year and happen to 
Republicans under a Democratic Administration, they are very 
frequently required to take a subordinate position of seven or ciy) 
hundred dollars a year, and vice versa; andnotinfrequently wh 
a position is wanted (of course to carry out the benefits of ¢! 
civil-service law and not for party purposes) the occupant of t! 
office is informed that his or her resignation would be accepta! lc; 
and if they are stubborn enough to persist in holding the ofc 
under the protecting shield of the civil-service statutes, they {i 
eventually that their office is entirely abolished by order of the 
head of the Department, and they are permitted to walk out into 
the cold and seek employment elsewhere. I think it is due to t). 
country at large that these facts should be understood. Thai is 
quite a common practice in all the different Departments of tly 

overnment, not only as they are represented in the city of Wash 
ington, but elsewhere. 

r.GORMAN. Does the Senator from Nebraska understan 
that that is done in violation of the letter of the law? Can it n 
be done in conformity with the statute itself? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iunderstand it is in violation not only of the law, 
but preeminently in violation of the spirit of the law, and ¢! 
spirit of the law is always the law when it is properly construc, 
for when the reason of the law ceases the law itself ceases. | iin 
not very familiar with the beautiful workings of the system of tlhe 
civil service. I infer, however, that the honorable Senator fro 
Maryland, who stands so close to the Chief Executive, who is 
himself preeminently the advocate of this system, understands it 
beneficent workings and that he could enlighten the Senate and 
the country upon that subject. 

Mr.GORMAN. If the Senator from Nebraska will permit me, 
I should like to disabusehis mind. If he hashad that impression, 
he is the only one in the United States who has had it. [I ha\ 
had no connection whatever with the civil-service law. I do not 
think that is my reputation. 

Mr.ALLEN. Iam glad to be corrected. Mr. President, « 
sionally there hascome in my mind the thought that possibly tl 
law is ie abused in some respects. I have sometimes thor ylit 
it possible that the advocates were not really serious about is en- 
forcement. I have thought at times that if the civil-service law, 
so called (for it is so only in name and not in fact, as [ belie: 
were enforced in its full intent and purpose, in less than a third of 
a century this Government would be turned over entirely to a ! 
of cigarette-smoking dudes, whose only capacity for government 
in all its different forms would be their ability to tell wheth 
‘**copy” should be spelled with one ‘‘p” or two ‘‘p’s.” I believe 
it to be one of the gigantic frauds of the age. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Which way would you spell it? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know that I would spell it. Ido no’ 
know that I would be eligible under the civil-service regulations 
toa position. But certainly, Mr. President, speaking serious!y. 
there is not a Senator in this Chamber who does not know that 1! 
civil-service law is violated in its letter and its spirit every dy. 
I can well understand how, in view of the encroachments | 
corporations and money influences upon this Government in 1! 
different departments, there can keep even pace with those «! 
croachments a disposition to turn the Government over into {hi 
hands of a few men whose mere book education, limited as tht 
may be, is their only recommendation for positions of honor an 
trust. Under this law a curly-headed youth of 21 or 22 years o! 


age—— 
Mr. CALL. He need not be curly headed. 
Mr.ALLEN. That wasnotmeantatallasareflection. [Laugh- 
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ter.] A youth of that kind, whose only fitness for public posi- 
tion is that he had been turned out, twisted in proper shape, by 
some common school, can meet advancement and promotion in 


the discharge of public duties and in the public service, whereas | 
the man who has not enjoyed the opportunities he has enjoyed | 


and who has given a lifetime in qualifying himself for the dis- 
charge of some particular branch of the public service is entirely 


ignored. 
Mr. GORMAN. That is the case we are providing for now. 


Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Maryland suggests that thatis | 
the very case we are providing for now. I heard the Senator from | 


Maryland say a moment ago that the persons who are upon the 
eligible list, as he calls it, of the Civil Service Commission are not 
competent to discharge this duty; that this is one of the duties 


they are not competent to discharge; that among their duties in 


the counting of this money was their ability to discover counter- 
feit money readily and without the waste of much time. I sup- 
pose if that were true the best policy to be pursued would be to 
go to a school of counterfeiting and get the experts there and put 
them into the public service. 

I rose, however, Mr. President, for the purpose of saying (and 
Ido not know whether it is wise for me to say it or not from a 


personal standpoint, but I will take the chances anyway) that two | 
of the most gigantic and useless institutions in this country that | 
are constantly absorbing the public funds for their support are | 


the Civil Service and Interstate Commerce Commissions. Here is 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, to which no man can be 
appointed unless his opinion is known in advance upon the sub- 
ject of the Government control of railways. I say this with no 
disrespect to any gentleman upon the Commission, for I know 
none of them personally. It must be understood that his opinion 
is consistent with the interests of the railroads before he is ever 
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elevated to a position of that kind. And what jurisdiction have | 


the Interstate Commerce Commission? What power have they? 


They have the power to draw their salaries, and that is about the | 


extent of it. A question is submitted to them; they pass upon it 
in a quasi judicial capacity, and they are as powerless as an infant 
six months of age to carry into execution their judgments and 
findings. 

Look, if you will, at the Civil Service Commission. Whenever 
a Civil Service Commissioner develops the slightest amount of 
backbone or independence and believes that the law should be 
carried out in its letter and spirit and acts slightly independent 
cf the ruling 
House telling him there is a vacancy in the Civil Service Commis- 
sion. The Civil Service Commission is simply an instrument, a 


living instrument, in the hands of the ruling power to carry out | 


its bidding. 

Now, I do not believe that the Secretary of the Treasury ought 
to be given the power that it is proposed in this amendment to 
givehim. I believeif the civil-service law is obnoxious to the peo- 
ple it ought to be made more so by being lived up to, and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury ought to be required to go to the list fur- 
nished by the Civil Service Commission for his assistants in this 
case. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska takes | 


an entirely erroneous view of this subject. The present Admin- 
istration has extended the civil-service lawand made it to embrace 
almost every possible employment, even the most inferior employ- 


ment, and graded them according to the salaries, so that it is al- | 
most impossible, in the most meritorious cases, for a member of | 


Congress, who may happen to have a constituent here who is 
needy and deserving and capable, to obtain any kind of employ- 


ment for him. Therefore the criticism that the Administration | 


or the Executive in power uses or may use the civil service for his 
own purposes is entirely without foundation. E 
Now, I am not an advocate of the present system of civil service. 


I think it is open to a great many objections, and if I had the | 


power I would institute an entirely different system of eligibility 


and of continuance in office during good behavior, leaving the | 


power to remove where it is now. But to say that at this time 

and under this Administration there have been abuses of the civil 

service in admitting persons into it contrary to the rule is, in my 
udgment, entirely inaccurate. The complaint has been that they 
ave failed to appoint to office men of their own political faith. 

I think it is the general impression throughout the country of 
those who have observed matters here that those persons belong- 
ing to the political party of the Executive and the Cabinet officers 
have not had 
very right in the administration of the civil-service law, but, in 
my Pe it is a correct criticism. There has not been any 
kind of favor shown to the members of the political party in power. 
The action of the Executive has been to extend and cover almost 
every possible employment under the Government with the civil- 
service rules and require an examination. I believe, and I think 
I may say with perfect confidence, that so far as my own State is 
concerned, a great injustice has been done under the civil-service 


wer, that moment he hears a voice from the White | 





any kind of favor shown to them. That may be | 











rules in their strict and rigid application and enforcement by 


| excluding persons who ought to have been admitted as eligible 


upon its list. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida a 
question, if he will permit me. 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does not the Senator well know that under this 
Administration and under previous Administrations, too, for that 
matter, it has been a common practice not to take the applicants 
according to the order in which they stand on the eligible list, but 
to jump way down the list over the first, second, third, and fourth 
and select some political favorites for the different positions? 
Has not that been the common practice? 

Mr. CALL. I donot think it has been the common practice. 
If the Senator were Secretary of the Treasury or Secretary of any 
one of tle different Departmeats and were required to determine 
as to the efficiency of a person for a particular duty and were con- 
fined to the list of eligibles, he would go on down the list until he 
found some one who was satisfactory to his judgment. There may 
have been abuses under this system, there are abuses under every- 
thing, but in my judgment the civil-service law and its rules have 


been unwisely extended and unwisely made rigid, and so a great 
number of people who are more competent to perform the duties, 
not in school knowledge, not in technical knowledye of bo but 
in actual capacity and in reasonable intelligence, have been ex- 


cluded from being eligible to those positions. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida 
another question. 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isit not the spirit of the civil-service law that, 
when the Commission shall have passed upon the eligibility of a 
candidate and have scheduled the candidates in the order of their 
application and examination, that becomes conclusive upon the 
Department into whose service the appointees are to enter? 

Mr. CALL. No; that is not the law and it ought not to be the 
law. It merely makes them eligible and leaves the question of 
their special competency for special work to the discretion of the 
Secretary. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not believe that. 

Mr. CALL. If there were any other law, if you were to make 
a man absolutely entitled to office because he had a more perfect 
knowledge of a few books or classes of learning than another one 
without reference to his special capacity for that work, it would 
be a great injury to the public service. 

Now, in regard to this little matter here, I am not particularly 
in favor of the Administration in regard to these offices. I think 
great injustice has been done, but I defend them against the accu- 
sation of the Senator. But in regard to these little offices here, 
how can it be possible that a student who has answered correctly, 
having more perfect information than others, certain questions 
relating to arithmetic, or to grammar, or to geography, or to any of 
the several branches of learning, and who may be entirely pro- 
ficient in them as a collegiate graduate, can be more expert than 
others in the counting of money, in the discrimination between 
the different kinds of money, in ascertaining what is genuine and 
what is not? 

There is nothing in the proposition. Itis impossible. Here is 
a great mass of money waiting. Persons send money to be ex- 
changed, mutilated money, money that is soiled, which they wish 
to have renewed. Itis notin gold, itis not in silver, but in the 
currency of the country. It is coming from all parts of the coun- 
try. Are you to wait to take the employees from a list of eligi- 
bles who have been questioned in regard to grammar and arith- 
metic and geography and perhaps some other mathematics, and to 
be confined to that list? Mr. President, it seems to me there ig 
nothing in this objection. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, the interest in this discussion 
is purely academic, and I trust that if I occupy a moment or two 
of time I will not be considered as unduly prolonging the debate 
upon the measure, which ought to be passed. But I can not let 
go without protest some remarks made by our friends onthe other 
side. The danger to this country and its interests is not through 
the Civil Service Commission. Itis through the exercise by the 
Executive and his Cabinet of the power of removal and the power 
of appointment, which have been mercilessly exercised in the pres- 
ent Administration as never before in the history of the country. 

In 1893 there never was a chance to prevent the passage of a 
free-coinage measure through the House of Representatives, which 
has now expired and about which I can nowspeak, had it not been 
for the power of patronage of the Administration, and especially 
the power of patronage as exercised by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. Colorado is to-day flooded with appointments, many of them 
unfit ones, made by the Secretary of the Treasury upon the recom- 
mendation of Congressmen who ratted on the silver question. 
Again and again have men whose constituents sent tuem here to 
vote for silver gone back upon their pledges to their constituents 
and their promises because the Administration has offered them 
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the patro which bel 
them, and which they in 





ed to it, and which has debauched 
turn have sought to use to debauch 
their constituents. 


I will tell you, Mr. President, that whenever we reach a fair 
administration of the affairs of this country it will be after we 
have deprived the President of the United States and unscrupulous 
Cabinet officials of the power of ing and dishonoring man- 
hood 7 a for a violation of the pledges which mem- 
bers of Congress have given to their constituents. For my part, 
I look forward with great pleasure to the time when the civil- 


service rules shall be so extended as that fit and fitness alone, 
shall govern in the a a of officers; when public offi- 
cers, such as we, shall not be compelled to hang about the doors 


of Cabinet officers or of the White House like servants to beg for 


our morsel of public patro . : 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, Iam somewhat inclined to make 
a ee getting down from the sublime to the practical. I 
think there is a reason why the provision in the bill is more likely 
to provide efficient and competent clerks, ready to perform their 
duties in a few hours, than can be in any other way. 
But a short time ago there were 64 clerks in the Treasury Depart- 
ment who had some years of experience in the precise character of 
work which it is now an absolute necessity should be pressed 
through at the earliest day convenient. 

Now, I chance to know that if the amendment shall be agreed to 
asit — in the bill the rule that will be adopted by the Secretary 
of the Treasury will be that which will look to the efficieney record 
of those 64 clerks who had long months or years of experience in 
this precise work and select the 25 persons whose records show 
them to have been most efficient in the ‘ormance of these du- 
ties; and those are the persons who will be named as the clerks 
provided for by the bill. 

What commission on earth could take a-leap in the dark or 

ess upon any scholarly ee as to the cular quali- 

cations required for the — uties provided for by the amend- 
ment that would be so reliable as the years of experience and the 
record that those persons have made in the ormance of these 
duties? I think it is the wisest method that could possibly be 
adopted in selecting employees for the emergency that is now upon 
us. That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if it is desired simply to reap- 
point experienced clerks under this provision, then r the law 
the Secretary has the power to te, and there is not the 
ao gee need to give him any additional powers as to the rules 
and methods he ‘miro 

Mr. GORMAN. Not after one year. 

Mr. LODGE. He has er to reappoint—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Not one year. 

Mr. LODGE. Not after one year. If the Secretary desires to 
make new appointments and not to take them from the eligible 
list, of course it is necessary. 

I spoke first in this matter merely to call attention to a point 
involved. It was a very small one, but since then, as usual when 
anything is said about the Civil Service Commission or the civil- 
service laws, they are made the subjectof sneers. I think the Sen- 
ate of the United States and the House of Representatives, when a 
discussion arises in regard to the civil-service rules, are the only 

laces in the United States where education is sneered at. We 
ve sat here this afternoon and listened to sneers at the — 
who come in because they have learned to read and write, asif it 
were discreditable to an American citizen to have a proper educa- 
tion, as if there was something in itself that was discreditable in 
the fact that they have what it is our boast to try to give to every 
American child, a knowledge of the radiments of education. We 
have had it spoken of as un-American. 

The discussion may be academic, but I desire to say once more 
what I have often said both here and in the other House—that 
patronage and favoritism are un-American. There is nothing 
you can find in our laws, our , or our Constitution that 


makes the system of giving offices by political Ameri- 
can. It is,on the con a eae eae ‘hapeaiete . Lfor 
one was glad to hear what the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo L- 
coTT] said, with which I most cordially I think as 


which obliges the tatives and 
States—elected to perform great public duties, which certainly are 


enough to occupy all their time—to pass their time in the ante- 
cham of Ca around the White House, 
giving their days and ts to appeals for office, not because the 


seekers are particularly fit, but on the ground of 
is a system utterly degrad path stinage ny fies it is forced. 
We all krow that where offices are yom patronage 
and favoritism no man can avoid dealing with ; 
own 


He is obliged to do so; otherwise his constituents . But 
the system is utterly wrong, and the more it is taken away the 
better it will be, not with a view of getting ideal persons—that is 


one of the sneers of its o) 


ts—but taking the routine service 
of the Government out 


politics, putting it on some decent and 
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more respectable and more intelligent ene and leave to the Sena- 
tors and Representatives the duties for which they were chosen, 
which is to deal with the legislative questions before the 
Government, and not be huckstering for a for messengers and 
tidewaiters all back and forth through the country. 

Mr. HALE. If we can have a vote on the pending amendment, 
then the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. al wants to have 
a conference report agreed to, and after that I will move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. [ 
should to have a vote on the pending amendment if there is 
to be no further debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). The 
— is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator desires to let the bill go over, 
all right, but I do not think we can get a vote on this particular 
amendment ey 

Mr. HALE. Then I yield to the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. HawLEyY], and after the conference report is disposed of I 
will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 


. CHAPLAIN FOR MILITARY ACADEMY. 
Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4145) to amend section 
1309, Revised Statutes, having met, after full and free conference have agrevd 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 3. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of tho 
Senate numbered I, 2, and 4, and agree to the same. 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
W. J. SEWELL, 
E. C. WALTHALL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. HAWLEY. One of the amendments is an amendment to 
the title, which the conference committee agreed to, of course. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the title be read as amended. 

The Seeretary read as follows: 

A bill to amend section 1300, Revised Statutes, providing a chaplain for the 
Military Academy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the report. 

The report was concurred in. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, February 12, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 11, 1890. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 

William Woodville Rockhill, of Maryland, to be Assistant Sec- 
retary of State, vice Edwin F. Uhl, appointed ambassador extravr- 
dinary and plenipotentiary of the United States to Germany. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 

Matthias A. Smalley, of Ohio, to be marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of Ohio, vice William C. Haskell, whose 
term expires February 14, 1896. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
Judge-Advocate-General’s Department. 

Jasper N. Morrison, of Missouri, to be judge-advocate witi tlic 

rank of major, vice Davis, promoted. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Edwin L. Coates, to be postmaster at Boulder, in the county of 
Boulder and State of Colorado, in the place of Samuel B. Border, 
whose commission will expire February 16, 1896. 

William M. Dooley, to be master at Highland Park, in the 
county of Lake and State of Ilinois, in the ainee of William E. 

» Whose commission expired January 6, 1896. ; 

William O. Luce, to be postmaster at Caro, in the county of 

Tuscola and State of Mi , in the place of Frank P. Ransford, 
commission i ebruary 8, 1896. 

John G. Hoffman, to be postmaster at Elizabethtown, in the 
county of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Samuel B. McLanachan, whose commission expired January 6, 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 11, 1896. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 

William Woodville Rockhill, of Maryland, to be Assistant Sec- 

retary of State. i 
4 COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Frank C. Richardson, of Massachusetts, to be collector of cus- 

toms for the district of Gloucester, in the State of Massachusetts, 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
William Galloway, of McMinnville, Oreg., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Oregon City, Oreg. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
James S. MeCabe, of Rhode Island, to be marshal of the United | 
States for the district of Rhode Island. | 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander William T. Swinburne, to be a commander. | 
Lieut. Arthur B. Speyers, to be a lieutenant-commander. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) John Gibson, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign Humes H. Whittlesey, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
Lieut. Commander William H. Emory, to be a commander. 
Lieut. Ebenezer S. Prime, to be a lieuntenant-commander. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) John A. Bell, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign Albert C. Dieffenbach, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 


POSTMASTERS. 


James McLean, to be postmaster at Cohocton, in the county of 
Steuben and State of New York. 

Peter J. Kiernan, to be postmaster at Rosebank, in the county 
of Richmond and State of New York. 

Douglas C. Adams, to be postmaster at Randolph, in the county 
of Cattaraugus and State of New York. 

Elizabeth Wolf, to be a at Peshtigo, in the county of 
Marinette and State of Wisconsin. ' 

John 8. Tighe, to be postmaster at Avon, in the county of Liv- 
ingston and State of New York. 

Frank Pickard, to be postmaster at St. Johnsville, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of New York. 

Marcus H. Ogden, to be postmaster at Carbondale, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Illinois. 

Charles R. Brandon, to be postmaster at Litchfield, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Illinois. 

Francis P. Bogardus, to be postmaster at Ypsilanti, in the 
county of Washtenaw and State of Michigan. 
William Heeb, to be tmaster at Newman, in the county of 
Douglas and State of Diinois. 
Laora M. Rowe, to be postmaster at Lagrange, in the county of 
Lagrange and State of Indiana. 

Joseph J. Cannon, to be postmaster at Knox, in the county of 
Starke and State of Indiana. 

Darby O'Malley, to be postmaster at Valley City, in the county | 
of Barnes and State of North Dakota. 

Thomas J. Dougherty, to be postmaster at Northfield, in the 
county of Rice and State of Minnesota. 

Arthur A. Maynard, to be postmaster at Crown Point, in the 
county of Lake and State of Indiana. 

Elmer Winner, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county of 
Sullivan and State of New York. 

A. B. Claytor, to be postmaster at Bedford City, in the county | 
of Bedford and State of Virginia. 

John R. Andrews, to be postmaster at Redlodge, in the county | 
of Carbon and State of Montana. 

Patrick Hurley, to be postmaster at Potsdam, in the county of 
St. Lawrence and State of New York. 

Edgar F. Dell, to be postmaster at Woodbury, in the county of | 
Gloucester and State of New Jersey. 

Thomas J. O'Sullivan, to be postmaster at Derby, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

Hoyt H. Harden, to be tmaster at Ellsworth, in the county 
of Hancock and State of Maine. 

William P. Clancy, to be postmaster at Westerly, in the county 
of Washington and State of Rhode Island. 

Henry C. Sargent, to be postmaster at East Aurora, in the county 
of Erie and State of New York. 

George Cushing, to be aster at Hingham, in the county of 
Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 

Charles A. Wilber, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Somerset and State of Maine. 

George R. Smith, to be postmaster at Kennebunk, in the county 
of York and State of Maine. 

Arthur R. Moore, to be naan at Fredonia, in the county of 





| 
} 
| 


Chauta and State of New York. 
. Chase, to be ter at Derby Line, in the county 
of Orleans and State of Vermont. 


Joseph W. Bean, to be postmaster at Derry Depot, in the county 
of Rockingham and State of New Hampshire. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 11, 1896. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Henry M. Coupen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


REPORTS OF GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee 
on Printing to make a favorable report on the following Senate 
joint resolution (S.R.59) extending the provisions of section 79 
of ‘‘ An aet providing for the public printing and binding and the 
distribution of public documents,” approved January 12, 1895, so 
as to include monographs, bulletins, and reports of the Geolog- 
ical Survey published in 1894 and succeeding years. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States, etc., 
That the provisions of section 79 of ‘An act providing for the public printing 
and binding and the distribution of public documents,” approved January 
12, 189%, whieh section reads as follows: “There shall be distributed of mono- 
graphs, bulletins, and reports of the United States Geological Survey, now 
in possession of said Survey, being publications prior to the year 1894, one copy 
of every such publication to every public library which shall be designated 
to the superintendent of documents, as follows: Two public libraries to be 
designated by each of the Senators from the States, respectively, two public 
libraries by the Representative in Congress from each Congressional district, 


| and two public libraries by the Delegate from each Territory; such public 


libraries to be additional to those to which said publications are distribated 
under existing law,” shall be extended to the monographs, bulletins, and re- 
ports of the Geological Survey which were published during the year 194, 
and to those which have been published since that year, and to those which 
may be published in the future: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall be construed to interfere with the distribution of memoirs and reports, 
so far as the same is provided for by the joint resolution ‘‘To distribute 
copies of special memoirs and reports of the United States Geological Sur- 
vey,” approved March 3, 1887. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, this resolution provides for no 
additional printing and no additional expense to the Government. 
It is simply a provision for the distribution of these monographs, 
bulletins, and reports as heretofore. The last printing act having 
made no provision for the distribution beyond 1894, this is simply 
to continue the distribution. That is all there is of it. 

The joint resolution was considered, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT ST. LOUIS 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, by a special order of the House 
to-day has been set apart for the consideration of business reported 
by the Committee on the District of Columbia—— 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I beg the gentleman from Wisconsin to 
yield to me for a moment, to ask unanimous consent to offer a 
petition and make a brief statement. I will not occupy more 
than two minutes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. [yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk a petition 
signed by 10,000 residents of the city of St. Lonis, mostly from the 
district that I have the honor to represent on this floor. ‘They 


| speak, I dare say, not for themselves alone, but for at least 200,000 


people, or fully one-third of the inhabitants of that city. The first 
six names on the petition are the names of well-known members 
of concerns which alone employ between four and five thousand 
laboring men. 

They ask that the third bridge to be constructed across the 
Mississippi, and for the construction of which a company is now 
asking Congress for a charter, shall be located at South St. Louis. 
There are two bridges now spanning the Mississippi at St. Louis, 
one in the northern portion of the city and the other in the central 

The south part of the city—South St. Lonis—does not 
as yet enjoy bridge facilities, and for that reason my constituents 
ask that they may be granted what the other portions of the city 
already have. 

I trust that there will be favorable consideration of their peti- 
tion, and I ask unanimous consent that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce for action. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

NATIONAL UNIVERSITY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 4785) to incorporate the National University, 
and yield the floor to my colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. RicHarpson], who will explain the pro- 
visions of the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Arthur MacArthur, Richard H. Alvey, Charles C. 
Cole, William B. Webb. Eugene Carusi, H. O. Claughton, Thomas Wilson, Mat- 
thew G. Emery, John Goode, Charles Lyman, John T. Winter, Howard H 
Barker, and William C. Whittemore, their associates and successors, are 
hereby constituted a body politic and corporate, by the name of the National 
University, with power to sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded, and to 
have perpetual succession; to acquire, take by devise, bequest, or otherwise, 
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hold, purchase, encumber, and convey such real and personal estate as shall 
be required for the pu of its incorporation; to make and use a common 
seal, and the same to alter at pleasure. 

Sno. 2. That the aforesaid incovporators shall be and constitute a board of 
trustees for the said university, seven of whom shall constitute a quorum to 
do business, and which board 1 be, and are, authorized to fill any vacan- 
cies in their number, toappoint such officers and agents as the business of the 
corporation shall require, and to make by-laws for the accomplishment of its 
purposes, for the management of its property, and for the regulation of its 
affairs. Said corporation is hereby empowered to establish and maintain 
within the District of Columbia a university for the promotion of education. 
The said corporation shall have power to grant and confer diplomas and the 
usual college and university degrees, and honorary degrees, and also such 
other powers as may be necessary fully to carry out and execute the general 
purposes of the said corporation as herein appearing. 

Suc. 3. That this act may be amended or repealed at any time by the Con- 
gress at its pleasure. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amendment: In 
line 8, section 1, after the word “name,” insert the word “of.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I will detain the committee 
but a moment. 

The object and purpose of the bill is simply to incorporate the 
National University, which is in the District of Columbia, This 
institution is already chartered under the general acts of Con- 
gress, and has been in operation conducting two of its depart- 
ments—the law and the medical departments—for more than 
twenty years. 

The billsimply grants a special charter within the District of Co- 
lumbia, but does not extend the powers or privileges that they now 
enjoy under the general charter. The only object in changing 
the form of the charter is because there is now pending a bill 
which it is supposed will become a law, making it necessary for 
such institutions as are not incorporated by special acts of Con- 

ess to apply to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
c registration and permission before they can have authority to 
carry on their business, If they have a charter, however, under 
a special act ar do not need to make that application. 

Mr. CANNON. This university is now in existence? 

Mr, RICHARDSON. Yes; and has been for twenty years and 
over. 

Mr. CANNON. Under what name? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The same name, the National University; 
and it has two departments in operation. 

Mr. CANNON. What additional power does this act bestow? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. None atall. They are already operating 
under an act of Congress passed thirty years ago. This simply 
puts them under a special law and exempts them from the require- 
ments to which I have just referred. 

Mr. CANNON. Is the present charter perpetual? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; this is just the same as the present 
charter. Of course Congress reserves the right in all these char- 
ters to alter or amend at pleasure. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not an nize the bill at all, but I fail to 
understand the necessity for the legislation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, ae 6 gentleman did not hear what 
I stated, and I will repeat it. They ask for this: charter under a 
special act of Congress, rather than under the general act, for the 
reason that there is a bill pending which will be reached directly 
by the committee, and all favor its passage so far as we know, 
which, if it becomes a law, will require all these institutions to 
apply to the District Commissioners for a license and a permit to 
conduct their affairs. Now, under the general act which is pro- 
posed, institutions chartered by special acts of Congress are ex- 
cepted from its provisions. Therefore they want this special act, 
rather than a charter under the old law. 

Mr. CANNON. Thatshows, then, that the general law you pro- 


pose to ought not to : 

Mr. RICH DSON. o, I think not. 

Mr. CANNON. Because in anticipation of its passage you 
come and ask a al charter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We will hear the gentleman on that 
when we reach it. That is only one incident in the law, and not 
the main purpose of it. Therefore this is asked by these gentle- 
men, some of whom I have no doubt the gentleman will ee 
nize, if he will aoe at the names of the incorporators, as le 
ing citizens of the District—Judge MacArthur, Richard H. Alvey, 
Charles C. Cole, Mr. Claughton, Dr. Howard H. Barker, and oth- 
ers who are well known, being the patrons or rs of these 
a institutions that I speak of, the one taw and the other med- 


cal, 

Mr. CANNON. This institution has been established by these 
gentlemen? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It has been in existence for more than 
twenty years with the two departments, a law department and a 
medical department. 

Mr. CANNON. I would ask the gentleman whether there is 
another institution of this same name or a similar name? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is an institution which has a bill 
pera here proposing to charter the National University of the 

nited States; but this one is purely a local institution and does 
not go out of the District. The other, to which my friend refers, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


I have no doubt, is a bill to charter a great national unive) 
which is to have its operations in all the States of the | 
possibly. This is purely local in its effect. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will state to the gentleman that this 
old institution, in very high standing. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand. 

Mr. BABCOCK. And they do not want to be put to the ) 
sity of applying for a recharter under the general law. TT) 
institutions here of like standing and age are all incor) 
under special charters from Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. I will not antagonize the bill, although | 
vo frankly I fail to see the necessity for it. 

r. RICHARDSON. I hope we shall have a vote wu 
There is poeer objecting to it that I know of. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the a 


ment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ought to have stated what the 
mentis. It is simply verbal. The word “of” was left o1 
the committee suggested its insertion; so as to make it read 
National University of the District of Columbia.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was ac 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 1 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider t! 
vote was laid on the table. 


MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to call up t! 
(H. R. 4810) extending the time within which the Marylin 
Washington Railway Company shall be required to com) 
building of the road of said company, under the provisio: 


FEBRUARY 1 l, 


——s 


sity 


n, 


act of Congress < ,metee August 1, 1892, as amended by an act of 


Congress approved March 2, 1895. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin, chair 
the Committee on tlie District of Columbia, calls up the bili 
4810, which the Clerk will report to the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the time within which the Maryland and \\ 
ton Rotiway Oomeen is required to complete and put in operati: 
way in the trict of Columbia, under the provisions of an act of ( 
approved August 1, 1892, as amended by an act approved March » 
and the same is hereby, extended for the term of one year from t! 
of March, 1896; and that all the franchises, rights, and powers con 
said acts, or either of them, een said railway company may be en 
exercised as fully and comple 
put in operation prior to March 


ly as if said railway had been comple tod and 
, 1896. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Marylan 


Mr. Rusk] made the report and will explain the provisi 
the bill. 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I ask the Clerk to read the repor 


_ The report (by Mr. Rusk) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referi«d t 


joint resolution (H. Res. 87) providing for the extension of the time 


completion of the Washington and Maryland Railway Company, re}or' 


The said company is in good faith —?, constructing its road, | 
tain delays have arisen in connection with the condemnation proce: 
the District which may prevent said company from completing its \ 
construction by the time provided in the act rere March 2, 1: 
our committee therefore think the said Maryland and Washington !: 
‘ompany is entitled to the relief prayed, and recommend the passay 
accompanying bill as a substitute for joint resolution No. 87. 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, this bill relates to the Washingto 
end of the electric railroad now being regularly construct«:! |e 
tween the cities of Baltimore and Washington. Certain | 


aay prevent it from being completed within the time s} 
in t 


e provisions of the act. It was necessary to acquire 1'}.\)!) 


feet more within the District of Columbia. The compan) ‘has 
11,300 feet and has about concluded proceedings relating to «!) 
feet more, leaving only 1,600 feet on Rhode Island avenue yet ‘0 be 


acquired, and it is the legal proceedings in reference to the 
demnation of this 1,600 feet that may cause the delay. | 
11,300 feet of the 13,000 feet the railroad has been constr: 
and its construction has been made along the entire line be 


the city of Baltimore and Washington. It is only by reas 
these legal delays that this company asks this extension, !v-'! 


delays of the appeals now pending on Rhode Island avenue s' 
be aneeere beyond the time specified in this charter. 
r. W LIAM 
route this road proceeds through the city as expressed |) 
Sa for its construction? 
Mr. R 


Island avenue as it is — : 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is all they occupy in 
District? 
Mr. RUSK. Thatisall. Mr. Speaker, I will ask for a vo 
Mr. BABCOCK. 1 will say that the committee have rep: 
a substitute for the joint resolution. 


A. STONE. Will the gentleman state w! 


K. On Rhode Island avenue to North Capitol str 
The company acquires a a of way and donates it on Ri 


con- 


'p n 


ted, 


ween 


n of 
the 
ild 
it 
the 
t. 
le 


the 


te. 
wrted 


Mr. RUSK. This is the substitute that was reported for the 


joint resolution. 
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The SPEAKER. That is what has been read to the House, is 
it not? 
7 Mr. RUSK. Yes, sir. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. RUSK. I move that the joint resolution lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LICENSE OF BILLIARD AND POOL TABLES IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (H.R. 
5490) to license billiard and pool tables in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act it shall be 
unlawfulfor any person or ey to keep any billiard table, bagatelle table, 
shuffleboard, jenny lind table, 


of Columbia for public use or for profit or gain, without a license therefor 
first had and obtained from the assessor of the District of Columbia. 

Suc.2. That every person taking out such license shall pay to the collector 
of taxes of said District a license fee of $12 per annum for each table. Said 
license may be granted or refused in the discretion of the assessor of said 
District, and all licenses so granted shali date from the lst day of the month 
in which the liability began and expire on the Ist day of October in each 
vear: Provided, That in all cases of refusal of said assessor to grant said 
license, or upon written protest of a majority or more of the property own- 
ers or residents of the block in which it is proposed to grant such license, an 
appeal may be taken to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, whose 
decision shall be final. 

Sec. 3. That every person who shall own, keep, or use any billiard table, 
bagatelle table, pool table, or any table or board of the kind mentioned in the 
first section of this act, for public use or profit, without such license first had 
and obtained, shall, on conviction in the police court, be fined $20 or impris 
oned not exceeding three months for each offense, or both, in the discretion 
of the court. ; 

Sec. 4. That it shall not be lawful for the proprietors of billiard tables, 
pool tables, bagatelle tables, jenny lind tables, or other tables of the kind 
mentioned in the first section of this act, shuffleboards and bowling alleys, 
kept for public hire and gain in the District of Columbia, to allow any 

rson under the age of 21 years to play at any game of billiards, pe vol, shuf- 
Echoard, or any game that may be played on such tables or boards, or play 
at bowls on said alleys, or permit such person to come into or remain in 
their pool rooms, saloons, or bowling alleys, where spirituous, vinous, or 
malt liquors are sold; and all such places shall be closed during the entire 
twenty-four hours of each and every Sunday, and also during the hours that 
barrooms are required to be closed. 

Any person violating the provisions of this section shall, on conviction, be 

unished by a fine of not less than five nor more than forty dollars, and shall 
in addition forfeit his or her license, in the discretion of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 5. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with this act be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire that the report of 
the committee be read. 
The report (by Mr. Curtis of Iowa) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4148) entitled ‘“‘A bill to license billiard and pool tables in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes,’ having fully considered the 
same, beg leave to submit a substitute, with the recommendation that it do 
pass, and that the original bill be laid upon the table. 

The present law on this subject only imposes a penalty for the keeping of 
billiard tables, pool tables, etc., for public use, profit, or gain. Under the 
decision of the courts the present law is essentially a revenue law, a tender 
of the tax is a constructive payment, and persons paying the tax or tender- 
ing the same are permitted to carry on the business without a license. The 
authorities are thus denied the power to prevent the conduct of such busi 
ness by improper persons or at unsuitable places. This bill is designed to 
impose a penalty on persons doing said business without a license, and to 


provide necessary authority to exclude unworthy applicants by refusing | 


to license them. 

This bill differs from the original bill as recommended by the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia only in the following particulars: 

First. The committee add to section 2 the following provision: 


“That in all cases of refusal of said assessor to grant said license, or upon | 


written protest of a majority or more of the property owners or residents of 
the block in which it is proposed to grant such license, an appeal may be taken 
pb Commissioners of the District of Columbia, whose decision shall be 
nal,’ 
Second. The committee change section 4 of the bill by adding after the word 
“alleys,” in the tenth line, the words “ where spirituous, vinous, or malt 


liquors are sold,” thus providing that it shall not be unlawful for the said | 


proprietors of said tables, etc., to permit persons under 21 years of age to 
play at said games or visit such places where spirituous, vinous, or malt 
quors are not sold. 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I notice an error of the 
printer in the tenth line of the fourth section. There should be 


an amendment after the word ee It should read instead of | 


“pool rooms, saloons, bowling alleys,” ‘‘pool or billiard rooms”; 
insert the words “‘or billiards” between the words “pool” and 
“rooms,” in the tenth line. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that amendment will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One moment. What change is made in the 
existing law by this bill? 

_Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I will briefly explain the 
ill. The present law upon this subject is chapter 40 of section 
29, and is as follows: 


Proprietors of billiard tables, bagatelle, and jenny lind tables, for public 
hire and gain, and shuffle boards, shall pay $10 annually for each table or 





pool table, or any table upon which legitimate | 
games are played, in any saloon, room, or place of business within the District | 
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It will be seen by the provisions of the law that the authorities 
are denied the power to prevent the location of such billiard tables 
or pool tables in undesirable places and by unsatisfactory persons. 
Under the decision of the courts the present law is essentially a 
revenue law, and the tender of the tax is construed a constructive 
payment; hence the bill is unanimously recommended by the Com- 
missioners, and the substitute recommended by the Commission- 
ers only differs from the original bill in two particulars, which 
are named in the bill. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the bill is thor- 
oughly well understood. If any gentleman present desires to ask 
any question I shall be pleased to respond. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman a ques- 
| tion or two in regard to this bill. Does the law of the District of 
| 
| 


Columbia at the present time permit the running of a billiard 
table in the same room where liquors are sold? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I think it does. 

Mr. RAY. Well, now, does your bill that you now report and 
| ask to have passed and which is being considered, permit the run- 
| ning of pool tables and billiard tables in the same room where 
| liquors are sold? 
| Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. There is no change in the present law 
in that regard. The only law that I have been able to discover in 
the statutes upon this subject is the one which I read, by which 
it will be seen that parties who desire to do so may establish bil- 
| liard rooms anywhere, and the authorities of the District are de- 
nied the power to prevent the location of such billiard tables, pool 
tables, or bagatelle tables anywhere within the precincts of the 
clty. 

Mr. RAY. Well, I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that the passage 
of any measure by the American Congress which either directly 
or impliedly permits the conduct of a pool table or a billiard table 
or anything of that kind in the same room where liquors are ver- 
mitted to besold isvery objectionable. In the State of New York 
we have prohibited it and the result has been great good. In my 
judgment there is nothing more detrimental to the interests, to 
the peace and harmony of society, nothing more detrimental to 
| the young men of the country, than permitting the conduct of 
| pool tables, billiard tables, and other games and amusements of 
| that character in the same room where liquor is sold. These 
| games bring the young men together, who get excited; then the 
temptation is to ask each other to ‘‘ have a drink,” and the result 
is demoralization, especially of the young men, and frequently 
intoxication and the commission of crime. I believe, therefore, 
that the Committee on the District of Columbia would do the 
people of this District a great good if they would so amend this 
bill as to prohibit absolutely the conduct of a billiard table or a 
pool table, or anything of that character, in the same room where 
liquors are permitted to be sold. What objection can there be 
to an amendment of that kind? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Thecommittee in considering this matter did 
| not take up the excise question atall. Thatis an entirely different 
| subject, having no relation to this bill. Under the present law 
the Commissioners have no authority to deny a license for a bil- 
liard room. Anybody can tender his money and obtain a license 
authorizing him to open a billiard room. The committee have 
stated clearly why the pending bill is necessary, and I hope the 
gentleman will not embarrass its passage by insisting upon such an 
amendment. If he would put his proposition into a separate bill I 
would heartily support it, but the pending measure is avery neces- 





sary one and I trust the gentleman will not delay its passage by 
trying to amend it in that way. Let him prepare a separate bill 
; and I can promise him that it will receive the prompt considera- 


tion of the committee. 
| Mr.RAY. Bat, Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, the Committee 
| on the District of Columbia is by this bill dealing with the subject 
of pool and billiard tables. Is not that true? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes, sir; but not with the question of liquor 
selling; not with the excise law. 
| Mr. RAY. It seems to me that while we are dealing with the 


subject of pool and billiard tables we might as well legislate 
wisely upon that subject, might as well strike at the evil, if an 
evil exists, and it certainly is conceded by the chairman of the 
committee, and will, I think, be conceded by all good men, that 


the conduct of billiard tables or pool tables ought not to be per- 
| mitted in any room where liquors are sold. I do not believe that 
a prohibition such as I have suggested in the form of an amend- 
ment will embarrass this measure in any way; and as the chair- 
man of the committee concedes that if the amendment were in the 
form of an independent measure he would heartily support it, I 
can see no good reason why he should not support it now, or why 
| it should not be adopted. I therefore move that the pending bill 
| be amended by striking out of section 4, commencing in line 5 of 
that section, the words: 

To allow any person under the age of 21 years to play at any game of bil 
liards, pool, shuffleboard, or any game that may be played on such tabies or 
boards. or play at bowls on said alleys, or permit such persons to come into 
or remain in their pooi rooms, saloons, or bowling alleys, where sp.rituous, 
vinous, or malt liquors are sold. 
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And insert in lieu thereof the words: 
aor to allow to be sold on said premises spirituous, vinous, or malt 

quors, 

That amendment will have a tendency to correct the evil of 
which I have spoken, It can do no harm and it will certainly re- 
sult in very great good. It ought to be the law of this District. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, permit me to read the section as it will read 
if this amendment is adopted: 

Sec. 4. That it shall not be lawful for the proprietors of billiard tables, pool 
tables, telle tables, jenny lind tables, or other tables of the kind men- 
tioned in the first section of this act, shuffleboards and bow alleys, kept 
for public hire and gain in the District of Columbia, to sell or to allow to be 
sold on said premises, spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors; and all such places 
shall be closed duri entire twenty-four hours of each and every Sun- 
oer, and also during the hours that barrooms are required to be close 

ny person violating the provisions of this section shall, on conviction, be 
Eoeddition tortett bls or her Hocnas, to dhe Sisayetien of the Cemanieaeners 
of the District of Columbia. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman 
that hisamendmentisvery broad, It says ‘‘ on the said premises.” 
The question is, what will be held to included in the word 
“ premises.” I understand the gentleman’s object is to prevent 
the playing of these games in the same room where liquor is sold, 
and I suggest that, if he will, he modif y hisamendment in that way. 
I do not suppose there will be any objection to it. ‘‘ Premises” 
might mean a whole block. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, if I had my way I would not permit 
the sale of any kind of intoxicating liquor in the same building 
where pool, billiards, or any of these games are conducted, but 
my present purpose is to prevent the sale of spirituous, vinous, or 
malt liquors in the same room where these games are carried on, 
or in any room conuected therewith and opening into such room. 
I will modify my amendment, if that is acceptable, so that in- 
stead of the words ‘“‘to be sold on said premises” the language 
ov be ‘‘to be sold in the same room or in a room opening out 
of ,” etc. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Will the gentleman please put his amend- 
ment in ee 

Mr. RAY. I will doso. I do not think the committee will op- 
pose an amendment prohibiting the sale of liquors in the same 
room or in any room connected with or opening out of a room in 
which any of these games are conducted. 

The amendment of Mr. Ray, having been reduced to writing, 
was read, as follows: 

In section 4 strike out all after the words “ District of Columbia,” in line 5, 
down to and including the word “sold,” in line 11, and insert the following: 
“To sell or to allow to be sold in the same room or a room connected wit: 
= ans out of or t to such room spirituous, vinous, or malt 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, allow me to state the evil which 
this bill was introduced to correct. Under the present law the 
authorities of the District have no control of billiard rooms and 
that class of establishments mentioned in the bill. The purpose 
of this bill was to give such control that these establishments 
might be under eae ions. I fear that the amend- 
ment just read would not only defeat the inal pu of the 
bill, but would interfere with nearly every licensed in the 
city where liquor is sold, er many of the hotels. I hope 
the amendment will not be adop 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I can not see how the adoption of this 
amendment is to interfere with any of the ri of hotel 
and saloon keepers in this District, nor can | see how it will peril 
ee pene: Se Ter Weare now by this legislation 
a irectly with pool tables, billiard , Shuffle boards, 
and all other kinds of machinery found in places which are largely 
resorted to ay eS ee appliances 
being quite iar tome. While we are dealing with this 
subject, it seems to me that we ought to deal with it sensibly 
and properly, in the interest of , and, I might say, of de- 
cency. 

Mr. Speaker, every man in this House will concede that spiritu- 
ous and malt liquors ought not to be sold in the same room or on 
the same ises the shuffle boards, billiard tables, etc., 
are pl for public use, where yo men are invited to con- 

te; where they do congregate. liquors are sold at all it 
ought to be done in a room where no other business is conducted 
cr carried on, unless it be to sell liquors in connection with the 
serving of meals. 


Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman think there is any greater 
objection to selling liquor in the places to which he refers than to 
seliing it in the House of tatives? 

Mr. RAY. I have not discovered, Mr. 
or malt liquors are sold in the House of Represen 
gentleman has discovered that fact I trust he will make it known 
to the members of this House, so that we can cure the evil. 

But I am opposed, and I trust this House is opposed, to the 
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enactment of any law that will directly or impliedly permit the 
conduct of any of these tables to which the bill refers in the samo 
room where intoxicating liquors are sold. To allow any such 
thing is a recognition by the American Congress of the doctrin. 
that young men may be corrupted at will and without hindrance 
in the District of Columbia. It is the recognition of a bad prin- 
ciple—— 

ir. BABCOCK. Does the gentleman understand that the lan- 
guage he proposes to strike from this bill by his amendment was 
what the subcommittee, after two weeks of patient examination, 
inserted in the bill to prevent minors going into rooms wher: 
billiard tables are used, whether liquor is soldthere or not? Th: 

subject has been carefully considered by the Senate committee a1 
a measure identically the same as this has been reported at tho 
other end of the Capitol. But the gentleman’s amendment strike 
from the bill the language which our committee has considere:| 
absolutely necessary to protect minors—to keep them out of rooms 
where liquors are sold. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. ker, I did not have the pleasure of partici- 
pating in the consultations of this committee. But there will })o 
no harm done to the young men of this country by permittine 
them to visit a room where billiards are played, if that place is . 
proper place, and if it is disconnected from vicious associations— 
if these tables are conducted at places where intoxicating liquors 
are not sold, Shut out intoxicating liquors from these billiar: 
rooms and you may let our young men gather there with perfec 
impunity; they will suffer noharm. But if you permit the sal: 
of liquors of any character in rooms where you allow billiards 1, 
be played, and these other tables to be conducted, it will be in 
vain that you attempt to shut out young men. 

The penalty proposed in this bill for the violation of section 4 
is entirely aiseraie. The penalty is merely $5. Who woul 
pay any regard to a law with so trivial a penalty? If a boy of 5, 
10, 12, or 14 years of age should visit one of these places it might 
not be noticed; but suppose that a child 10 years of age should 
stray into a billiard room, would the gentleman from Wisconsin 
{[Mr. Bascock] fine him? 

What is the object of keeping young men under 21 years of 
age out of a billiard room? Is there anything wrong, immoral, or 
vicious in simply playing billiards? I think not. The vice lies in 

rmitting billiards to be played and these tables to be conducted! 
in the same room or rooms where liquors of any description arv 
sold, where vicious associations are met. 

The bill will be vastly improved by striking out the language to 
which I have directed attention and by inserting the proposition 
embraced in my amendment. The interests of young men wil) be 
conserved, the interest of all citizens of this District will be pro- 
moted. It will be a step in the right direction. It wil! not inter- 
fere with the rights of any man in the District of Columbia or 0/ 
any minor in this District. The adoption of the amendment will 
carry happiness, I think, to all the firesides and homes of this Dis- 
trict as well as to many ple just outside of the District. 

Now, Iam not a Prohibitionist; I am not a temperance crank; 
but I do have an interest in the young men all over this land; I do 
have an interest in the young men dwelling in this city, and I 
do not care whether they are just under 21 years, or whether 
they have beyond the age of 21; I do not care whether the 
persons who visit billiard rooms be gray-headed or boys upon 
whose cheeks bloom the tints of youth. I say that wherever }bil- 
liards are played, wherever shuffle boards are conducted, wherever 
any of these games are permitted to be carried on, we should pro- 
hibit the sale of all intoxicating liquors of every description, a1! 
at any rate, Mr. , with all due respect and deference t 
the committee, with all due consideration for their labors, I shall 
ask that the sense of the House be tested on this question whether 
or not the Congress of the United States will permit the sale of 
any kind of intoxicating liquors in the same room and in the same 
place where billiards and similar games are allowed to be played. 

Let the saloon stand on its own legs. Let the billiard rooms 
stand on their merits; let the attractions and benefits of this 
amusement be its recommendation and attract its patronage if 
you will, but keep these places free from the contaminating influ- 
ences of the bar room and the sale of intoxicating liquors. The 
world is moving, and in many of the States the law is as this 
amendment proposes to establish it here in the District of Colum- 
bia. This Co can not keep step with the general advance- 
ment of morality and intelligence better than by adopting this 
amendment and showing that it is sound on the saloon question 
as well as on the tariff and money questions. 

¥ . Mr. Speaker, I have heard no argument pre- 
sented by the tleman m New York in favor of his amend- 
ment that would in any way make up for the provision stricken 
from the bill. Isincerely hope the amendment will not be adopted; 
and now I move the previous question on the bill and the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PICKLER, I hope the gentleman will not do that until wo 
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have a little more understanding of what this bill contemplates. 
“The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the previous ques- 

tion. x 

The rious question was ordered. 

- Bre SIUS. May we have the amendment again reported, 
Mr. Speaker? . 

The amendment was again read. ae 

The question_was. taken on the amendment; and on a division 
(demanded by Mr. Ray) there were—ayes 61, noes 60. 

So the amendment was adopted. ; 

The question recurred on the engrossment and third reading of 
tae Ot SICKLER. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. Debate has been closed by order of the House, 
the previous question having been ordered. , 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not wish debate, but simply to ask a 

stion. E : 
oe W ALSH. Would a motion to recommit be in order at this 
Othe SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. WALSH. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia with instructions 
to give persons interested in the matter in the District a hearing. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I hope that motion will not carry. It seems 
hardly necessary. : , 

The motion to recommit was rejected. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the bill H. R. 
148 will be laid on the table. 


FALSE SWEARING, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. I call up for present consideration the bill 
(H. R. 2654) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to punish false 
swearing before trial boards of the Metropolitan police force and 
fire department of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved May 11, 1892. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled ‘“‘An act to punish false swearing 
before trial boards of the eg police force and fire department of the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved May 11, 18@, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“That hereafter any trial board of the Metropolitan police force and of the 
fire department of the District of Columbia shall have power to issue sub- 


ponas, attested in the name of the president of the Board of Commissioners | 


of the District of Columbia, to compel before it the attendance of witnesses 
upon any trial or proceedings authorized by the rules and regulations of the 
police force or of the fire department. 

“Sxc. 2. That any willful and corrupt false swearing on the part of any wit- 
ness or person giving evidence before any trial board mentioned in the pre- 
ceding section as to any material fact in ~_ ———- under the rules and 
regulations governing said police force and fire department shall be deemed 
perjury, an « shall be punished in the manner prescribed by law for such 
offense. 

“Seo. 8. That if any we having been first 
neglect or refuse to appear before any trial boar 
tion of this act, then, on the fact being reported by the major and superin- 
tendent of police, or chief of the fire dep ent, to one of the justices of the 
police court, it shall be the duty of that court to compel the attendance of such 
witness before such trial board in the same manner as witnesses are now com- 
pellable to appear before said court: Provided, That witnesses subpoenaed to 
appeat before said trial boards, other than those employed by the District of 

umbia, shall be entitled to the same fees as are now paid witnesses for at- 
tendance before the supreme court of the District of Columbia ” 


Mr. RICHARDSON. The object of this bill is simply to pro- 
vide that the law now in force for the punishment of false swear- 
ing before trial boards of the Metropolitan — shall be also 
extended to the fire department. It seems that in framing the 
original law this was left out, and that while provision was made 
for punishing false swearing before the police trial boards, false 
swearing before the trial boards of the fire department was not 
made punishable. The Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
ask this legislation, and I suppose there will be no objection to the 
passage of the bill. . 

I ask to incorporate with my remarks a letter from the District 

missioners, 

The letter is as follows: 

OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, January 14, 1396. 

Deak Str: The Commissioners have the honor to recommend favorable 
action on H. R. bill 2654, toamend an act entitled “ An act to punish false 
Swearing before trial boards of the Metropolitan police force and fire de- 
pertmens of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved May 

1, 1892, which was referred to them, at your instance, for their views thereon. 

The object of this amendment is to make applicable for false 
ae before boards of the fire department the penalities now pre- 
scribed for the like offense before police d ment trial boards. 

The Commissioners would be much gratified if this amendment should be 

mptly enacted, as the legislation it contemplates is necessary to the main- 
enance of proper discipline in the fire department. 
Very respectfully, JOHN W. ROSS, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon. J. W. BABcocK, 
Chairman Committee on the District cf Columbia, 
ss House of Representatives. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 

being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


penccnatiy. summoned, shall 
mentioned in the first sec- 








On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 





REASSESSMENT OF WATER-MAIN TAXES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (H.R. 
3279) to authorize the reassessment of water-main taxes in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Wisconsin, chairman of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, presents a bill which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and directed, in ail cases where water-main 
taxes or assessments in the District of Columbia may hereafter be quashed, 
set aside, or declared void by the supreme court of the said District, by rea- 
son of an imperfect or erroneous description of the lot or parcel of ground 
against which the same shall have been levied, or by reason of such tax or 
assessment not having been authenticated by the proper officer, or by a de- 
fective return of service of notice, or for any technical reason other than the 
right of thepublic authorities to levy the tax or lay the main in respect of 
which the assessment was levied, to reassess the lot or parcel of ground men- 
tioned in such defective assessment, with power tocollect the same according 
to existing law relating to the collection of assessments and taxes: Provided, 
That where such assessments shall be so quashed or declared void by said 
supreme court for the reasons above stated the reassessment herein provided 
for shall be made within ninety days from the judgment or decree of the 
court quashing such assessment or declaring the same void: ovided 
further, That such reassessments shall bear interest at the rate of 6 per cent 
per annum from the date the original assessment should have been paid had 
it not been quashed or set aside. 


The committee recommended an amendment to strike out the 
following: 


And provided further, That such reassessments shall bear interest at the 
rate of 6 per cent per annum from the date the original assessment should 
have been paid had it not been quashed or set aside. 


Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, this bill is intended to obviate a 
difficulty that occurs in cases where taxes have been assessed and 
the assessment set aside by the supreme court of the District. 
This bill provides for a reassessment of those taxes, and in order 
to more clearly set the facts before the House I ask the Clerk to 
read the report. 

The report (by Mr. HuLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to which was referred the bill 
(H. R. 3279) to authorize the reassessment of water-main taxes in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes, report as follows: 

The object of this bill is to obviate objections that might be urged to the 
reassessment of taxes upon property which has changed hands after the a: 
sessment had been quashed xy the courts and interests of innocent owners 
become involved. The equitable right of the District to reassess and collect 
taxes under such circumstances is unquestionable. Legislation of the char- 
acter recommended is advisable not only for the purpose of enabling the Dis- 
trict to recover revenue justly due it, but to save the District and owners of 
property assessed the trouble and expense incident to litigation to secure the 
removai of such assessments, as owners of property thus assessed would not 
be encouraged to resort to the courts for the vacation of taxes on grounds 
which would not prevent the authorities from reassessing them. 

The committee, however, recommend an amendment of the bill by strik- 
ing out all after the word “ void,” in the twenty-second line thereof, as fol 
Ows: 

“And provided further, That such reassessments shall bear interest at the 
rate of 6 per cent per annum from the date the original assessment should 
have been paid had it not been quashed or set aside.’ 

The committee fail to see the equity in charging interest upon reassess- 
ments from the date of original assessment. If the officers who are charged 
with the duty of levying taxes fail for any reason to make a legal assessment, 
the fault or failure should not be charged up against the property owner. 
It is the duty of the officers to make legal assessments. It is the right and 
privilege of the taxpayer to resist the payment of an illegal assessment. 

Your committee therefore unanimously recommend that the clause charg- 
ing interest on reassessments be stricken out, and, when so amended, that the 
bill do pass. 


Mr. BAKER of New Bampshire. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill what will be the practical effect if the 
judgment quashing the assessment has been announced more than 
ninety days before the passage of this act? Would that property 
go entirely clear? I refer to lines 17 to 21 on page 2, in which itis 
provided that— 

Where such assessments shall be so quashed or declared void by said su- 
preme court for the reasonsabove stated the reassessment herein provided for 
shall be made within ninety days from the judgment or decree of the court 
quashing such assessment or declaring the same void. 

Mr. HULICK, The provision is that where such assessments 
shall be so quashed or declared void by the courts the reassess- 
ment shall be made within ninety days. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I know; but that does not 
answer my question. Will the property be exempt in cases where 
assessments have been declared invalid more than ninety days 
before the passage of this act? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We can scarcely deal with matters of 
that kind which are already past. We are dealing with the 
future. It is not intended to make the bill retroactive. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The first portion of the bill 
is retroactive. 

Mr. HULICK. The object is to limit the time within which 
the reassessment shall be made. It shall not be left unlimited, 


And j 


and the committee thought that ninety days was a sufficient time 
for the making of these reassessments, so the property would not 
be subject to this reflection upon the title. 
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Mr. BAKER of New = my I agree entirely with the 
gentleman on that point, but my point is that if an original 
assessment was apa’ more than ninety days before the passage 
of this law would not that property go pens a exempt? 

Mr.HULICK. Why, certainly, and it would only have the same 
advantages that all ie met has had in the past. ere has been 
an embarrassment following the assessment of property, where 
the officers have by fault or neglect in some way failed to make a 
legal assessment, for instance, by failure to give the meet descrip- 
tion, or for any other technical reason, over which the owner of 
the naeeey has no control, and for the failure of which the owner 
of the pope should not be held yy 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. en it is not the purpose to 

into prior assessments? 

Mr. HULICK. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to call attention to the fact that 
the language in line 6 of the first section provides for assessments 
which may hereafter be quashed, and not prior assessments. 

Mr, HULICK. It does not affect questions of illegal assess- 
ments that have already been apon and set aside by the 
court. It is only to afford protection aguinst any complications 
in the future where assessments for any cause may be quashed. 

The committee thought further in regard to the matter that 
interest should not be charged upon reassessments that have been 
caused by failure or neglect of the officers to make proper descrip- 
tions or legal assessments. We have therefore recommended the 
adoption of the amendment set forth in the report, striking out 
the provision for charging interest on reassessments. It is not 
— ble; it is not just. 

he amendment recommended by the committee was earns to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MEDICAL COLLEGES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 5488) to 
ne hey for the incorporation and regulation of medical colleges 

the District of Columbia. : : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin, chairman of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, calls up a bill which 
will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any medical or dental col- 
lege claiming the authority to confer, or actually conferring, the degree of 
doctor of medicine, or doctor of dental surgery, not incorporated by a special 
act of Congress, to conduct its business in the District of Colum unless 
such college shall be tered by the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia an ted by them a written permit to commence or continue busi- 
ness in said District in compliance with the requirements of this act. 


Seco. 2. That it shall be the duty of the proper officers of any such college,” 


before commencing or poninatng Semnets, to apply to the said Commission- 
ers for registration and a permit to commence or continue business; and said 
Commissioners are hereby authorized and required to make such regulations 
concerning the form of such application, the evidence to be addu in sup- 
port thereof, and the method of such evidence as they may deem best 
and shall have power, and it shall be their duty, to give public notice of all 
heari upon such coeenirees and no ration and permit 
nted until after the Commissioners shall have, by the inquiry and hear- 
g hereinbefore provided for and such other inquiry as they may see fit to 
make, satisfied themselves that all such cal or dental colleges are fully 

uipped, both by the character and fitness of the faculty and the sufficiency 
of their appliances, to give suitable and sufficient instruction in the theory 
and practice of medicine or dental surgery. 

Seco. 3. That it shall be the duty of the p: officers of every medical or 
dental college not incorpora’ by a special act of Con which is now 
Coes been in said trict to apply or such certificate and registration 
within thirty days of the this act; and no such college hereafter 
sought to be opened in omit District shall commence business without first 
obtaining such roe and permit. 

Suc. 4. t such of the officers and of the faculty of any such medical or 
dental comet now in existence, and of every such college hereafter sought 
to be opened in said District, which shall continue or commence to offer in 
struction without first obtaining registration and permit, as hereinbefore 

rovided, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and u conviction 
Thereof in the police court of said District, upon an information similar to 
that filed in the case of violations of the police regulations made by the said 
Commissioners, shall be fined not less than twenty-five nor more than two 
hundred and fifty dollars, and in default of a fy oon thereof shall be im- 

risoned in the common jail of said District less than y wt Od 
han ninety days, said fines when collected to paid into the 
the United States to the credit of the District of Columbia. 
in any case when such action shall be necessary in the opinion 
missioners to give full effect to the intent of this act they 
shall have power, and it shall be their duty, to fiie in thesupreme court of the 
District of Columbia, in the name of the said District, a in equity against 
the proper parties praying an injunction against the opening or continuance 
of any such college not registered and ted a t as aforesaid; and 
jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon such court to and determine such 
causes. 

Src. 6. That all acts and parts of acts and all charters heretofore obtained by 
any medical or dental college under the tion laws in force 
in said District, so far as inconsistent with this act, are hereby repealed. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 


ODELL}. 
Mr. LL. Mr. 8 , I should like to ask the chairman of 
des eon of wax Shghes Quay SiMe petra or winias ‘poets 
6 laws of our gen prevent or preven 
ticlng medicine or dentistry? 


improper persons from prac or 
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Mr. BABCOCK. Iwill say to the gentleman from 
that this is not a bill regulating the prac.‘ce of medic} 
surgery, but it is for the incorporation of medical colleges 
eral incorporation law. 

Mr. HALL. I did not hear the resding of the bill, and | 
to know about that. 

Mr. CANNON. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a qy 

Mr. ODELL. I have the bill in charge. 

Mr. CANNON. Isthe gentleman going to make a st. 
about it? 

Mr. ODELL. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. ODELL. This bill, with one of a similar character pow 
pending before Congress, has for its object the regulation «f anq 
also raising the standard of the medical fraternity in the |)\stricy 
of Columbia. This bill under consideration is a substitute {or tho 
bill H. R. 2656. The difference between the original bill 111 jh 
bill under consideration is that it includes the dental frater)ity as 
well as the members of the medical profession. Under existine 
law medical colleges can be incorporated either through direct ac: 
of Congress or under a general law, and it is for the purjose of 
reaching the latter class that this bill is designed. It is in jar. 
mony with laws that are in force in the different States. It vives 
to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia supery isory 
“cia so that they may be satisfied at all times that the ¢oj. 
eges are institutions that should issue diplomas for the jractice 
of medicine within the District of Columbia. Under the vencra] 
law any number or variety of medical colleges may be ore: nized 
without any supervisory power, after they have complie! with 
the original requirements. This bill gives supervision to the Dis. 
trict Commissioners, who are authorized at all times to supervise 
and regulate any medical college not incorporated under s)ecial 
act of Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, thereare a numberof colleges now inex. 
istence in the District of Columbiaincorporated under genera! law? 

Mr. ODELL. Only three. 

Mr. CANNON. hat are those? 

Mr. ODELL. They are the National University, the National 
an Medical Society, and the White Cross University of 

cience. 

Mr. CANNON. Are there any dental colleges in the District 
incorporated under general law? 

Mr. ODELL. No, sir; I think not. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, why require these three colleges to 
appear before the District Commissioners before they can proceed 
with business? They are incorporated under the general law 

Mr. ODELL. Simply because, I will say tothe gentleman from 
Illinois, their diplomas are worthless in every State in the United 
States; and we thought that the health of the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was as worthy of consideration as the health 
of the people in New York or in Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. Why are they worthless? 

Mr.ODELL. Simply because they are not accepted as dij lomas 
by the medical faculty in other States, and are thus discridited 
because they are not under the direction of a competent super- 
visory board. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to ask, for information, if these three 
institutions that are now in existence are not incorporate: under 
the general law? As I understand, they are. 

Mr. ODELL. That is my understanding. 

Mr. CANNON. This morning when a special act was )issed 
under the charge of the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. Kict- 
ARDSON], giving a special charter to the National University, lie 
stated, as I apprehended, that that was passed in view of an act 
that was to pass. Is this the one? 

Mr. ODELL. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. But thisspecial act passed without know! |ge, 
so far as I know, certainly without any upon my part. is 0 
whether this institution that it is proposed to give a special! char- 
ter to has equities or merits to take it out of the general |iw that 
it is now pro to pass—— 

Mr. ODELL. I would say to the gentleman from Mlin0's that 
I believe in the case he mentions the standard is all that could 
be desired, but it is also true that the standard of medic:! «l- 
leges in the District of Columbia has become a byword «iii re 
proach among themedical fraternity throughout the United S!1'es, 
and it is to prevent the incorporation of just such institut)1s'2 
the future that we require that they shall have supervision. lich 
will give them a standing and will give to the students w/v Tr 
ceive diplomas from such institutions the right to practic" 
und examinations in any State in the Union. 

Mr. CANNON. Does my friend think it wise to enact |-1s!0- 
tion the proposed enactment of which—the proposed enact!” 
of which, before it is ever considered in the House—bre's 
— act to give a special charter to a medical college that 

erwise come under its terms? Is not that pretty con: 
evidence of the unwisdom of this act? 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman will let me answer that. 
They do not object to the general law. The National University 
which was chartered this morning does not object to this amend- 
ment at all. They simply want it because they have been in opera- 
tion for twenty years. As itnowis any five gentlemen can associ- 
ate themselves together and obtain a charter under the general law; 
and the idea was to make this law, which would operate to prevent 
institutions of that kind from doing business or carrying on their 
business without special permit of the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I wish to say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that the president, or the gentleman supposed to be the president, 
of one of these institutions named appeared before the commit- 
tee and said that they neither had a building, faculty, nor students, 
and still they are an incorporated medical college of the District 
of Columbia, with the right to issue diplomas. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. ODELL. I would like to qualify that statement so far as 
the National University is concerned. As I understand, that is a 
reputable college, but there are others here that are not in good 
standing. At thehearing before the District Committee evidence 
was given as to one of these institutions that the only students 
it had ever graduated were two, one of whom was president of 
the college. Now, the gentleman must concede that such an 
institution as that should not be allowed to exist. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave no desire that any bogus colleges shall 
exist, but it does strike me that if there be a reputable college, in- 
corporated under a general law, having a building, professors, and 
appliances, and actually engaged in the business of turning out 
doctors with diplomas, it ought not to be necessary for an insti- 
tution of that kind to come in and avoid the investigation before 
the District Commissioners that is here referred to. 

Mr. ODELL. I think that this bill has the approbation of the 
medical fraternity of the District, and they generally regard it as 
for the good of the profession. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; all the physicians of the established 
schools of medicine favor it, and the District Commissioners ap- 

rove it. 

. Mr. CANNON. I suppose there ought to be some safeguards 
thrown around the turning out of those who are to exercise the 
healing art, butt there is great danger that those who claim that 
they are highly educated in that line and that other people are not 
may use this legislation as an engine of oppression. In the legal 
profession I have always believed that about as good a way as any 
was to let everybody practice law that thought he could get cli- 
ents, because men are not apt to secure clients unless they demon- 
strate their competency; but it is possible that there ought to be 
some special safeguards thrown around the medical profession. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will say to the gentleman that in his own 
State the course required for admission to the medical profession 
has recently been changed, so that now a course of three years of 
eight or nine months in each year is required instead of a two 
years’ course of five months in each year. That is the standard 
which now prevails in the State of Dlinois. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that; but let me say to the gen- 
tleman in reply that I am satisfied that as a rule no one school of 
medicine could found a college easily if it had to pass under the 
fire and supervision of those attached to another school of medi- 
cine, because the manner in which we are to be taken off, or the 
manner in which our taking off is to be prevented, is a matter 
about which there is very great difference of opinion between the 
several schools. [Laughter.}] I simply wanted to be certain be- 
fore this bill passed that there was no danger of setting up a war 
between those who would cure us without medicine and those 
who would cure us with medicine, because [ have never been 
—! sure myself which of the several schools of medicine was 

e best. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This bill has the approbation of the leading 
doctors of the different schools in this District. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know the object of 
section 4 of this bill. Is it to prevent the enlightenment of man- 
kind, to prevent the spread of education and intelligence? 

Mr. ODELL. No; it is to carry out the provisions of the bill as 
moo ongmaga in the preceding sections, and to provide a proper 
penaity. 

Mr.RAY. But is not section 4 entirely unnecessary in order to 
carry out the provisions in the preceding part of the bill? Sec- 
tion 4, as I read it, a provides that it shall be unlawful for 

ms being the officers or belonging to the faculty of any med- 
ical or dental college now in existence in this District to teach 
medicine, or to teach anything else, to give instruction of any 
kind in any branch of learning without first having obtained a 
license as ge in this bill. 

Mr. ODELL. That applies to any medical or dental college not 

general act of Congress. 


incorporated iy 
Mr. RAY. But what good reason is there why the members of 
the faculty of these colleges should not go on instructing people 
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in medical or dental science’ Why make it a crime for them to 
give instruction? You have already by this bill prohibited them 
or the college to which they belong from granting diplomas. 

Mr. ODELL. But suppose they do grant diplomas, what then? 
That is the case provided for in section 4, and is, I submit, a just 
and proper restraint. 


Mr. RAY. But you have provided in other sections of the bill, 
under penalty, that they shall not grant diplomas. Under section 
4 you provide— 

That such of the officers and of the faculty of any such medical or dental 
college now in existence, and of every such college hereafter sought to be 
opened in said District, which shall continue or commence to offer instrue- 
tion without first obtaining registration and permit, as hereinbefore pro- 
vided, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon convict thereof 


in the police court of said District, upon an information similar to that filed 
in case of violations of the police regulations made by the said Commissioners, 
shall be fined not less than twenty-five nor more than two hundred and fifty 
dollars, and in default of payment thereof shall be imprisored in the common 
jail of said District not less than thirty nor more than ninety days 

That is what youdo. You first make it a criminal offense for 
these duly incorporated institutions, or for the officers or faculty 
of these institutions as such, to give instruction in medical or 
dental science, or in anything else, and grant diplomas without a 
license. Now, what objection can you have to these people, as 
plain individuals, giving instruction in dental science, for example? 

Mr. ODELL. If these colleges are up to the standard and will 
obey the provisions of the law, they will have no trouble. The 
law provides how they may get permits. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; if any such college choos; to 
and get registration and a permit the penalties will not apply. 

Mr. RAY. Suppose the Commissioners of the District will not 
grant a permit? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then they ought not to have it. 

Mr. RAY. Why not? Suppose a duly incorporated college of 
medicine or of dentistry in the State of New York, or the State of 
Maine, or Massachusetts—an institution up to the standard of the 
State to which it belongs—should locate here— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Inthat case there would not be any trouble, 

Mr. RAY. Or should come here and simply propose to give in- 
struction in medical or dental science. What objection could there 
be to that? They would not grant diplomas. 

Mr.ODELL. The objection is that while one good college might 
come here half a dozen poor ones might also come, and those half 
a dozen poor ones might do more harm than the other institu- 
tion, which is up to the standard, could do good. We propose to 
treat them all alike. They must come in and take their chances. 

Mr. HULICK. The inquiry of the gentleman from New York 

Mr. Ray], as I understand, is this: If a medical institution of 
New York or of Ohio, or some other State—an institution recog- 
nized by the laws of those States—should come here to instruct in 
medical science, why should they not be permitted to doso? Cer- 
tainly they should be if these instructors are well qualified, are 
seonaabend by the laws of their respective States as qualified to 
give instruction, and are licensed by their State, because all of 
the States and Territories, I believe—at least 43—require such 
licenses. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Forty-seven. 

Mr. HULICK. Yes; 47 of them require licenses of this kind. 
Now, if any reputable medical or dental association or college 
should come into this District and hold themselves out to the world 
to give instruction, why should they not be required to go to the 
District Commissioners and obtain a permit to do so? 

If only reputable and legitimate institutions should come here 
from the various States to give instruction, then there might not 
be any necessity for such a measure as this. But what wouldthe 


go 


| gentleman from New York think if a man calling himself ‘‘a uni- 


versity” should appear here and acknowledge that his institution 
embraced merely himself as president and one other man as the 
faculty—suppose such a ‘‘university,” without standing, without 
character, should hold itself out to the world as competent to teach 
medical science in this District, andshould invite medical students 
to come and be taught, would not the gentleman think we ought 
to protect the citizens of this District against such an institu- 
tion, existing as a ‘‘university” only upon paper? Now, a fact 
of just that kind was brought to the attention of the committee. 
Therefore it is quite evident that persons representing such insti- 
tutions which may undertake to give medical instruction in this 
District should be required to go to the Commissioners for alicense 
before being allowed to proclaim to the world that they are pre- 
pared to educate students in medical science. It seems to me 
there can be no objection to such a requirement. 

Mr. RAY. Perhaps there is not; but it struck me as a novel 
proposition to make it a crime, as one section of this bill proposes 
to do, for the officers or faculty of a medical or dental college as 
individuals to simply teach medicine in the District of Columbia 
without a permit. 

Mr. HULICK. The offense aimed at is teaching as a medical 
college or university, teaching in that capacity; and it ought to 
be declared a crime by Congress for one or two or any number 
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of men to come here and om to the world that they have a 
university or a college and are qualified and authorized to teach 
medical science, when in fact they could not obtain recognition 
anywhere, in any State, if their true character were known. 

fr. BABCOCK. It would necessarily follow, if they were 
allowed to teach, that they would issue diplomas. 

Mr. RAY. Not at all; because your bill prohibits that, and I 
have no objection to the prohibition. 

Mr. HULICK. Let me say that there is nothing in this bill 
which would prohibit one man or a dozen men, or more, to come 
into this District and teach medical science as individuals; but 
they ought not to be permitted to come here and call themselves 
a medical university or college, and offer to give instruction as 
such in medical science. Whether a corporate body or not, they 
should be prohibited from publishing themselves in the news- 
papers as authorized to give instruction. Such advertisements 
can be seen now in almost every issue of our daily papers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And they undertake to confer degrees. 

Mr. HULICK. Certainly; they claim to teach medical science, 
to issue diplomas, confer degrees, and, as the main object in view, 
to get money out of the people. 

Mr. PAYNE. They “steal the livery of heaven to serve the 
devil in.” nee s 

Pw HULICK. Well, I will not say they will “steal the livery 
of heaven ”—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, the livery of the District of Columbia. 

Mr, HULICK. But they come here to obtain money from citi- 
zens of the District without giving a proper return therefor. The 
object of the bill, it seems to me, is very commendable. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Ifthe gentleman from New York will listen 
a moment, I think I can make this matter clear. The first section 
of the bill, to which I call his attention, provides that— 

It shall be unlawful for any medical or dental college claiming the authority 
to confer, or actually conferring, the degree of doctor of medicine, or doctor of 
dental surgery, not incorporated by a special act of Congress, to conduct its 
business in the District of Columbia, unless such college shall be registered 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and granted by them a 
written permit to commence or contmue business in said District in com- 
pliance with the requirements of this act. 

Now take the fourth section in connection with that—— 

Mr. RAY. Let me ask the gentleman whether the whole propo- 
Bition is not covered by section 1? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I hope the gentleman will wait a moment. I 
want to call his attention to the language of section 4: 

That such of the officers and of the faculty of any such medical or dental 
college now in existence, and of every such college hereafter sought to be 
opened in said district— 

This does not refer to a single man or a body of individuals who 
may undertake to _ instruction without claiming to be the 
officers or faculty of a college or university— 
which shall continue or commence to offer instruction without first obtain- 
ing registration and permit, as hereinbefore provided, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and wpon conviction thereof in the police court of said Dis- 
trict, upon an information similar to that filed in the case of violations of the 


— regulations made by the said Commissioners, shall be fined not less 
han twenty-five nor more than two hundred and fifty dollars, ete. 


If these two sections be read in connection with each other it 
will be found that the prohibition and the eee no apply 
directly to the officers and faculty “of any such medical or dental 
college”’—not to individuals as such. 

Mr. RAY. I have read the two sections; and the reading of 
them has suggested my criticism. Section 1 prohibits the college 
or society, or whatever you may call it, from carrying on its busi- 
ness here at all as a college or society. Thatapplies to the associ- 
ation, and of course prohibits all of the officers of the society or 
incorporation, whichever you may call it, from carrying on the 
business of the incorporation or society by whatever name you 
may call it; and that covers the whole subject. Now, you are not 
satisfied with that; you are not satisfied with what you have done. 
You are not satisfied with driving the association out of business, 
aud with outlawing the college, but you go further and attempt 
to strike down the officers of the faculty as individuals. Havin 
prohibited the college from doing anything, you also outlaw an 

roceed to attack the officers as individuals, teiling them if they 

ave the impertinenceto undertake to teach medicine or dentistr 
or — of that kind in the District of Columbia they shall 
be felons, criminals, subject to fine and punishment under the 
provisions of this act. You prevent their giving private lessons. 

Mr. Speaker, there is not a lawyer who has studied this bill 


who will not say at the first glance that that is the effect of it— 


first to strike down the college or society, whateverit may be, and 
having done that, in the second place to prevent any of the officers 
connected with it from teaching medicine or dentistry again in 
the District of Columbia as individuals. 

Mr. ODELL. Oh, no, the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. RAY. No, I am not; is the logical and legal construc- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. HULICK. Why, if the gentleman will allow me, I will 
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call his attention to section 4, and if the gentleman will examiye 
that section he will hardly make the contention he does. It says: 

Sec. 4. That such of the officers and of the faculty of any such medica] o> 
dental college now in existence, and of every such Soliage hereatter sought 
to be opened in said District, which shall continue or commence to off, 
struction without first obtaining registration and permit, as hereinbet 
provided, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor. 

Now, unless you reach the individuals who undertake to form a 
corporate body for this purpose you can not punish the corpora- 
tion, which lawyers know have no souls, and sometimes no bodies. 

Mr. RAY. I deny the proposition that lawyers have no souls, 

a HULICK. Iwas talking about corporations having 10 
souls. 

Mr. RAY. Iagree that corporations are usually soulless. But 
every lawyer knows that when you have prohibited an associ:- 
tion, corporation, or society from doing a thing you have pro- 
hibited every officer of that corporation from doing tke act pro- 
hibited in the name of the corporation, and if he attempts to do 
the prolibited act in the name of the corporation or as a corpora 
tion, he becomes liable to whatever penalties may be affixed. 
Therefore you have prohibited all you seek to prohibit by section |. 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman from New York allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HULICK. How would you punish the officers or agents of 
an association of any kind which was prohibited by law from 
doing an act, unless you acted with reference to them as thouch 
they were individuals? 

Mr. RAY. But you have provided by section 1 that the penal- 
ties for violating section 1 shall not only be imposed on the socicty 
or college, but on each individual officer of it. , 

Mr. McCULLOCH. I would like to make a suggestion to the 
gentleman from New York, with his consent. Suppose in line 4 
of section 4, after the word “instruction,” you insert the words 
‘‘in such capacity.” Would that not obviate the difficulty the 
gentleman suggests? 

Mr. RAY. Well, I donot know that I have any objection | 
ticularly to the bill asit stands. Onlyitseemsto ime, as [have said 
that it undertakes to go even further than the committee desires to 
go. The amendment suggested will obviate the trouble, I think. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. That insertion would make them lia)le, 
not as individuals teaching, but as individual professors under- 
taking to teach in violation of this law. 

Mr. RAY. It seemed to me to be rather drastic legislation to 
prohibit a college of this character from teaching, and then turn 
round and strike at the officers of the faculty as individuals. 

Mr. ODELL. I disagree with the gentleman from New York, 
if he will pardon me for the interruption. I think the proper 
interpretation is that the punishment would only operate when 
the officers and faculty continue to act as such, and violate the 


aw. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 4, line 4, after the word “instruction” by inserting “in 
such capacity.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ODELL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution: 

Resoived, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the annou: 
eat of the death of Hon. W. H. Cratn, late a Representative from the State 
of Texas. 

Resolved, That « committee of three Senators be appointed by the presiding 
officer to join the committee appointed on the part of the House of Repre 
sentatives to take order for superintending the funeral of the deceased 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. ; 

In pursuance of the foregoing resolution, the Vice-President appointed as 
said committee Mr. Mirus, Mr. GALLINGER, and Mr. KYLE. 

When, as an additional mark of respect, the Senate adjourned. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed joint resolution 
(S. R. 43) authorizing and directing the Secretary of Agriculture 
to purchase and distribute seeds, bulbs, etc., as has been done in 
preceding years; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requeste 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN. 
one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President had 
approved and signed bills and resolutions of the following titles: 

Fe 11, 1896: 
An act (H. R. 5566) to prohibit prize fighting and pugilism and 
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fights between men and animals, and to provide penalties therefor, 
in the Territories and District of Columbia; _ ; 

An act (H. R. 173) to provide American registers for the barks 
Minde and Johan Ludwig; 
~ Joint resolution (H. Res. 103) to authorize the Attorney-General 
to transfer to William Henry Clifford a portrait of the late Mr. 
Justice Clifford, now in the Department of Justice; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 66) to supply the Department of State 
with documents. 





JOHN L. WALLER. 
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The Speaker laid before the House the following message from | 


the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, in answer to the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of December 28, 1895, a report from the Secretary of State, accom 
panied by copies of correspondence and other papers in regard to the case 
of John L. Waller, a citizen of the United States, at present in the custody 
of the French Government. — ; 

It will be seen upon examination, as would of course be expected, that 
there isa slight conflict of evidence upon some of the features of Mr. Wal- 
ler’s case. Nevertheless, upon a fair and just consideration of all the facts 


and circumstances as presented, and especially in view of Mr. Waller's own | 


letters, the conclusions set forth in the report of the Secretary of State do 
not appear to admit of any reasonable doubt, nor to leave — to the Execu- 
tive any other course of action than that adopted and acted upon as therein 
stated. " a s : 

It is expected that Mr. Waller's release from imprisonment will be imme- 


iately forthcoming. 
— GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 11, 1896. 


The message, with the accompanying documents, was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AFFAIRS IN CUBA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States: 


To ihe House of Representatives: 

In response to the resolution of the House of Representatives of December 
28 last, as follows: 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to communicate to the 
House of Representatives, if not inconsistent with the — interests, copies 
of all correspondence relating to affairs in Cuba since February last.” 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State and such 
portions of the correspondence requested as I deem it not inconsistent with 
the public interests to communicate. ; 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 11, 1896. 


The message, with the accompanying documents, was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY IN THE DISTRICT OF CO- 
LUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill 
(H. R. 5781) to regulate the practice of medicine and surgery, to 
license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons violating 
the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be, and is hereby, created a board of 
medical supervisors of the District of Columbia, which shall consist of the 
presidents of the three boards of medical examiners hereinafter provided 
for and two persons, not physicians, to be appointed by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, each for a period of three years, or until his suc 
cessor isappointed: Provided, That not more than two members of the board 
of supervisors shall be adherents of any one system of medical practice: And 
prevaeyeneren That said Commissioners may remove any member of said 

oard for neglect of duty or other just cause, and that in case of the death, 

resignation, or removal of any member the vacancy for the unexpired term 
of - member shall be filled in the same manner as other appointmentsare 
made. 

Sxc. 2. That the said board of medical supervisors shall elect a president, 
a vice-president, and a secretary. Said board shall make, subject to the ap- 
proval of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, such regulations as 
may be necessary to carry into effect the provisions of this act. Said board 
shall hold such meetings as may be necessary for the transaction of business 
Said board shall supervise all examinations provided for in this act, and shall 
issue all licenses to practice medicine and surgery or midwifery in the Dis 
trict of Columbia. i 
also an official register of all applicants for examination for licenses to prac 
tice medicine and surgery in the District of Columbia. Said register shall 
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be certified by said board for examination as speedily as possible to the board 
of medical examiners whose members are adherents to the system of medi 
cine which said applicant desires to practice; but said board shall not certify 
for examination any applicant until satisfactory proof is furnished that heis 




















of good moral character and over 21 years of age, nor until he has presented 
a diploma conferring upon him the dezree of tor of medicine, issued by 
some medical college authorized by law to confé ich deg ] i, That 
said diploma, if issued prior to July 1, 1898, shall be ac panied by satisfac- 
tory evidence that enld apt ant has studied m ne and surgery for not 
less than three years prior to the issue thereof 1 ed su quent to 
June 30, 1808,shall be accompanied by satisfact ick » that the appli- 
cant has studied medicine and surgery for not ian yea rior to 
the issue of said diploma. All examinations shall be lx th : il and 


practical and of sutlicient severity to testa candidate's fitn 
medicine and surgery. 
Sec. 4. That said application for a license to practice medicine and surgery 





practice 





in the District of Columbia shall be made to the secretary of sa ird of 
medical supervisors upon a form prescribed by said | La ha accom- 
panied by a fee of $20. Each applicat m shall be i hand | secre- 
tary not less than two weeks before the day set ry exam ti ind any 
application may be rejected for refusal to furnish any of t) nformation 
called for, or for other irregularity. All applications shall be kept on file by 
said secretary. 

Sec. 5. That immediately after the passage of this act the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia shall appoint three boards of medical examiners, 


trict Colum- 
dherents to the 







one to be known asthe board of medical examiners of the 
bia, and to be composed of five physicians in good : 
regular system of medical practice; one to be kn 

















pathic medical examiners of the District of Columbi } ) lof 
five physicians in good standing, adherents to the homeopat! ystem of 
medical practice, to be selected from a list of not less than ten es, sub- 
mitted by a majority vote at some regu meeting of the Washington 
| Homeopathic Medical Society; and one to be known as the board clectic 
medical examiners of the District of Columbia, to be composed of five physi- 
cians in good standing, adherents to the eclectic system of 1 lical practice, 
to be selected from a list of not less than ten names, submitted Lmajority 
vote at some regular meeting of the Eclectic Medical Society of 1 istrict 
of Columbia. Of the members of each board first appointed one shall be 





of , 
appointed to serve one year, two to serve two years, and two to serve three 
‘ 





years, and thereafter each member of each board shall be appointed to serve 
three years, or until his successor is appointed: Provided, That no member 
of said boards shall have engaged in the practice of medicine and surgery in 
the District of Columbia for less than five years at the time of his appoint- 
ment: And provided further, That in event of the failure of the Wa ngton 
Homeopathic Medical Society or of the Eclectic Medical S« yof the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, after fifteen days’ notice by the Comm mers of the 
District of Columbia, to submit the list of names aforesaid, said ¢ hission- 
ers may —— the members of the board of homeopathic medical examin- 
ers or of the board of eclectic medical examiners, or of both, as the case may 


be, without restriction as to nomination by the society or societies in default; 
And provided further, That said Commissioners may at any time remove any 
member of said boards for neglect of duty orother just cau and that in 
case of the death, resignation, or removal of any member the vacancy for the 


|} unexpired term of said member shall be filled in the same manner as other 


| appointments are made 


Sec.6. That each member of said boards of medical examiners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia shall, before entering upon the discharge of his duties, take 

| an oath to administer fairly and impartially the provisions of isa Kach 
board shall elect from its own members a president and a tar Each 
board shall hold a meeting for examination in the city of Washington on the 
ond Thursday in January, April, July, and October of each year, and con- 
tinuing so long as may be necessary to examine all applicants, and at such 
other times as the board of medical supervisors shall direct. Each of said 
boards of medical examiners shall examine, at the examination immediately 
following the receipt of the proper certificates from the board of medical 


aid board shall keep an official record of its meetings, | 


show the name, age, and place and duration of residence of each candidate, | 


the time he or she has spent in medical study, in or out of medical schools, 
and the names and locations of all medical schools which have granted 
said applicant any degree or certificate of attendance upon lectures in medi- 
cine. Said register shall also show whether said applicant was rejected or 
licensed under this act. Said register shall be prima facie evidence of all 
matters contained therein. The secretary aforesaid may be elected by said 
board from others than its own members; said secretary shall also act as 
treasurer,and shall give such bond as may be required by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia; said secretary shall have the power to adminis 
ter oaths u such matters as pertain to the business of said board; said 
Secretary 
place of examination, not less than seven days before the examination, and 
= 2 lenge period if requested by the applicant at the time of making appli- 


Sze. 3. That from and after the passage of this act all persons desiring to 


upervisors, all api licants for licenses to practice medicine and surgery in 
the District of Columbia so certified. 

































Sec. 7. That the several boards of medical examiners shall, less than 
one week prior to each examination, submit to the board of medical super- 
visors of the District of Columbia questions for thorough am tions in 
anatomy, physiology, chemistry, pathology, teria medica and rapeutics, 
hygiene, histology, practice of medicine, sur s, and ecology, 
d uses of the eye and the ear, medical jurisprudence, and such other 
branches as said board of medical supervisors may direct. From the lists of 
questions so subm d said board of medical superviso hall sele« he ques- 
tions for each examination, and such questions shall be the sa ill can- 
didates, except that in the department of therapeutics, practice of medicine, 
and materia medica the questions shall be in harmony with the system of 
medicine selected by the candidate. Said examinations shall be « ducted 
orally and in writing, in accordance with the rules and reg t prescribed 
by the board of medical supervisors, and shall embrace the su ‘ tated 
in section 3 of this act. An official report of the result of ea ‘ mination, 
signed by the president, and the secretary and each acting mé er of the 
board of medical examiners conducting such examin at t xami- 
nation average of each candidate in each branch, the gene rage, and 
the result of the examination, whether successful or u all be 
transmitted to the board of medical supervisors within fil from 
Pn ate of such examination. Said report shail embrace all tt ‘ nation 
papers, questions, and answers thereto. All such examination papers shall 
be kept for reference and inspection for a period of not less than five years 

Sec. 8. That if in the opinion of a majority of the board of lical super 
visors, after a careful examination of the report of the be l of medical 

| examiners by which any applicant was examined, said applicant has fairly 
and successfully passed such examination as hereinbefore provided for, the 


I mail to the address of each applicant a notice of the time and | 


ractice medicine and surgery in any of their branches in the District of Co- | 


umbia shall apply to said board of medical supervisors for a license to do so. 
Applicants shail submit to examination upon the following-named branches, 
to wit: Anatomy, physiology, chemistry, pathology, materia medica and 
therapeutics, hygiene, histolo i 

and gynecology, of the eye and the ear, medical jurisprudence, and 
sich other assaid board shall deem advisable. applicant shall 


| the secretary showing the number of each license, the date of issuc 
ogy, practice of medicine, surgery, obstetrics | 





n there- 





board of medical 


supervisors of the District of Columbia shall, as so 
after as possible, issue to him a license signed by the pres the secre- 
tary of said board and attested by the seal of the District of ¢ 1, Which 
license shall entitle said applicant, after it is registered as hereinafter pro 


vided, to practice medicine and surgery in the District of Columbia: Pro- 
vided, That a license shall be issued upon application, free of « i without 
examination, to each physician, a graduate of any medical llege in good 
standing, who is registered at the health office of the District of Columbia at 
the time of the passage of this act: And provided further, That a license may 
be issued, under such regulations as the board of medical supervisors of the 
District of Columbia, with the approval of the Board of Commissioners of 
said District, shall make, to any p! ian holding a license from any State 
board of medical examiners established by law which has requir betore 
the issue of said license, qualifications and examinations equivalent to those 
required by this act for the issue of similar licenses. Ali licenses issued by 
said board shall be numbered consecutively, and a register shall be kept by 
and to 








whom issued. 
SxEc.9. That the board of medical supervisors of the District of Columbia 
shall make, subject to the approval of the Commissioners of said District, 
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such regulations as may be necessary to determine the qualifications of 
women desiring hereafter to commence the practice of midwifery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and shall issue licenses to such as are, after examination, 
found qualified; but no fee shall be charged for the examination of any appli- 
cant for such licenses, and no applicant who has been rejected shall be reex- 
amined within one year from such rejection: Provided, That a license shall 
be issued upon application, free of cost and without examination, to each 


midwife registered at the health office of the District of Columbia at thetime | 


of the passage of this act, 


Sc, 10. That the board of medical supervisors of the District of Columbia | 
may, by a vote of four members, refuse to grant or may revoke a license, and | 


may cause the name of any person to be removed from the record of the su- 


preme court of the District of Columbia and from the register of the health | 
office for any of the following causes, to wit: The employment of fraud or | 
deception in passing the examinations provided for in this act, chronic and | 
pa inebriety, the practice of criminal abortion, conviction of crime | 
n te, or publicly professing, in such a manner as to | 
deceive the public, to cure or treat diseases, injury, or deformity. In com- , 


i rr is secti “CUS she ishe ri : y | : : bo 
plaints under this section the accused shall be furnished with a copy of the | nation before any of these three boards can practice. I will: 


volving moral turpituc 


complaint and given a hearing before said board in person or by attorney, 


and witnesses may be heard for and on behalf of the accused, and for and on | 


behalf of the said board. Appeal from the decision of said board may be 
taken to the Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and its de- 


cision shall be final. Said board may at any time within two years from the | 


refusal or revocation of a license, or the cancellation of registration under 


this section, by a vote of four members, issue, without examination, a new 
jm all the rights and privileges 


license to the person so affected, restoring toh 
of which he or she had been deprived by said board. 

Sxo. 11. That any person receiving a license as hereinbefore provided shall 
have it recorded in the office of the clerk of the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia within three months from the date of said license, and the place 
and date of record shall bo certified thereon by said clerk; and the hold 
the license shall pay to the recording clerk a fee of 50 cents for making the 
record, The holder of said license shall, after the same has been recorded, 
exhibit the same at the health office, and register, in a book provided for that 
purpose, his or her name and address. Whenever a license is revoked by 
said board of medical supervisors the secretary thereof shall report that 


fact in writing to the clerk of said court and to the health officer of the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia, who shall thereupon cancel such registration. 

Sec. 12. That this act shall not apply to commissioned surgeons of the 
United States Army, Navy, or Marine-Hospital Service, nor to regularly 
licensed physicians and surgeons in actual consultation from other States or 
Territories, nor to regularly licensed physicians and surgeons actually called 


lumbia, nor to the treatment of any case of actual emergency, nor to the use 
of ordinary domestic remedies without any tee, gift, or consideration of any 
kind being given in return therefor. 

Sxo. 13. That from and after the passage of this act any person practicing 


medicine and surgery or midwifery in the District of Columbia, or who shall | 
publicly profess to do so, without first having obtained from the board of | 


medical supervisors of the District of Columbia a license to do so and regis- 
tered the same, as herein provided, or in violation of any of the provisions of 
this act or any of the rules and reguiations made *, authority conferred 
herein, or after his license or registration, or both, has been canceled by 
order of said board of medical supervisors of the District of Columbia, shail 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall be 


unis’ ed for each offense by a fine of not less than fifty nor more than five | 


undred dollars, or by imprisonment in the District jail for a period of not 
less than ten nor more than ninety days, or by both such fine and re 
ment. It shall be the duty of the United States district attorney for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to prosecute all violations of the provisions of this act. 

Seo. 14. That the secretary of the board of medical supervisors shall be 
paid for taking testimony the same fee that is allowed to an examiner in 
chancery for the same service. The expense of said board and of the exam- 
inations shall be paid from the license fees herein provided for; and if any 
surplus remain on the thirtieth day of June of each year the members of 
the board of medical supervisors appointed as such shall be paid such rea- 
sonable compensation as said board may determine, and any balance then 
remaining shall be divided among the three boards of medical examiners in 
pre to the number of candidates examined, each member of each 

ard of medical examiners to receive such part of the entire amount paid 
as that board itself shall determine, 

See. 15. That sons in this act shall be construed to conflict with an act 
for the regulation of the practice of dentistry in the District of Columbia, 
approved June 6, 1892, nor to interfere with graduates of standard dental col- 
leges, registered under the provisions of said act, in the exercise of their 
profession to the extent and within the limits of the curriculum of such stand- 
ard dental colleges. 

Sec. 16. That all acts or parts of acts, general or special, now existing not 
in accordance with the provisions of this act, or inconsistent thorewith, be, 
and are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this bill as reported by the com- 
mittee is the result of more than twenty years of attempted legis- 
lation in the District of Columbia. It has been carefully ey ay 
The laws of 47 States and Territories have been presented for the 
use of the committee, for comparison with this measure, and for 
the first time in many years the different medical societies have 
+ aa an agreement as to the necessity for the passage of the 

ill. 

There is only one State in the entire Union, outside of the Dis- 
trict of Colambia, which has not a law regulating the practice of 
medicineandsurgery. ThatistheStateof New Hampshire. This 
District is the only other place in the country where the practice 
of medicine and a is not regulated. e effect of the laws 
in other States is to drive out irregular practitioners, and many 
come here to locate and practice in the District who would not be 
tolerated in Virginia, Maryland, and other States. 5 

The bills that have been before Con heretofore have been 
antagonized by various wings of the medical societies. Objections 
have been raised to different provisions, so that no agreement has 
heretofore beenreached, This bill has been carefully considered, 
not only by the medical societies, not only by gentlemen repre- 
senting the different schools of the profession, but carefully, sec- 
tion by section and line by line, by the committee, and the com- 
mittee are unanimous in the opinion that a measure of this kind is 
absolutely necessary for the protection of the people in the District 
of Columbia. For that reason they have made a unanimous rec- 
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ommendation, and ask for its favorable consideration ly 
House. 

Mr. KEM. I should like to ask the chairman of the com), 
if I understood him to say that all of the medical societies ({ 
District have agreed to this bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I understand that the two leading societi, 
the allopathic and the homeopathic, have agreed as a unit to { 
bill, onl that there has been only a partial agreement reached 
the eclectics. 

Mr. KEM. I should like to ask the gentleman if this bill j 
a discrimination against all who practice medicine and the art 
healing outside of the methods employed by the three old scho 
the allopathic, the homeopathic, and the eclectic? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no; any person who can pass an ex:ni- 


the latter part of the report: 


It permits the candidate to be examined, of his own choice, in that s\ 
of medical practice in which he has been educated, and having demonst; 
the sufficiency of his education, it permits him to pursue absolutely a: 
tem which he may desire, whether among those named in this bill or not 


Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, thereis a tendency uponthe part of 
practitioners of medicine in this country to assume that they are 
possessed of all of the knowledge there is to be had relative to tho 
art of healing, and there have been efforts made along certain 3 
to secure to certain practitioners a monopoly of the right to heal 


| ailing humanity. I want to say that while I am not a physician, 


nor the son of a physician, and do not pretend to know anything 


| about the art of healing as a practitioner, I do know that that art 


is not an exact science. I know that the practice of medicine is 
ot an exact science, and that all of the knowledge in regard to 
saling the ills of humanity is not possessed by any individual 
or medical fraternity. I object to any proposition that tends to 


tual and : a ice Mea a vals ae Ee elon 
from other States or Territories to attend specified cases in the District of Co- | monopolize the art of healing and give it into the hands of a : 


few who assume to know all there is to be known in regard to this 
matter, and who, to a certain extent, have become egotists and 
‘Our way is not only the best way, but the only way, and if y 
want to practice the art of healing you must come to us ani 
ceive our consent before you can do it.” 

I have not examined this bill thoroughly enough to know posi- 
tively that it does this, but Iam afraid that it tends to do this, 
and 1 submit tothis House that if it does it ought to be defeated, 
because we can not afford to do a thing like that. I wish n ) 
fubmit and have read from the Clerk's desk a protest agains! 
bill from the Eclectic Medical Society of the District of Colu 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. May [ask the gentleman w! 
Eclectic Society of the District of Columbia is? What does it 
brace? 

Mr. KEM. It isa school of medicine peculiar to itself. |: 
not able to say just what it is. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Does it embrace all physi: 
who are not of the homeopathic or allopathic schools? 

Mr. KEM. I think not. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Hair doctors, and all that 
thing? 

Mr. KEM. It does not. 

Mr. HARDY. Faith doctors and cranks? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Faith doctors, hair doctors, and 
corn doctors? 

Mr. KEM. It does not. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Has it any theory of medicine? 

Mr. KEM. It has. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Whatis it? 

Mr. KEM. Idonotknow. Mr. Speaker, I will simply : 
gentleman what that has to do with this question? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. You presented a protest. 

Mr. KEM. Ido not pretend to know all the different theo: 
of medicine. Iam nota physician. I have stated that Iam 
but I do lay down thc principle that no man on earth, of an) 
school of medicine, knows all there is of the art of healing. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will answer the gentlen 
question, if I may be allowed to. You present a protest sig 
by the Eclectic School of Medicine. Iam not thoroughly infor: 
us to all the schools of medicine, and I simply asked the gun' 
man what it is. I never saw an eclectic doctor in my !/i 
although I have read the signs and the advertisements of a 1! 
many different kinds of doctors. I simply want to know if that 
includes all persons practicing medicine who are not doctors. 

Mr. KEM. I donot pretend to know, as I have said, anyt 
about this question. I am not aphysician; but I do know eno! 
about it to say that it does not embrace all the classes of hea 
that he has referred to. Iask that the protest be read. ; 

Mr. STEELE. Is this body to be composed entirely of a!l- 
pathic physicians? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There can not be more than two of 21) 
particular school of medicine on the board. 

Mr. KEM. I ask for the reading of the protest. ; 

eo STEELE. Do you say that this will not include the eclectic 
school? 
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Mr. BABCOCK. There are three boards. 
The SPEAKER protempore (Mr. DALZELL). Itcan be read as 
a part of the gentleman’s remarks. 
r. KEM. I ask to have it read as a part of my remarks. 
The protest was read, as follows: 


Objections of the Eclectic Medical Society of the District of Columbia to Sen- 
ate bill No. 825and House bill No. 2652, ** To regulate the practice of medicine 
and surgery, to license ret and surgeons, and to punish persons 
violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia.” 


SECRETARY'S OFFICE, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Str: The Eclectic Medical Society begs to present to you its objec- 
tions to Senate bill No. 325 and House bill No. 2652, ‘* To regulate the practice 
of medicine,” etc. These two bills are identically the same and are placed in 
both Houses simultaneously, under different numbers. 

‘As the above bill is of vital importance to the people of the District of Co- 
lumbia and their physicians, it being the object of its projectors to secure 
the exclusive monopoly of the practice of medicine, and every other curative 
means, to the three schools of physicians mentioned in the bill, and as we are 
included and made party to the scheme without our knowledge or consent 
as a society or individuals, we have taken the liberty of drawing your atten- 
tion to these facts. As the projectors of the bill are in special haste to “ rail- 
road” the bill through Congress, and as the committees for the District of 
Columbia of both Houses are already overcrowded with work, we fear they 
will not have time to critically wes n the import of the bill and discover the 
intent of its several sections. As the time given for the hearing in the Sen- 
ate subcommittee was less than two hours, and that in the House committee 
only one hour to hear all arguments pro and con, our representative had to 
retire with the major part of our objections unheard. We therefore beg to 
present our objections in condensed form for your critical and joint consid- 

tion. 
“rirst. We object to the false statement in the preamble of the bill, because 
there isa law to regulate the practice of medicine in the District of Columbia, 
which is just to physicians and humane to the people, and which amply pro 
tects the profession and the public from impostors, by fines and imprisonment. 

We therefore protest and declare that there is no necessity for the pas- 
sage of this bill. You will find the present law in volume 6, United States 
Statutes at Large, page 741. oe De 

Second. We object to section 5 of the bill, giving the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia power to select the members of the three boards of 
medical examiners, because we consider that the three medical societies 
(under the present law), being composed of educated physicians, are much 
better qualified for that purpose than the said Commissioners. We object to 
the partial method of selection of said boards (lines 4 to 19), and also to five 
years’ qualification for members of said boards (lines 4 to 27), as it may un- 
necessarily disqualify several able physicians from membership. 

Third. We object to section 1, because it creates a board of medical super- 
visors, composed of three physicians, and two persons holding office under 
the Government of the United States, or the District of Columbia, thus giv- 
ing the Commissioners an opportunity to select two-fifths of the board from 
uneducated and unsuitable persons. As the said board of supervisors is to 
supervise all examinations (section 2, lines 7 and 8) and to direct the boards 
of medical examiners (section 7, lines 8 and 9) and to select the subjects and 
branches on which candidates are to be examined, it is of the utmost impor- 
tance that such « selected board should be composed of persons beyond sus- 
nicion as to educational qualifications and fitness for this censorship. Wealso 
think that the said board being Sapa of five members, it will prevent an 
equal representation of the three schools named in the bill. We protest that 
the said board of medical examiners would be an unnecessary and an expen- 
sive element in the examination of candidates for license. 

Fourth. We object to section 4 (lines 4 and 5), authorizing the charge of $20 
for examination, as it would be a burden and a bar to poor candidates. We 
also call your attention to section 15 (lines 4 to 15), setting forth the manner 
in which said fees are to be appropriated by said supervisors for their serv- 
ices. We think that such a method would unfair and unjust to the mem- 
bers of the boards of examiners who bear the burden of the work of exam- 


ining. 

Fitth. We object tosection 8 (lines 12 to 24), because it discriminates against 
and will debar from practice all physicians now lawfully registered and prac- 
ticing in the District of Columbia, who are not graduates of colleges, that are 
at present in so-called “ mee standing.” As there are only a few colleges 
which at present follow the curriculum prescribed in this bill (and we believe 
that prior to ten years ago there were no colleges nor State boards of med- 
ical examiners who had adopted the said curriculum), it is only reasonable to 
conclude that a large majority of those now lawfully practicing in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia could not successfully pass such an examination. There- 
fore it is unjust to demand an examination from one class of physicians and 
exempt the other. 

Sixth. We object to section 10, because it converts the board of supervisors 
into a court, with power to try any physician, without judge or jury, for the 
crime of advertising, etc. (the other crimes would come under our criminal 
code), and to inflict such punishments as would professionally and financially 
ruin their victim. The same section converts the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia into a court of appeals, whose decisions shall be 
final. It also endows said Commissioners with the right to issue a license to 
practice medicine to those who have been refused a license or who have had 

heir licenses revoked by the boards of examiners and supervisors; thus em- 
powering them to license persons to practice medicine who, from lack of edu- 
cation or moral character, may be totally unfit to practice medicine. 

Seventh. We object to sections 13 and 14, because they make it a crime for 
ee sician who has had the degrees of M. D. or M. B. conferred upon him 
or her by any ope or university to append the same to their names in the 
District of Columbia unless they shall first obtain a license to do so from the 
Commissioners or the board of medical supervisors. 

Eighth. We object because it also deprives all physicians other than those 
of the three schools named in the bill from practicing their chosen lines of 
therapeutics. This prohibition is not simply confined to the use of drug medi- 
cines (see section 13, lines 4 and 5), but “any drug or medicine or other 

> Ae for the treatment or cure of disease. This will stop from practice 
botanic, hydropathic, bio-chemic, Turkish-bath, massage, vitopathic, mag- 
netic, and Christian science specialists. These schools or sects in medicine 
have each their well-defined theories and arts in the science of therapeutics, 
and have an equal right to serve the people who may desire their services as 
those of the allopathic, homeopathic, and eclectic schools. 

We therefore pray that 7 in your wisdom may deem it proper to use 
your oe to lay aside and refuse to pass this bill and all future bills of like 
character. 


We are, very respectfully, 
THE Ectectic MEDICAL Socrery. 


EO. MACDONALD, M. D., Secretary. 
Hon. O. M. Kem. M.C. G cretary 


Mr. BABCOCK. I wish to call attention to a matter that has 
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been read there. I desire to say that the section referred to there 
as objectionable, section 13, has been stricken entirely from the 
bill and it is not reported to the House. 

Mr. KEM. If I heard right, when the bill was read section 13 
practically contained the objection to which reference is made. 

I will state that I am not here in the interest of any medical 
society. I am not here in the interest of any particular theory in 
the art of healing; but I am here in the interest of the whole peo- 
ple, because I believe that this bill seeks to monopolize, as I have 
said, the art of healing. As the gentleman acknowledged here, 
there are but two of the medical societies of this District who have 
agreed to this bill. Itis practically their bill. It is not the first 
effort, Mr. Speaker, that they have made to monopolize the art of 
healing, as is well known by the older members of this body. 
They have been at it ever since I have been a member of the 
House, and they have sought in various ways to yet bills of this 
nature passed, giving them a monopoly of the art of healing. 

Mr. HARDY. Healing is not an art, but a science. 

Mr. KEM. If this bill becomes law, it will prohibit, absolutely 
prohibit, the advancement of medical science and the art of heal- 
ing except along certain lines laid down by the allopathic and 
homeopathic schools. For this reason I must object as strenu- 
ously as [ know how to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As I now understand the bill is 
open for amendment, I desire to amend this bill. I do not think 
that the gentleman in charge of the bill will object. 

Mr. STEELE. Permit me to ask a question of the gentleman 
in charge of the bill. I want to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me get this amendment before 
the House and then I will give way. I wish to move that the bill 
be amended in section 3, line 16, page 4, by inserting after the 
word ‘‘ he” the words ‘‘ or she.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman state his amendment 
again? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I ask to amend by inserting in 
line 16, section 3, page 4, after the word ‘‘he” the words ‘‘or she”; 
and in line 17 of the same page, after the word “he,” add the 
words ‘‘or she.” I will send the amendments to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move the amendment, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to offer an amendment after that is 
disp sed of. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let this be disposed of, 

Mr. BABCOCK. We accept that. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, line 16, after the word “he” add the words “or she”; in line 17, 
same page, after the word “ he” add the words “ or she.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. BABCOCK, There is no objection to that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. This gives females the same rights 
and privileges that it gives males. 

Mr. DANFORD. Under the same restrictions as males? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is the purpose of my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DANFORD. I was about to offer an amendment of that 
character. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill if the particular objection made to this bill by the eclectic 
and homeopathic physicians has been stricken out? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I also desire to offer 
another amendment; after the word ‘‘him,” in line 18, add the 
words ‘‘or her.” As Iunderstand, the gentleman in charge of the 
bill accepts the amendment, and without objection it is agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the addi- 
tional amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, line 18, after the word “ him,” add the words “ or her.” 

Mr. HULL. Isit not the construction of all statutes that the 
word ‘‘ he” includes both sexes, andis not this proposed amendment 
a mistake? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not think it is. 

Mr. HULL. I think it is. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this matter was brought up in 
committee and the opinion of the attorneys there was that the 
present wording of the bill included both sexes, and that is why 
the committee did not report this amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, the amendment puts it be- 
yond question, and to remove any possible doubt I think we 
ought to have this amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield now tothe gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. STEELE]. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of this 
bill whether the principal objections made to it by the eclectic 
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and the homeopathic physicians have not now been stricken out? 

Mr. BABCOCK. es; it was the thirteenth section of the origi- 
nal bill that was objected to, so the committee struck out that sec- 
tion entirely and have submitted here a new bill, the original 
thirteenth section being omitted. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment, to 
which I think there would be no objection. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend section 13 by adding the following: 

* Provided, That thisact shall not apply to massage, the Swedish movement, 
and other similar methods of treatment without medicine.” 

Mr. BABOCOCK, There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer twoamendments, 
which I will read: 

Amend by striking out in section 3, re 4, of the bill, ae with the 
word “ nor,” in line 17, down toand uding the word “e ” in line 25. 

Also amend by striking out of line 27, on the same page, the language begin: 
ning with the words “ prior to,” down to and including the w “ diploma.” 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Clerk 
now read the language proposed to be stricken out. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection the Clerk will 
report the provision as it will stand if amended as proposed. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

Each applicant shall be certified by said board for examination as dily 
as possible to the board of medical examiners whose members are erents 
to the vom. of medicine which said applicant desires to ; but said 
board ll not certify for examination any applicant until satisfactory proof 
is furnished that he is of moral character and over 21 years of age; that 
the applicant has studied medicine and surgery for not less than four years. 
Ali examinations shall be both theoretical and practical and of sufficient sever- 
ity to test a candidate's fitness to practice medicine and surgery. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, the Clerk has just read that part 
of the section as it will stand if my amendment prevails, and I 
think it ought to prevail. Iam quite in accord with the idea of re- 
quiring people who exercise the healing art to be competent to 
exercise 1t; but God made the people, and some people learn out- 
side of medical or law colleges. This bill absolutely requires that 
before anybody shall be examined as to his fitness to practice medi- 
cine, even though he may have attended a medical college for a 
considerable period, he must produce a diploma from such college. 
Now, that is not necessary. All the diplomas on earth do not 
make a man competent to practice medicine or to practice law; 
and if a man has a knowledge of the healing art within the lan- 
guage of this bill and can stand the examination that this section, 
as I propose to have it amended, will make it necessary for him to 
meet, he is ——— to practice medicine, as competent as many 
that may have dwelt in a medical In other words, I pro- 

ose to strike out this restriction and every man stand upon 

is own merits, upon his knowledge of medicine and surgery all 
along the line, and if he fills the bill, and takes the examination 
successfully, I say he ought not to be deprived of the privilege of 
practicing medicine. In other words, let us make thisa bill which 
seeks to test the fitness of a man to practice medicine without 
necessarily burdening the —— 

I offer this amendment for the reason that within my own knowl- 
edge, extending over thirty to forty years, some of the most eminent 

hhysicians and surgeons that I have been acquainted with (and I 

ve been acquainted with a good many) were men who never 
had a diploma from any medical college. I have in mind some 
who had received some degree of training in medical colleges, but 
time and money had not been forthcoming to enable them to con- 
tinue and get their diplomas. On the other hand, I have known 
some of best physicians who never were inside of a medical 
college. What I propose is that each tubshall stand on its own bot- 
tom, and that, however a man may part his hair, or whatever may 
be the shape of his feet, or wherever he may have been educated 
or not educated, if he can fill the bill and stand the examination 
herein provided for, I would let him exercise his profession. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, if the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois is adopted, it will be the adoption of an 
entirely new rule, a new departure in regard to practitioners in 
medicine. As I stated before, 47 States and Territories have en- 
acted laws governing admission to practice medicine and surgery, 
and in not a single State or Territory out of the whole 47 is a 
physician allowed to practice without having first obtained a di- 
ploma from a medi Now, should we here in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, the last jurisdiction, with the exception of one 


. State, to pass a medical law—should we here exempt ee desir- 


ing to practice medicine from the obligation obtaining the 
necessary preliminary qualification of a medical education? I 
think not, Mr. Speaker, and I think it is a serious mistake to 
adopt the amendment of the gentleman from Lllinois. 

r. CANNON, I think the gentleman has not observed the 
scope of my amendment. Let me read the section as it will be if 
the amendment be adopted. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I believe I understand it. 
Mr. CANNON. Well, I want the House to understand the 
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effect of the amendment. This section, if the amendment be 
adopted, will read: 


That from and after the passage of this act all persons desiring to practice 
medicine and surgery in any of their branches in the District of Columhia 
shall apply to said board of medical supervisors fora license to do so. Appli 
cants tall submit to examination upon the following-named branches, to 
wit: Anatomy, physiology, chemistry, pathology, materia medica and thera 
peutics, hygiene, histology, practice of medicine, surgery, obstetrics and gyne 
cology. diseases of the eye and the ear, Saggy ete ee and such other 
branches as said board shall deem advisable. Each applicant shall be cert; 
fied by said board for examination as speedily as possible to the board of 
medical examiners whose members are adherents to the system of medicins 
which said applicant desires to presses: but said board shall not certify for 
examination any applicant until satisfactory proof is furnished that he is of 
good moral character and over 21 years of age: that the applicant has studied 
medicine and surgery for not less than four years: all examinations to be 
both theoretical and practical, and of sufficient severity to test the candi- 
date's fitness to practice medicine or surgery. 


Under my amendment, a man, in order to be allowed to practice 
medicine, must pass the prescribed examination; but under tho 
section as reported by the committee he must have a certificate of 
graduation from some medical college. The latter requirement [ 


P to strike out. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Illinois [| Mr. CANNON] draws a very 
clean line; it easily determines the issue between him and the 
gentlemen who support this bill. According to the gentleman’s 
amendment it is not necessary that a man studying medicine 
should ever enter a medical college at all—— 

Mr. CANNON. That is right. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. He may read medicine in the of- 
fice of his father, who may be one of the medical advisers, or super- 
visors, or inspectors, and thus, by virtue of favoritism, he may 
become a full-fledged doctor when he is not qualified at all. This 
bill proposes to throw around the medical profession a strict line 
of qualification. If the practitioner of any profession in the world 

t to be qualified, ought to be drilled, educated, and schooled, 
and have all the advantages that a collegiate course of study, to 
gether with observation and practice, can give him, it is the prac- 
titioner of the medical profession. 

I know that there are throughout the country, as well as in this 
District, people who pretend to cure by laying on of hands—peo- 

le who profess to cure by prayer and by faith. There are “hair 
Seckenn? and all kinds of so-called ‘‘ doctors.” But when I de- 
clare my judgment against such practitioners as humbugs and 
frauds I believe I pronounce the verdict of the sensible people of 
this country everywhere. 

Mr.S r, this bill as reported is the unanimous judgment of 
the allopathic and the homeopathic doctors. I have always been 
associated with both classes of doctors, and this is the first time 
within my knowledge that these two classes of practitioners havo 
ever agreed upon anything. When you get the allopathic or ‘‘0]c- 
school” doctors of the city of Washington and the homeopathic 
doctors to unite upon any measure pertaining to medicine and 
surgery that measure must be pretty nearly right. Therefore | 
for one am ready to vote for this bill as reported by the comiit- 
tee. 

I can see no purpose to be accomplished by the amendment of 
the gentleman Ben Illinois except possibly to let into the prac- 
tice of medicine somebody who has not passed the proper tests. 
I believe that all |the tests mentioned in this bill should be coin- 
plied with. Not only should the medical student study medicine 
and study it diligently, but he should —- through some college 
created and recognized by the law. He should have a diplom:. 
This bill requiring not only a course of medical study, but a di- 
ploma, does not, in my judgment, require too much. Indeed, | 
think that still other restrictions, reasonable in their character, 
might be added. The fact that lawyers are admitted after suffi 
cient reading of law without —s through a law college has 
nothing to do with this case. Lawyers deal with the property © 
individuals, preachers deal with their souls, but doctors deal with 
their bodies, and they should be held to the strictest test of all. 


CHAPLAINS AT WEST POINT ACADEMY. 
Mr. HULL. I desire to submit a conference report and ask its 


oe 
SPEAKER tempore (Mr. DauzeL1). That is in order. 
The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.4145) to amend section 1309 of 
the Kevised Statutes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 3. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 

te numbered 1, 2, and 4 
J. A. T. pot 


GEORG McCLELLAN, 
J. P. TRACEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
WM. J. SEWELL, 
on the part of the Senate. 














ev 
Ss 
Lan 












1896. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


statement to accompany conference report on H. R. 4145, relating to chap- 
laincy at West Point Military Academy: aes 
The House agrees to Senate amendment numbered 1, striking out the words 
“from civil life,” so that the chaplain can be appointed either from chap- 
lains now in the Army or from civil life. as 
The House also agrees to Senate amendment numbered 2, striking out the 
words “Secretary of War” and giving the President the power to appoint 
ac lain. 3 
et ouse also agrees to Senate amendment numbered 4, which amends 
the title of the bill. E ; : 
The Senate recedes from its amendment numbered 3, leaving the pay of 
the chaplain the same as agreed to by the House, that of a captain, mounted. 
J. A. T. HULL. 
J. P. TRACEY. 
GEO. B. McCLELLAN. 





The report was adopted. 
PRACTICE OF MEDICINE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The House resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R.5731) to 
regulate the practice of medicine and surgery, to license physi- 
cians and surgeons, and to punish persons violating the provisions 
thereof in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
CLARDY], who is a member of the medical profession. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say only a few words 
in reference to the amendment submitted by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. If that amendment had been proposed 
fifty years ago there would have been some little reason for its 
adoption; but I do not think there is any reason why it should be 


adopted now. This is a day of great improvements in medicine, | 
as in many other branches of science and study. In fact a doctor | 
who undertakes to treat the physical frame of man in disease | 


must know it in health; and while it may be true that some phy- 
sicians in our country have become eminent in their profession 
without going through the curriculum of a medical school, such 
practitioners are at this time exceedingly few. 


It is now a rare thing for a young man to undertake to practice | 


medicine unless he has gone through a course of study at a regu- 


lar medical school. Nor, Mr. Speaker, is it necessary that he | 


should. The facilities now for learning, the colleges, aresomany, 
they are so convenient to all of our people, that there is absolutely 
no possible excuse for any man going before the people and offer- 


ing to take charge of their bodies in illness or disease when he has | 


not subjected himself to the ordeal that his science and the proper 
practice of his profession demands. 
There is no excuse for not attending the colleges. Such excuses 


as that might have applied years ago, but they have no force now. | 
It is impossible for a man to become efficient in the practice of | 


medicine, and especially in the practice of surgery, without attend- 


ing these schools. It is impossible for a man in private life to ob- | 


tain such facilities, such practical examples in his profession as he 
can acquire by the teachings of his school. He must study, for 


instance, anatomy; he must be familiar with physiology, and he | 
must understand both of these to be able to examine into diseases | 


and their nature. In order to understand his profession he must 
be familiar with anatomy, and this is particularly the case in re- 


gard to surgery, to enable him to understand what operations he | 


may perform in treating the diseases of the men, women, and 
children that he may be called upon to attend. It is a matter of 


very great importance when we come to put our lives and our | 


health in the hands of our physician. You want at least, under 
such circumstances,a reasonable assurance that he has passed 
through that experimental knowledge which will enable him to 
attend to the cases with some degree of success. In order to ac- 
complish this he must have gone through a college where there 
are facilities for making post-mortem examinations, which would 
be impossible for a man who undertook to study in private life. 


For these reasons I am opposed to the amendment of the gentle- | 


man from Illinois. 
by the bill are too arduous or stringent for any man in this age 
and generation to submit to; and that unless men will submit 


themselves to the time and care in pursuing proper studies in the | 


medical colleges, where facilities for studying are at hand, they 
ought not to be allowed to take the lives of our people in their 
hands. They should be restricted, at all events, unless they had 


been through this curriculum and had prepared themselves to do 


the life work of their profession. 

{ hope the amendment will be rejected. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE], who was inclined to 
make merry over this suggestion of mine, that I did not refer to 
‘hair doctors” and ‘‘ corn doctors” or to any other doctors of that 
class. I have never employed in my life any hair doctor or corn 
doctor, and I do not think I ever shall, but if I should desire to, 
Ido not want to be prohibited by law. 

But I wish to say that we have the evidence before us, in my 
Opinion here, that an attempt is made to hand over into the 
keeping of _these two schools of medicine, the allopathic and the 
homeopathic, the lives and the health of the American people 
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despite the fact that under the jurisdiction and control of these 
| two schools—if I may be allowed that term—for years and years 
| past every graveyard in this country has been filled to overtlow- 
| ing, and we have not the living, but abundance of dead, exam- 
| ples of their skill in treating the diseases of mankind and their 
| inability to cope successfully with the ills that flesh is heir to. I 
| submit, sir, in view of this silent but potent evidence, that it ill 





| becomes any man or any committee on this floor to stand here and 
| seek to hand over into the keeping of these schools the lives and 
| happiness of the people of this country. 

It is evident to all that the science of healing—the science of 


medicine—is not an exact science; and it is also evident that there 
is a great field yet to be explored along the line that these men 
never thought of; and what I wish to protest against in this con- 
nection is the shutting of the door to the appeal of men prompt 
and quick to take advantage of every improvement for the pur- 
pose of investigating further the condition of diseases, and say- 
ing to them, ‘‘ No; if you want to learn how to heal mankind you 
must go along the old lines, the old traveled path laid down by us 
for you. You may not enter into new fields from which you 
might learn something new; you shall not enter any other terri- 
tory, for we are possessed of all knowledge of the facts, and are 
pursuing the only true course, which you must pursue or else you 
can not come at all.” 

I want to say in this connection that this intolerance is along 
| the same line of religious intolerance, the intolerance of the theo- 
| logian, who lays down a certain method by which you must save 
| your soul, by which you can only be saved, and unless you follow 
the strict line they lay down you are in danger of eternal damna- 
tion. Theological egotists and medical egotists lay down a line 
upon which every investigator must pursue his investigation, not- 
| withstanding the fact that upon the other side of that line the se- 
cret of a successful treatment of diseases of mankind may be found 
ready to be picked up by the intelligent man who will take advan- 
tage of his opportunity of investigation regardless of theories or 
| isms. But you dare not pick it up, for they say, ‘Oh, no, that is 
not according to our school,” and consequently you must let it 
alone; it can not be true. 
| Let me sayin conclusion that despite the slurs the gentleman 
| from Pennsylvania sought to put upon every word said, outside 
of these schools, some of the greatest cures that mankind has ever 
been blessed with have been the result of a treatment wherein no 
| drop of medicine was used, external or internal. 
| A Memper. Then it must have been a faith cure. 


| 
| 


[Laughter. ] 

Mr. KEM. No, it was not faith cure, either; and I want to pro- 
test against any proposition that seeks to restrict this investiga- 
tion or hold it down to any particular lines. I want to say in my 
opinion the world, yea, the universe, is the field of investigation, 
| and is still full of beneficial remedies and methods that wiil bless 
| mankind if the investigators of our country and of the world 
who delve down deep into the secrets of nature from various 
standpoints are allowed to avail themselves of the facilities of 
nature for the betterment of mankind, and you should not impose 
|} upon them the arbitrary restrictions of certain egotistical men 
who assume that they are possessed of the only true means to 
| benefit mankind. 
| Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question 
on the pending amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, can we have the amendment 
| reported before the vote is taken? 
| ‘The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 4, line 17, beginning with the word “ nor,” strike out the f 
| 
' 
i 
| 








lowing: 

“Nor until he has presented a diploma conferring upon him the degree of 

doctor of medicine, issued by some medical college authorized by law to 

confer such degree: Provided, That said diploma, if issued prior to July 1, 
1898, shall be accompanied by satisfactory evidence.” : 


Also, in line 27, strike out the words “ prior to the issue of said diploma.” 

The amendments were rejected. 

Mr.CANNON. Mr.Speaker, if the gentleman will turn to page 
10, line 10, I should like to call attention to the following provision, 


to see what it means, so as to ascertain whether I shall want to 

offer an amendment. I refer to the words beginning in line 10, 

‘‘or publicly professing,in such a manner as to deceive th 

to cure or treat diseases, injury, or deformity.” 

| I wish to ask whether that would prohibit such advertising, by 
a skilled physician, who has passed this examination, as is usually 
prohibited by the ‘‘ ethics of the profession,” so called? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No; I understand not. The very language 
itself says, ‘‘ or publicly professing in such a manner as to deceive 
the public.” 

| Mr. CANNON. Who is to pass on that? 
| Mr. BAB( Ol x. The court. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend knows, by reputation, Dr. Flower, 

| who, I believe, has his headquarters in Boston, and Dr. Saulsbury, 


nnbl 
mn . 
pubic, 


whose headquarters, I believe, are in New York. There are vari- 
ous others hke unto them, skilled physicians, or at least having 
that reputation. Iam under the impression that they advertise 





a 


a ooo tae real 
1S ain NEES 


PR nets Chateau «3 
<a sot WS: Sinsnlicavietile s: TOSR S 








Er SARIN i eR. ts. ca ace cic i 


1608 





peaey all over the United States and have many thousands, per- 


haps hundreds of thousands, of patients, and there are many 
thousands of people who believe they receive great benefit from 
their treatment. I am not here to criticise anybody, but the 
regular profession speak of all people who advertise as ‘‘ blessed 

uacks,” or the opposite word to blessed. Now, suppose they come 

own to the District of Columbia and pass this examination, and 
go to advertising in the Post; take a whole sheet and fill it up with 
statements of cures that have been made and what they are com- 
petent to do? That, of course, would cut them out of the medical 
societies. Would that enable the Commissioners, under this law, 
to take from them their license? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No,it would not. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, If you strike out the words “or 
treat,” in line 11, so that the section will read, ‘‘or publicly pro- 
fessing, in such a manner as to deceive the public, to cure diseases,” 
would not that remove your objections? 

Mr. CANNON, It may be wise to strike out the words “or 
treat”; but I am merely challenging and inquiring, because we 
ought to be careful about legislating so as to clothe any regular 
society with the power to wipe out somebody who does not happen 
to belong to that society. t is ail I want to say, and I Save 
oe sympathy with regular societies, as far as that is concerned; 

ut the rights of the citizen, after all, ought to be protected. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. IThave simply suggested an amend- 
ment which it seems to me would remove the criticism of the 

entleman from Illinois. By striking out the words “ or treat,” 
in line 11,1 think the difficulty will be obviated. It might be 
that if a man advertised to treat diseases his advertisement might 
be worded in such a way that some people would think he intended 
to deceive the public. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. He ought not to be allowed to deceive the 
public as to treatment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If you strike out the words “or 
treat,” a man’s certificate could not be taken away from him for 
advertising treatment. 

Mr. CANNON. Let the gentleman offer his amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 10, line 11, after the word “cure,” strike out the words “ or treat.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Let mesay first that I think aman 
who advertises to guarantee a cure—that he can cure a disease— 
possibly ought to have his certificate taken from him; but a man 
who undertakes to treat a disease ought not to be treated so 
harshly. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Although he does it to deceive? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. He can treat it at least. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
announced that he is in sympathy with the friends of this meas- 
ure, and I know he is; and I am glad to have his intelligent coop- 
eration; yet I think he attempts to make a distinction here that 
does not exist. He saida quack may come here and advertise that 
he is going to treat a certain disease, but he can not advertise that 
he is going to cure it. Now,I think there is just as much harm in 
giving him permission to advertise that he is going to treat such 
a disease as that he should advertise that he is going to cure it. 
It seems to me the distinction is utterly without a difference. 

Mr. KEM. I would like to have the gentleman define a ‘‘ quack.” 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Here in section 10 of the bill you 
have a provision that does not propose a penalty at all, but states 
the circumstances under which you can take a diploma away from 
a person who has been granted it. Now, here is the provision: 

That the board of medical supervisors of the District of Columbia may, by 
a vote of four members, refuse to grant or may revoke a license, and may 
cause the name of any person to be removed from the record of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, and from the register of the health office 
for any of the following causes, to wit. 

And it enumerates them. Now, here is power lodged in four 
members, the board of peweers. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. ith an appeal allowed to the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And there is an appeal allowed to 
the District Commissioners. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I catch the gentleman's point, and I will 
answer it. I think that the gentleman’s objection will not be ob- 
viated by the gentleman’s motion, because he wants to provide 
here that the party coming here may advertise to treat these dis- 
eases, but can not advertise to cure them. Now, if you accept the 
language of this amendment, you would permit these outside per- 
sons to come here as he has designated them and proceed in such 
a manner as to deceive the public by advertising they would treat 

i , but not to cure them, 


. 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The gentleman will pardon me. 
You are misstating the proposition. One part of this bill pro- 
vides that no man can practice medicine without he has a diploma, 
This an provides the conditions of things which authorizes 
the board to take away the diploma. It does not authorize any- 
body to treat disease, but provides power to take away the diplom,, 
Now, your criticism is not tenable, it seems to me; but an amend- 
ment such as suggested by the gentleman from Illinois has sone 
force in it. 

TheSPEAKER. Thequestion is on agreeing to theamendment, 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE, Division, Mr. Speaker. 

Pending the count, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE said: I withdraw the amendment, 

Mr. KEM. I renew it, Mr. Speaker. 

TheSPEAKER. The amendment is renewed. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 21, noes 42, 

Mr. KEM. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska makes the 
point that no quorum is present. [After a count.] One hun- 
dred and eighty-two; a quorum is present. The noes have it, and 
the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia a question; and I first desire 
to inquire under what regulations or laws are physicians now 
practicing in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Practically none. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Practically none. 

Mr. BABCOCK. These societies can license anybody. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But there are those who are practicing medi- 
—. and they are now authorized to so practice under existing 

aw. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Under a license from the society to which 
they belong. 

r. DINGLEY. Now, having ascertained that, I want to ask 
you if those physicians who are practicing medicine in the D 
trict of Columbia to-day under existing law have to conform to 
these requirements before they can enter upon the further practice? 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are they recognized andlicensed without hay- 
ing to pass an examination and obtain a diploma provided for by 
this act? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Those who are now practicing under the law 
are recognized by this act and are not required to take the exami- 
nation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then this only applies to the future. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This only applies to the future. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the bill. 


The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, aud 


passed. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I move to reconsider. 

Mr. KEM. I make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. I make the point of order that it 
is too late. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it. 

Mr. KEM. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Nosuch fact has been developed by a division 
orinany way. The ayes have it, and the bill is passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, that is all the business the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia have to offer to-day. 


THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia announces that that committee has no other 


business to present at this time, and, under the special order 
adopted, the House, in Committee of the Whole, will resume con- 
sideration of the pending financial bill, and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] will please resume the chair as Chairman 


of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. PAYNs in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of tho Whole 
for further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and 
protect the coin redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of 
certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of rev- 
enue, 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Connecticut {Mr. 
Hi.u] for ten minutes. ’ 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, the question now being discussed 
by the House of Representatives is a dead issue. Its death kne'l 
was sounded at noon on February 5, when in response to a cull 
for bids for one hundred millions of coin bonds forty-seven huu- 
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dred persons from all over the land put in their answer, aggre- 
gating six, times the amount required. No man upon this floor, 
no person in these United States, believes fora single moment that 
this would have been the case if in the judgment of this nation 
free coinage of silver was a possibility. Then why should Repub- 
licans discuss the question longer? Why waste the time of this 
House in trying to fit to a live Republicanism the last year’s cast- 
off garments of a discredited Democracy. a 

A giant cracking nuts with a certainty that the meats within 
were withered and shrunken and all the sweetness gone would 
tome be no more absurd. This is a question for Democrats to 
settle, and by their actions on this floor and in the other House 
they arealready weary of it, and are gladly thrusting it upon their 
opponents to breed dissension in our ranks. To exploit economic 
theories, to pay debts on the Christian science principle of believ- 
ing that none exist, or by the exercise of faith to claim that 50 
cents will cancel the honest obligation of a dollar, to run a gov- 
ernment upon deficiencies and bond the seigniorage of a revenue 
tariff—these are the methods of Democratic statesmen. Why 
should Republicans try to emulate them? 

Weare withina year of Republican control of this great nation, 
great because for thirty years it was Republican, and great enough 
tosurvive, though grievously hurt, four years of Democratic blun- 
dering. 

Free coinage of silver will not be an issue in this fall’s cam- 
paign, except in the national convention of the Democratic party 
and there it will be crushed to death in one more dying strugg| 
for spoils and place. 

This nation will not be treated to the spectacle of Southern 
statesmen exchanging power for principle, however dear it may 
seem tothem. Already the shifting process has begun. The old 
speeches addressed to ‘‘my fellow-citizens” instead of the mem- 
bers of this House are being delivered over again and the per- 
mission to print is fully improved by padding the Recorp with 
the relics of a past campaign. 

In the other House the tariff measure, patriotically framed to 
meet the daily expenses of the nation, is throttled by the Demo- 
cratic garrote of another free-coinage bill, a running mate to this 
one upon which we are wasting time, and by more than two to 
one the Democratic members here will put themselves on record 
for a principle (or lack of it) which will be ignored or overridden 
when Grover Cleveland writes the platform for the July conven- 
tion, and then they will all ‘‘ line up” to push the fight for spoils 
as in the brave old daysof yore. Think for a single moment what 
this renewal of a hopeless attempt to enact a free-coinage law has 
already cost this country. 

If the overwhelming voice of the American people a year ago 
meant anything it was that protection should be the policy of this 
nation. Two months ago their representatives assembled here to 
enact that declaration into law. i disappointment with the re- 
sult of his own party policy, with the Treasury sinking every day 
deeper and deeper into debt, the President frantically called on 
Congress for help and succor. Within four days this House 
passed a tariff bill to cover the deficiency in the revenue, and then 
provided for the maintenance of the gold reserve; but in doing 
that added to the bond bill a specific clause which practically com- 
pelled an increase of the customs duties by forbidding that the 
proceeds of the bonds should be used for current expenses. Then 
our friends upon the other side, knowing full well that the bill 
would pass this House, stood up side by side, gold-standard and 
silver men alike, and by a truly bimetallic vote made plain and 
clear the strength of their convictions now. 

The failure of this bill, defeated in the Senate by those who 
might have saved it, and saved it, too, with no sacrifice of princi- 

yle or personal honor, has already added fifteen millions to the 
interest debt of the United States and put Executive approval of 
the tariff act beyond the range of probability; for, with two hun- 
dred and eighty-one millions of cash at his disposal now for cur- 
rent expenses, why should he, with his peculiar views, permit the 
tariff bill to become a law when it shall have passed the Senate? 

The substance of resief by a tariff act has been exchanged for the 
dim shadow of free coinage, and, as in the old fable told so many 
times, the result is nothing. 

The living issues that Republicans must stand upon if we would 
win this fall and enter upon our inheritance are these: 

First. Revenue, laid upon protection lines, to fully meet ex- 
penses and reduce the debt to some extent and develop the re- 
sources of the nation. Yes, more than that, to provide for the 
gradual extinguishment of the five hundred millions of promised 
principal and interest which this three years of misrule has cost 
the people—aimost half a million dollars a day. 

Second. We must present a sound system of national finance 
and give the business interests of the country peace. 

Third. We must maintain the honor and protect the rights of 
the American people everywhere, abroad as well as at home, and 

ve sympathy, encouragement, and hope to men who are fight- 
g for freedom in other lands, 





, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 








1609 


Fourth. We must remove the depression due to Democratic 
fogs and storms by bringing in the sunlight of confidence and con- 
sequent prosperity; and if we do these things, as I believe we can, 
our time will be fully ovcupied without a resurrection from the 
dead past of an experiment with coinage laws which have been 
repealed by every thriving, prosperous nation on the globe. [{ Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. DEARMOND, Mr. Chairman, [had not expected tooccupy 
the attention of the committee on this question, but the discussion 
has assumed some phases in consequence of which I think it 
proper to submit a few remarks. When the bond bill passed this 
House some people, maybe, supposed it passed because there was 
an imperative necessity for some such legislation. 
bids have been received and accepted for $100,000,000 of bonds; 
American labor has a new mortgage of $100,000,000 upon it, so 
that the supposed emergency—lI never believed that any existed— 
so that the supposed emergency, if any did exist, has passed. 

The bill went to the Senate, and was there amended so as to pro- 
vide not for an issue of bonds, but for the coinage of silver, the 
utilization of what silver we have and the opening of our mints for 
thecoinageof both the preciousmetals. Inthis conditionof things, 
with the emergency, if any existed, past, with the need for such 
legislation, if there ever was any need, past, we still find the ma- 
jority party in this House insisting upon this bond legis: 
is not for me to lecture this majority party, but I call at 
the fact that that party assumed to be in favor of this les 
solely because from its point of view and that of the Presiden 
there seemed to be a special necessity for it. 

Now, confessedly, that necessity, if it ever existed, has passed. 
Yet we find that party insisting upon its pseudo emergency legis- 
lation instead of accepting that which is proposed in the Senate 
substitute, legislation which looks to the future, looks to a per- 
manent provision not only for emergencies such as that which 
was supposed to exist recently, but for the needs of all time, upon 
lines long tried and well proved by trial to be safe. It will hardly 
do to say to the country that the dominant party here is in favor 
of bimetallism and yet rejects bimetallism in favor of a perma- 
nent policy of issuing bonds. Nor will it do to say to the country 
that this Republican party, with its exceedingly large majority 
here, is unable, so far as this House is concerned, to do precisely 
what that party is in favor of doing. 

The country will certainly understand—there can be no misun- 


Since that time 


derstanding about it—that whatever is done by this House with 
referencee to this bill is what the Republican party in this House 
deliberately, not under the spur of some overpowering necessity, 


but deliberately, as a matter of judgment and conviction, de- 
sires to do with reference to the great questions involved in the 
bill before us and in the substitute for that bill. It ought not to 
be prejudicial to the party that while it has a great duty thrust 
upon it it has at the same time the great opportunity of speaking, 
and the full power to speak, in such a manner as that its voice 
may be clearly heard and its meaning clearly understood by the 
whole country. 

Whatever you do, gentlemen, with reference to this bill will be 
taken, must be taken, as your deliberate judgment upon the 
great question of what should be done in financial legislation, 
and as a foretaste of what you will do if the people entrust you 
with a larger measure of power for a longer extent of time. 

Iwas somewhat startled the other day, Mr. Chairman, to hear my 
colleague [Mr. HALL] declare in his speech in this House that he 
had heard from an official high in the Treasury Department that 


probably within the coming twelve months there would b ied 
United States bonds amounting to a thousand millions of dollars 


A thousand millions of dollars in bonds! A billion dollars of 
debt to be fastened upon the people of this country in a single 
peaceful year! Why, and for what? lam not disposed to treat 
this merely as the vapid declamation of a sensationalist, because 
I have observed that as gentlemen change their views upon this 
money question, and as they get closer to the views that prevail 
at the Treasury Department and further from the views that pre- 
vail among their constituents, they become daily better authori- 
ties upon what is intended and what is likely to happen about the 
Treasury Department. [Laughter. | 

Contemplate the picture! In time of profound peace, with no 
necessity resting upon us, with a country rich in all the resources 
with which any people ever were blessed, we are threatened with 
an issue of a thousand million dollars of bonds in a-single year t 
carry out a particular Treasury policy; to force upon the people, 
willingly or unwillingly, a policy which has no hearty support in 
their ranks; a policy which could not be upheld if submitted to 
the people in any quarter of the Union, not even excepting the 
Northeast; a policy whichis almost entirely without support in 
the South and the West. 

Mr. Chairman, my colleague suggested some other things to 
which it seems to me, as a Missourian, I ought to give at least pass- 
ing attention. I havenothing to say about my coll 16s conver- 
sion, Aman’s conversion and changes of opinion are matters 
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resting with himseif. I do say, however, that the people whom 
he represents and the people whom I represent, the people of the 
eat State of Missouri, are not lacking in courage, judgment, or 
sonesty, nor is it required that politicians shall go abroad among 
them to tell them what is right and what is wrong, what is good 
and what is bad. They area brave people; they admire courage. 
They are an honest people; they esteem honesty. They are acon- 
sistent people; they have respect for consistency. These people 
know some things and will continue to know some things, even 
if the politicians do not venture among them upon the broad, and 
philanthropic and courageous mission which my colleague would 
sugrest. 

Perhaps the crying sin of the day is that the politicians do 
not rise to the summit of courage to which this gentleman has 
mounted, and tell the people wherein they are in error, as he says. 
Perhaps that is true. But it has sometimes seemed to me that 

aver harm comes from the fact that some politicians, appearing 

fore the people as the advocates of certain doctrines, obtaining 
the suffrages of the people upon certain pledges—after they are 
clothed with power by the people; after they are commissioned by 
the people to carry out the ple’s will, fall away from their 
professions, forget their teachings, turn their backs upon those 
who have given them honor and power, and join with those who 
are opposed to their constituents, [Applause. ] 

I say again that I have sometimes fancied the _ suffer 
more from misrepresentation than they do from the lack of cour- 
age in those who essay to teach them what is right and what is 
wrong, what is wise and what is unwise. 

I am well aware, Mr, Chairman, that distinguished men have 
changed their opinions. We have them among us. They are to 
be found everywhere. It is a common enough thing for people, 

eat and small, to change their views. Itis common enough 

or people, good and bad, to change their views, and change their 
course of conduct. But I think the conclusion is not anirresisti- 
ble one that when a man changes his views and course upon some 
great question, he is large beyond the measure of ordinary men, 
or ead beyond the goodness of ordinary men. That conclusion 
is not necessarily one which we musi adopt, because history and 
observation do not coerce us into it. 

I make no invidious comparisons or suggestions about these 
things; I merely think o—- may be upward or downward. I 
know that some men stand conspicuous in history for having 
changed their course, and changed their professions, when the 
change, according to the judgment of mankind, has not been in 
the rightdirection. I knowthat through twenty centuries and by 
sixty generations of men the memory of Judas Iscariot and of the 

eat segs has been kept alive, that upon it might be heaped, 
S perpetual freshness, the execrations of mankind. I know that 
Benedict Arnold, who shed his blood in the cause of freedom and 
afterwards turned against his country, isremembered as a fright- 
ful example, and, thank God, one of the few examples, held u 
for the condemnation and the execration of universal manh 
and patriotism. 

I know, too, that there are people who remain steadfast in views 
which they have formed upon deliberation and study, views which 
they believe to be correct, and which have been tested and tried, 
who can not well be rated as Chinese or as resembling the igno- 
rant class in the East Indies or like unto some dark and benighted 
tribe in the depths of African jungles; much less may they be 
classed as belonging to the lower animals. 

Ido not attribute to my colleague any suggestion that he was 
sent here by representatives of any of those classes. I know that 
the men who sent him here, the men before whom he appeared as 
an advocate in season and out of season of the free coinage of sil- 
ver are as honest and as sincere as can be found anywhere in this 

nion. 

I myself, like all menI suppose, have some admiration for cour- 
age. I can admire the man who, clinging to his own opinion, 
though it be newly acquired, is willing on account of it to sur- 
render place and power, is willing to retire from the walks of 
public life to the shades of private life. And Ican also imagine 
a case where perhaps the shades of private life maysoon rest upon 
one without particular reference to his course upon this question 
or that question. There are such cases, When those cases arise, 
in those particular instances—I am not citing any at all—in those 
particular instances it may be seen that the Sine in of great 
and good things is rather before thefootlights ahd for the galleries 





than the actual giving up of anything which may be retained. 


Apeiowe.) 

ow, I do not know what persons were referred to in my trans- 
formed colleague's allusions to the “ feathermg of nests.” I know, 
Mr. Chairman, or I believe I know, that the person who obtains 
the suffrages of the free born citizens of Missouri by advocating 
doctrines to which they are devoted, and who then changes his 
views so as to turn himself oem that which he advocated before 
them, and which they wished to have advocated and voted here, is 
liable te find no finer lining for his nest than the rough straw, 
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unless some great duck-shooter shall drop a little down into thst 
nest. eee and applause. } 

I wish to say—and I call upon gentlemen who doubt the cor- 
rectness of the saying to note the event for the proof—I wish to 
say that when the Democrats of Missouri are heard, as they wil! 
be upon the 15th of next April, when their representatives meet to 
send delegates to the national convention, they will speak with no 
uncertain voice. I believe they will not speak in the apologetic 
tone of those who have been left to grope in darkness because 
the cowardice of politicians who have failed to instruct them. | 
believe they will not speak in the voice of the courageous poli 
cians, like my colleague, who areassuming to instruct them against 
their deliberate judgment, but I do believe that when the voice o 
Missouri is heard it will be heard again, asit has been heard here 
tofore, in favor of what the Missouri Democrats understand to be 
the doctrine of justice and right, the doctrine of the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver at the old time-honored, time-tried, and 
time-tested ratio of 16 to 1. 

Mr. Chairman, the question before us is really avery serious one, 
It is of vast moment. It is a question, I believe, which will be di 
cussed in the next few months from ocean to ocean, and from the 
Lakes to the Gulf; a question upon which millions of men will vote 
in next November. Shall we shrink from it? Shall we dodge it? 
Shall we endeavor to evade it by subterfuge? Let us realize our- 
selves that the people of this country have begun to learn without 
the intervention of political teachers that he that is not with us 
is against us. 

ow, my colleague gave some more very startling information 
to the House. I understood him to state that as many as eight 
Senators who voted for the free-silver amendment now before 
us said they believed that its passage was fraught with grave dan 
ger and serious harm to the country—I do not recollect the exact 
words he used, but that is the thought. As to this statement | 
know nothing. But the question was asked, Did he believe it? 
He replied that he did. The question, ‘‘Do you believe the 
charge?” was, ean, the precise one asked. 

I think it likely that the word ‘‘charge” must have virtually 
been put into the mouth of my colleague, and that he did not utter 
it himself. Certainly ‘‘charge” is not the word that he would 
choose, for, unless he has been greatly misrepresented, for a nuim- 
ber of months in last year my colleague was going through tho 
State of Missouri discussing the question of finance and of his 
own enlightenment and endeavoring to enlighten the benighted 

ple according to my colleague’s ideas, newly developed. He 
is reported to have said that he had learned the error of his way 
and had become satisfied that the sound-money theory as interpre- 
ted by JoHN SHERMAN and Secretary Carlisle was the salvation 
of the country, and that he could nolonger subscribe to the silver 
heresy, but, having been elected by a free-silver constituency, upon 
a free-silver a he would vote for the heresy. 

I did not hear him say it. Ido not know that he did say it. 
But I know that it was reported from all over my State that he did 
say so, that that declaration was made by him, and never did I 
hear a contradiction of the general report. Then may 1 not con- 
clude that although the gentleman has, or may have, the informa- 
tion that he says he has concerning the declarations of the cight 
Senators which he seems to regard as 30 indefensible, he has no 
‘*charge” to make againstthem? Because, if it be true that they 
voted for the bill believing it to be wrong, and that following i1 
the track of its nee would come the injury they are reporte: 
as saying would come, why should he make a ‘‘ charge” agains 
them when they were but doing what the gentleman, as reported, 
had a habit of saying he would do himself? 

Yes, the people-of Missouri are sturdy, honest, brave, deserving 
people. They are in favor of what they are in favor of, at home 
or away from home. At home and away from home, they are 
op to what they are opposed to. The man who faithfully 
represents that people has no special mission to instruct them, 
because they are not so densely ignorant. He should keep faith 
with them, speak with their voice, as he contracted with them to 
do when he obtained the commission which he still continues to 
hold for what it is worth to him. 

If my colleague would go back to that magnificent Second dis- 
trict of Missouri which sent him here to represent it, and say, 
‘Such a change has taken place in my judgment on this money 

uestion that I may no longer honestly vote for what I said I be- 
heved and advocated, and of course Ican not misrepresent you by 
taking the other side; I return you the commission which you 
intrusted to me”—if he were to do that and go back to that splen- 
did constituency in his new réle as an instructor and advocate 0! 
that which all his life long, until the shadow of the Treasury fel! 
over him, he condemned, he would hardly be his own successor 
to fill the vacancy caused by his ownresignation. [Applause. | 

These Missouri people have not changed, and so in resignation 
—_— be found some sublimity of ees courage which parts 
with something, and not that courage which seems to part with 
something that is going anyhow. [Laughter and applause. } 
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Mr. Chairman, there is another thing I might mention. In ap- | 


aT y 
Pde for his own guidance which makes him the exemplar and 
teacher of his people, he should be exceedingly careful always 
not to ask credit of them or to take credit from them beyond his 
real deserts. For instance, if I were to go before the people whom 
I represent and claim that I was the author of the income-tax 
law, we will say, that I was the man to whom credit ought to be 


given fe 


before his constituents, especially if he has that lofty | 


| 


| 


or it, and if they should conclude that I was right about | 


it. that I was talking according to the record, they would give me | 


credit to which I am not entitled. I simply was one of hundreds 
in favor of that measure. 

The income tax was not discovered lately. 
recently. The ancients knew about it. 
own country years ago. 

So, likewise, if my colleague from Missouri were to pose, or 
were to allow himself to be posed, as the author of the income-tax 
law, knowing that he is not, he would be taking or receiving 
credit where itis not due. 
as the midwife present when the income-tax law was born, as the 


It was not invented 
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whose people are overwhelmingly in favor of the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver at the old ratio be stifled by the minority, 
however 1 spectable in character that minority may be? Or sh ll 
their delegates represent the sense, the judgm nt, and the will of 
the predominant element of the party? 

_ Lam in favor, Mr, Chairman, of having a spade called a spade 
in this next campaign. I am in favor of the parties declaring 
what they are for and what they are against. No party, I assume, 
should so declare‘itself that its utterances can be read in ene way 
in one quarter and another way in another quarter, for [ believe 
it will be held in each quarter to mean that which is intended for 


| . 1 , 2: ¥ ; rl 
| the other quarter. And I believe the party to which I belong, if 


It was in the law of our | 
| and with hope. 


it declares that which is in the mind and heart of the dominant 
element of the purty, can go into the campaign with self-respect 
I say with hope, because the skies are not so dark, 


| the issue cf the contest is not so fully foreshadowed, as that any 


If he were to appear before his people | 


wet nurse that cared for it in the hours of its puling infancy, as | 


the godmother at its christening, as the steadfast guardian and 
protector of it in all the years that followed, and if the people were 


to give him credit accordingly he would get credit beyond his | 


deserts. ’ 
who really drafted that income-tax provison of the tariff bill, he 


simply supported it, he simply advocated it as he advocated free | 


silver coinage, and voted for one measure as for the other. 

All these things, and a great many more, suggest themselves to 
our minds if we will allow ourselves to stop and reflect a mo- 
ment. And all these things suggest to us, too, that perhaps we 
may make a mistake if we assume to be so much better than the 
people; that perhaps we may drop into error if we assume that 
we have acquired much wisdom that the people who chose us do 
not possess, and, in the pride of an empty self-sufficiency, take a 
course contrary to that which they directed us to take. 


Because, like the rest of us, all except the gentleman | 


Speaking of the income tax, I might say further that perhaps | 
as long as judicial history shall last, as long as men shall read of | 


the decisions of courts and of those who made them, only one 


little thing connected with that income-tax law and with its over- | 
throw will drift down the current of time and carry the memory | 


of at least one man to the far-distant future, to be queried about 


and commented upon when the names of greater and better men | 


shall have long since sunk beneath the floods of oblivion. 


That law, Mr. Chairman, was to compel wealth to bear its share | 


of taxation and to give to poverty a measure of relief from unjust 
burdens. That law had behind it the wish, the prayer, and the 
hope of millions of struggling men and womeninthisland. It had 
against it the concentrated power of wealth. It had for it when 
it was first passed upon by the highest court in the land one in 


particular of those who occupy seats upon thatexalted bench. It | 
had against it a few weeks later upon the same question, when the | 


vote was decisive, the same person. 

We all ought to be charitable in this matter, I think, of judging 
people on account of a change of opinion. I have cited some in- 
stances from history—some remote, some recent—to show, so far 
as one can show in this casual way, that merely because a man 


has changed in opinion or in conduct, merely because he faces in | 
a different direction, we ought not, if the matter is of much con- | 
sequence, to conclude out of hand, right away, and of course, that | 
he has risen above the level of ordinary mortals, when, perchance, | 
he may have dropped below that common level upon which so | 


many men pass through this life. 

I recur to the original proposition, having been somewhat dis- 
cursive in my remarks. Mr. Chairman, what will your party do 
with the question now before us? Can the party so handle this 
matter as to stand in the East for the single gold standard and in 
the West and South for that much abused and little understood 
thing, bimetallism? 
now where it stands. The Republican party can vote for some- 
thing and against something. Nothing but itself can prevent it 
from doing it. It has absolute power here. I think, though Iam 
not the adviser of the party, I am not assuming this role of in- 





I hardly think so. The party can declare | 


structor—my colleague may do that—I say it seems to me that | 


your party has a duty to discharge toitself and tothecountry. I 
know that in the West and the South there are thousands of men 


within the ranks of the Republican party who are in favor of the | 


free and unlimited coinage of silver upon the ratio of 16 to 1. 
What will you give them? 

I know, too, that in the same sections of the country the domi- 
nant element, the ne a part, of the Democratic party is sincerely 
devoted to the same doctrine. Shall they be overborne again by 
the Northeast? Shall they, when the time comes for sending del- 
egates to their own convention, send doubtful or uncertain men, 
or shall they send men who can be relied upon? 

Will they test and try those offering for delegates before they 
commission them? Shall the voice of Missouri and Arkansas, 





man can confidently predict that this party or that party shall 
prevail without reference to what its nominations and platform 
shall be. [Loud applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, this House passed and sent to the 
Senate a bill authorizing the issuance of 3 per cent bonds instead 
of 4 percent bonds, as now provided by law, and also requiring that 
bond sales should bemade in public. One good result has followed 
the passage of this bill in the House. The Republican press, with 
great unanimity, objected toany moresecret bondsales. The great- 
est of the Democratic papers, the New York World, made such an 
assault from inside the Democratic party lines as to compel a halt 
on the part of the Administration, These various infinences have 
resulted in an appeal by the President to the people of the United 
States. He called for one hundred millions of gold. They offered 
him nearly six hundred millions. These offers were made, not for 
gold-bearing bonds, but for coin bonds. This response from the 
people shows the absolute confidence in all parts « 
that the parity of our money will be maintained. 
flatter. 

To the reasonable bill offered by the House the Senate has re- 
sponded with a bill for the unlimited free coinage of silver at the 
ratio of 16 to 1. The great silver leader, Senator STEWART, an- 
nounced that this was mere dress parade, that it meant nothing, 
and that the bill had no chance to pass this House or to become a 
law. Debate here will change no votes. This debate is for the 
country, not for the House. 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Towne], with his chart 
and his pointing rod, has given us an exhibition from Coin’s 
Financial School. His presentation of his case has been pleasing 
and ingenious. But the question we have to meet is a plain and 
practical proposition. At the end of the speech of the gentleman 
from Minnesota, with his flowery rhetoric and polished periods, 
a plain and practical question was propounded to him by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. HALL]. In that question is the meat 
of the whole discussion. ‘‘ What will be the result if we accept 
the Senate bill and it should become alaw? Will silver rise to 
par and circulate side by side with gold, or will we go to a silver 
standard, as all other countries have gone which coin silver ata 
ratio of 154 or 16} to 1, at a time when silver is worth from 30 or 
32 to 1?” The reply of the gentleman from Minnesota was that 
silver would be enhanced in price; that gold would probably go to 
asmall premium. This is the substance of his answer. 

If gold should go to a premium it would disappear from circu- 
lation as has gold in all silver countries. Should gold goto a pre- 
mium we would be upon a silver standard. 

Mr. KEM. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. KEM. I would like to ask him if gold isnot at a premium 


f the country 
Markets never 


now? 

Mr. LACEY. Gold fora few days during the bond sale has been 
at a premium for a temporary purpose, a premium of less than 
one-half of 1 per cent; and now I ask my friend the question, has 


it retired because of that premium? 
Mr. KEM. Oh, no. 


Mr. LACEY. i understand, asa matter of fact. that gold is not 


circulating so generally since that premium has been put m it. 
And if its circulation is checked by a premium of le han one- 
half of 1 per cent, what would be the effect of its going to a pre- 


mium of 47 per cent? 

It has been repeatedly said that France maintained the double 
standard for the whole world from 1816 to 1873, and that we should 
follow her example. From 1816 to 1873 France, instead of main- 
taining silver in circulation by giving it a peculiar value through 
her mints, merely accepted the commercial ratio and coined ac- 
cordingly. It is one thing to coin at the commercial ratio and 
quite a different thing to attempt to change the commercial value 
by coining at a different ratio. France in 1874 found silver de- 
clining and stopped her coinage. We are asked to follow France. 
It is precisely what we are doing and have done. coining 
silver in limited amounts and maintaining those limited amounts 


‘Ly ar 
weare 











Me Sen, Seine 














wks pnd Weide iii < Cai eel amabsaae h s 

































9 ee 
GR aS thy a i mA: ted: i SAN LA te = 
BEELER ENE E LAE DVES LEE LL LASS AMG ily VA BOA LBP WEE? 0 CLR Aa ice AGS waite 


we eat OO 


0 inl igh EL ERS WACO LRG EL AIRE RE NEES RE GAB Hi 








= * Sr 
~ “gi i _ : a sine hs ill 
Pe Hilt OE M9 2 SEE PR YOM & 4 SHES iat 









1612 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





at a parity with gold. Our country has no patent on her methods. 
She is simply doing what France, Germany, Austria, Belgium, 
Holland, and other European powers have been and are doing. 
She is using both gold and silver in about equal quantities, and 
maintaining the coined metal at an equality upon the old ratio. 
Our ability to do this with a limited amount of silver has been 
demonstrated, as has the power of other countries to do the same, 
by an indirect method of redemption, by receiving the silver for 
customs and other taxes and limiting the amount of the coinage. 
Should we open our mints to coinage without limit at the ratio of 
16 to1I have no doubt the result would be the same as it is in 
every other country which thus keeps open its mints. Experience 
teaches us that under such circumstances only the cheaper metal 
would be coined. In fact, our own experience has taught us the 
same. 

Prior to 1878 the market value of the silver in a silver dollar 
was greater than the market value of the gold in a gold dollar. 
This explains why we only coined about 8,000,000 silver dollars, 
all told, prior to 1873. Only the cheaper metal is coined under 
these circumstances. 

However plausible and ingenious the arguments may sound and 
diagrams may look, the stubborn fact remains, as it has remained 
in all ages, that the unlimited coinage of two metals at a ratio 
different from the commercial ratio will result in the single use 
of the cheaper metal. There never has been an exception to it in 
history, and no gentleman upon the floor of this House can point 
to a single instance where this rule has proved false. France 
changed her ratio more than twenty times in a single century in 
order to maintain the two metals in concurrent circulation. She 
did not attempt to create a commercial ratio, she simply accepted 
and adopted that ratio as she found it. She accepted the ratio as 
the world’s markets declared the relative value of the two metals. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will my friend from Iowa, who is always 
so frank and candid, and always so well informed, state to the 
House what was the bulk of the two metals at the time France 
fixed the mint ratio at 154 to 1; and then, as he has said France 
simply adopted the ratio which she found, will he tell us where 
she found it, and how she found it? 

Mr. LACEY. The answer to that question would involve a 
lengthy discussion. From soon after the discovery of America 
down to 1873 there was no very wide divergence in the ratios; 
the different nations of the world adopted slightly variant ratios 
substantially agreeing with the commercial ratio; andI grant you 
that to a certain extent, with a moderate output of silver, the ra- 
tios adopted in the various mints would influence the price. But 
yet it was the effort of France, it was the effort of our own country 
when Alexander Hamilton discussed the question at the time of 
the opening of our mints after the Revolution—it has been the 
effort of all countries to ascertain the real commercial ratio and 
to adopt it if they desired to maintain the coinage of both metals 
in ee circulation. 

Mr. KEM. I wish toaskthe gentleman whether the commercial 
ratio between the two metals is not always changing? 

Mr. LACEY. The commercial ratio was not very changeable 
during the time when silver was not produced in such great vol- 
ume. It fluctuated slightly. 

For the five years preceding 1878 the entire output of silver 
averaged annually only about fifty or fifty-one millions in the 
whole world; in the year 1894 the product was $216,000,000. This 
enormous increase could not do otherwise than influence its com- 
mercial value. 

Mr. KEM. And now, if the gentleman will permit me, I want 
to ask him is it not true that silver maintained its commercial 
value or ratio until it was destroyed by law? 

Mr. LACEY. Iclaim that it was not destroyed by law. Ishall 
show that the law in Mexico that opened the mints without any 
limit whatever to silver has not sustained or restored its parity. 
The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAk] has conceded that 
the fact that 900,000,000 of the population of the world remain 
upon a silver basis has not maintained its value. 

Mr. KEM. Was not the value of silver maintained in other 
countries until it was destroyed and discredited as money in the 
United States of America? 

Mr. LACEY. Two hundred years ago silver was the standard 
of the world. Gold was measured by that standard. The world 
used silver rather than go!2, 2nd there was not anything like an 
adequate supply of either. 

Mr. KEM. So long as we did not discriminate against silver it 
retained its parity with gold. 

Mr. LACEY. There has been no discrimination against silver 
= this country. It has been coined in great volume, as I shall 

ow. 

Mr. KEM. And when discriminating 1 tion in favor of 
gold was adopted, then the depreciation of silver set in. 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. There has been no discriminating 
legislation in favor of gold. Gold has been coined, and silver has 
been coined. We have, as I have already shown, coined and put 
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in circulation over $600,000,000 of silver in eighteen years, as 


ne 


pared with $90,000,000 in the previous eighty years. So that when 
the gentleman talks about discriminating against silver he is jr. 
ply speaking against the record. We have, infact, discriminateg 
in favor of silver. No suchsuperhumaneffort hasever been mada 
in the world as that made by the United States of America to 


restore silver to its old parity, to bring it back to the old valye 
in spite of the fact that $216,000,000 worth of the product wag 
mined in the single year 1894, while $50,000,000 had been the ayer. 
age annual product a few years previous. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will my friend permit me to ask him a 
tion pertinent to the issue? I do not ask it with any purposo of 
troubling or interrupting him. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. My friend said a few moments ago that it 
was impossible that the great increase in the production of silver 
could have had any other influence than to affect the chanve of 
ratio between the two metals—— 

oo LACEY. No; I said that it had decreased the value of the 
silver. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It has changed the commercial relation be- 
tween the two. 

Now, will my friend tell me why it was that from 1847 to 1853, 
within the course of a period of four years, I think, when gold 
grew so enormously in production as to increase 146 per cent in 


ules. 


one year—at the end of the period—the bulk ratio, which had been 
28 to 1, came to be only 4 ounces of gold to 1 of silver, that it did 
not produce achange in the commercial relations of the two metals, 
but a change only in the value of the money? 

Mr. LACEY. The effect of it was to produce a decline in the 


price of silver. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. A decline in the value of gold, you mean. 

Mr. LACEY. No; a decline in both gold and silver, and for 
the simplest of all reasons, as I will undertake to explain in a 
moment, Last year gold reached the enormous product of §130,- 
000,000. Did that decrease the relative value as between gold and 
silver? No; not at all. Onthe contrary, as gold has increased in 
production we have found silver declining steadily. I used to 
believe that the great discoveries in Dulerolo and in South Africa 
would, in the end, restore the relative proportion in value bet ween 
silver and — by increasing the value of silver or decreasing the 
value of gold, or both. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to have a little longer. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask that the time of the gentleman be 
extended. 

The request was granted. 

Mr. LACEY. The increase of annual gold production has not 
had the effect of increasing the value of silver, but on the con- 
trary has lowered it. Why? Now, I will give you an illustration. 
Take your own town of Yazoo City; suppose the people there pre- 
Seeved wheat to corn as food, and ordinarily only raised enough of 
both for their food. Inagood year they would raise wheat enough 
to take the place of both. What would bethe result? Why, they 
would use nothing but wheat and the price of corn would be 
influenced by the increase in the production of wheat. So it is as 
gold has increased. Instead of diminishing the value of gold only 
it has cheapened the price of silver, and we have seen silver de- 
creasing in value as compared with gold all the time, while gold 
has been taking its place. The increased discovery of gold lias 
simply allowed that many more dollars to be used in gold coinage, 
and it has been absorbed, because it eee by the people, and 
this preference can not be prevented by legislation. It is nota 
pleasing conviction for those of us who desire, and honestly desire, 
to see silver fully restored, but it is a stubborn fact that we must 
face. The first blow = struck at silver was by the accumula- 
tion of the vast products of Australia and California, that enalled 
France and other countries to obtain gold and supersede to that 
extent the silver that had been substantially their principal money 
metal theretofore. 

It is argued that this country has shown itself hostile to silver 


since the so-called “‘ crime of 1873.” Gentlemen grow indignant 
over this unfriendliness to silver and show an excitement utterly 
unwarranted by the facts. Prior to 1873 the United States had 
coined and put in circulation of silver dollars about eight millions, 
of other silver coin a little over eighty millions, making an entire 
silver coinage during the whole history of this country, when it 


is said the country was so friendly to silver, of only about $90),()- 
000. From 1806 to 1836 not one single silver dollar was coine|— 


a os of thirty years. Since 1873 this country has rapidly 
taken silver into its circulation until now we are maintaining 
$625,000,000 of the white metal in our currency, not as 2 debased 
and deprecia ted money, but maintaining it absolutely on an equal- 
ity with the yellow metal. 


The gentleman from California [Mr. JOHNSON] appeals to Con- 
gress to ‘‘do something for silver.” He says: 


roe have done nothing for it. Show that you are friendly to the white 
me 
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Let us examine a few plain facts and figures. ! 
uncoined seigniorage in the Treasury, there is to-day stored in the 
Treasury and subtreasuries of the United States $435,845,690 in 
silver bullion and coin. The greater portion of this metal is in 
representative circulation in the form of silver certificates. About 
75 per cent of the silver coin circulates in the form of paper. On 
the other hand, the people hold the goldin kind. That the Ameri- 
can people prefer gold to silver coin is evidenced by the fact that 


Including the | 


about 15 per cent of the gold circulation is in the Treasury and 75 | 


per cent of the silver. doi er : 
in the form of paper than it would in its own bulky condition of 
coin. 

Do something for silver— 

Says the gentleman from California, 

This Government— 

He says— 
has shown itself hostile to silver. 

On the contrary, there are to-day 13,500 tons avoirdupois weight 
of silver in the Treasury and subtreasuries of the United States. 
Under the Sherman law in three years and three months’ time 
this Government bought nearly 6,000 tons of silver in the effort 
to furnish such a market as would restore the two metals toa 
parity at the old ratio. Personally I would be glad to see any- 
thing done that would tend to the restoration of the former un- 
limited concurrent use of gold and silver. But with the thirteen 
great commercial nations using silver only in limited quantities 
and maintaining their silver coin at a parity with gold, it is not a 
matter that we lone-handed can control. 
to say, ‘‘ Let us have an American system of finance; let us abso- 
lutely establish a relation between the two metals that exists no- 


This silver is doing good duty, better duty | 


It sounds very patriotic | 


| to heaps of paper and fagots. 


where else and compel the world to accept the valuation that the | 


American Congress decrees.” If we could fix values thus by law, 
there are other products that would deserve our consideration as 
well as silver. We should, if we had the power, legislate addi- 
tional value into cotton and horses. The butter, eggs, and poul- 
try products of Iowa exceed in a single year the entire silver and 
gold output of the whole United States of America. The silver 
and gold product of the United States for the year 1889 was of 
the commercial value of $79,445,120, while the poultry and dairy 
products of Iowa for the same year were $86,878,297. The silver- 
mining interest is a great industry, but is a small one when coin- 
pared to many others. 

Mr. KEM. When the gentleman talks about increasing the 
value of horses by law, let me say to him that if there was a uni- 
versal law enacted by this Government compelling people to use 
nothing but gray horses, the value of gray horses would be greatly 
increased. 

Mr. LACEY. No; the effect of that would be that the men who 
enacted that law would go out of business at the next election. 
{Laughter.} Why, a man from Nebraska the other day com- 


plained to me that electricity had ‘‘ dehorsetized ” the horse, and | 


he was wanting a law passed by which the horse could be ‘“ re- 
horsetized "—restored toits old value. [Laughter. ] 
The value of coinage metals is not a local question. 
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The Sherman law was repealed in 1893, and we were told thaf 


— 


it was a deathblow to silver. On the contrary, silver was higher 
in 1894 than it was before the repeal of the law. New methods of 
mining silver have not only increased the output, but cheapened 
the ec roduction. . With silver at a little over 50 cents on 
the dollar, we had in 1894 the enormous product of $216,000,000 
from the world’s mines. It cost less than this to produce it o” 
mining would have ceased. 

A diminished revenue has affected the solvency 


st of its 


f the Treasury, 


A mistaken tariff policy has increased our imports and turned the 
balance of trade against us. The nation is buying more abroad 
than it isselling there. The Treasury is paying out more than its 
income. This leads to timidity and lack of confidence along the 


whole line. A reserve that would be ample to maintain our credit 
when the revenues exceed the expenses and the exports exceed the 
imports is inadequate when these conditions are reversed. 


It is said that a high measure of health is only necessary for 
unhealthy people, and soa strong reserve becomes necessary to 
support a Treasuryin the condition that the Wilson bill has placed 
that of the United States. Individuals may escape punishment 
in this world; nations never do. There is nothing sitive as 


the public credit. 
Addison, in his Spectator, described the public credit by an 
allegory: 


A virgin sits at the end of a great hall. Sheis timorous, chan lor, and 
is hysterical. She falls away from the plumpness of health t 
tonina moment. But her recoveries are wonderfu sect 
feet reading dispatches to her from all parts of the world. 
changes color rapidly. Behind her are great heaps of money ‘ ; 
of gold. A door flies open. Hideous phantoms enter; tyr l und 


bigotry appear. The lady faints, the piles of mons 
Suddenly liberty 
of the Government appear. Confidence returns. The la L 
money bags again expand. The paper and the fagots are changed iin into 
guineas. 

To have prosperity we must have confiden With confidence, 
investments aremade. Withinvestmentscome prosperity. Under 
our present tariff law men hesitate to invest their money in busi- 
ness enterprises. The fact that $600,000,000 in gold is offered to 
the Government at a little over 3 per cent interest shows that 
there isa lack of proper opportunities for legitimate use of money. 
It is claimed that all these things will be reversed by the silver 
standard. Thearguments for this bill are all based on the false 


| assumption that the mere stamp of the Government alone creates 


It is one | 


affecting the whole world, and nothing short of the whole world | 


caninfluenceit. Iwill not burden my remarks with many figures, 
but will give a few that are worthy of the greatest consideration. 

In 1878 silver; taking the ratio of 16 to1, was at aslight premium 
of less than 1 per cent. 
world for that year was $96,200,000. The silver product of the 
world for the same year was $81,800,000. In 1890, the year that 
the Sherman law was enacted, the entire output of gold in the 
world, coinage value, was $118,848,700. The entire silver product 
of that year, coinage value, was $163,032,000. It will be seen that 
gold had increased in its annual product in seventeen years about 
20 per cent, while silver had increased 100 per cent. In 1894 the 
gold product of the world was $180,626,100. The silver product, 
coinage value, the same year was $216,892,200. Comparing the 
world’s product for 1894 with 1873, gold had increased 100 per cent 
upon its annual output and silver 150 per cent. 

We constantly learn by observation and experience. We were 
told that the Wilson tariff law would produce a surplus of reve- 
nue. The actual test shows that it produces a deficit of from four 
to five millions a month, a fact which the radical silver men and 
Administration both alike ignore. 

I formerly looked with great satisfaction on the increase of the 
output of gold. The fact that gold had increased in its output 
100 per cent in 1894 as compared with 1873 gave me much encour- 
agement that the increase of the gold product would tend to do 
away with the disproportion in the ratio between silver and gold. 
The results seem to have turned out differently, and the reason is 
simple. This increased gold output has displaced that much more 
silver, because the commercial nations all prefer it to silver; and 
thus we have precisely the opposite results from what we had been 
led to hope or expect. Nations have availed themselves of an in- 
crease in gold to substitute it for their silver currency, and thus 
depreciate silver still further. 


| gold and silver value. 


The entire gold product of the whole | 


| it is worth in bullion, and no more. 


affix 
| their signets also; and when this has been nee done by the whole of 
n 


value. 

The true function of the Government’s stamp u 
guarantee its weight and fineness. Its value then depends upon 
the concurrent opinion and action of the whole world. If itis 
undervalued in one country and overvalued in another it flows to 
that country where it is overvalued and the equilibrium is restored. 
We can and do use gold, silver, copper, nickel, and paper. To 
maintain their value there must be some method of convertibility 
in the end into something that all the people want. Wampum 
was good money in New England two hundred years ago because 
the Indians valued it as an ornament. They exchanged beaver 
for it and beaver had a commercial value in Europe. The beaver 
was thus converted into gold or silver. Wampum, therefore, hada 
And soit is we have methods by which our 
nickel, copper, and paper may be converted into gold; and although 
standard silver coin is nct redeemed in gold, it is received for all 
public dues, the amount of its coinage is limited to an amount 
not beyond the ability of the Government to maintain the parity, 
and thus a method of convertibility is provided. This makes it as 
good as gold. Take away this convertibility and substitute free 
coinage without limit, and silver will be worth in coin whatever 
All experience teaches us 
this. It has been so in all ages of the world. 

Marco Polo, in the year 1254, gives us an interesting account of 
the first Chinese paper money, made from mulberry bark. I will 
incorporate it here in my remarks, as it is the first account we 
have in history of any substance of no recognized intrinsic value 
being used as money: 


on metal is to 


In the city of Kambalu is the mint of the great Khan, who may truly be 
said So pose the secret of the alchemist, as he has the art of producing 
money by the following process: He causes the bark to be stripped from mul 
berry trees, the leaves of which are used for feeding silk worms, and takes 
from it that thin inner rind which lies between the coarse bark and wood of 
the tree, this being steeped and afterwards pounded ina mortar until re 
duced to pulp, is made into paper resembling (in substance) that which is 
now manufactured from cotton. but quite black. When ready for use he has 
it cut into pieces of money of different sizes nearly square, but somewhat 
longer than they are wide. Of these the smallest pass for a denier tournois; 
the next in size for a Venetian silver groat; others for two, five, and ten 
groats; others for one, two, three, and as far as ten besants of gold 

The coinage of this paper money is authenticated with as much form and 
ceremony as if it were actually of pure gold or silver, for to each note a num 
ber of officers, specially appointed, not only subscribe their names, but : 





them, the principal officer deputed by the majority, having dipped into ver- 
million the royal seal committed tohis care, stamps with it the piece of paper 
so that the form of the seal tinged with the vermillion remains impressed 
upon it, by which it receives full authenticity as current money, and the act 
of counterfeiting it is punished asa capital offense. When thus coined in 
large quantities this paper currency is circulated in every part of the Grand 
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‘Mexico for that purpose. 


Khan's dominion; nor dare any person at the pert of his life refuse to accept 
this in payment. All his subjects receive it without hesitation, because 
wherever their business may call them they can dispose of it again in the 
purchase of merchsndise they may have occasion for, such as pearls, jewels, 
gold, silver; with it, in short, every article may be procured. 

Several times in the course of each year large caravans of merchants arrive 
with such articles as have just been mentioned, together with gold tissues, 
which they lay before the Grand Khan. He thereupon calls ther twelve 
experienced and skillful persons, selected for the purpose, whom he commands 
to examine the articles with great care and fix the value at which they should 
be purchased. Upon the sum at which they have been thus conscientiously 
appraised he allows them a reasonable profit, and immediately pays for them 
with his paper, to which the owners can have no objection, because, as we 
have observed, it answers the purpose of their own disbursements, and even 
though they should be inhabitants of a country where this kind of money is 
not current, they invest the amount in other articles of merchandise suited 
to their own markets. When any persons happen to possessed of paper 
money which from long use has become damaged, they carry it to the mint, 
where, upon payment of only 3 per cent, they may receive fresh notes in ex- 
change. Should any be desirous of neving gold or silver for the purpose of 
manufacture, such as drinking cups, etc., they apply to the mints and for their 
paper obtain the bullion they require. All his armies are d with this cur- 
rency, which is to them of the same value as gold orsilver. Upon these grounds 
it may certainly be affirmed that the Grand Khan has a more extensive com- 
mand of treasure than any other sovereign in the universe. 

But the Chinese paper money, it will be observed, was kept good 
by redeeming it at the mint in gold, silver, or jewels, and by re- 
ceiving it for all dues and taxes. After Marco Polo’s time a suc- 
ceding Khan made the mistake of assuming that it was the stamp 
on the money that gave it value instead of the methods of redemp- 
tion. He worked up so much mulberry bark into this money that 
it became valueless. 

Ihave in my my ia and which I exhibit to the House, a 
sample of coin from Guatemala. Guatemala has a paper basis 
founded upon silver. The paper has shrunk in value to 30 cents 
on the dollar. Silver disappeared from circulation, and in order 
to make it circulate side by side with paper, each half dollar was 
cut into three triangular pieces, and here we have a Guatemala 
half dollar worth about 9 cents, being the one-third of an original 
Mexican half dollar. They have not put the words ‘‘ In God we 
trust” upon it, but have put the sign of the cross instead; and 
this isahalf dollar in thatcountry. Iunderstand that prices there 
are in proportion to the actual commercial value of the bullion 
in this so-called half dollar. 

We are confronted with a few simple and clear questions in 
voting upon the Senate bill. First, Will free coinage increase the 
amount of our currency? Second, Will free coinage contract 
the currency? Third, Will it put us on a single silver standard? 
If, as the gentleman from Minnesota admits, gold will go toa pre- 
mium, of course it will cease to circulate, the gold is retired 
from circulation the currency will be contrac $600 000,000. 
That it will retire from circulation if it goes to a premium will 
not be disputed by any member of this House. When gold and 
silver rose to a premium in 1861 it disappeared at once from cir- 
culation as completely as though it had been thrown into the sea. 
That the same result would follow were either one of the metals 
to command a premium can not be disputed by any intelligent 
financier. It will be so because it always has been so. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRar] says there are 
1,250,000,000 people in the world, and that three-fourths of them 
are doing business wholly upon the silver standard. By adding 
our 70,000,000 to the 900,000,000 he thinks there would be no ques- 
tion about silver being restored to a parity at the old ratio of 16 
to 1, notwithstanding the fact that the other 350,000,000 com- 
mercial people of the world refused to join with us in the effort; 
that what 900,000,000 fail to do 970,000,000 would be sure to accomp- 
lish. This is placing an estimate upon this country in commercial 
matters unwarranted by any facts in our experience. Adding 
one more nation to the 900,000,000 Asiatics, Mexicans, and South 
Americans could not bridge over the tremendous chasm of 47 per 
cent that now exists between the eee dollar and the pro- 

parity. As a nation deeply interested in the production of 
silver, and desirous of bimetallism in its fullest sense, we should 
carry our part of the load, if it is to be called a load. But the 
proposition that we have the power, lone-handed, to change the 
present condition as to the ratio between these two metals at a 
time when the world’s product of silver is over two hundred mil- 
lions a year is a very daring one, and I do not believe that it can 
possibly be successful. 

Last summer it was proposed by our Democratic friends in 
Towa to adopt a 16-to-1 k and appeal to the coun- 
try or the question of free coinage of silver. It was boldly 
stated that by so doing we could be “‘ prosperous like our neigh- 
bor, Mexico,” which is coining silver at the ratio of 16} to1. Thad 
a curiosity to examine the experiment, and went to 


In the cam of 1894 I t 300 
Mexican dollars and paid 51 cents for them; I sold them 
upon the stump, as an object lesson, at two fora dollar, or 50 
those dollars have been worth as low as 47 
a fluctuation of 6 cents, or about 12 per 
cent in a little over a year. I was curious to see whether the un- 
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When I crossed the line into Mexico I had purposely retain, 4 
among my money silver dollars, subsidiary silver, gold, nick... 
copper, greenbacks, Sherman notes, gold certificates, silver ¢ 
tificates, and national-bank notes. Entering a broker's offic: 
the Mexican side I took out this miscellaneous assortment 
money and received in exchange $1.85 in Mexican dollars { 
every dollar of my money, although my silver was coined at 16 ;5 
1 and the Mexican silver at 16} to 1. Even American copper 4), 
nickel was as good as gold in thisexchange. Afterwards, at 0| 
points in the Republic, I sold drafts at a premium, realizing f) 
$1.87 to $1.88 in Mexican money. I found that there was 1 
cent of gold in circulation in Mexico, that the great bulk of | 
ness there was done with copper coins, and all upon the si! 
standard. After I had been there a few weeks I cashed my 
maining drafts and found that I had more dollars left than wh.n 
I started from home after paying all expenses. But they w 
53-cent dollars, and it was a rude shock to my finances whe | 
exchanged the remainder of them for American money upon ro- 
crossing the Rio Grande. 

Mexico is prosperous under this system—that is, she is pros). r- 
ous for Mexico. But the prosperity of Mexico in her brigh 
hour would be considered hard times in this country, even w 
the darkest days of the present Democratic Administration. 

While I was in the City of Mexico a young carpenter from Den- 
ver, no doubt allured by the rosy accounts of some of the Rock) 
Mountain papers, came there for work. He found that he hai 
been deceived, and that from 60 cents to a dollar a day in Mexi: 
coin was the best he could get in the capital of our sister Repu)! 

A collection was raised among the Americans to help him | 
a to a country where they did not have the free coinage of 
silver. 

In discussing the question of wages and conditions in Mexico i 
would not be fair to blame any of their hard circumstances uyon 
the fact that Mexico has a silver standard. When the disparity 
between silver and gold commenced Mexico was upon a very low- 
wage standard, and it appears that these wages have not been iin 
—— by the use of the singlesilverstandard. Thesilver standard 

as not produced the hard condition of the affairs of Mexico, in 
my judgment, but, on the other hand, it has failed to produce 1 
good times and prosperity among the working people that t 
tadical advocates of silver teach that it would do in this country. 
The land is full of beggars, with here and there a city where tli) 
are less numerous. In the town of Guanajuato I found the labor- 
ers working on the streets at the heaviest of work eleven hours a 
day for 22 cents a day, Mexican money, equivalent to about 12 
cents of American money. This low-wage rate would not support 
life were it not for the fact that the food that they live upon is 
peenene by other labor equally poorly paid, and the price of the 

ood is accordingly cheap. I went around among these men when 
they were eating their meals and found that tortillas and frij.l: 
(corn cakes and beans) were their only food. 

Iasked a coffee planter who had a large plantation near Jalapa 
how the silver standard appeared to him. Said he: 

It isa good thing for me. I pay my workmen 37 cents a day in Mexi 
money. I sell my coffee for 32 cents silver a pound, the price being bas 
upon gold value, as it is all exported; on this I get the gold price in silve: 

y the same old wages as in sia, and it only costs me about 7 cents a pound 

coffee. The silver standard with low wages thus proves very pro 
itable to me. 

Such facts arenot encouraging to the laboring men of the United 
States to adopt the silver standard. 

President Diaz has given Mexico a sound, safe Government. 
He has turned the banditti into rural police, and the prosperity of 
Mexico to-day, as compared with her past, is mainly due toa sia 
ble form of government. Highway robbery has been suppress! 
the building of railroads and the opportunity for the speedy cvn- 
centration of troops has rendered revolutions impracticable, ani 
the question of the standard of value cuts but little figure in t!: 
matter. It is true that the high rate of exchange has discour 
aged the importation of foreign goods, and this has operated i! 
rectly as a protective tariff. The same results, however, couli 
obtained with an adequate protective tariff and a different stan: 
ard. Mexico has the same trouble maintaining her silver in ci 
culation that we have had with our gold. Whatever the stan 
ard may be,the balance of trade must be paid in some kind of 
commodities, and for the purpose of finally settling balances 0! 
national trade gold and silver are mere commodities. 

During the year 1895 Mexico shipped to the United States over 
6,000,000 ounces of silver in bullion form and 4,700,000 Mexican 
silver dollars. Now, why did these 6,000,000 ounces of bullion 
leave the country where they had the full privilege of mintay: 
and come to a country where the mints were closed? Simp!) 
because Mexico owed us an equivalent and paid us with the bullion 
at its market price. She shipped the $4,700,000 coin in the san 
way and for same reason. She made no difference betwee! 
the bullion and the coin, because under free coinage they were 0! 
equal value. And their experience teaches that instead of the coin 
bringing up the bullion value under free coinage the coin gves 
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1896. 





jown to the bullion value. Mexico has nogold in actual use, and 
( ” rs . ° . . : 

ner entire per capita circulation is between five and six dollars. 
Unlimited free coinage does not expand their currency. It would 
not expand ours. 


[asked a railroad man who had been in that country fourteen | 
ears how he liked the silver standard. He said it made no dif- | 
ference with him, for they had to pay him as much wages as he | 


could get in the United States, or its equivalent in Mexican money, 
and something in addition to induce him to live there. I asked 





him why this was so, and why they did not pay Americans the | 


same wages as Mexicans. He said they found it necessary to have 


eome Americans in railroad work; that if a locomotive became 


disabled the Mexican would fold his hands and give up, while the | 


American would go to work and repair the engine. I asked him 


then what would be the result if they fixed his wages on the | 


He answered, ‘‘ lwould go straight back to God’s 


Mexican basis. strals ai & 
Said he, ‘* Texas. 


country.” ‘And where is that”? said I. 


In the last Congress I proposed the experiment of coining the | 
American product for three years, charging as the seigniorage the | 


difference between the bullion value and the coinage value. 
experiment I thought would be an aid in the effort to secure inter- 
national agreement. 


This | 


But the proposition did not meet with favor | 


among the silver men, who preferred that the seigniorage on this | 


limited coinage should go the mine owners instead of into the 
Treasury. How much silver we can carry at par with gold no one 
can state with certainty. I believe it isour duty as a great silver- 
producing nation to coin so much of this metal as we can main- 
tain at a parity; to go beyond this under existing conditions would 
be to change our financial system and adopt the single silver 
standard. 

We have been assured in this debate that all prices are fixed by 
the amount.of coin of ultimate redemption in stock in this coun- 
try. Itis claimed that silver is not recognized as money of ulti- 
mate redemption, and that this has reduced the prices of com- 
modities. On the contrary, silver is recognized as coin, and 
therefore money of ultimate redemption, but it is true that the 
law provides that this coin shall be maintained by the Govern- 
ment at a parity with gold. 

In 1873 we had no money of ultimate redemption of any kind, 
and had no immediate purpose of redeeming any of our promises. 

In the future we hoped to arrive at aspecie standard, but prices 
were as high in 1873 or higher than at subsequent periods after 
we resumed specie payment, thus disproving the theory that 
values are predicated wholly on the stock of money of ultimate 
redemption. We had our present monetary system in 1890 and 


1891, and we had a prosperity that we would all like to return to. | 


We have had no change in our monetary system, but have had a 
radical change in our tariff, and to this change is due much of 
our embarrassment, if not the whole of it. 

No doubt hostile legislation in all the great commercial nations 
of Europe has seriously affected the price of silver, a legislation 
that we can not change, but the assertion that this country has 
greatly influenced this price adversely by its legislation is made 
without sufficient regard to the real facts. 
called demonetization act was passed, we were on a paper basis, 
and had neither silver nor gold. We resumed specie payment on 
the ist of January, 1879, but the Bland-Allison Act was passed in 
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In 1873, when the so- | 


1878, so that when we did return to a specie basis we coined both | 


gold and silver with very great liberality. 


| conception that was miraculous and a delivery unparalleled, al- 


That the prices of many products have declined since 1873 is | 


beyond question. The decline has been in both necessities and 
luxuries. The discovery of the diamond fields in South Africa 
has greatly depreciated the value of diamonds. Bessemer’s dis- 


covery, and the competition produced by building up mills under | 
a protective tariff in the United States, has cheapened the price 


of all articles made out of steel. Cheaper methods of production 


and manufacture, and the use of automatic machinery, have low- | 


ered the prices of nearly all manufactured goods. 


The protective | 


tariff in America heretofore gave us the home market, and the | 
ingenuity of our countrymen devised machinery to cheapen pro- | 


duction. Cheapness thus legitimately produced, and accompanied 
with better wages for the laboring people, is not a subject of 
regret. Cheapness produced by throwing into competition with 
well-paid labor the products of poorly paid workmen is entirely a 
different thing. 

Much has been said by our Democratic friends about their plat- 
form of 1892. It was read and reread in the debates in the last 
Congress, and again discussed in the present Congress, and the 
most conflicting claims have been made as to whatit meant. The 
fact that the gold-standard men of New York and the silver- 
standard men of Mississippi both stood upon it and claimed that it 
voiced their views shows that the hand that drafted it was that of 
a skilled workman who knew how to face both ways at the same 
time. This double meaning was well understood when the plat- 
form was drawn and adopted, and it was because of this equivo- 
cation that it was 1 . Lam remindedof alady acquaintance 
of mine, whom i will call Mrs. Smith (because that is not her 











°3 
1G15 
the provost-marshal at Little 
«xe the oath of allegiance. Her 
Smith, who was a good South- 


Rock with another lady friend to « 
friend took the oath first, and Mrs. 
woman, hesitated. Said she, 








ern ‘Il can’t take that oath; you 
know how I feel.” Her friend said to her, “Oh, go on, Mrs. 
Smith, and take it. God will know you don’t mean it.” And in 
the same spirit the Democratic party adopted the platform at 
Chicago, 

The question, Mr. Chairman, before us now ought not to be one 
of politics. It is a plain, practical, business question. We are 
using silver, gold, and paper money to an amount of m than 
$1,600,000,000. We are maintaining them all as the equal of the 
most valuable money in the world. The proposition of the Senate 
bill is to abandon this system and adopt a method that of ne 
sity will put us upon asingle standard and retire one-third of our 





circulation. That this plan will be detrimental to the interest of 
the farmer, of the laborer, of the mechanic, of the manufacturer 


and of the business men of this country I have no sort of doubt, 
and shall vote to nonconcur with the proposed amendment. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the Pre: nt in his 
annual message, calling our attention to the financial situation, 


stated that it was ‘‘ insuch a perplexing and delicate predicament as 
to require prompt and wise treatment.” Ere this House had com- 
pleted its organization, ere it hadan opportunity to consider and de- 
liberate upon that perplexing and delicate predicament, its counse's 
were disturbed by a second message, a bugle call of war's alarms. 
Its effect upon the country was magical. The old veterans donned 
their uniforms of blue, the ‘‘ Johnnies” arose to the opportunit 
and above the strains of *‘ Dixie” were heard ‘* America” and 
‘Rally Round the Flag.” [Laughter and applause. } 
was patriotic, and the front of grim-visaged war was no longer to 
be smoothed but wrinkled. Its influence upon this House was 
marvelous. All political lines were obliterated. Even our Popu- 
list colleagues, for the time being, forgot their calamities, the na. 
tion’s *‘ dire desolation,” and the inherent cussedness of the old 
parties. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] fell upon the neck of 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp}, while the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. BELL] silently invoked blessings upon both. 
[Laughter.| Even our Chaplain, remembering that his Master 
came into the world to bring not peace but the sword, constituted 
himself a recruiting officer, not alone for the service of the Lord, 
| Laughter and applause.| While in this blissful and beattic con- 
dition, a third message was received, and we were again Repub- 
licans, again Democrats, and the wail of the Populists was renewed 
in this Hall. [Laughter.] The message that produced this sec- 
ond great change informed us that, notwithstanding the henefi- 
cent workings of the tariff-reform revenue law, notwithstanding 
the fact that we had recently borrowed more than $162,.000,000 in 
gold, partly by a private sale of our bonds to a speculative syndi- 





Everybody 





cate. the reserve fund had fallen so low that the paper of the nation 
was about to be discounted and dishonored in the counting honses 
of the world unless Congress should immediately authorize the 


President to sell gold bonds in quantities sufficient to redeem, 
cancel, and destroy the greenbacks. 

The Committee on Waysand Me 
recognized the perplexing and delicate 


ns, just constituted, prompt 


predicament, and with a 





though apparently painless, labored and brought fort} 

dren of remedy and reform. [Laughter.] One, the tariff bill, 
we speedily passed; but somehow or other it has become lost in 
the shuffle at the other end of this building. The other, this House 
bill, whose mutilation by the Senate the distingu | chairman 
of the committee so earnestly deplores. A numbet us on this 
side of the House were unable to support this bill either b ice 
or vote. I shal! not reiterate the reasons that prompted me to 
vote against it, but shall content myself with saying that if Dem- 
ocratic imbecility in the way of financial legislation has reduced 
this Government to such a state that it becomes necessary t ll 
bonds in times of peace, the recent opening of bids at the Treasury 
Department demonstrates that the laws upon the statute books 
are ample therefor. It also demonstrates t the plain peopl 





of this country have not only an abiding faith in the integrity of 
this nation, but in its ability to keep its every promise and redeem 
its every obligation. Again, the bid of J. P. Morgan & Co. for 
$100,000,000 of our bonds at a fraction over 110} stamps the former 
sale to his syndicate at 1044 as unwise, if not infamous and in 
violation of public trust. 

Mr. Chairman, the first section of this bill provides for the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver—the world’s product—upon indi- 
vidual account, and this has involved the House in an almost un- 
limited discussion of the silver question in all its phases. 1! shall 
tax your attention briefly, first, because my time is very limited. 
Second, because every possible argument, pro or con, has already 
been presented upon this floor. Many gentlemen have not only 
exhausted the subject but themselves and the House. [Laughter.]} 
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Third, because I do not deem it necessary to promulgate my views 
here in order that they may be seen and r by my constituents 
at home, for upon every stump in my district I proclaimed m 
onpenien to the free and unlimited coinage of silver upon indi- 
vidual account, and I have had no occasion to change my views. 
Every dollar coined or issued by this Government must be the 
equal of every other dollar, not only for debt-paying but for pur- 
chasing purposes in the markets of theland. Every dollar hereto- 
fore coined or issued is now the equal of every other dollar, and to 
open the mints of this country to the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver upon individual account, brought from wheresoever you 
will and by whomsoever you will, will of necessity reduce us to 
silver monometallism. Such a policy is not founded in reason, 
justified by logic, or agreres by example. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do believe that a considerable quantity of 
silver can be coined and infused into the currency of this coun- 
try with perfect safety. You can not determine the amount 
thereof to a mathematical certainty, or by an application of the 
theories of the doctors of finance of either school, yellow or 
white. I believe that the bullion in the Treasury ought to be 
coined, gradually, if you will, Mr. Chairman of the committee, 
yet coined, and when coined, should be used to redeem and retire 
the Treasury notes issued in pagers of its purchase, to the end 
that they shall no longer be used by the speculator in robbing the 
reserve fund of its gold. Let us, then, both as an object lesson 
and as an experiment, open our mints to the coinage of our own 
silver, placing a duty upon all foreign bullion equal to the differ- 
ence between its value as bullion and coin. Our rapidly increas- 
ing population, the development of new enterprises, the growth 
of business, trade, and commerce, call for the coinage of more 
silver to maintain our circulating medium at its present rate per 
capita, not to speak of the inevitable loss and destruction con- 
stantly occurring, nor to mention the use to which it can be put 
in the displacement of the smaller denominations of paper money. 

Here the hammer fell. 
n motion of Mr. CROWTHER, the time of Mr. Burton of 
Missouri was extended. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, we who entertain 
these views will ee the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Kansas[Mr. Lone]. The bill, with that amendment, sub- 
stantially embodies the views of a large majority of the people of 
my section, irrespective of political faith or party affiliation. To 
you, gentlemen, whoare burning incense in the temple of the golden 
god, toyouon your knees before idols of silver, we present this busi- 
ness-like, practical, American solution of this problem. Quit your 
dissertations, your metaphysical disquisitions upon a subject con- 
cerning which you can offer us nothing practical; join us upon 
this platform, do something, and a disgusted people will rise up 
and call you blessed. [Laughter and applause. ] 


[Mr. OGDEN addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


And then, on motion of Mr. DINGLEY, the committee rose; 
and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. PayNz, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that the committee had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 2904, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


CERTAIN SURVEYS, FLORIDA. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offera privileged report 
from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. It is a joint resolu- 
tion calling for surveys for a modified project in the State of 
Florida. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution (S. R. 17) providing . for certain surveys in the State of 
0} a. 


Resolved, etc., That the sum of $1,500 be, and the same hereby is, appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, for asurvey and plans 
for the improvement of the entrance to Biscayne y, Florida, as recom- 
mended by the Chief of Engineers in his letter o: peneeer? 26, 1895, and for a 
survey and plans for the construction of a breakwater at Palm Beach, Florida; 
and the Secretary of War is directed to report the result of such surveys, 
together with plans and estimates for contemplated improvements, to Con- 
gress at the earliest practicable moment. 


Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand, this isa resurvey of an old 
project and not a survey of a new project. 
r. HOOKER. That is right. 
The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and . 
On motion of Mr. HOOKER, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table, 


CONNEAUT HARBOR, OHIO, 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to present another joint 
resolution of the same character, relative to a survey of the har- 
bor at Conneaut, Ohio. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is a resurvey also? 





Mr. HOOKER, Yes; and the proposed project will cos: 

less than the one under which operations are now being co): 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 98) directing the Secretary of War to ca; 


Col. Jared A. Smith, Co of Engineers, to submit a plan and es 
the further improvement of Conneaut Harbor, in the State of ©! 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be 
hereby, directed to cause Lieut. Col. Jared A. Smith, Corps of E: 
submit a plan and estimate for the further improvement of Con: 
bor, in the State of Ohio, and to transmit the same to Congress at 
date as practicable. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed ani 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and ) 

On motion of Mr. HOOKER, a motion to reconsider { 
vote was laid on the table. 

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following joint res 


were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the s) 
as follows: 
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“As 


la 


Joint resolution (S.R.72) directing the Public Printer ty sy» 


ply the Senate and House libraries each with 20 addition: 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—to the Committee on 1) 

Joint resolution (S.R.48) authorizing and directing | 
retary of Agriculture to purchase and distribute seeds, bu! 


as has been done in preceding years—to the Committee on \. 


culture, 
ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 
Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, ; 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills ai: 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker sig 


same: 
A bill (H. R. 3009) granting to the Brainerd and Northe 
nesota Railway 


sota; 

A bill (H. R. 3728) to amend section 21 of an act entit!, 
act to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux N 
Indians in Dakota into separate reservations, and to sec 
relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and fv 
purposes,” approved March 2, 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 4991) to open forest reservations in the St 
Colorado for the location of mining claims; 


A bill S 879) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to grant | 
Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis Railroad Company ar 


of way through the Indian Territory”; and 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 79) granting use of White Lot an 


Monument Grounds to ‘‘ The Committee of 1896.” 
SUBSIDENCE OF THE WATERS OF THE GREAT LAKES 


Company a right of way through the Lee h Li 
Indian Reservation and Chippewa Indian Reservation, in \\i: 
} 


d 


Mr. HOOKER. I present one other resolution, Mr. Speaker. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the subsidence of the waters of the Great Lakesof the 
reached an alarming stage, ne the depth of the water in the « 
and harbors of said lakes to such a degree as to seriously interfere wi! 
gation; and 

Whereas great loss to those who are engaged in the carrying trac: 
lakes is caused thereby, endangering their vessels and the lives of t! 
navigate them; and 

Whereas the subsidence of the water has never been so great : 
present time, being a total of some 5 feet below the normal height: : 

Whereas it has been proposed that a series of dams or jetties. c 
and maintained at or near the outlet of these several lakes, would n: 
raise the surface of said lakes: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed | 
mit to the House of Representatives any and all information that | 
have bearing ee this subject. 

Resolved, That he be directed to give an estimate of the cost of 1 
survey of the outlet of Lake Erie at the head of Niagara River, of | 
let of Lake St. Clair at the head of the Detroit River, and of the « 
Lake Huron at the head of the St. Clair River, with a view to the « 
tion of such dams, jetties, locks, and such other work as may be n 
for the proper carrying out of the object aimed at in these res! 
being understood that these surveys shall take into consideration t! 


bility of such constructions, and whether they would accomplish the : 


object of increasing the depth of water in the lakes. 


The resolution was eed to. 
On motion of Mr. H 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted ast 


To Mr. Harner of Nebraska, for ten days, on account 0! 


portant business. 


To Mr. Hurcusson, indefinitely, on account of sickness in 11s 


famil 


KER, a motion to reconsider the vo' 


To Nr. HANLY, indefinitely, on account of important bes! 


. by 


To Mr. Henry of Indiana, for one week, on account of imjr 


tant business. 
To Mr. Morss, indefinitely, on account of iliness. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent | 


+ 


LLiau 


the House now take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening, and «1! 1¥ 
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o'clock take another recess until 10.80 o’clock to-morrow morning, 
the two sessions to be devoted exclusively to the discussion of the 
pill which has been under consideration. 
The SPEAKER. In the House as in Committee of the Whole? 
Mr. DINGLEY. Inthe House as in Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 


tleman from Maine?_ [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and accordingly the House is declared in recess until 8 o’clock this 
evening; and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] will 
please occupy the chair. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes) the House took a re- 


cess, 





EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 8 
o'clock p. m. by Mr. PAYNE as Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, thé proposition that our Govern- 
ment commit itself to the free and unlimited coinage of silver, as 
proposed by this bill, is one fraught with untold danger to the fu- 
ture interests of our country. 

On this question long speeches have been made, books and essays 
without number have been written on the subject, yet by a little 
reflection the whole question is very simple, may be toid in a few 
words, and can be easily understood. In fact, by brevity and 
concentration the question can be readily solved, while, on the 
other hand, to expatiate and enlarge tends to obscure and confuse. 

With the former aim I will give the substance of my views in 
the ten minutes’ time allotted tome. At the same time I believe 
what I shall say will reflect the views of my constituents. 

As I understand the question, the free coinage of silver means 
that the Government shall require the Director of the Mints, 
without charge and without profit to the Government, to coin all 
the silver and silver bullion that shall be brought tothe mints for 
that purpose, and shall deliver to the owners all the coin which 
that silver will produce. In other words, that a man may carry 
to the mint $1,000 worth of uncoined silver, procure the officers of 
the mint to mold it into coin, and walk away with $2,000 in his 

ket. 
PeThe measure is the same, be the amount hundreds or be it mil- 
lions. Unlike the farmer who takes his grist to mill and goes 
away with the product of his wheat in the equivalent of flour, the 
silver owner goes to the mint and when his metal is stamped into 
coin goes away with twice the value of what he took there. 

This act provides ‘‘that the mints of the United States shall be 
open to the coinage of silver,” the dollars to be “‘of the weight of 
412} grains troy of standard silver.” 

The mints, if this act should become a law, shall be opened to 
the owners of American mines for the coinage of their silver. In 
like manner they shall be open to the silver mines of all other 
countries and to the importers of foreign silver, who may all alike 
pour their metal into the mints of America, and forthwith re- 
ceive in silver dollars double the value of their uncoined metal. 


OVERPRODUCTION DEPRECIATED SILVER. 

Mr. Speaker, the overproduction of silver has had the effect to 
depreciate its value. If it should become as plentiful as copper or 
lead ~ — would depreciate to the comparative value of cop- 
per or lead, 

That silver has depreciated in value in consequence of its abun- 
dance is conceded. 

You take a gold dollar and melt it, and the metal will sell in 
market for a dollar or thereabouts. You melt a silver dollar and 
you can sell the metal for only 50 cents or thereabouts (say 53 
cents). Now, as one or both of those metals depreciates, there is 
no reason why the Government should stand good for that depre- 
ciation and continue to give to the mine owner as much for his 
produce as it did when the metal was twice its present value. 

If this bill provided that the Government might purchase sil- 
ver at its market value in sufficient quantities to meet the ordi- 
nary wants of commerce and then proceed to coin it and put it 
into circulation, I apprehend there would be little or no objection 
toit, except on the part of the few who own the large silver mines 
and those who are acting in their interest. The reason why there 
would be little ogee to such a measure is because the profit 
of the coin woul in our Treasury and thus inure to the benefit 
of the nation by adding millions to her revenue. 

Silver dollars coined from such source would be as welcome to 
the public as if they had been the product of free coinage. Yes, 
more so, because the public would know that the Government was 
behind them and the more able to make its silver currency good, 
by reason of the profit of 100 per cent in the Treasury for all the 

ver coin thus in circulation, which profit would endure 
80 long as the coin remained in circulation. It would be enjoyed 
by the Government, and through the Government by all the peo- 
P. Nad the United States, who compose the Government. 


coinage 


course for the Government to take in the future 
silver, Mr. Speaker, in my humble judgment, isa plain, 


XXVITI—102 


straightforward, honest course that will address itself to the 
judgment of every candid business man, namely, have the coin- 
age equal to the wants of trade, but kept within that limit. 
When more silver currency is needed go into the open market 
with other purchasers of silver and buy as muchas shall be neces- 
sary for the time being, and pay what it is worth. After having 
made the purchase put the metal through the mint and when 
coined put the silver dollars in circulation. In that case it is ap- 
parent that for every million dollars put in circulation, a million 
of dollars or nearly that amount of profit is added to our revenues, 
while at the same time the silver dollars in the hands of the people 
are worth their face value, and why? Because they bear the 
American eagle on one side and the Goddess of Liberty on the 
other. 

Why is not that plain, fair-dealing, honest business way of 
treating the silver question satisfactory? I will answer that it is 
satisfactory to the mass of the people, but it is far from satisfac- 
tory to a few bonanza kings who would make sudden and colossal 
fortunes by the passage of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, the free and unlimited coinage of silver, if adopted 
by the passage of this bill, would bring untold disaster upon the 
financial condition of our country. Gold would take its flight 
or become an article of commerce. Thesilver of the world would 
flood the mints of the United States, and the American Govy- 
ernment would perform the sorry task of gratuitously and inces- 
santly coining their silver into a currency that doubles its profits 
to the owners without adding one dollar to the revenues of the 
Government. 

If that state of things should come to pass it would not be in- 
appropriate to take from the silver dollar the effigy of the Ameri- 
can eagle,and in its place set a mill and Uncle Sam with great 
industry, but no wages, grinding out silver dollars to customers 
from the Pacific States of America, and also from Mexico, South 
America, Russia, Australia, and all other silver-producing nations 
of the globe, who, with smiling faces, depart, carrying away with 
them American silver coin double the valen of the metal they had 
when they first visited the industrious grinder. [Applause. | 

Mr. OTEY. Mr. Speaker, it is with the greatest diffidence that I 
appear before this House to discuss the great question of the free 
coinage of silver. Nothing could induce me to do so but the great 
advantage which I believe the enlargement of the volume of our 
metallic money would produce among all classes of our people. 
Upon it I believe depends the prosperity of the farming interests 
of this land, and upon the success and prosperity of the farmer 
depends the prosperity of the people at large. Hence the discus- 
sion of the question involves the discussion of the depression of 
the farming interests and the causes which led toit. Just as we 
find the question of free coinage agitating the country, so we find 
the question of the depression in the farming industry thrilling 
the public mind. 

Public men may be likened to physicians, who are supposed to 
apply remedies for known diseases or maladies to which the body 
politic has fallen heir. 

The diagnosis of the disorder now afflicting this country has 
been made by many physicians, and remedies have been applied, 
but the disease grows in malignity and its effects are seen in the 
widespread and increasing bankruptcy. Solomon said, ‘‘ Great 
men are not always wise,” and while the chief physicians may be 
great in their professions, they are not infrequently wanting in 
wisdom in the application of remedies. Asa plain business man, 
whose avocations have been in channels which might naturally 
have led me to different conclusions but for patient search for 
truth—as a layman, I may be pardoned for having the temerity to 
suggest that the remedy is the restoration of our silver moaey to 
its wonted place in our bimetallic system. What is the history of 
the silver dollar as unit of account? Whatis meant by free coin- 
age? What are the advantages to be derived from its adoption? 
I find myself surrounded by some of the most distinguished silver 
men in the country, and it would be folly in me to go through 
that which, to most of you, would be considered the A B C of the 
silver question. 

Both gold and silver have been used as money since the dawn of 
civilization, but the silver dollar piece is of modern origin. It 
was a silver coin to which the term ‘‘dollar” was originally ap- 

jlied. It was the silver dollar that our first ancestors’ coining 

low made the unit of value. The silver dollar as it now exists is 
the only dollar we have ever had that is the same to-day that it 
was in the beginning, and if an honest dollar be desired it com- 
pletely fills the definition. 

The dollar originated in the sixteenth century in Joachim Valley 
in Bohemia. A nobleman—a German count, I believe—issued 
pieces of silver of uniform weight and fineness as a medium of ex- 
cange. They soon became popular and went broadcast into cit- 
culation. Theytookthe name of valleyers from the valley in which 
they were produced. Thence came the German thaler, the Danish 
and Swedish daler, the Italian toller, and the widely known dollar, 
all of which, remember, were silver. 
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Now, let us come down to our own country. In 1786 the Amer- 
ican Confederation seeing the need of money passed a law making 
$75.64 grains of pure silver the “unit of accounts.” There was 
no mint, no United States coin, and so this was done to meet the 
4s. 6d. or 54d. accorded the thaler. In 1787 the Constitution of 
the United States was adopted, and in that instrument Congress 
was authorized to coin money and regulate the value thereof. 
Not, however, till 1792 did Congress order money to be coined, and 
then it was directed that the unit of accounts should be the dollar; 
and this year gold was also coined, the ratio being fixed at 15 to 1, 
that is to say, 15 ounces of silver was equal to 1 ounce of gold. 
The dollar was fixed at 416 grains, .900 fine, halves, 206, etc. 

In 1837, silver getting a little the advantage of gold, the ratio 
‘was changed to 16 to 1 and the number of grains in a dollar fixed 
at 412}, principally at the instance of Thomas Benton, and hence 
called the Benton dollar. Not until 1849 did C authorize 
the coinage of gold dollar —— In 1853 some apprehension was 
felt lest gold would drive the silver out of the nee under the op- 
eration of what is known as the Gresham law, and so the halves 
and quarters were demonetized and debased. Silver dollars were 
ata premium. The Beuton dollar was allowed to remain as it 
was—4124 Le .900 fine—but the halves instead of being 206} 
were placed at 192, remaining at the same to this day; the quar- 
ters, 10-cent pieces, and half dimes in the same proportion—two 
half dollars not even at this day being possessed of as many grains 
of silver as the one-dollar piece. 

In 1878 a bill was passed through Congress without anybody 
particularly noticing it, doing away with the Benton dollar and 
substituting a trade dollar, and giving it a legal-tender quality 
for only $5. When this was done silver was worth 3 per cent pre- 
mium in gold. In 1875 even this small legal-tender — was 
withdrawn from it by act of Congress. us the silver dollar 
was assassinated and silver as a money metal destroyed for the 
— bei a the history of the dollar stops until the Bland 

in > 

So far, then, we find the silver dollar was the unit of account. 
Indeed until the year 1895 it was never questioned. 

Having gotten thus far with this historic coin, let us turn for 
@ moment and inquire into some of the causes for national distress. 
oa among them may be stated war, famine, pestilence, disease, 

spotism. 

In the language of a dis shed Senator, ‘‘it is certain that 
twenty-five years of profound peace and abundant harvests” can 
not be a cause for national disorder. 

From pestilence and disease, under a great and merciful God, we 
have been sin ly free. But despotism—the despotism of the 
money power, the worst form of despotism—has fastened its poison- 
ous fangs in the national body, and it is from this that we seek to 
be released, that the body may recover its strength and accus- 
tomed vitality. We hear a great deal about the dishonest dollar. 
I shall not dwell on this. It answers itself. It is difficult, how- 
ever, to understand how it is that if a silver dollar is a dishonest 
dollar by what means strict honesty will be injected into it by 
international oeenes. It is wrong toimpute intrinsic value to 
money. It is the measure of value im to it by law. 

It is, therefore, all wrong to impute intrinsic value to money, 
all wrong to attribute intrinsic value to gold and silver. Itisa fact 
that there is not enough of either or both to make their intrinsic 
value aninducement to mine them. Miners would close the mines 
if it were only for the intrinsic worth as commodities that these 
metals were sought. 

To-day we see ee corporations a bonds maturing hun- 
dreds of years date, payable in gold. Statistics show that 
the debts already contracted in the world payable in gold are as 
95 to 5; that is to say, to be a little clearer, there is not 5 per cent 
of gold in the world to meet the legitimate demands of indebted- 
ness that may be made on it on any one day at this time. In other 
words, the vast indebtedness of the world that matures from day 
to day and which is stated as redeemable in gold is really not so 
redeemable by over 95 cent. 

The mass of gold and silver metal is, as we know, small viewed 
as acommodity. Now, what would be the utility of this small 
— of — were = Sepertanr’ Lwes — for cone aps Bay is 
made useful to man by power by process of law. 

That power which the law imparts to the metal is the power to 
pay debts, taxes, and fines, the power to discharge all assessments 
and measurements which the law enforces. This power increases 
the use of the metal, creates its social functions, and renders it a 
necessity to those who seek to meet their obligations. 

The great Cernuschi said: 


Price is value expressed in money ; therefore if there is no money there is 


no price. ‘Money is without ;” its value has a special name called 
power. Itis the law which ers on gold and silver the privilege of forced 
there can be no forced currency 


currency,and without the intervention of law 
and without forced ers can not 


currency there can be no . La 
paces penne gold and silver, but they can «ire it power, and nature 
joes res : 


Continuing, he says: 
Silver being thirty-six times the volume of gold, but only eighteen times its 
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yolght, Sei _ silver only prices must be eighteen times more 

So he goes on and shows that paper money is nothing but money 
having power imparted by law in the way of forced currency: ani 
while you are obliged to accept it, still you can require others {, 
do so and thus far there is no difference between paper and met: 
lic currency or money. But the difference is immense as regards 
issue, the issue of -_ and silver being automatic and that of 
paper governmental. Says he: ‘‘ Let all nations say that neither 
silver nor gold shall be money and the intrinsic value will at once 
sink to zero.” Their utility does not compare with iron, lead. 
copper, zinc, but ‘‘the importance and fixity of their mass make 
them suited for forced currency and they are the only metals that 
do.” By free coinage both metals are turned into money auto- 
matically when needed, going back into bullion or the arts when 
not. Accord silver the same privileges as are accorded gold, no 
more and no less, is what is demanded and of right should be 
granted. 

The very day the President of these United States signs the bill 
providing for the free coinage of silver that very moment will sil- 
ver bullion be par; that is, at a parity with gold bullion. As com- 
modities in the raw state they can not then go below their denom 
inational value, for the law will then treat alike and coin them 
into that value whenever and by whomsoever such transmutation 
is sought. 

The advantages to be derived from the free coinage of silver are 
so many and varied that it is difficult to understand how the jude- 
ment of men can be so warped as not to perceive them; and I can 
only attribute their failure to do so to the vast and subtle influence 
exercised by the money centers under the stimulus of Gesire to 
increase the value of money by its contraction and to get cheaply 
the products of labor; and I can but feel strengthened in my own 
convictions when I find so many of the greatest and most disin- 
terested thinkers of the world have thrown the weight of their 
judgment in favor of the continued use of both metals as money, 
such men as Washington, Jefferson, Hamilton, Webster, and a 
host of others whose names are household words wherever int !- 
lectual and moral supremacy are respected. 

One great advantage of free coinage would be the rehabilitation 
of the farmer—the restoration of the great agricultural interests 
of this country. Sir Isaac Newton said, when one of his theories 
was confronted with afact, ‘‘ Theory must give way, as there is no 
arguingagainstfact.” Now,themonometallisttheory wasthat we 
might possibly stand the coinage of 50,000,000 silver dollars; be- 
yond that he would not ‘‘ seek to penetrate the veil,” except to say 
that beyond this amount gold would be driven out of the country. 
Fact said after we had coined $400,000,000 we had more gold than 
we started with. 

Theory said that coinage of silver would cause great exportation 
of gold. Fact said as silver coinage increased gold imports in- 
creased and silver exports increased. 

Theory said the one standard of gold will give us good money 
and necessarily bring a ready and more profitable sale of fa:m 
produce. Fact said produce fell steadily just as silver fell, and 
the farmer was ruined. Theory said supply and demand are the 
e~ regulators, it matters not what is the medium of exchange. 

act said, notwithstanding the short crops of Europe, famine in 
Russia, and much increased demand for our wheat, it sold for less 
than when the demand was not so great and when these great 
exigencies did not exist. Now, what is applicable to wheat 
is applicable to all the export farm products of this country. If 
it can be shown that the great fall in agricultural products |e- 
gan with the demonetization of silver; that the greatest competitor 
of our farmer was created at the same time and contempora- 
neously with this outrage; that this competitor has, by reason of 
the fall of silver, aumet | by demonetization, been able to export 
his produce and undersell ours, when he had never been able to (lo 
so before; that, as silver continued to decline as a commodity, so 
did our farm es that pari passu with the decrease in our 
farm exports the exports of this competitor increased—if tlicse 
things can be shown as facts, then it would seem that theory 
woult have to give way to them. And the only sensible conclu- 
sion to come to must be, that if we would recover even in part 
what we have lost, we must retrace our ae. 

Let us look at the example of India, which shipped only 250,000 
bushels of wheat to England before 1873 and in 1885 had gained 
49,000,000 bushels on us. In 1878 we sold England 153,000.00) 
ee cee us $190,000,000; average, $1.24 per bushel. 
India this year sold eat 4,000,000 bushels. In 1886 our sales 
dropped to 57,000,000 bushels, and India’s were 39,000,000 bushels; 
India gained 900 cent; we fell off 69 per cent. We lost $14,- 
000,000 com with 1878; India gained $49,000,000 thus com- 

, su ing wheat the same price in bothinstances. Wheat 

New York in 1872, $1.30; silver per ounce, $1.32; in 1873,$1.17, 
and $1.29; in 1878, 95 cents; and $1.15; 1886, 77 cents and 99 cents, 
India shi 250,000 bushels in 1873, 1,500,000 in 

1875, 37,000,000 in 1882, 40,000,000 in 1884, and 50,000,000 in_ 1590. 
Now we see that the exports of our competitor have steadily in- 
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creased since 1873 and ours have steadily fallen off. We see the 
srice of silver has year by year declined in price and so has wheat. 
Bat these facts have been worn threadbare. ; 

When there are abundance of dollars in circulation he stands a 
chancetoget some of them, just as the little urchin does to get some 
dimes for his tin bank. When either the dimes or the dollars are 
gotten, civilization is stimulated, because a want is created. The 
laborer gets stored away some silver dollars. He sees a lot and he 
puysit. Hesavesmore and he wantsa house,and soon. And, as 
was said by a distinguished Texan, every silver dollar carried a 
want behind it. These wants must be satisfied. Enterprise is 
stimulated and every enterprise enlarged. The man is a better 
citizen. Thrift will follow in the wake of effort, and he gathers 
fruit from thetree of prosperity and drinks of the well of happiness. 
Without free coinage he can not get the dollar. Let him see it and 
he strives to get it. Free coinage makes money elastic. It is the 
duty of Government to coin the metals and give it power, so that 
a sufficiency of paper issue may follow with both as a basis auto- 
matically convertible. 

Let us look at the debts of the wofld. According to the census 
of 1890 the total debt of the world in June, 1890, in round num- 
bers, was $28,000,000,000, less sinking fund. This is an increase 
over 1880 of $118,000,000. Of this the United States, including 
State and county debts, are responsible for $1,200,000,000. This 
includes city debts and school districts as well. It is very clear 
that there is not enough gold to meet our indebtedness, to say 
nothing of the debts of the world, for I have not included railroad 
debts, farm mortgages, ete. Great railroads are now issuing 
bonds payable one hundred years after date, and I have heard of 
one which offered bonds eight hundred years after date, all pay- 
able in gold. The date of maturity is being placed further and 
further off for obvious reasons. 


If a grocer— 

Says an exchange — 
had only 5 eggs and were to take orders for the delivery of 100 on demand 
when he knew he was unable to obtain more, most people would consider 
him a fool. 

Yet Governments are doing this thing and railroads are dodging 
it by trusting to finding a hen to lay them many years afterwards. 
What is to become of these vast debts unless silver is restored, 
the production of it stimulated, and that already extracted from 
the earth utilized as money metal? The time can not be far dis- 
tart when the finances of the world will be shaken from center to 
circumference. In this country, even were the circulation not 
undergoing constantly a contraction, the increase of population 
is constantly decreasing our per capita. We can get relief from 
no source except from silver. We know that gold and silver 
maintained their parity for centuries, and under our Government 
till 1873. We know that England had her unit of value as silver till 
1816, which was her silver pound; that until the United States de- 
monetized silver every first-class civilized nation in the world, 
except England, allowed free coinage of silver; and that since 
that time all have followed in our wake in denying it, we being 
the principal producer of the metal. Alli these things have started 
the people to thinking. I have the honor to be one of the people, 
and attention is now riveted to this great subject. The farmer is 
thinking, the merchant is thinking, the mechanic and the laborer 
are thinking. A great wrong has been perpetrated on the people, 
and the people are crying for redress. hey are conservative. 
They have waited patiently. 

This despotism has blighted our farming industry until now the 
combination of the money power of England and the United states 


with the Republican party has left it without hope, enervated 
anddying. It hasseized the governing power of this country, and 


we stand appalled as we see the grand old ship of state tossed on 
the ocean of financial uncertainty without a rudder and England 
bidding its captain to be of good cheer as she seesit drifting farther 
and farther from the harbor of safety. 

Doctrinaires may preach to us of honest money and of sound 
money and use ail the misleading ear-catching phrases that the 
vocabulary furnishes, but the fact remains that the disease is 

owing, the patient is becoming more enervated and the remedies 

and less efficacious. If I were asked what should be done, 
I would say return to the treatment under which the patient 
prospered. I would say distrust, as imperfect, that spurious 
science which conflicts with experience and common sense, and 
caters to the imagination with vague phrases without clear or pre- 
cise definition to explain them. 

I would say, return to the money of our Constitution. 


1d 
tell the I wou 
failed; 


esent-day financier that everything he prophesied has 
t all he claimed for his schemes has been abortive; that 
when he said gold would be driven out of the country, it hap- 
pened that the reverse occurred; that when he foretold better 
prices for farm products, lower prices were realized; that when he 
said that this was because the supply was ter, I would show 
him that in the very year when the supply was less the prices 
Were less. I would tell him that when he said wages would ad- 
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vance, they declined; that when prosperity would prevail, lo! there 
was more depression and deeper ruin. 

I would say to Democrats, look at your party record, your party 
promises, your party principles. Consider the experience of the 
past. Invoke your common sense to interpret the scenes around 
you. In what convention, in what Congress, in what assemblage, 
State or national, has the Democratic party discarded silver? 
There are those who have voted for free coin: of silver in this 
House, but now say they have studied the question and are for 
sound money. Sound money! Nice sounding phrase. 

They have, like Saul of Tarsus, had their eyes ‘ned and been 
converted. They have heard a ‘* sound” from above and now con- 
demn as a political crime that which before they deemed a virtue, 

There came the 





us sound on golden hinges moving, 


Harmon 


so melodious that the harp of Orpheus was not more charming, 
and the hypnotic effect was instantaneous, and in the midst of 


our own party, which since the foundation of the Government hag 
stood for free silver, we have the spectac le of a division in our 
ranks produced by the word ‘‘sound.” Sound money means noth- 


ing but unsound money. 

Mr. Speaker, before I proceed to show how the Democratic 
party has stood in the past, and hence to show the inconsistency 
of the position now attempted to be maintained by the gold-cure 
element of the party, let me call your attention to the striking 
similarity of the condition of our farmer now to that of the farmer 
in the time of Pharoah. 

There was a great famine in Egypt and the land of Canaan, as 
you will recall. The farmers flocked to Joseph and told him there 
was no bread inall the land. Joseph was a farsighted man. He 
wasa man of God, but with a ‘‘ Wall street” eye. TheGood Book 
tells us that he gathered up all the money that was found in the 
land of Egypt and the land of Canaan, and exchanged it for corn. 
He had known that the famine was coming, and had saved up his 
ccrn from year to year. The next year the people again came 
and said, ‘‘Give us bread,” and Joseph demanded money, which 
They gave up 
their cattle to keep from starving. Athird year found the famine 
unabated, and a third time the distressed farmers of Egypt and 
the land of Canaan came and said, ‘‘Give us bread or we perish.” 
He demanded money, but they had none; he demanded cattle, but 
of these they had been stripped the year before. Then he de- 
manded of them their lands; and so, hunger speaking through 
their distress, they gave up to Joseph their lands. Now they are 
no longerindependent people, but want has made them slaves, and 
when they again appealed for bread, and knowing that a demand 
for money, cattle, lands, would be in vain, Joseph demanded their 
persons, and required that one-fifth of the product of their labor 
should be given him. 

There is a money famine to-day among our tillers of the soil 
They have no money, their cattle are gone, their lands are mort- 
gaged, and more than one-fifth of what they produce must go to 
keep alive the despotism of the millionaire kings of this land—to 
kiss the hands that smite them. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, he must be blind who fails to see the anal- 
ogy of our times to those of the day of Joseph. Here was the 
money power that exercised its despotic power over the people of 
that country till they were reduced to slavery. 

He who looks back a quarter of a century and before silver was 
demonetized will not fail to recall the fact that tramps were un- 
known in that day. He will recall that it was a rare thing to see 
young ladies begging for employment and strong and muscular 
young men supplicating for work. He will recall that there was 
plenty of money elsewhere besides in banks; that prices were ad- 
vancing and prosperity awaited industry; that labor traveled the 
same road with industry and both were linked with happiness; 
that bright eyes and rosy cheeks and ruby lips greeted him when 
he returned home after his day’s labor; that the merry laugh of 
his little ones made his heart glad and his home happy. 

How is it now? The sunken eye and lines in the careworn face 
tell in eloquent tones that misery and want sit side by side in this 
once happy home; that the little ones ask for bread and get a 
stone; that the monster death is welcomed and is not infrequently 
invited as a guest. Are such things to continue? Is there no 
remedy? In the onecase the Democratic physician was in attend- 
ance for nearly one hundred years. In the other the Republican 
doctor. 

Up to 1860 our finances were dominated by the Democratic 
party. Up to 1873 no change had been made in the money of 
redemption. The country still had the money of the Constitution. 
This instrument says: 


No State shall coin money or make anything but gold and silver 
legal tender in payment of debts. 


comms 


Gold and silver, mark you. 
It says: 


Congress shall have the power to coin money and regulate the value thereof 
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Clearly this refers to gold and silver, and not money till coined, 
and it is equally as clear that it was not intended that Congress 
should strip the States of the right to make gold or silver, as 
money, a legal tender. 

Daniel Webster said: 


Gold and silver at rates fixed by Congress consiitute the legal standard of 
value in this country, and neither hon nor any State has authority to 


establish any other standard or to disp. that standard. 

I need not go over what was done by Congress in 1792 and on 
up to 1873. The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 
said that fifteen times as much silver was coined under the Bland 
Act, or since 1873, as was coined from 1792 up to 1873. 

This is an assertion not sustained by facts. There were $87,- 
000,000 of legal-tender silver coined before 1873, or about one-fifth 
asmuch. But this does not affect the question; I merely correct 
the statement. 

Up to February, 1857, certain gold and silver coins of foreign 
countries were legal tenders in this country. Hence the great ne- 
cessity did not before that exist for ourcoins. Mexican, Peruvian, 
Bolivian, Chilean, Central American, French silver coins were full 
ao tender. From 1857 to 1873 our silver dollars were legal 
tender. 

From the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD I find that in the Forty-fifth 
Congress 97 Democrats voted for the free coinage of silver, 10 
Democrats against it. 

In the Senate a substitute was carried requiring the purchase, 
etc., of silver and coining standard silver dollars. 

A Republican President vetoed this and the bill was passed over 
the veto by 118 Democrats against 22 voting in the negative. In 
the Senate 25 Democrats for and 9 against. 

The Matthews resolution, a free-coinage resolution, passed the 
Senate by 23 Democratic affirmative votes and 7 negative votes, 
and in the House 116 Democrats to 23 against. 

Forty-sixth Congress: 100 Democrats voted for free coinage and 
9 against it, and 107 to 4 for another free-coinage resolution. 

orty-seventh Congress was Republican. 

Forty-eighth: Senate and President Republican. 

Forty-ninth Congress: 96 Democrats for free coinage, 70 against. 

Fifty-first Congress: 101 Democrats in the House voted for free 
coinage, 12 against it, and in the Senate 27 Democrats for and 3 
against Plumb’s free-coinage resolution; in the House 113 Demo- 
crats for and 22 against it. 

Every Democrat in the House and Senate voted against the Sher- 
man law, 1890. 

In the Senate, 1891, 24 Democrats voted for free coinage and 1 
against it. 

In the Fifty-second Congress, in the Senate 20 Democrats for 
and 9 against free coinage; in the House, 118 to 64. 

‘ In the Fifty-third Congress 101 for, 116 against; in the Senate, 
8 to 18. 

In 1894 the seigniorage bill passed the House-—136 Democrats for, 
50 against. 

Since 1840 national Democratic conventions have been held to 
proclaim the platform of the party and to name candidates. 

Never till 1873 had the coinage laws been attacked. Since then 
the Democratic party has endeavored to restore silver to its legiti- 
mate place by the side of gold at the United States mints. 

In 1880 our platform declared for honest money consisting of 
gold and silver. 

Of 1884, ‘‘ we believe in honest money, the gold and silver coin- 
age of the Constitution.” 

Of 1888, reaffirmed the platform of 1884. 

Of 1892, we hold to the use of both gold and silver as standard 
money, etc., and,as Senator DANIEL aptly said, whatever meaning 
may be given to “we hold to,” it certainly does not mean that 
**we let go.” 

The platform of 1892 was clearly intended to be a free-silver 
— as the inside history divulged after Mr. Cleveland’s 

auguration established beyond a doubt. 

Here it is, and I have never seen any denial of it: 

BAYARD, VILAS, M'PHERSON, AND WHITNEY FAVORED IT IN 1892. 
DENVER, CoLo., September 38. 


The Rocky Mountain News publishes an editorial in which Mr. Thomas M. 
Patterson gives a full account of the action of the subcommittee on resolu- 
tions at the last Democratic national convention. The subcommlttee con- 
sisted of Mr. Bayard, Senators McPherson, VriAs,and DAnreL; John Atkins, 
of Tennessee; i F. Garard, of Geogia; Mr. Jones, of Missouri, and Mr. 
Patterson, of Colorado. 

Mr. Patterson says: 

“ When the plank was first read and analyzed I ted that it was un- 
certain and gave room to cavil about its meaning. To remove this uncer- 
tainty I requested that the words ‘ co of gold and silver, etc.,’ be inserted. 
I distinctly stated that I would be content to omit the ratio for such coinage, 
leaving that to Congress; what I did want was the Democratic y clearly 
and unequivocally committed to true bimetallism. Senators ViLAs and Mc- 
Pherson weet this and so did Mr. Bayard gave his reason. It was 
not that free coinage—on the contrary, they favored 

to coinage, was so liable to be misunder- 
stood in the East and Northeast that it would, through this ignorance, lose 
the ty many votes, which should not be allowed. Mr. Bayard was par- 
ticularly earnest in —_——. fealty to silver and told in graphic and 
pathetic language vhe service he had performed for the white metal” 
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Mr. Patterson says that after considerable discussion Mr. Atkins. a 
fessed bimetallist, offered the following substitute for the money plank 

‘We hold to the use of both gold and silver as the standard money | 
country, and to the coinage of both gold and silver for the owners th 
without discriminating against either metal or charge for mintage, ot 

“I realized in a moment,” continues Mr. Patterson, ‘that it was 
laration for free coinage as clear as though the word ‘free’ was used « 2 
times; but before committing myself I turned to Senators ViLAs and M rm 
son and Mr. Bayard and asked, ‘What do you think of it, gentle: ” 
They indicated that they wished to consider it. 

He then conferred with Mr. DANIEL, who aupreves the substitute and 1 

in response to the assertion that the other side would not accept, * Ye y 
will. They are honorable gentlemen, and when they say they favor fre. ; 
age and would declare openly for it, but that the word ‘free’ is dangers 
and will lose the party many votes in the East and Northeast, they nm. 
This amendment avoids their only objection. and we should adopt it Mr. 
DANIEL then urged the adoption of the substitute and was much sur) d 
when Senator VILAs announced that they had decided against acceyt ii. jt 
claiming that the original plank was a declaration for free silver. Mr. At: 
kins also voted against the substitute. 

Mr. Patterson stated that Mr. Whitney came to the committee room, ang 
in answer toa question was told to have the word ‘‘free” inserted in th 
monetary plank. Mr. Patterson continues: 

‘*He studied the proposition a moment or two, and in a very decided tone 
eotengee: ‘That's a vote getter., They did not object to it? Let me talk to 

7 em.’ ” 

He called Senators ViLAs and McPherson aside and talked with the: te 
cornet for fully five minutes. Hereturned apparently quite disap; ted 
an ; 

“It’s no use; they object to the word ‘free’ because it is a very ol); n- 
able word in the Northeast in connection with money, and to adopt it would 
lose the Democracy of that section of the country. I then explain 


Dro- 
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Atkins amendment, whereupon he again said: ‘They will certainly « : 
to that. I think they will. That's a vote getter. I will talk to them alout 
it.’ Again he held an earnest conversation with the Senators; returnin: k- 
ing more crestfallen than at first, he remarked, ‘It’s no use; they wi! n- 
sent to no change.’” 

There is not a break in the Democratic line on this question in 
its history till the Fifty-third Congress and until the despotism of 
the money power of this country, backed, or rather governed, by 
England, issued its manifesto of its demands. Gold monoital- 
lism is the financial principle of Wall street, England, ani the 
Ry ee party. 

o convention, no party has ever thrown off the mask and openly 


avowed gold monometallism. Republicans generally and some 
who are partially Democrats advocate it. But none have had the 


boldness to propose it as a plankin a party platform. None have 
had the courage to offer a bill which, without some mant!: to 
cover its meaning, would disclose its purposeandintent. The last 
and most ingeniously devised cloak is international agreement. 
You who applauded to the echo Mr. Cleveland’s message on the 


Monroe doctrine should pause before you go farther, and remen- 
ber that the Monroe doctrine, while applicable to the encroach- 


ments of the Holy Alliance, which alliance has long since perished 
of its own weight, being crushed out of existence by the tread in 
the march of civilization, should be applied to despotism as well, 
and we are told that we must wait for international agreenient. 
This is disingenuous. They mean England. 

If England were to proclaim the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver to-morrow, would you wait for any further international 


agreement? You dare not. As says Rothschild or England so 
says Wall street or Morgan and Belmont. As says Morgan, etc., 


so says the Republican Congress and the money power of other 
parties. You speak of precedents, must we wait for them? [las 
the United States ever waited for precedents? Does she not make 


them? Do her people wait for them? Did they wait for prece- 
dents when that gallant commodore said, ‘‘ Our country, may she 
ever be right, but our country, right or wrong”? Did they wait 


for preceder-ts in Boston Harbor at the unfashionable tea? [Did 
they wait for precedents at Lexington? Did Old Hickory wait for 
recedents at New Orleans, or old Fuss and Feathers at Lundy s 


ne? Did they wait for precedents when they penetrate: ile 
primeval forest, crossed rivers, mountains, and lakes, and tracked 
the buffalo across the Rockies? Did they wait for precetlents when 
the Merrimac and Monitor met in Hampton Roads and reyolution- 
ized the art of naval warfare? Did they wait for precedents when 
in two of their battles in the civil war more men were kill¢ 1 than 
have been killed in the English army for one hundred years? [id 
they wait for precedents when a Paul Jones, in 1812, made Eng- 
land lower her flag as mistress of the sea? Did they wait for prece- 
dents when another than Paul Jones, a Confederate private r, 
swept the seas and causes England to pause now before going to war, 
because she knows that a hundred Admiral Semmeses would (- 
stroy her commerce? Do they wait for precedents when they 
appropriate more money for veterans than any nation in the world 
appropriates for its standing army—except Russia. 
Did the Republican party wait for precedents, particularly from 
England, when they passed the McKinley bill and claimed that it 
laced American goods in every market of the world alongside 0! 
ers? Did the people wait for precedents when they-paid their 
national debt, when they built 180,000 miles of railroad, when 
they established an internal commerce such as the world has nev 
known? Did they wait for a precedent to steam up the Hudson 
under a Fulton, when they chained the lightning and obliterated 
time and space, when Edison whispers across the ocean? 
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Did we follow England's oe in standing armies, in aris- 


tocracy, in religion, in penal laws, in policy of conquest, etc.? 

When and in what particular have we waited for precedent? 

International agreement! You mean only England, and you can 
not disguise it. Shehasus by thethroat. She had us by the throat 
in 1776; we threw her off. She had us again in 1812; we beat 
her off. She now has a death grip on us; let us assert our man- 
hood and strike. We are totally unlike, exceptin language. She 
has her standing armies; we none. She has her aristocracy, gov- 
erned by a House of Lords; we a Government of the people. She 
has empire dispersed, severed, and scattered; we continuous and 
concentrated empire. She has no silver mines; we mine half the 
world’s supply. Her agriculture is secondary inimportance; ours 
is our greatest industry. We sell more than we buy; she the reverse. 
She has the Established Church; we religious freedom. She has 
her peasantry classes; here the poorest boy may become President. 
She has her policy of conquest; we just the reverse. We are the 
greatest producers of raw material; England the greatest con- 
sumer. She drawsinterest; wepayit. Herinterest is to cheapen 
what she consumes; ours to enhance the price. She is dependent 
on us; we independent of her. Sheis for gold monometallism; if 
for no other reason, we should be opposed to it. 

We raise millions of bushels of wheat, corn, potatoes, rice, oats, 
millions of bales of cotton, produce millions of tons of iron, and 
England rejoices to see that since 1873 prices of these commodities 
have fallen 483 per cent. : 

The great expanse of our territory, with soil unsurpassed in fer- 
tility, with means of transportation unequaled, a people the most 
progressive on earth, increasing with a rapidity unparalleled, 
should cause this to be called the American century. 

Had one of you been born in 1800, you would have been 4 years 
old when an American revolutionized the trade of the world as he 
steamed up the Hudson in the first steamboat. Sixteen years of 
age would have brought you to the time when England demone- 
tized silver, but in this same year 58 persons were under sentence 
of death in this same England, one of whom was a child 10 years 
of age. 

If aman shot a rabbit he was hanged; if he injured Westminster 
Bridge he was hanged; if he cut down a young tree he was hanged; 
if he stole property valued at 5 shillings he was hanged. In this 
same year there were 223 capital offenses recognized by the law, 
and this, too, after 3,000,000 freemen in America had declined to be 
governed by England’s precedents. When 22 years of age he would 
have seen the first iron plow, but when 48 years of age he would 
have seen a native of my own State—McCormick—revolutionize 
farming with his reaper. When 44 years old his heart would 
have swelled with pride that a fellow-American had made it pos- 
sible to communicate thought by wire, and stillanother shortening 
the distance to be traveled over by the ocean birds by his storm 
and wind charts. When 73 years of age he would have looked 
back and seen that during that whole century gold and silver had 
been the money of the Constitution of the United States, and the 
ratio had been practically 16 to 1, and they had been maintained 
ataparity. He would have seen that this had been done for fifty- 
seven years, without waiting for a precedent from England. 
When 76 years had whitened his hair he would have seen the 
whole world with bated breath admiring your fellow-country- 
men, Edison and Bell, who had achieved the greatest wonder of 
the age. When the allotted age of man had been reached he 
would have congratulated himself that he had lived under the 
Administrations of Adams, Jefferson, Adams, Madison, Monroe, 
Jackson, Van Buren, Harrison, Tyler, Polk, Taylor, Buchanan, 
Fillmore, Lincoln, Johnson, Grant; all free-silver men. 

The unit of value then served its purpose well. The unit of 
value now has dislocated business and destroyed agriculture in 
this country. If one unit does not suit, common sense would sug- 
gest that another be tried. If uniformity in prices is not es- 
tablished by one let us try another. Mr. Lincoln always tried 
another general whenever General Lee defeated one of his gen- 
erals. It is a common-sense rule that when one thing fails to 
— desired results try another, more particularly when you 

ve another that has produced desired results. Argument has 
worn threadbare. Nothing newcan be said on the silver question. 

Common sense teaches more than the erudition of doctrinaires 
on all practical questions. Anold miner in thelead and zinc regions 
of Missouri told me that he had sunk more shafts than any man 
in uri, as many as 365 in one year, and he had never struck 
lead or zinc at a oe location selected by a geologist. I tooka 
location recommended by a geologist before I met this old man 
and I have got a hole in the ground now, but no zinc or lead. 

key says: 

The essence of money is the immaterial principle or power to represent 
vane Money never reaches a point when if can be used as an article of real 


jue, 
Money. eee issued by astable government, a responsible one, whose 
People possess ample property and valuable products, the power (value) of 
issue corresponds to the value of the property and products of that 





_ The dollar of the United States represents property which the Government 
is entitled to receive when necessary for its wants, and a tax warrant will 
produce all the money ever issued by it, if it takes every dollar's worth of 
property in the country. 


We can float any money at a parity with any other money when 
the United States, with its $65,000,000,000 of wealth and its 70.000,- 
000 of people, are behindit. Ihavenofearon this point. We want 
more money, a larger circulating media, and that which will of 
necessity be more easily disseminated in the avenues of industry. 
One-thousand-dollar notes held in bank will not do. We are told 
that there is plenty of money in banks. Yes; and the reason is 
that people can make more by holding for lower prices, and hence 
it remains there. 

We have 180,000 miles of railroads. In my old bullet-riddled, 
cavalry-ridden, battle-scarred State we have more miles of electric 
roads than England and France together; more than all Europe, 
except Germany. 

Talk about maintaining silver at a parity with gold! Starta 
dollar on a straight line from the northwest corner to the south- 
east corner of Texas and it will travel a distance as great as from 
Chicago to Boston. 

This State alone can support 50,000,000 people. On 165,000 
square miles itcan raise all the food products of the country; on 
19,000 square miles it would produce the 12,000,000 bales of cotton 
for the world’s supply and have a territory as large as the State 
of New York left for a cattle ranch, after deducting all of the 
desert land. No country presents such a field for internal com- 
merce. Fifty million in oh and population would not be as 
dense as it isin Germany. Place them in New Mexico—not as 
dense asin Belgium. In the Dakotas—not as dense as in Eng- 
land. We have over one-half of all the fresh water on the globe. 
Let a silver dollar start up the Mississippi River and then up the 
Missouri River and it will find duty to perform on a navigable 
stream for a distance equal to the distance from New York to Con- 
stantinople, on each side of which stream are broad fertile val- 
leys capable of producing every known fruit, flower, cereal, or 
textile plant, with broad acres of virgin forest with every known 
wood. 

Our country is composed of 18 republics as large as Spain. One 
of 31 States, each as large as Italy. One of 60 States, each as large 
as England and Wales. 

East of the Rocky Mountains we have a river flow with 80,000 
miles of river bank, counting no stream under 100 miles in length, 
while all Europe has only 34,000. Our area of arable lands is 
1,500,000 square miles, while China supports 400,000,000 people on 
1,369,006 square miles. 

Take the whole of Europe, says a writer, except Russia, and 
mold it into one great empire and you can lay its map down on 
the map of the United States three times west of the Hudson. 
We compete with England in our varied industries in a}l the 
markets of the world, feed our own people, and have some to spare, 
this, too, whether we are a gold, a silver, or a bimetallic country. 
Itis not strange that England and New England should be in har- 
mony now, though very inharmonious on the tea question in years 
gone by. Both would starve without the West and South. 

Look at Montana, that State which JoHN SHERMAN said, with 
the one exception of Alabama, he would call the treasure State 
of this Union. 

Lay it down on the map of the United States and it reaches from 
Cleveland, Ohio, as far south as Richmond, Va., and this is no 
desert land. NoSahara here, but rich in mineral, timber, and agri- 


culture. Idaho, if similarly placed, would reach down the eastern 
coast from Maine to middle North Carolina, its southern i» «wndary 
extending to Columbus, Ohio, while its western line wou! reach 


Toronto, Canada. California would extend from London down 
well into Spain, or from Boston to Charleston. Look what an 
internal commerce we now have. Itis 97 per cent of our whole 
commerce. 

With that great expanse of soil, unequaled in fertility, bound- 
less forests, mountains swelling with every known mineral, a 
people of such wonderful energy—need we go into the scientific 
researches of doctrinaires to proclaim that we will have our own 
system of finance, that we will coin silver and gold freely, limiting 
it only by the restriction of nature. and defy the world to prevent 
the two metals being kept at a parity? 

These great States are developing with giant strides. Tell me 
that this great country and people will be compared with Mexico 
if we have free silver! One fact is well to observe here: In every 
silver-standard country in the world to-day the balance of trade 
is in its favor; in every gold-standard country it is just the re- 
verse. In every silver country they are selling more than they 
buy; in every gold country they are buying more than they sell. 
Which is the healthier condition? 

I need not answer. Tell me that free coinage would build a 


wallaround us? Whatnonsense! That we could have no dealings 
and commercial relations with any other than silver countries? 
What absurdity! ‘‘Itis better for a man to know less than to 






































saves 5 
OES tn 


INE ARBs as ST cer 


PA tally ae iti 


ne RR a ae lt AR AIP De hy I ME «LG RRR GM as 8, Ae ih 


5 ee CSTR e TA OH mt 


PE BORER oe NN a NG A IG SEIN SOT AS SN AP Ma pie PP 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUBE. 





FEBRUARY 11, 





know 3o much that ain’t so.” It is claimed that we would lose our 

trade with gold countries. This seems equally as absurd, for the 

reason if silver isa cheaper money, then nationsas well as peopleare 

certainly going to the markets where they can buy cheapest, and 

if cheap money means -—e it means that itinduces trade. The 
nh 


trade between China a nd would long since have ceased. 

For a moment let us look at our carrying trade. Our carrying 
trade in American vessels is a commentary in itself on your finan- 
cial views. (See Treasury Report Commerce and Navigation. 
See difference between the United States as a gold and as a free- 
coinage country. ) 


American vessels carried— | Imports. | Exports. | — 

Per cent. | Per cent.| Per cent. 

Rc cwmedmayen ogheus otutinbe seven wenn stun ttmben 64 70 70 
Te ideninn> actes denied ectyeh nakmadrialmenmdnnacin -| 19} 8 B 











meenenae in favor of free-coinage period, 44} per cent, bl} per cent, and +/ 
per cent. 

In the same report you will see that our ships have some cause 
for felicitation—that there are some silver countries—for while 
they carry only 2.6 per cent trade to and from Europe, the great 
= continent, they carry 50.7 per cent of that of North America, 

9 per cent to South America, 18.5 per cent to China, 22.7 per 
cent to Africa, and 50.7 per cent to Oceanica. 

One word about the Gresham law. Gresham lived in the time 
of Queen Elizabeth. A great many debased and mutilated coins 

t into circulation and Gresham claimed that such a state of 

ings would drive good money out of circulation; that —_ 
would save up the good money and pay out the bad, and that it 
would seek foreign countries eee for goods imported, because 
the bad money would uot be ved, etc. 

Experience tells us that when we the coinage of the 
silver dollar we had $168,000,000 in gold, and notwithstandin 
that the great exponents of the Wall street financiers ic 
that we might coin $50,000,000 without driving gold from 
our shores, but more than that would certainly do it—notwith- 
standing this, we look ten years and we had coined 
215,000,000 silver dollars and we had $@12,000,000 in gold. To-day 
= a 415,000,000 silver dollars and*hold some $€50,000,000 in 


gold. " . 
Mr. Blaine said—I quote him as being a wise Republican, as 
well as a great one: 

In Europe and America the great nrines of the Pacific Slope will be closed 
and dead. Mining enterprises of the gigantic scale cning in this country 
ean not be carried on to provide backs for 1 to manufacture 
cream pitchersand sugar bowls. A vast source of wealth tothis entire coun- 
try is destroyed the moment silver is permanently disused as money. 

Again he said—and these remarks will be found on page 821, 
CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD, Forty-tifth Congress: 

I believe the str le now foingon in this country and in other countries for 
a single standard would, if s produce Sageent disaster ia 
the end throughout the commercial world. The destruction of silver as 
money and establishing gold as the sole standard or unit of value must have 
a ruinous effect on all forms of property except those investments which yield 
@ fixed return in money. 

Again he says: 

It isimpossible to strike silver out of existence as money without results 
vais wiht prove distressing to millions and utterly ruinous to tens of thou- 
sands. 


Itis avery remarkable fact—and I refer to the Report on Com- 
merce and Navigation for the detailed statement—that since the 
United States Government has kept the account of gold andsilver 
separate, which has been only since 1864, there has never been a 
year or period embracing a number of years in which the imports 
of gold exceeded the rts except nning with the year 1878, 
when we began to coin silver again. coining standard silver 
dollars se 000,000 of them) our gold, instead of having left us for 
foreign ands and having been driven out by silver, had actually 
increased $354,000,000; and then, just as if it had been established 
that the $625,000,000 of gold would be driven out of this country, 
it is triumphantly asked, ‘‘ What would be the result of the with- 
drawal of one-t of our circulation?” 

I would say in ali candor that it would be very disastrous. But 
the application of Josh aed saying that itis better to know 
less to know so much t ain't so comes in with péculiar 
force right here. If I assert that free coi of silver will cer- 


_ tainly produce an epidemic of smallpox, I might then immediately 


in America? Oneis just as 
unsu ted by reason or argument or fact. But a gold mono- 

is necessarily in favor of the withdrawal of the — 
backs and Treasury notes and the retirement of the silver ; 
What think you, may I ask, of the conditions of things if over one- 
half of our circulating medium is retired? I answer in his own 


: Financial stringency, currency famine, commercial 
peck Naina cleanout; ancl, ack wales These are his own 


Sve Se on 008 OS, ee eee ae of smallpox 


words, and they express just the condition of things which mu-; 
obtain if his policy _—— 

} can hardly think that it will be insisted that the free coinac. 
of silver, as well as — would not create as great a demand for 
silver as for gold. Certainly so im this country. Then if so (and 
the demand becomes unlimited as soon as free coinage is perfected ) 
how is it possible for there to be such a thing as a commodity of 
silver except at am advance overits mintage value? This you must 
admit, for common sense will tell you that this is obliged to be so. 
Then the only danger that the United States would be subjected 
to is that flooding of the country with silver so often predicted 
by those with whom youareinsympathy. Now, I can not believe 
that evenso zealousand so recent converts to gold monometallism as 
some of the Democrats here can believe that we are in a position to 
be hurt by any silver flood in thiscountry. Itcertainly would not 
make things godown. It would make prices go up, coming nearer 
home. It is very true that twenty years ago, if you had been in 
Congress, it would have taken onty 4,000 bushels of wheat annn- 
ally re your salary. Nowit takes 8,000; and it may be that a 
flood ilver would enable the farmers of this State to pay your 
mer = 3,500 bushels, and yet they would get more for their 
product. 

Do you not know that there are 1,550,000,000 people on this ear), 
and that 1,250,000,000 of them, or four-fifths, use silver alone as 
money, and that only 280,000,000 use both gold and silver, the re- 
maining 20,000,000 using nothing? 

Do you not know that since the discovery of America—‘()? 
years—the production of gold and silver has varied not as much 
as $4.000,000 annually, and that at this time the difference in the 
amount of gold and silver money is merely nominal? Do you not 
know that the ratio of 16 to 1 in this country tends to take silver 
to those countries which have the ratio of 15} to 1 and 15 to 1 in- 
stead of drawing it hither? There has not been a year since 1464 
that we have not exported more silver than we imported. But 
be not deceived, Russia, Germany, England, France, Austria- 
Hungary, Norway, Sweden, Spain, and Portugal, Italy, Holland, 
Belgium, and the Netherlands all have use, and constant use, for 
the silver now on duty and on legal-tender duty too. They can 
not part with it if they wanted to; but if they could part with it, 
then in order to throw it on the mints in this country they would 
have to lose 3 per cent besides the freight and insurance, our rativ 
being 16 to 1, theirs 154 to 1 and 15 to 1. 

You know as well as I do that the price of wheat and other 
commodities is not regulated by the supply in a single country, 
but by the world’s supply. Now, gold monometallists give the 
supply of gold and silver in certain years in the United States 
only. They say there has been a decrease in the product of gold. 
They have stated this, no doubt, with a view of showing that gold 
is on the decrease and silver very much on the increase, and hence 
gold is getting, by reason of scarcity, much more valuable, and the 
ratioshould be very much greater than the one suggested and the 
one at present existing in this country. Now, what are the facts 
which are covered up in this statement? They are that gold has 
steadily increased since the year 1873, with the exception of a year 
now and then falling a little behind the year before, but this o 
curred seldom. Since 1890 the increase has been steady. For the 
three years 1891, 1892, and 1893 we have the following world’s 
production: 





Year. | Gold. Silver. 
Si celerestilh tik ainacicidihadiiiieenaiieeiRi tie 080, 000 137, 000, 000 
ai lea a cd ai al a eee tain ela niiall ee on Te oon 00 
Saal Nikin cited cele Cdicash siete ddbstmabdtiliaeiindraiteniumeleinaiueaduanes 157, 000, 000 161, 000, 000 





This is the world’s supply, and when you speak of price you 

ae — expect the product of the United States alone to regu- 
i 

Here is another remarkable statement: That the present silver 
dollar under free coinage would be worth only half of its present 
value. Do they really mean this? Are you not obliged to admit 
that prices will fluctuate more under a single standard than when 
both metals are used? Gold can be cornered much easier than 
both metals, and gold certainly does not circulate and silver cer 
tainly does. But they insist on rating silver as a commodity, 
when under free —- it would not a@ commodity except as 
the price would ex the mintage price or value. How could 
hogs, wheat, and other commnodities be regulated by the price of 
silver as a commodity, when silver would nanvenell be without 
price as the unit of value? Money is without price, and price 1s 
value expressed in money. 

It is certainly a strange fallacy which seems to have taken hold 
of old as well as new converts to gold monometallism, that law has 
nothing to do with the value of money. 

Is it necessary for me to call your attention to the fact that com- 
modities have come down steadily pari passu with silver since 
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1973? And yet.in the face of this you insult the intelligence of 
the farming people of this State by likening our condition under 
free coinage to the Confederate money times. Metal money should 
be irredeemable; it is itself the redeemer. Confederate money 
was irredeemable paper. How can you see any similarity be- 
tween the two? Nature limits the one, the other was limited only 
by the capacity of a printing machine. Do you think it is alto- 
gether ingenuous to spread before the people as a proposition that 
free coinage is likely to make silver dollars as plentiful as Confed- 
erate money; and if so, do you mean to say that it would be as 
worthless? Free coinage puts into circulation no money that is 


redeemable. 


Now, about doubling prices for 50-cent dollars. It is said such 


«“ doubling ” would certainly give the farmer no more than present | 
prices for 100-cent dollars. Do they mean it, and is it possible | 


that they give the farmer credit for so little intelligence as to sup- 
pose that he does not know this? If I said to him, ‘Sir, if you 
sell wheat at 10 cents a bushel, it will not bring youas much asif 
you sell it for 20 cents a bushel,” I would not think that I had 
madeastatementof very greatinterest to the farmer and one which 
it required much intelligence to comprehend. F ; 

But may I inquire who ever saw a 50-cent American silver dol- 
lar in this country? You must produce one before such proposi- 
tions can be propounded. 

There is about as much sense in the one as there is in the other. 
Both self-evident propositions; and the farmers are no fools to sup- 
pose that there are any very great metaphysics behind either of 
them. 

But the farmer knows another thing: that there has never been 
in these United States a standard silver dollar that would not at 
any time purchase just as much asa gold dollar. I defy anyone 
to name the time and place. English capitalists offered Mr. 


Cleveland several millions of dollars more for the bonds of the | 


United States if Congress would consent to that which no first- 
class nation has ever humiliated itself by doing, namely, to have in- 
serted in the bonds that they would be payablein gold. Congress 
refused to do this, and hence our bonds were sold for 44 premium; 
and notwithstanding these people said they would give more for 
them if gold was inserted (presumably they would not do so un- 
less this was done), they did buy them, and these same bonds are 
now selling for 24 premium instead of 4}. 

You are mistaken about these farmers of this country. 


think now. They think that common sense and business judg- 


ment is the way to settle this matter, and it is the way it is going | 


to be settled. The farmer knowsthat more money is needed to con- 
duct the business of this country. He can not be fooled by your 
telling him that silver will be ~o plentiful that it will beas worth- 
lessasConfederatemoney. He knows betterthanthat. He knows, 
too, that the quantity will be limited by nature, and he knows, too, 


This 
silver question is not such a mighty one as you would have them | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








that gold and silver are keeping pace with each other in the yearly | 


production. He is not fooled by your talk of the production in 
America any more than he would be misled by talking about the 
production of wheat here. He knows as well as you do that the 
price of a commodity is regulated by supply and demand, and the 
supply and demand must be the world’s supply and the world’s 
demand. So it has not as much study about it as you would lead 
him to believe. Common sense! Common sense! 

High-sounding phrases may fool us all sometimes, may fool 
some of usall the time, but they will not fool many of us this time. 
The old farmer knows something and he knows that there is to 


be no distribution of fifty-dollar packages of silver on court days | _ Al . 
| cratic mind in this country. 


to the people of any section. He has common business sense, 
and you have advised all to apply it. He knows that prosperity 
no longer exists in this country with the agricultural class. He 
believes it to be criminal to let the present condition of affairs re- 
main as they are. The crucial test is approaching. He knows 
that his condition can not be worsted and can be improved. He 
1s not apt to follow any financial theory that will further contract 
our money and consequently diminish further the prices of his prod- 
ucts. And he means tobe heard. He knows that time will set all 
things even and that he must treasure up the wrong. He can 
look only to the Democratic party. This party, my party, is 
treasuring up the wrong, and under the standard of free coinage 
for both gold and silver will correct it. We will yet achieve this 
great consummation. We will have to fight up hill and against 
oat entrenched positions, but a battle won without struggle 
would be won without honor, and as our ‘“‘fortune keeps an up- 
ward course,” we are sure to be ‘‘ graced with wreaths of victory.” 
(Applause. 

Mr. C LES W. STONE. Mr. S er, so much has been 
said by the advocates of free silver and so much written by them 
in relation to the marvelous prosperity of Japan and the wonder- 
ful growth of its manufacturing interests and extension of its 
commerce on account of the use of silver as a currency, that I 


162: 





newspaper correspondent, written from the capital of Japan to 
the New York Herald, and published in that paper a few days ago. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Having no prejudice on the financiai question, I wish to st 
Japan isnot happy inher finances. I know that Count Okum: 
ciers of his school love to talk about the wealth that Japan is acer 
through buying in the markets of the world for gold and selling for sil 
the facts do not warrant their claims. Japan, by force of circumsta 
longs to the chop dollar sisterhood of i Some five years ago, when she 
maintained her silver yen at something like par, she went along smoothly and 
she enjoyed fair prosperity. With the gradual decline of the yen her busi- 
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ness has been demoralized and she is now entering upon, it is very gen rally 
agreed, a season of depression and hard times , 

It has taken the people and the business world here quitea time to readjust 
themselves, but they are at it now witha vengeance. The penalty of depre- 
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has grown less the pricesof commodities and the necessaries of life have 
steadily increased. The Government led off recently by doubling the salaries 
of all its foreign employees. This has been owed by a number of big cor- 
porations. Among the corporations doubl the salaries of their agentsand 
employees may be mentioned the Mitsui Bassan Kaisha, the Nippon Tetendo 
Kaisha, the Nippon Yusen Kaisha, the Mitsui Bushi Goshi Kaisha, Japan Brew- 
ing Company, Firstand Third N lhanks, the Mitsui Bank, and the Naigai 
Yotatsu Kaisha. The re ative concerns in the mercantile, man- 
ufacturing, and banking departments of the country 

People who know Japan will see at a giance what they stand for. They 
have yielded to the demands of their people after the usual struggle, and this 
is the beginning. Wagesare everywhere being pushed up and in all branches 
where skill is required. Men are lying down on their contracts and begging 
for concessions. Bankruptcy stares thousands of honorable business men in 
the face. This depression is not due in any sense to the war with China, 
Everybody knows that Japan made money during her war The Govern- 
ment is richer than it ever was. The decline of silver has upset everything, 






and great uncertainty attends all business enterpri The firs 
business man does in the morning is to look at » value of tl 
dollar. It may be worth 53 cents or it may be worth49. Ex 
and shifts. and considerabie sums are lost to commercial men every day if 
they have foreign trade relations. Japan could not go toa gold | 
ter how much she tried. That would mean universal bankru 
Her general finances are deplorable and th ndition mus 
til business has settled down to the basis of loll 


-cent ¢ r 
coneern in Japan will escape the effect of this curtailment of profit inci 
to a 30 per cent increase in salaries and wages. The man who encour: 
silver basis for the people of the United States by pointing to Japan : 
rious example is simply deceiving himself and his countrymen 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I know that my views on this 
financial question are not of importance either to my country or 
to my party, but I desire to call attention to a few facts that affect 
us particularly in the Southern country. In my district and in 
the South we need protection for our coal, our iron, our timber, 
and our marble, and I do not intend to follow off after this heresy 
of free silver. It is not surprising, Mr. Speaker, that the Demo- 
cratic party, or a great majority of the Democratic party, should 
be in favor of free silver. We remember that the Democratic 
party before the war stood in favor of State banks and wildcat 
money. 

We remember that after the war, when we were heavily 
indebted, the Democratic party declared that the debt was so 
enormous it never could be paid, and advised the repudiation of 
the national debt. The Republican party, however, determined 
to readjust the finances on a basis alike just to the creditor and 
the Government. When the Republican party proposed to re- 
sume specie payment, the Democratic party, its statesmen, its 
newspapers, and its orators, declared that resumption was impos- 
sible. 1 remember that General Ewing, of Ohio, said that the 
morning Mr. SHERMAN undertook to resume specie payment in 
this country we would hear ‘‘ the crack of doom.” 
payment was resumed. 

Then commenced an era of unexampled prosperity in this 
country. Another fad soon after took possession of the Demo- 
It determined and declared in favor 
of irredeemable paper money; and you remember the noble fight 
that the Republican party made in Ohio and in the nation against 
that idea. The Republican party has stood ever since its existence, 
during the war and since the war, for an honest currency; and the 
Republican party stands on that platform to-day. The remedy, 
I insist, Mr. Speaker, for the evils that are now inflicted upon us, 
is not by the free coinage of silver, but by restoring to this 
country the general prosperity of the people. If the people are 
prosperous the Government will be prosperous, because the Gov- 
ernment is dependent upon the people, and not the people upon 
the Government. 

The gentleman from Virginia {[Mr. Orey] said that it is not 
safe to follow the doctrinaires of this country. I agree with him. 
I call his attention to the splendid development made in the 
Southern country since the war, due to a protective tariff. I 
point him to the example and experience of our people there, and 
say to him that if we follow along Repubiican lines, if we are 
given protection in the South and all over this country, prosperity 
will return to us and we will hear no more of this cry of the free 
coinage of silver. The Republican party is not unfriendly to sil- 
ver. I believe, as the Republican party believes, in coining all the 
silver that it is safe to coin; all that is consistent with safety to 
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desire to have read for the information of the House an extract | the business interests and the currency of this country. 


a letter of John A. Cockerill, a very intelligent and reliable 


Now, Mr. Speaker, it is well sometimes to appeal to history and 
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to appeal to the experience of this country. Let us examine a 
little the history of the Democratic party and of the Republican 

arty in the history of this country on this financial question. 
The ast Democratic President before Grover Cleveland was Mr. 


James Buchanan. We had lived during Mr. Buchanan’s Admin- 
istration under a free-trade tariff, and Mr. Buchanan was inaugu- 
rated into office under auspices of general peace and prosperity, 
strong in the confidence of a united, a triumphant Democracy; 
sessed of every aid and inducement to an honest, patriotic, 
rilliant, vigorous, successful administration of the Nation, but 
he retired from power amid general execration and disgrace, carry- 
ing into his retirement the official brand of public condemnation 
upon his forehead, leaving to the world as the only trophies of 
his Administration the National Treasury depleted; the country 
loaded with debt, increased in time of peace; his party disor- 
anized and dismembered, and the perpetuity of the Republic a 
doubtful and appalling problem. 

Why, sir, Mr. Buchanan himself, in the last message he sent to 
Congress before his retirement from the Presidency, said this: 

With unsurpassed plenty in all the productsand all the elements of natural 
wealth, our manufactures are suspended, our public works are retarded, our 

rivate enterprises of different kinds are abandoned, and thousands of useful 

borers are ows out of employment and reduced to want. We have pos- 
sessed all the elements of material wealth in rich abundance, and yet, not- 
withstanding all these advantages, our country in its monetary interests is 
in a deplorable condition. 

That is a description of the condition at the end of the last 
Democratic Administration prior to Mr. Cleveland’s. That Ad- 
ministration went into power when the country was prosperous, 
and it left the country, as Mr. Buchanan himself says, with pub- 
lic works retarded, with private enterprises paralyzed and aban- 
doned, with the Treasury depleted and the national credit at a 
low ebb. That was the condition of the country when Mr. Lin- 
coln was inaugurated in 1861. The Government was without 
money and without credit; laborers were without employment, 
and farm products were at their lowest price in the history of the 
country for many years. What was the remedy that Mr. Lintohe 
applied? What was the remedy that the Republican party ap- 
plied? It was the enactment of the Morrill tariff law, which car- 
ried this country through a great war and which, with slight 
modifications, has supplied us with revenue ever since. 

After the war the finances of this country were readjusted on a 
basis honorable to all. Since that time we have paid off more 
than half the public debt, and have maintained our gold, silver, 
and paper money on a parity. You will remember, Mr. Speaker, 
that the Democratic party of late have professed a high appre- 
ciation of the greenback currency of the country. That very 
greenback to which they now profess to be so friendly they origi- 
nally declared it unconstitutional to issue, and the Republican 
party was the creator and the defender of the greenback currency, 
which it made as good as gold. 

Now, let us see what was the condition of this country when 
Mr. Cleveland came into power. The conditions that confronted 
Mr. Cleveland when he came into power were very like the con- 
ditions that pre7siled when Mr. Buchanan came into power, and 
Mr. Cleveland will leave this Government in a worse condition, 
if possible, than that in which Mr. Buchanan left it. R.G. Dun 
& Co., in their weekly review of business conditions on the 30th 
day of December, 1892, said: 

The most prospercus rr ever known in business closes to-day with 
strongly favorable indications for the future. 

This was at the end of the year 1892, at the close of a series of 
Republican Administrations of this Government. In December, 
1893, when Mr, Cleveland had been in — less than a pear, 
what was the condition of the country? esame authority, R. G. 
Dun & Co., in their weekly review of December 29, 1893, said. 

Starting with the largest trade ever known, mills crowded with work, and 
all business stimulated by high nope, the year 1893 has proved, in the sudden 
shrinkage of values, in commercial disasters, and in the depression of indus- 
tries, the worst for fifty years. Whether the financial results of the panic of 
1837 were relatively more severe the scanty records of that time do not 
clearly show. The year closes with prices of many products the lowest ever 
known, with mills and workers seeking in vain for work, and with charity 
laboring to keep back suffering and starvation in all our cities. All hope the 
ew year may bring brighter days, but the dying year leaves only a uismal 
record. The reviews of different departments of trade given to-day exhibita 
collapse of business which is almost without precedent. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we know that instead of there being any 
improvement since December, 1893, matters have grown worse, 
until the prices of farm products are now at the lowest point, the 
laborers of this country are without employment, public works 
are retarded, private enterprises of all kinds are paralyzed. 

Now, what is the remedy proposed by the Republican party on 
this occasion? The Republican party proposes, when reuered to 
power, to return to a Republican, an American tariff system, such 
as carried this country through the war, which hasenabled us to pay 
off more than half the public debt and to build up the waste places 
in this country e g labor more employment and better wages 
than it ever had fore; and particularly, Mr. ,in my own 
Southern country we desire to have the benefits of this beneficent 
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system of a protective tariff, and we do not intend to be led astray 
by this Democratic cry for the free coinage of silver. The Dei; 
cratic party has undertaken to deceive the people on the t. 
— and has declared for free trade, and now when it 

eceive the people no longer by crying ‘‘free trade” it pro; 
to cry ‘‘ free coinage of silver.” I say that in my own count: 
the South, our people will be found standing for sound mon 
against the free coinage of silver. We do not desire that ‘ho 
bonanza kings of the West shall feather their pockets at the ex. 
pense of the people of this country. Give us protection, protec. 
tion for our iron, our coal, our lumber, and our marble, and wea 
will build up the South more than it has ever been developed in 
all the years of the past. ae applause. | 

The Republican party believes in the doctrine tanght by Danicl 
Webster in that magnificent speech in the Senate in 1846, When 
he said: 

Proclaim it everywhere and make it a proverb that where there i 
for the hands of men there will be work for their teeth. Where 
employment there will be bread. It isa great blessing to the poor 
cheap food, but greater than that, prior to that, and of still higher v. 
the blessing of being able to buy food by honest and respectable emplvy: 
Employment feeds and clothes and instructs. Employment gives |! h 
sobriety, and morals. Constant employment and well-paid labor | 
in a country like ours, general prosperity, content, and cheerfulne<s he 
advancement of the United States is the world’s wonder. The other nations 
of the earth can not furnish such a splendid exhibition of progre :s Ly 
age or period. 

Mr. Speaker, the Republican party will, when returned to power 
restore to the country its former prosperity, not by free an 
limited coinage of silver, but by giving the country a larger )ut 
safe use of silver, and by the adoption of a thoroughly American 
protective policy. 

In conclusion, I indorse the sentiment of Senator Frye ata 
Republican banquet held at Bridgeport, Conn., on the 2th of 
March of this year, when he said: 

Give us Republican rule for a single decade, unlimited, uncrippled power, 
and we will show the people the beneficence of Republican legislat 

eveey man who wants work will have it, and at the wages of the « ning 
year of Republican rule, 1892. We will place our flag on all the se: the 
earth, restore the merchant marine in its place, and will increase ow: te 
strong-armed squadrons so that they may command the respect of «1! 1 3 
We will annex the Hawaiian Islands, fortify Pearl Harbor, build the Nica- 

a Canal, and marry two great oceans. We will show 
pe a that is alive in every fiber, and hoist the American 
land we think best, and no hand shall ever pull it down. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


—— 

. BAKER of Kansas. Mr.Speaker, I am aware that I belong 
to a class of individuals entertaining views differing in many re- 
spects from those entertained by either of the old parties. [1 the 
discussion of the — before us I shall endeavor to present the 
Populists’ view of the situation to-day, and what seems to us the 
proper course for this House to pursue in order to meet the issues 
of the hour. I shall pursue a different course from a majority of 
the speakers that have preceded me. Iam going to suppose we are 
all patriotic citizens; that every man within the sound of my voice 
loves his country; that he has but one object in view, that object 
being to meet the needs of the hour for the best interests of all 
classes of our people. 

A very pertinent — is, Can that be done? Ianswer, Yes. 
You naturally ask, How? I say that we should simply bring to 
bear the principles of practical common sense, based upon thie ex- 
perience of ages; we should utilize those principles in the finan- 
cial legislation of the country in this her hour of need. 

A few weeks ago we received a message from the President of 
the United States, informing us of the depletion of the gold reserve. 
The leading committee of this House hastened to prepare two |)il!s. 
One of those bills submitted for our consideration provided for an 
increase of the revenue of the Government; the other provided for 
the issue of bonds to meet the needs of the Treasury at this par- 
ticular time. I have felt it niy duty tocasta negative vote against 
each of those bills. Not that I am not willing at all times to vot 
every dollar that is necessary to meet the actual needs of the (iov- 
ernment; but I believe that with a nation as with an individual 
there are times when retrenchment should be the order of the day. 
That this was not the pooner time to place additional burd: 
upon our people. To place in the hands of the President or |\s 
aes of the Treasury the power to issue bonds as provided in 
the bond bill would enable him to retire the entire amount 0! 
— that have been issued by the Government. But our 

publican friends say, ‘‘ We are aoe to the retirement of the 
greenbacks; and we have provided t 
they shall be kept in the Treasury.” 
ow, Mr. Speaker, if there is any difference in the effect upon 
the interests of the country between the destruction of the green 
backs and their retirement by locking them up in the Treasury 
and thus taking them out of circulation, I fail to discover it. 

The fact is we need more money; we need honest money; W« 
need sufficient money to preserve the equity of contracts an‘ 
uniformity of prices, money that will meet the demands of the 
age. Now we are peculiar people. Some say that those who 
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think with me arein favor of going back instead of forward. No, 
my friends, you are grievously mistaken. Our principles are 
onward, Our idea is simply this—that an honest man will pay 
honest debts when he has the ability to do so; that an honest gov- 
ernment, by just legislation, as far as lies within its power, will 
provide the means by which its indebtedness can be paid. Some 
of my Republican and Democratic friends do not differ from me 
in thismatter; othersof each party say: ‘‘ We want honest money.” 
We say that is just what we want. We say nothing but honest 
money will satisfy us. You ask me what is ‘‘an honest dollar.” 
I answer ‘‘an honest dollar” is a dollar of the contract, an appre- 
ciated dollar is a dishonest dollar. 

Why am I not in favor of the gold standard, you ask. I will 
answer that cheerfully. First, there is not sufficient gold as the 
basis upon which the credit of this nation and the commercial 
nations of the earth can rest. In the second place, if you destroy 
silver as one of the money metals that have been established in 
this country, you destroy one-half of the basis of money contracts 
and thereby destroy the equity of all contracts. If you will con- 
sult any of the writers of eminence on this subject, I care not who, 
you will find that by destroying one-half of the basis you double 
the debt; but in doubling the debt you double the value of all 
credit money in the country. Hence we say that by legislation 
that has been had in the past and by legislation that, I am sorry to 
say, is liable to prevail in this House, we are about to adopt a 
system by which the products of human labor will continue to 
depreciate from time to time. 

T have carefully studied the history of the last fifty years of my 
country. I belong to old Revolutionary stock. In my earliest 
youth I was baptized in the spirit of love for my country. It was 
years before I eould educate myself far enough away from my 
prejudices to examine into the conditions and the causes that were 
at work in this country of ours, that were depreciating on the 
one hand the labor of the tillers of the soil and other toilers 
throughout the land, while vastly appreciating the income of 
another class of our people. In this respect I entertain the same 
views that Daniel Webster did in his time. I believe that we can 
not long continue to be a prosperous or a contented and a happy 
people when the gulf is widening from day to day between the 
men who create the wealth of the nation and the men who possess 
it. I have no disposition to antagonize a rich man if he gets his 
money honestly, any more than I have any other class. I bid him 
godspeed; but, on the other hand, I say it is our duty in this Hall 
to create the conditions by which the masses of the people may 
enjoy the fruits of their labor that it may not be confiscated in 
the interest of another class of people. 

Can that be done? Unhesitatingly I answer, it can. You ask 
me how? I will tell you with pleasure. Go back with me to 1850. 
Come with me down along the years that elapsed from 1850 to 
1860. During that period the agricultural wealth of this country 
increased over 50 per cent; from 1860 to 1870 it increased over 60 
per cent; but from 1870 to 1890, a period of twenty years, agricul- 
tural wealth in the old State of Pennsylvania, the home of my 
birth, depreciated $121.000,000, while she had an increase in popu- 
lation of nearly 2,000,000, if the reports of the census are worthy 
of credit. Lamafarmer. From 1850 to 1860 we realized in New 
York City a fraction over $16 a barrel for our pork; and we real- 
ized an average of a little over 53 cents a pound for our fine wool. 
But from 1880 to 1890 we realized a fraction over $13 a barrel for 
our pork, and a fraction over 33 cents a pound on the average for 
our fine wool. 

I say, then, Mr. Speaker, we must look further for the causes 
controlling this question. Facts arestubborn things. You want 
proof, and it is my province and pleasure to give it. 

In 1860 we were not in a prosperous condition, as my friend 
from Tennessee has said. hether the depression was caused by 
legislation or otherwise it is not my province to say; but at that 
eager hour in our history—in 1861—we were brought face to 

ace with the most formidable rebellion of ancient or modern 
times. Brother unsheathed his sword and went to battle with 
brother. North and South for the next four years we heard the 
clashing of arms. What did we do? During that particular time 
we created a navy, we created an army, we created the means by 
which they existed. We subdued, and I am proud to say we did 
subdue, and I believe they are all with me in regard to that, the 
most powerful uprising in the history of the nations of the world; 
and we met on the field of battle the most gallant, most fearless 
soldiers that ever saw service under the flag in the history of the 
nations of the world. Be that to their credit. I belong to that 
class who have sheathed the sword and are living to-day, under 
the providence of Almighty God living, giving thanks for what 
has “5 and living to make this nation what it should be. 


(Applause. 

€ created, as I have said, an armyand a navy, and we fedand 
clothed them and paid them. We enjoyed at the close of the war, 
throughout the North, prosperity unparalleled in the history of 
the country; and I presume there is not a gold bug here or any- 
where else who will call that statement into question. 
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What next? We commenced to build up homes, towns, cities, 
and railroads without parallel in history. But while doing this 
we commenced to reduce the volume of the currency. We com- 
menced to disturb the currency of the country, and instead of 
creating in the minds of men the utmost good faith in our per- 
manent prosperity, we proceeded to tear down and destroy. We 
commenced using the credit of the nation, the credit of the peo- 
ple. In 1865 we had 520 failures—not a bad showing. In 1870 we 
had over 3,000. In 1873 we had over 5,000, and then our financiers 
got together, rubbed their hands, and said, ‘‘ There is something 
wrong;.we have got to make a marked change. I will tell you 
the power that has been in our hands will not be retained unless 
we do.” Did they make a proper diagnosis of the case, as they 
supposed? They did undertake to do it, and then said to the 
patient, We will dismember one of the limbs in order to effect a 
cure; we will destroy silver. Most of you are old enough to re- 
member the panic of 1873, which followed soon after the demone- 
tization of silver. You will remember also the report of the 
Commission of 1876; you remember the remonetization of silver 
at $2,000,000 a month in 1878, and you may doubtless remem- 
ber the other fact that with little exception from 1875 to 1895, a - 
period of twenty years, failures have increased at a certain ratio, 
and to-day there are 300,000 business men in this country who, 
under the adverse circumstances which surrounded them im that 
period, have failed and gone out of business. Some one said, 
** What do you want; what is your remedy? Do you want more 
money?” Yes,sir;I do. Iwant more prosperity and less misery. 
‘** Are you not in favor of paying an honest debt in honest dollars?” 
That is exactly what I favor, and when I hear a man say, ** [ will 
pay $10,000 that costs as much of the product of my labor and of 
my brain as the money I borrowed,” I say that is the honest dol- 
lar he pays, and that there is but one honest dollar in existence, 
and that,is the dollar of the contract. 

Then, what wouldI do? Iwould adopt this bill now before the 
House. I would give the coin—the silver coin—the money power 
that belongs toit. I would coin the silver, every dollar of silver 
and of gold, and if I had not money enough I would coin green- 
backs sufficient to enable every industry in this country to enjoy 
prosperity. ‘‘You would?” Yes. ‘Well, now, that is very 
strange, with 4,000,000 of unemployed, as we were told last Con- 
gress, infhis country.” Yes; I would; I would create a condition 
that every man willing to toil—every man—could enjoy if he 
desired; that every man who is willing to work could eat the 
fruits of his labor, and his wife and children have the benefit of 
proper clothing and comfortable homes—warm houses of their 
own which they could enjoy. 

I have been told recently during the discussion of this question 
by our friend Mr. WALKER that the farmers were prosperous. I 
wonder how he would like the Massachusetts manufacturers to en- 
joy the same kind of prosperity. If so, he is differently constituted 
from any man I ever saw. He is certainly differently constituted 
from myself. I would like to see the manufacturers of this land 
prosper. The manufacturers, however, can never be prosperous 
unless the farmers of the country are prosperous. The basis of 
all wealth and of all prosperity rests with the farmers of the 
world. Thatis absolutely the basis. Give them prosperity, give 
them a good market, and what will be theresult? It will enhance 
the value of everything else. They will buy twice the products 
of the manufacturer, and build up all the other industries of the 
country. Their looms will start up, and the man who anxiously 
seeks fogd and clothing for his family need not go hungry or 
without,a fireside of his own, but there will be something of the 
same degree of prosperity that we had in 1865. 

An eminent writer,in speaking on the subject of the national 
labor preblem, and a nation entering upon a great degree of devel- 
opment,a@t the same time reducing the volume of money, declared 
that such a nation commits a heinous crime. That is the sub- 





stance of the language, although not the exact text of it. Have 
we done so? Wehave, undoubtedly, in thiscountry. Who are to 


be benefited by this process? Itis true that our foreign trade 
amounts to about $2,000,000,000 annually, and that our internal 
trade amounts to $48,000,000,000, or twenty-four times as much. 
Shall the interests of our forty-eight- billions of internal commerce 
be sacrificed for that of the two billions of foreign trade? We 
think not; we think that it is wholly unnecessary and wrong to 
sacrifice the interests of 95 per cent of our people for the 5 per 
cent that will be benefited. I want an American policy that will 
protect the interests of all of our people. I have no sympathy 
with that policy which would make our toiling people the serfs to 
England_as are the Turks and Egyptians. They have gold mono- 
metallism. Contemplate them in all their glory, you who uphold 
the golden scepter in this House. 

There is no nation in history in any period of time that has 
made the.development that we have in the last fifty years, and 
my Republican friends, with great pride, point to the fact. I 
naknoathien that we have made wonderful developments, but if 
you willsgbe equally honest and frank you will acknowledge that 
you have@made some grievous mistakes. You and I both know 
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and I must acknow. to-day that there is a burden of debt of 
many billions of dollars upon us which, if payment was 
demanded, we should be unable to meet at this time. Now the 
question is, What should we do? Iam willing to vote for any 
measure that I believe will bring pages to my people and will 
honestly = out a contract. 1 never stop to inquire where a 
measure has its origin. I ask myself the question, ‘‘ Is that right? 
If that —— was carried out and engrafted into law would it 
accomplish the end for which it was created?” If 1 find it will it 
gots my support, I do not care where it comesfrom. But if, on 

e other hand, it is destitute of that, then I must be excused for 
casting my vote against it. 

In regard to the tariff bill I could not vote for it because, first, 
the people are not able to buy the goods at present prices without 
an increase in tariff duties. In the second place, I believe it was 
our duty in this hour of trial to retrench, to reduce expenses. In 
the third place, I will vote for the amended bill as it comes from 
the Senate, because in that form it is calculated to give us a 

eater basis upon which the currency of this country will rest. 

t will give us more money, and, giving us more money, it will 
produce with us just exactly what it has with other nations in the 
past. I knew the creditor will claim, on the one hand, that he is 
wronged, but we think that he has no ground for that complaint. 
We think that he has gained so much in the past that if he lost 
one-half he would still be the gainer to a very great extent. We 
believe the ends to be accomplished and the great gains to the 
whole country, asa country, will vastly compensate him for all, if 
he should suffer in any respect by this change in legislation. 

Then, do you know what we should do? I will with pleasure 
tell you, because the Populist is never afraid to confess in open 
court. Ishould coin every dollar of gold that we could get. That 
is good money. It is the money of the Constitution. I should 
coin every dollar of silver that we could get. It is good money. 
It is the money of the Constitution. I believe in the money of the 
Constitution. And then, if we had not money sufficient to meet 
the needs of the hour, I should issue greenbacks or Treasury notes 
enough, and make them all interchangeable one with aaiihes I 
say, Mr. Speaker, I would give the people the best money that it 
is ible for any people to have, and I would start the wheels of 

ustry in all the — and breadth of this land of ours, and I 
would restore hope and confidence to those who are so greatly dis- 
cour, by the conditions now existing. 

Mr. MOSES. In regard to the mbacks, would you make 
every dollar of greenbacks redeemable in gold or silver? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. I should not, unless by making them 
interchangeable. As I said before, I would e them inter- 
changeable one with another. 

Mr. MOSES. I have made the claim that the Populist party is 
not a silver y: 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. In that you are vastly mistaken. 

Mr. MOSES. I ask my friend because I have more respect for 
his opinion than that of any man on this floor on his side. I have 
claimed in the State of Georgia that your party does not believe 
in either gold or silver, that it is a fiat-money party. Mr. Watson 
in his book says that this money should be mable, and I 
now ask on the floor of the House whether I have misrepresented 
your party or not. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. I will say this, I do not know in just 
what way the members of that in Georgia may present their 
views, but a great many Po d possibly those are some 
of them-—have the idea that the very fact that the money receives 
the stamp of the United States which says that it is one dollar 
makes it a dollar, and that at the very moment that it has paid a 
dollar of deb: it has been redeemed, and that neither gold nor sil- 
ver nor greenbacks need any other redemption; that when a dol- 
lar has paid a debt it has fulfilled its mission, just as ppeteee 
stamp, when it is placed upon a letter and been canceled, ful- 
filled its mission in paying the way of the letter to its destination. 
That is the view that is entertained by a great many of our peo- 
ple. On the other hand, you know, the Good Book says, ‘ By 
their fruits shall x know .” Now, I have pened to be a 
member of this House since 1890, and I say y that we are 
the only party in this House who have been consistent silver men. 
My brother here will bear me out. 

r. RUSSELL of Georgia. That is right. 


Mr. BAKER of Kansas. We believe in the of the Con- 
stitution; and I only wish all m blican 
friends could say the same. To-day y @ little like King 


are 
Agrippa when Paul was before him. You know he said, ‘Almost 
thou persuadest me to be a Christian.” And so I wish to God, 
in the cause of humanity, that you could see this thing i 

light of reason. The trouble is that a great many members of 
this House are hypnotized. You do not see things for yourselves. 
You see them through the eyes of somebody else. I say, divest 
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FEBRUARY 11, 





yourselves of your prejudices. Look at the lowly farmer or the 
farmer of wealth. Look at the lowly mechanic or the skil]o 
mechanic. Look at the failures. Look at the bonds and mort- 
s. Look at the chaos that now exists in our financial centers, 
ook at the vast accumulation of wealth on one hand, and they 
look at the demands that come to us from the money centers «f 
this country and of Europe. 

Look at the merchant, look at the banker, and see what your 
duty as citizens is, and you will agree with me thatit is your duty 
as patriots in this particular time in our history to rise abovo 
all party considerations in the future, and cast your votes—as [ })o- 
lieve = would if you would only look for yourselves in the way 
that I have suggested—cast your votes for the amended bill 
it comes from the Senate. ¢ will give a new inspiration to 
60,000,000 of our people. There is a certain class it will hurt: 
that is unquestionably true, but I say it will benefit nine men 
every one it injures, and I do not believe that in the end it wil! 
injure any man. Is my time up, Mr. Speaker? 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has one minute 
remaining. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. We have had from time to time our 
attention called to the fact of the great prosperity that Englani is 
enjoying. I will concede without argument that England to-diiy 
is in a much more prosperous condition than we are. Englani js 
on a gold basis and we are on a silver basis, Mr. Speaker—are w.’ 
No, we are on a gold basis, too. England is ona gold basis ani 
we are on a gold basis; England is a creditor nation, and she de- 

payment of her debts in dear money; we are a deltor 
nation, and have been foolish enough to yield to the demands of 
Great Britain and thereby doubled every dollar of indebtedu 
that we owe to Great Britain at her behest. I, for one, can not 
give my acquiescence to anything of that kind. I would pay her 
in the money borrowed. it was borrowed in gold I would pay 
it in gold, and if it was borrowed in currency I would pay it in 
the currency of the country, and she would have to receive that 
in payment. So that we Populists want it to be distinctly under- 
stood that we are in favor of the money of the Constitution in tho 
first place, and in the second place we are in favor of the money 
that maintains the equity of contracts. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. Speaker, I will add but a few words to the 
discussion that has already consumed so much valuable time in 
this House. 

Soon after the opening of the present session we were called 
upon by the President to take prompt action for devising ways 
and means to meet a financial crisis. Not only had the gold r- 
serve been reduced below the mark of safety, but the revenue of 
the Government had become inadequate to meet its expenses to 
the amount of more than $40,000,000 annually. This excess of 
demand above the income of the Government was being taken 
from the gold reserve. In a word, we were draining the Treasury 
of its gold at the rate of $40,000,000 each year, and thus the deli- 
ciency. 

The future of our finances was indeed dark, with no remedy in 
sight. The President, realizing the danger, appealed to the law- 

ing power to bridge over the gulf of bankruptcy towar 
which the National Treasury was fast drifting. The best financial 
brains of the majority in this House quickly originated and pre- 
sented two bills—one an i bond bill with a low rate of 
interest and the other a revenue bill that would at least prevent 
the balance of trade from counting against us. These two bills, 
after mature deliberation, were passed by this body, thus fulfilling 
its obligations as servants of the people in remedying the evil ai! 
preventing its recurrence. 

Mr. Speaker, I had strong hopes that the Senate would concur 
in our action. but after waiting a month the bond bill is returne:| 
to us with all of its provisions stricken out and a free-coinay» 
measure substituted. 

Mr. 7, while I am infavor of the largest possible coinage 
of silver consistent with yr, it must be on a parity with gold 
and the exchanges of the world. 

We have no use for a depreciated currency in this country for 
the reason that all values are established on a basis of 100 cents 
to the dollar. Our private, local, State, and national indebted- 
ness has all been incurred on this basis. 

The ad of this substitute would not only mean repuidia- 
tion, but ion financially. Its results would be freighted 
with disaster and ruin to the men who labor, and who are the 
backbone of the nation’s prosperity. Humiliate the masses by + 

i currency and you lower the standard of civilization. 

eurrency should be fixed and stable and of a sufficient 
quantity for the full transaction of business and elastic enous) 
to protect business interests and the interests of labor in every 
emergency. 

Mr. Speaker, cause and effect are close companions, though often 
far apart. A robber steals your money, and the effect is you are 
impoverished. 
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The adoption of this substitute would have the same effect. 
The people would receive 50 cents for that which cost them 100 
cents. For, Mr. Speaker, 50 cents’ worth of silver can not pass 
current for a dollar without bringing all values to its level. Are 
we prepared for this? I think not. 

This is not a party question. It concerns the welfare of, the 
honor of, and the integrity of the nation in the discharge of its 

ast obligations. 
T. oa believe that the wisdom of this body, fresh from the 
people as it is, will allow this unwise measure to pass. 

Mr. Speaker, in the upbuilding of our industrial system is to be 
found the solution of the financial problem. ; 

I can not vote for this substitute. It shouid not pass. [Ap- 
Plans WLER Mr. Speaker, it is the special duty, it seems to 
me, of Representatives to approach the discussion of a question 
like the one before the House with a judicial spirit, rather than 
that of a special attorney. A special desire should exist to rather 
learn the truth than defend a case. ‘ . ‘ 

Certain things have been established in this connection beyond 
adoubt. They rest upon no hypothesis nor course of reasoning. 
They have gone into history, and no attempt is made on the part 
of any intelligent or fair-minded man to contradict or question 
them even. 1t is upon these that we must rely, rather than sup- 

sitions, or theories, or hypotheses, or wishes, or ought-to-have- 
om when dealing with so delicate a thing as credit and a 
matter socomprehensive as to involve every life-insurance policy, 
every deposit in a bank, every piece of property in the United 
States, every day’s labor, and thus materially affect every man, 
woman, and child in the land. 

Let us see, then, how many of these great milestones there are 
along the line of the financial experience of the United States. 
Let us stop theorizing and seek truths or facts without attempt- 
ing to explain them away, until, at least, we have completed the 
line of investigation and are certain of our steps and can measure 
the consequences. 

In the first place, it is a historical fact, established beyond ques- 
tion, that at the time the investigation was made for the purpose 
of establishing the ratio between gold and silver, in 1792, Alexan- 
der Hamilton, one of the most thorough and discriminating schol- 
ars the world has produced, found that the nearest approximate 
value of the two metals at that time was 15 tol. It was estab- 
lished beyond doubt that owing to the slight difference of value 
gold disappeared from circulation. 

Second. It is well known to everyone that in 1834, owing to 
the fact that gold had disappeared, another investigation took 
place and the ratio of 16 to 1 was established. It turned out that 
this ratio favored gold sufficiently to make silver a commodity, 
which fact led to the gradual disappearance of silver from circu- 
lation. So clearly was this established, and so certainly was all 
of our silver disappearing, being bought up and shipped out of the 
country because worth more than its face value, that the Govern- 
ment in 1853 reduced the coin value of our subsidiary coins for 
the purpose of insuring their circulation, and the plan was suc- 
cessful. The disappearance of gold in the first instance and of 
silver in the second disclosed no new truth, but only added our 
own experience to a well-established principle that the poorer 
always drives out the better money. 

I agree with the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Towne}, that 
nothing is more conducive to a full and satisfactory understand- 
ing of any question than a settlement of terms; indeed, that it is 
absolutely necessary for an intelligent discussion of any proposi- 
tion. His definition of bimetallism was that— 

_Bimetallism is a monetary system where the mints are open to gold and 
silver on equal terms, at a fixed ratio, and where both have the same debt- 
o_. power; the debtor having the option of the kind of money he shall 

“ Bimetallism” is a new word, and so new as not to be found in 
Webster’s Unabridged Dictionary of 1888. 

It is interesting to observe, however, that the definition of bi- 
metallism found in the Century Dictionary, now the leading 
authority on such subjects, is utterly at variance with the defini- 
tion adopted by the gentleman from Minnesota, and is as follows: 

Bimetallic.—This word and its derivatives are of recent origin, M. Cer- 
nuschi having been the first to use “ bimetallique ” in 1869 and “ bimetallic” 
in 1876. Of or pertaining to two metals; specifically, pertaining to the use 
of a double metallic stantiard in currency. 

Bimetallism.—Bimetallism pertains to the use of ‘wo metals as money at 
relative values set by legislative enactment: the union of two metals in cir- 
culation as money at a fixed rate. Specifically, that system of coinage which 
recognizes both coins of silver and coins of gold as legal tender to any 


amount, or the concurrent use of coins of two metals as acirculating medium 
at a fixed relative value. . 


From this it is apparent that there are two distinct definitions 
of bimetallism. e theoretical bimetallism opens the mints for 
the two metals, the dearer one never coining and the poorer one 
only circulating, while practical bimetallism secures the circula 
tion of the two metals side by side, the dearer one carrying a mar- 
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| oie of credit in the poorer one and the country having the benefit 
of both as money. 

If there is any such confusion in the public mind as these two 
definitions would naturally breed, it is high time that the Repub- 
lican party declared itself emphatically in favor of that bimet- 


allism that actually bimetallizes both gold and silver. A bimetal- 
lism that does not bimetallize the two metals, but with absolute 
certainty monometallizes the cheaper metal and always drives out 
the better, is, in very truth, monomaniacal bimetallic monomet- 
allism—an intoxication with a theory. 

It reminds me of the man who, in his trip around the world, 
had brought home the one bird of all others that filled the air 
with enchanting song. He waited two long years for the sweet 
warble of its most promising throat. One day, looking at its 
beautiful plumage with a friend, he remarked that he had at 
great expense and much pains brought this wonderful singing 
bird from the very interior of China, but he had a most striking 
peculiarity as a songster, and that is: ‘‘ The damn tbing don’t sing.” 
Now, the Republican party wants a bimetallism that bimetallizes 
both gold and silver. Let us here and now declare that weare in 
favor of the practical as against the theoretical, upon the same 
ground that we arein favor of protection asagainst free trade. Let 
us declare that we arein favor of that metal as a basis of our busi- 
ness transactions that is the least variable in value, and asa result 
of experience has been adopted by all the great commercial 
nations of the earth. 

The gentleman from Minnesota, my friend, Mr. Towns, as a 
specimen of silver logic, declared thatif a horse had sold for $100 
in gold in 1890 and that he could obtain but $50 in gold for it 
to-day, it was just as proper to say that the gold had risen 100 
per cent as to say that the price of the horse had fallen 50 per cent. 
And he makes this statement when every man, woman, and child 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific knows that the horse is not actu- 
ally worth more than one-half as much in the market because of 
the bicycle, the cable car, and the use of electricity, while the 
hundred dollars in gold will buy practically the same amount of 
everything that the average man wants to eat, wear, or use that it 
did in 1890. 

Third. It is a fact that in 1873, under the operation of this same 
law of the poorer money driving out the better, paper had driven 
out both gold and silver, and there was not a dollar of either to 
be found in circulation. Therefore, it is not true, as stated by 
one gentleman, that by demonetizing silver a double burden was 
thrown upon gold and thereby its value doubled. For how can 
you remove the burden from a horse when there is no horse in 
existence? Nor was its value affected in the slightest degree, for 
neither gold nor silver was doing any commercial work whatever, 
the whole of our money, every dollar of it, resting upon the credit 
of our country. It will be well to observe in passing that since 
silver was worth 104, there was no possible reason for demonetiz- 
ing it, as the whole history of the country had shown that its price 
of 104 literally and absolutely removed it from circulation. Owing 
to these two facts, then—first, that neither gold nor silver was doing 
any money work; second, that silver was worth 104 and would 
not have been in circulation even if we had not demonetized it— 
it is absolutely true that no act of the Government did in any 
way affect silver at that time. 

Fourth. The next great fact that is established be--ond question, 
and about which there is no possible doubt, is that, owing to the 
decreasing value of silver, which in 1878 had fallen to 89 cents, 
the mine owners wanted the United States to again becomea buyer, 
and the result was the passage of the Bland-Allison Act. By this 
act the Government, from 1878 to 1890, purchased 288,474,639.04 
ounces, costing the Government $305, 229,834.38, or an average of 
$23,479,218.03 perannum, about one-half the product. The bullion 
value of the silver dollar in 1878 was, as stated, 89 cents, from which 
price there was a constant depreciation until it had reached 74 
cents in 1890. 

Upon the passage of the Sherman Act, which consumed for the 
years 1891, 1892, and 1893 two-thirds of the product, it took an 
upward start, and in 1891 ran up to 92 cents, and then down to 74 
cents, averaging 81 cents. From that date down to this year it 
has continued to fall, reaching the low price of 49 cents. Under 
the Sherman Act it will be observed that the Government pur- 
chased for the three years 1891, 1892, and 1893 a total of 156,757,- 
023.75 ounces, at a cost of $147,215,480.93, or an average of $49,071,- 
826.97. By referring to the table of production it will be observed 
that the amount of silver produced from 1878 to 1890 was $660,- 
256,000, or an average of $50,788,923, and for the years 1891, 1892, 
and 1893, $235,004,000, or an average of $78,364,667, and, strange 
as it may seem, though we had largely increased the relative 
amount consumed of the amount produced, the price continued to 
fall. 

Fifth. It is a fact about which there is no question that the 
Government did resume specie payments January !, 1879, and that 


the Government has maintained a gold standard from that date 
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up to the present time. Now, it has been shown that if the two 
metals are both entitled to free reg o without making one of 


the metals carry a margin of credit in the other, as has been done 
in France and in this country since 1878, one of the metals, the 
dearer one, will at once disappear from circulation and become a 
mere commodity, and will furnish a basis for speculation and 
unsettle the value of the money of the country. 

In this connection it is urged by the advocates of silver that gold 
has appreciated so much that it is a very great injustice to the 
debtor class of the country to have to pay their obligations in gold. 
This declaration is not a fact, but a mere assumption; nay, more, 
as investigation proves, absolutely untrue, contravening the con- 
clusions of the Senate committee report, which proves just the 
reverse. 

To give color to this assumption an a is made on the part 
of the advocates of silver to prove that gold has gt in 
value by comparing it with one or two or possibly three com- 
modities, more particularly cotton and wheat, the observation 
having been made that there was a striking coincidence in the 
rise and fall of these two great staples and silver. The advocates 
of silver were wont to say that they never had varied in any con- 
siderable degree. This declaration came very much nearer being 
true one year ago than now; for, within the past twelve months, 
although silver has remained practically stationary, the value of 
cotton increased 50 per cent at times, and wheat has made a 
similar gain, so that the charm that this declaration had for cer- 
tain wheat growers and certain cotton growers has been broken, 
and the assumption founded upon a mere coincidence has been 
shown to be a shallow oe: This fallacy was also exposed by 
the fact that when compared with other great staples like corn 
and oats there did not seem to be the slightest resemblance in the 
movements, proving that there was no connection between cotton 
and wheat and silver except the mere accident of coincidence dur- 
ing a certain length of time. But there is one fact still remaining 
that more than any other, indeed, than all others combined, ought 
to satisfy all the people of this country, but more particularly the 
laboring classes, and that is this: That while the silver dollar was 
constantly falling, going from a value of 104 cents in 1873 down 
to 64.2 cents in 1892, and still lower to 45.7 cents in 1894, the wages 
of the laboring masses of our people increased from a standard of 
a in gold in 1878 to $1.68 in gold in 1891. Certainly American 

abor can not afford to change its gold wages for silver wages. 
It is absolutely certain, therefore, that gold has depreciated in- 
stead of appreciating. 

By the Senate committee report, known as the Aldrich report, 
it was demonstrated that up to 1891, the last year recorded in the 
table, wages measured in gold had nearly doubled since 1850, had 
more than doubled since 1840, and had increased 14 per cent since 
1878. It was also shown that the cost of the articles used by the 
average laboring man for food and clothing had depreciated from 
1878 to 1891 10 per cent, while the fall of prices in the same arti- 
cles from 1840 to 1891 was 8 per cent. 

Now take, if you please, the wages of a laboring man in 1840 as 
$1, and assume that it was consumed for the necessaries of life, 
food and clothing, and the same man in 1891 would have re- 
ceived $2.04 for his wages and yet have bought these same arti- 
cles of food and clothing for 97 cents, leaving him a clear gain of 
$1.07 as against his day's labor in 1840, —_ if in 1873 this same 
man had received w in greenbacks equivalent to $2 in gold for 
a day’s labor, he would have received in 1891 $2.28 in gold for his 
labor, and would have purchased food and clothing at a gain of 20 
cents a day, giving him a net profit in 1891 on a day's labor of 48 
cents against his day’s labor in 1878. 

From this it is clearly seen that gold has not appreciated, but 
that it to-day takes less labor to produce one dollar in gold than it 
did in 1878. Therefore, it is established beyond question that no 

ible injustice canbe done to any man by the maintenance of 
the gold standard, although it may be true that there may have 
been such changes in some line of employment as to make it er 
for aman to make a living than then, because there is not the 
same demand for what he produces; but the average demand for 
all labor, which is the best measure of value, shows that there has 
been a very great appreciation of labor and a corresponding de- 
reciation of gold. is brings us tothe consideration of the two 
Nistinct LN ap gt of the advocates of silver. 

First. There is the silver advocate who believes in free coinage 
16 to 1, and asks us to place him or silver where it was in 1873. 
Mark this, he does not oa ee to put silver where it was in 1873 
in point of value, nor does to be as honest as Alexander 
Hamilton was in 1792, nor as old General Jackson was in 1834 
when they studiously investigated the question for the purpose of 
determining how much each dollar should contain, in order that 
they might be as nearly equal in value as ble. He does not 
6 sap to make the dollar 82 to 1, but conditions utterly 

erent, after all the great commercial nations of the earth have 
discarded it, and when silver is worth just one-half what it was 


then, he proposes that the Government shall put silver back \\)), 
it was in 1873. Talk ahout the dishonesty of bull and bear mnoy, 
ments in the New York Stock Exchange. Never in the his: f 
the world was there such a gigantic scheme as this bill pr. 

nor was there ever so little reason or justification of hope foro... 
cess asin thisone. The chivalrous feats of Vanderbilt and (;..)\, 
pale before it in magnitude and rashness. There is $4,070 00 
silver money in the world, and they propose to enter upon ill 
movement to make it worth $8,141,000,000. Nay, more, to ( 
the value of all the silver in the world, about $8,000,000,000), ji... 
ing it worth $16,000,000,000, a slight gain of 8,000,000,00)) do}. 
lars. It takes a silverized fancy to even dream of such a | 
formation. 

I have wondered whether the silver advocates, who all admit 
that we would certainly go to a silver basis, have counted the cost 
of this measure. 

Have they paused to contemplate that we are dealing wit) do. 
posits in loan and trust companies amounting to $471.20. 415 
worth their face in gold; that we are dealing with comm 
money of all the farmers and merchants in the United Stat; 
now deposited in the national and State banks, amounriny 
$2,359,761,015, now worth their face in gold; that we are dealin; 
with the savings of the great masses of our people now deposite: 
in the savings banks of this country, amounting to $1,747 ,(161 280 
all worth their face in gold; that we are dealing with life-insur- 
ance policies belonging to the people, amounting to more than 


OLE 


ne 
tU15< 


Route 


—— 


$1,200,000,000, all worth their face in gold; that we are dealing 
with the entire product of the labor of the American peop!, rep- 
resenting in concrete form the result of their daily toil, every year 


worth more than $12,000,000,000 in gold; that we are dealine with 
every dollar of property in the United States, from the litt! 


of the prudent mechanic to the vast railroad interest that tics ‘ he 
Atlantic to the Pacific with its thongs of steel, amounting in gold 
value to more than $65,000,000,000; that we are dealing with vast 
exchanges of our commerce, involving every transaction, froin the 
wages of a day laborer to the bank settlements between finincial 
institutions of our great clearing-house centers, which amounted in 
gold value in 1892 to $60,883,572,438? 

Take this step of 16 to 1 and we can not escape a most disistrous 
shrinkage in our circulating medium, as all must admit altera 
careful investigation. 

The amount of money in circulation February 6, 1896, and the 
respective kinds were as follows: 

Gold. 

hicks dhekehh enbietanehhs Abiee seebeer unesed cos ccccese $49 6 
SW aidinadedn cinbceusednwanshbebuasetuccesddees cocsccee----- 49 19 

Total DbOH Se SSOne Soe meSSO Sees eccnsoes SoEese Ceseeseocece cocccccececs ” 9) 
Silver 
eet in sill Min dea sdnaiak bid edadana Ss eves sees concoccece 6, 629, 676 
a emeninecocaucecece 64, 387, 135 
tt icin cakes Liban sake nhneg biden abt nddiesenccerececsscce | ) 
ruins diGbaks canbe <euebambltne ce secddesesscconcccce--s 110 ) 
Total [ithe Rade nbenebedebedwbSEeSbecccoccccecences ¢ 2 ) 
Paper money. 
Greenbacks Sees oe EPRI ee 245, 745, 340 
et ea aks wa dank cacemnatecicncces coon 28, 925, 000 
United States national-bank notes..................-.-.------------ W586, 807 
ate an chit babiisdomaiiudssNincvbevst avcmer-n----- 477, 757, 137 


or a total of $1,589,719,607 in the hands of the people and in the 
banks of the country. 

Pass this law at the behest of the men who are claiming to try 
to give the people more money, and what will happen? (Gold to 
the amount of $549,109,535 will cease to circulate as money, «nd 
we will then have among our people and in the banks, as mony to 
do our commercial work with, but $1,040,610,072, silver and pajrr. 
Seer if this bull movement should fail to raise the price of the 

ver dollar above 50 cents, where it now is and where it is in 
Mexico and all over the world in silver-standard countries. | 
commercial value or working power of your $562,852,335 of »)/!\ 
money would be cut in two or one and your sily: 
money with doubled prices would only be equal in power to «li 
exchanges of property to one-half what it is to-day, or $281, !-',- 
167.50. So that you can add the other half, or $281,426,167.50, tv tie 

ld a withdrawn, making a total shrinkage of $830,)- 

02.50. But this is not all. Your paper money has also gone toa 
silver basis and you must cut that in two, leaving you $23%,>:>,- 
868.50 of working power as compared with that money to-day, {vt 
it is equal to gold and doing the work of gold in the commerce 0! 
the country. Add, then, if you please, this shrinkage to t!‘ 
already suffered, and you have a total shrinkage in the w king 
power of the money now circulating of $1,069,414,560, or two-thir 's 
of all the working power of the money in circulation to-day !1:5 
been by this mad struggle for money you do not need. 

But we are promptly informed by the silver advocates that they 
propose to fill this a gap, this frightful vacuum, with silver. 
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Silver from where? Andhow? Andwhen? Atthe present value 
of silver it would take the United States alone, at the present rate 
of production, fifteen years to supply the economic or purchasing 

wer we now have in our money; and yet we have too little to 
suit these same advocates. But suppose you could gather it from 
the four corners of the earth, what could you do withit? The bill 
which has come here from the Senate only provides that you may 
issue certificates after the silveris coined. Has it ever occurred 
to any one of these gentlemen advocating this measure to ask the 
Director of the Mint how much we can coin each year? I holda 
letter in my hand signed by Mr, Preston, the Director of the Mint, 
which r as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE MINT, 
Washington, D. C., February 6, 1896. 


Srr: In reply to your letter of current date, I estimate the capacity of the 
mints for coining silver dollars at about $40,000,000 per annum, which, by 
working overtime, would admit of the necessary gold and subsidiary silver 


i being executed. 
Cnn apecrtally, yours, R. E. PRESTON. 


Hon CHARLES N. FowLeErR, 
House of Representatives. 

From this it is clear that while it would take the United States 
fifteen years to produce enough silver at present values to fill the 
bottomless pit, it would take the United States mints, run at their 
full capacity, twenty-five years to turn it out even if they had it. 
Oh, but, as one of the silver advocates said to me the other night, 
‘‘Wewill have to issue paper money, and then in the course of 
time redeem it.” Whata picture this is to contemplate. Sur- 
— at the possibility of such a condition of things, the ever 


ertile, imaginative, theoretical advocate of free and unlimited | 


coinage protests that silver would rise. Rise! 
it would rise? If at all, how much will it rise? 


sets a different figure to which it may rise? No, gentlemen, we 
have noright tospeculate and gamble with sixty thousand millions 
of property, which ought to have and would have been seventy 
thousand millions but for the maladministration of the Government 
during the past three years. Like prudent men let us figure all 
the chances against us in a matterof such moment, for the imagi- 
nation in its dizziest flights can not paint the havoc and ruin that 
this step in the dark will bring to every home, rich and poor alike. 

Now, as has been pointed out, there is a true and actual bi- 
metallism, a bimetallism wherein the stronger, most valuable, 


and most invariable metal carries a margin of credit in the less | 


valuable metal. Such is the system existing in this country and 
France to-day. One of the gentlemen discussing this question 
said that he would be satisfied if we had such bimetallism as they 


had in France, and therefore was in favor of this Senate measure | 


and its operation until the amount of silver coined in this country 
should be equal to the amount now in use in France. He evi- 
dently thought this could be done by issuing silver without ref- 
erence to the necessary protection of a gold reserve to insure true 
bimetallism. The po a seems to forget that the Bank of 


France holds over $404,700,000 of gold and only $250,160,000 of | 


silver, and has but one hundred millions of uncovered paper 


money. If the proposition of this gentleman was comprehensive | 
in itself and provided for the requisite reserve, we might possibly | 


coin more silver. 
Indeed, I am of the opinion thatif the United States Government 


had begun in 1879 and added to the gold reserve one-third of the | 


amount of the depreciation of the silver dollars as fast as the de- 
preciation became evident, and after the passage of the Sherman 


Act in 1891 had added the same proportion of gold for the protec- | 


tion of these outstanding demand obligations, as we already had 


for the protection of greenbacks, we might have been coining sil- | 


ver to-day. That is to say, if the United States Government had 


a gold reserve to-day, or should have gradually accumulated are- | 


serve as its demand obligations increased, amounting in 1893 to 
about $300,000,000, no question would have been raised with re- 


gard to the credit of the country, and the banks would have con- | 


tinued to furnish the gold for export, and there would have been 
no sale of bonds except the $133,000,000 to cover the deficit and 
pay the current expenses of the Government. 
and seventy-five millions of gold that has gone into the Treasury 
has not been to protect the gold, but to protect the credit and re- 
place the gold that had been there to protect the credit. 

The second proposition is that we must have more redemption 
money. But does the country need more redemption money? 

ere is more money in this country to-day than is in use or nec- 
essary to transact its mea business. Gentlemen upon this floor 
and many people in different parts of the country mistake their 
want of more wealth-bringing income for a want of more money. 
Ido not mean to say that under present conditions, when doubts 


g thick and black over every enterprise because there is no | 
eee ictecticn to American labor and American capital, | 


anyone take a venture in business nor that property can be 
sold for what it would reasonably be worth in prosperous times. 


How do you know | 
Will you stake | 
your own fortune upon your guess when every man around you | 


The two hundred | 


But that is not a misfortune of the money condition as to quan- 
tity, but as to quality and the lack of confidence. If the United 
| States should offer to and does refund all her obligations, making 
them payable in gold, this protracted agony would soon be over. 
There is no doubt that our monetary system lacks facility and 
elasticity, and that we ought to have a system that is more par- 
ticularly adapted to ovr conditions than the present one seems to 
be. We should have asystem that, while the values are measured 
in gold, would incorporate the use of as large an amount of silver 
as business requires and credit would permit, and also a circu- 
lation based upon the property of the country, issued where and 
when needed to handle and remove the crops in the various locali- 
ties—the cotton in the South, the wheat in the Northwest, the 
cattle, hogs, and varied products of the West and Southwest. 
The circulation should expand and contract as the circumstances 
require, every dollar of our money as good as every other dollar, 
and our best dollar as good as the best dollar in the world, and the 
credit of our nation higher than that of any other nation in the 
world, 

It has been urged here upon this floor by certain gentlemen, and 
| this seems to be a stock argument of the silver advocates, that the 
amount of standard money determines the price. If this were 
true in France, with her $34.39 per capita metal money, wages 
and the cost of living would be higher than in Great Britain, with 
only $17.06 per capita, but as a matter of fact they are lower, and 
in the United States, with her $18.17 per capita metal money, our 
| wages in gold are 100 per cent more or double what they are in 
| France and living under the same conditions, but slightly higher, 
| possibly 25 per cent. The following table, showing the weekly 
wages and cost of living in the respective countries, is taken from 
Mulhall, the great English statistician: 








United 


| 
| Mexico. | France. |England.| ¢+i tos. 
Wages eileen) alabama teins No aol | $5.25 7.75 | $12.00 
a citthin cube acoumibiinsihenh No record. | 3.00 | 3.50 4.00 
BE IE eGiddncenianctes necae amaabie | 2.25 | *- 4.25 8.00 


| Itis further clearly established that the money in circulation 
| has nothing to do with the price of articles or the wages of a coun- 
try by the fact that from 1860 down to this hour there never has 
been a time when the per capita circulation of this country was 
much, if any, greater than it is now, and atone time it was as low 
as $10, and yet at no time during this whole period have prices 
been as low as they are to-day. The great advantages our people 
have over the laboring masses of Great Britain and France will 
enable everyone to discover how fallacious this claim is when the 
following figures are considered. We must not forget, in this 
connection, that the eternal song of the silver knight is that free 
coinage gives a larger per capita circulation. It will be observed 
that Mexico with but $4.71 is the only free-coinage country in- 
cluded in this table and has but $1 to England’s $4; $1 to the 
United States $5.50, and $1 to France’s $8, the very reverse of 
what is claimed: - 








: _ } nites 
| Mexico. | France. | England.| United 








| | | States. 

d ain conan |\—- = 
i a a *$0. 41 $21.54] $14.18 $9.09 
I 4.1% 12.85 | 2.88 9. 08 
I isha icathadves adonpinaind nese 17 2.31 | 2. 92 6.90 

Total a 71 | 36. 70 | 719. 98 i s 25. 07 


; | ' 


| 
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* Estimated. 

The gentleman from California, my friend Mr. JoHNnson, cried out 
in his anguish yesterday: 

Why don’t you do something for silver? 

It was an appeal that might be made to any one of us as men to 
| help a beggar, but we are not here to help either cotton, or corn, 
or wheat, or silver, or any other interest, unless in helping the 
United States they happen to be favorably affected. 
| Toask this House to take even the silver of the United States, 
to say nothing of that of the world, which is worth but 50 cents 
on the dollar, and make it worth 100 cents simply for the sake of 
doing something for silver, is no more reasonable than to ask the 
United States to buy all the cotton up at 6 cents per pound and 
compel the people to take it at 12 because it was 12 in 1873; no 
more reasonable than to compel the United States, by legislation, 
to buy up all the wheat at 50 cents per bushel and sell it to the 
people at $1 per bushel because it was $1 a bushel in 1875; no 
more reasonable than to compel the United States to buy up all 
the horses and mules at $50 a head and force the people to pur 
chase them at $100 per head because horseflesh was worth that 
| price before the day of bicycles, cable cars, and electricity. Our 
| duty is to the people, the whole people, and not to some one lo- 
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cality or some one interest, jally when such interest is so 
insignificant as silver compared with the other vast interests of 
our country. 

Our annual silver product is worth but one-half of 1 per cent of 
all our other products; is equal to but 16 per cent of our wheat, 21 
per cent of our cotton, 6 per cent of our corn, 5 per cent of our 
pork and beef. 

We are not here to check inventions, paralyze improvements, 
and stop the progress of civilization. 

Gold is the natural selection of modern commerce and only an- 
other illustration of that great natural law, ‘‘the survival of the 
fittest,” and no legislation can change its ultimate place as the 
standard money of the world and the measure by which all values 
shall be determined, 

We want as good money as any nation inthe world. We want 
that of the highest standard and of the best quality; for we are 
the first nation in the world and must be u to date in the prog- 
ress of the world. We want a basis of exchange that will leave 
no opportunity for bankers to squeeze the merchants out of 5 per 
cent on the pretense of doubtful money, or the cost of converting 
it into exchange. We want a basis that will leave no opportunity 
for merchants to squeeze 20 or 25 per cent out of laboring men 
under the same pretense. We want a money so good that not one 
millionth part of a cent can be deducted from the wages of the 
laborer because of a doubt of its goodness. 

It has been established beyond question that poor or fluctuating 
money has always resultedin great profit to the banker and a cor- 
responding loss to the people, and nearer you get to the labor- 
ir:g classes and the lower every form of labor the greater is the loss 


Wh or ts ded by Fr in th 
en gold payments were suspendei ance © years 
1871, 1872, ak 1878 the dividends of the Bank of France were 20 


per cent for the second half of 1871, 32 per cent for 1872, and 35 per 
cent for 1873, proving again the fact that had been established 
times without number that all of the loss growing out of poor 
money, or any money poorer than the best, is always borne by the 
goonies. During that long period of su ion of specie ome 

m 1797 to 1821 by the Bank of England it was but dividends 
and bonuses taken out of the trades people and laboring classes of 
Great Britain. 

Mr. Edward Atkinson, our most subtle and profound writer on 
economics, says that the cost of the suspension of ie payments 
in the United States in 1862, and the use of greenbacks up to the 
time of resumption in 1879, cost the great mass of the people an 
incalculable amount, although bankers thrived as never before or 
since in this country. 

Every imaginable doubt arising along the line of the develop- 
ment of the untouched raw material to the most elaborate pro- 
ductions are capitalized by the merchant and banker and de- 
ducted from the wages of the toilers, and this is necessarily so, 
because any other course would lead to certain ruin and a still 
greater calamity to the laborers themselves. Bad and doubtful 
money would furnish more opportunity and occasion for such de- 
ductions than any other one cause, and therefore no member of 
society is so deeply interested in the absolutely safe and invariable 
dollar as the day laborer. 

Again, as I understand the silver advocates upon this floor, the 
reason they urge above all others is that they want to increase 
prices and stimulate trade. 

That being so, the one Englishman to whom you refer and upon 
whom you rely for popular and political support, A. J. Balfour, 
is utterly at variance with you. In his Mansion House speech, 
now so famous, delivered August 3, 1893, he used this language: 

I have heard it stated by those who o to the views which I shall ven- 
ture to defend before you to-day that all persons who advocate a double 
standard are desirous of inflating the currency, and thereby of artificially 
raising prices. Now, I am not concerned tod that possibly in the Western 
States of America there may be a body of ion of some importance on 
which this criticism — truly be this 

nt, and I may be quite wrong, 
pores, 3 eek t possible 
thies in favor hat I believe call “ »” which are 
£3 the objection Snns'thoan hold iesaieeniie = ot to the aonde 
ard of values stable, but to lower I 
creditor. a yee this be or be not true of America, I most emphatic- 


I know of, no 
sires artifi the 
or relieving de or of robbing 


Do you say prices should increase? Prices of what? There is but 
one thing that should increase in price in this country and all over 
the world, and that is labor. I have a hope that labor will never 
get less, but always be getting more and more, until the perfect 
Sees | Ge > that verything that the Ameri 

, 1 hope e average erican 
needs to eat or wear, or use for his comfort, and the house in 
which he lives, or ought to live, shall grow cheaper and cheaper, 
80 long as it does not come out of labor to the extent of a far . 
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until the great mass of the people of this country can enjoy th. ir 
existence as human beings ought to in the twentieth century 
this great Republic of ours. We want cheaper and cheaper ne, 
saries of life, but higher and higher wages and earnings for | 
a. mechanics, and every other conceivable producer in {}), 
and. 

The tleman from Arkansas thought the other day that |. 
was making an argument when he informed the House that , 
of 1,600,000,600 aoe in the world two-thirds of them used sily..; 
alone. I presume he would have spoken as much of the truth i; 
he had said one-third of them did not use any money at all {} 
was recognized by any of the civilized nations, even the silver-using 
people. 

Considering the low state of civilization in much of the world 
and the absence of similar conditions in different parts of | 
world, it would have been just as pertinent for him to |). 
remarked that of human beings, cattle, and horses in the United 
States two-thirds of them eat hay, and therefore we should ;)j 
eat hay. It is apparent that the statement means absolut: 
nothing unless regard be had for the conditions in which hui 
beings live. The truth is that from a state of barter to the us: 
some kind of metal—to the use of gold and silver—civilization has 
moved us along to the use of gold asa basis of value and an ali0s; 
incalculable amount of business purely upon credit. There }is 
been a gradual, constant, invariable movement in this directiv, 
on the part of the different nations of the earth, just in proportion 
as they have become civilized and have participated and become 
factors in the commercial world. 

This is clearly demonstrated by the fact that the one nation 
Great Britain, whose commerce reaches into every bay and cross:s 
every lake, and covers every sea around the entire globe, and wli.s: 
capital and commercial center is the commercial center of the - 
tire world, does not recognize silver in the slightest degree, exco)t 
as subsidiary coin. Germany, too, as soon as she became a gre.it 
power, feeling the necessity of adopting the same standard if «|e 
would participate in the commerce of the world succe: sfully, saw 
that she must have that standard that the laws of internatiou:l 
trade had inexorably demanded, France, too, claimed by some ‘o 
sustain a higher civilization than any other country in the worl, 
was driven to the same standard to escape being entirely eliui- 
nated from the commerce of the world. And soit will be witheach 
succeeding nation as it comes to take an active part in the int 
oumnpe of products, for they will learn by sad experience, if tle 
people are civilized like our own and not peons, the frightful ex- 
no of doing business on a different basis is borne by them alone. 

‘hen, are we to disregard all that has been achieved in the worl 
in this particular line of development when we discover ail | 
more civilized nations have adopted gold as astandard? Does tlic 
ambitious young man who enters business emulate the methio:s 
and habits of that man in the community who possesses the lest 
degree of intelligence and wrestles with necessity and grovels in 
poverty, or does he not rather emulate and imitate the most skill: 
mechanic, the most thriving merchant, the most successful banker? 

It is admitted as a fact by all parties that the nations that have 
a silver standard sustain the lowest forms of civilization, ani 
that there are distinctly two classes—the wealthy, or nabobs, and 
the miserable peons, constituting the great mass of the people. 

It is also a fact that all of the civilized nations of the earth are 
gold-standard countries, and while there are some countries that 
are not in the higher plane of civilization, those exceptions ou!) 

rove the rule and show that wherever the light of civilization 1s 

ee there just as certainly you find a tendency to the gold 
stan . 
It should be observed in this connection that in the two mos: 
distinctively gold-standard countries, the United States and Grea! 

itain, Ww and farm products are higher than anywhere «| 
in the world, while in the distinctively silver-using countris - 
Mexico, China, and Japan—farm products are lower and labor 
cheaper than anywhere else in the world. 

Finally, our friends affect great alarm at what may happen 1" 
the so-called scramble for gold, and warn us that there is not gol. 
enough to do what the commercial world is actually doing, an‘ 
point to our financial gyrations and contortions as if that proved 
anything. Does England experience any difficulty? Does Ger- 
many experience any difficulty? Does France experience any (i!- 
ficulty? No. Nor would we if we placed ourselves in an un- 
quivocal position of good faith and honesty in black and white. 11- 
stead of trying to maintain a position that will enable us at soie 


time in the fu to both lieand steal. For that disgraceful, but 
ap tly to us, as a government, inestimable privilege, we hav 
paid during the eighteen months about $200,000,000, and lost 

ugh the wi wal of confidence and capital probably ten 
times that amount, and possibly fifty times. God only knows 


what tion and destruction we have suffered because we have 
not simply said asa nation, We are and are going to be absolutely 
honest cal keep good faith with all the world, and acted accord 
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we afford to make the promise in the midst of the 
ed scramble? There is no scramble, and we can always 
afford to be honest; we can not afford to be anything else. 


ingly. Can 
suppos 


But what about the supply of gold? All the leading nations of 
Europe, England, France, and Germany have had no difficulty in 
keeping all they needed or wanted. Russia, in the meantime, 
has increased her accumulation of $119,000,000 in 1872 to $175,000,- 
000 in 1887; to $301,000,000 in 1894, and now holds $400,000,000 
ready to plant herself upon the gold standard. i 

The accumulation in our own country is equally significant. 
To the $213,199,977 we held in 1878 we added enough to make it 
$443,342,011 in 1881, and June 30, 1895, held $636,229,825. Now, 
what of the future? Let the most distinguished French political 
economist of to-day, Paul Leroy-Beaulieu, tellus. Inthe Forum, 
December, 1895, page 397, he says: 

The hesitation shown by so rich a country as the United States to adopt 
the single gold standard and reduce silver to the rank of subordinate or sub- 
sidiary coin is most surprising to Europeans. * * * 

The lameatationsof MM. Cernuschi and Laveleye, and numerous others less 
known, did, however, make some impressions sar numerous people. Cer- 
tain statisticians admittéd—erroneously, I think—an appreciation of gold, 
and in part attributed to it the fallin prices. Even Mr. Giffen, the zealous 
statistician of the British Board of ‘Trade, adopted this opinion to a certain 
extent. To-day it has lost all value. The event confirming my predictions, 
which, however, were easily framed, has shown that the colonization of little- 
explored countries leads the discovery of very productive gold mines. 
Since 1888 the uction of gold has advanced considerably. In 1894 it ex- 
ceeded 800,000,000 francs ($160,000,000) , in place of the average product of 500,000, - 
000 francs ($100,000,000) from 1881 to iss3. This production leaves far behind 
the average of tho great auriferous period of 1850 to 1870. A new age of gold 
is opening, which will ey octyas that which followed the Californian 
and Australian discoveries in 1850. , ; 2 

The production of gold is increasing in all countries—in the United States, 
Australia, and Russia; and it tends to become prodigious in South Africa. 
An able English banker of high repute, Sir Edgar Vincent, returned a few 
weeks since from the Transvaal and gave it as his opinion that that country 
contained 25,000,000,000 francs ($5,000,000,000) in gold, to be extracted in twenty 

ars. In 18% the product of the Transvaal alone will probably reach 250,000, - 
too franca ($50,000,000), and will probably reach 500,000,000 francs ($100,000,000) 
in four or five years, if not sooner. In a few years South Africa will produce 
as much gold as was uced in the entire world in 1883 or 1884. In the 
meanwhile the old auriferous countries, very far from being exhausted, are 
augmenting their production and reveal new deposits to prospectors. It is 

robable that Siberia will in its turn come upon the scene asa great gold- 
Pearin country, when the transsiberian railway shall have been completed, 


‘ears. 
tom 1492 (the year of the discovery of America) to 1893, 

roduction of gold, according to the most trustworthy 
statistics, was only 43,000,000,000 francs ($8,600,000,000), and that the Transvaa) 
alone is pres to be capable of producing in twenty years 25,000,000,000 
francs ($5,000,000,000), we shall understand how little question there can be— 
by the end of this century or the first quarter of the next, at the farthest—of 
the scarcity of gold, of the scramble for gold, of the appreciation of gold, and 
all the other formula that swarmed as scarecrows through the writings of 
the bimetallists from 1880 to about 1890. The situation is completely reversed. 
Within two or three years the world will yield more than 1,000,000,000 francs 
in gold, probably even 1,200,000,000 francs ($200,000,000 to $240,000,000) annually, 
and this will continue for twenty-five or thirty years, if not for fifty or more. 

At the present time the total quantity of gold used in the entire 
world as money amounts to onty $4,086,800,000. If the present 
annual output of gold, now exceeding $200,000,000, continues for 
the next twenty years, we will more than produce the amount 
now used as money. And in the next forty years, upon the same 
average, the world will produce more gold than it did from 1492 
to 1893, a period of four hundred years. 

This vast annual product of gold, now overleaping the two-hun- 
dred-million mark and reaching up to $300,000,000 per annum, is 
but the coun of thatrevolutionin the relations of the great 
commercial nations of the earth, and the evolution in production 
and the distribution of all those things that man now consumes. 

The last, the remotest, possible doubt with regard to the basis 
of value must now be removed, for the entire world is fast com- 
ing to be but one single neighborhood, the greater portion of it, 
ee speaking, being more conveniently located than 
were New York, Boston, and Philadelphia fifty years ago. The 
merchant of New York, Chicago, or San Francisco within the 
business hours of a single day buys and sells goods in London, 
Paris, Berlin, St. Petersburg, Constantinople, and the Orient. 

The annual rts of domestic products of the United States, 
Great Britain, Ireland, Germany, Belgium, the Netherlands, and 
France amount to $4,000,000,000, and possibly every dollar of it is 

balancing credits, and the margin of profits narrow, especially 
the measure of value is certain and stable. 

Mr. Edward Atkinson has made the following estimate of the 
productions of the various countries: 

United States: Population approximately 70,000,000—producin 
within its own area an excess of food, fuel, timber, ores, an 


as it will be in a few 
If we reflect that 
four centuries, the 


fibers—annual product computed at Ms dies oe 15, 750, 000, 000 
Great Britain and Ireland: Calsion aeproumenhels 40,000,- $ 

000—deficient within its own area in food, ores, and fibers— 

computed at $170 per head.................... 6, 800, 000, 000 

Ge 22, 550, 000, 000 
rmany, um,and the Netherlands: Population approxi- 
mately 000—food barely adequate, often deficient; also 
eficient in timber, and fibers—annual product com- 

Prcnces eee pend Ce itietinin geen seonnoa- 8,000, 000, 000 
ores, all nates a ne - fuel, 
fibers; egriedare—enn: product com- 

Ne an nunesseeccecccencece 6, 000, 000, 000 

Total production, in round figures............ eis e=a- 36,550,000, 000 


These are approximate estimates only, which may serve to 
give a slight comprehension of the problem. 
Let it be assumed that one-fourth of this product is consumed 
where it is produced, without purchase or sale, and there- 


fore without the use of money, say 9, 550, 000, 000 


PUIG Gin, aiscpiiine dln niiictsiegitiidia igs cistidoninntice sium 27, 000, 000, 000 

He significantly remarks that without doubt *‘in the transfor- 
mation of the ores into mechanism and tools, of the timber into 
buildings, furniture, etc., of the grain into bread, dairy products, 
and meats, and of the fibers into clothing, not less than three 
times this vast sum of $27,000,000,000, or the incomprehensible 
amount of $71,000,000,000” of property has passed from man to 
man. Now, the one thing above all others combined that will 
insure to labor its full share is an invariable and unquestioned 
basis of value. Throw into this vast transaction the doubt of 10 
per cent and the producers will be deprived of $4,100,000,000, which 
will be distributed among the middlemen, merchants, and bankers. 

The advance in electricity, the telephone, and all material 
things has been no more phenomenal than the new order of things 
in the world of commerce. Shall we banish steam, electricity, 
and the telephone, returning to the primitive sailing vessels, 
stagecoaches, tram cars, and the horseback postmen; or shall we 
sweep on into the twentieth century holding fast to all we have 
gained and confident that the achievements of the coming century 
have hardly been foreshadowed in the nineteenth? 

Our progress will certainly be along material lines conserving 
the comfort and welfare of mankind. Allthe peoples of the earth 
will be in daily conversation with each other by means of the tele- 
graph and telephone. 

Then ‘‘ we may well deepen our harbors and widen their chan- 
nels,” and we may well remove every doubt hanging over onr ex- 
changes, so that ‘‘the ships that pass between this land and that 
shall be like the shuttle of the loom weaving the web of concord 
among the nations.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10 o'clock having 
arrived, the House, under the order, will take a recess until to- 
morrow at 10.30 a. m. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commnu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the completion of the coaling shed 
at the naval station, Key West, Fla.—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting acommunication from the Secretary of State submitting sup- 
plemental estimate of appropriation for clerical force—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting acommunication from the Public Printer submitting an esti- 
mate for printing Part [1 of the Report of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture—to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5549) to pre- 
vent discontinuance of pensions, to restore pensions discontinued, 
to establish uniform rates of pensions, to facilitate the allowance 
of pensions in matters of proof, and for other purposes, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by areport (No. 316); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BOWERS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred House bill No. 4800, reported in lieu thereof 
a bill (H. R. 5819) to provide for the examination and classifica- 
tion of certain lands in the State of California, accompanied by a 
report (No. 317); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRODERICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred House bill No. 4441, reported in lieu thereof 
a bill (H. R. 5820) to create a second division of the southern dis- 
trict of California for judicial purposes, and to fix the time for 
holding court therein, accompanied by a report (No. 318); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 3962) to authorize the construction of a bridge across Lake 
St. Francis, in the State of Arkansas, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 319); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
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referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5688) to incorporate the 
Most Worshipful Grand Lodge of Ancient Free and Accepted 
Masons of Indian Territory, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 820); which seid bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. NOONAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S, 
1230) to extend the limits of the port of entry of New Orleans, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
e mei which said bill and report were referred to the House 
endar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 854) to c out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Susannah P.Swoope. ( pent No. 318.) 

The bill (H. R. 4618) for the relief of owners or legal representa- 
tives of canal boats Swan and Lewis and Butler. (Report No. 314). 

By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 8046) for the relief of Frederick Van Guilder. 
(Report No. 815. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio, from the Committee on War Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 4088) for the relief of the heirs of Matthew J. J. 

le. (Report No, 822.) 
y Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Patents: The bill 
eS R. 1807) for the relief of the Berdan Firearms Manufacturing 
mpany. (Report No, 823.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. AVERY, from the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, submitted adverse reports on the following 
bills and petition; and the same were laid on the table: 

The bill (H. R. 8710) for the relief of Lorenzo Thomas, jr., and 
Henry C. Thomas. ( rt No. 807.) 

The petition of Isaac S. Myers. (Report No. 308.) 

The bills (H. R. 5118 and 5119) for the relief of the estate of 
—. Hungerford, deceased. (Report No. 309.) 

he bill (H. R. 557) for relief of loyal citizens therein named, 
of Loudoun County, Va. (Report No. 310.) 
=a bill (H. R, 8976) for the relief of James Lindsay. (Report 

o. 811.) 

The bill (H. R. 1866) for the relief of Mrs. Laura J. Bemiss. 
(Report No, 312.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bilis, resolutions, and memorials 

—o following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 5818) to appropriate a snm 
of money to the Mount Vernon Avenue Association as assignee 
of the State of Virginia, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 5821) to extend the juris- 
diction and powers of the Comptroller of the Currency within 
oo District of Columbia—to the Committee on Banking and 

rrency. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 5822) to amend sections 4488 and 
4489 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Ham : A bill (H. R. 5823) to pro- 
vide for the distribution of the official edition of the United States 
ane courts of appeals reports—to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 5824) to provide for the build- 
ing and furnishing of a sanitorium for daseeed volunteer soldiers 
at Hot Spri 8S. Dak.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 5825) to provide for the comple- 
tion of the aeerenaees of Rough River, Kentucky, autho 
and begun under acts of Congress of September 19, 1890, July 13 
— so August 17, 1894—to the Committee on Rivers an 

rbors, 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: A bill (H. R. 5826) explana of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to settle certain accounts mn the United 
States and the State of Mississippi and other States, and for other 
purposes ”"—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
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By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 5827) for the relief of the In lian 
Sabine soldiers of 1886—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr.SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 5828) to amend an act entit), d 
‘An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers,” et... 4». 
proved March 2, 1893—to the Committee on Interstate and For}ign 
Commerce. - 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 5829) for the relief of the Musk . 


gee or Creek Nation of Indians—to the Committee on Indian \¢- 
airs. 

- Mr. LAYTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 5830) to ame 
civil-service laws relating to probationary appointments- 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

aoe TRACEWELL: A bill (H. R. 5831) to maintain the honor 
of the United States with foreign Governments, defining certain 
offenses and increasing the jurisdistion of the Federal! courts iy 
certain cases, and defining the practice in certain cases—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 5832) for the purchase of the 
of Salmon P. Chase, late Chief Justice of the Supreme (.) 
the United States—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H.R. 5833) providing for the erect, 
of a rostrum on the grounds belonging to the United States (joy 
ernment in the national cemetery at Louisville, Ky.—to the Com. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Ps Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H.R. 5834) authorizing the Secreiary 
0 


l the 
to the 


tatue 
rt of 


ar to issue breech-loading guns to the First Battalion of Ar- 
tillery of the State of Minnesota in exchange for other guns—to 
the Committee on the Militia. 


By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 5835) to reorganize the line of 
Army, ete.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5836) to establish 
gineering experiment stations in connection with the colleges 
tablished in the several States under the provisions of an act 
proved July 2, 1862, and acts supplementary thereto—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 5837) fixing the rate of duty on 
asphaltum—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. CLARK of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5838) extending the time 
wherein the Des Moines Rapids Power Company shall begin work 
one year—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 5839) to regulate the pay of 

rinters in the Navy and Marine Corps—to the Commi*tee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5840) to poate the pay of printers in the 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

. By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 5841) to amend section 5 of the 


the 


en- 
ge 


ap- 


act for the relief of certain appoin and enlisted men of the 
Navy and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion, approved 
August 14, 1888—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 5905) to amend the act authoriz- 
ing the Washington and Marlboro Electric Railway Company to 


extend its lines into and within the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 5906) to provide for the extension 


of letters patent for an ‘‘improvement in insulating sulimarine 
cables” —to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5907) to carry out section 61 of the act of 
Congress of August 28, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act to reduce taxation, 


to provide revenue for the Government, andfor other purpos:s 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill (H.R.5908) to refund internal-rev- 
enue taxes paid ly owners of private dies—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 111) to provide 
for the commemoration of the landing of Sir Walter Raleizhs 
colony on Roanoke Island, North Carolina, in 1584—to the Com- 
mittee on the ran: 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Kes. 
No. 19) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to have pr nted 
reports, correspondence, charts, etc., relating to fur seal, simon 
fisheries, ete.—to the Committee on Printing. ; 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A conctrrent resolution (House 
Con. Res. No. 20) to authorize the printing of Bureau of Education 
catalogue of the American Library Association library—to the 
Committee on Printing. oe 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution — Res. No. 163) author- 
izing the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives to aj) 'n! 
a superintendent of the ladies’ reception room—to the Committee 
on Accounts. ; 

By Mr. HITT: A resolution (House Res. No. 164) to print report 
of Anaon Mills, United States Army, dated October 10, 1**Y, 1" 

to an international dam and reservoir on the Rio Grande 
Norte—to the Committee on Printing. 
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By Mr. OTEY: A memorial of the general assembly of the State 
of Virginia for the construction of a bridge from Washington 
City, in the District of Columbia, across the Potomac River to the 


Arlington Reservation, in Alexandria County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 








PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H.R. 5842) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Kate J. Krepps, West Brownsville, Washington County, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 5843) granting pension to 
James M. Grisham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 5844) for relief of 
David E. Haller, Company D, Third Regiment Guard Mount 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 5845) for the relief of Dennis 
Tyron, of California—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 5846) granting an increase 
of pension to First-class Pilot Capt. James M. Herrington—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R.5847) to increase pension of 
William Cleveland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5848) for the relief of Charles Snyder—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H.R. 5849) for the relief 
of Harmon Conley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 5850) for the relief of Ellis 
W. Joy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 5851) to increase the pension 
of Edward O. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5852) to increase the pension of Josiah P. 
Bradbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R.5853) granting a pension to 
Arminda Stucker, of Gallatin, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensicns. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5854 pa a pension to John Castor—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R.5855) granting a pension to 
Emil; Elliot—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 5856) granting a pension to 
Michael O'Neill, of Manchester, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 5857) to increase 
the pension of Caroline V. English—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5858) for the relief of Joseph A. Brown, of 
Anderson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HANLY: A bill (H. R. 5859) to pay Laurena Opp, sole and 
only heir at law of Reuben Opp, for property taken and destroyed 
from the said Reuben Opp by the Federal troops at Helena, Ark., 
—, war of 1861 to 1865—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 5860) granting a pen- 
sion to Harriet R. Matlack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 5861) for the 
relief of John W. Williams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5862) for the relief of Mary Elkin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5863) for the relief of James D. Bastin—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5864) for the relief of Mary E. Herd—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5865) for the benefit of Mrs. Elizabeth 
Moore—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5866) for the relief of William R. Ballard— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 5867) for the relief of Green B. 
Woodcock, administrator, etc., of William R. Boice, deceased, late 
acitizenof BoyleCounty, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5868) cunts a pension to Mrs. Bettie Wol- 
ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 5869) for the benefit of the Nicholasville Bap- 
tist Church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5870) for the relief of the heirs of Richard M. 
Robinson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5871) for the relief of the heirs of John P. 
Reed—to the ittee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5872) for the relief of the administrator of 
John Engleman, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill ¢. R. 5873) for the relief of George Trapnall, of 
Harrodsburg, ., his heirs or assigns—to the Committee on War 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5874) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Jacob H. Russell—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5875) for the relief of E. J. Schackelford—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R. 5876) fortherelief of A. B. Ack- 
erman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 5877) for the relief of Joseph 
C. Boxley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5878) for therelief of the heirs of Silas Burke, 
deceased, late of Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE (by request): A bill (H.R. 5879) for the relief of 
Mrs. Albertine Schoenecker, widow of the late Capt. John W. 
Schoenecker, Company C, Forty-fifth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 5880) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Greenville Puckett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.5881) for the relief of Bath County, Ky.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

My Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 5882) granting an additional 
pension to Oscar F. Hulser, late lieutenant-colonel Second New 
York Heavy Artillery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: 4A bill (H. R. 5883) removing the 
charge of desertion from the military record of William A. Ful- 
ler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 5884) granting a 
pension to Sarah E. Ingham, late an army nurse—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 5885) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Mason W. Presley—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAFT (by request): A bill (H.R. 5886) for the purpose 
of placing on the pension roll the name of Ellen E. Bloom—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H.R.5887) to pension Jason C. Chas- 
tain—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H.R. 5888) removing the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Denman Rathbun—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.5889) granting an increase of pension to Rus- 
sell L. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 5890) for the relief of 
John F, Anderson and Cary C. Barr—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5891) to increase 
the pension of Charles O’Bryan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5892) to pension Thomas E. Spencer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5893) for the relief of Ephraim B. Maple—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5894) to pension Hannah Davidson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. APSLEY: A bill (H. R. 5895) granting a pension to 
Anna M. Kendall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 5896) to pension Henry A. Cook, 
of Covington, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 5897) granting a pension to Maria 
L. Philbrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 5898) granting a pension to Amanda 
M. Way, as army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 5899) for the relief of Mary 
McGlone, mother of Henry W. McGlone, deceased, private in 
Company D, Fortieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5900) for the relief of the administrator of 
the estate of Thomas K. Ball, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5901) for the relief of William F. Evans, late 
of Company I, Forty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Mounted In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 5902) granting a pension to 
Jane Christian Marge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 5903) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Claffy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 5814) granting a pension to 
Cassie A. Davis, widow of James P. Davis and mother of Mary 
T. Davis, an invalid daughter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 5904) directing the > sar rmas 
ter-General to settle with the McMinnville and Manchester Rail- 
road Company, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following —— and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of citizens of Cleburne, Tex., for 
the relief of certain book agents—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of 98 citizens of Coal Center, 
Washington County, Pa., praying for the free navigation of «the 
Monongahela River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions adopted by Post No. 2, nt of Penn- 
sylvania, Grand Army of the "manele. favoring the e of 
House bill No. 306, providing for the pensioning of soldiers and 
sailors who were confined in so-called od Conietbeeate gris: prisons—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John A, and 15 other members of Taylor 
Post, No, 628, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the 
Repu blic, praying for the a of the service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of J. B. Laughrey and 57 He ged citizens of Fay- 
ette County, Pa., praying for the of the Stone immigra- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. AMS: Petition of Post No. 2, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, in favor of House bill No. 
806—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER of Maryland: Petition of numerous citizens of 
Baltimore, Md., in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Imm tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of South Broadway Merchants’ 
Association, Charles H. Thuner, president, and merchants and 
citizens of South St. Louis, for the erection of the third bridge at 
South St. Louis—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: Petition of Harlemville (N. Y.) 
citizens, favoring the Srnday-observance bill—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Brunswick, N. Y., relative to the sale of intoxicants—to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: Petition and affidavit of Mar- 
garet Durosit, of Barry County, Mo., for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COFFIN: Petition of citizens of Maryland, favoring the 
“by i of Senate bill No. 735—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Lowa (by request): Petition of Le Grand 

7 and other citizens of the State of Towa, asking the House 
of Itoprese resentatives to prefer articles of impeachment against cer- 
vernment officials—to the Committee on the J ary. 

Also, petition of Iuka Post, Grand Army of the Republi of 
Bellevue, Iowa, in favor of the service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of 80 citizens of Shenandoah, Iowa, in favor of 
House bill No. 2294—to the Committee on the Militia 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of C. F. Kenniston and 57 others, 
asking for a survey of Boothbay Harbor, Me.—to the Committee 
ray Mr DRAPER. Pe of Bay 8 Agricultural Socie 

r tition y State ty, 
emlass the free distribution of seeds by the Agricultural Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the American Association of Inventors and 
Manufacturers, for the registration of trade-marks, etc.—to the 
pi ongeree on Patents. 

a Cees ee No. 60, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, for the enactment of a service-pension law—to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. ELLIS: Five of numerous citizens of Portland, 
of the Stone bill 


for the restricting immi 
and Naturalization. 


- norial of the elty council of © Oo 
memo! oO ugene, Oreg., prayin 
for the construction of the N’ 23S Sapa 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Astoria, 

ae Oe oe See ee ee 

Northwest—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
eries. 

By Mr. pe hey ee Rey. Charles O. Jones and man 


others, pra 0 a een eaeee 


By Mr. FAIRCHILD: Petition of the anaes St Saeiee- 
ter, New York City ee 
ican citizens in Turkey an the Armenians—to the ittee on 
Foreign Affairs 

Also, resolutions of a mass wrornany Gig bua whe we Rak purging 


action to prevent the 7 en lag ae 
mittve on Foreign Affairs. 


FEBRUARY 11, 


By Mr. HARRISON: Petition of citizens of Abbeville, Ala., fo, 
the relief of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Chur 
South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARRIS: Petition of F. F. Parker and 154 citizens of 
Huron, Erie County, Ohio; J. L. Carrick and 53 others, of \\..- 
more, Seneca County, Ohio; Leonard L. Sutton and 52 others 
Attica, Siam, and Scipio, Seneca County, Ohio; W. A. Daugh 
and 140 others, of Bucyrus, Ohio, in favor of the passage of { 
Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration ; 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. HICKS: Protest of citizens of Everett, Pa., against tlio 
sectarian appropriations of the Indian appropriation bill and 
others; also, a petition urging the _—-—< of the proposed ame: 
ment to the Constitution of the ted States (H. Res. 11)—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petitions of Woman’s Christian unions «f 
the State of New York, asking the prohibition of the sale of |) er 
and spirituous liquors at Ellis Island, Bedloes fsland, and }'\;t 
Wadsworth, on Staten Island—to the Committee on Alcoho ic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of the Ministerial Association of [Des 
Moines, Iowa, asking that the age of consent be raised to 18 y; 
= — District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Distric t if 

um 

| Mr. KERR: Petition of the Ministerial Association of Mans- 
field, Ohio, (1) to raise the age of consent, (2) torepeal the ninct y- 
day divorce law of Oklahoma, (3) to enact a Sabbath law for the 
national capital, (4) to enforce compulsory education and 5\\)- 
press child. abor in the District of Columbia, (5) toestablish ar) 
tration of railway strikes, and (6) to provide for a commission to 
investigate the labor problem—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. LESTER: Memorial of the Savannah Cotton Exchanve, 
asking for an amendment to an act of November, 1893, relating to 
the navigation of vessels, known as the Harter Act—to the Cvom- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition against the passage of the 
Sunday-observance bill, signed by Henry L. Davis and 34 0 
oma of Shiloh, N. J. '—to the Committee on the District of (o 

umbia. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Bay S':\te 
Agricultural Society of Massachusetts, opposing the free distri- 
= of seeds by the Government—to the Committee on Apri- 
culture. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Preamble and resolution 
adopted by citizens of Garden City, Minn., relative to the pro- 

osed religious amendment to the Constitution of the United 

tates—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCLURE: Memorial of the Ministerial Associati: m — 
Wooster, Ohio, praying for the passage of a law to raise the age 
of consent to 18 in the whole jurisdiction of the National Govern- 
ment, to repeai the ninety-day divorce law of Oklahoma, and ‘ur 

other By dir —to the Committee on the Territories. 

Mc RAE: Petition of Ford McKinney and 46 other citi- 
wan of Lincoln County, Okla., protesting against Statehood 
less the Indian Territory is incorporated as a part of the State— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers to accompany the claim of Wil- 
Senn! G. Edwards, of Fauquier County, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. NEILL: Petition of citizensof England, Lonoke County, 
Ark., for the relief of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of J. L. Hull and others, of Booty, Ark., against 
Sunday-observance bill (H. R. 167)—to the Committee on the |): 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. ODELL: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem) 
ance Union, of Grahamsville, Spring Valley, New City, Bloom 
ingburg, Nyack, Piermont, and Hurleyville, N. Y., praying t! : 
the sale of beer and liquors be forbidden at Bedloes Island, Fort 
Wadsworth, gag Ellis Island—to the Committee on Alcoholic 

uor 
Mr. OTJEN: Resolution of the common council of the city 
of Milwaukee, Wis., asking that the harbor of refuge at said «ity 
be completed—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
| esi He: 3, gauging Sor the pammgn of the Boome foamaic2 
praying for the of the Stone immi; 
tion bill—to the Committee on and Naturalizati 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Te mper- 
ance unions in the State of New York, inst the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors at Ellis odd Bedloes Island, and Fort Wads- 
worth, on Staten Island —to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 


Mr. POWERS: Papers to accom Honse bill No. 5549, 
to eorrect the military record of Join Lavin i latins Clhmemaiitec 
on 





1896. 


By Mr. QUIGG: Petitions of American seamen, protesting 






inst repeal of the act of February 18, 1895, relating to ship- 
ment on merchant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. , a 

By Mr. RAY: Petitions of officers of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Coventryville, Newark Valley, and Free- 
ville, N. ¥.,against the sale of beer at Ellis Island, Bedloes Island, 
and Fort Wadsworth—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 

affic. 
= Mr. SAYERS: Petition of citizens of Burnet, Tex., favoring 
legislation for the relief of book agents of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPALDING (by request): Petition of G. F. Bell, Frank 
D. Smith, William Washington, and 116 other citizens of Adrian, 
Mich.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: Petition of citizens of South Bethlehem, 
N. Y., relative to the sale of intoxicating liquors at Ellis Island, 
Bedloes Island and Fort Wadsworth, on Staten Island—ts the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of A. L. Darling Post, No. 187, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Brownsville, Houston County, 
Minn., praying for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of P. D. Inman, of Grinnell, 
Iowa, for further relief of ex-soldiers who have lost limbs—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Batavia, Darien, Scottsburg, and Niagara 
Falls, N. ¥., in regard to the sale of beer at Ellis Island, Bedloes 
Island, and Fort Wadsworth—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. a 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petitions of Rev. James C. Morris and 
87 others, and Samuel W. Meek and 32 others, all of Nashville, 
Tenn., asking for the passage of the bill for the relief of book 
agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of James M. Dunn, of Chatham County, Tenn.., 
asking reference of his claim to the Court of Claims under act of 
March 8, 1898—to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 12, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrisury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. HaLz, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, in response to a resolution of January 
28, 1896, calling for information as to what use, if any, was made 
by the Government of the plans and patents of Zebulum Parker 
in the construction of the canal around the Des Moines Rapids, 
Iowa, transmitting a report of the Chief of Engineers on the sub- 
ject, dated the 7th instant; which, with the accompanying report, 
was — to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting an agreement made and con- 
cluded October 9, 1895, with the Indians of the Fort Belknap Res- 
ervation, in Montana, by William C. Pollock, George Bird Grin- 
nell, and Walter M. Clements, commissioners appointed under 
the provisions of the act of March 2, 1895; also the report of the 
commission, the proceedings of councils held with the Indians, 
the report of Walter H. Weed, the geologist, on the mineral re- 
sources of the lands ceded, ther with the draft of a bill pre- 
pared by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office to ratify the said agreement, as 
shown by their accompanying letters; which, with the accom- 
pan , was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting an agreement made and con- 
cluded ber 26, 1895, with the Indians of the Blackfeet Reser- 
vation, in Montana, by William C. Pollock, George Bird Grinnell, 
and Walter M. Clements, commissioners, appointed under the 

containedin the Indian appropriation act of March 2, 
895; also the somes of the commission, the proceedings of the 
councils had with Indians, together with the draft of a bill to 
ratify the agreement prepared by the Commissioner of Indian 
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Affairs and the Commissioner of the General Land Office; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the American 
Academy of Medicine, praying for the enactment of legislation 
conferring upon the medical officers of the Navy the same status, 
pay, and emoluments as are now accorded to the medical officers 
oo Army; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of F. H. Smith and sundry 
other citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., and the petition of Thomas 
B. Maloney and sundry other citizens of St. Paul, Minn., praying 
for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of Mrs. A. C. Dunham, 
president, and Mary F. Davis, secretary, of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Ocean Grove, N. J.; the petition of 
Lydia Frick and Frances Holmes, officers of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Dennisville, N. J., and a petition of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Madison, N, J., 
praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District 
of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of James J. Nichols and 111 other 
citizens of Newark, N.J., praying for the passage of the so-called 
Stone immigration bill; which was referred to the Committee oa 
Immigration. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I present a memorial of the East Washing- 
ton Citizens’ Association, relative to the reclamation of the flats 
and the improvement of the channel of the Anacostia River. I 
move that the memorial be printed as a document and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of sundry vessel owners 


| and practical sailors of St. Clair, Mich., remonstrating against the 


construction of a bridge over the Detroit River; which was referred 


| to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. QUAY presented the petition of D. H. McFrederick and 84 
other citizens of Allegheny County, Pa., and the petition of H. J. 
Connor and 65 other citizens of Orangeville, Pa., praying for the 
passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. CLARK presented a petition of William Nelson Post, No. 
97, Department of Colorado and Wyoming, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Douglas, Wyo., praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the St. Louis Paint, 
Oil, and Drug Club, of St. Louis, Mo., comprising manufacturers 
and jobbers engaged in mercantile business in that city, praying 
for the enactment of legislation which will enabie practical river 
men to speedily secure a permanent navigable channel in the Mis- 
sissippi River from St. Louis to New Orleans; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GRAY presented a memorial of the Peace Association of 
Friends of Philadelphia, Pa., to the President and Congress of the 
United States on the attitude of Congress relative to the Monroe 
doctrine; which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 


To the President of the United States 


and the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 
The Peace Association of Friends of Philadelphia respectfully represent: 
That they have been deeply moved by the menace of war between our be 


loved country and the parent nation, and earnestly entreat you to take no 
a which may increase the danger of such a calamity. 
Ww 


e also respectfully protest against the passage of the resolution reported 
by the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, giving the sanction of Con 
gress to a development of the sentiment originally enunciated by President 


Monroe, but hitherto advocated without color of law. By implication, if not 
directly, there appears to be thus claimed for the United States a se!f-consti- 
tuted protectorate over all the other Republics in this hemisphere 

We urge that the attitude assumed by the resolution above referred to is 
withoyt sanction in international usage, without historic authority,and un- 
warranted by the other nations concerned. Furthermore, we believe it is not 
rendered necessary, as alleged, because of any threatened danger to this 
country, while it is in its spirit belligerent and unchristian. We therefore 
feel that the deliberate assertion of what must be regarded as a virtual pro- 
tectorate, established by the lawmaking power of the United States, would 
be a grave mistake, and that it were far wiser to leave the subject, as hereto- 
fore, an unformulated popular sentiment. 

Wesubmit that the position taken by President Monroe, but since repu- 
diated by eminent statesmen, is fraught with too momentous consequences te 
be safely adopted by Congress under the stimulus of the present exciting con- 
troversy as to the boundary of Venezuela, while its importance demands long, 
careful, and cool discussion. We are persuaded that the maintenance of 
peaceful relations with all nations is far more in harmony with the spirit of 
our institutions and more worthy of a truly enlightened people than any 
question of boundary or ownership among the Republics of South America. 

Let us therefore entreat you to listen to the teachings of the “ Prince of 
Peace,” as plainly set forth in the gospel, and not commit our hitherto favored 
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goantey toa sentiment and line of foreign policy inimical to its highest in- 
rests. 
Signed on behalf of the Peace Association of Friends of Philadelphia. 
SAMUEL MORRIS, President. 
PHILIP C. GARRETT, Vice-President. 
PHILADELPHIA, PA., Secondmonth 8d, 1896. 


Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of Johnson Post, No. 23, 
Department of Vermont, Grand Army of the Republic, of North- 
field, Vt., praying for the enactment of legislation granting a serv- 
ice pension to all veterans of the late war who served not less 
_ ninety days; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

Mr. BRICE presented a joint resolution of the general assembly 
of the State of Ohio, urging Government protection to Christians 
in Armenia; which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


Joint resolution No. 19. Asking Govemnmnent protection for Christians in 
rmenia. 

Whereas the Christian people of America end the civilized world have 
been shocked by the intelligence of the outrages inflicted and the brutal 
murders committed by the Moslem savages in Armenia since the commence- 
ment of the last massacres in September, 1894, since which time, it is said, as 
many as 75,000 persons, men, women, and children, have been put to death 
for no other or better reason than because of their devotion to the Christian 
religion: Therefore 

Be it resolved by the general assembly of the State of Ohio, That we earnestly 
petition our Senators and Representatives in Con tourge the adoption of 
such measures as will show to all the world our abhorrence of such atrocities 
as have been committed in Armenia, and extend to them such protection 
and material aid as is within the power of this Government and as will pro- 
tect, in that and other fields, our missionaries from violence, outrage, and 
indignity, and will enable them to pursue their work of faith, labor, and love 
in the interest of a brighter and better civilization. 

Be it further resolved, That the governor of the State of Ohio cause to be 
transmitted to our Senators and Representatives in Congress duly certified 
copies of the above resolution. 

DAVID L. SLEEPER, 


of the House of Representatives. 
or’ ASAHEL ny ONES, 
President of the Senate. 
Adopted February 7, 1896. 


Unrrep STATES OF AMERICA, Ohio: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

I, Samuel M. Taylor, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do hereby cer- 
tify that the foregoing is an exemplified copy, carefully compared by me 
with the original rolls now on file in this office and in my official cust yas 
secretary of state, as required by the laws of the State of Ohio, of a joint res- 
olution adopted by the general assembly of the State of Ohio on the 7th day 
of February, A. D. 1896, 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal, at Columbus, this 7th day of February. A. D. 1896. 

8 EL M. TAYLOR. 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. BRICE presented the petition of J. L. Severanve, president 
of the Euclid Avenue National Bank, of Cleveland, Ohio, pray- 
ing that a change be made in the postal laws increasing the rate 
for carrying second-class mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committes on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of F. D. Leslie, president of 
the Scientific Machinist Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, and the 
memorial of G. H. Gardner, secretary and treasurer of the Cleve- 
land Printing and Publishing Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, re- 
monstrating against the proposed increase of rate for carrying 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD SINKING FUND. 


Mr. CULLOM. I present a preamble and resolution with an 
accompanying statement of the reasons therefor. I desire tostate 
that I am not sufficiently familiar with the subject to know the 
merits of it, but I ask that it be printed in the RecorpD and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

The paper was referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Preamble and resolution respecting Pacific railroads. 


Whereas the obligations of the Union Pacific, the Central Pacific, and of 
other Pacific railroad companies, designated by statutes of the Uni States 
as of lien indebtedness, prior and paramount to their indebtedness to the 
United States has matured; and 

Whereas no public notice of the maturity of such indebtedness has been to 
ere or to Congress of the United States given; and 
wok parses om Snares accrued Bh bonds representing ween -~ oye | i 

nde ness for urposes sinking fun ve, by the terms e 
statute under which they were issued, also matured; and 

Whereas, without the lawful notice of maturity in respect thereof bei 
given, such indebtedness must continue to increase at the rate of 5 per cen 
on ae sens -fund securities and of 6 per cent on the original bonds so 
secu sinki ; 

Whereas by veenon of tas as well as for other causes of public 

and guaion, the powers and reserved we Congress in acts of 

1864, 1878, sections 7 and 8, and of March 8, 1887, sections 4 and 5, are ade- 

uate to the protection by Congressional } tion of the joint interests of 

United States and “lawful and j “as expressed in said 
sections 7 and 8: Now, therefore 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the United Sta 


That the Secretary of the 
Treasury be directed to close up the sinking 


accounts and to report the 
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necessary appropriations, if any, to balance said sinking-fund account ’ 
that the afmount of the balance thereof be placed to the credit of the |x 1 
and just claimants, known or unknown. 

Brief. Respecting Pacific railroads. 

All legislation by Congress upon the subject of the Union Pacific, the 
tral Pacific,and other Pacific railroads, beginning with the act of js: 
served the right to further legislate upon the subject. Hence the 
1864 merges the act of 1862; and again, in 1878, the Thurman Act repeals 
fies,and amends all prior legislation. See Sec.1: “And the foregoi: 
visions shall be deemed and taken as an amendment of said acts of | 
well as of said act of 1862.” 

And again, in the preamble to the act of May 7, 1878, it is said “that sa 

rations have issued and disposed of an amount of their own bonds « 

he amounts so to them issued by the United States; and have secur: 
same by mortgages which area prior and paramount lien in the res 
mentioned in said acts to that of the United States.” 

And further, ‘‘the bonds of the United States were made payable in t}; 

= — the date thereof, with interest at 6 per cent per annum, pa 

alf-yearly.” 

And further,the bonds issued by said Central Pacific, Union Pacifi 
other Pacific railroads were issued and made payable in like manner, : 
like terms, to wit: “‘ Payable in thirty years from the date thereof, wit|) jy. 
terest at 6 per cent per annum, payable half-yearly.” 

It will be remembered that the act of 1864 so altered and amended the 
of 1862 as to make the bonds already issued by the companies a paran 
lien, soernnennnas portion of them had been issued two years pr 
said enactment of 1864. Hence these bonds of these roads have all matured, 
while some of the Government or subsidy bonds have not yet matured 
notwithstanding that all interest accrued thereon has also matured, \ 
public notice has been given or report made to Congress of such maturity 

By the act of May 7, 1878, section 3, *‘ there shall be established in the Treas. 
= the United States a sinking fund, which shall be invested by th ‘e 
retary of the Treasury in bonds of the United States; and the semiannu: 
income thereof shall be in like manner from time to time invested; ani ¢ 
same shall accumulate and be disposed of as hereinafter mentioned: a1 ; 
making such investments the Secretary of the Treasury shall prefer the} per 
cent bonds of the United States, unless for good reasons appearing to |iiin, 
and which he shall report to Congress, he shall at any time deem it advis. 
to invest in other bonds of the United States;”’ and 

By the same act, section 8, “ said sinking fund so established shall, accord. 
ing to the interest and proportion of said companies respectively there: 
held for the-protection, security, and benefit of the lawful and just h 
of any mostenge or lien debts of such companies repectively, lawfully | 
mount tothe rights of the United States, and for the claims of other cre 
if any, lawfully chargeable apes the funds so required to be paid int. 
anes fund, according to their respective lawful priorities,as well as fr the 
United States, according to the principles of equity. to the end that al! per- 
sons having any claim upon said sinking fund may be entitled thereto in due 


order.” 
Act of March 3, 1887. 

Snc. 4. That whenever iz the opinion of the President it shall be di. 
necessary to the protection of the interests and the preservation of the « 
ties of the United States, in respect of its lien, mortgage, or other int: 
in any of the property of any or all of the several companies upon w 
lien, mortgage, or other incumbrance paramount to the right, title, or int 
of the U States for the same property or any part of the same inay 3 
and be then lawfully liable to be enforced the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall, under the direction of the President, redeem or otherwise clear off su: h 

ramount lien, mortgage, or other incumbrance by paying the sums la 

ully due in respect thereof out of the Treasury, and the United Stat« 

thereupon become and be subrogated to all rights and securities there! 
perta: to the debt, mocteage, lien, or other incumbrance in res) 
which such payment shall have n made. 

It shall be the duty of the Attorney-General,under the direction of 
President, to take all such steps and proceedings in the courts and other 
as shall be needful to redeem such lien, mortgage, or other incumbranc« an 
to protect and defend the rights and interests of the United States in respect 
of the matters in this section mentioned, to take steps to foreclose any mort- 

s or lien of the United States on such railroad promersy. 
nc. 5. That the ing funds which are or may be held in the Treasury 

for the security of the indebtedness of either or all of said railroad compani:s 
may, in addition to the investments now authorized by law be invested in 
any bonds of the United States heretofore issued for the benefit of eit ler «1 
all of said companies, or in any of the first mortgage bonds of either of said 
companies which have been issued under the authority of any law of t! 
Uni States and secured by mortgages of their roadsand franchises, w)iih 
by any laws of the United States have been made prior and paramount to 
the mortgage, lien, or other security of the United States in respect of its 
advances to either of said companies, as provided by law. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 674) for the relief of Jennie M. Hunt, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1183) for the relicf of 
Frank J. Burrows, reported it without amendment, and subuiitied 
a report thereon. 

r. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom ws 
referred the bill (S. 277) for the relief of the Corn Exchange > 
tional Bank of Philadelphia, Pa., reported adversely thereon, 1nd 
the bill was ned ey: 

Mr. QUAY su uently said; I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill (S. 277) for the relief of the Corn Exchange Nation! 
Bank of Philadelphia, Pa., wasindefinitely postponed. It was re 
aeee m the Committee on Claims this morning by t!1e 

ator from Louisiana (Mr. CaFFERY]. I merely desire that in 
stead of being postponed indefinitely it shall go upon the Calender 
with the adverse recommendation of the committee. ia 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the vote will | 
reconsidered and the bill will be placed upon the Calendar wi') 
the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1648) for the relief of Stewart College (now 
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the Southwestern Presbyterian University), located at Clarksville, 

Tenn., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
ereon. 

tiie also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 

pill (S. 1506) for the relicf of Holmes & Leathers, reported it 

without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. 1590) for the relief of Edward H. Murrell, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 75) for the relief of St. Charles College, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. 1083) for the relief of George H. Plant, of the District of 
Columbia, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. ‘ 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. 101) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle 
the mutual account between the United States and the State of 
Florida, heretofore examined and stated by said Secretary under 
the authority of the Congress, and for other purposes, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 644) to refund certain import duties, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1032) to regulate the natural 
laws of supply and demand, and to reduce taxation and simplify 
the laws in relation to the collection of revenue, to report adversely 
thereon. I ask for the indefinite postponement of the bill. 

Mr. CALL. I wish tostate that I introduced the bill by request. 
It comes from a person of very great learning and great research 
into those subjects, a citizen of Florida, who feels a great interest in 
its presentation and its consideration by the Congress of the United 
States. I suppose it is of no use for me to ask that the bill should 
receive consideration at the hands of the Senate after its adverse 
report, but I desire to state that I shall move it as an amendment 
to any revenue bill that may be brought before the Senate for 
consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 147) granting a pension to George W. 
Case, late private Company B, Twenty-second New York Cavalry, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

tr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the Library, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 69) authorizing the 
preparation of a subject catalogue of the books in the law library, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 1999) to provide for the observance of the 12th day of Feb- 
ruary as @ national holiday, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1651) for the relief of Theophilus Fisk Mills, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S.739) granting an increase 
of ce to C. E. Philbrook, widow of Alvah Philbrook, major 
of enty-fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the following resolution, submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW January 
8, 1896, reported it without amendment: 


peaiaed, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instructed, as now con- 
stituted, either by full committee or such subcommittee or committees as 
may be appoin by the chairman thereof, with the full power of such com- 
mittee to continue da ing the coming recess of Congress the investigations 
authorized by the ceneiutions of May 13, 1890, and February 27, 1891, with the 
authority and in the manner and to the extent provided in said resolutions, 
and in the pursuance of such investigations to visit the several Indian reser- 
vations, In schools supported in whole or in part by the Government, 
andthe Five Nations in the Indian Territory, or any reservation where, in 
= opinion of said committee, it may be necessary to extend their investiga- 
ns. 


Second. That said committee or subcommittee shall have power to send 

for and papers, to administer oaths, and to examine witnesses under 

0a beste ot j the matters which they are hereby empowered to investigate, 

and may hold their sessions during the recess of the Senate at such place or 
laces as they may determine; and the necessary and proper expense incurred 
the execution of this order shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
nate, upon vouchers approved by the chajrman of said committee. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar. 


THE COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
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the following resolution, submitted by Mr. MCMILLAN on the 
5th instant, reported it without amendment: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and is hereby, 
authorized to employ a stenographer, and to have printed the reports of such 
hearings as the committee may determine, the expenses of the same to be 
paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
be put upon its passage. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2067) to provide for the 
erection upon the grounds of the United States Naval Academy, 
at Annapolis, Md., of a bronze statue of the late Hon. George 
Bancroft, formerly Secretary of the Navy and founder of the 
Academy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2068) to grant a pension to Emeline 
C. Sewell, widow of Chief Engineer George Sewell, United States 
Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2069) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the name of Darwin J. Sparks; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2070) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of Miles F. Durkee; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2071) for the relief of Mary 
A. Swift; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2072) to provide relief for such em- 
ployees in United States navy-yards as may be disabled by acci- 
dent while in the performance of duty, and, in the event of fatal 
casualties, for the relief of surviving dependents; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2073) granting a pension 
to William W. Misuer; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2074) granting a pension to Sarah 
L. Hively; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2075) granting a pension to William 
E. Mathews; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2076) granting a pension to Sarah 
C. Moody; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2077) granting a pension to Richard 
T. Seltzer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2078) granting a pension to Hamlet 
F. Richardson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2079) granting a pension to Thomas 
Fox; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2080) to amend ‘‘An act 
to authorize the Interoceanic Railway Company to construct and 
operate railway, telegraph, and telephone lines through the Indian 
Territory ”; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2081) to correct the military 
record of Leverett Bradley; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2082) to provide for the coin 
redemption of national-bank notes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2083) authorizing sale of the 
title of the United States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of Wash- 
ington; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2084) for the relief 
of C, A. Bjornstad; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2085) for the relief of the Cut 
Head Sioux Indians at Fort Totten, N. Dak.; which was read 
twice byits title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2086) granting an increase 
of pension to John Akers; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 2087) for the relief of the 
legal representative of Franklin 8. Whitney, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2088) for the relief of the owners 
of certain cotton shipped from Natchez, Miss., in August, 1563, on 









iy ORI Rapp nd te carg 






tate Sie aa 
RE REDA LAER EELOOOLNGES AR pg 8 


ae eer eR ee ah 
SN RE RS Al em PRET Ry 9 
EER See 







CRO Ar A Apr eaten pre 


ee 


Shep TRS A 





Wee oe cara re eet 
< Cee ee . - 


Pe ST each A MeN Se a 


OR NG itt >. 4: sein ha Pie Ph pa ee 
a s ws pate Zo 


eA PT ae eS 2 Sets EE ee gee 
‘ A Ny $e ti, 4 ~ 4 ' ” 


1638 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 12, 





the steamer Gladiator; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 2089) to authorize the purchase of 
the manuscript of William Vans Murray; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (8S. 2090) to enable the people of 
Arizona to form a constitution and State government, and to be 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 


AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
osed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
erred to the Committee on Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 


CATTLE QUARANTINE LINES, 


Mr. VEST. I submit a resolution, and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be directed to inform the Sen- 
ate if any change has been made recently by order of the Agricultural De- 
rtment in the quarantine lines heretofore established with regard to the 
ransportation north of cattle from Texas and other Southwestern States or 
— ; ories; andif so, the nature and extent of such change, and the reasons 
erefor. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to call the attention of Senators whose con- 
stituents are immediately interested in the raising and sale of 
cattle to a statement which I have received from the largest cattle 
company in Texas, and which will explain fully my object in 
offering the resolution. I ask that the Seaery read the clipping 
that I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

{Special dispatch to the Globe-Democrat. ] 
Fort Worth, Tex., February 4. 


Railway people and cattlemen of this section are very much stirred up over 
the reception of a proclamation just issued by the Secretary of Agriculture 
making some very radical changes in the quarantine lines as they apply to 
this State. The new line has been established just beyond the Texas State 
line on the west and north, practically cutting off the movement of all Texas 
cattle beyond that line from February 15 to November 15, except for imme- 
diate slaughter. This will suspend the movement of Texas cattle to the 
maturing grounds of the Northwest and the feeding pens of Kansas. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
ALLEGED ASSESSMENTS IN THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. PEFFER. I submit a resolution and ask that it may be 
read and lie over under the rule. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and it is 
hereby, instructed to inquire and report whether, puto Se a 1895 or 
any portion thereof, any of the employees of the Post-Office partment, 
while receiving pay from appropriations for that Department, did, with 
the knowledge. connivance, or direction of any clerk or clerks, or chief or 
chiefs of division, levy and collect assessments of money on and from other 
employees of the Department to be used, and which was used, for political 
purposes in States where election campaigns were in progress at that time; 
whether any person or persons were employed and borne on the Department 
rolls as employees and regularly paid as such who, while pretending to be 
discharging the duties of inspectors in the free-delivery service, were in fact 
actively engaged in aiding and assisting one of the political parties in said 
election cam pala: whether, during such time, in room 3 of the Interior 
Department building, or in any other room or rooms in said building or in 
any other building, any employee of the Department was directing or man- 
aging the employment of persons for the purposes aforesaid and receiving 
and die bursing the moneys soassessed and collected, and whether such mana 
ger or director kept an account of such moneys in his own name in any bank 
of the city of Washington or elsewhere. 

The committee will inquire and report further, whether during the period 
covered by this resolution any person or persons were employed by any 
clerk or chief of division"in the Post-Office Department and kept on the De- 
partment pay rolis and paid out of the De tment funds, which payment 
was not authorized by law or by any lawful rule or regulation of the Depart- 
ment, and for which services no appropriation had been made by Congress 


ae VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under the 
2, 
PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES, 


Mr. PEFFER. I submit a resolution and ask that it be read 
and lie over under the rule. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of five Senators, not more than two of whom 
shall belong to one pouitont party, shall be appointed by the Vice-President, 
whose duty it shall be— 

First. To investigate and report generally all material facts and circum- 
stances connected with the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary of 
the Treasury in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Second. To invents and report specially what amount of available funds, 
classified, was in the United States ury and on de t in other places, 
subject to the order of the Secretary of the Treasary. at the time the bonds 
were sold or offered for sale; whether there was or was not coin enough on 
hand to meet all coin obligations of the Government due at the time said 
bonds were sold or when they were offered for sale; what obligations were 
due at that time and the amount of each, stated ly; what was the 
cone for any unusual withdrawal of coin from the shortly before 

ds were sold or offered for sale, if such unusual withdrawais were in fact 


made, and by what persons or classes of persons and for what purpose or on 


what account such withdrawals were made; who purchased the bonds. ip 
what amounts, and where, whether in the United States or in foreign co. 
tries, and in what proportions, and from what persons or classes of persons 
the gold was procured with which ye pt for the bonds, what the bonds 
for, and what was the market price of our Government bonds at the ti; 
and what effect the bond sales had on the credit and business of the peo) le 
the United States. F 
Third. To investigate and report as to the manner of disposing of ¢ajq 
bonds, by what authority, and what contracts, advertisements, or propos: |. 
were made by the Secretary of the Treasury in relation thereto; what aw 
ments or contracts, and whether oral or in writing, and whether public! 
privately and secretly, were entered into by the Secretary of the Treasu: 
and any other person or persons with respect to the sale and purchase of ¢ 
bonds; whether any officer of the Government, or any person or perso. 
for such officer and on his behalf and in his personal interest, and with his 
knowledge or consent, entered into any contract, agreement, or arran, 
ment, directly or indirectly, with any person or persons, partnership, co: 
ration, company: or syndicate, for the purpose of affecting the price offer 
or 


or to be offered for said bonds or any of them, with the intent and expectation 
to receive commission or personal reward by reason of such contract, agree- 
ment, or arrangement; whether such contract or agreement had any and 


what effect on the prices offered for the bonds, what the effect was, and w | 
if any person, profited by it and to what extent. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have asked that the resolution lie over under 
the rule. Let it be pe 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule and be printed. 


POTOMAC RIVER MEMORIAL BRIDGE. 


Mr. DANTEL. Iask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 176) to 
provide for the construction of a memorial bridge across the Po- 
tomas River in order that the motion of the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] to reconsider the votes by which the bill was 
ordered to a third reading and passed may be acted upon. The 
bill has d the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lask the Senator from Virginia to yield to me 
for a moment that I may offer a resolution. 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, direct«d 
to furnish the Senate full information on the following subjects: 

First. The number of miles of the main line of the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company as originally constructed and as it now exists, the estimated act 1.1 
cost per mile of the construction thereof, its then and present capitalizat iv, 
and any change that may have been made in its capitalization, and whet)h«r, 
and if so, when, and.to what extent, its capitalization was changed ©: 


creased, and whether such change or increase was authorized or sanction: d 
by the Government of the United States, the names and residences, re pec- 
tively, of its stockholders, bondholders, and mortgagees, and the amount of 


such stocks, bonds, and mortgages held by them, respectively. 

Second. The number of miles of the Central Branch of the Union Pa 
Railroad Company, the estimated actual cost per mile of its constructio: 
original and present — and whether, and if so, when and how 
often, its capitalization been changed or increased, and whether such 
change or increase, if any, was authorized or sanctioned by the Governm«nt 
of the United States; also the names and addresses, respectively, of its stock- 
holders, bondholders, and mortgagees, giving the amount of such stocks, 
bonds, and snortanges held by them, respectively. 

Third. The number of miles of the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Comn- 
pany as originally and at present constructed, the estimated actual cost ; 
mile of the construction thereof, its original and present capitalization, «11 
whether, andif so, when and to what extent, its capitalization has been cha 
or increased, and if such change or increase, if any, has been, and w! 
it is, authorized or sanctioned by the Government of the United States 
names and residences, respectively, of the stockholders, bondholders 
mortgagees thereof, and the amount of such stocks, bonds, and mort 
held by them, respectively, and whether such railroad was constructed 0: 
line contemplated by the act authorizing its construction, and if not, wh 
its present line was authorized or sanctioned by the Government of | 
United States. 

Fourth. The number of miles of the main line of the Kansas Pacific Railr:a: 
ony originally and now constructed, the estimated actual cost per 
mile of its construction, its original and present capitalization, and whet) 
and if so, to what extent, its capitalization has been changed or inc?c: 
and whether such change or increase was authorized or sanctioned by 
Government of the United States, the names and residences, respecti\ 
of its stockholders, bondholders, and mortgagees, and the amount of 
stocks, bonds, and mort; s heli by them, respectively, and whether 
railroad was constructed on the line and from and tothe —- contemplated 
by the act authorizing its construction, and if not, whether its construction 
on its present line was authorized or sanctioned by the Government of the 
United States. 

Fifth. The names under which the Union Pacific Railroad Company, t 
Central Branch of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, the Sioux City on 
Pacific Railroad eens and the Kansas Pacific Railroad Company \\ 
severally constructed, and whether any changes in the names thereof | 
taken place since their construction, and if so, what names have been give! 
said respective roadsand the names now in use by them, giving specifica!|) 
the changes in names and the consolidations, if any, that have taken p 
from the time of their construction, respectively, to the present momen! 
the end that the Senate may be fully informed as to the several name 
under which these several railroads have been and are now being operated, 
and have exact information as to the consolidations and changes therein tha 
may have taken place. ° 

Sixth. What branches, if any, have been constructed or purchased by s'! 

tive railroads and added as feeders or otherwise to their respective 
main lines, giving the nam+s of all of such railroads that may have been thus 
constru or purchased by any of them, the cost of such construction 
purchase, and the source from which the funds to construct or purchas« 
same were derived, and whether, and if so, what, sums of money were derive i 
from the main linesof said railroads and used in the construction or purchase 


of any such additional railroads or feeders. 















1896. 


Seventh. The total amount of subsidy bonds issued in aid of the construc- 
tion of said respective main lines, the total number of acres of land donated 
to each of them by the United States, and whether all of said lands have been 
selected and taken by them or not, or if any other corporation or company 
of persons has been formed for the purpose of handling or disposing of said | 
aan and if so, the names of said corporations or companies, the manner in | 
which the lands have been disposed of by them, if any, and their present | 


condition. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. The resolution, in so far as the information 
sought to be obtained can be procured from the Secretary of the 
Interior, has my heartiest approbation, and if it be worth any- 
thing I shall be very glad to render any assistance in my power, 
if I could render any beyond my own vote, in securing it. Butl 
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| information, though possibly not all of it. 





desire to call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska to the 
fact that he is undoubtedly asking for information from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior which it would be utterly impossible for 
him to furnish. ayes 

The Secretary would have very definite information as to the 
original grants to these companies, as to the names of the compa- 
nies under which the grant was made. If official estimates pre- 
liminary to the grant were filed, the Secretary will have those, but 
it is doubtful whether they are in the possession of the Depart- 
ment. However, nearly all the other information which the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska asks for the Secretary of the Interior not onl 
can not furnish, but the information is as available to us individ- 
nally as it could be to the Secretary of the Interior officially. For 
instance, the Senator from Nebraska asks that the Secretary of 
the Interior shall furnish a list of the stockholders and bondholders 
of the Union Pacific, the Kansas Pacific, and the Central Pacific 
railroads. I take it that the Interior Department has no record 
of the. stockholders of those roads, and all the Secretary of the 
Interior could do would be to ask the officers of the companies, 
unofficially or officially, without authority to back up his request, 
to please send him for the information of the Senate a list of their 
stockholders at the time of their last election. The list of bond- 
holders is not forthcoming anywhere, because there is no list of 
bondholders of railroad companies except such as are registered. 
The ordinary holders of bonds are embodied in no list held by the 
railroad company. 

Then the Senator from Nebraska asks for a statement of the 
construction of the branches of the different roads and how the 
money was obtained. I apprehend the Secretary of the Interior 
can not tell any more than the rest of us where those people got 
the money to build branches and to extend their line, and what 
they gave in return for it. 
us how much the subsidies are, and to what companies they were 
granted, and under what names they were granted, but even as 
to the increase of the capitalization of the companies he can not 


The Secretary of the Interior can tell | 





tell us about it. 
He can give us the information the Senator asks for as to 


whether any of these proceedings were authorized by Federal law. | y : : , ; ' 
y P - ; , Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], from the Committee on Manufac- 


He has the same access to the Revised Statutes of the United 
States that we have and no more. He has nothing in his office 
that will show an extension or an authorization for an increase of 


capital stock. It would not be in the office of the Secretary of the | 


Interior; it would bein the Statutes at Large of the United States, 
which, as I say, are as accessible to us as to the Secretary. 
are all of us looking for information about these different rail- 
roads, and we aré all anxious to obtain it. 

I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that what he is asking 
for it would be weeks, if nct months, before he could obtain, and | 
that he is seeking it through a channel from which it can not be 


forthcoming. 
My only suggestion to the Senator from Nebraska is that he 
shall modify his resolution, if the suggestion meets his approval, 


so as to ask of the Secretary such information as he can give. The 
different committees of both the House and the Senate are holding | 
meetings now, and for years they have held meetings. There 
have been report after report from all these railroad companies. | 
There have been report after report from all these committees. 
All this information is embodied in different printed documents, 
which at one time or another have been before the Senate and 
before the House, except the list of stockholders which the Sena- 
tor asks for. 


We | 





Tam — to meet any suggestion the Senator from Nebraska 
can make that he thinks will furnish the faintest light on the 
existing situation, but, as I said before, I suggest to him that he 
80 modify his resolution, first, that the Secretary be asked to give 
= such information as he has and is entitled to have; and, sec- | 
ond, that it be so modified as to ask only for information which | 
could be forthcoming within a reasonable time and within a | 
reasonable compass. It would take months before this informa- 
tion could be furnished, and it would take a thousand pages or 
more to furnish it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I may be permitted to suggest to the Senator 
from Colorado that if none of the information which is called for 
is in the possession of the Secretary of the Interior he can respond 
Promptly to that effect. I am informed, however, that in the 
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office of the Commissioner of Public Lands, and also in the office 
of the Commissioner of Railways, there can be found most of this 
I have simply made 
the resolution broad enough to cover everything that the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may have in any of his Bureaus, and any in- 
formation he can procure elsewhere for us to be-1sed in legislation 
upon this subject. I think there can be no serious objection to 





| the resolution in its present form, because the Secretary can read- 


ily state that he has not information on a given point or has not 
access to it, and can answer that portion upon which he has infor- 
mation. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. 
print. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be printed. 


STENOGRAPHER TO COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to employ a stenographer, the expense of the same to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


IMMIGRATION INVESTIGATING COMMISSION. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed 3,500 bound copies of the report of the Im- 
migration Investigating Commission, appointed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury under date of June 13, 1894, 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate 
and 1,500 copies for the use of the Bureau of Immigration, Treasury Depart- 
ment. 


I think I should like to see the resolution in 


COMMITTEE SERVICE, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I rise to a question of privilege. 
When the committee assignments were made some appointments 
were given to certain Senators on this side of the Chamber with 
the understanding that they would bold chem merely until the 
Senators from Utah should arrive, and that then they would re- 
linquish them in order tomake places for the Utah Senators. The 
matter has now been arranged satisfactorily, so that the Senator 
from New Jersey leet SEWELL] will ask to be relieved from fur- 
ther service upon the Committee on Indian Depredations; the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], from the Committee 
on Mines and Mining; the Senator from Montana [Mr. Manrte}, 
from the Select Committee on Forest Reservations, and these three 
vacancies will be filled by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown]. 
It has also been arranged that the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGE] will ask to be relieved from duty upon the Commit- 
tee on Pensions; the Senator from California | Mr. Perkins], from 
the Committee on Relations with Canada, and the Senator from 


tures, and the vacancies occasioned in this way will be filled by 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. CANNON]. The whole matter can be 
attended to now. 

Mr. CAMERON was, on his own motion, excused from further 
service upon the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. LODGE was, on his own motion, excused from further 
service upon the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTIGREW was, on his own motion, excused from 
further service upon the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. SEWELL was, on his own motion, excused from further 
service upon the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. MANTLE was, on his own motion, excused from further 
service upon the Select Committee on Forest Reservations. 

Mr. PERKINS was, on his own motion, excused from further 
service upon the Committee on Relations with Canada. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask that the vacancies be filled 
by the Vice-President. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to fill 
the vacancies. Mr. BROWN was appointed upon the Committee 
on Minesand Mining, theSelect Committee on Forest Reservations, 
and the Committee on Indian Depredations. Mr. CANNON was 
appointed upon the Committees on Relations with Canada, on 
Pensions, and on Manufactures. 

ASSISTANT DOORKEEPERS OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. HALE. If the era of resignation has been completed 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to announce that I shall not call up 
the resolution in regard to the employment of assistant door- 
keeper 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will lay the resolution 





| before the Senate. 


The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
SHERMAN, as follows: 

Resolved, That Alonzo H. Stewart, of Iowa, be, and he is hereby, chosen 
assistant doorkeeper of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At the request of the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Gorman] I propose to let that matter go over until te 
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morrow after the morning business; and I hope that Senators will 
be present at that time. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT, Without objection, the resolution 
will be passed over. 


POTOMAC RIVER MEMORIAL BRIDGE. 


Mr. HALE. I ask that the urgent deficiency appropriation bill 
be now laid before the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to state 
that I had the floor to call up the motion of the Senator from Mis- 
souri (Mr. Vest] to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
passed what is known as the memorial-bridge bill, and only 
yielded to morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct, and the Chair recog- 
nizes the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. HALE. I do not propose, of course, to interfere with 
morning business. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, I will 
state that I had called up the motion of the Senator from Missouri 
to reconsider the vote 7 which the Senate passed what is known 
as the memorial-bridge bill, and yielded that other Senators might 
get through morning business. I hope the Senator will not take 
me off my feet, but will allow me to have that matter disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. I shall not interfere with the purpose of the 
Senator. 

Mr. DANTEL. I now ask the Senate to proceed to consider the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri to reconsider the vote by 
which Senate bill 176 was passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the question is on the motion of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to reconsider the vote by which the bill the title of which 
will be read was passed. 

The SecrETARY. A bill (S. 176) to provide for the construction 
of a memorial bridge across the Potomac River. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the vote by which 
the bill was ordered to a third reading will also be ssouielivesh. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. What is the parliamentary status of the 
bill now, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has voted to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed, and by unanimous consent 
the vote by which the bill was ordered toa third reading has been 
reconsidered. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that, at the instance of the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], there was an amend- 
ment attached to the bill providing that the District of Columbia 
should pay half the expenses of the construction of the bridge, and 
a motion was entered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, in order that 
that amendment oe again acted upon by the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the vote agreein 
to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Louisiana wil 
be regarded as reconsidered. The question now is on the amend- 
oot submitted by the Senator from Louisiana, which will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. The amendment is to add to the bill the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That one-half of the cost of said bridge shall be paid by the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and one-half by the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is that an amendment offered to the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatis an amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Louisiana, and is the pending motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. To insert that provision? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To insert that provision. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I heard the reading imperfectly. Would 
that require the whole expense of the bridge to be paid by the 
people of the District of Columbia? 

. BLANCHARD. No, one-half. , 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that is right. I think the United 
States ought to pay one-half of the cost of that bridge, because 
the bridge connects the property of the United States on the other 
side of the river with its property in the District, and will enor- 
mously add to the value of that land owned by the United States. 
It is not right to put the whole expense of the bridge on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Iinferred when I rose that there was an effort 
to throw the whole expense upon the people of the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. DANIEL. It was provided by the amendment that half 
the expense should be borne by the District. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. ident, when this bill was under 
consideration by the Senate a couple of weeks ago, I suggested 
the propriety of an amendment by which the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia should be taxed one-half of the expense of the 
proposed memorial bridge. Some debate was had at the time 
upon this amendment and the Senate adopted it. In that —— 
the bill then passed the Senate. Following the of the bill 

the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed. His purpose was to ulti- 
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mately defeat the amendment which taxed the District with ono. 
half of the expense of the structure. The bill is now before tho 
Senate for its consideration anew, and the pending question is on 
the amendment I offered, heretofore referred to. 

It is always an ungracious task to run counter to the wishes of 
those among whom one’s lot is pleasantly cast to the extent that 
ours—those of us who hold positions in the legislative branch 0; 
the Government—is with the agreeable and cultured people who 
inhabit the District of Columbia. 

Following the adoption by the Senate of the amendment I 
fered, much has been said among the people of the District and in 
the press of the District of criticism of my action and of the action 
of the Senate. I take this in good part. It is nothing more thay 
a friendly difference of opinion. 

No one is more proud of this capital city of our Republic than J, 
Everywhere we go, whether in our own country or abroad, mect- 
ing with anyone who has ever been to Washington, we hear always 
words of praise for the city of Washington, of the beautiful situa- 
tion which it occupies, of its grand streetsand avenues. We have 
cause to be proud of it. I believe it is destined to be the fin 
capital in the world. The Government of the United States should 
act toward it with no stinted hand. At the same time, Mr. Presi 
dent, we should be just to the body of the taxpayers of the United 
States in the matter of appropriations for the District and for 
District purposes. Care should be had that the Federal Treasury 
be called on to contribute no more than is just for public works 
here calculated to greatly benefit the District and private property 
in the District. 

For the past eighteen years the Government of the United States 

has been paying one-half of the entire expense of supporting the 
District. That policy was adopted at atime when there were 
100,000 citizens less in the District than there are to-day. When 
Washington was a small city, it was well for the Government to 
vay half of the expenses of the maintenance of the District. and 
in the earlier times to pay even more than half; but when Wash- 
ington has grown from a small city to one having upwari of 
250,000 inhabitants, the policy which was justified by the condi- 
tions of the earlier period can not be justified now. As the city 
becomes —— and more wealthy less and less should become the 
proportion the Federal Treasury is called upon to contribute. 

This matter of the relation of the Government to the District 


was considered by a commission appointed in 1874, and, after an 
investigation running through several years, on the 11th of June, 
1878, they submitted a report, in which is given the conclusions 
of the commission as to the amount of the District expenses with 
which the Federal Treasury should be taxed. This report was 


that at that time a fair proportion of the expense of maintaining 
the District government to be borne by the Federal Treasury wis 
40°per cent. Congress, however, increased this to 50 per cent, and 
from that time to this the Federal Government has been paying 
50 per cent of all the expenses of every kind and character in th 

District of Columbia, I will read the conclusions of the comumis- 


sion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was it a House, a Senate, or a joint com- 
mittee? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It wasa joint committee,I think. I quote 
from the report: 

Your committee has been convinced that it is the duty of Congress to make 
regular annual appropriations toward the expenses of the District gov: 
ment, and from a careful examination of the estimated value of the proper! 
owned by the United States and that belonging to private persons ani 

rations the committee considers the fair proportional part thereof which 

he Federal Government should bear is not less that 40 per cent, and the 1 
maining 60 per cent should be realized by taxation. 

Mr. President, this was eighteen years ago. Since that time the 
city of Washington has increased in population 100,000. Ifit were 
proper in 1878, according to the report of this committee, thit 
the body of the taxpayers of the United States should only | 
taxed with 40 per cent of the amount necessary to defray the ex- 

nses of the Government, a fortiori should that amount now be 

ess, inasmuch as the number of taxpayers and the aggregate cf 
taxable wealth in the District have both greatly increased. Thvre 
are now 30,000 taxpayers in the city of Washington, and the aggre- 
gate of the assessment of property in the District of Columbia is 
put down by the assessors at $191,417,804. We all know tha! 
property is never assessed at its full value for the purposes of tax- 
ation; if it is ever done, the instances are rare. It is safe to say, 
therefore, that there is not less than $250,000,000 of taxable prop- 
erty in the District of Columbia. It is perhaps double what it was 
in 1878, at which time the 40 per cent pro rata was recommended, 
which Congress at that time increased to 50 per cent. 

The assessors of the District have placed an estimate on the 
ras which the Federal Government owns in the District 0! 

olumbia, and they make it foot up a total valuation of $198,00°,- 
139; but how do they arrive at this? In this way: 
United States property: Value of land, not including streets and 

8 


, 


$98, 706, 639 


e ‘ Ud, ¢ 
Value of improvements belonging to the Government... .....----- 98, 352, oa 
AMO RE ESE 2 en 198, 058, 139 
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It will be observed that in order to reach this aggregate valua- 
tion they charge against the Government, at the usual price per 
square foot at which private property is assessed in the District, 
all the land included in all the parks of the city. Take the park 
in which this Capitol is situated. That ischarged for against the 
Government at so much a foot. Take the Mall that extends from 
the foot of Capitol Hill to the river, including the grounds upon 
which the Washington Monument is situated, including the Agri- 
cultural grounds, the Smithsonian grounds, the Botanic Gardens; 
all this is charged against the Governmentin order to arrive at this 
aggregate assessment of $198,000,000. Lafayette Square, Franklin 
Square, Lincoln Park, Judiciary Square, the White House grounds, 
the White Lot, and all of the triangular spaces which are left 
where the avenues intersect the streets and which so beautify this 
capital city, are charged against the Government in order toarrive 
at the total valuation mentioned. 

This is not fair; it is not just. The parks which adorn and 
beautify the city should not be taken into account as owned by 
the Government when the assessors come to figure up the amount 
of property held in the District by the Federal Government in 
order to ascertain the relative proportion of that property to the 
property owned in the District by private parties. 

It would be fair to assess against the Government the grounds 
upon which the public buildings are situated, anda fair valuation | 
should be placed upon the buildings in order to arrive at this rela- 
tive proportion; but it is not just to charge up to the Government 
all the parks, which are common to all the inhabitants. Every 
city of the United States provides its own parks and maintains 
them. In the city of Washington the Government is not only 
charged up with the ownership of the parks, but, as I understand 
it, the expense for the maintenance of these parks, with certain 
exceptions, which I shall hereafter mention, is borne exclusively 
by the Federal Government. If that statement is correct, and I | 
believe it is, then the Government not only furnishes to Washing- 
ton all the parks in the city, but is called on to defray the whole 
amount of expense of beautifying and maintaining them. 

The exceptions are the two parks known as the Rock Creek 
Park and the Zoological Park. When it became advisable to ac- 
quire the property now knownas the Rock Creek Park, embracing 
1,515 acres, Congress in its wisdom saw proper not only to tax the 
District of Columbia with one-half of the expense of the acquisi- 
tion of the property, but likewise imposed upon the District one- 
half of the expense of the maintenance of the park. So also as to 
the Zoological Park, which contains 166} acres, the District of 
Columbia was required to pay one-half of the purchase money of 
the ground, and, as I understand, is taxed to defray one-half of 
the expense of the maintenance of the park. 

The fact that the District was required to meet one-half of the 
expense of acquiring the ground for these two parks evidences, I 
think, the determination of Congress to depart from the old sys- 
tem of requiring the Government to meet all the park expenses of 
the city. Again, in 1898, when it was proposed to extend the sys- 
tem of avenues and streets in the city of Washington to the Dis- 
trict outside of the city, Congress, in its wisdom, required that 
the cost of the extension of the plan of streets and avenues should 
be at the sole cost of the District and private land owners. I un- 
derstand, however, recently one of the courts of the District has 
annulled this act as being, perhaps, unconstitutional, but that 
does not militate against the position I now take, which is that 
these several acts, the one acquiring the Rock Creek Park, an- 
other acquiring the Zoological Park, and the third extending the 
system of streets and avenues of the city out into the District, all 
evidence a departure by Congress from the policy adopted hereto- 
fore, under which the Government is charged with the full own- 
ership of all of the parks and is taxed with the entire expense of 
their maintenance. 

Down at the river, near the Washington Monument, are seven 
hundred to a thousand acres of land which the Government is 
reclaiming. It is to be made into a great driving park. The ap- 
propriations for this reclamation have been carried upon the river 
and harbor appropriation bill. They were originally placed there | 
upon the idea that this was to improve the harbor of the city of 

ashington. Now we all know that the improvement of the 
harbor of the city of Washington by the reclamation of the Po- 
tomac Flats was but an incident, ond that the acquisition of this 
700 acres of ground, wresting it from the waters of the Potomac, 
was the primary purpose of the appropriations. 

All this expense is being borne > the Federal Treasury. My 
recollection is that about two and a quarter million dollars have 
already been expended in reclaiming this ground, which will 
be added to the city and greatly adorn and beautify it. So it 
would seem that want of liberality by the Government toward 
the District can not be truthfully dhereed. 

Mr. President, no one opposes the passage of this bill. I for one 
donot. Iam heartily in favor of the construction of the memorial 

dge across the Potomac River to connect the city of Washing- 
ton with the grounds of the national cemetery at Arlington. It 
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is a great work, that ought to be undertaken at this time. The 
only difference between myself and the Senator from Virginia, 
the author of the measure, is as to who shall bear the expense. 
He thinks it should come entirely out of the Federal Treasury. I 
believe that as this structure will greatly benefit and beautify the 
city of Washington, one-half of the expense of the structure should 
be paid out of the District revenues. 

On the former occasion when this bill was under consideration 
I did not object to its passage, and I do not object to its passage 
now. I decmed it my duty, however, to bring the matter to the 
attention of the Senate in order to haveit determined whether the 
Federal Government should pay the full expense of such a struc- 
ture or whether the revenues of the District of Columbia should 
be taxed for one-half of the expense thereof. If the policy be right 
that the Federal Government should pay one-half of all the ex- 
penses necessary to maintain the District of Columbia, then I sub- 
mit that it is but fair and just to the taxpayers of the United States 
that one-half of the expense of structures of this kind within the 
limits of the District should be taxed against the District reve- 
nues. 

If the Federal Government was paying only a just proportion of 
the annual expenses necessary to maintain the District, which in 
my opinion at this time would be only about 33} per cent instead 
of 50 per cent, there would be greater reasons for Congress to be 
liberal in respect to making appropriations out of the Treasury to 
pay the whole expense of such structures. But so long as the 
Federal Government is called upon to pay more than its just pro- 
portion of the expenses of the District, then structures of this kind 
should come under the same policy, and the District revenues 
should be taxed with one-half of their cost. 

The last District appropriation act carried an aggregate of 
$5,745,443, and one-half of it, or the sum of $2,872,721, was appro- 
priated out of the Federal Treasury. In other words, the Federal 
Treasury is contributing approximating $3,000,000 every year for 
the purpose of maintaining the District of Columbia. Every po- 
liceman on the streets of Washingion is paid one-half of his com- 
pensation out of the Federal Treasury. The schools of the District 
are paid out of the Federal Treasury to the extent of 50 per cent 
of the amount appropriated for such purposes. In the last act 
making appropriations for the District of Columbia the improve- 
ment and repairs account, which includes sewers and streets, 
amounted to $1,152,100. The Federal Governmei1t pays half of 
it. For public schools the appropriation amounted to $1,137,616. 
The Federal Treasury pays half of it. For the Metropolitan po- 
lice $558,745 was appropriated. The Federal Government pays 
half of it, and so on down the list—the fire department, the health 
department, reformatories and prisons, support of the insane, 
charities, and water department. 

Now, all other cities pay, themselves, the full amount of such 
expenses, and fortunate indeed is the city of Washington that it 
has the Federal Treasury to share the cost of these things. [ am 
far from objecting to a liberal policy toward the District, but I do 
insist that 50 per cent now is too much for the Treasury to con- 
tribute. It may have been just in 1878, when adopted, but is no 
longer so. 

When a bill similar to the one which is now before the Senate 
was first introduced in 1894 in the House of Representatives it 
contained a clause reading ‘‘ one-half of the cost of said bridge to 
be taken from the revenues of the District of Columbia.” It is true 
that when the committee in the other body came to consider the 
bill it struck out the clause I have read, but the House, I under- 
stand, did not pass the bill at that time. 

I again repeat that I have no purpose whatever to endeavor to 
defeat the passage of the pending bill. If the Senate in its wis- 
dom should see proper to vote down the amendment providing 
that the District revenues should be taxed with one-half of the 
expense of the bridge, I will testify my desire that the bridge shall 
be constructed by voting for the measure anyhow; but if it were 
right and proper to charge the District revenues with one-half of 
the cost of the national parks known as the Rock Creek and the 
Zoological parks, as was done when those bills were passed, then 
I think it is wise and just and proper that the District should be 
taxed with one-half of the cost of this structure. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I am opposed to the amend- 
ment. The bill provides for a bridge to be called a memorial 
bridge. It is proposed to make it monumental in its character 
and of a high order of architectural merit. 

So far as it is a memorial of course the Government should pay 
the whole expense, the same as it does for any of the monuments, 
the Peace Monument, or any other monument in the city. It has 
been suggested that the proposed bridge shall be called the Bridge 
of Peace—bridging the bloody chasm, symbolizing the reuniting 
of the two sections of the country. It is to be built entirely upon 
Government ground. Itis to start from the Naval Observatory 
and to land on the Virginia side upon the Arlington estate. It 
seems to me clearly that for these reasons it should be exclusively 
a Government enterprise. 








ae 


cis oe 





ee SES 


; 
¥ 
4 


ssa 
| 
aa 
3 
t 
3 
8. 
. 
¥ 
5 
% 


zy 








Boe 
Pe ORE f 


Decks 


a aap aL 8 AO 


a 


pC eta ale 





i PAP TAMERS Roe 


5 ITE sit SP eR ND GEOL EAE GAS RGR SOR ERE 108 


Ri 


rast eae ss Ae Sie Ve eae | Raat: at is 7 i 3 SEN 
ACSI SAM BEY tl 2 SONATE SIS NN RRE ASS BLE ROUGE in RO REO MEE, 











pene 
i 


ae: 

es 
a 
-m 


ERIM gh Ss ifn Re» OO 


a ee at 


os 





1642 


Again, it is not proposed to construct the bridge for the benefit 
of the people of the District, on which ground other expenses of 
the District are made, because the use of tramways, cars, the 

oor man’s carriage, is expressly prohibited. It seems to me that 
for every reason it should be exclusively a Government under- 
taking. I am opposed to the amendment, and trust the bill will 


88. 

ue. HAWLEY. Mr. President, one single word. I heartily 
agree with what the Senator from Vermont (Mr. Procror] has 
stated. I think we are a little too much in the habit of dividin 
with the people of the District things that belong to the national 
capital and which are undertaken a because this is the 
national capital. I would not demand of the District that it pay 
one farthing of the expense of the bridge. It is for the general 
public use of the nation, and its commercial value, in one sense, is 
very small, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this subject has been repeatedly be- 
fore both Houses of Con , and the question under discussion 
to-day has been repeatedly discussed, and always, so far as I knew, 
determined upon the side of the report now made by the Commit- 
teeon Commerce. Thequestion was considered by our committee, 
and unanimously decided in accordance with the bill as reported 

me the other day; in other words, that the United States 
ould pay the entire expense of the structure. 

As has been stated by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] 
and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLgy], if this is not a 
memorial bridge, but simply a commercial structure, then it 
should be considered upon a very different basis. If it is a memo- 
rial bridge, and if any sentiment enters into it at all, then the en- 
tire cost should willingly be paid by the people of the whole United 
States. 

This city will always remain the capital of this country. That 
goes without saying. There are priceless traditions and mem- 
ories connected with the establishment of the national capital 
here, which will always retain the seat of government. The great 
city in my own State some years ago was presented as a claimant 
for the capital of the Union, but the proposition was never 
seriously entertained, even among the citizens of St. Louis. I 
believe that on a popular vote to-day the city of Washington would 
be overwhelmingly and almost unanimously declared to be the 
eternal capital of what I hope is to be an eternal Government. It 
is useless to discuss that proposition, and therefore when any 
question of this sort comes before us it ought to be considered 
= reference to the perpetuity of the capital of the United 

tates. 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], with whom I 
have not the slightest controversy, says that when we made the 
District of Columbia pay one-half of the purchase money and one- 
half of the expense of the Zoological and Rock Creek parks, we 
established a precedent in regard to this matter. I beg his pardon. 
That legislation was extremely doubtful and was strenuously 
resisted, and it finally passed through Cees with protest 
against it by a very large minority in both Houses. But those 
cases are entirely different from the present. The Zoological Gar- 
den and the Rock Creek Park are upon one side of the Potomac 
River, and if it be assumed that they are municipal establish- 
ments, which I deny, there is a plausibility in the assumption 
that the District of Columbia should pay one-half of the expense. 

Here, upon the contrary, is a bridge between Virginia and the 
District of Columbia. The farmers of Virginia in the vicinity of 
Arlington have urged en masse that the bridge should be con- 
structed. They have called upon me mally as chairman of 
the subcommittcs on bridges of the Commerce Committee and 
urged the necessity for this structure. I have here, and but for 
the limited time giver us would like the Senate to hear, the re- 
port of the Secretary of War, which is one of a dozen made in 
regard to the bridge, in which he urges its construction for mili- 
= purposes, and besides that because the value of 1,000 acres 
reclaimed in the Potomac Flats and the 1,100 acres in the Arling- 
ton tract which was seized by the Government and afterwards 

tially paid for to the Lee family would be immensely enhanced 
the construction of this bridge. 

So, even from a financial view, the argument is overwhelmingly 
in favor of its construction at the expense of the United States, 
because the property of the United States will be enormously in- 
creased in value by its construction. The cases are not parallel, 
and if the District of Columbia is made to pay one-half of the ex- 
pense, striking out all sentiment, then the State of Virginia should 
pay the other half, because the le of Virginia, and particu- 

rly those in the vicinity of Arlington, are especially in favor of 
as oe bridge across the Potomac River. 

My friend the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] speaks 
of the reclamation of the Potomac Flats. _ I had the honor to serve 
upon that committee fifteen years ago. Those flats were princi- 

ly reclaimed for sanitary reasons. The evidence before the 
otomac Flats Committee was overwhelming that the health not 
only of the citizens of Washington, but of the denizens of this city, 
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including members of Congress and officials of the Governm 
was endangered from year to year by the existence of that sway; 

It was absolutely necessary to reclaim those flats, and if, when 
claimed, they were not worth one cent to the Government of ; 
United States, I repeat that for sanitary reasons the reclama‘ 
must necessarily have been made. It was urged and proved })o- 
fore our committee, when we made the first appropriation, that 
portion of this city was becoming uninhabitable by reason of | 
vicinity of the Potomac Flats. We have now, after spendiny »» 
enormous amount of money, reclaimed them, and given to t)\5 
Government a thousand acres of valuable land. But that is 
finitesimal compared with the importance of that improvem 
from a sanitary point of view. : 

That does not stand upon all fours with the present proposition, 

I repeat, that if this in the first place is to be a memorial bridus 
it should be paid for by the Government of the United States as 
national structure. If itis to be a commercial structure, one-h:/|f 
should be paid by the District of Columbia and one-half by t)ie 
State of Virginia. ‘ 

Mr. President, the Senator from Louisiana has alluded to the 
report of the assessment for the District of Columbia, and he 
has correctly quoted it. There is exempt from taxation in | 
District $198,058,139 of United States property, excluding strevts 
and alleys belonging to the Government, while for the District «f 
Columbia there is exempt only $3,653,820. Now, if it is insisted 
that these bodies, the Government of the United States and the 
District of Columbia, are separate entities, then look at the vast 
disparity in the ownership by the United States and by the Dis- 
trict of Columbia of property in the District. 

The Senator from Louisiana referred to the parks which are 
maintained by the Government, the ground upon which the Capi- 
tol is located, and the ground upon which the beautiful Library 
building is located. Does it not belong to the Government, and 
could we not sell it to-morrow? What is the difference between 
the ownership of the United States in this property and the own- 
ership of any Senator in the real estate upon which he resides? 
What is the difference, if the argument of the Senator from 
Louisiana that these parks beautify the city of Washington is to 
obtain, between the ground and the building, which also beauti- 
fies this city and makes it attractive to visitors. What to-day 
forms a greater attraction than the magnificent Library building, 
like which there is nothing upon the Continent of Europe, a thing 
of beauty forever, an ornament, a matter of pride to every Ameri- 
can citizen? That beautifies the city of Washington, but it be- 
— to all the people of this whole country. 

r. President, I protest against the argument that the city of 
Washington is not the property of every man, woman, and child 
in the United States. It is our property. Any citizen of this 
country can come here and reside if he sees proper to do so, and 
because some of them have come here and have acquired pr 
erty and become citizens of the District, why should they be s p- 
arated from the balance of the people of the United States and | 
made to bear unusual burdens? It is our city, our capital, and 
when we put improvements here in the name of the whole peo) le 
of the United States, we should pay for them. 

I might read here repeated reports showing that when a private 
——— applied to Congress for the pin ye of building t 
bridge across the Potomac, it was denied, and it was denied upon 
the report of the Bureau of Engineersof the War Department 
the structure should be built on Government ground upon b 
sides of the river and under the absolute control of the Govern 
ment of the United States, that for military purposes it shoul: 
long to the Government, that it should be a governmental stru 
ture, as a matter of course to be paid for by all the people of ¢! 
whole Union. I have no criticism to make of the statemen! 
motives of the Senator from Louisiana; but, sir, I believe it is | 
-e right that the Government should pay the entire cost of t 

ridge. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, just one word, because I am called 
out. I think a bill for this bridge has been reported three tims 
fromthe Committee on Commerce. If I am mistaken the Senator 
from Missouri {[Mr. Vest] will correct me. 

Mr. VEST. es, sir; three times. 

Mr. FRYE. It has been unanimously reported every time, a! 
no member of that committee ever made a suggestion that t 
District of Columbia should pay half the cost. That was doi 
after consideration; it was with the full understanding of the 
purpose of the bridge—that it was to be a memorial bridge; ¢! 
it was to be ornamented with statues of Grant, Lincoln, ani 
other great men of the Republic. Where, then, is the sense or pr 
priety, if it is to be a memorial bridge, of saying that the District 
of Columbia shall pay half? If Congress appropriates $25,000 or 
$50,000 for a statue of General Hancock, why, pray, should not 
the District of Columbia with the same propriety be compelled {0 

y one-half of the appropriation made for that statue? As thc 
Renato from Missouri well said, if it is not a memorial bridge anc 
is simply a commercial structure, then certainly Virginia must 


} 
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pay half and the District of Columbia the other half. I was 


amazed when I heard that a proposition had been made here that | 


the District of Columbia should pay one-half the cost of a memo- 
rial bridge which the Congress of the United States, representing 
all the people of the United States, compels the erection of. 

Mr. FAULKNER. | 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce, whether the committee 
did not fully intend to carry out his view and destroy any idea of 


its being @ commercial structure by the latter clause of the bill, | 


which reads: 

Shall be used exclusively for foot 
to all tramways, whether propelled 
power. 

Mr. FRYE. The committee intended it purely and simply as 
a memorial bridge. 

Mr. FAULKNER. And so put in that clause, excluding the 
idea of a commercial structure. 

Mr. FRYE. And put in that clause excluding all tramways, 
railway cars, and cars of every kind. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I agree fully with what has been 
said about the importance of this structure being considered as a 
memorial bridge, and I shall vote against the amendment; but I 
wish to move, in line 11 of section 2, after the word “‘ tramways,” 
to insert *‘ or railroads,” so that the dedication to the traveling pub- 
lic shall be complete, excluding tramways and railroads. It will 
then read: 

Shall be used exclusively for foot passengers and vehicles, and prohibited 
to all tramways or railroads, whether propelled by steam, electric, cable, 
horse, or any other power. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HANsBROUGH in the chair). 
The Chair understands that the question is first on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from ‘Lesidiens, 

Mr. HALE. I do not propose to amend that; but if that shall 
be voted down then I will offer the amendment which I have sug- 


am and vehicles, and prohibited 
y 


sted. 
= MILLS. Let us take the vote on the amendment of the | 


Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the Senator from Maine does not de- 
sire to occupy the floor, I should like to take it for five or ten min- 
utes. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not desire to occupy the time of the Senate. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, this proposed structure has 
been given a high-sounding title, and on that the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FryYE] makes a patriotic speech—a great memorial 
bridge that is to span the Potomac River, uniting the North and 
the South. 

Because it is gilded with this high-sounding title the proposition 
has no greater force than it would have without it. 


but a bridge to be constructed over the Potomac River. You may 
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the Secretary of War in his report lays stress, that it would be 


nearer the capital from the military post at Fort Myer over this 
memorial bridge than it would be over the Long Bridge or over 
the bridge at Georgetown. But the capital is sufficiently easy of 
| access by means of the other bridges. It is rather straining mat- 
ters to claim that justification for this structure rests on the 
necessity fora more direct approach to the capital by the military 


steam, electric, cable, horse, or other | 





forces stationed at Fort Myer. 

The Senator from Missouri, referring to the flats of the Potomac 
that have been reclaimed, says the main purpose of that work was 
not to reclaim seven hundred or a thousand f land, but to 
benefit the health of the city of Washington. Grantit. He says 
that it was a great sanitary work. Grantit. Should not the city 
of Washington or the revenues of the District have been taxed for 
doing something which was so greatly to benefit the health of the 
people who live here and who own property here? It seems to me 
That was eminently a work one-half of which should have 
been charged against the District, but it was not. No one ever 
opposed the reclamation of the flats. I have never done so. 

At the other end of the Capitol, serving on the River and Har- 
bor Committee, I time and again supported appropriations to 


acres ¢ 


S50. 


| continue this work; but, Mr. President, [ always had the idea that 


it was a work one-half of which should have been paid by the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. It was begun before I entered Congress. I 
found it a charge on the river and harbor bill, the Government 
paying the entire expense, and as chairman of that committee in 
the House I continued it on the bill. It should in the first in- 
stance have gone on the District appropriation bill. Two anda 
quarter millions have already been expended, and the work is not 
yet completed. It will take perhaps a million dollars more, every 
dollar of which is to be met by the body of the taxpayers of the 
United States. 

Some reforms, Mr. President, are evidently needed. Under the 
theory upon which this capital was founded the fee simple in the 
land forming the parks is in the Government. But that is imma- 
terial. The point Imake is that when you come to consider what 
is @ fair proportion of the expense that the Federal Treasury 
should bear in maintaining the District there should not be 
charged up against the Government the ownership of the parks 
in the city. It is not who owns the parks. If they are owned by 
the Federal Government they are here for the benefit of all visit- 


| ors who come here, and they are here more especially for the 


benefit of the people who make the District their homes. The 
parks could not be more common to the use of the people of the 
District if the city itself owned them. They are public parks, 
and public parks are always exempt from taxation. Those in the 


| city of Washington should be exempt from taxation, but in point 


After all, it is 


call it a memorial bridge, or you may give it any other grand title, | 


but a moment’s reflection must convince anyone that this adds no 
additional weight to it. Every bridge heretofore constructed over 
the Potomac River or the Eastern Branch of the Potomac has been 
yaid for one-half by the Federal Treasury, the other half by the 
istrict revenues. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I will ask the Senator from Louisiana, if he | 


| deficiency appropriation bill. 


will permit me, whether or not those are not all commercial 
bridges? In other words, we have aright to put over those bridges 
tramways, railways, street railways, and all other traffic. These 
are excluded by the very terms of the bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will answer the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia. They are all commercial bridges, and sois this a commer- 
cial bridge, with the single exception that it is not to be made a 
bridge for the passage of street railways and tramways. Every 


wagon transporting freight or articles of commerce that comes | 


along can cross the bridge. Every carriage, every footman, every 
bicycle rider can crossit. I agree with the proposition that street 
cars and tramways should not be permitted to pass overit. Con- 
fine them to the other bridges. But, because they are prohibited, 
that does not take this bridge out of the category of being a high- 
way bridge for general purposes, and such it is. If it were right 
and proper to tax the District revenues with the expense of all 
previous bridges, why is itnot right and proper to tax the District 
revenues with one-half the expense of this bridge? 

The Senator from Missouri says it is because the War Depart- 
ment needs it for military purposes, and therefore the Govern- 
ment should have it all. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri perhaps forgets that 
under the Constitution of the United States Congress has exclu- 
Sive jurisdiction in matters of legislation over the District. Con- 


gress could direct, in case of necessity, that all of the other bridges | 


be set aside for mary purposes. Because a military establish- 
ment is maintained at Fort Myer, on the other side of the river, is 
no reason why this structure should be any more denominated a 


military bridge than is the bridge above this proposed site which 
now the Potomac at Georgetown. That bridge is just as 
near Port Myer as this one would be. It is true, and upon this 





| should vote 





of fact they are not, for the Government is charged with their 
ownership in order to arrive at a larger proportionate sum for 
the Government to contribute toward the maintenance of the 
District. If the parks were eliminated from calculation, a fair 
proportion of the expenses of the District chargeable to the Gov- 
ernment would not be 33} per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Louisiana will 
please suspend. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair 
lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which is the urgent 


that 
I ask that a vote be taken on the 


Mr. DANIEL. The Senator from Louisiana informs m 
he is through with his speech. 
pending amendment. 

Mr. HALE. And then let me offer my amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. Let a vote be first taken on the amendment of 
the Senator from Louisiana. 


Mr. HALE. Yes, we will vote on that first. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend 
ment submitted by the Senator from Louisiana {Mr. BLANCHARD}. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. On that I ask for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Ia 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBripe]. If he 
** vea.” 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from California |Mr. Ware}. I do not know 
how he would vote and therefore withhold my vote 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEAR. I have a general pair with th 


m paired with 
were present, I 


nior Senator from 


Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If he were present, I should vote ** nay.” 
Mr. PASCO (after having voted in the negative). 1am paired 
with the Senator from Washington [Mr. WiLson]}. I notice that 


he is not present and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have a general pair with the senior Sena- 
tor from Iowa |[Mr. ALLISON]. Has he voted? 
The senior Senator from Iowa 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
has not voted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
not cast my vote. 


I do not know how he would vote and I shall 
I should vote ‘‘ nay,” if he were present. 
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The result was announced—yeas 8, nays 54; as follows: 


YEAS—8. 
Allen, Berry, Chilton, Peffer, 
Bate, Blanchard, Mills, Pettigrew. 
NAYS—54. 

Bacon, Frye, McMillan, Sewell, 
Brice, Gallinger, Mantle, Sherman, 
ere, ees. rue, — in, 

urrows, orman, itchell, h wa 
Caffery, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Call, ll h, eam —* 
Cameron, nsbroug or est, 
Cannon, Harris, Palmer, Vilas 
Carter, Hawley, Perkins, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hill, Platt, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hoar, Proctor, Warren, 
panel, gones, Nev. Pugh, Wolcott. 

vis, y. y, 
Faulkner, b , mers, 
NOT VOTING—27. 

Aldrich, Davis, Evie, uire, 
Allison, Elkins, cBride, Thurston, 
Baker, Gear, Murphy, Turpie, 
Blackburn, George, Nelson, Wetmore, 
Butler, Gordon, . White, 
Clark, Irby, Pritchard, Wilson. 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Shpup, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. Ishall modify the amendment of which I gave no- 
tice, because the last clause of the bill, referring to the bridge, 
says, ‘‘ which shall be used exclusively for foot passengers and 
vehicles, and prohibited to all tramways, whether propelled by 
steam, electric, cable, horse, or other power.” I am inclined to 
think that that would exclude persons riding, which ought not 
to be done. Therefore, after the word “ brid, ,” in line 9, on 
page 2, I move to strike out all that follows and to insert: 

The use of which is hereby prohibited to all tramways or railroads, whether 
propelled by steam, electric, cable, horse, or other power. 

That leaves it open to persons walking, driving, or riding. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to know whether it is intended to 
leave the bridge open to the carriage of freight by heavily loaded 
teams. If it is, the Senator’s amendment does not cover that 


int. 
ae. HALE. The bill itself would include those. All vehicles 
are allowed in the bill as it now stands. I do not meddle with 
that at all; I only seek to exclude tramways and railroads, and to 
leave it otherwise, as was evidently intended, so that persons on 
horseback would not be excluded, as they might be by the lan- 
guage of the bill. I have not gone into the question about heavy 
teams, because they are included, of course, in the word ‘‘ vehicles.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on a; ing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hag}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE. The unfinished business being before the Senate, 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] has asked me 
to yield to him for a moment, and I do so. 


CAPT, GEORGE H. PERKINS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (8.129) for the relief of Capt. George 
H. Perkins. If there is any objection to the bill, I should like to 
make a very brief lanation; but I feel sure there will be no ob- 
jection to it, inasmuch as a similar bill was ponees by the Senate 

a previous Congress and reported favorably by the committee 
of the other House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
bill indicated by him. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Capt. Geo H. Perkins, who was retired as cap- 
tain after forty years’ faithful service upon the active list of the United 
States Navy, as provided by section 1443, Revised Statutes, and who had hon- 
orable service in the late civil war, shall be placed on the retired list with 
the rank of commodore without the corresponding increased pay, but re- 
ceiving only the retired pay of captain of the Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrRownl1na, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following joint resolutions: 

A joint resolution (8. R. 17) providing for certain surveys in the 
State of Florida; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 89) making an appropriation to defray 
the joint expense of locating the boundary line between the Ter- 
ritory of Alaska and the British North American territory. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
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lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the , on. 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2454) to amend an act entitled “An act to punish 
false swearing before trial boards of the Metropolitan police fore, 
and fire department of the District of Columbia, and for ot); 
pu ,” approved May 11, 1892; 

A bill (H. R. 8279) to authorize the reassessment of water-1ain 
taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 4785) to incorporate the National University. 

A bil! (H. R. 4810) extending the time within which the Mary. 
land and Washington Railway Company shall be required to ¢)). 
plete the road of said company, under the provisions of an act of 
Congress approved August 1, 1892, as amended by an act of (on. 
gress approved March 2, 1895; 

A bill (H. R. 5488) to provide for the incorporation and revula- 
tion of medical colleges in the District of Columbia; 


A bill A ew R. 5490) to license billiard and pool tables in the Dis. 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and sur. 
gery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons 


violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia; ni 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 98) directing the Secretary of War 
to cause Lieut. Col. Jared A. Smith, Corps of Engineers, to submit 
a plan and estimate for the further improvement of Conneaut 
Harbor, in the State of Ohio. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr.HALE. Nowlet the unfinished business be proceeded with, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4321) making appropriations to supply 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes. the 
pending question being on the amendment reported by the (om- 
mittee on Appropriations, to insert, after line 24, on page 3: 

To enable the Soomters of the Treasury to employ temporaril) 
Treasury Department, under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, 
not exceeding 25 expert money counters, at arate not exceeding $60 per month 
each, $7,500, or somuch thereof as may be necessary. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
at the beginning of the clause in line 10, on page 4, to insert the 
subheading ‘‘Custom-house building, Chicago, Ill.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 15, on 
page 5, the last clause read being an appropriation of $45,(\\0 for 
the transportation of silver coin. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before that provision is passed over, I think it 
requires an explanation from the Senator in charge of the bill, 
The provision is that— 7 

In expending this sum the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and di- 
rected to transport from the Treasury or subtreasuries free of char, r 
coin when requested to do so. 

Under what circumstances would the Government be required 
to pamepees silver coin and to what places? 

Mr. LE. Ihave sent for the document in relation to that 
matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. I might ask the Senator from Maine, in this con- 
nection, where there is any provision in this or in any other bill 
or law requiring the Government at its own expense to transport 
gold coin, and, if there is not, why gold and silver are not put 
upon an equality in this respect? 

Mr. HALE. This matter was originally put into an appropria- 
tion bill at the suggestion of Senators who agree with the Senator 
from Nebraska with reference to silver. It is in the interests of 
the transportation of silver. I do not know now that any such 

rovision in terms has been put in the law with relation to gold, 

ut if the Senator believes that the privilege which is accorde 
here to the holders of silver should also be accorded to the holder 
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of I for one have no objection to an amendment including 
gold. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] I think had some- 
thing to do with this provision, and knows about it. It is. as I 
have said, in the interest of free transportation wherever silver 
may be wanted at the expense of the Government, and | dv not 


object to gold being put on the same basis, although the commit- 
tee has not authorized me to offer an amendment to that effect. 

Mr. STEWART. Let us have the provision read. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Secretary read the provision. I will say 
it is the same provision which is in the law now, and my impres- 
sion is that it was originally put in at the suggestion of the Seuc- 
tor from Nevada. I am not certain about it, but I think so. 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be read. ’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the cha‘). 
The provision referred to will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Transportation of silver coin: For transportation of silver coin, incl 
fractional silver coin, by registered mail or otherwise, $45,000; and in cx 
ing this sum the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and direct\ © 
transport from the Treasury or subtreasuries, free of charge, silver «'4 
when requested to do so: Provided, That an equal amount in coin or cur 
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anew shal] have been deposited in the Treasury or such subtreasuries by the 
sypiicant or applicants. And the Secretary of the Treasury shall report to 
Congress the cost arising under this appropriation. 


Mr. STEWART. I think I did have something to do with sug- 
gesting that provision of law. As I now remember, this was the 
object intended: It frequently happens that small silver coins are 
returned to the Treasury from different sections of the country, 
and there is frequently a great inconvenience for the want of small 
change in the trading community, which drifts into the T reasury. 
This provision was really for the benefit of the trading public who 
want small change. It does not apply to gold, for the reason that 
there is no like necessity in that case. Gold is not used, in the 
first place, and is not in common circulation. 

Mr. HALE. It does not get into one’s pocket. 

Mr. STEWART. No; it is not used for that purpose. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is this provision per od designed, in case where 
small banks and bankers want subsidiary coin, to cover the ex- 
pense of transporting that coin from the Treasury or the sub- 
treasuries to the banks? 

Mr. STEWART. That is my understanding of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection to it if that be the case. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is helping to get silver into circulation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. : - 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 16, on page 5. The 
next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 6, after line 13, to insert: 

For the entire compensation of George R. Davis, director-general of the 
World’s Columbian Exposition, in the work of preparing his final report. and 
for all sums expended or paid out by him upon such work, and for any sums 
due under agreements or contracts for assistants for such work,such sum to 
be in full for all claims therefor, $18,006.10: Provided, That the original type- 
written or written manuscript of such work, all illustrations, diagrams, and 
plans incorporated in such work, and all plates and negatives of photographs 


taken therefor in the hands of the director-general shall be by him deposited 
with the Joint Committee on Printing. 


Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, it seems to me that there ought to 
be sorae explanation of this item. I see in this bill that altogether 
there is something like $40,000 appropriated in connection with 
the World’s Columbian Exposition. Ihave looked over the expla- 
nationof the matter in the report of the committee, and it seems 
that the national commission has not passed on this amount, and 
the director-general has received heretofore a very large salary. 
It seems to me that if there is any necessity for this additional 
appropriation it should be stated, and it would be interesting for 
the country to know whether this is the last amount that is to be 
appropriated on account of the Columbian Exposition. 

r. HALE. It is not by any means the last call that will be 
made upon Congress in connection with the exposition. The ex- 
perience we have had with this exposition is what is always found 
in all such cases. We proposed to limit the appropriations for all 
purposes to a fixed sum originally, but that was very largely 
exceeded, doubled, and I do not know but trebled; and to-day, 
with all the interest which the American people took in that great 
exposition, there has been no report made or published. At some 
time when we have more money with which to do our housekeep- 
ing Congress will be called upon to print and circulate among 
the people the reports of that great exposition, and it will be no 
small work; but the committee does not now ask Congress to 
enter upon that large expenditure, which will be some hundreds of 
thousands of dollars. That subject will come up hereafter, and 
the Committee on Printing at some future day will, on conference 
with the Public Printer, submit statements and estimates covering 
this work. 

The item which is here, together with an amendment which I 
shall offer, covers the work which has been done and the money 
paid out in preparing these final reports largely by the director- 
general, Mr. Davis, of Chicago, and Mr. Palmer, who served with 
some of us here in the Senate, who was president of the commis- 
sion. Thecommittee has a detailed statement, which will befound 
in Senate Report No. 150, showing how this money goes, where it 
has been paid out, and for what purposes. So that if any Senator 
a to know what makes up this sum he can look at that docu- 
ment. 

I shall not go into any further detailed statement in regard to 
the subject, for I hope that what I have said will satisfy the Sena- 
tor from Florida that the scope into which the committee has 
gone has been very narrow, and has been only the necessary in- 
cidental work in the preparation of the report. 

Mr. PASCO, I should like to ask the Senator from Maine if 
this is an addition to the salary which this gentleman has hitherto 
received in connection with the official position he held? 

Mr. HALE. No, itis for work performed since his salary ceased; 
it is not a duplication. 

Mr. CULLOM. And most of it is to reimburse him for money 


actuall ppeeaes. 
Mr. HAL . Alarge portion of it is to reimburse him for money 
actually paid out. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I now offer an amendment to come in at the end 
of the amendment just adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
_ The Secretary. At the end of the amendment just adopted 
it is proposed to insert: 

For entire reimbursement of Thomas W. Palmer for moneys paid by him 
for labor and expenses incurred in the preparation of a final report as presi- 
dent of the World's Columbian Exposition, as required by section 13 of the 
act to provide for celebrating the four hundredth anniversary of the dis- 
covery of America by Christopher Columbus, approved April 25, 1890, $1,998.35, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 7, after line 16, to 
insert: 
Life-Saving Service: Authority is hereby granted the Secretary of the 
rreasury to pay for commutation of quarters for officers of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service detailed for duty in the Life-Saving Service the sum of $5,160, 
or so much thereof as may be required, the same to be paid from the regular 
annual apprupriation for the Life-Saving Service for the fiscal year 1806 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “War Depart- 
ment,” on page 10, after line 22, to insert: 

Battle lines and sites for tablets at Antietam: For completing the improve 
ment of the roads owned by the United States at Antietam, $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 21, to insert: 

Horses for cavalry and artillery: Purchase of horses for the cavalry and 
artillery and for the Indian scouts, and for such infantry and members of 
the hospital corps in field campaigns as may be required to be mounted, and 
the expenses incident thereto, $30,000: Provided, That the number of horses 
purchased under this appropriation, added to the number on hand, shall not 
at any time exceed the number of enlisted men and Indian scouts in the 
mounted service, and that no part of this appropriation shall be paid out for 
horses not purchased by contract after competition duly invited by the Quar- 
termaster'’s Department and an inspection by such department, all under the 
direction and authority of the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 22, to insert: 

Back pay and bounty: For payment of amounts for arrears of pay of two 
and three year volunteers that may be certified to be due by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury during the fiscal year 1896, $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 7, to insert: 

Navy-yard at Brooklyn, N. Y.: For completion of dry dock No. 3, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 9, to insert: 

Naval War College and Torpedo School, Coasters Harbor Island, Rhode 
Island: For repairs to roof of college building, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Interior Depart- 
ment,” on page 13, after line 13, to insert: 

For the Capitol: For work at Capital and for general repairs thereof, in- 
cluding wayes of mechanics and laborers, $10,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 16, to insert: 

_Government Hospital for the Insane: For completing electric plant for 
lighting and ventilating, $19,349.64. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 22, to insert: 

For the renting of additional rooms for the use of the engraving and print- 
ing division of the Geological Survey for a period of four months, beginning 
with the Ist day of March, $400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 8, to insert: 

Payment for surveys of public lands: To pay F. W. Pettigrew for surveys 
executed by him and approved by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office in excess of the limit allowed by his contract, No. 100, in the year 1804, 
$300 SO. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of 
Justice,” on page 16, line 7, before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike 
out ‘‘ chief of accounting division, six” and insert ‘‘ clerk in charge 
of accounts, two”; so as to make the clause read: 

For additional salary of clerk in charge of accounts, $200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 11, to strike out: 

For printing and binding for the Department of Justice, to be executed 
under the direction of the Public Printer, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Judicial,” on 
page 17, line 3, after the word “‘ attorneys,” to insert “ assistant 
district attorneys”; in the same line, after the word ‘‘ marshals,” 
to insert ‘‘ deputy marshals,” and in line 4, after the word “‘ clerks,” 
to insert ‘‘deputy clerks”; so as to make the clause read: 

To pay the salaries and expenses of the judges, district attorneys, assistant 
district attorneys, marshals, deputy marshals, clerks, deputy clerks, com- 
missioners, and constables of the United States courts in the Indian Terri- 
tory, including the salary due James VY. Walker, resigned, as district attor- 
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ney of the central district of the Indian Territory from A 1, 1885, to July 8, 
I 5 t nclusive, at the rate of $4,000 rr annum. And ee due asian! L. 
Stowe, now deceased, as marshal of the southern district of the Indian Terri- 


tory from April 3, 1895, to July 27, 1 inclusive, at the rate of $4,000 per an- 
num, being a deficiency tothe appr tion for the service of the years 
7895 and 1806, $210,000. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senate has now reached the appropria- 
tions in the bill which it seems to me are very large and some of 
them objectionable. I am not prepared to state, I will say to the 
Senator from Maine, that I wish to vote against the House pro- 
vision of $210,000 for arrears of judicial expenses in the Indian 
Territory, although I think it is very lar, I fear it is excessive. 
The estimate is contained on page 327 of the Book of Estimates 
for this year, Appendix J. The re; cyt | roll for that district 
is 3 j es, $15,000; 3 marshals, $12,000; 3 attorneys, $12,900; 3 
clerks, $9,000; 10 deputy clerks, $12,000; 18 commissioners, $27,000; 
12 regular deputy marshals, $14,000; 33 special deputy marshals, 
$39,600; 18 constables, $10,800; 1 clerk court of appeals, $1,200, 
making $152,600. Then there is an arrear for the quarter ending 
June 30, 1895, of $10,000. The estimate proceeds: 


It is perhaps fair to t that for incidental expenses there will be 
needed at least $50,000. The total Spgroerees. ore, which should be 
80 worded as to include the salaries constables, should be, from the above 
estimate, $210,600. 


I see that the other House has adopted that estimate. I am led 
not to say that I oppose the —— because I find that the 
amount appropriated for the year ending June 30, 1896, in 
the last appropriation act was only $50,000. I take it, therefore, 
that the committees of the two Houses ted a deficiency; that 
it must be apparent either that the itures now are 
enormously excessive, or else, when , knowing that this 
new court of three districts in the Indian Territory had been 
created, appropriated only $50,000 for the service of the year, it 
was known that that sum would be entirely inadequate for the per- 
formance of the business of the courts in that district. 

I do not know whether the Senator from Maine [Mr. Har] has 
any recollection — that subject, as to whether $50,000 was ap- 
propriated by the Congress when it was known that $260,000 
would be needed, that amount being y left unappropri- 
ated, or whether the Senator has any on the subject. 
‘ <. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will be through on this point in one mo- 
ment. I do not know, either, whether the Senator or the commit- 
tee can give any information as to whether 12 regular deputy mar- 
shals, costing $14,000; 33 special marshals, costing $39,600, and 18 
commissioners, costing $27,000—I hope the Senator will note the 
figures—are needed. other House proposes these appropria- 
tions, the Senate committee acquiesces in them, ss now 

roposes to say to the officers of the United States courts in the 
Sodlon Territory that they can spend for these 18 commissioners 
$27,000, for these yosbion ne og em | marshals $14,000, and for these 
83 special deputy $39,600. 

I take it for granted that the salaries of the 3 judges, $5,000 
each, $15,000, must be paid, of course. The 3 marshals, $4,000 
each, $12,000, must be hoo being salaries. The 3 attorneys must 
be paid $4,000 each, $12,000. e 3 clerks, $3,000 each, makin 
$9,000, and the 10 deputy clerks, $12,000, must be paid. But I 
ask the Senator from Maine whether there is any need of spend- 
ing the $27,000 and the $14,000 and the $39,600, including in 
addition 18 constables, $10,800? 

The Senator will say that because that amount is appropriated 
it need not necessarily be expended. But I: say to the Senator 
there is not one probability that that money will be saved. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit 
me? 

Mr. CHANDLER. In one moment. It will all be expended, 
because it is a priated. It will be used up in some way. We 
may be entirely sure. Now I yield with pleasure to the Senator 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. My recollection in regard to the matter (the 
senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] will correct me, how- 
ever, if Iam wrong) is that the act creating these courts also 
provided for a certain number of commissioners at a fixed salary 
of $1,500 each. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Commissioners? 

Mr. BERRY. Commissioners. It also provided for a certain 
number of deputy marshals at a fixed salary of probably $1,200 


each, The proposed ap meet the requirements 
of that act for services already by the parties under the 
law fixing the number of officers and the salaries to be paid. 





journment of the last Congress. There was no provision in tho 
regular bill for the payment of any salaries. An effort was maido 
on the House side to get an appropriation for the purpose. ‘1; 
committee in the other House put only $50,000 into the bill. 
was so late in the session that it was impossible to correct it aft. 
the bill came here, though it was known here by all those \ 
took any interest in the matter that that sum was wholly ins, ); 
cient. hy the House did not put in any more than $50,000 [ ¢:, 
not answer the Senator, because I do not know. 

Mr. HALE. The act which is at the bottom of all this is tho 
act of March 1, 1895, entitled “An act to provide for the appo 
ment of additional judges of the United States court in 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes.” That bill becam 
law March 1, 1895. As the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Ber) 
has said, it contained no appropriation of money to set the 1 
chinery on foot, and on the 2d of March the act to provide for 
salaries of judges and other officers of the United States court 
the Indian Territory was passed, which gave only $50,000, an 
which, of course, was nothing but guesswork. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Does that act specify the salaries, may I 1 
the Senator? 

Mr. HALE. No, it does not. The provisions for the appo 
ment of judges, district attorneys, commissioners, deputy 1 
shals, etc., are all contained in the original act, and not in the 
appropriation act. But if the Senator will examine that act |ic 
will find that all these are pen for, and the Department |i, 
gone on under the original act constituting this court with ji 
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Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that 
the salaries of commissioners and deputy marshals are fixed in the 
— act creating the court. 

r. CHANDLER. That is what I should like to have the Seua- 
tor from Maine state; whether the number and the salaries of the 
commissioners, the deputy clerks, the regular deputy marshiils, 
the special deputy marshals, and the constables are provided for, 
Does the act state their number and compensation? 

Mr. HALE. The ju , marshals, attorneys, deputy marshals, 
and clerks are provided for inthat way. The provision as to 
missioners is found in section 4. 


That each Liadoe of said court shall have the powers conferred by law 1; 
the United States circuit courts to appoint commissioners within the dis: 
in which he presides, who, at the time of their aeperiment, shall be 
enrolled attorneys of some court of record of the United States or of somo 
State, competent and of good standing, and shall be know: 
United States commissioners, but not exceeding commissioners shal! be 
appointed for any district hereinbefore constituted. 

There are three districts, and then there are provisions about 

nt commissioners, etc. But I do not know of anything — 

Mr. BERRY. Iam sure the Senator will find either in that act 
or-the other the provision fixing the salary of commissioners at 
$1,500, and of —— marshals at $1,200. _ ; ' 

Mr. HALE. Yes, thatis the case. It is found in section 5, in 
which the salaries of constables and other officers are fixed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator read that section? 

_ Mr. HALE. It is as follows: 

Each of said constables shall receive a salary of $600 per annum. Fach of 
said commissioners and constables shall keep a careful account of all tecs, 
fines, and costs collected by him, and shall settle with and pay the same to 
the clerk of the district at the end of every quarter, who shall pay the samo 
into the Treasury of the United States. Said commissioners and consi: 
before entering upon the dise of their duties, shall execute to the | 
States, for the security of the public, a good and sufficient bond in the su: 
$2,000, to be approved the judge appointing him, conditioned that h 
faithfull discharge the duties of is 


ee 


ce and account for all moneys coming 
into his s; and he shall take an oath to support the Constitution of the 
United States and to faithfully perform the duties required of him. 
a * * we * * * 
Each of said commissioners in said Territory shall receive a salary of $!.°'0 
pe r aera, and all fees collected by him shall be paid over to the clerk o! ‘:e 


I have not read everything, but only that portion which is n:c- 
essary to answer the question of the Senator from New Hampsiiire. 
Of course this has almost terra incognita to the Depart- 
ment of Justice. It was new, an experiment that Congress \v- 
liberately embarked in, and it cost a great deal of money. | do 
not wonder that the attention of the Senator from New Ham) 
shire has been drawn to this matter, because it costs a great de.! 
— 6 ey it eae ae has a the need, 
as the mt believes, o this force, this paraphernalia! 
and the nt has done its best to keep down the 
expenditures. The committee can only say that, taking the rep- 
resentations of the Department, as the House of Representati\:s 
did, and as the committee of the Senate did, it believes that th -» 
visions to the extent they are found in the bill are necessary. 
Peould wish that they cost less money, and I could wish in th 
future that they may be restricted and perhaps lessened. }\' 
that is a matter that must be largely dealt with in the discretii0 
of the t of Justice. : 
Mr. C DLER. I wish the Senator from Maine to take 


notice of the fact that the words which he has read, ‘‘ not exce'- 
ing,” have had very little effect. When those judges were ap 
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inted, and two of them were ex-members of Congress, being 
eft out of the present Congress, and went to the Indian Terri- 

tory, they went with all the extravagant notions derived from 
residence for many years in Washington. They were not simple- 
minded, economical citizens of the Indian Territory or of the 
prudent and humble State of Arkansas, or of Texas adjoining; but 
they went with all the extravagant notions engendered by being 
meinbers of a Democratic billion-dollar Congress. 

When they came to appoint their officials, the words ‘‘ not ex- 
ceeding ” im no limitations upon them. The Senator from 
Maine will notice 18 commissioners in the three districts, not ex- 
ceeding 6 in each district. The whole 18 were appointed. There 
are 12 deputy marshals, regular. If the Senator will look, I think 
he will find that the act said “ not exceeding 4 in each district.” 
“Thirty-three deputy marshals;” the Senator will see that is 
nearly 9 for each district, and the words ‘‘not exceeding ” are 
undoubtedly in the act. ‘‘ Eighteen constables;” that is 6 in each 


district. So the judges appointed all that the law allowed thei | 


to do, and the total amount of expenses is to be incurred. 
Congress adjourned the people had a right to expect—the Senator 
will not deny that—that the $50,000 would pay the expense of the 
courts in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think the people generally, the sixty or 
seventy million people, knew much about it. I do not think that 
anybody who had anything to do with making the appropriation 
believed that $50,000 would carry this business through a year. 
It was thought that it might serve to run the courts until Con- 
gress met in December, and it was the hope, when that provision 
was made a law, that it would run them until December. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Undoubtedly—— 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly it did not. 
have said. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is one of those cases where, imputing no 
special blame to anyone except as we are all to blame for the ex- 
istence of this system, it was perfectly known except to the people. 
I will modify my expression as to what the people had a right to 
expect—because they had a right to expect nothing—but it was 
not known to the people (I suppose the Senator will not object to 
that form of expression) that this district for which $50,000 had 
been appropriated would cost $260,000 for its court expenses, yet 
the full limit of marshals, deputy marshals, and commissioners 
has been reached, and this amount of money will have to be paid. 

Mr. President, I have not made these remarks without having 
some cause to complain of the expenditures in that district. Iam 
not able at present certainly to make specific charges as to the 
method in which justice is being administered in that district, but 
I have heard complaints as to the expenditures there. I believe 
that the expenditures are extravagant and that all is not as it 
should be in that district. 

Letters and oral suggestions have come to me in reference to 
the manner in which the court business is managed there, which 
lead me to believe that there is the same extravagance inaugurated 
in the Indian Territory in the management of the courts that 
clearly exists in various other parts of the country, and Imake my 
suggestions in the hope that when the committee come to scrutinize 
the appropriations for the next fiscal year they will see to it that 
the appropriations are made specific; that they will make no more 
appropriations than are necessary for conducting the public busi- 
ness, and that the committee will, if sible, devise some means 
of making the appropriations which Ene grant in the regular bill 
last the year out, instead of being expended in the first six months 
of the year, Congress then being subjected to a demand for the 
doubling orthe trebling of the appropriation for the succeeding six 
months in the year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the — on Appropriations was, on page 17, after line 18, to 
insert: 

Court of Private Land Claims: That the unexpended balance of the appro- 
a of — made for salaries and expenses of the Court of Private 

Claims the legisla 


tive appropriation act approved July 31, 1894, is 
hereby continued available for the same purposes until June 30, 1896. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 18, to insert: 


m.. or payment of fees and f expenses of the United States marshals and depu- 
es, year 1895, $230,5 


Mr. CHANDLER. The ap 


It was guesswork, as I 


4 opriation for this item, marshals 

- and , a8 it comes to the te is $960,000. The Senate 
c proposes to add for deficiencies for 1895, $230,572.34. 
I now take occasion to call attention again to the enormous 


Uilted aie court. growing increase, in the expenses of the 
Se the appropriation for the current fiscal year 
was $3,455,600. The House present appropriation is $3,006,000, 


461,600. I now of the total appropriations for 
Ualtek courts. Senate adds $299,000, making thecourts 
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of the United States for the current year, if no additional defi- 
ciency is appropriated for, and the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE} says there will undoubtedly be a further deficiency to 
provide for, cost the sum of $6,760,600. : 

The Attorney-General calls attention to this growing increase 
of the expenses of the United Statescourts. In the criticisms that 
I make I intend no reflection upon the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of this body, nor do I propose to make any remarks deroga- 
tory to the past or the present administration of the Department 
of Justice in Washington. I have no doubt the late Attorney- 
General and the present Attorney-General have been anxious to 
keep down expenses, but in spite of all that the heads of the De- 
partment of Justice have been able to accomplish the frightful 
increase in the expenses of the Department still goes on. 

I read from the report of the present Attorney-General, submit- 
ted November 30, 1895: 





The expenses of the Federal courts have steadily increased, as well as their 

business, as will appear by the following statement: 

‘iscal year Total expenses. 
1ssis Sain halaeiaree dips thisiay eesti $3, 84, BOR. 15 
Iss} sia li tals oe “ 1 (1. [SO 
1S00 4. at 
Iso] ee eee 4. me 
siti. 4A 
i linet cleat Maciel dl eesti ip ainiainncihacsbcisatincoi >, C28 
1894 

Incurred and paid in 1894____.._.._....... $4,551,973. 61 
Incurred in 1804 and paid in 1895.............- 1, 645, 726. 89 
6,19, 100. 50 
1895— 
Incurred and paid in 189% -.............. 5, 412, 718. 91 


And the Attorney-General adds in a note: 

Amounts yet to be paid to be added asappropriations are available for two 
years after the year for which they are made. 

The report of the House committee in charge of the bill, being 
Report No. 76, House of Representatives, present session, gives 
the amounts that they have inserted in the bill for United States 
courts as deficiencies at $3,242,582.19, and a table is given at the 
close of the report, headed ‘ Appropriations for expenses of 
United States courts and deficiencies therefor. fiscal years 1885 
1896,” which I will insert in my remarks without reading the 
whole of it at this time: 
Appropriations for expenses of United States courts and dejiciencies therefor, 

jiscal years 1835-1896. 
Regular appropriation for 1855 


2, 760, 000.00 


Deticiencies _............- eieiereyepeaeiantel hininisatsied inenptaniied 450, 060. 0D 
~~ appropriation for 1886 _-.... .-.. xs evccewceee SUG 
eNnciencies -.. eee a nani . iodesrteiaia 560), 236. 00 
Regular appropriation for 1&887___... . Slip: niahcindinaliaiata 2,994, 400.00 
Deficiencies -__._. ain calla wel aE $85, 360. 00 
Regular appropriation for 1888 -____-- siaitlilanah elicitin ditiacenniasatiin: Mn 
Deficiencies ‘ i ainltaaeindeteeiarinattatinaasiniemnp eatin tetanhilanaeniaiiies tntamaii 1, (24, 728.00 
Regular appropriation for 1880__....................... ..... 8,506, 600.00 
Deficiencies cn iit lelaeiaid aéekaakdianed heath athena iikckion 350, 219. 0D 
Regular appropriation for 1890___.............. 3, 575, G00. 0D 
Deticiencies  ialrsatTacacl ane 1, 156, 289.00 
Regular appropriation for 1891. _.....-- 3, 616, 600.00 
Detliciencies -_- i ascpsiobhindliciaiacbiioncheh dieeataneteastescteicingalbn sda 1, 423, 900.00 
Regular appropriation for 1892 on deiclaicdiiasacich , . 8,739, 100.00 
Deticiencies . : ee ae ae 1, 301, 123.00 
Regular appropriation for 1893____... ale ei ek alta ot . 8B, 330,600.00 
Deticiencies aA i Wee 2.177, 880.00 
Regu'ar appropriation for 1894___....__... 8,345, 000.00 
Deticiencies ate sleet inevibaieiie Sa ; 2, 758, 402.00 
Regular appropriation for 1895. ._.._. setts ciajreshahastinameitictihaptdatridlasdiibetieai 3, 505, 000.00 
Deticiencies lee a ar at a re ‘es 2 63, 200.00 
Regular appropriation for 1806. __.................................. 8, 455,600.00 
Amount in accompanying bill: 
at insti diet en ecemerissiibiatts alienating aasinseptitc tinal 3, 006, 000. 00 
en ois nelipsiion ecamminndvimaiaiaia 180, 238. 12 
UTTER viathigitiindaiamadanaiy 3, 887.21 
For 1894 and 1885... ..... ; aac 20, 506. 86 


But going back to 1885, we have the regular appropriation, 
$2,760,000 and the deficiencies $450,050, making about $3,300,000. 
Now, ten years after, we have the amounts doubled already, mak- 
ing over $6,000,000 that is to be provided for when the bill passes, 
and we have the assurance of the Senator from Maine that that 
will not be the total appropriation—that there will undoubtedly 
be a further deficiency to provide for. So it is probable that the 
court expenses for the present fiscal year, instead of bemg a little 
over $3,000,000, as they were ten years ago, will be about $8,000,000. 

I submit that Congress should take this subject into careful 
consideration, and see what the difficulty is and whether a remedy 
can be applied. It is folly to say that there has been any such 
natural increase of business as would produce these increased 
expenditures. The business of the United States in United States 
courts is not three times as great in 1896 as it was in 1886. Itis 
to be borne in mind that this is only the expenses of United States 
business. This appropriation does not include the salaries of the 
judges, and in addition to the United States litigation, criminal 
and civil, is the large amount of civil business in causes between 
party and party which is done in United States courts. 

There has been an increase of legitimate business, I know, but 
no such increase as that to which | have called attention. I read 
from the Attorney-General’s report: 


Great vigilance has been exercised and every effort made to keep down ‘he 
expenses connected with the Federal courts. Excessive and iliegal cha: 9 
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can in some measure be avoided 
but arrests and prosecutions on frivolous charges and flimsy proof, to which 


watchfulness and laborious investigation, 


part of these expenses is due, can not be peaveenes by this Department. This 
can be accomplished only by ans the system which, by making the fees 
of commissioners, marshals, clerks, and attorneys the source of their tee oan 
sation, nts a constant inducement to unnecessary arrests and lit: ion. 

The 40 per cent of unsuccessful prosecutions during the pest year, which is 
less than usual, does not, of course, include the cases wherein persons arrested 
are discharged on preliminary hearing, or those wherein the charges are ig- 
nored b ——. Not only do the fees of commissioners, and those of 
marshals and witnesses, with mileage, in these cases, cause a annual ex- 
a to the Government, but annoyance and loss of time are inflicted on those 

volved as parties and witnesses which indirectly work both material and 
moral injury to the public. Besides, a class of professional witnesses and in- 
—— grows up in many sections, to the scandal of the administration of 

justice. 


The tee calls special attention to some frauds in 
connection with the business of the United States courts in the 
State of Alabama. I do not see either of the Senators from Ala- 
bama in the Chamber, but I send to the desk and ask the Secre- 
tar: to read the clause in brackets which I have marked in the 
rt of the Attorney-General, 

a PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The discovery in northern Alabama of a widespread conspiracy amo! 
commissioners and deputy marshals to defraud the Government by means 0 


fraudulent charges of fees, and the recent conviction of such of the conspir- 
ators as failed to escape, only cali renewed attention in a striking way to the 


evils of the fee system. 
Mr, CHANDLER. I now ask the Secre toread the marked 
in brackets in Report No. 76, to which I have alluded, 
made . the House of Representatives January 20, 1896, beginning 
with the words “This exhibit” and reading to the end of the re- 
po * 
i PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as in- 


The Secretary read as follows: 


This exhibit shows for the period named a growth in the expenses of this 

ch of the pu service of more than 100 cent. The eayrnees for fees 

of United States commissioners have grown $127,150 for the fiscal year 

1889 to 000 for the current year, and the fees of witnesses bave increased 
1889 to the current year. 

reform in the law 


some 

ttee are well satisfied; but under the rules of 
premises other than to recommend the 
to meet the demands of this branch of 
er existing law, and toexpress the earnest 
recommendation that the p: committee or committees of the 
will take up the matter without Relay during this session, with a view 

to the enactment of proper legisiation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Co: now to the ding bill, I have in 
my hand a table which I insert in the Recorp, showing 
what has been done in reference to the year 1896 and what is pro- 

to be done. The appropriation for the whole year 

or the fees of marshals, it appears by this table, was $675,000. 
The House of ee now insert in the — g bill a 
deficiency of $960,000. I desire the especial attention of the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. Hak], as well as of the Senator from 
Colorado te TELLER] who is conversing with him, to this point. 
Here is a deliberately made appropriation of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the Senate of the last Congress, participated in by 
the Committee on Appropriations, a in by the Senator 
from Maine, by the aaker from Colorado, by myself as a mem- 
ber of this y, and oe appropriated for the fees of 
marshals. The other House now insert in this bill a deficiency 
of $960,000, and the Senate committee propose to add $230,000 
more. Now, 1 ask the Senators who are members of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations whether that is the way to do the public 


ess. 

Mr. HALE. No, itis not. Undoubtedly it is not. I referred 
to this matter before. It isa bad way. It comes from the other 
body. They did not last year claim or assert that the ap ria- 
tions made for the purposes indicated by the Senator from New 
Hampshire would carry the ent h the year or even 
through half of the year; but the claim was that it aa eee 
them around to ber, and that then it could be supplemen 
by a deficienc aero bill. I think that is a very bad 

ent. 


way, Mr. 

Mr. CHAND . We had in possession of the Government a 
President committed to stand by the interests and promote the 
welfare of the common people; we had a House of ta- 
tives elected in the interest of reform; and we had a te of 
the United States oe epetepentices © which were controlled 
the distinguished Se from 
see in his seat, as he alwaysis. That ngress 
that : was money enough for the marshals’ fees of the 
United States courts for the whole year; and now the House of 
Representatives is o to add $960,600 to the marshals’ fees 
for the current year, and the Senate committee, composed of the 
ablest Senators and embodying the best thought of the Senate, 

on 


t 
to add $280,578.84 to bill. 
Mr, CHAND: 


LER. Now I want to know why this is I want 
Maryland [Mr. Gonatas] as well 


to hear from the Senator from 
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as the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL} on this subje:+ jo. 
fore this $960,000 plus $230,000 is swallowed by the Senate, whic) 
I trust will in the Congress show some measure of re{o ry), 
Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator allow me to ask— “ 
Mr. CHANDLER. I see the Senator from Nebraska is |\),\);\, 
eagerly at me. After I hear from him I will be glad to hear /,), 
the Senator from Missouri. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the Senator (1) 

what he wants me to state. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New Hampshire uses tho «x. 
ression ‘‘ the best thought,” which has a strangely familiar s ...,4 
ere. I thought I would ask him whether he meant th. |). 

thought, which is represented of course on both sides of t)js 


me 


ber, upon the money question or upon questions of doi stic 
wer, CHAN 
Mr. C DLER. The question puzzles me, Mr. President, | 


will think it over and answer at length to-morrow. Now | wil] 
yield to the Senator from Missouri, if he wishes me to do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not understand exactly what the Sep. 
ator from New Hampshire desired me to say. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want the Senator to state whether it was 
wise legislation to appropriate $675,000 for fees of marshals fir the 
whole year and now to appropriate $960,000 plus $230,000 as 


deficiency. Is that the way to appropriate money for United 
States courts? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not know whether there was any wis. 
dom in itor not. It is hard to tell. Itis all we could get at the 
last session. It is all that would be allowed at that session. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Whyso? Why was not the Senate asked 


to app iate the proper amount, unless $675,000 was enouch’ 
Mr ‘COCKRELL e Senate appropriated as nearly ali th 
was desired as it could fet. 
Mr. CHANDLER. e estimate was $1,400,000. The Senator 
was chairman of the committee, and he let Congress go away 
after having appropriated $675,000—less than one-half the esti- 


hat 


mate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; there is no question about that, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Could not the Senator help that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Help it! I have not yet been able to finia 
ee coerce those who differ from you and have equal power 
with you. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I thought the Senator did that frequently. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I have never yet been ableto doit. I shouid 
be delighted to know how it can be done. There are som: siub- 
born and rebellious men here in the Senate on the silver question 


whom I would like to coerce and have them do something that was 
reasonable and just. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will accomplish more with me 
in that direction by coercion than persuasion. 
Mr. COCKRELL. No, no; the whole truth of the matter is 
that there was the estimate; the committee in the Senate in- 
the appropriation, and in conference it would not be 


Mr. CHANDLER. Now, that is what we are confronted with 
to-day. Six hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars was «p- 
propriated for the marshals, and ithasgone. The other Hous: now 

oposes to give them $960,000 more, and the banner of reiorm 

ving been transferred from the other side of the Chamber to 
this side of the Chamber, it is now proposed by the Senai: com- 
mittee to add $230,000. Mr. President, for one I am going to vote 
against that addition of $230,000 if I vote alone, and I shoul: like 
to vote against the appropriation of $960,000. a 

There was appropriated for attorneys’ fees $250,000, ani it is 
now proposed to appropriate $160,000 and $57,000 and $14,(\\), as 
will a by the table, as a deficiency. Theclerks were all wed 
by the of the reform Congress $175,000. The deficiency »ppro- 
priation is $155,000, and for 1895, $38,000, and for 1894, $10... and 
the Senate committee pro to add $19,000 more, making all 
together, as in the case of the marshals’ fees, more deficiency {00 
the original appropriation. 

Now, we come to the commissioners’ fees, and I want the special 
attention of the Senator from Maine to the situation of the © m- 
missioners’ fees, The junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. W\'- 
corr] will allow me to have the attention of the Senator from 


e. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I beg the Senator's pardon. ei 

Mr. CHANDLER. First I had to call off the senior Sen:tot 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and now the junior Senator {11h 
OLcoTT]; and I want the junior Senator froin: 
orado to see this. We appropriated $100,000 for commissivn'Ts 
fees for 1896. Now the other House proposes to appro)! \\° 
— for a deficiency, and $71,000, and $11,000, and $3,!\-.0 

ow, I ask the two Senators if that is the way to do busines. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, the conviction that the 5." 
tor from New Hampshire has forced upon me is to rise in indijniint 
protest at his statement a few moments ago that the Comite 
on tions embody either the best thought or the most 

in the Senate. 














Mr.CHANDLER. TheSenator has himselfrecently maintained 
that they embody the great bulk of wisdom and ought to have sub- 
stantially all the power of the Senate. 

We appropriated $600,000 for jurors’ fees. We are now called 
upon to appropriate $200,000 more for jurors’ fees. We appropri- 
ated $750,000 for witnesses’ fees. The proposed deficiency appro- 
priation in the bill as passed by the House is $750,000. We ap- 
propriated for the support of ee SO, and the deficiency 
appropriation is $365,000. Take bailiffs and criers. We appro- 

riated $150,000, and the deficiency is $70,000. The table is as 


ollows: 





Regular Regular 
estimatefor| appro- Present Senate 
the whole | priation | House de- com- 
yearending| forthe [ficiency bill} mittee’s in- 
June 30, whole gives— crease. 
1896. year. 

| ease EE RE RDERn tT REREE EERE 

Fees of marshals.......-.--- $1,400,000 | $675,000 | $960,000. 00 | * $230, 573. 34 

gop ke 351,000 | 250,000 | 160,000.00 |.......-..... 
ect ceralaceinccccncas-leceseecccenn| G0, CNR EN 14, 821. 85 

* fees: 

iis ssceien | 290,000 | 175,000} 155,000.00 |..........-.- 
IO cnccsccenccecsce cocvce Seen aaonieaseinsanend 38, 898. 35 19, 615. 52 
1804 «5 --—— 2 Se  cnnennaens eibinidiesiniichacnecncahi TIES Beictnsncccese 

issioners’ fees: 

Cones 290,000} 100,000 | 240,000.00 |:.........-.. 
TORE cc acecccccvcencecccccs| cocccces cnccesfoccece conc 71, 934. 28 8, 902. 65 
ee ct endlognetessnence-lodsess sassce TT Cetticn anascua 

Jurors’ fees 700, 000 600,000 | 200,000.00 * 108.45 

Witness fees 1,000, 000 750,000 | 750,000.00 | *80, 722.38 

Support of prisoners 640, 000 275,000 | 365,000.00 |..........--- 

Rent of court rooms, etc... 112, 000 50, 000 Gee OD }....4....2.. 

Bailiffs and criers: 
| Ey er 180, 000 150, 000 C0! ae 
eR uabdedonen| ccccense -ceselcccece wcccce DE tn dcedeauscece 

Miscellancons ae es 240, 000 170, 000 Bp hedcccncceccse 
i rict attor- 

= tas Laanesn vices og 50,000 25, 000 EE Siicicctewcnes 
trict attorneys, spec 

ag rer et 14,004.65 |............. 

District attorneys, regular. 121, 000 100, 000 SRL Todcecccccncce 

Receivers’ expenses ........|........------]------------ tf |) eee 

* For 1895. 


Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Maine asked very prop- 
erly: t is the remedy; what does the Senator from New 
Hampshire propose as aremedy? Of course, in view of all these 
excessive expenditures, as they have taken place in recent years, 
there have been under consideration bills for paying salaries to 
the district attorneys and the marshals instead of fees, but those 
bills have made no progress. I remember the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEsT] reported a bill fixing the salaries for district 
attorneys, and if I am correctly informed, after the bill came into 
the Senate the Senator from Missouri was obliged to submit to in- 
creases of the salaries pro by him all along the line, until 
finally, when the bill was overwhelmed by increases, the Senator 
from Missouri abandoned it, and we have heard no more from him. 
If we wait until by legislation fixing salaries and regulating the 
fees wesucceed in reducing these expenses down toa proper point, we 
shall wait in vain. The men who are interested in this iniquitous 
fee system will manage to bring influences to bear upon you, Mr. 

dent, and myself, and the other Senators on both sides of the 
Chamber, and upon the House of Representatives, and they will 
block all measures of reform in this direction. 

Therefore it is time, as it seems to me, to bring about reform 
here eee to appropriate for some of these deficiencies; and 
I myself believe that a most effectual remedy could be adminis- 
tered by this Congress by refusing to appropriate for the defi- 
ciencies for the compensation of the district attorneys and the 

I would not advise refusing to appropriate for the fees 
of the jurors or the fees of the witnesses. Mr. President, they 
are not to blame. The jurors are summoned by order of the 
court; the witnesses are summoned by order of the court; and, 
peg the deficiency for witnesses’ fees is reported as being 
more than the whole allowance for the year, I suppose the fees 
will have to be paid, and the jurors’ fees, which are a third larger 
than the appropriation, will have to be paid. 

But, Mr. President, these enormous expenses are caused by a 
ne; — administration of their offices by the district attorneys 
and the marshals. Fictitious and useless and unnecessary prose- 
cutions are gotten up by district attorneys and by marshals; and 
the way to put an end to the unnecessary litigation, which is pro- 
moted and fostered by the district attorneys and the marshals, 
and for which they are responsible, is to refuse to appropriate for 

deficiencies for the district attorneys and the marshals. I sin- 
cerely hope that the Committee on A propristions will be willing 
in some portion of this bill to apply that drastic remedy, which I 
conceive is the only way in which the extravagances which are 
Get in the conduct of the business of the courts of the 
nited can be restricted and put down. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me a word? 
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Mr. CHANDLER. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
reach—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to say to the Senator before he 
speaks that I have heard the same complaints made in reference 
to the administration of justice in the courts of the United States 
in South Carolina that exist in reference to Alabama, that there 
have been fictitious prosecutions there, and litigation gotten u 
and promoted for the purpose of increasing the fees of officers. 
have no data on the subject. I hope the Senator from South Car- 
olina can assist me in that direction. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Not being a lawyer,I have no facts except 
that two or three weeks ago I noticed in one of our State papers a 
very strong presentation by the district judge in his charge to the 
grand jury, or in some remarks to the grand jury, in regard to the 
abuses which are bringing about this enormous increase in ex- 
penditures. He charged the commissioners as being perhaps more 
responsible forit than anybody else, becanseif the marshal desires to 
institute proceedings—fictitious proceedings, you might say: those 
under color of justice, indeed, but merely to get a fee—unless the 
commissioner is in collusion he will throw the case out; he will 
not summon the witnesses, and will not bind the party over to 
court. Necessarily the commissioner and the marshal and the 
district attorney, perhaps all three working in collusion, bring 
about this cuniiiilen, weave the public money is wasted on wit- 
nesses. I Save seen them around our courts there. They are 
habitual witnesses. I have known of them. They make their 
living that way. They go about over the country and try to bam- 
boozle this negro or that into buying a bottle of whisky, and 
then they get the thing up and carry a whole team of negroes up 
to court, and get $2 a day, or whatever the fee is that the witnesses 
are paid. If you will pardon me, I do not intend any insinuation, 
or accusation of imbecility, or anything of that kind, but when you 
get up here and say that you do not know what to do,and try to 
put the burden on the Appropriations Committee, and say that they 
ought to stop recommending appropriations to pay this money, 
when the law permits it, I think is a confession that—— 

Mr. TELLER and others. Of imbecility. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, I think the Judiciary Committee ought 
to take hold of this matter, or some Senator, and bring in a bill 
here that would give us a system of salaries instead of the fees. 

Mr. HALE. That is just what ought to be done. The Senator 
has it right. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As long as we had trial justices in our 
State—— 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow me? 

Mr. TILLMAN. In one minute, as soon as I make the point. 
As long as we had trial justices in our State, that being the sys- 
tem—in other words, when they were paid by the case—our dockets 
were kept burdened with cases against negroes for stealing this 
chicken and having that little rumpus or fight, or something of 
that sort. In self-defense, to keep from being bankrupted by 
court expenses, we simply gave those fellows a fixed salary, and 
said, ‘‘ Here, you will get so much for the criminal business and 
you will not get any more.” Then when anybody came to one of 
the trial justices and said that John Jones and Tom Smith had a 
tight, he would say, ‘‘ Let them fight it out; I have got nothing to 
do with them. If you want a warrant, come up here and swear 
it out.” He would not send a crowd around to hunt up all these 
little cases. SoIsay you can not do anything with this matter 
until you fix the salaries here and make it to the interest of these 
men not to have litigation rather than to have it, because, unless 
they get a fee out of it, they will not want to do the work. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say, since the question has been 
raised, that the Committee on the Judiciary has this question be- 
fore itnow. The chairman is not present, but I recollect that at 
the last meeting he stated that at the next meeting of the com- 
mittee he should bring up the subject. of fees as a special subject 
for consideration. I wish to say to Senators, however, that it is a 
very difficult question to determine what the salary should be in 
all the different marshals’ districts, and what the salary of the 
commissioners should be and the salary of the clerks. It is no 
small job, as Senators will find out when the bill is presented 
here. I have no doubt that every Senator on this floor will find 
fault with the bill when it is brought in and insist that it is nota 
proper bill for his State; it may be all right for some other State. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is what we all did before when the 
Senator from Missouri had his bill up. 

Mr. TELLER. We had the same experience before in trying 
to adopt a different system, but we are still at it, and I suppose 
in due time we shall bring in a bill, and then I will expect the 
Senator from New Hampshire and other Senators to insist that 
there has been a great lack of judgment in regard to fixing sala- 
ries on the part of the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not wish to criticise the 
conduct of anyone in respect to appropriations. I believe that 
the present system of dealing with our appropriations is probably 


Certainly. 
I can perhaps assist the Senator in trying to 
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more expensive and faulty than that of any other parliamentary 

vernment. The manner in which our SS is made 
is a very loose one. The Secretary of the Treasury is required by 
existing law to submit to Congress at the beginning of each ses- 
sion estimates for the ensuing fiscal year. In the English Gov- 
ernment this is called the budget. 

Although we do not often like to cite the systems of other Gov- 
ernments as superior to our own, yet the system of the English 
Government in dealing with appropriations is infinitely better 
than ours. What is called the — is made upon the r nsi- 
bility of ministers who hold that office at the pleasure of Parlia- 
ment. Nobody deals with the estimates but the House of Com- 
mons. The House of Lords are not even allowed to cross a ‘‘t” 
or dot an ‘‘i.” There is no appropriation bill that passes between 
the two Houses. The appropriations are dealt with by the House 
of Commons. 

The budget of England is taken up in its ordinarycourse. Itis 
made up in the most scientific manner, giving details not only of 
the expenditures for the coming year, but of the expenditures of 
the past year, and giving it in a simple, brief form; it shows the 
amounts and gives the figures, but not in a long document or 
bill such as is now introduced in Congress. Indeed, when I en- 
tered Congress as a member of the House of Representatives there 
was but one bill appropriating money; that was called the appro- 

riation bill. The a have since been divided into I 

o not know how many bills—ten, twelve, or thirteen. Then there 

ee appropriation bills, which very rarely occurred at 
time. 

To consider the English budget the House of Commons would 
meet at an earlier hour than usual, only forty being required to 
attend to form a quorum, and they were generaliy persons con- 
nected with the financial affairs of the Government. They went 
over the various items one by one and they put down so many 
pounds, shillings, and pence for each parti item. That was 
carried through in committee of the House of Commons, and they 
rarely changed the appropriations. It was only under certain 
circumstances that they added to or deducted from the appranria- 
tions that were made, and those changes were noted in the udget. 
The budget at the close of its consideration was then reprinted. 
Thereupon an act of Parliament was » embracing pay 
a single of printed matter, in which the House of Commons 
placed at the service of Her Majesty the Queen and her ministers 





this budget. 
In a simple law of ee one the different parts of the 
budget were contained. I have one of them here before me, show- 


ing the characterin which they aremadeup. Thisis whatis called 
the civil budget. Then they had the gon bey and the naval 
budget. This is the form. [Exhibiting.] This budget 
shows not only the i expense to be provided for, but the 
amount given for the current year, the amount for the coming 
year, and soon. It is simply this estimate that was enacted into 
a law of aboutone or twopages. If there was to be anyspecial 
legislation attached to the budget on account of the ——— 
made by the budget that legislation was given. ve myself 
seen meres these. Therefore the acts of a session of Parliament 
of Great Bri would probably be contained in a thin Pa 
of 40, 50, or 60 , acts are carried into public laws of 
Great Britain. ey do not publish the estimates in the laws. 

The great objection now to our statutes is that more than two- 
thirds of the space is occupied in the printing of appropriations, 
when, asa matter of course, the appropriations made for one year at 
the end of the following year are of no account whatever; and yet 
we publish all the items in detail, and put them in our t folios, 
and thus cause an enormous deal of expense in printing and dis- 
tributing the laws. If you take up the acts of a Parliament you 
will find that they are contained in a comparatively small volume. 
If you take up the acts of one of our sessions you find it a great 
volume, simply because we print all these items in detail in the 
form of laws, all interest in which disappears in the course of 
twelve months. 

Mr. President, this controversy between the two Houses is very 
unfortunate. Asa matter of course, the Senate can not surrender 
its power to amend iation bills. The Senate has isely 
the same power to originate and prepare appropriation Js as has 
the House of Representatives, and there is no provision of the 
Constitution which im any restraint upon the Senate in 
dealing with appropriation bills precisely as it deals with all other 
subjects of legislation. But the very fact that these two Houses 
oy capoaing gation tbe ineasn eiicnedinpiameepettions whlch 

y opposing —the House app whic 
are necessary to be made and forcing the Senate to consider and act 
upon them—engenders controversy and collision, until finally the 

appears before a committee of conference, ‘ 
sometimes, great difficulties arise and large subjects may be 
stricken out or nm may be added. 

I do not know way in which this can be corrected, 
but my own idea wound 
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should give specifically in his estimates of appropriation eyor, 
item of expenditures approved wv him, and that book ought to jj. 
the basis of the action of the Committees on Appropriations 
the two Houses. The figures recommended by the retary 
the Treasury, who represents the executive department of : 
Government, of course should be subject to change, at their p|, 
ure, by the House of Representatives, and items added to or takc..y 
from it. That budget, with the recommendations of the Seep. 
tary of the Treasury, ought then to be sent to the Senate, and thor 
additions may be made either in the amount of appropriations ., 
in new appropriations or in reducing the old appropriations. Tho. 
whole would be shown as in the English budget, contained in 
book I hold in my hand, and all of the laws relating to appropri .- 
tions could be then transferred to the general laws of the Uniti] 
States, where they would not fill the space that ought to be resery.d 
for the ordinary legislation of the country. 

I have often conversed on this subject with my friend fry) 
Maine [Mr. Hatz], who, I believe, agrees with me in every res) 
and also with my friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. They con 
with me that this is a very difficult question to deal with. But, 
in my judgment,the Appropriations Committee could not di) a 
greater act of wisdom or a greater act of utility to the Congress of 
the United States than by adopting substantially the English 
tem in the mode and manner of making up their appropriati: 
If that were done the people of the United States could see exactly 
how much the executive department had recommended to be »)- 
pan for certain purposes, and they could see how much ‘ic 

ouse of Representatives had authorized for such purposes, aiid 
then what the Senate did on the same subjects; and each branch 
would be responsible for their action as to the recommendations 
contained in the budget. 

It seems to me that some such method, which could be easily 
adopted, would save an enormous sum of money now expend! in 
printing the appropriation bills, with the long array of figures, 
which are not printed in Arabic numerals, but by letters; and thi 
has to be repeated over and over again, because when a bil! i 
reported to the House it will probably be amended, and thi: 
reprinted, and when it comes to the Senate it will probably be 
amended and be printed more than once, and finally carried, with 
all ~ multitudinous details, to the great volume of which I have 
spoken. 

This is all wrong; and if the English system of the budget were 
adopted by Congress in substance, not perhaps in form, that 
budget to go through the tWo Houses of Congress, it would s:ve 
enormous expense. The people could then see who were resjn- 
sible for unnecessary expenditures or insufficient expenditures; 
they could see what the executive department had recommen#«(, 
what the House of Representatives had recommended, and wit 
the Senate had recommended, and then the action of the separate 
bodies, who must concur in the making of a law, and each of those 
bodies could be held responsible by the people of the United States. 
In my judgment the expenditures of the Government of the 
United States for the past ten or fifteen years have been far |- 
yond the necessary requirements of the public service, and | say 
that with full knowledge—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. And yet the appropriations made by Cvn- 
ae have been every year from twenty to thirty million dollars 

ow the estimates of the executive branch. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know that, but the executive department 
does not bind the Senatoror anybody else here. I should be gla‘, 
indeed, to see published in the budget all these different deta'!s, 
so as to show who is responsible for unnecessary expenditures. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does not the Treasury Department now )rac- 


3 
3 
1 


tically make out what might be called a budget, that is to s.y, 
does not that De ent report to Congress the estimates of 
appropriationsdesired by the Government in the different branclies 
of the public service? So the country can now see what the 
Administration recommends and what each House of Congress 


recommends by the passage of appropriation bills. Therefor: | 
am not sure that if the system suggested by the Senator shoul be 
adopted it would be any clearer to the public as to exactly what 
each House had done and what the Administration had recoi- 
mended. 4 
Mr.SHERMAN. Myfriendismistakeninhisconclusion. T!\'3 
document is not seen by 100 people outside of the Halls of Cun- 


gress. 
Mr. CULLOM. Suppose the Administration were require: ‘0 
make =. the oo calls a budget, how would the peo))'e 
n see that 
“=. SHERMAN. a7 would get to see that because that 
budget would be followed by the action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and of the Senate. 
Mr. CULLOM. Is not that so now to a great extent? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. 
Mr. CULLOM. I think it is. ; 
Mr. SHERMAN. The English budget is carried through until 
it is embodied in the law. All the appropriations in the budg-t 
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are made by the action of the House of Commons, according to 
the English system, but in our form of government the action of 
the two bodies would be shown in the budget, and their action 
would be printed in tabulated form in this way. [Exhibiting. ] 

Mr. CULLOM. I have seen that. alle 

Mr.CHANDLER. What is the essential difference between the 
English budget the Senator has in his hand and the United States 
Book of Estimates which the Senator from Illinois possesses? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The budget is sent very mach in this form 

exhibiting], and it isonly in slight matters changed. Here is the 

a of the budget as it appears and as it has been acted upon, 
together with the amount appropriated for the same object the 
preceding year. So that in England they have a much fuller 
account of what is done than have we. | 

I do not wish to find fault, but in my judgment the whole man- 
ner of making appropriations is unnecessarily expensive and in- 
volves the public in a large loss. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that I am 
for any reforms that can be adopted consistent with safe legisla- 
tion, and I agree with the Senator that there is very much print- 


ing done which ought to be avoided. The printing of appropria- | 


tion acts in the statutes of the country, to be generally circulated, 
seems to me to involve a very large expenditure which might be 
dispensed with, but I am not very clear that the system which has 
been adopted and acted upon for a good many years in this coun- 
try is not very nearly as good as the system of the British Gov- 
ernment referred to by the Senator. Each Department of the 
Government makes out its estimates of the amounts that will be 
required in its judgment for the different branches of the service 
under its control, and those estimates are sent to the Appropria- 
tions Committees of Congress. As a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate, I know those estimates have been 
the basis of the action of the committee in all matters for which 
estimates are made by the Government. We do not follow the 
estimates in every case, and ag the Senator from Missouri | Mr. 
CocKRELL] has said, the estimates of the Government are always 
very many millions beyond what the Congress of the United State; 


finally appropriates for the different subjects which we are called | 
upon to provide for, but if any improvement can be made in the 


system now in vogue I shall be entirely willing to favor it, as I 
said at the outset. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is probably my own fault that I 
am not able to appreciate the argument of the Senator from Ohio 


[Mr. SaerMaN]. If I understand him, he advocates appropria- | 


tions in bulk, as is done in the English Parliament. It has been 
my impression, derived from an experience of some years in this 
body, that the only safety in the way of appropriations is in seg- 
regating the bills and giving as close scrutiny as possible to each 
item. ie we desire to make limitless appropriations we should 
adopt the system of appropriation in bulk, and then Senators 
could absolve themselves from individual responsibility by throw- 
ing it entirely upon the Appropriations Committee. 

I do not appreciate the statement of the Senator that there is 
anything in the 
public. Any intelligent man at the close of any session, and even 
during the session, can see what has been the action of both 
Houses. There are tabulated statements at the end of every ses- 


creased appropriations. There is also a book of estimates fur- 
nished to every committee that has appropriations to make; for 
instance, to the Committee on Commerce as to the river and har- 
bor bill, and the Committee on Appropriations as to the other appro- 


propriation bills or estimates kept from the | 
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priation bills, which shows what each Department thinks it re- | 


quires to carry on itsspecial business. 


There are also explanations | 


given, and, if necessary, the head of a Department can be called | 


before the committee in order to make his statement and defend 
what might be called his budget. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. HALE. Asa part of the book of appropriations the very 
thing to which the Senator is referring is found every year. The 
bills from each House, the amount they carry, the additions 
which are made, the new salaries which are established, the reduc- 
tions, and everything are found, as the Senator says, in that book, 
which is furnished to every member. 

Mr. VEST. 1 so understand, Mr. President. I have never 
served upon the Appropriations Committee, but I have been a 
member of the Committee on Commerce since I have been in the 
Senate, and I know that is the unvarying custom in regard to the 
river and harbor bill, which gives rise to so much contention. 

There is another feature of the British system about which we 
have had some discussion in this Chamber, notably by the late 
minister to Germany, formerly our colleague, Mr. Pendleton, of 
Ohio—the feature which enables cabinet officers to appear before 
the legislative body and defend their appropriations. It has never 
been adopted in the United States, and I am not prepared to say 
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whether it would be a suitable reform or not. 
to the present discussion. 

I rose principally to express my gratification that the attention 
of Congress has been called to the great abuse of the fee system. 
I was for some years a member of the Judiciary Committee, and 
I devoted myself with great zeal and some little industry to pre- 
paring bills giving salaries to district attorneys, marshals, and 
clerks of Federal courts, instead of the present iniquitous and 
outrageous fee system. After long endeavor, I succeeded in hav- 
ing one bill reported to the Senate. That wasa bill fixing salaries 
for district attorneys, as stated by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], and I found that in almost every district 
the salary was thought to be too small, although it had been esti- 
mated by the Attorney-General of the United States during Pres- 
ident Harrison's Administration after careful examination and 
report. When that bill reached the Senate, I wiil not say every 
Senator, but I am almost prepared to saya majority of the body, 
offered amendments increasing the salaries of their respective dis- 
trict attorneys until the bill lost all shape and form as it had been 
reported, and I must say that I lost al! faith in the bill. Since 
that time I have at every session during five Congresses introduced 
similar bills, and they are now pending before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Senate and of the House of Representatives, andI 
am glad to say are receiving the attention of both committees. 

I could detain the Senate until my strength was exhausted, and 
certainly their patience, by giving instances of the abuse of the fee 
system, derived from testimony furnished by judges of the United 
States courts, and I have sent those letters to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. Ithas become aregular system of plunder and robbery, 
and the language isnottoostrong. There isa little coterie around 
every district court—I will not say every one, perhaps, but all with 
which 1 have any acquaintance in the West—of deputy marshals, 
hangers-on, creatures who subsist by dragging poor, ignorant men 
under pretended charges before commissioners who belong to the 
ring. They are then sent to jail in a distant town and kept there 
until everything they have goes into this maelstrom of official cor- 
ruption. I have now in my committee room, received this morn- 
ing inmy mail, a letter from a man who I know to be as honest a 
man as lives, who lives in southeastern Missouri, whose little estate 
has been swallowed up under acharge that he had trespassed upon 
public lands of the United States. He was dragged 250 miles, put 
into jail, forced to employ a lawyer, made to pay exorbitant fees, 


and finally permitted to go out after all that he had was taken 
away from him and with a debt against him of over $3800. This 


thing is net only of weekly, but of daily occurrence, and no district 
judge can prevent it. My old law partner is now the district judge 
of the western district of Missouri, and I have had a letter from 
him, which I sent to the Judiciary Committee, and I have con- 
versed with him frequently with regard to it. He says he seru- 
tinizes every item in those cost bills, cuts them down as far as he 
can, yet he can not prevent it, because those marshals are inter- 
ested in making a case or a pretended case, the commissioners are 
interested in binding the man over, and the clerks are interested 
in keeping it in court, until at last the poor alleged criminal is 
turned out a bankrupt. 

it is not only a crying outrage, but it is a standing reproach to 


| the Congress of the United States that we permit this thing to 
sion showing what the House of Representatives has done and | 
what the Senate has done, and which body has increased or de- 


go on, and I am exceedingly glad to know that others concur with 
me in the necessity for immediate action. 

There is another thing we must get rid of, and I will refer toit 
now. The courtsin the Indian Territory cost more thwa any 
other courts in the United States. I do not know—and I was about 
to ask the Senator from New Hampshire, when he was address- 
ing the Senate,if he could tell from the report of the Attorney- 
General, which I have not examined this year—what is the cost 
of those courts. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator that that point 
was discussed on the first clause on page 17 of the bill. For the 
expenses of the courts $50,000 was appropriated, and the deficiency 
was $210,000, making a total of $260,000. 

Mr. LODGE. They cost more than any other courts in the 
United States. 

Mr. VEST. Two hundred and sixty thousand dollars, then. 

Mr. CHANDLER. For the year. 

Mr. VEST. I should like the Senator to turn to the southern 
district of New York, embracing Brooklyn and the city of New 
York. Ido not know what was the cost there this year, but here- 
tofore the Indian Territory courts have cost more than the courts 
for the southern district of New York. If anybody wants to see 
this marshal system completely illustrated, let him go to the In- 
dian Territory, where it is a trade, a vocation—not a profession, 
for it does not rise to that dignity, but an ordinary vocation—to 
drag men hundreds of miles in order to take from them these 
fees. 

Mr. PLATT. When we were discussing the courts last year I 
examined this question and discovered that about one-third of the 
entire expenses of the Government for criminal prosecutions was 
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expended in the Indian Territory. I do not know what is the 
amount for the past year. 

Mr. VEST. That has been the result of my observation of the 
reports of the Attorney-General. . 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me a 
moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. The courts in the Indian Territory at this time 
are on the salary system, and not on the fee system. 

Mr. VEST. Of the western district of Arkansas? 

Mr. BERRY. In the Indian Territory, of which the Senator 
spoke, they have been on the salary system this last year. 

Mr. FRYE. The marshals are not salaried, are they? 

Mr. BERRY. The deputy marshals are salaried. The com- 
missioners, the marshals, and the district attorneys each receive 
a salary under a bill which was passed at the last session of Con- 
gress. I have not the —_ with me, but I will go to the Attor- 
ney-General’s Office in the morning and get them. I am informed 
by Judge Stuart, who was the judge of the court out there, but 
who recently resigned, that the cost under the salary system in 
the Indian Territory, with thirty-odd marshals, amounts to more 
than the cost of about 200 marshals while it was under the 
a system, and the records of the Attorney-General’s Office 

ow it. 

Mr. VEST. How is it for the western district of Arkansas? 

Mr. BERRY. They are unéer the fee system, as they always 
have been. 

Mr. VEST. How about the costs in that court this year? 

Mr. BERRY. I have not looked at that. Iwass ing of the 
courts in the Indian Territory. I will state that I have not the 
report, but I was so informed by Judge Stuart. I shall, however, 
call on the Attorney-General and get the official figures, and if I 
have made an incorrect statement, I shall correct it. 

Mr. VILAS. By permission of the Senator from Missouri, I 
will say that a bill is now pending before the Committee on the 
Judiciary in which it is proposed to restore in part to the Indian 
Territory the fee system with reference to marshals. By the bill 
which was adopted last year, after a great deal of consideration, 
salaries were provided for marshals, and it has turned out practi- 
cally that the system is very inefficient, and at least as expensive 
as the fee system. A subcommittee of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary has had the subject under consideration, and have heard 
Judge Stuart and others in relation to it, and a bill will be before 
long reported in which an effort will be made to combine the two 
systems, with the hope that both economy and efficiency will be 
better secured, 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, if you give to the judges the 
unlimited power of appointment or to the marshals with the ap- 
proval of the judges, it is no reformat all. I supposed that I had 
something to do, in an advisory way anyhow, in regard to the bill 
as to the jurisdiction of the courts in the Indian Territory, and 
that we had limited the number of marshals. Perhaps we put the 
limit at too large a number. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. My recollection is that the statement of Judge 
Stuart was that under the present salary system there are fewer 
deputy marshals provided for, and that those salaries have cost 
more this year than about 200—I will not state the number spe- 
cifically—de a cost under the fee system. If that is 
not correct I will correct it when I get the figures to-morrow from 
the Attorney-General’s Office. 

Mr. VEST. When I speak of the courts in the Indian Territory 
I mean to include the court having jurisdiction in that Territory 
which is located at Fort Smith. 

Mr. PALMER, That has been taken away. 

Mr. VEST. I understand it has been; but I ke of the ex- 
penses as they had been. I remember very well that we have 
taken away that jurisdiction, and an attempt is being made, as I 
understand, to restore it. Great complaint been made of the 
legislation had by Congress; but, in any event, there is no ques- 
tion, if we take the statements of the United States judges and of 
intelligent and honest lawyers, that the fee system is a reproach 
and scandal to the j rudence of the United States. 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. ident, it is evident, I t to the 
Senator in charge of the bill, that we can not finish it to-night, 
and I ask him to eee “7 for a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 





HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The follo bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 
A bill (H. R. 8279) to authorize the reassessment of water-main 
taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other appoees 
A bill (H. R. 4785) to incorporate the Nati niversity; 
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A bill (H. R. 5488) to provide for the incorporation and reyy],. 
tion of medical colleges in the District of Columbia; , 

A bill (H. R. 5490) to license billiard and pool tables in the p 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and «,y- 
gery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish pe: 
violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 98) directing the Secretary of War 
to cause Lieut. Col. Jared A. Smith, Corps of Engineers, to sy}. 
mit a plan and estimate for the further improvement of Conneut 
Harbor, in the State of Ohio, was read twice by its title, and ye. 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

The bill (H. R. 2654) to amend an act entitled “An act to punish 
false swearing before trial boards of the Metropolitan police force 
and fire department of the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes, approved ap | 11, 1892,” was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask that that bill may lie on the table 
and not be referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, in the ap. 
sence of objection. 

The bill (H. R. 4810) extending the time within which the Mary- 
land and Washington Railway Company shall be required to com- 
plete the road of said company, under the provisions of an act 
of Congress approved August 1, 1892, as amended by an act of 
Congress approved March 2, 1895, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask that that bill may lie upon the tale. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, it 
will be so ordered. 


BIRTHDAY OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 


Mr. HALE. I should like to have the Senate take up the bill 
providing for making the 12th day of February, the birthday of 
Abraham Lincoln, a national holiday. I ask that it may be taken 
up and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill the title 
of which will be read for information. - 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1999) to provide for the observance 
of the 12th day of February as a national holiday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HILL. I do not rise to object to that bill, although [ had 
intended to propose 21 amendment to it. Under the peculiar cir- 
cumstances in which it is presented now, I shall offer no op)osi- 
tion toit. The amendment I intended to propose I shall introduce 
as a separate bill, to create Jackson’s birthday a national holiday. 

Mr. HALE. I think it would be a fitting and perhaps a grace- 
ful thing that the bill should be passed to-day, this being the 12th 
af February. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not wish to come in ungraciously in this 
matter, I am sure, but I am opposed to creating any more national 
holidays. I think there is danger that we shall run into the ex- 
treme that we find in some countries, where there are so many 
saints’ days that the people are seriously deprived of opportunities 
to work. I believe I shall object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. HALE. Of course the bill can only be considered at this 
time by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maryland. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate a until to-morrow, Thursday, February 
18, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


iS- 


hs 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
(Continuation of legislative day of Tuesday, February 11, 15°.) 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 10.30 
a, m. by the S er. ' 

Mr. DERKWOOD. Mr. Speaker, in the discussion now betvre 
the House, Representatives have repeatedly stated that they were 
friendly to silver, but that they could not vote for a concurrence 
in the Senate amendment; that they were bimetallists, but that 
they did not believe that bimetallism could be maintained by !'-° 
co of silver. Those propositions, Mr. Speaker, are as irrec 
oncilable to my mind as would be a proposition to advance the 
doctrines of Christianity by building a temple to Mahomet. Ii 
there is ars of benefit to the people, or of benefit to the prox- 
ress of ci tion, in the coinage of the white metal, it does 
lie in the maintenance of the parity of that metal on the same 
basis that we maintain a paper circulation. It does not lie in the 
fuct that we can maintain a silver dollar in circulation by reason 
of the redemption of that dollar with a gold dollar, 
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If there is any benefit to be derived from the future coinage of 


” 


with money but with paper, or ‘‘ confidence.” But then the ques- 


the silver dollar, it must be in the fact that it is recognized as one | tion arises, Is there enough gold to act as the other 5 per cent? 
of the money metals of the world on equal terms with gold. For Admitting that the theory of these gentlemen who contend for 
many centuries these two metals, gold and silver, have together, | this confidence money is correct, it must be remembered that 


by reason of peculiar properties by which one became the comple- 
ment of the other, assisted in solving the great economic problem 
of supplying money for the world, but to-day there are gentlemen 
upon the floor of this House who maintain that because in 1872 an 
ounce of silver was worth $1.29, and because to-day it has fallen 
to a valuation of 674 cents, those countries that maintain a mono- 
metallic gold standard have won the victory and silver has passed 
out of circulation as one of the money metals of the world. They 
overlook the fact that with increasing trade and commerce there 
has arisen a greater demand for metallic money, and that the mis- 
take by which the bond of union between the two metals was arbi- 
trarily severed becomes more apparent every day. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the proposition that I believe and contend 
for is this: That although silver has been disgraced temporarily, 
that although it is no longer performing its functions as a money 
metal, the ie will come, and is sure to come, when the world 
must once more recognize it in its proper function of making 
part of the money of the civilized world. I find from an exami- 
nation of the figures that since 1493 there has been produced in 
the world only $8,500.000,000 of gold and $10,131,000,000 of silver. 
This gold and silver that was produced and has been coined into 
money of the world has disappeared to a great extent. It must 
be borne in mind that, although these metals seem to be imperish- 
able, a dollar never passes from one hand toanother but, by reason 
of the wearing of the coin, it loses part of its existence; that 
never a ship goes down at sea or a house burns down on land that 
does not destroy part of the coinage of the world. 

Now, in our present civilization money is just as necessary to 
the onward movement of the wheels of civilization as it is neces- 
sary to oil the machinery of a great locomotive. In the first stages 
of the world’s history men resorted to barter as a means of carry- 
ing on trade; but to-day money of some kind is absolutely neces- 
sary in order that the business of the world may go on. 

The real question, Mr. Speaker, that is here for our consideration 
is a business question. It is not a question as to whether we are 
friendly to silver, whether we want to erect a temple and fall 
down and worship some particular metal, but it is a question as 
to whether we propose to do our duty to the people of the United 
States; whether we propose to put the money of this country on 
asafe and sound basis for the future; and if we propose to do that, 
Mr. Speaker, I contend that we must in the future recognize both 
of these metals as money units. If we fail to do so, then we must 
go to paper circulation and fiat money. 

I find it stated by Mr. Muhleman in his work on the mone- 
tary systems of the world, which is considered good authority on 
this question, that there is at present in existence in the world 
$4,135,000,000 of gold; that the silver coinage of the worldamounts 
to $4,494,000,000; that the uncovered paper circulation of the world 
amounts to $2,455,000,000. This makes the entire money of the 
world $11,084,000,000. That is the total amount of money in ex- 
istence to transact the business of the world, containing a popula- 
tion of 1,450,000,000 of people. If we do not have sufficient money 
to facilitate the exchange of commodities, to that extent business 
must languish and stagnate. To illustrate: If ten thrashing ma- 
chines will winnow the wheat of a single county, and it requires 
those ten machines to winnow the wheat for that entire county, 
and the work can not be done with a less number, then if you re- 


duce the number of machines by one, leaving only nine, one-tenth | 


of the wheat produced in that county must perish and be of no | 


service toman. On the other hand, if the number of your ma- 
chines remains stationary and your crop of wheat increases 10 per 
cent, then you can thrash only nine-tenths of the wheat raised 
in that county, and the other tenth must be left to destruction, 
and can not be used for the benefit of the community; and the 
same is true of business generally. Business is carried on by vir- 
tue of the ability of the business men of the world to obtain the 
money that is required to conduct their business. If there isa 
short supply of money in a country, or in the world at large, to 
that extent business interests must be hampered and prevented 
from expanding to the full extent to which they would otherwise. 
But, as I have shown, there is only about four billions of gold 
money in the whole world. 
Now, if we go to a gold standard, if we propose to look to 
gold alone as the money metal of the world, it follows that we 
reduce our coin money more than one-half. I know it is 
contended, and contended by gentlemen here, that a large pro- 
portion of the business of the world is done on ‘‘ confidence” 
money. Sir, I admit that it is; I admit that a great many of the 
business transactions of the world are settled with notes, with 
checks, with drafts, and, for the sake of the argument, I will ad- 
mit that the contention of Mr. Muhleman is correct, and that 95 
per cent of the business transactions of this country are settled not 








their theory is based on the proposition that we have the other 
5 per cent in real money on which this confidence money is 
based. 

Mr. Speaker, is there enough gold in the world to supply that 
5 per cent of real money as a basis for this confidence money? I 
in tide that no one will contend that we have more money to-day 
in this country than we need. I take it that there is no gentle- 
man here who wili contend that we ought to contract the cur- 
— of the United States rather than expand it. To show how 
much money we need as a basis for this confidence money, I will 
call attention to the fact that from 1878 to 1892 the exchanges of 
the clearing houses of the United States increased from $27,814,- 
000,000 to $62,109,000,000. In other words, there was an average 
increase of business, as shown by the clearing-house reports of this 
country, of over $2,500,000,000 a year within the period I have 
named. Now, of course that did not represent the entire expan- 
sion and increase of business in the United States. It represented 
merely the increase that is shown by the bank clearings, which 
was largely confined to the cities of thiscountry. But admitting 
for the sake of the argument that these figures do show the expan- 
sion and increase of the business of the whole conntry, and admit- 
ting that 95 per cent of that new business is done on confidence, 
and that it requires only 5 per cent of real money to carry it on—— 

{Here the hammer fell.| 

On motion of Mr. KENDALL, the time of Mr. UNDERWoop was 
extended for five minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, to take up the chain of 
thought where I left off, if this increased business, averaging 
$2,500,000,000 a year, requires for its proper transaction a 5 per 
cent increase of coin money, then we shall require over $100,000,000 
of new money in the United States every year to carry on this 
additional business. Now, where is the new money to come from 
if we do not coin silver? If we are to drive silver out of existence 
as a money metal and to retain gold as the sole basis and unit of 
value, where is this new money to come from? 

The statement of the Director of the Mint shows that in 1894 
the entire production of gold in the world amounted to only 


| $180,000,000, and that $33,515,000 of this gold was used in the arts, 


leaving only $147,000,000 for coinage purposes and to increase the 
money of theworld. As I have already shown, if these clearing- 
house figures are correct, in order to serve as a basis for this 
increased business we must have over $100,000,000 of new money 
in this country alone; but there is only, as shown by the figures, 
$147,000,000 of gold produced in the entire world that is available 
for coinage purposes. 

Now, if we consume $100,000,000 of that $147,000,000 of gold, 
where is the balance of the world to get its gold or its coin with 
which to transact its business; and it must be remembered that 
our share of this gold would be less than $5,000,000 if all get their 
share. I know it will be answered that we shall have bank 
notes, we shall have paper money redeemable in coin. But, Mr. 
Speaker, when you have paper money redeemable in coin you 
require more than 5 per cent as a basis of circulation. I under- 
stand the best authorities state that there should always be one- 
third of coin on which to base your paper circulation; it is not 
contended by anyone that banking Gaatnen can be done on a 
safe basis unless you have one dollar of coin for every three dol- 
lars of paper. Thus it is shown that your pyramid of confidence 
transactions, of confidence money, will become top-heavy and 
must fall, unless the base of coin money is sufficiently broad to 
support it. 

But, you say, ‘‘ We are willing to coin silver as fast as we can”; 
but how? You want to coin silver and support it by reason of 
the fact that it is redeemable in a gold dollar. Mr. Speaker, I 
assert that if that is the basis on which you want to coin silver, 
then so far as the people of this country are concerned, so far as 
the civilization is concerned, you might as well wipe out silver 
entirely and simply issue paper notes; because when you support 


| silver on that basis you are not given it its true function asa 


money metal; you are only supporting it by the fact that it has 
the credit of the Government to sustain it. You are not making 


| the base of your currency system any more stable than it was 


before. 
{Here the hammer fell. ] 


[Mr. COX addressed the House. 
[Mr. BRUMM addressed the House. 


See Appendix. ] 
See Appendix. j 
And then, on motion of Mr. LAcEy (at 11 o’clock and 58 minutes 


a.m., Wednesday, February 12, 1896), the House adjourned unti 
12 o’clock m, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, February 12, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
H. M. Coupen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


BOUNDARY LINE BETWEEN ALASKA AND BRITISH NORTH AMERICA. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, [am directed by the Committee 

on Appropriations, to whom was referred Senate joint resolution 

(No. 39) making an a of $75,000 to defray the ——— 

of locating the boundary line between the Territory of Alaska 

and British North American territory, having considered the 

same, to report it back and recommend its passage without amend- 

ment. 

I merely desire to say that, after a full consideration, the com- 

mittee was unanimous in recommending the appropriation. I 

wish to yield a short time to the gentleman from New Jersey =. 

Prexey}) who is a member of the committee, touching this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint weprintion a. 39) = an eee octnn ck al joint = 
0 6 boun ween Alaska 

fhe British North territory. re 


American 
Resolved, ete. iency of forthwith negotiating a 


That in view of the ex 
convention with Great Britain for marking con t points upon the one 
where it forms, under 


hundred and forty-first meridian of west 
existing treaty provisions, the boundary line between the Territory of Alaska 
and the British North American tory, and to enable the President to 
execute the provisions of such convention without delay when concluded, the 
sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is 
proprldted to bo tmm out of any moneys in the eens not otherwise ap- 
, to be immediately available, under the onof the President, 
ray the share of the United States in the joint expense of locating said 

me mar an international commission. 
Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the committee, I de- 
sire to say only a few words in explanation eens es ote 
— resolution, because there has been and is a good of con- 
on in the — mind, and possibly in the minds of some mem- 
bers of this House, as to what is the exact status of the contro- 
v ,in so far as it has becomea sear nt Cees the bound- 
ary line which divides the Terri of from British North 
America. By a treaty concluded een this country and Rus- 
sia in the aoe 1867 the Russian North American ions 
were ceded to the United States, and the eastern boundary line of 
those ons (now called Alaska) was declared to be the same 
boun laid down in the convention or treaty concluded between 
Great Britain and Russia in the year 1825. That boundary line 
has two parts, and each of these parts has given rise to something 
of controversy; but these controversies have not yet reached an 

unfriendly stage. 

By the treaties just mentioned, the eastern limit of Alaska is 
described as ‘‘Commencing from the southernmost point of the 
island called Prince of Wases Island,” in latitude 54° 40’ north, 
and ascending to the north along the channel called Portland 
Channel as far as the point of the continent where it strikes the 
fifty-sixth degree of north latitude, and from this point following 
**the summit of the mountains situated parallel to the coast as 
far as the point of intersection of the one hundred and forty-first 
degree of west longitude,” and from that point of intersection fol- 
lowing the one hun and forty-first meridian to the Frozen 


n. 
But it was further provided— 
That whenever the summit of the mountains which extend in a 
coast from 
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of intersection of the one hund and forty-first degree o: west longit ne 
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shail prove to be at the distance of more 

ocean, the limit * * * ape OR to winding of 

ale Tg which shall never exceed distance of 10 marine leagu 
erefrom. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, it has been found that in fact the topogra- 
phy of the cranier, from the commencement of this eastern 

undary line to the point where it meets the one hundred and 
forty-first meridian, is different from what it was supposed to be 
at the time of the making of the Russo-British treaty of 1825, and 
therefore disputes have recently arisen as to the true location of 
that pas of the bo . In 1884 the Canadian authorities, 
abandoning the location wn by ail published maps for many 
years, claimed for the first time in an official map that the line at 
its commencement, instead of ascen the Portland Canal 
should ascend an ay lying some ce farther west and 


called Behm Canal. te a territory 
which has always been consi a part of Territory of 
Alaska, and which equals in area the State of icut. 


u 
Still later, in the year 1887, a claim has been made by the Cana- 
remaind 


dian ae oe cree this portion of the bound- 
ary 0 pushed nearer ocean than previous 
sho it to be. This claim arises from the fact that whereas 


treaty called for the ‘“‘ summit of the mountains” to be followed 
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from the latitude of 56° in a northwesterly direction, subsequ: 
surveys have demonstrated the fact that there is no range of 
mountains which will answer the descriptionin that clause of {{)> 
treaty. But, according to our contention, this makes it necessary 
to fall back upon the second branch of the description, which «cc 
clares in effect that in case there shall be no range of mountains 
within the limit of 10 marine leagues from the coast, extendin. 
in a northerly direction from the latitude of 56°, the line sha 
follow the windings of the coast and be nowhere more than 
marine leagues distant therefrom. That, in short, is one branc}; 
of the controversy. 
In 1892 a convention or agreement was concluded between th) 
Government of the United States and the Government of Great 
Britain, which had for its object a joint or coincident topogra))h- 
ical survey of the southeasterly territory of Alaska, from the lati- 
tude of 54° 40’ to the point where the one hundred aad forty-firs: 
meridian is encountered, in order to ascertain the facts and d;:. 
nece to enable us to determine where, according to the s})irit 
and intent of tive treaty, the boundary line should be located. T)).:t 
joint survey iis been ee and a report was signed by the 
commissioners on the 3ist day of last December, but the maps have 
not yet been engraved and the matter is not in a condition to bo 
laid before Congress. I may say, however, that we are assured by 
the officials representing the Coast and Geodetic Survey that their 
surveys have demonstrated the fact that there is no range of 
mountains such as at the time the treaty was concluded between 
Russia and Great Britain was assumed to exist, and no range of 
mountains to which the language of the Russian treaty of 1867 can 
ply. Therefore the claim on behalf of the Government of tho 
nited States is and must be that the Territory of Alaska, that 
is, the southeasterly portion of it, shall be bounded to the eastward 
by a line distant 10 marine leagues from the coast and following 
the windings of that coast. 
Mr. KNOX. Does the tleman mean the coast of the main- 
land or the coast of the islands? 
Mr. PITNEY. I was coming to that, Mr. Speaker. On tho 
Canadian side of the question two claims are made. In the first 
place, they claim that while there is no range of mountains distant 
10 marine leagues from the coast or thereabouts, there is a ranve 
of mountains very near to the coast of the mainland, and that the 
line should be run there near the coast, which would leave in 
British territory a large part of Taku Inlet and a large part of 
— Canal, two great estuaries which extend into the interior.’ 
is would bring the British possessions down very close to tho 
ocean, and at the same time the American Territory of Alaska 
would be dismembered, and it would be impossible for us to pro- 
ceed by land from one part of that Territory to the other without 
the consent of the British authorities. Moreover, the British Gov- 
ernment could establish fortifications upon tide water, could run 
a branch of the Canadian Pacific Railway to Taku Inlet or to 
Lynn Canal, and could thus control those two great entrances ito 
the interior of the country. The second claim on the part of tlie 
iansis that the 10 marine leagues, or 30 nautical miles, equiv- 
alent to about 35 statute miles, which are to be the limit of the 
width of this portion of our possessions, should be measured not 
from the coast of the main continent, but from the outermost 
edge of the archipelago which fringes the continent. The result 
of allowing that claim would be to throw the control of all theso 
waterways into British hands. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, it is not necessary to discuss the matter fur- 
ther to show to the House how great isthe importance of this ‘is- 
te. As yet the matter is in a friendly position between our 
Rcvensenea and the authorities of Great Britain, and it is desira- 


ble that it should be left in a position of amicable adjustment 
between the parties. 
The second great question between the British authorities on 


the one side and the Government and people of the United States 
on the other relates to the true location upon the surface of the 
earth of the one hundred and forty-first meridian of west lon 
tude, and it is to this branch of the subject that this present reso 
lution mainly relates. In regard to that meridian no doubt arises 
from the language of the treaty. The doubt arises only in at- 

to mark upon the earth’s surface the location of the 1c- 
ridian. t location is to be ascertained by astronomicai survey 
not by the ordinary phical survey, but by observation 0! 
the stars, and it is a very expensive operation and requires a grei\t 


Now, money has already been spent under the authority of the 
United States Government, and some also by the Canadian or 
Britishauthorities, for the purpose of ascertaining with such deg? 
of certainty as human o ation mits where the one hun 
dred and forty-first meridian runs. At some points along the line 
both the Canadian surveyors and our own have made observ*- 
tions. At one point—at the crossing of Forty Mile Creek—th 
two surveys are only about 6 feet apart; in another place—at th» 
Yukon River—they are 618 feet apart. The meridian has been 
located with this approximate degree of accuracy upon the prin- 
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cipal water courses which form the highways by means of which | 
miners and other immigrants enter the country. 
it is very desirable, in the opinion of the Department of State; | 
in the opinion of the Senate, who have passed this joint resolu- | 
tion, and in theopinion of the Committee on Appropriations, who 
have reported it to the House, that this survey should be promptly 
completed by duly authorized commissioners on the part of the | 
Dominion of Canada and duly authorized commissioners on the 
part of the Government of the United States; that an agreement 
should be reached and monuments should be set up at all the | 
principal oints along the one hundred and forty-first meridian, | 
in order that settlers and others shall be able to tell whether any | 
particular spot is in the British possessions or is United States ter 
ritory. So soon as the principal points may have been ascertained | 
by astronomical survey and monuments erected upon the ground, | 
those points may be connected by lines run by the ordinary meth- 
ods of triangulation. — ; ; 
This appropriation is called for in order to enable the engineers 
on the part of the United States to join with those on the part of | 
Canada in completing this survey. The proposition was made to 
our Department of State last summer on the part of the Dominion 
of Canada that we should either join in the expense of a joint | 
survey or that we should adopt provisionally the results of a sur- | 
yey which had been partially completed by Mr. William Ogilvie 
in behalf of Canada, and in the event that we did provisionally | 
adopt his survey we should pay one-half of the expense incurred. | 
It was thought best that we should enter at once into a conven- | 
tion or agreement in order to have a definite survey made and | 
agreed to by both parties and to have the location of the one hun- | 
} 


dred and forty-first meridian marked by visible monuments. | 
This is desirable not only with reference to the disputed territory 
on that meridian, but in order to lead to an amicable arrange- 
ment, which, it is hoped, may soon be entered into with regard to | 
the disputed territory along the southeastern part of the boundary. 

Mr. LOUD. I desire to ask the gentleman what powers are now | 
vested by law in this commission? 

Mr. PITNEY. None, as yet; no agreement has yet been made: 
no commission has yet been appointed. 

Mr. LOUD. Would not the passage of this resolution empower 
that engineering commission to locate the line, and would it not 
thus become fixed? 

Mr. PITNEY. Thatis the object of the appropriation. The 
passage of this resolution, however, does not conclude the Govern- 
ment of the United States in this matter. It simply enables the 
President to enter into a convention with Great Britain, subject 
to the approval of the Senate, and then to appoint commissioners 
to represent us in such a joint survey. 

Mr. LOUD, Then this does not take the matter ultimately out 
of the hands of Congress? 

Mr. PITNEY. No; not at all. 

Mr. mga I now yield to the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
SAYERS]. : 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise only for the purpose of cor- 
recting a rumor that has gone out into the country and which I 

| 


have seen printed in some of the newspapers—that the United 
States Government, or rather the Coast and Geodetic Survey, has 
adopted the survey made by the Canadian authorities in regard | 
to the line running southeast of Mount St. Elias. That is not | 
true. There have been parties at work in making that survey— | 
the Canadian party and the American party. These two parties 
have been broken up into smaller parties. With each Canadian 
party there has always been a representative of the American 
Government, and with each American party always a representa- 
tive of the Canadian Government; and the information we have 
is that the American parties have made about two-thirds of the 
survey, and the most important part of it. 

Mr. PITNEY. Will the gentleman permit astatement? With 
regard to the ‘entarephicel survey from the vicinity of Mount 
St. Elias to the vicinity of the Portland Canal the method 
adopted has been this: There have been about a dozen American 
parties in the field, and with each of them there has been a 
Canadian representative, and there have been ten or a dozen 
Canadian parties in the field, with each of which there has been 
an American representative. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. PITNEY. Each one of those parties has covered a certain 
section of territory. The American surveys have in that way cov- 
ered the whole of the territory from the coast line to and beyond 
the 10-marine-league limit, and the Canadian surveys have cov- 
ered the greater part of the same territory, each party having 
with it, as I have already said, a representative of the other | 
Government. 

Mr. SAYERS, The American parties have accomplished about 
two-thirds of the entire topographical survey. 

Mr. KNOX. Will the gentleman [Mr. Prrvex] who last occu- 
pied the floor yield for a question? 

Mr. PITNEY.  Certai y: 
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_Mr. KNOX. Does this resolution provide for a resurvey of the 
line in southeastern Alaska? 

Mr. PITNEY. No. 


The survey of the country in southeastern 
Alaska—the topographical survey—has been completed, but the 
maps have not been engraved, so that they are not available at 


this time. 


Mr. KNOX. 


If that is the true line, whether it be the line of 


the coast or the continent, or the westerly line of the island, 
would there be any need of a resurvey? ; 

Mr. PITNEY. As I understand your question, no. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 


joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, and, being 
read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4145) toamend 
section 1309, Revised Statutes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(S.1717) to grant to the city of Charleston, S. C., the use of cer- 
tain real estate in said city on which is situated the building known 
as The Exchange; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested. 

CHRISTIANS IN ARMENIA, 

Mr. SORG. Mr. Speaker, lask unanimous consent at this time 
to consider, or to have read and printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, a joint resolution passed by the general 
assembly of the State of Ohio petitioning Congress for the pro- 
tection of the Christians in Armenia. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, Iam compelled to ask 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the execution of the 
agreement of the House with reference to debate upon the Senate 
amendment of the bill H. R. 2904, ; 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman allow mea moment 
re-referred a bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the recular order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move thatthe House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill H. R. 2904. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. PAYNE in the chair. 


for the 


to have 


BOND REDEMPTION FUND, 
[Mr. DOLLIVER addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
[Mr. McMILLIN addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, my attention was attracted 
awhile ago by a remark of my honorable friend from Iowa | Mr. 
DOLLIVER] that there were many things relating tothe money ques- 
tion which we did not know. Yet one of the conspicuous, and I 
may say interesting, features of this protracted discussion of the 
money question has been the sublime certitude at which all the 
speakers seem to have arrived in relation to all these complex and 
intricate problems. I was reminded of a colloquy between two 
characters in that inimitable play of Shakespeare, Henry VI, a col 
loquy between Plantagenet and Somerset. The former said that 
the truth on his side was so naked that any purblind eye could find 
it out. Somerset replied, ‘‘And on my side the truth is so clear, 
so shining, and so evident that it would glimmer through a blind 
man’s eye.” 

It is not so with me. Iam not vain enough to indulge the ex- 
pectation that I can make my opinions so commanding, strong, 
and convincing as to overthrow the supremacy of prejudice or 
break the tyranny of preconceived opinion over any mind, or even 
to answer to the satisfaction of all the arguments advanced in 
support of the views tenaciously and honestly held by 
**Let him who thinketh he standeth take heed lest he fall” is 
scripture which seems to be addressed to those who think they 
have mastered the money question. 1 quite agree with an obser- 
vation of Professor Perry, that the power to regulate our money 
could not be lodged in more dangerous hands than those of him 
who thinks he is competent to exercise it. Theremark of Senator 
Dumas in the French Senate is equally pregnant with salutary 
caution. 

Those— 

Said he— 
who approach this question for the first time decide it at once. Those who 
study it with care, hesitate. Those whoare obliged practically to decide, doubt 
and stop, overwhelmed with the weight of the enormous responsibility. 
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So if I were required to decide all the disputed points in the age- 
long controversy on silver, I would exclaim with the sage: ‘‘Give 
me infinite wisdom or relieve me from the impossible task.” 

GOOD MONEY. 

There is, however, no obscurity or intricacy about the proposi- 
tion that the people of the United States desire good money—I 
ma - the best money anywhere in use. This statement will 
probab - meet with universal acceptance. 

One of the requisites of good money is that its intrinsic or com- 
mercial value is — to its coinage value, and is equal in 
purchasing power to that used by the leading commercial nations 
with which we deal, or is convertible at the pleasure of the holder 
into such money. For example, every dollar coined out of the 
standard money metal, gold, is good money. It neither lies nor 
cheats. It does not even prevaricate or suppress. It is honest 
and outspoken. Its value is equivalent to the debt it is com- 
manded to pay. It stands the test of fire and hammer. It pre- 
serves its identity in the crucible and in the countingroom. 

The subsidiary silver coins are also good money, though not 

sessing an intrinsic value equal to their coinage value, because 
hey are redeemable in full-value money. The silver dollar is 
within our definition of good money as long as it is convertible 
into gold at the pleasure of the holder. There is no statute 
authorizing its redemption in any kind of money, but the faith 
of the Government is pledged to maintain it at a parity with and 
to keep it interchangeable with gold. In other words, it carries 
the Government's indorsement. If I take my note for a thousand 
dollars to a bank they will not discount it, but if I take it back 
with the indorsement of a responsible person on it, they give 
me the money at once. The silver dollar is worth 50 cents in its 
ownright. The indorsement of the United States makes it equiv- 
alent to gold. But while the indorsement of a responsible per- 
son makes my note good in the banks, if it was known that said 
5 a 9g was indorsing miscellaneously, even indorsing notes in 
lank for me to fill up at my pleasure, his credit would be gone 
and his indorsement would no longer make my note good. Simi- 
larly with the silver dollar; the Government must not indorse too 
many of them or somebody will suspect itscredit. As long, how- 
ever, as the number carried does not exceed the power of the 
Government to keep faith with the people, the silver dollars are 
good money. 

All the paper money now in use is good money, because it is all 
redeemable in good money. It will remain good money so long 
and only so long as the volume of it is limited to the capacity of 
the Government to keep its pledge of redemption. One other 

ualification is pertinent in this connection, though no part of 
the definition of good money; that is, that it must be stable and 
not fluctuating in value. Its power in exchange should be the 
same as near as may be when the debt is paid as when contracted. 
Money too much contracted in volume is too dear; too much in- 
flated is too cheap. An unlimited money is worthless money. 
Unduly inflated money cheats the creditor; when unduly con- 
tracted it cheats the debtor. It serves equitably all classes at all 
times when it is stable in volume and purchasing power. 

These observations do not exclude the idea that money that does 
not square with the requirements of safety and soundness I have 
set forth may be useful and convenient in facilitating exchanges. 
Pocr agencies are many times useful, but good ones are always 
better. Our continental currency was useful. The assignats of 
France were serviceable. Inconvertible paper money has in our 
more recent experience been useful and necessary, but it was not 
good money. 





FREE COINAGE. 

To keep our silver money good in the sense I have indicated, 
that is, to keep the silver dollar — in purchasing power 
with that used by the commercial countries with which we deal, 
is not possible under free silver coinage at 16 to 1 by the United 
States alone. 

This brings me face to face with the measure sent to this House 
by the Senate providing for the free coinage of silver, and which 
is now before us, and on which I crave the indulgence of the 
House while I express the conclusions at which I have arrived, 
and the reasons therefor, as briefly as I can. 

The United States and the world need both the money metals. 
Neither can be dispensed with for monetary uses without causin 
the gravest consequences to the human race. To argue whic 
could be more easily dispensed with would be a supreme folly, 
scarcely exceeded by that of the fond father who, desiring to know 
which of his three sons loved him most, sent them to a far coun- 
try and anxiously waited to see which of them would show the 
greatest filial affection by bringing to his father the costliest pres- 
ent. One of them obtained a fairy’s carpet that would carry you 
anywhere you wished to go over land or sea, another secured a 
magic medicine that would cure all diseases flesh is heir to, and 
the third, not to be outdone, purchased at great price a mirror in 
which you could see any person or place you wished. The duti- 
ful sons, before embarking for home, compared their gifts. They 
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looked into the mirror and saw their father sick nigh unto (. th 
at hishome. On the fairy’s carpet they were transported to {)\, 
bedside of the dying parent, and with the magic medicine {)\,\ 
restored him to health and to good sense as weil, for he ney: 
again attempted to compare the degrees of affection felt for | 
by his children. He was satisfied by his stratagem that they | 
him an equal Jove. F 
Iam a bimetallist, and therefore I am opposed to the free coins ve 
of silver by the United Statesalone at 16to1. My honorable frie; 
from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN] who has just taken his seat s:\ 
he, too, is a bimetallist, yet we are as far apart asthe poles. In t\;is 
connection I would like to say that I do not attach as much: jy). 
es to statistics on the money question as my honora})|; 
riend from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN] seems to. Iam much of 
the opinion of a writer whom I read not long since on the sul); 
of statistics, who said, ‘‘ There are three kinds of liarsin the worid, 
The first is a liar, the second is a damned liar, and the third is 
statistics.” I do not believe that the figures with which we have 
been regaled in this protracted discussion throw much valua)|; 
light upon the inquiry. If I were a silver monometallist I wou) 
favor the Senate oe for it would place us on a sily 
basis as speedily as effects of that kind can follow their causes. 
At this point, if I have the attention of my distinguished f) 
from California [Mr. JoHNsSON] and my distinguished friend fr.) 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and two or three others whom | know 
do not believe a word I say on this subject, I would be willing t 
dispense with the attention of all the remainder of the House. for 
these honorable gentlemen are the chief sinners in this matter, for 
they sin against light; and, as a preacher once said, ‘‘I am her 


just now to call sinners and not the righteous to repentance.” My 
first ee is that if the mints of the United States were open 
to silver at 16 to 1 the price of silver would be $1.29 per ounce 


either in goldorsilver. If in gold, allthe surplus silver bul! 


the world would come here for coinage, for it is self-evident that 
if 371} grains of fine silver could be purchased in any market or 
taken out of any mine for fifty and converted into a hundred cents 
by coinage every holder of silver bullion everywhere in the world 


would avail himself of that opportunity and ship his silver for 
coinage and take away gold or its equivalent dollar for dollar, 
The other alternative is the silver basis. That is, the price o/ sil- 
ver would be $1.29 per ounce in silver and not in gold; in other 
words, the silver in a dollar now worth 50 cents in gold would be 
worth a hundred cents in silver. No one would sell for less, 
he could have it coined for that. These alternative situations are 
illustrated in the United States and Mexico. 


be 
for 


In the former the 
silver dollar is on a gold basis, in the latter it is on a silver lasis, 
the result being that our silver dollar, containing 4124 grains of 
standard silver, will exchange in Mexico for two Mexican dollars 
containing each 420 grains of standard silver. 

It is thus seen that to express the status of silver in terms of 
dollars is one, and in terms of purchasing power quite another 
and different thing. In the United States the silver Gollar is the 
equivalent of gold in purchasing power. It is held to that eqnuiy- 
alence by the power of a people’s faith in a nation’s pledges. But 
on a silver basis its ameieentiog ower would be measured by its 
bullion value in the world’s market, asin Mexico. Now it walks, 
in part at least, by faith; thenit would walk whollybysight. Lit 
to itself, it would be just what it is; what the world makes it. It 
falls to its own level as soon as it is detached from the supports 
of public faith, which hold it at the higher gold level. It would 
then be the money of account as itis in Mexico, as paper was hire 
during the war, and is now in the Argentine Republic, thoush 
only worth 27 cents on the dollar in gold. All computations and 
calculations of value would be in dollars, but silver dollars, not 

ld ones. Gold would at once be ata premium because of silver 

ing overvalued, and would gradually go out of circulation, to 
the serious contraction of our money volume. The deficiency 
could not be supplied with silver money for lack of coinage !ic1- 
ities, for the utmost capacity of our mints. does not excced 
$40,000,000 tg year. In this event it is some solace to know that 
there would be no profit in sending foreign silver here for coin 
age, and none wouldcome except in the usual course of commerce. 

This is as clear a statement as I can make without greater 
elaboration of the event which is certain to supervene on tie 
adoption of free silver coinage at the ratio of 16 to 1 by the United 
States alone. The necessity for the argument has, I think, ben 
superseded by the course of events and the notable concurrence 
of opinion on the subject among leading bimetallists in Eur)? 
and America. William P. St. John, president of the Mercin- 
tile National Bank of New York, the great silver champion 
of the East, said in his examination before the Banking and (\r- 
rency Committee of the last Congress: 

The free coinage of silver would place this country on a silver basis ‘mime 
diately. 

Hon. A. J. Warner, of Ohio, the president of the Bimetai0 
League of the United States, said: 

The free coinage of silver will ultimately put us on a silver basis. 
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But the conclusion at which we have arrived by our own rea- 
soning is not only confirmed by the great preponderance of opinion 
among men of light and leading, but also by the experience of 
mankind as well. Secretary Carlisle, in his Memphis speech, said 
there was not a free-silver country in the world that was not ona 
silver basis. Indeed, more satisfactory arguments against the free 
coinage of silver by the United States alone could hardly be 
desired than the five propositions of the Secretary, which I believe 
have never been disputed, and-which | reproduce as a suitable 
conclusion to this part of my argument. 


tions: 

First. There is not a free-coinage country in the world to-day that is not on 
a silver basis. : 

Second. There is not a gold-standard country in the world to-day that does 
not use silver as money along with g id. . 

Third. There is not a silver-standard country in the world to-day that uses 
any gold as money along with silver. f 

Fourth. There is not a silver-standard country in the world that has more 
than one-third as much money in circulation per capita as the United States 
haves There is not a silver-standard country in the world to-day where the 
laboring man receives as fair pay for his work. 

CONSEQUENCES OF A SILVER BASIS. 

Then if the silver basis is certain to ensue in the event of free 
coinage by this country alone, it is important to apprehend what 
that means to the United States. The considerations involved 
are numerous and their bearings, in some instances, not a little 
obscure, but some of the consequences are easily brought into 
distinct view and are calculated to excite apprehension in every 
discreet and well-ordered mind. The disadvantages we would 
suffer in our foreign commerce are the same as all countries in a 
like situation have experienced in the past, notably Mexico, India, 
our own country during the war period, and the Argentine Repub- 
lic, at this éime under a paper regime. 

The instability of exchange would reduce our commercial inter- 
course with foreign countries to a colossal system of gambling. 
No American importer would know what to pay for a bill of goods 
bought on a credit of six months, or at what price to sell them on 
a corresponding credit, because of the fluctuations in the value of 
the money of account. Mexican importers have to pay near $2,000 
of their money for an invoice of goods worth $1,000 in New York 
or London. The fall in silver liable to take place at any time may 
cause a@ rise in exchange which would entail serious losses upon 
the importer. The only escape he has is to run up the price on his 
customers to cover his risks. 

Why, I heard the other day of a French company who had un- 
dertaken to construct a mechanical plant in Mexico for a large 
sum of money. They did not stipulate the kind of money in 
which the contract was to be paid, but when they came to talk 
about that the French company asked the Mexicans, ‘‘ In what 
kind of money are we to be paid for this work?” And the Mexi- 
cans answered, ‘‘In silver money, for that is the kind of money 
we use in thiscountry”; but the Frenchman said, ‘‘ No, I can not 
agree to do this work and be paid in silver, for I can not tell what 
the contract would be worth when the debt matures, because I 
do not have any means of knowing how much gold could be 
bought by the silver named in the contract.” And the Mexicans 
said, ‘‘We can not agree to pay you in gold, because we would 
have no means of telling how much silver it would take to buy 


the necessary amount of gold by the time the contract matured.” | 


So, as a matter of fact, they mutually agreed to declare the con- 
tract off, because the two countries that were trying to agree 
upon the terms of a contract were on different monetary bases. 
Without enlarging too much the effects ta be expected in the 
United States may be thus summarized: First, an increase in the 
price of all imported goods sold in our markets; second, a loss to 
the National Treasury in the funds sent abroad to pay interest 
and our foreign obligations; third, a loss to all American corpora- 
tions whose bonds are held in Europe in increased interest rates; 
fourth, a loss to all American citizens temporarily sojourning 
abroad and receiving money from home for their support, this 
loss being equivalent to the depreciation of silver; fifth, a loss to 


every laboring man in the United States by diminishing the pur- 


chasing of a day’s labor. 

These afflictions are suffered by all countries whose money of 
account is depreciated below the level of the money of the com- 
mercial world. Inthe recent American monetary conference dis- 
tinct expression was given by the delegates from the South Amer- 
ican States of the serious difficulties, experienced, and the grave 
consequences suffered by the silver-using countries in their com- 


merce with the United States on account of the great fluctuation | 


in the value of the white metal. 

The delegate from Bolivia regretted that there could be so lit- 
tle commerce between his country and the United States, in part 
because of the enormous discount on Bolivian money in this coun- 
try. They paid, he said, for the petroleum, cotton stuffs, hard- 
ware, agricultural implements, aad machinery imported from this 
country by drafts on London, the cost of which was so great that 

eir Bolivian money was reduced to nearly one-half its value. 
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| In India the disturbances due to the same cause are graphically 
described by her delegates in the International Monetary Confer- 
| ence of 1892. One of them, Mr. Strachey, said: 

India has been the victim of the downward fluctuations in the exchange 
value of the rupee, caused by the alteration in the intrinsic value of silver in 
relation to gold. The situation of affairs is so strained that a serious agita 
tion bas arisen and pressure has been put on the Government toapply a 
remedy for the numerous difficulties which are regarded as being due to the 
fall in the value of the rupee, affecting not only the public finances and ad 
ministration, but with equal severity numerous commercial, und 
social interests 


industrial 


| And the remedy agitated was the gold standard, provided inter- 
national bimetallism was not attainable. Another delegate from 
India, Sir Guilford L. Molesworth, referred to these distresses as 
‘*the numerous and constantly recurring evils to which India is 
subjected, evils that are not merely financial, but political, seri- 
ously menacing her most vital interests.” And yet Indiais lx 
situated in respect to these disadvantages than any other silver 
country, for she has no trade balances to pay to other countries, 
The great strain upon her is the payment of her indebtedness to 
England, which must be paid in gold or its equivalent, and as the 
amount is a stipulated sum of many million rupees, collected 
from her people in taxes, the lower the price of silver the greater 
number of rupees are necessary to make the required amount in 
gold. 

Our situation as a debtor nation would be similar to that of 
dia in this respect. The large sums we have to pay abro 
terest on gold obligations, which amount to more than $100, 
annually, would be almost doubled with silver at its present price 
and we on a silver. basis. Then these obligations when they ma- 
ture must be paid in gold or its equivalent, and here again we 
would be subjected to a double burden, under which even so strong 
a country as ours might bend. 

These are some of the consequences connected with our foreign 
commercial relations that would ensue upon the adoption of the 
free-silver policy unassisted by other countries. But the finan- 
cial dislocation, I might almost say the monetary cataclysm, with 
the immeasurable confusion and injust which that implies, it 
would cause in our domestic finances and industry beggars de- 
scription and appalls the mind. The dramatic situation would 
occur of course immediately upon the passage of such a law. 
After the first effect was exhausted the evil would continue ina 
modified form and would operate with tempered severity, with 
some regularity and with a measure of mercy to vested interests. 
But from the shock of such a convulsion and the devastation of 
the upheaval who would be spared? If there is a man whostands 
in the naked attitude of a debtor who owes somebody and whom 
nobody owes, he would find an advantage in the calamities that 
would fall upon his neighbors and friends. If he had borrowed 
$1,000 worth of purchasing power or had purchased $1,000 worth 
of property at its gold value, he could pay the bill in silver with 
$500 worth of purchasing power. Whether he would avail him- 
self of such a benefit at the expense of his creditors without 
reluctance or compunctions would depend on how he was 
brought up. 

| But the creditors, who are they? 
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And here is the pathos if not 


| the tragedy of the situation. Somebody on the other side—I do 
| not recall who it was, but I strongly suspect it was my distin- 


guished colleague from Pennsylvania {Mr. Brum] 
| Mr. BRUMM. Possibly; but 1 object to your saying that he is 
| **on the other side.” He is on the right side—between the two 
| wrong sides. | Laughter. } 

Mr. BROSIUS. 
| made it unwittingly. 

Mr. BRUMM. Very well. 

| Mr. BROSIUS. My colleague said, and he said it very elo- 
quently and with a great deal of force, as though it were the vital 
point in his discussion of the subject, that for every creditor 
there must be a debtor. He never was more mistaken in his life 
than he was in the idea which he sought to convey, though as a 
verbal proposition of course it was a truism. In fact, however, 
there are ten creditors, aye, more than ten, for every debtor in 
the United States. Who are the creditors? They are the owners 
of every fixed charge, every debt, every annuity, every pension, 
| eyery bond of the Government, and of every corporation and 
| every share of stocks in banks and stock companies, and every 
deposit in all the savings and other banks in the United States. 
| And who are the owners of these credits? Among them are found 
| crippled and aged soldiers of the Republic, their widows and or- 
phans; widows who live on dowers in their husbands’ estates, and 
millions of meritorious citizens whose earnings are deposited and 
| whose subsistence comes from fixed incomes, every dollar of 
| 
i 
i 


I very gladly retract the offensive remark. I 
{ Laughter. ] 


which would lose a part of its purchasing power the moment our 
money of account changed from gold to silver. 

In the savings banks of the United States are earnings of the 
poor in small deposits aggregating near $2,000,000,000. Every 
toiler who is a depositor is a creditor. The sum of these accumu- 

| lated interests that would be affected by free coinage must be enor- 
'mous. Some have estimated it at $25,000,000,000. But in the enu- 
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meration we must not omit the decreased wages of labor, which 
seems to be a concomitant of depreciated mon everywhere, It 
is reckoned among the advantages of India and *Mexion over other 
countries that wages areextremely low. Sir Mersey Henry Thomp- 
son, of England, the author of a prize essay on India’s advantages 
over England, said: 


Wages in one. using countries are 100 per cent higher than in silver-using 
countries, and the manufacturer of India can obtain labor at half the cost 
paid in England. 

The same view was expressed by Sefior Romero, the Mexican 
minister at Washington. He said: 


The depreciation of silver has favored the Mexican capitalists by lowering 
the wages of their employees. 


I need hardly say that any public policy which has for its recom- 
mendation the lowering of the w: bor can not be honored 
with general acceptance in the United States. How much this 
immeasurable combination of interests would lose in purchasing 
power, let those calculate who will. I care not to dip my pen in 
the ruddy drops wrung from the crushed lives of the poor to figure 
up the sum that shall measure their distress and degradation. 

It is so apro to this part of the discussion, and affords so 
graphic an illustration of the effect upon the labor of the country 
which would ensue —_ the adoption of free-silver coinage as a 
national policy, that I reproduce the statement of a distinguished 
Senator, as fo ows: 


A day's yoges 2 | at "S 60 in one is in 1891 ee Pea junds of coffee, instead 
of 3) pounds 1866 of Dente 24 ae of meat, in- 
ioe hesdage 4 fraser: Fenum laden ef ts We peaminal con ned mae ot 
Ds’ oO $0 ns' o uw of refined s' 

instead of Wb; Pe ies of calico, Sateen he | pounds of two- ei ingrain 
carpet, instead 0 15 yards of den: ce of ne, in- 
stead of 5; 23 rards of ging! eo ing wea tals “i Ete pit of 
6; oer of women's oa pe goods. a wi ot 22, ead 64 40 table =a 

46 pairs of teacups and saucers, instead ozen glass 
goblets, instead of doze pe 


of half a 
It has been said that gold is the rich man’s money. These figures prove 
that it is the poor man's money, and the money of everyone who works for 
wages. The wage worker is alwa cheated by any depreciated money, 
— by depreciated paper money, use it has no itrineis val value to check 


The worker alwa "dolla of the commerical world.” The whole people, 
which he pane eee en cae ete le 


» who . 
except lators and comm bat the injury affected by 
Seprestabed money of any ite dove a injury is fol Fatt a with Feo effect by 
the man or woman whose lif: jpon constant employment and daily 


The census of 1890 shows that there were in the United States at that time 
la male and female, in all tion 


“a nea CaS gay as =n 
ap RT RAR A ANNE CNEL EE RS MEDIO tly DBO Et Maen a 


w en and police- 
iL eng telegraph and telephone 
operators and coves 44,349 we: poe se keepers; 44,110 were hotel 
keepers; 54,029 were hostilers; 7a =e were labo rers employed in ‘Vineyards and 
mureerien; 70.704 were om Lag fle — ; 43,242 were a en- 
eers; were wood nographers ype 
writers; 26,767 were ae -etal coo 1%, 08 w were dentists. These are 
wage workers who are to be inj area, 
aby the woxpulsion of of the present standard and the — 


DEMONETIZATION. 


It may not be unsuitable in this connection to to disillusion 
the minds of some good people who believe that the act of 1873, 
the so-called demonetization act, in connection with similar acts 
of legislation in European countries, has halved the metallic basis 
of the world’s money. This error has been ingeniously dissemi- 
nated by a recent bu of half truths and whole errors called 
Coin’s Financial School. A is told by Senator PaLmer of 
Illinois, illustrating the mischief this little book is doing. The 
Senator said he had received a letter from an old soldier friend 
who had served in his regiment, — 

Brae Oumar rear cette Here cometary ees rhe 
Sed SEs haye a col thy cactine he Democratic party, (Ons all read it. 
eee fierce and savage epithets have been bestowed upon that 
act of 1873 by speakers and writers whose zeal is swifter of foot 
than their judgment. it is not “a. however, in economic dis- 
cussion we are concerned with. It is a man’s doctrine 
— —_ a demeanor that > a aes is no danger 

discree pehnitesas ration for veracity, or imagina- 
tive fervor for economic fact. No one disputes the existence of 
economic disturbances or the serious consequences Se aeenmon 
them in the last twenty years. Nor is it our prnpess to inquire 
whether the act of 1873 was a trick or an open and of Meet ge | ee 
formance of ee du on its consequences, y 
were, are the matter in han the motive of the act. A surgeon 
diagnosing a anne woe ah does not need to know whether it 
was inflicted by accident or design. 


z 
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All I propose doing is to look through the obscuring mass of vi 
perative verbiage with which enthusiasts have covered the su! 
and in the interest of historic truth find out what dimensions | 
demonetization of silver has in reality in the United States. T), 
are people who make shadows on the wall with their own hij 
and then take fright at the horrid pictures. Wisdom admonis! 
us against a folly of that kind. I want to vindicate the Uni 
States against the aspersions cast upon her, that she is responsi 
by reason of her legislation for the demonetization of silve r,t 
fall in prices, and the general monetary dislocation of the tin. 
With a knowledge of the facts you can not fail to believe with ) 
that our country is free from delinquency on this score and | 
fairly earned all the credit the world gives her for her heroic efforts 
to sustain silver as a money metal. 

What actually occurred in 1873 was to drop the silver dollar 
from our coinage. That act was as harmless at that time as a) 
act would have been forbidding the coinage of aluminum, {) 
there were no silver dollars to speak of in circulation, and scar: 
any had been coined for a quarter of a century, for the very sufii- 
cient reason that.silver was worth more in bullion than in coined 
dollars and could not be coined without aloss. It is difficult to 
how a circulation could be impaired by excluding from it a coin 
that had not been in for many years. Prof. Simon Newco) 
wrote in 1879: 

It is probably safe to assert that one-half of the citizens of our country born 
since 1840 have never seen a silver dollar. Butif it had been a current coin 
in 1873, as the gold dollar was in 1891, to drop it from the coinage was in no 
real sense a demonetization of silver more than was the dropping of the gold 
dollar in 1891 a demonetization of gold, looking at these two similar acts 0f 
legislation dropping two coins from our system, one because it was too sm:/| 
and the other use it wastoo large. Apart from all else it does not appear 


to one of medium faculty that one was in any real sense more effective than 
the other in causing the démonetization of the respective metals. 


But for the act of 1853, which effected demonetization to a much 
larger extent than that of 1873, there would have been a very 
small fraction of our silver money in any way disturbed. From 
1853 to 1873 we purchased and coined $62,723,695 of demonetizod 
silver; that is, silver money not of ultimate redemption. 


The following is a statement of the several denominations of 
silver coined in that period: 

Silver dollars coined from 1792 to 1853 ...............--..------------- $2, 505, 886 

Half dollars coined from 1792 to 1858 . ..... ......-..-----2------------- 66, 321, 636 

r dollars coined from 1792 to 1853...................-.----.--.- 8, 964, 125 

se i cctcnswcesccscsacceussegeccenss 8,902,213 

Half dimes coined from 1792 to 1853 ..................-..------.------- 1, 824, 623 


All of this silver, except the dollars, was demonetized in 15); 
that is, $76,012,597 was demonetized, leaving only $2,505,886 retain- 
ing the full legal-tender quality, which all the silver possessed 
prior to 1853. 

In the same time we coined under free coinage 5,524,350 silver 
dollars, and during the sam riod we coined $611,810,80s ot 
gold. To say that the two aattle entered the mints during tho: 
twenty years arm in arm suggests the picture of an infant arn in 
arm with a California t. 

But this is not the full strength of the argument; that peauires s s 
view of the total coinage of denominations under a dollar from 1/ 
to 1873, and vase it is: 


eee ns sdaenserncpienbucsiaioesss * $128, 391, 220 
a esudtiuwsolebbbincacmcce 45, 94 1 
SE OI cits cpntbwinecitbiccimeces awesconcsucs cacvedé neces 271, 000 

i eee tia cinta peagitgin cempibnlnmean coos 28, 405, 071 
a a ll a ern ehtehdeeeeeene 4, 880, 219 
Total ouneeseesne bis Kees eddwodetae cesses covequ enceneanes cece cces 207, 80 l 


This entire sum was demonetized by the act of 1853 and made 
token money, while the total amount of dollars coined from 17‘). 
to 1873 which it is — was demonetized by the act of 1873 was 
a little over $8,000 

After the east « act of demonetizing we began the policy 
mone silver, and continued doing so from 1878 to 1893 ee a 
more rapid rate than was ever known before in the history of (|v 
world. We purchased for monetary uses about 500,000,000 ounces 
(496,984,889) of fine silver at a cost of over $500, 000, 000 ($508,933, 
975), and coined about 420,000,000 silver legal- tender dollars— 
more than fifty times as many silver dollars coined in fifteen years 
after demonetization asin theeighty prior years. Is it not, ther 
fore, as clear as demonstration itself that no other nation ever 
made such heroic exertions to uphold any form of money as (1 
United States made for twenty years to maintain the honor « nd 
value of silver? Not only our own but the lips of other coun- 
tries have any praised our long-continued and perseverins 
Lert the to hold u _ arms of the white metal. Mr. mantefior 

Belgian financier, who presided over th 

Sealy Caiturenee, alluded in the kindest terms to th 
efforts we ie made to avert the fall of silver. Bertram Curric 
— the delegates tothe Brussels conference from Great Britain, 


We have witnessed the heroic labors of the United States to sustzin silver. 
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en 
cir Rivers Wilson, another delegate from Great Britain, said: 


It is doubtful whether the United States can possibly continue indefinitely 
the gigantic efforts which it has made without effect for so many years to 
maintain and to raise the price of silver. 

Dr. E. B. Andrews, one of our own delegates, in reply to an in- 
timation that the United States was to blame for the monetary 
situation, aptly said: 

To make such a charge is like indicting for murder a man who has bravely 
tried to save his fellow bent upon committing suicide. But we can not carry 
this fraternal effort much further. We shall not forever pursue alone the 
task of sustaining the price of silver. 


Mr. Boissevain, a delegate from the Netherlands, said: 


It seems to me unjust and contrary to historical facts to lay the burden of 
responsibility for the present situation upon the United States. 


Senator JoNnEs, another of our delegates, said to the conference: 


The factis, the price of silver has been maintained by the aid of the United 
States. It has the same value to-day it had when it had unrestricted access 
to the mints. Its purchasing power, its control over commodities, has not 
declined. 

These are testimonies which effectually repel the imputation 
that the United States has been delinquent in not making proper 
exertions to uphold the price of silver, and they are all borne out 
by the figures I have already produced showing the enormous 
increase in the use of silver in the United States since the passage 
of the act of 1873. , : 

Corresponding figures for the commercial countries of Europe 
furnish explicit and incontestable evidence of the absurdity of the 
suggestion that the world is suffering from a dearth of money be- 
cause of the demonetization of silver. 

The following statement is interesting and instructive: 


Statement of the silver coinage in the countries named, from 1851 to 1870. 









England ....----------+------0+ ++ 20-2002 --- 2 -2rne one nn nn nena ne nenn ane $31,243, 217 
France. ....0+ ---2ccncee +o 2 - een ene eee eee hipaa eipyetd one miptepiniie atemetisents 108, B07, 957 
CEE BIE TF TE ween ccwnsecn cowece cooes cue ccesccescee- os 167 » 805, oo 
United States ......4 .----- 22 nnn 2 one en oo on oo ee enn eee een ee ee nn oneness 63, 254, 676 
Statement of the silver coinage in the countries named, from 1870 to 1890. 

i a saline $82, 306, 352 
PPRDOD. ccdee ccccen were ecanse ccnens cocccces voce cous concwscccccccccccesce 70, 578, 588 
Germany - .---- 2c conn e 220 noone coc n ne eee ene oo cone coe n ne coe nne seco ene 107, 682, 000 
TINGE HA decile Reece ieccticcnn ce cces ccccce conc ccnncccccccccc ence 485, 889, 912 

TORRE cdcdiienindncncccesce Relies dimtipndnceee sewer entinnn Gateneenon 746, 406, 852 


It thus appears that there was double as much silver coined in 
the four great commercial countries in the twenty years after 1870 
as in the twenty years immediately preceding, every dollar of 
which retains a purchasing power equivalent to gold. 

Does it not appear, then, to right-minded men that so far as the 
United States is concerned in responsibility for the demonetization 
of silver and the monetary disturbances of the past years on ac- 
count of the fall in silver, it is a monstrous kilabaroo? 

A friend of mine tells a story more suitable as an illustration in 
this connection than anything I can recall from history, fiction, 
or fable. A wag carried about a queer looking box to scare peo- 
ple with. He pretended there was a terrible animal in it that 
would eat people alive. He had it in New York on one occasion. 
The beholders asked him what it was. ‘‘A kilabaroo,” he re- 
plied. ‘*‘Where did it come from?” ‘It came from Africa.” 
‘* What is its color?” ‘‘Green as jealousy.” ‘‘ What does it live 
on?” ‘It lives on snakes.” ‘‘ Where do you get the snakes.” ‘‘I 
get them from my brother-in-law here in New York.” ‘‘ Where 

oes he get them?” ‘‘ Well, he gets them out of his imagination 
when he has delirium tremens.” ‘‘Oh, then they are imaginary 
snakes?” ‘Oh, yes; itis an imaginary kilabaroo. There is noth- 
ing in the box, but it scares a great many people.” [Applause. | 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, for fifteen years the advocates 
of gold have been claiming that they are the friends of an honest 
standard, and have been charging that the friends of silver are the 
advocates of a dishonest standard. Thisclaim for themselves and 
this charge against us have been repeated so often and with such 
emphasis that they have produced an impression upon the public 
mind; and it is my purpose, on this occasion, to show if I can that 
they are entirely unfounded. Indeed, I realize that I must do this 
in order to justify my support of the pending bill, for I know 
perfectly wel 
people to abandon a financial system which preserves the integrity 
of their standard and adopt one which insures its debasement. 
Neither the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DInGLEY] nor the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] can be more earnestly 
in favor of an honest standard than I am: 


WHAT IS AN HONEST STANDARD? 


But, Mr. Chairman, what is an honest standard? Certainly I 
can not consent to thedefinition of it given by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] in his speech last Friday, when he de- 
fined ‘standard money” in these words: 


In my judgment, the main thing is 
the term standard 


what is t by to arrive at a proper comprehension of 


money. What is standard money, Mr. 


1 that it would be worse than folly for the American | 
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ut of asubstance the con 
purchasir wer of the money after 


unlimited coinage is necess: 


Chairman? define it to be money coined « 
value of which is exactly equal to the 
itis coined. It will be seen that free and 
essential feature of standard money 


ge yx 


I respectfully submit to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
PATTERSON | that iron will fulfill his definition of standard money 
just as well as gold. If to-morrow Congress were to establish as 
our unit of value an iron dollar, consisting of an ounce of iron. 
there can be no reasonable doubt that an ounce of iron wou 


ild 


be worth the iron dollar itself. Of course the dollar consist 
ing of an ounce of iron would not be worth anything like as 
much as a dollar consisting of 25.8 grains of gold, but it would 


be worth neither more nor less than the iron in it. The m: 


ithe- 


matical axiom that things which are equal to the same thing 
are equal to each other is not more certain than that what I 
can be converted into a dollar without cost will be worth a 
dollar. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] asserts this 


to be true, for in opening the debate on this bill he said: 


It must be conceded that under free and unlimited coinage of private silver 
bullion, after a sufficient time had-elapsed to give an opportunity to get into 
full operation, there could be no material difference in the market value 
tween 371} grains of fine silver in the form of bullion before coinage and 3714 
grains of silver coined into a standard silver dollar, for no owner of silver, 
here or abroad, would sell 371} grains of silver bullion for materially less than 
he could dispose of a silver dollar coined from such silver, when he could have 
his bullion converted into a silver dollar without cost to himself. 


Pp 
t 


he 


I leave these two distinguished gentlemen to reconcile this dif- 
ference between them, while I propose the brief and simple defi- 
nition that: The best standard money is that which is the most 
unchanging inits value. I take it that all thoughtful men who 
have studied this subject will readily agree to this definition; and 
if so, two points of difference are eliminated from this debate. I 
thoroughly agree with my friends on the other side as to the 
wisdom of having an honest standard, and they must, upon due 
reflection, thoroughly agree with me in my definition of an honest 
standard. 

THE DIFFERENCE. 


Ourserious disagreement is this: They insist that gold is, and has 
been, stable in its value, and is, therefore, an honest standard, while 
l insist that for twenty years gold has steadily appreciated, and is 
therefore not an honest standard. If theyare right on the question 
of fact—that is, if gold has been stable in its value—then the gold 
standard is an honest standard and ought to be maintained. On 
the other hand, if they are mistaken on the question of fact—that 
is, if gold has been appreciating for twenty years—then the gold 
standard is not an honest standard and ought to be abolished. 
Upon this proposition the ultimate decision of this controversy 
will depend. If we can not prove the appreciation of gold, we 
can not successfully assail the gold standard; because all of 
the ills which we ascribe to it flow from the one great evil of an 
appreciating money. But, sir, if we can prove the appreciation 
of gold, we thereby completely answer all of the arguments which 
our opponents have ever made, for they have never delivered a 
speech nor written a book nor published a pamphlet which has 
not been based upon the assumption that the value of gold has 
been stable, and if we can demonstrate this assumption to be 
false, their entire case falls to the ground. 


HOW TO DETERMINE THE APPRECIATION OF GOLD. 


How, Mr. Chairman, can we determine whether or not the 
value of gold has appreciated? It is certain that we can not 
determine it by using gold as our standard, because, of course, a 
thing must always be equal to itself; and no matter how high it 
rises or how low it falls, if it be treated asa standard, and all 
other things measured by it, the changes between it and other 
things will appear to have been brought about by a movement of 
the other things. It is not necessary for me to detain this House 
in exposing the fallacy of attempting to prove the stability of a 
standard by the standard itself. The question being whether or 
not there has been a change in the standard, the only possible 
method of deciding that question fairly and intelligently is to 
divest the substance which composes the standard of its quality 
as a standard, and then compare it with other commodities. Let 
us subject gold to this crucial test. 

The relation between gold and other commodities, as exemplified 
by the level of general prices, was so clearly and so forcibly pre 
sented to the House by the gentleman from Minnesota | Mr. 
TOWNE] on Saturday last that I shall not attempt to add anything 
to what he has already said so well. I refrain from a further dis- 
cussion of that phase of the question both because I could not 
hope to improve upon the manner in which the gentleman from 
Minnesota has discussed it, and also because our adversaries admit 
the fallin prices as evidenced by the Index Numbers, but claim 
that it is due to facts connected with commodities, and not to the 
appreciation of gold. With the fall admitted, itis only necessary 
for us to ascertain its cause, and this I shall endeavor to do by 
taking particular articles and showing that nothing will account 
for the fall in their price except the appreciation of gold. 
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Perhaps it will be proper, in order to avoid all misunderstand- 
ing as to my position, for me to say at the outset that I fully recog- 
nize that an increase in its supply without a corresponding increase 
in the demand for it, will inevitably reduce the price of any article. 
I also recognize that there frequently occurs such an increase in 
the production of particular articles as superinduces a fall in their 
price. But I regard it as most improbable that an overproduction 
could occur in all lines at the same time; and I[ regard it as well- 
nigh impossible that such an overproduction could continue 
through a long period of time. Certainly I can not accept such a 
theory without the most convincing proof of its correctness, and 
especially when the phenomenon which it is employed to explain 
can be explained upon another theory which is more probable in 
itself and more in harmony with the experience of mankind. 


OVERPRODUCTION OF MANUFACTURED GOODS. 


It would be difficuli for any man to say that there has, or has 
not, been an overproduction of manufactured goods, because the 
data for such acalculation are so meager that no careful and con- 
scientious investigator would feel much reliance in any judgment 
predicated upon them. Democrats, however, can not aver the 
overproduction of manufactured goods without flatly contradict- 
ing an argument which we have been making against the Repub- 
lican party for years. We have declared from every stump and 
rostrum in America that under the system of high custom: duties 
foreign goods have been excluded from our markets, and that the 
domestic manufacturers, secure against foreign competition, have 
regulated their production so as not to overstock our market. 
We have affirmed that syndicates, trusts, and combinations have 
been formed for the sole and only purpose of limiting production 
and maintaining prices. As for my part, I felt then, and I feel 
now, that our criticism was just, for repeatedly, when the output 
of their factories was sufficient to supply our home demand, I 
have seen the manufacturers close down their establishments and 
turn their operatives in idleness upon the public streets. 

But, sir, a much stronger reason inducing me to believe that it 
is the appreciation of gold, and not the overproduction of com- 
modities, which has produced the disastrous fall in prices is the 
fact that the fallis apparent nowhere throughout the world except 
in countries which measure prices in gold. Political economists 
have taught us that falling prices discourage production, while 
rising or stable prices encourage production; and, for a century, 
we have accepted this as an economic truth. We must, however, 
reject it now if we are to believe that overproduction explains the 
fall in prices; because the greatest overproduction appears in those 
countries where a continuous fall in prices has been the greatest, 
and no excessive production has occurred in those countries where 
prices have remained fairly stationary. If overproduction were 
really the evil that afflicts all gold-standard nations alike, that evil 
would have been remedied before this by curtailing production 
until it was made commensurate with consumption. 


FARM PRODUCTS. 


But, Mr. Chairman, whatever may be the difficulty in arriving 
at a satisfactory conclusion as to the overproduction of manu- 
factured goods, there is none at all in reference to the great agri- 
cultural products of wheat and cotton; for the statistics relating 
to them are so full and generally so accurate that we can draw our 
conclusions from them with the utmost confidence. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. CHaRLEs W. STONE}, in the course 
of his excellent speech, demanded to know why cotton and wheat 
should be taken as the basis of comparison rather than corn and 
oats. Theanswer tothatquestion is so obvious that Iam astonished 
at his asking it. Our purpose being to ascertain whether or not 
the value of gold has appreciated, and it be true, as our gold- 
standard friends are constantly all , that the value of gold 
is fixed in the open markets of the world, it is plainly meeeeeey 
for us to use in our comparison commodities whose prices are fix 
in the same markets where the price of gold is fixed. It would be 
impossible for us to deduce anything like a satisfactory conclusion 
about the aoe of one article whose price is fixed in the markets 
of the world by com it with another article whose price is 
fixed in the local markets of a single country. The prices of corn 
and oats are fixedin local markets and under local conditions, and 
for that reason I do not use them as a basis of comparison. The 
prices of cotton and wheat are fixed in the open markets of the 
world, where ees of gold is fixed, and for that reason I do use 
them as a basis of comparison. 


OVERPRODUCTION OF WHEAT. 


In 1872 the price of wheat was $1.24 per bushel, and in 1894 it 
was 49 cents per bushel. Many gentlemen have argued that the 
chief reason for this great decline in the price of wheat is the re- 
duction in tra: tation charges, but that argument is not per- 
tinent, because the prices which I have given are the farm prices. 
The lower cost of eee Cee ene to the export 
markets may be thought by some to account for its lower price in 
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those markets, it is absolutely certain that it can not accony: ¢, 
its lower price at the farm. Driven from this position, our «)) 
standard friends next contend that the decline has been cans: 
the immense crops of late years; but this position is not })),.: 
tenable than the other. 

Our first crop to reach 500,000,000 bushels was the crop of 1399 
which was 504,185,470 bushels. The crop of 1894—or perhiys f 
would better take the crop of 1893, as it makes asharper contrst— 
the crop of 1893 was 396,131,725 bushels. That is tosay, the heat 
produced in 1893 was over 25 per cent lessthanin 1882, Ou, ») ie 
ulation had increased from 1882 to 1893 not less than 25 per cont 
which of course created an enlarged demand, thus showing )\a 
people to eat wheat and less wheat to eat. If I should sto) with 
a comparison based upon these two years, it might be suspected 
that I picked them to suit my own purpose in the arguinent 
and to free myself from that suspicion, as well as to mak: tha 
argument more reliable, I will take the average of the six years 
beginning with 1882 and going forward to 1887 and compare it 
with the six years beginning with 1894 and going back to {sxx. 

The average crop of the first six years was 451,000,000 bushels, 
and the average crop of the second six years was 475,000,000 bush. 
els, the difference in the average of the two periods being 24 ,()()().()) 


bushels; or an increase of less than 6 per cent. During this sane 
time that the production of wheat increased less than 6 per cent 
our population increased over 15 per cent, showing an increased 
percentage in the consumers of wheat more than twice as creat 
as the increased percentage in the production of wheat, which 
conclusively establishes that there has been no overproduction of 
wheat. But we are told that while that is true of this country it 
is not true of other countries, and that the enormous crs in 


other countries have brought about the decline in the price of 
wheat. This explanation does not explain, because it is not true 
as a matter of fact. The wheat crop of the world in 1s” wag 
greater than it was in 1893, and during the twelve years that in- 


tervened between 1882 and 1894 only four crops were greater than 
the crop of 1882 and eight crops were smaller, the average crop 
for the twelve years being 50,000,000 bushels less than the crop of 
1882. 


Surely, Mr. Chairman, with this decreased supply and an in- 
creased demand, the price of wheat ought to have been greater in 
1893 than it was in 1882; but the Treasury statistics show that 
wheat was worth 88 cents per bushel in 1882 and only 53 cents per 
bushel in 1898. What is the explanation? We know that since 
1882 there have been no special facts, such as improved methods 
of production, which have affected the price of wheat to any im- 
portant extent, and that its price has been determined by its own 
supply and demand, coupled with the supply and demand for 
money. If the supply and demand for wheat had been the same 
in 1893 as in 1882, we know that there could have been no change 


in its price — such as ensued from a change in the value of 
money. And when we see that instead of the supply and demand 
remaining the same there has actually been an increased demand 
meeting a decreased supply, we know that there would have been 


an increase in its price if there had not been a still greater in- 
crease in the value of the money which measures its price. 


LAW OF PRICE. 


It will be perceived from this statement that I do not deny, nor 
do I attempt to discount, the great law of supply and demand. 
Indeed, I seek to establish my contention that thesteady fal! in the 
price of wheat through twenty years has been due to the constant 
appreciation of gold, by showing that this fall of price has been 
contrary to the conditions of supply and demand, and must con- 
sequently be attributed to some cause other than the conditivns of 
supply and demand. 

e trouble with our gold-standard friends is that they refuse 
toadmitthat there is any other cause, and blindly insist that its sup- 


ly and demand alone determine the price of every commudity. 
They are almost as unreasonable as the fiatists, who iterate and 
reiterate that the volume of money controls all prices. The yold 


men and the fiatists are both wrong and equally wrong, because 
each takes into consideration only that element of ope which 
supports his own eT of the question. It is certainly true that 
its supply and demand are potent factors in fixing the price of 
any commodity, but they are not the only factors. It is also true 
that the amount of money circulating in the markets where prices 
are fixed strongly influences but it does not entirely govern thm. 
The correct statement of the principle is that ‘‘all other things 
remaining the same, supply and demand regulate prices”: 204, 
stated in this way, the rule is not only correct, but it is universal 
in its application, and is as true of money as it is of merchan- 
dise. Assuming the volume of money and the demand for moncy 
to be fixed, then the price of each article will vary as the condi: 
tions of its supply ard demand vary; or, assuming the sup))!) and 
demand for any given article to be fixed, its price will vary with 
the variations in the volume of money as related to the demand 
for money; but in all cases the value of money must form 0n¢ 
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term in every equation of price. When we say that a certain ar- | 
ticle is worth so much, we simply mean that a given quantity of | 


that article equals a given number of dollars. If the value of 
money rises the same number of dollars will procure more of the 
article; or if the value of money falls, it will require a greater 
number of dollars to procure the same quantity of the article. 

It is for asserting this plain and natural law of political econ- 
omy that we are charged with proposing an artificial system 
of high prices. We propose nothing of the kind; we are sim- 
ply opposing an artificial system of low prices. We know that 
even with an ideal monetary system, under which the value of a 
dollar would never change, there would still be changes in supply 
and demand, and consequent changes in price, against which no leg- 
islation can prevail and against which none ought to be attempted; 
but our contention is that business men 
incur the risk of such changes in prices 


and farmers, who must | 
as result from a change | 


in the commodities which they produce or in which they deal, | 


ought to be exempt from the changes in price which grow out of a 
change in the value of money. 


OVERPRODUCTION OF COTTON. 


An examination of cotton production and cotton prices discloses | 


much the same condition as exists in regard to wheat. In 1872 
the price of cotton averaged over 20 cents per pound, and in 1894 
it averaged less than 7 cents per pound. 
because the Statistical Abstract for 1895 has not yet been issued, 
and as I desire to use only official reports, I use the price of the 
last year officially reported. It may be objected that the com- 
yarison of a single commodity based on any two years is not relia- 
fon objection which I freely concede—and in order to avoid 
making the comparison too narrow I will take the average for the 
last twenty-two years and abide the judgment to be formed in that 
way. The average price of cotton since 1872 has been 11.5 cents 
er pound, as against 22.19 cents per pound in 1872, and the gold 
dollar, which in 1872 would buy only 44 pounds of cotton, would 
have bought during the last twenty-two years an average of 114 
pounds, showing an increase in the purchasing power of gold over 
cotton of more than 100 per cent. 

Our gold-standard friends admit this ruinous fall in the price 
of cotton, but allege that it is due toits overproduction. 
admit that there has been a marked increase in the production 
of cotton since 1873, but we insist that the extension in its use 
has been equally as great, and that the relative supply and demand 
are not essentiaily different now from what they were then. If I 
caneubstantiate this statement I suppose that all reasonable men 
will agree that it is not overproduction which has brought the 
price of cotton from an average of over 22 cents per pound in 1872 
to an average of less than 7 cents per pound in 1894. How can we 
decide this question? By what test shall we determine whether 
there has been an overproduction of cotton? A very respectable 
authority on the subject says: 

It is evident that the proper way to judge of the supply of any unmanu- 


factured product is by the number of weeks’ supply for the use of the manu- 
facturers in the market at the close of the season. 


This test is not only as fair and as safe as has ever been pro- 
posed, but is probably as fair and as safe as can be devised; and 
with this for our guide, we not only fail to discover the overpro- 
duction of which we have heard so much, but we actually find an 
underproduction. I have here a table which shows the supply, 
be a and the surplus of each year from 1871-72 to 


Cotton—supply, consumption, and surplus. 





























Surplus Pric 
at begin- Consump- _ 
Year. ning of Supply. tion. | teed 
season. pound. 
Bales. Bales. Bales. Cents. 
2, 578, 000 6, 277, 000 6, 312, 000 22.19 
2, 453, 000 6, 366, 000 6, 425, 000 20.14 
2,320, 000 6, 917, 000 6, 632, 000 17.95 
2, 525, 000 6, 525, 000 6, 656, 000 15 
2, 324,000 7,189, 000 7, 082, 000 12 
2,346, 000 6, 830, 000 7,140,000 11.3 
1, 961, 000 6, 931, 000 7, 272, 000 11.: 
1, 540, 000 7,035, 000 7, 223. 000 10 
1, 267, 000 8, 450, 000 8,081, 000 11.! 
1, 548, 000 9, 356, 000 8, 648, 000 12.08 
2, 168, 000 8,583, 000 9, 035, 000 11. 56 
1, 616, 000 10, 408, 000 9, 499, 000 11.88 
2, 405, 000 8,919, 000 9, 290, 000 10. 88 
1, 939, 000 8, 429, 000 8, 597, 000 10. 45 
1, 679, 000 9, 580, 000 9, 371, 000 9.28 
1,800,000 | 9,928,000 | 9' 757,000 10.21 
1,841,000 10, 100, 000 10, 167,000 10.03 
1,614, 000 10, 429, 000 10, 524, 000 10. 65 
1, 499, 000 11, 105, 000 11, 055, 000 11.03 
1,434,000 | = 12, 658, 000 11, 726, 000 8.60 
18, 190, 000 11, 816, 000 7.71 
10, 644,000 | 11, 470,000 8.56 
11, 890, 000 11, 861, 000 6. 94 





I use the price for 1894 | 


We | 
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In constructing this table I have taken the price of cotton from 
the Statistical Abstract, and I have taken the supply, consump- 
tion, and surplus, except the last year, from a publication by 
Clapp & Co. I preferred this publication rather than the Senate 
report, because it gives the data as to the world, while the Senate 
report gives the consumption and surplus for only the United 
States and Europe. 

This table shows that at the close of the cotton year of 1871-73 
(and 1 will say in parenthesis that in the cotton trade the year 
closes on the 3ist of August) the world’s surplus was 2.453.000 
bales, which was equal to about twenty weeks’ supply for the fac- 
tories, and which, with the single exception of 1874-75, was the 
largest number of weeks’ supply on hand at the close of any sea- 
son during the next twenty years. An inspection of this table 
will show that at the end of 1885-86, which was the first year after 
the war that cotton fell below an average of 10 cents per potind, 
the surplus on hand was only 1,800,000 bales, as against 2,453,000 
bales for 1872-73. : 

Applying our rule, that the extent of overprod 
judged by the surplus at the end of the season. 
1885-86, as compared with 1871-72, there had really been an under- 
production of 33 per cent. This would lead us to expect a ¢ 
sponding rise in the price, but instead of that we find a fall in the 


r) 
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tion is to be 
find that in 
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price from an average of over 20 cents per pound in 1871-72 to an 
average of less than 10 cents per pound for 1885-86. Passing 
down this table to the year of 182-93, we find a surplus exceeding 
for the first time since 1874-75 the surplus of 1872-73—the surplus 
of 1892-93 being 3,540,000 bales. This surplus of 3,540,000 bales, 
| however, constituted a smaller number of weeks’ supply than 
the 2,453,000 bales surplus in 1871-72, and yet, sir, the smaller 


surplus of 1892-93 commanded less than 9 cents per pound, while 


the larger surplus of 1872-73 commanded over 20 cents per pound. 
Our argument is not more conclusive when tested by the number 


of weeks’ supply on hand at the close of each season than when tested 
by the per cent of the crop which remained as asurplus. A glance 
at the above table will show that the world’s total supply for 1871-72 


was 6,272,000 bales, of which 2,453,000 remained in the market at 


the close of the season, showing a surplus of about 35 per cent, 
The world’s total supply for 1885-86 was 9,580,000 bales, of which 
1,800,000 bales remained on the market at the close of the season, 
showing asurplus of about 20 per cent: or, if we take the great crop 
of 1891-92—the greatest ever produced in the history of the world 
up to that year—the total supply was 13,190,000 bales, of which 
8.500,000 bales remained in the market at the end of th n, 
showing a surplus of less than 27 per cent, against a surplus of 35 
per cent in 1872-73. Inthe face of these plain and incontrovertible 


facts I am unable to understand how any unprejudiced mind 
can still insist that the supply of cotton has exceeded the demand 
for it. 


Not only, sir, do the facts completely disprove the theory of 
overproduction, but the highest authority, or, if not the highest, 
certainly one of the highest, in the cotton trade of this country 
has recently declared that an overproduction does not exist. [ 
have here the report of Mr. Alfred B. Sheperson, who is connected 
with the New York Cotton Exchange, and who was employed by 
a Senate committee as an expert to investigate this very question. 


le, 


He follows an elaborate examination of tables giving the supply, 
consumption, and surplus of cotton with this statement: 

An examination of the number of the week’s supply of cotton in the Fur 
pean markets at the end of each season does not confirm the o] n held by 
many persons that in recent years there has been a great overproduction ¢ 
cotton. 





Thus we present you the demonstration of figures, supplemented 
by the testimony of experts, that the world’s demand for cotton 
has increased as fast as the world’s supply of it; and therefore the 
fall in its price could not have resulted from changed conditions 
of supply and demand. The trouble is not in our cotton; it is in 
the money which expresses the price of our cotton. The world has 
not produced more cotton than it has needed, but the world has 
needed more gold thanit has produced. The same amount of gold 
now buys more than double as much cotton as formerly, not be- 


| cause there is more cotton than enough to supply the demand for 
» | cotton; but because there is not enough gold to supply the demand 


for gold. If gold were worth the same to-day as it was twenty-two 


| years ago the price of cotton now would not be greatly different 


from what it was then, for the last crop was not as large in propor- 
tion to the demand for it as the crop of 1872-73. Cotton is worth 
nearly the same in Mexico to-day as it was in 1873, and though 
we are told that the money in which the Mexicans pay 20 cents 
a pound for cotton is only worth 50 cents on the dollar, we know 
that the Mexican dollar is worth as much now, of everything 
except gold, as it was twenty years ago. 

Iamsure, Mr. Chairman, thatall fair-minded and candid men will 


| reject the explanation that the fall in the price of wheat and cotton 


| is attributable to their overproduction, because I am sure tha 


t all 


| fair-minded and thoughtful men who will examine the question 


must conclude that these commodities have not been overpro- 
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duced. With the overproduction argument rejected, it only re- 
mains for me toconsider the other explanation that the fall in the 
price of wheat and cotton is attributable to cheaper methods of 
producing them. 

This explanation is insufficient both in — of theory and in 

int of fact. The Ricardian theory that the cost of production 

etermines the price of an article is not assented to by any eminent 
thinker of this age. It is perfectly true thata cheaper cost of pro- 
duction may influence price by influencing the extent of produc- 
tion, but in no other way. To illustrate what I mean, let us sup- 

@ that some new invention would enable 100 men to produce 
ouble as much of an article in a given time as they couldformerly. 
This would probably reduce the price of the article—indeed, it 
would be certain to do so unless the invention should be too ex- 
pensive, in which event it would not be used, and the old status 
would not be changed—but the fall in its price space ema not 
from its cheaper production, but from its ter production; or, 
to phrase it differently, the supply being doubled, if the demand 
remained the same, a fall in the price would follow. 

No commodity could furnish a more conclusive refutation of the 
doctrine that the cost of production determines price than the pre- 
cious metals themselves. We all know that a large part of the 
= in the world was produced, weight for weight, more cheaply 

an silver, and nobody supposes that the cost of os gold 
and silver has, ounce for ounce, been more than 10 to 1, and yet, 
while it has cost as much to produce 10 ounces of silver as 1 
ounce of gold, 1 ounce of gold is worth as much in the markets of 
the world to-day as 31 ounces of silver. There are many other 
proofs and illustrations which could be adduced to sustain my 
contention, but I forbear to dwell upon them, and shall content 
myself with reenforcin: my own opinion by a quotation from the 
best book ever written by an American—and one of the best ever 
written by anybody—on the subject of ‘‘Money.” In his great 
‘work Professor Walker says: 


Cost of Petatin only affects value by affecting the actual or potential 






































supply. lower cost of uction allows under given a larger 

supply to be marketed. e ‘her cost of production diminishes the sup- 

py. is is the only way in which achange in the cost of production can 
uence existing values. 


So much for the theory upon waich these gentlemen allege a 
cheaper production as the cause of lower prices. But, sir, even if 
their theory were good, it is not ported by the facts. If we 
would ee that the chea uction cotton and wheat 
would reduce their price, it is not possible to prove their cheaper 
production. Not only would they be unable to prove it, but we 
are able to disprove it. 

The cost of producing any article consists, first, of the capital 
invested; second, of the labor bestowed upon it; and third, of the 
incidental expenses, such as taxes, repairs, and insurance. Our 
census “pene are not compiled so that we can ascertain either 
the capital invested, the labor bestowed, or the incidental expenses 
incurred in producing the particular articles of cotton and wheat; 
but they are compiled in such a manner as to show the entire 
capital invested, and the number of laborers engaged in agricul- 
tural pursuits, and we can —— judge as to what part 
of the whole was —_ in producing cotton and wheat. 
There being no census of years of 1872 and 1894, we are com- 
pelled he the canes [= and = ae fully 
answers the purposes of a argument. According 8 cen- 
sus of 1870, the value of the farms, inclu lands, fences, and 
buildings, was $9,262,803,861, the value of the implements and ma- 
chinery was $336,878,429, and the value of live stock was $1,525,- 
276,457, making a total of less than $11,200,000,000. 

The Census report itself states that these were currency prices 
and that currency was at a discount of a fraction more than 25 per 
Se ey ces > se —~ the — 
capital invested in farming, uding , houses, fences, live 
stock, and im ts of all kinds, was less than $8,500,000,000. 
The number of laborers in agricultural pursuits in 1870 
was 5,922,471. In 1890 the tal invested in farms, live stock, 
and implements was $16,000,000,000, and the laborers in 
farming were 8,565,920. Thus we find that the capital invested 
was nearly 100 per cent greater, and the number of laborers was 
nearly 50 per cent greater, in 1890 than in 1870. The exact figures 
as to taxes, insurance, and repairs I am not able to give, but no 
man will that this expense was double as much on 
$16,000,000,000 in 1890 as it was on $8,500,000,000in 1870. We have, 
then, an increase in the capital of 100 cent, an increase in the 
labor of 50 per cent, and an increase of 100 per cent in taxes, in- 
surance, and And so, sir, to epee be- 

production and the selling price of products, 


as much in 1894 as in 


1 t of the tural Department show that 
re | ‘om $1,890,000,000, in 1894, as against $1,625,472,543 


Red the crop of 1872 to a specie basis, it was,in round 
numbers, $1,400,000,000, which shows anincrease in 1894 over 
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1872 of only $490,000,000; and this increase was in corn, oats, hay 
and other products whose pricesare entirely local, and therefor: \\,, 
donot indicate the rise or fallin the valueof gold. Looking tot} 
farm products whose prices are regulated in the markets of {),, 
world and which therefore fairly measure the appreciation of » 
we find that the wheat crop of 1894, which was 460,000,000 bus) 
was worth only $225,000,000, while the crop of 1872, which y 
only 249,000,000 bushels, was worth $310,000,000; or, the ero» 
1894, though twice as large as the crop of 1872, brought the farny.rs 
who produced it less money than the crop of 1872. The: 
crop of 1872, though less than half as much as the crop of | 
brought $301,087,500 as against $263,000,000 for the crop of 18) 

These facts, Mr. Chairman, I think clearly demonstrate +),,; 
neither the overproduction of cotton and wheat nor their chea). 
productions could have caused the fall in their price; and if I })::\o 
shown that neither overproduction nor cheaper production 
counts for the fall in the price, I have excluded every poss'|\\, 
explanation except the appreciation of gold. Not only is it true. 
sir, that gold has more than doubled its purchasing power 
cotton and wheat during the last twenty-two years, but the 
is true of every commodity whose price is fixed in the open mi 
of the world, and whose conditions of supply and demand sro 
relatively the same now asthey were in 1872. I could easily ii.t: 
this statement good by a comparison, article by article, such as | 
have made in respect to cotton and wheat, but this would bo a 
useless tax upon my strength and upon the patience of the House, 
as such proof would simply be cumulative. 


THE REMEDY. 


And now, Mr. Chairman, what is the remedy for this disastrous 
fall in prices? Our gold-standard friends propose none at al), ind 
complacently assure us that falling prices are a national blessiny. 
This may, or it may not, be true. It is true when the fall in price 
results from a diminished cost of production, because such a fal! 
may benefit consumer and producer alike and become a distinct 

in for humanity and civilization; but it is not true when the fall 
in price is due to an increase in the value of money, because such 
a fall benefits none except those who enjoy fixed incomes, ani is 
an unmitigated curse toany nation. I shall not consume my tii 
in arguing to this House that an appreciating unit of value is 
unjust to a large majority of our people and injurious to the |si 
interests of our country, for I have never known a man in puliiic 
speech or in private conversation who would deny it. 

I know usurers who, to serve their selfishness, would multiply 
the unit by five every ten years, and I know spendthrifts who. to 
relieve their embarrassments, would divide the unit by ten every 
five years; but even these extreme types, deferring to comm 
sense and common honesty, do not dare to ask what they desire; 
‘and like all other men profess a solicitude to preserve the sta! ilits 
of the unit. Amid the endless diversity and conflict of opinion on 
this subject that is the one point upon which we all agree. ‘The 
gold-standard advocates, the friends of the double standard, an 
even the paper fiatists, all join in declaring that the first and most 
indispensable requisite of a sound monetary system is an inyari- 
able unit of value. 

Believing that the great fall in prices during the last twenty- 
two years is largely due to an ee mee of money, and belicv- 
ing that this appreciation will continue under a single »0)\l 
standard, we propose, as a remedy for the evil, a restorution of 
the doubie standard. | In making this proposal we are actuated 
by no special predilection for silver, and we favor its free coinage 
purely as a means toan end. We know that the stability of our 
money can not be preserved by basing the unit exclusively uj 
gold, bat we believe it can be preserved by basing the unif upon 
both gold and silver. 


WHY WE FAVOR THE DOUBLE STANDARD. 


We favor the use of both gold and silver as standard mony, 
with the free and unlimited coinage of each, because we }e! 
that together they will make our standard of value more sii!) 
than either one of them alone can make it; and in this opinion 
are strongly confirmed by one of the ablest and one of the 1) 
ardent of all the gold monometallists. In that passage wii) 
has been quoted so often, but which can not be quoted too 0/1 
Professor Jevons says: 


A little reflection must show that MM. Wolowskiand Courcelle-Seneui! 11» 
quite correct in urging that a compensatory or, as [ should prefer to ca 
equilib: action goes on under the French currency law, and ten 
maintain bo gold and silver more steady in value than they would « 
wise be. * * At any moment the standard of value is doubtless «> 
metal or the other, and not both; yet the fact that there isanalteration t:)'> 
Se te ar ceria sebenarmmared otth other comutodi 

m or ‘ue com wt er commod! . 
ies ly and demand over a larger area, inst«« ! 
be merely by itsownaccidents. | 
Imagine reservoirs of water, each subject to independent variati 
supply and demand. In the absence of any connecting pipe, the level o! 
the water in each reservoir will be subject to its own fluctuation only. | 


) 


1. + 


if we open a connection, the water in both will assume a certain mean |), 
and the effects of excessive i Ap demand will be distributed ov“! 
the whole area of reservoirs. The mass of the metals, gold and silver, 
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in western Europe in late years, is exactly represented by the 
ciroulating igo reservoirs, and the connecting pipe is the law of the 7th Ger- 
he an XI, which enables one metal to take the place of the other as an un- 


limited legal tender. 

If Professor Jevons is right, and a unit based upon both metals 
is the most stable, then, sir, the double standard must be the best. 
Even if it is not as good as it ought to be, it can not be worse than 
the single gold standard; for the only system which can possibly 
be worse than one under which the unit doubles its value in 
twenty years is one under which it doubles its value in a shorter 
time. We do not claim that under a double standard the value 
of money will never vary; but we do claim that the variation 
will be very much less under it than under a single gold standard. 
Curiously enough, our opponents never address themselves to 
this view of the question, but simply assume as a fatal objection to 
our proposition that this Government alone can not maintain a 
parity between the two metalsat any ratiofixed bylaw. The vice 
of this objection—and it is a vice which characterizes every argu- 
ment which I have ever heardor read on the other side of this ques- 
tion—is that it places the parity between different kinds of money 
above stability in the value of money. 

We do not contend that the free coinage of silver will prevent 
all variations between the metals. Weknow that theirratio varied 
when the mints stood open to both alike, and we expect that the 
ratio will vary if the mints should be opened again; but we be- 
lieve that the open mint of a great country like ours will give a 
steadiness to their relative values, when once properly fixed, suf- 
ficient for all of the practical purposes of commerce. We know 
that from 1687 to 1873 the ratio between gold and silver oscillated, 
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but through all that one hundred and fifty years the ratio never | 


fell below 14 to 1 nor rose above 16 to 1, excent in the three years 
of 1808, 1812,and 1813. Weconcede that similar fluctuations may 
occur again, but we unhesitatingly affirm that it is better to use 
both of the metals and suffer a slight fluctuation between them 


than to use one of them and suffer a wide fluctuation between it | 


and all forms of property. In other words, Mr. Chairman, while 
it is important to preserve the parity between gold and silver, 
it is infinitely more — to preserve the parity between 
money and property. We do not procure gold in order to buy 
silver, nor do we procure silver in order to buy gold; but we pro- 
cure either of them or both of them for the purpose of buying 
other and more useful kinds of property. I believe in parity, but 
1 believe still more in stability, and if I am compelled to choose 
between parity without stability and stability without parity, my 
choice would be stability above every other consideration; and | 


would not hesitate one moment to take silver monometallism, if | ?“ : = i a ae 
| climate, and population, and which differ in their monetary sys- 


with it I could obtain stability. 
SILVER MONOMETALLISM. 


Why this undefined and indefinable dread of silver monometal- 
lism,if it be true that silver is a more stable metal than gold? 
Neither silver monometallism nor any other kind of metallism can 
be an evil if it furnishes a stable measure of value. I do not hes- 
itate to avow my belief that the most stable standard is the best 
without reference to the metal which composes it, and I prefer it 
whether it shall be gold alone or silver alone or whether it shall 
be both gold and silver. I go further than this. I would unhesi- 
tatingly reject both of the metals and adopt a paper standard if a 
paper standard were more stable than a metallic one; for in some 
respects paper makes a better money than either gold or silver. It 
costs less labor to produce it and it is more convenient to use; but 
it can not be safely adopted as a standard, because the history of 
the world admonishes us that no nation can preserve its value 
when it is employed in unlimited quantities and to the exclusion 
of the precious metals. 

Upon the same principle that I oppose the gold standard be- 
cause it is an ee one, I oppose the paper standard because 
it would be a depreciating one, and I advocate a standard of both 
gold and silver because I believe it will be a stable one. I plant 
myself upon the broad and unassailable ground that no system 
with a variable unit can be a good one and no system with an in- 
variable one can be a bad one, without the slightest reference to 
the material out of which the unit is coined. Gentlemen can not 
deny this without denying a proposition affirmed by every re- 
spectable economist w on ever considered the subject and 
without denying all they have themselves been saying for the last 
fifteen years. Ihave heard some of them argue against silver, 
and I have heard many of them denounce it, but I have heard 
none of them offer any serious objection to it except that it 
fluctuates, 

If it is true, Mr. Chaiaman, as I have endeavored to show, that 
= has doubled its value in the last twenty years, then it must 

true that silver has varied very little, if any, in its value; and if 
we need an international agreement at all, we need it to keep 
down the price of gold and not to keep up the price of silver. If 
these emen have been sincere in objecting to silver upon the 


os that it is a fluctuating measure of value, they must object 
’ 


the proof is that gold has fluctuated vastly more 
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than silver. Or perhaps they think that it is a crime to advocate 
a money which goes down, without realizing that it is still more 
criminalto advocate a money which goes up. If money must go 
either way it is better that it should go down than up; for fall- 
ing money means rising prices, while rising money means falling 
prices, and all men know that rising prices are better for the 
country than falling prices. 
SILVER-STANDARD COUNTRIES 

But gentlemen exclaim that silver monometallism would de- 
grade this country to a level with Mexico and the other silver- 
using countries of the world; thus assuming that the condition 
which exists in Mexico and other silver-using countries is traceable 
to their silver standard. The least reflection must convince any 
man that such an argument is utterly fallacious. The dullest man 
ought to know that the general condition existing in any country 
is the result of many diiferent factors, and that a comparison be- 
tween the general condition existing in a silver-standard country 
and the general condition existing in a gold-standard country can 
only help us to understand the effect of the two different mone- 
tary systems when the comparison relates to countries which are 
substantially alike in other respects. If, however, it is desired to 
study the effect of the gold and the silver standard as exhibited in 
the United States and Mexico, perhaps a fair lesson could be 
learned by comparing the two countries from 1840 to 1860, and 
then again from 1870 to 1890. Our advancement between 1870 
and 1890 has been much less than between 1840 and 1860, while 
the advancement of Mexico between 1870 and 1890 has been much 
greater than between 1840 and 1860. Now, sir, if the gold stand- 
ard has really promoted our growth and retarded the growth of 
Mexico, how could it happen that our progress since the adoption 


of the gold standard has been less than it was before we adopted 
the gold standard, while Mexico’s progress has never been so great 


as during the past twenty years? 

If instead of comparing Mexico with this country, which is so 
dissimilar in all other things as well as its financial system, we 
will compare it with some country closely resembling it in popu- 
lation, soil, climate, education, religion, and civilization, and hav- 
ing a gold standard, then we may hope to acquire some valuable 
instruction on the point at issue; for it is fair to suppose that if 
two countries are alike in all respects except one that this one 
difference may properly be considered as the cause of their dif- 
ferent progress. If you would really know whether the condi- 
tion of a country is worse under a silver standard than under a 
gold standard, we can obtain some light on that subject by com- 
paring Mexico and Brazil, which are so much alike in their soil 


tems. There is no candid man living to-day who knows anything 


| about conditions existing in these two countries who does not 
| know that, judged by the progress of the last twenty years, Mexico 





has far outstripped Brazil. I have here an article contributed by 
the Mexican minister, Mr. Romero, to the June number of the 
North American Review, in which he says: 

We have more stability of prices, wages, rents, etc. Although our wages 
are low, there has been in recent years a marked tencency to their increase. 
Our factories are not only in operation, but they are being greatly extended, 
and new plantsand industries are being established. Instead of dismissing our 
laborers, we find oceupation for them all, and we need to import them for 
work to be done in some localities, and as our laborers find occupation and 
increased wages, we have no strikes. 

Not only is the condition of Mexico, as described in this article, 
better than the condition of Brazil, and better than any gold- 
standard country on earth situated as Mexico is, but it is better 
even than the condition of many gold-standard countries having 
a higher civilization. Nor are the development and extension of 
her industries and her commerce the only advantages which 
Mexico enjoys in comparison with Brazil. The silver standard of 
Mexico is stable and admirably fulfills its part in the progress of 
her people, while the monetary system of Brazil, though it is a 
gold standard with a paper circulation, has for years been so un- 
stable that no man po calculate what it would cost him to per- 
form a contract two years from the time he made it. 

If you think the comparison between Mexico and Brazil is un- 
fair, perhaps you will admit the justice of a comparison between 
India and Egypt—India having a silver standard and Egypt a 
gold standard, and each having conditions of soil and climate not 
greatly dissimilar. If the gold standard is the cause of prosperity 
and the silver standard is the source of adversity, then Egypt 
ought to be more prosperous than India, but nobody will ask any 
well-informed man to believe that itis. Everybody who knows 
anything knows that during the last fifteen years India has pro- 
gressed at an incomparably better rate than Egypt. Or if these 
two comparisons are not considered a sufficient test, let us compare 
Japan and Turkey—Japan being on a silver basis and Turkey on 
a gold basis. Not only has Japan so far surpassed Turkey in the 
past twenty years as to make a comparison between them seem 
almost ridiculous, but Japan's progress is proportionately greater 
than any gold-standard country on earth, not even excepting our 
own. 
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I desire to be clearly understood in this connection. I am not 
insisting that there is any ial virtue in silver as such, nor any 
special vice in gold as such. Iam simply showing that silver- 
standard countries have prospered more than gold-standard coun- 
tries of like situation. That this is true is in perfect accord with 
the soundest laws of monetary science. The silver-standard coun- 
tries have been living under a financial system whose unit of value 
has been fairly stable, and the gold-standard countries have been 
living under a financial system whose unit has been constantly 
appreciating. For this reason prices in silver-standard countries 
have not suffered any serious fall, while the fall in gold-standard 
countries has been such as to destroy all profits in agricultural 
and commercial pursuits. Under stable prices the a 
countr#s have prospered, while falling prices in the gold-standar 
countries have been crushing their enterprising and energetic citi- 
zens, to enrich a class which Mr. Carlisle once denounced as the 
‘idle holders of idle capital.” 

LABOR ARGUMENT. 

The gold advocates lay great stress upon the fact that the wages 
of labor in this country are better than in silver-standard coun- 
tries, and seek to impress us with the belief that this is a conse- 
quence of our gold standard. I do not myself attach the anes 
value to comparisons of this kind, because I know that labor is 
more completely subject to its immediate environments than any- 
thing else. I know that the rate of wages in the same employ- 
ment differs greatly even in adjacent States. The wages paid in 
Connecticut are very different from those paid in Maine, and the 
wages paid in Massachusetts are very erent from those paid 
ineither Connecticutor Maine. But, while conceiveacomparison 
of this kind more apt to mislead us than to lead us right, it must be 
deemed as good on one side as on the other, and since our gold- 
standard friends so constantly declaim about the great difference 
in Chinese and American wages, it is not improper for me to in- 
vite your attention to some other instances. 

In the first place I would ask them to explain how it was that 
when we had the double standard up to 1873 we — better wages 
than England, which has been on a gold standard since 1816. Or, 
coming to the present time, how they explain that Mexico, 
which is a silver-standard country, revs better wages than Egypt, 
which is a gold-standard country? the gold standard is such a 
benefit to the laboring man, why is it that the laborers of gold- 
standard Italy are in such a deplorable condition—so deplorable 
that in their towns and cities workmen possessing fair skill are 
compelled to buy not only second-hand clothes but second-hand 
food as well. e very coffee grounds from the tables of the 
rich are sold as a luxury to industrious men, and through all that 
magnificent valley of the Po—the richest land in Europe—the 
condition of both rural and urban labor is more wretched than 
the condition of the Southern slave ever was. And in Belgium, a 


rich and commercial gold-standard country, skilled mechanics 


ladly work for a which are lower than similar grades of 
bor receive in Mexico. 
This argument that a gold standard ought to be maintained for 
the benefit of the wage earner is a discreditable piece of dema- 
y, and is urged most vehemently by men who have never been 
own to oe with labor in any effort to ameliorate its 
condition. ny of those who have heretofore defended the rifle 
and the bayonet as a proper answer to the laborers’ appeal for 
better wages are now py igen Nan e body ought to be satis- 
fied so long as the laborer is well rewarded for his toil. Notonly 
is this argument d cal, but it is too transparent to deceive 
intelligent workingmen, for they know that wages are simply the 
price of labor and are controlled by the same economic laws that 
control all other prices. They do not respond as quickly to influ- 
ences, either good or evil, as the more perishable commodities, 
but in the end the wages of labor must share with the product 
of labor the fall in all prices which results from the appreciation 
of money. In the nature of things it could not be otherwise. 
The a price of every article must be sufficient to cover the 
expense of producing it and return a profit to the producers, or 
else sooner or later its production must cease. The item that 
must be met out of the money received from the sale of goods 
must be the fixed charges, such as taxes, insurance, rent, and 
interest on such borrowed capital as may be used. After these 
° tions have been discharged the remainder is then a fund to 
be divided between the owners of the plant and their laborers. It 
can hardly be expected that employers will be willing to forego 
their dividends in order that their employees may receive good 
wages. All that could be expected of the most (pores employer 
would be that he should permit his profits and the wages of 


emplo to fall pari passu. 

iP the income fon a business twenty-two years ago was $100,- 
000 above the fixed charges, and was equally divided between wages 
and dividends, and if the same establishment now has an income of 
only $50,000, it is reasonable to that it is still divided 
between the owners of the t and the men who operate it, 
going ® clear loss to both earners and the capitalist. 


my meaning even clearer, 
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country produced commodities valued at $11,000,000,000: ay. in 
1894 we produced less than $8,000,000,000, the fall being mor. jp 
the price than in thequantity. But whatever may have caus; ¢\, 
fall, it is absurd to suppose that labor received as much for ),; 
ducing $8,000,000,000 worth of goods in 1894 as it did for }) 

ing $11,000,000,000 worth in 1890. The commodities produc ; 
1894 and sold for $8,000,000,000 would have fetched at the yyjcos 
prevailing in 1873 not less than $16,000,000,000, and will any)\9 
ask an intelligent American laborer to believe that labor rejy,; 
as many dollars for producing $8,000,000,000 worth of comm \itios 
as it would have received for producing the same commodities ;? 
they could have been sold for $16,000,000,000? It is true th.: 
rate of daily wages has been maintained in some branches «f j). 
dustry, but this is 7 true in those branches in which labor jy. 

eatly increased its skill; as where a few laborers now reall, pl 0. 

uce more goods than a greater number of laborers former|y (ji; 
In some industries there have been such improvements in machin. 
ery that five men can now produce with a machine as mucl) as 
fifteen formerly produced, and in this way the wages of the men 
whoare still employed have been maintained and have occasion] y 
been increased. 

But in such employments many of the men who once found j)laces 
are now idle; and though the individual laborers who work may 
even receive better daily wages, yet labor receives less comensa- 
tion. The fifteen men before the improvement in machinery may 
have worked for $2 per day, making the total payment for Jabor 
$30 per day. Now the five men who, with the assistance of the 
new machine, can produce the same amount of goods, might bo 
receiving $3 ag day, which would make a total payment to labor 
of $15, or only half of what it was. It is plain to any man who 
will think on the subject for a moment that there may be a vast 
difference between the daily wages of a laborer who can find en- 
ployment and the wages of labor which must comprehend a great 
number of unemployed laborers. 

Descending from this general argument to a particular case, | 
us sup that a cotton mill was established in 1872, costin 
$400,000, of which $200,000 was borrowed to run for twenty-fiv 
years. Thecapacity of such a mill would have been, say, 2,000) bali 
of cotton per annum. That cotton in 1872 would have co-i the 
mill $110 a bale, or $220,000 for 2,000 bales. These 2,000 bales of 
cotton could then be converted into a finished product worth 
$450,000. Subtracting $220,000, the cost of the raw material, 
from the $450,000 received for the finished product, there was left 
$230,000 to meet fixed charges, pay wages, and declare dividends, 
Let us suppose that the fixed charges, including taxes, insurance, 
and interest on the $200,000 borrowed, would amount to $3}),()00, 
leaving $200,000 for wages and dividends. 

Now, let us also suppose that that mill is as good in all respects 
to-day as it was in 1872, and that it still consumes 2,000 bales of 
cotton. That 2,000 bales of cotton to-day will cost $80.0), and 
can be converted into a finished product worth $160,000. Sub- 
tracting $80,000, the cost of the raw material, from the $160,(00 
received for the finished product, there is left $80,000 to mect 
fixed charges, pay wages, and declare dividends. The fixed 
ch are as much to-day as they were twenty-two years ago. 
The insurance is no less, the rate of interest, being fixed when the 
$200,000 was borrowed, remains the same, and the taxes, if »ny- 
thing, are ter; but estimating the fixed charges still to be 
$30,000, and subtracting that sum from the $80,000 left after pay- 
ing for the raw material, the mill would now have $50,000 to pay 
wages and declare dividends. It is inconceivable that the labor 
in that establishment could be paid as much out of the 5, 
now = — rae the $200,000 in aad —_ the _ which | 
attem pa. e@ same wages out of their smaller receij)ts |: 
canal into ticeunte and their operatives are idle. 

It is true, as Mr. lisle himself declared in his Memphis 
speech, that labor organizations have contributed power! !y 
toward maintaining the rate of daily wages, but they have not 
been able to control the number of men who should be em)! 
nor the number of days which each employee is permitted to wor¥. 

years I saw a very pointed illustration of how |a'\ 
may suffer without its daily wages being changed. [For soie 
time after Mr. Cleveland’s inauguration the Public Printer. w' 
was a ublican, appointed many Democrats to places 11) the 
Printing Office without dismissing the Republicans, unt)! ("0 
number of men was double as many as the work required. but 
the expenditures for that service were kept within the appr) 
tion by allowing many of the printers to work only every 01" 
day. e management of many extensive corporgtions })r\" 
this same policy, and after running on full time for apart «' ') 
year and filling such orders as have been placed with them. ‘\"Y 
then reduce mses, not by reducing the wages, bu! 'Y 
reducing the number of their men. It is a mockery tot | 
man who finds employment only hali of his time that he is 95 \\' 
off as he was when he was continuously employed, simply boo!" 
his daily wages are the same; for the question which most ¥'''y 
concerns the workingman is not his daily, but his annual, earn'+°. 

Whenever the manufacturer receives less for what his laborers 
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make, he will pay his laborers less for making it. Do I need to 
tell this House that the farmers of the South can not pay farm 
hands the same wages for raising 8-cent cotton as for raising 
18-cent cotton? Do the Representatives from the great wheat- 
producing States of the West imagine that their constituents can 

y their laborers as much for raising 40-cent wheat as they could 
fr raising 80-cent wheat? Mr. Chairman, no socialism is more 
dangerous than that which teaches labor to believe that capital 
can continue to pay undiminished wages out of a diminishing 
profit fund. : 

I shudder to contemplate the future of my country if the fall of 
prices is to continue through this and the next generation. Al- 
ready farming has been stripped of half its charm and all its 

rofit; merchandising has ceased to be a risk and has become a cer- 

ain loss; and manufacturing only escapes the general ruin through 
the favoritism of an unjust protective tariff. Thousands of men 
who once found agreeable occupation on the farms are crowding 
into our already overcrowded towns and cities, and when the 
farmers leave their farms, the merchant must close his store and 
the manufacturer hisfactory. In thatevil day the farm hand, the 
merchant’s clerk, and the factory operative will all becompelled to 
join that vast army of the unemployed from whose discontented 
ranks the anarchist recruits his pestilent society. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iask that the gentleman from Texas have 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. The general debate will close 
within an hour. 

Mr. BRUMM. Wecan extend the hour for the recess. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. You can not keep members 
here after 5 o’clock. 

Mr. COFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
tlemen who desire to speak. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Maryland. 


[Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota addressed the committee. See 
Appendix. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the bill H. R. 2904 and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House now take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening, and that 
at 10 o’clock another recess be taken until 10.30 o’clock to-morrow 
morning, exclusively for the consideration of House bill 2904, and 
that it be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I understood that an order had 
already been made for this. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It has not been made as yet. 

Mr. BAILEY. Did not the order adopted the other day con- 
template this? 

_Mr. DINGLEY. The order was not made for the evening ses- 
sion. 

Mr. BAILEY. The order as made contemplated the considera- 
tion of the bill up to the time of taking a vote upon it. How- 
ever that may be, I make no objection. ButI desire to emphasize 
the fact that every request—and there were several—to extend the 
time of Republicans has been granted, while the only request 
made in behalf of a Democrat for an extension beyond the hour 
has been denied. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is an individual matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that the House take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening, 
and at 10 o’clock the House take a recess until 10.30 to-morrow 
morning, for debate only on the bill H. R. 2904 in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? [After a pause. | 
The Chair hears none; and the gentleman from New York, Mr. 
PAYNE, will please act as Speaker. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Dayton for ten days, on account of important business. 

The SPEAKER. In accordance with the unanimous consent 
already given, the House will now stand in recess until 8 o’clock 
this evening. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House was 

lared in recess. 


There are other gen- 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reconvened at 8 p. m., Mr. 
Paynk in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, the pending proposition is to 
substitute a measure providing for the free coinage of silver for 
House bill No. 2904, which was passed to meet two existing emer- 
gencies; first, to secure needed additional revenue, and, second, 
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to replenish the gold reserve from time to time, in order to con- 
firm the good faith of the Government as set forth in the acts of 
Congress authorizing the issue of the legal-tender notes commonly 
called “‘ greenbacks,” and more especially to maintain the act of 
January 14, 1875, providing for the resumption of specie pay- 
ments on January 1, 1869, the promise of which was in a great 
part responsible for the wonderful increase of property and wealth 
of the nation which continued almost uninterruptedly until 1893. 

I was, and am in favor of House bill No. 2904 as it passed this 
House, not because it was a curative measure, but one intending 
to meet an emergency in response to the urgent appeal of the 
President of the United States. No one expects the bill as now 
presented to us in the form of a silver free coinage substitute 
will or can become a law at this session, hence I will not detain 
the House by discussing the merits or demerits of a measure pro- 
posing the free coinage of silver, but as the substitute brings be- 
fore us the whole question of the condition of the Treasury, the 
status of the gold reserve, as well as the currency situation gener- 
ally, I prefer as my contribution to this debate to submit some 
considerations looking to extricating ourselves from the « 





} 


lilemmas 

confronting us. 
All good citizens desire the general prosperity of the people; 
hence all good citizens should favor such legislation as will best 


subserve that end. 

It is impossible to secure unanimity, but under ordinary circum- 
stances the judgment of the majority is finally concurred in, and 
the more freely if the methods invoked have been suggested or 
controlled by the intelligent portion of the community. 

The present situation presents an anomaly. A widespread and 
apparently radical difference of opinion exists as to the relation of 
gold and silver to each other and to our currency. On the one 
side appears to be gathered the moneyed and property interests of 
the country and on the other appear to be gathered not only a 
large portion of the agricultural element, but all those who for 
any cause are discontented with the present order or any order of 
things. 

There is also a widespread anxiety existing in regard to the gold 
reserve now necessarily held to redeem legal-tender notes, which 
condition is intensified by the fact that gold no longer flows into 
the Treasury from the custom-house, and hence the urgent claim 
that the legal-tender notes shall be retired. 

[ had the honor on December 12, 1895, soon after this Congress 
met, to introduce three very brief bills, the texts of which I shall 
incorporate as part of my remarks, but their substance I shall 
explain as I proceed: 

A bill (H. R. 1431) to refund the outstanding United States and Treasury 


notes with bonds bearing interest atthe rate of 2 per cent, and for other 
purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That on and after January 1, 1896, the 
United States notes (commonly called ‘“‘greenbacks’’) now outstanding to 
the amount of $346,681,016, onel under the acts of February 25, 1862, July 11, 
1862, and March 3, 1863, and the United States Treasury notes payable in coin 
now outstanding to the amount of $144,495,280, issued for the purchase of sil- 
ver bullion under the act of Congress approved July 14, 1890, shall be funda- 
ble, at the pleasure of the holder, into bonds of the United States, payable in 
lawful money, bearing interest at the rate of 2 per cent per annum, payable 
quarterly, to the registered holder thereof. 

The principal of said bonds shall be payable at the pleasure of the Govern- 
ment, but only after all interest-bearing debt of the United States carrying a 
higher rate of interest and payable in coin shall have matured and been paid. 

The} bonds herein provided for shall, until finally paid, be reconvertible 
into the same character of notes surrendered, and all exchanges shal! be in 
sums of not less than $1,000, under such rules and regulations as shall be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury and subject tothe provisions herein- 
after provided. 

When any of the aforesaid bonds shall be presented to the Treasury for 


reexchange into the notes into which they are hereby made convertible, the 
interest accrued thereon for the expired portion of the then current quarter, 
and the interest that shall thereafter accrue until the notes shall again be 
presented for conversion into the bonds herein provided for, shall inure for 
the benefit of the United States; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall es- 
tablish the necessary rules and regulations under which such notes shall be 


surrendered for conversion into such bonds, so that the party receiving the 
bonds shall pay to the Treasury the amount of interest which may have ac- 
crued on the then current quarter 

The nStes herein made fundable and econvertible shall continue to pos- 
sess all the qualities now provided by law, except that on and after March 1, 
1896, they shall no longer be receivable for customs nor redeemable nor ex 
chempenkte at the Treasury of the United States except by or for the bonds 
herein provided for. 


A bill (H. R. 1458) requiring all duties on imported goods after March 1, 1998, 
shall be paid in gold coin, and repealing all acts inconsistent, etc 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That on and after March 1, 1806, all duties 
on imported goods shall be paid in gold coin, and all acts and parts of acts in- 
consistent herewith are hereby repealed. 


A bill (H. R. 1426) to increase the circulation of national-bank currency and to 
reduce the taxes thereon. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That hereafter national banks now org: 
ized or hereafter organized shall be entitled to receive, under the prov 
of section l0of an act to enable banking associations to extend their corporat 
existence, and for other purposes, approved July 12, 1882, from the Comp- 
troller of the Currency, circulating notes of different denominations equal 
in amount to 100 per cent of the current market value, not exceeding par, of 











1896. 
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change his bond for currency. | During the period the currency is 
outstanding the interest accruing on the bonds will inure to the 
benefit of the Treasury. These notes will continue to possess all 
the quality of legal tender, and hence will be superior to a na- 
tional-bank note, but they will no longer be receivable for customs. 

A proper addition to this bill, therefore, would be the provision 
of House bill No. 1453, providing that after a certain date all cus- 
toms dues shall be paid in gold coin. 

With these bills upon the statute books the ever-recurring fear 
caused by gold exports and the drain upon the Treasury would 
disappear, to the great benefit of the business community, and the 
honor of the nation would be without a suspicion. 

I do not believe any material portion of the legal-tender notes 
would be funded under this plan, except in times when, from ex- 
traordinary causes, there might be large accumulations of money 
at certain centers. a s ao ; 

The privilege of receiving 2 per cent interest is, in my judgment, 
ample compensation, and would secure the much-desired end of 
eliminating the necessity for a gold reserve, and doing it economic- 
ally and with satisfaction to the business community. 

The reason I consider the low rate —— compensation is that 
these bonds become additionally valuable because their date of 
maturity will be the most distant, and they will always be worth 
par in money to the holder and readily exchangeable, which is a 
consideration of vital importance in periods of money stringency. 

In the panics, especially of 1873 and of 1893, large premiums 
were paid to obtain currency for ordinary purposes, such as wage 
paying, etc.,and the choicest securities were terribly sacrificed by 
savings banks and other institutions holding deposits subject to 
call, because of the pressing necessity for actual cash. 

The convertible features of the bond proposed by bill No. 1431 
would mainly obviate this element of demoralization which al- 
ways accompanies loss of credit and creates a sudden and greatly 
enlarged demand for currency. 

By these bills you not only make a gold reserve useless, but you 
release all the money now in the Treasury, leaving it subject to the 
ordinary demands of the Government. 

Youcontinue to the ag the use of the larger part of the pres- 
ent noninterest-bearing debt which serves so fully the purposes 
of a sound currency available in every corner of this land, you re- 


store the flow of gold into the Treasury through the custom-house, | 


and thus furnish gold for all the needs of the Government, and 
actually cause a freer circulation of gold than now, because the 
Government would pay out gold to banks and others in the ordi- 
nary course of business as currency is now paid out. 

Hoarding of gold would cease,as there would be no room for 
question as to whether the Government would or could maintain 
the parity. 

These bills would meet an emergency without at all interfering 
with liberal and equitable legislation for the national banks as 
proposed in House bill No. 1426, nor would it raise any question 
as to legislating upon the subject of silver. 
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I would simply meet the demands of an anomalous condition of | 
the currency growing out of a war and the rapidity of develop- | 
ments throughout the world,impossible to have been anticipated | 


thirty years ago. 


The silver question-is fast adjusting itself by natural processes, | 


for if the production of gold continues to increase as it has during 
the past six or eight years, tears may be shed over the deprecia- 
tion of gold instead of silver. 

As to the necessity of some such legislation as I have proposed 
in the bills referred to, 
used to replenish the gold reserve since January, 1894, and the 
meager net result obtained. 


rious dates from January, 1878, to November, 1895, it will appear 
by February, 1898, the amount had diminished to the lowest point 
since January, 1878. 


Net gold in the Treasury: 


In February, 1000. .................. aaa i catalan $108, 284, 219 
In January, 1804 65, 650, 175 








In Febr Te eucccnscococene 106, 527, 068 
Nee nn ccc cama cnecaesccnce 54. 975, GT 
Ne ecewe enenee 105, 424, 569 


In January, 1895 
In June, 1: 


aR ea 
The large increases noted for February, 1894, November, 1894, 


107, 512, 368 


entlemen need only consider the means | 





44, 705, 967 | 


44, 483, 126 | 


and June, 1895, were the result of bond ‘sales aggregating $162,- | 


000,000, thus fixing an annual interest charge for thirty years, 
and yet on February 8, 1896, the net gold in the Treasury was at 
the a reached since the resumption of specie payments 
in 1879, e bond sale just concluded provides again for more 
than $100,000,000 to be poured into the vacuum caused by the re- 
peated presentation of the same notes at the counter of the sub- 
treasury for exchange into gold; and, as I have already suggested, 
unless some change is promptly effected in the existing law, no 


i 
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| dilemma in which we are now placed is whether we shall gi 


| money 
| expense of building and strengthening vaults, in which to store 
By an official statement of the net gold in the Treasury at va- 
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a year hence or even six months hence. I predict another sale of 
bonds before this Administration goes out of power. 

The magnificent and inspiring spectacle of our people respond- 
ing to the Treasury calls for $100,000,000 gold by offering nearly 
$600,000,000 should make us prouder than ever of our American 
citizenship, of the wonderful natural resources of the land con- 
ferred upon us by nature, and of the wisdom of our fathers in 
leaving us the heritage of such institutions as permit and stimu- 
late our unexampled development and prosperity; and, above all, 
unite us in such brotherhood that at any call of duty the people 
rise as one man to tender fortune, honor, or life itself for the 
common weal, 

The example of devotion just presented should, however, not 
be lost in mere sentimentality, but should cause us to most seri- 
ously consider the situation, and honestly, unselfishly, and in the 
spirit of a true and wise patriotism, propose, discuss, and finally 
enact such measures into laws as will prevent the necessity of 
diverting the energies and wealth of the people into the attempted 
maintenance of the national credit by means which tend to ener- 
vation and certain bankruptcy; for if the present methods of per- 


mitting deficiencies in the revenues continue, when our citizens 
are willing to be taxed for all proper purposes, or we continue the 
suicidal policies of favoring foreign manufacturers at the cost of 


poverty and ruin to our own people and of allowing the Treasury 
doors to stand wide open at the same time that we furnish the 
means for emptying the vaults of the gold with no other source of 
supply of that commodity than the waste of our substance through 
an increase of the interest-bearing debt, we shall reach one of two 
results, either an abnormal national debt without any real con- 
sideration, or open and flagrant repudiation. 

Such possibilities should excite us to earnest endeavor, lest evil 
come to our people through our failure of duty and we be justly 
subjected to scorn for inefficiency or to execration for fiddling 
while Rome is burning. | Applause. | 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, the condition which now confronts 
the House fully justifies the action of the gentlemen on this side 
who voted against the bill onits passage. It was an admitted fact 
that the act would never become a law. Whatever its necessity 
may have been, or whatever emergency called for its enactment, 
the completed negotiation of the one-hundred-million-dollar loan a 
few days ago leaves no reason for its further consideration. The 

give our 
approval to an unnecessary or to a mischievous law. 

There being now no occasion, in my judgment, for the bill in 
its original shape, I suggest that we ought not to stand on cere- 
mony or dignity, but treat the Senate amendment or substitute as 
an independent bill, originating in that branch of Congress, and 
sent to us as any other measure. I trust our rules may be so con- 
strued as to permit us to do this. 

I have only the objection to the third section, providing fo 
compulsory retirement of national-bank notes under the denomi 
nation of $10, that it does not go far enough. If silver be ag 
money metal—and everybody here professes to be its friend 
why should it not circulate among the people to the extent of its 
coinage, or at least to the extent of the demand upon it as a cir- 
culating medium? Why should the Secretary of the Treasury be 
authorized toissne certificates against the silver dollars comed 
from so good a ‘‘money metal”? If they constitute such good 
‘*standard money,” should they be aided by paper currency, 
whether issued by national banks or by the Government? If sil- 
ver be inconvenient and burdensome as a circulating medium, is 
not that the strongest argument against its use as *‘standard 
”? Why should the Government be subjected to the 


TA 
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the standard silver dollar if it be true, that the people favor its use 
and are anxious for its unlimited coinage? Money unsuitable or 
inconvenient for general use certainly ought not to be coined in 
large or unlimited quantities. 

The real truth is, Mr. Speaker, that gold and silver ought to 
stand each on itsown merits. Each has its inconveniences; each 
has its advantages. Bothmetalsareindestructible; both as com- 
pared with other commodities are scarce. Gold is much more 
valuable, but it suffers greater loss by abrasion in its use as money. 
Silver is more bulky and less valuable, but its constant use is at- 
tended with but littleloss. It has that advantage over gold, which, 
in a large measure, is lost by the action of the Government in 
issuing gold and silver certificates to circulate instead of specie. 
Neither the money of these metals—much less the metals them- 
se!ves—shonuld be stored at the expense of the Government, nor 
should the burden be cast upon the Government of printing and 
issuing certificates to circulate in place of either the money or the 
bullion. When it comes to certificates, gold has an undue advan- 


| tage over silver, which enhances its comparative value. 


If section 3 of the Senate substitute should be amended so as to 
authorize the taking up and canceling, never to be again issued in 
any form, all bank bills, gold and silver certificates, and Treasury 


man can anticipate what the condition of the gold reserve will be | notes of less denomination than five, or even ten, dollars, and then 








1668 


adopted as amended, we would be doing ‘‘something substantial 
for silver,” something practical, nothing visionary or purely theo- 
retical. It would enlarge the use of silver by che amount of bills, 
certificates, and Treasury notes retired. It would necessarily cause 
an advance in the price of silver by this increased use. I am con- 
strained to believe that it would cause no disturbance whatever to 
our financial condition or injuriously affect any business interest. 

i am, therefore, willing and hope I may have the opportunity 
to vote for section 8 of the Senate substitute as a step in the right 
direction. I would more willingly support it if amended as above 
as ga 

am also willing and hope I may be ——— to support by pe 
vote an amendment to section 2, striking out that part which 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to issue silver certificates 
against the seigniorage. If we should retire all gold and silver 
certificates and Treasury notes of small dencrinations, the va- 
cancy could besafely filled by coining the seigniorage. That would 
again be ‘‘ doing something for silver,” and I am persuaded that 
it would not cause its depreciation, nor disturb in the least the 
business of the country. Iam willing to vote for section 2 thus 
amended. 

Iam unable, Mr. Speaker, to give the consent of my vote to the 
first section of this substitute. It opens our mints to the free 
coinage of the silver of the whole world. We are protectionists 
on this side of the House, not free traders. Every other com- 
modity of this country which is produced in sufficient quantities 
to supply our wants should be charged with a duty, and we pro- 
tectionists believe it should be a reasonably high one. Why let 
the foreign owner of silver bullion into. our market without the 

yment of any duty, and then why, in addition, should we go to 
the expense of converting his bullion into coin free of charge? I 
will not speak of the enhancement in value by this coinage, but it is 


quite certain that under the ——_ of this section, the foreign- 


owner of silver bullion would have an advantage over the United 
States mine owner, and also have an advantage that the owners of 
other commodities do not enjoy. 

I do not believe that we can at present maintain at a parity 
with gold, the silver product of the world. I am not willing by 
my vote to send gold to a ne or bring about a state of 

airs in which the country has two kinds of money of different 
debt-paying and purchasing power. [am not unaware that it is 
seriously contended, here and elsewhere, by many of the doctri- 
naires of free coinage that the parity of the gold and silver coins 
would not be destroyed. But one of its most a champions 
on this floor admits that gold would under such circumstances 
gotoapremium. Whether the one or the other be correct, I am 
unwilling to subject the country at this time to even the risk of 
going upon a single standard of silver. 

It seems to me that at least those on this side of the House 
should unite in some efforts at legislation that will not only ‘do 
something for silver,” but for the other interests of the country as 
well. We all say we are friends of the white metal. We would 
all like to see its free and unlimited coinage, if we knew the parity 
with gold would not be destroyed. We all wish to bring about 
- the time when both metals will be treated at our mints with fair- 
ness and impartiality. 

If we are to bring about this condition, if we expect to reach 
and maintain genuine bimetallism, we must make careful and sen- 
sible preparation for that event. We can not hope that it will 
oome while the balance of trade is so largely against us or while 
we so largely patronize the ‘‘ markets of the world,” where gold 
is the only currency, and neglect the ‘‘ home market,” where sil- 
ver as well as gold is current. Wemaust patronize, and not break 
down by unfriendly legislation, the American woolgrower. He is 
willing to sell his product for silver. The Australian, from whom 
we have so lavishly bought of late, is a ‘‘ gold bug.” Itisona 
gold basis only that he sells us his wool. e ought to use the raw 
material of the United States for the manufactured goods that 
our ple need, for the silver dollar will _ both the material 
andthe goods. We ought to employ the workingmen and work- 
ing women of the United States to manufacture those goods, for 
with them, the standard!silver dollar is current without the in- 
— of a one, or two, or five, or ten dollar silver certifi- 
ca . 

Our farmers are ready to raise the cotton, and wool, and hides, 
and provisions to clothe and feed those laborers, and they are not 
asking better ar than silver in payment. Can we expect to 
use a standard or a kind of money different than that current in 
the market where we buy our Can we purchase in the 
“markets of the world ” as lar as we have been doing the past 
aoe and avoid the use of gold, the only money of these markets? 

nh we open our market to the competition of gold-standard 
nations and allow our products to be shut out of their markets? 
Can we permit them to discriminate against our ucts, as they 
are now doing, without a thought of discrimination against them? 
Shall we allow them to discriminate against our silver and we 
do nothing in return, except to unanimously invite them to an 
international silver conference? Shall we adopt British free trade, 
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and not expect to use the monetary system of free trade? If, 
construct and operate our tariff and revenue system on Eng] 
ideas, can we expect to do business on any other than the En: 
idea of a single gold standard? Are we to continue to reply 
European coffers with gold from our Treasury, with our «|v 
source of supply from the sale of thirty-year 4 per cent bond. 
Shall we continue to import goods that our own unemployod 
labor can manufacture? Shall we pay gold to the foreigner {op 
those goods, and also for their carriage to our ports, and co] 
for our people in silver the smallest item of their cost, the dut 
Shall we continually thus discriminate against ourselves ani) 
favor of foreign nations, and then wonder or complain be: 

the balance of wade is against us, or because those nations }); 
demonetized silver? If we are willing to continue our busi) 
with them on a gold basis, buy their goods, spend our mon. 
traveling and junketing among them, buy their titles and family 
names with millionaires’ daughters lavishly dowered with United 
States gold, why should we expect them to join our conferen, 
or remonetize silver? 

If true bimetallism comes to this country protection will he its 
forerunner, not its follower. It will be a genuine protection that 
serves well our interests and industries—silver as wellas all others. 
It will be attended by discrimination, for that is the best defensive 
weapon of protection and reciprocity. If discrimination is made 
in favor of such imported goods as are brought across the « 
in ships built out of United States material, by United s 
workmen, and manned by United States crews, we may ex) 
again to see our shipyards busy and the United States flag on the 
ships of our merchant marine. We may also expect to save th 
$30,000,000 nearly in gold which we are annually paying to foreign 
shipowners for freight on imported goods. If discrimination js 
wisely made against the nations who have so harshly discriminated 
against United States silver, we may confidently expect those 
nations to be seeking us with invitations to silver monetary con- 
ferences—we will not have to hunt them. 

I believe that timeis coming, but we must first remove ‘‘ cuckoo” 
and ‘‘mugwump” influences from the administration of our Goy- 
ernment. Thoseinfluences are for a single gold standard, and for 
free trade as well. The happy work of their removal will be sully 
completed on March 4, 1897. Meantime we must keep good not 
o— the credit, but the currency of the nation, and keep every 
dollar of that currency as good as every other dollar. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, with slight apparent but not real incon- 
sistency, the opponents of the original bill on this side of the House 
ought to vote against concurrence in the Senate substitute or 
amendment, as that body is pleased to call it. The original bill is 

uite harmless, if it should now becomealaw. The horse is gone. 

t can do no harm to lock the stable door. The amendment or 
substitute, as it comes from the Senate, is risky and dangerous, 
and without substantial amendment it ought not to be concurred 
in by this body. [Applause.] 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, the only excuse I shall offer for 
encumbering the RECORD with any further remarks upon the silver 
question is that I hope to suggest a few, and a few only, of those 
points which have not been answered to my comprehension. | 
said here in the summer of 1893 that I was a bimetallist. I repeat 
that assertion. I am a bimetallist within my understanding of 
what a bimetallist is. I confess, however, that I have been some- 
what weakened in my opinions as to whether bimetallisin in the 
United States has any existence other than in name, for, having 
paid due heed to mostof the definitions given during the course of 
this debate, I begin to doubt very seriously whether the person 
coming, within the definitions does or can exist. Gentlemen whio 
say they are bimetallists above and better and more certainly 
than any others declare that such a being exists only when he is 
in favor of having two metals of equal value in circulation side 
by side and at the same time, the one supporting the other. lL 
repeat, [doubt whether the conditions called for by the defimitions 
are possible, and therefore whether there is any such bimetallist. 

Now, all the affairs of this life, Mr. Speaker, present conditions 
and problems not to be solved by academic theories, because i0- 
body ever knows, and I fear none will ever know, just where 
those theories do and where they do not apply. As I have sat 
here day after day and heard gentlemen give their refined (efi! 
tions, always resting upon that condition precedent to their })1- 
losophies, ‘‘other things being equal,” I have been reminded of 
the opening of an address nde many years ago by a disciple of 
Fowler and Wells. He said: 

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: Phrenolo; 
that is in the fact that, other things being equal, size is always the measure 
of strength. But since it never has pleased God Almighty to create two 
human beings in whom the other things were equal, our science is incapal!e 
of demonstration. 

Conse] ' 

1 the theories and primary propositions on this silver question 
depend on the old limitation, ‘other things being equal.” It 1 
beyond the comprehension of any man who has yet arisen upo” 
this earth to determine in what cases the “‘ other things are equal, 
and in what cases they are not; in other words, to measure and 
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is an exact science. The proof of 
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define the modifications. So that it always comes back and always 
will come back to the question of the practical application of any 
theory or any doctrine. is ce 

Now, there is no method or proposition suggesting itself to my 
mind better calculated to present this question in its nakedness 
than a supposition that the United States hereafter should mint 
no coin, but that this Congress should pass a law providing that 

old and silver should be henceforth admitted to the mints of the 

Jnited States for free mintage and on equal terms; that gold 
should be minted in disks corresponding in size, weight, and fine- 
ness to the gold coins now standard, and that silver should be 
minted into disks of the fineness, weight, size, and form of the 
present standard silver dollar; that the United States, instead of 
stamping either one a dollar or five dollars, should simply certify 
by a stamp on the coin the amount of gold which the one and of 
silver which the other contained of standard fineness. 

Now, consider that proposition adopted, and what would be the 
effect? Is there a member of this House who does not believe that 
a disk of the size, weight, and fineness of a ten-dollar gold piece, 
so stamped, would continue to circulate in this country for $10; 
that it would be received by every bank on deposit for $10; that 
it would pay $10 of adverse balance of trade in any nation on the 
earth? The fact that you demonetized gold to that extent and 
stamped the disks not as money, but simply to certify to its 
weight and fineness, would have no possible effect upon its value, 
except, possibly, to appreciate it somewhat in foreign countries. 
I do not believe there is any silver man or any other man in this 
House who will deny that proposition. That being so as to gold, 
what would be the effect as to silver? The effect would not be to 
raise its price one particle above the present commercial price. 
The effect of free and unlimited mintage on equal terms would 
be neither to lower the gold nor to advance the silver, if neither 
was a certified money. Ido not believe anybody will deny that 
proposition. 

ow, if both those propositions are true, what is the conclusion? 
Simply this, that the assertion that astandard silver dollar would 
go as a dollar means to measure the power of the fiat of the Gov- 
ernment and make it cover the hiatus between the commercial 
value of the silver dollar and the 100 cents in real money. Does 
anybody believe that any piece of metal would circulate in that 
way on the force of that fiat? And I want to say right here, Mr. 
Speaker, that the fact that the standard dollars do circulate now 
as dollars is no answer to that question. I have heretofore called 
attention to the fact that the Congress of the United States, for 
the purpose of inspiring confidence in all the money of the United 
States, put into the statute a declaration that it was the intention 
of the Government to maintain a parity between gold and silver, 
and does anybody deny that it was upon the faith of that pledge 
that silver money has since circulated upon a parity with gold? 
There was a promise there as absolute in its terms and more sol- 
emn inform than that printed on the greenbacks, and no man can 
say that the present standard silver dollar has ever circulated as 
a dollar because of the fiat of the Government. Its circulation 
has rested upon the pledge of the Government to maintain a parity 
between the two metals just as absolutely as the greenbacks and 
the silver certificates have rested upon that basis. 

I have not been able to understand, either, Mr. Speaker, the 
force of the arguments of some gentlemen here who give as the 
only reason for the position they take the necessity for more 
money. Nobody admits that he stands up here and advocates 
free coinage for the sole purpose of making a market for the sil- 
ver product of this country or any other. These gentlemen 
claim that they want more money; and to demonstrate the neces- 
sity for more money they quote the academic authorities to prove 
that the fallin prices is an to a scarcity of money; and they 
urge the ancient proposition that, ‘‘other things being equal,” 
the price of all the property in a country is influenced by the 
amount of money of ultimate redemption present in the country. 

Since nobody has thought it worth while to attempt to demon- 
strate here that that proposition can only be true when the value 
of the money is measured by itself, or the price of the products or 
commodities is measured by that money, I will. If you assume 
that there is an independent and unalterable standard, astandard 
that can neither rise nor fall, not one that is said to rise when 
goods fall and to fall when goods rise, but an independent, unal- 
terable standard, by which money shall be measured, then, if there 
is any truth in that proposition, it follows as a necessary deduc- 
tion that when the price of money shrinks the value of all the 
property in the country shrinks. obody can get away from that, 

my judgment; and if it be asound proposition, it explodes the 


pr tion of Mr. F. A. Walker and other gentlemen of great 


reputation, on whose propositions the silver arguments in this 
House are almost without exception. 


But again, looking at the matter in a mere common-sense view, 
and not resting itu any refined feelings, the meaning of which 
eae know until you have spent six weeks in discussing the 

tion of each term, what would be the effect of free coinage, 
judged by their own arguments? The gentleman from Mississippi 











[Mr. WILLIAMs], a gentleman who has made as clear a speech on 
this subject, in my judgment, as has heen made, said distinctly, 
not once only, but oftener: 

We do not pretend that we are going to bring silver up to the present price 
of gold, but we are going to pull gold down to meet it. 

Who besides him believes that possible in the existing condition 
of the civilized and commercial nations? Going to drag gold down! 
Why, sir, theirown propositions made in the same speeches refute 
it. They are going to bring all the silver of the world up by open- 
ing the mints of a single country! Are they going to bring all the 
gold of the world down and leave the mints of every civilized 
nation open to it? The two propositions side by side exhibit an 
absurdity. Pull gold down to meet silver, when you do not close 
a mint on earth to the coinage of gold, and then propose to bring 
silver up by opening the mints of a single country to it! 

Now, I have said the fact that our silver dollars circulate as dol- 
lars rests upon the faith in the pledge of the Government to main- 
tain all money ona parity. This is a very great country, beyond 
question, with resources almost beyond computation, and of its 
financial stability the world has little doubt. But in heaven's 
name who would contemplate for a single moment the Govern- 
ment taking upon itself the awful burden of guaranteeing the parity 
between the gold of the country and all the silver of the world 
coined into American dollars and put into circulation? Ican not 
believe that anybody would propose that; and yet, strange tosay, 
I am not aware that any mortal so far, in proposing free and un- 
limited coinage, has proposed to repeal the pledge of the Govern- 
ment to maintain all of its money ata parity. Free coinage with- 
out such repeal would bring on an immediate collapse. 

Nobody could contemplate for an instant leaving that pledge 
stand in the face of a free-coinage measure. Nobody can con- 
template for an instant, in the light of the arguments made in 
support of free coinage, that the opening of the mints of a single 
country is going to bring the silver of the world to a parity with 
gold. If anybody believes that, he is mistaken in thinking that 
he believes that it is going to lower the price of gold. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as an abstract academic theory—and gen- 
tlemen seem to glory in abstractions—it would make no differ- 
ence whether we had in a country little money or much money, 
if we stood by ourselves with all accounts settled. Ifit were true, 
as gentlemen assert in the propositions on which their arguments 
rest, that the amount of money in a country always bears a given 
relation to all the property of the country, then it would be of 
small consequence how much money there was in a country, pro- 
vided all the debts were paid. But it is the debtor in whose wel- 
fare these gentlemen are interested. When the Fifty-third Con- 
gress opened, for several days the air was rifted with cries of the 
evil that had been wrought the Government by the lecherous 
bondholder in that he had received bonds for greenbacks worth 
40 cents on the dollar and he had been paid in money worth 100 
cents on the dollar. 

I call attention to that chiefly to show the accuracy of the statis- 
tics which these gentlemen use. The same greenback which was 
used to buy a bond comes to pay it. The evil of which they com- 
plain, the ‘‘crime” which is denounced, of the demonetization of 
silver, happened twenty-three years ago. Now, there is a great 
deal of talk about the burden and shame, and none call it the crime, 
of the creditor exacting a different money from what he loaned. 


| Would there be any offense of the same kind in compelling him to 


take a different kind of money from that which he loaned? 

I do not remember that anyone in this discussion has called at- 
tention to the fact that it is altogether probable that most of the 
debts existing at this hour have been created within the twenty- 
three years, and created since the hour these gentlemen denounce 
as so fatal, when silver was demonetized, and have been created 
absolutely on a gold basis by their own theories. Now, what be- 
comes of the argument as applied to the debtor class? 

Mr. Speaker, I have already said that the question is not to be 
settled by fine-spun theories brought from the schools, because 
neither the professors nor anyone else have ever been, and probably 
never will be, able to show that their theories apply. It is true 
to-day in the United States, as it was in France when the wise 
em having examined the theories of the French school, 
said: 

The political economists of France would grind the Empire to powder. 


The money that the United States wants is the money that is 
good in the marts of the world. If it was only the mere question 
of getting more mogey, and if the fiat of the Government was so 
all powerful as these gentlemen seem to think, the proposition has 
been made in a simple form of doubling the supply by debasing 
the present gold coin. The question of money is to be solved in 
the fight of history and the common sense of mankind, wherever 
that question arises, without regard to arithmetic or the books of 
eer: , 

You had just as well take a blackboard, a piece of chalk, and 

rinted volume, and set about demonstrating why the squirrel 
oards nuts as to undertake to demonstrate why mankind wants 








money, and why, in a icular epoch in the world’s ater he 
wants some particular d of money. We can not trace it back 
to its origin, for the very first transaction we learn of in the his- 
tory of man was connected with money, and I take it that in the 
last transaction that shall happen among mankind will 
also be there. It is as mucha of us as an 

fon eke aaa ‘los ar " ahistory,. 1 faculty in 
ne by men osophy an , as any ot us. 
Now, we simply know we stand in a aoa of time when civil- 
ization is higher than we knew of at any other time; when com- 
merce and manufactures, science and art, are in — in ad- 
vance of what they ever were before, the exchange of commodities 
ee me and between the nations greater at any other 
iod of time, and when the great bulk of civilized mankind ha 


ve 
Shermined anon the use ef ent mensy end ene stantesd. in 
the United States we have gentlemen who ar that itis not 


right; that it can not be right. They say that it is not evolution, 
but conspiracy. No matter as tc tho questions whether they are 
right or wrong, the facts are that we are in the position where we 
can not help ourselves, save by some force which I think we can 
appl y. Itis as much eee our er to break down the value 
of gold as a money metal among civilized men as it is out of our 
power to change the orbit of the stars. 

The closing of our mints to it would not accomplish that result. 
Our refusal to use it would not do it, nor is there an g as far 
as we know or that anybody can gest that would lower the 
value of gold one iota anywhere. I on increases the price of 
gold measured in the money of inflation. The only question re- 
maining, then, is to what extent we can raise or lower value of 
silver. I do not believe that when we look upon it as a pure ques- 
tion of money, when we divorce the — from a desire to do 
something for silver as a product, that anybody believes for a 
moment that it is in the r of a single nation to bring the sil- 
ver of the world to a gold standard. 

By what process can it be done? Can it bedone by making ita 
legal tender? Nobody will take it except those that are compelled 
to. Will aes support it by a pledge given to maintain it on a 
parity with gold? No. Are there twenty men in this House who 
will vote for the proposition of free coinage, backed by the pl 
of the Government to maintain the silver on a. parity with gold? 
I donot believe there are. If they refuse to doit what will be the 
reason? A dozen might be given, but the real reason would be a 
fear that it would impose - ag the United States Government 
financial liabilities greater t. it could bear; and can anybody 
admit that he believes that a pledge of the Government to main- 
tain silver under free coinage at a _—* with gold would be a 
burden upon the Government and assert that he believes 
silver would go to maintain a parity? 

One gentleman said it might drive gold out, and if it did it 
would make room for $550,000,000 worth of silver. Well, now, 
that is all right, Mr. Speaker, in the way of making room for sil- 
ver; it is all right in the way of finding a to J oy silver, but, 
as a money question, what would be the effect? effect would 
be that of exchanging $550,000,000 of gold for $550,000,000 of sil- 
ver. They want more money. How much more money would 
they have as a result of — $550,000,000 of par gy and 
substituting for it $550,000,000 of money of lesser value? one 
after another it seems to me that the tions the gentlemen 
make, the grounds a upon, and Tr arguments crumble 
away. aoe can not stand ther. They demolish each other. 

Now, sir, I assert, in conclusion, that I should like to see bimet- 
allism. I believe I said that once before. I should like to see the 
kind of bimetallism which gentlemen define—the bimetallism of 
the bimetallist’s dream. It might be maintained, Mr. Speaker, 
and I am not p to assert that it could not be, if we start in 
making a silver dollar big enough to be worth a dollar, and then 
lighten it as we find its value ing by being monetized, if 
it increase at all. No free-silver man consent to that. I 
puplant upan pad aupgastins anche aibeiicee aislaiie meraaie 
pendent upon and sup , a8 some ; 
and as the chairman of t the Communities on Ways and Means [Mr. 
ns has said, yoked together. But never have traveled 
together in that yoke, except for short of time, when their 
commercial values kept together, and I am afraid they never will. 
If the United States desires bimetallism, if it will address itself 
to the task of bringing it about among the civilized nations of the 
world, I believe we can something in that way, but to 
talk about doing it alone in the face of all the nations is to 
my ees ——— most egregious folly that I 

propo 


have ever he unded 

We can not lower the value of gold. ent yr mony Bee J 
the value of silver? We can do toward equalizing 
moneys beyond our own border, and if to-day, in the close-knit 
way in which the nations live, we can not do toward 
equalizing it beyond our own border, save by a the Gov- 
ernment to maintain the parity, how much can we do within our 
own borders? I have heard advanced the gentle- 
men's statements that it isin the power of the to 
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make silver a tender for the payment of debts. Now, th 
may be true to atlimited extentonly. There is no doubt that or 
many contracts, and just those contracts that excite the ire of 
these gentlemen most, are made payable in gold coin of present 
standard of weight and fineness. 

Can the Congress of the United States impair the obligation of 
those contracts? Suppose, again, there is no expression as to the 
kind of money, and no interpretation can be extracted from the 
mest es to the kind of money to be paid at a given time. 

t the courts would say about it when confronted with a ten- 
der of debased coin no man knows. So I think, Mr. Speaker, and 
I say it with oun regret—that day after day we are here hearing 
that which they want and not that which is attainable. They 
want a very desirable — Day after day they are giving the 
groundwork of the theory of their desires, unstable, inconsistent, 
contradictory. Day after day it seems to me that statistics are 
being filed which demonstrate, if anything can be demonstrated in 
this world, that the thing which we desire is at this time beyond 
attainment by their methods. There is only one method to attain 
it. If I may not use the word “‘ force,” then I say by the method of 
pressure. it by discrimination, do it by any advantage within 
your power that you may exercise diplomatically and safely, but 
to do it by the mere method of proceeding to coin silver free and 
unlimited is a mathematical f , 

Behind all that, the question whether the a of the world, 
the evolution of society, commerce and , banking facilities, 
and the increase in gold will continue to leave within the veins of 
trade the necessity for coining other metal, is a question which 
must be decided, in my judgment, ¥ circumstances; for the 

itions of these gentlemen themselves as to the relative val- 
ues of money seem to demonstrate that there is no difference, 
after balances are once settled, whether there is some more 
money or some less. They seem to demonstrate that it is desir- 
able that the nations of the world dealing with each other shall, 
if possible, have one standard. They seem to demonstrate that it 
— not to be possible for anyone to disturb at will that stand- 
ard and the relation of money to commerce or of money to prices. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe this is all I care to say, except to call at- 
tention to the climax in the argument of the learned gentleman 
— —— BAILEY] when he et =” - necessary con- 

usion preceding propositions that ‘‘ the Mexican dollar is 
worth as much as it oie was, but the United States dollar is 
worth twice as much.” The tleman is Geely very accu- 
rate. If he is right now, the United States laborer who is paid 
in the United States dollars gets double in his dollar what he 
would get if our dollar had remained on a parity with the Mexi- 
can dollar. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. S , while I am of the opinion that 
nothing that has been said, nothing I may say, and nothing that 
will be said during this debate will influence the final fate of this 
bill as it is now worded, I will take advantage of the opportunity 
offered me to briefly state a few of the reasons that compel me to 
oppose it and to finally vote in favor of nonconcurrence in the 
Senate substittute. 

In the first place I was in favor of and voted for the original 
bond bill sent by this House to the Senate, which the Senate re- 
es by this substitute, and I will not give the action of the 
ws ate the approval of my vote in fovor of the bill as it is returned 

us. 

As I understand the bill as now returned to this House, it pro- 
vides for the free and unlimited coinage of all silver that may be 

ted to the mints of the United States into coins to be called 
liars; that such so-called dollars shall be paid and accepted in 
satisfaction of all obligations, public and private, and be, under 
— laws of the ee oe of the same value — a g 
and paying power as the coins now recognized and honore« 
t owt the world as follars, regardless of the actual value in 
gold of the silver of which they are made. 
In other words, while all the remainder of the civilized world 
treats silver merely as a metal of fluctuating commercial value, 
this substitute to fix and maintain its value in this coun- 
try at one-sixteenth that of gold and open a free and unrestricted 
market in this country where all the world may exchange its sil- 
ver for our gold, or gold’s worth, when it is conceded by all that 
1 ounce of gold, or what 1 ounce of gold will chase, is worth 
at least 32 ounces of silver. With this fact admitted and before 
us, how can anyone claim that by an act of Congress their rela- 
tive values can be changed and their parity at the ratio of 16 to 1 
be established or meri t It would be as semen. to aemyt 
to change night y by legislative enactment. e ounce 0 
gold would 82 ounces of silver bullion, and the 32 ounces 
of silver when coined into so-called silver dollars would 
urchase only 1 ounce of gold, or what 1 ounce of gold would 
. Sixteen ounces of the coined silver would not do it. We 
nate nro ge ** dollar,” when to silver, a new meaning, 
we can not give to the silver by this substitute a value 
it in fact will not 


ge 


If this bill should become law there can not be any question 
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; rket for silver it would make would be abundantly 
to least until our gold would be exhausted and, as cur- 


depart from our sight, and until the commodities 
eeostaiees sold for gold, or its representative, advanced, 
nominally, to at least double their present price. Every ship 
approac our shores would be laden with the silver our 
friends from the silver-producing States and Territories want us 
to “help,” and they would leave us loaded with our gold and 
products purchased at half their value until our people learned 
that an enactment could not make a ‘‘ parity,” and that here, as 
in other parts of the world, gold was the standard and measure 
of values, and by that standard and measure they must fix their 


rency, 
we have 


Prhat it would advance the actual value of anything I deny, but 
that it would lessen the value of everything we have to realize on, 
land, labor, materials, manufactured articles, grain, credits, and 
securities, at least one-half, until the actual value of the so-called 
silver dollar should be generally understood, I affirm, and the 
laborers, farmers, producers, investors, creditors, and depositors 
would suffer the loss, and the capitalists, bankers, insurance com- 
panies, and s ulators would realize the profit. 

Labor, land, grain, and merchandise move last and slowest in 
response to the change in value of the currency for which they 
are sold, and labor the last and slowest of all. Every advance, 
although only nominal, in the wages of laborers is contested with 
dogged determination by the employers, and rarely obtairied with- 
out organized and persistent effort. If this bill should become a 
law and the medium with which the laborer is paid is only worth 
one-half that he has been receiving, it will be a long time before 
the wages he receives will be increased in a corresponding degree. 

. He will still be receiving from one to three dollars in name for 
his work,but in name only, and his expenses must be met by the 
actual value of the silver with which they are paid. 

The laborer, as a rule, is without credit and deals on a cash 
basis, and confines his operations to the present. He has only his 
own money and muscle to invest, and on them, and them alone, 
he must depend for subsistence, with rarely a hope of anything 
more, 

The capitalist operates on credit and deals with an eye to the 
future value of what he purchases and of the currency in which 
he will be required topay. His credit to a great extent is his capi- 
tal, and with that he makes his greatest profit. The banker uses 
the deposits of his customers and the insurance companies the 
premiums paid by their insured with which to earn interest, and 
the dealer in real estate often makes no more of a cash payment 
than is n to cover any probable shrinkage in the property 
he buys, and the cheaper each can get the currency with which to 
satisfy his obligation the more money he will make and the more 
the depositor, Insured, and real-estate seller will lose. Itis not 
the poor man that is the debtor, but the rich man, whose credit 
ae him to obtain the money of other men to use for his own 

nefit. 

If it were known that this bill would become law, as it is known 
it will not, transactions would now be under way that would 
make greater profits and fortunes for men already rich and hay- 
ing credit with which to deal than have been made by any fluc- 
tuations during this or any other century, but the laboring man 
and man of small means would not share in any of them. 

Purchases would be made and obligations assumed on the basis 
of prices now measured by the dollar of gold, in ashort time to be 
paid and satisfied in the 50-cent dollar of silver, and the purchaser 
would only have to wait until prices adjusted themselves to the 
new value of the American dollar in order to obtain for the article 
purchased double what he paid for it, although its actual value 
had all the time remained stationary. 

_No more injurious law to the working class in whatever avoca- 
tion engaged could be passed by this Congress. 

Every surviving soldier, every widow and orphan of our soldier 
dead, receiving a pension is an honored creditor of the United 
States of America and its people, and if this substitute should be- 
come a law the purchasing power of the pension would be only 
one-half what it now is. In other words, every pension would be 
reduced 50 per cent, and the Government would not save one cent 
by its unfair action. 

It is claimed oe favoring the substitute that it should be 
passed in order the silver coined under it may become a part 
of our circulating medium, and in that way relieve us from the 
present money stringency, but the substitute substantially con- 
tradicts that assumption, as it provides that— 

Whenever the said coins herein provided for shall edinto the Treas- 
ury, certificates may be issued at the naar oa inte by law. 
_ It does not contemplate the use of the coined silver as a circulat- 
ing medium, but it does contemplate having the Government coin; 
store, and be responsible for it without compensation, and issue 
silver certificates on it to be used as currency. Not one of these 


advocates of this bill would do the same thing for the best friend 
© may have, 


I fear the advocacy of this substitute is fathered by a somewhat 
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selfish motive in the interest of those who have silver to sell or 
debts, contracted under the law as it has so long existed, to pay. 

The gentlemen from the silver-producing part of our country 
may be pardoned for wanting the United States to declare that a 
certain amount in weight of their principal product shall be re- 
ceived and accepted as a dollar, and with equal propriety I might 
be justified in demanding that certain quantities of corn, wheat, 
and oats raised in the great agricultaral district I have the honor 
to represent should be of the same value. 

I am in favor of the use of American silver stamped in an Amer- 
ican mint to the extent that the people may consider necessary or 
convenient, but I want every silver dollar as good as a greenback 
dollar now is, and that is as good as gold in every country in the 
world where commercial currency is used. 

I will be glad if through the instrumentality of an international 
congress silver is made money ata fixed and permanent value, 
but I am not now in favor of attempting to give silver a fictitious 
value in this @untry alone for the benefit of all the other nations. 
I am not in favor of making this country a dumping ground for 
all the silver of the world, and I am not in favor of forever saying 
good-bye to gold. 

We are too rich and great a people to Mexicanize ourselves at 
this late day, and our credit has been too good since the close of 


our great elvil war to ruin it by semirepudiation now. 


We know by experience that we have only to touch with our 
promise any circulating medium we desire to use as money to 
make it as good as gold, and do not let us cripple the faith the 
world has in us. 

There is no trouble with our currency or the amount of it. It 
has been good in sunshine and shadow, and we had better let it 
alone. We have never known, and will never know, abetter. We 
have more of it than we will use, and it will not be coaxed out of 
its hiding until there is a change in the administration of our 
Government. With an Administration that can not in a time of 
profound peace make the Government self-sustaining, but is con- 
stantly spending more than it earns, it is not strange that capital 
does not seek investment except in Government bonds it knows 
the Republican party will be in power to pay. The trouble is not 
with the currency, but with the un-American policy of this Ad- 
ministration and the laws enacted by a Democratic Congress and 
approved by a Democratic Executive. 

We will not have to wait much longer. After the 4th day of next 
March the party that was troubled only with its surplus in the 
Treasury will be again in power, and then all this talk of the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver and the endless chain that is con- 
stantly depleting the Treasury will be remembered as legends of 
the dark ages. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize any 
gentleman who wishes to discuss this question. [After a pause. ] 
If no gentleman wishes to discuss the question, and if there be no 
objection, the House will now take a recess until to-morrow morn- 
ing at half past 10. 

Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 3 minutes p. m.), the House took 
a recess until Thursday, February 13, 1896, at 10.80 a. m. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the following executive commn- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting the report of the Wash- 
ington and Marlboro Electric Railway Company—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a detailed 
statement of the expenditures of the contingent appropriations of 
the Navy Department for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895—to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department, and 
ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H.R. 1109) granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall, 
(Report No. 327.) 

By Mr. MILES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (S. 1271) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore English. 
(Report No. 328.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 1838) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Corigan. (Report No. 329.) 

By Mr. DREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 640) to increase the pension of Joseph W. Fisher. (Re- 
port No. 330.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
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bill (H. R. 2151) to restore to the pension rolls the name of Agnes 
A. Blackman. (me rt No. 381.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 5254) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer G. 
Howell, late a private Company F, One hundred and sixtieth New 
York Volunteers. (Report No. 332.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 2604) to increase the pension of Caroline A. Hough, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough. (Report No. 333.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
. na following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H.R. 5909) authorizin 
addition to the Buffalo post-office building—to the 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 9810) fixing the 
times when, regulating the manner in which, and declaring the 
character of the accounts between the United States and the sev- 
eral public-land States, relative to the net proceeds of the sales 
and other disposition of the public lands made and to be made 
therein by the United States, which shall hereafter be stated and 
certified to the Treasury Department for payment—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 5911) to direct the Rouse of 
War to appoint a commission to ascertain and report the facts 
concerning the taking of property for th» use of the Army of 
the Uni States an mn at Cynthiana, Ky., on June 11, 
1864—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 5912) making appropriation 
for continuing improvement of Pearl River, Mississippi—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 5913) to amend section 3331 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 5914) to amend an act to 
authorize the Interoceanic Railway Company to construct and 
operate railway, or and telephone lines through the In- 
dian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 5915) to provide for the re- 
vision and consolidation of the statute laws of the United States— 
to the Committee on Revision of the Laws. 

By Mr. HULING (by request): A bill (H. R. 5916) to establish a 
United States assay office at Charleston, W. Va.—to the Commit- 





a@ one-story 
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tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 5917) to provide an Amer- 
ican register for the steam yacht Ellida—to the ittee on the 


Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5918) providing for the 
recognition of the military service of the officers and enlisted men 
of the First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 5919) to provide for the acquisition 
of additional land and the erection of an addition to the custom- 
house, post-office, etc., building at Bri rt, Conn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BABCOCK (by request): A bill (H. R. 5920) to author- 
ize the laying of subways in the streets, roads, avenues, and alleys 
of the District of Columbia, to provide for goons overhead wires 
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By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R. 5921) to pro- 
tect State anti bling laws from nullification through inter- 
state — y telegraph, telephone, or otherwise, by extending 
to such gambling the penalties provided for interstate gambling 
by mail or express—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 5922) granting thirty days’ 
leave of absence with pay to the compositors and pressmen em- 

loyed in the awards division of the u of Engraving and 
inting, Treasury Department—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SORG: A memorial from the general assembly of the 
State of Ohio, asking Government protection for Christians in 
Armenia—to the Committee on F Affairs 
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__ By Mr. TAFT: A memorial from general assembly of the 
State of Ohio, asking Government tection for Christians in 
Armenia—to the Committee on F Affairs. 
: By Mr. BROMWELL: A mem from the general assembly 
5 of the State of Ohio, Government pro for Christians 
‘ in Armenia—to the ttee on Foreign Affairs. 
3} By Mr. DANFORD: A memorial from the general assembly of 
* the State of Ohio, as Government protection for Christians in 
4 Armenia—to the ttee on Foreign Affairs. 
: By Mr. LAYTON: A memorial from the general 


assembly of 
the State of Ohio, asking Government protection for Christians 
in Armenia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
= consideration of the following bills; which were referred 4s 

ollows: 

The bill (H. R. 1147) to compensate George K. Kirchner for his 
stock of goods taken and destroyed by Federal soldiers in the yo; 
1862—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the (0 )- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The bill (H.R. 5425) to grant a pension to Charlotte O. Vj» 
Cleve, widow of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve—Committee on M 
tary Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

he bill (H. R. 4942) for the relief of Caroline V. English—(C.m- 
mittee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the (o.)- 
mittee on Claims. 

The memorial of the National Board of Trade favoring aii in 
the construction of the Nicaragua Canal—Committee on Porvien 
Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

The petition of C. P. Nance & Son and 12 other citizens of ('a\i- 
fornia to build the Ni a Canal—Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

The service record of James Pebley to support the bill (11. Rk, 
4936) for the payment of bounty—Committee on Military Affairs 

ischarged, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 5923) granting a pension to 
John W. Elwood, of Coal Center, Washington County, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5924) to correct the military record of Samuel 
Crawford, of Independence, Washington County, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Tk Affairs. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 5925) granting a pension to 
Jonah R. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 5926) granting a pension to Co- 
lumbus C, Carter, of Zion, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pvn- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5927) granting a pension to Henry A. Thoburn, 


of Newport, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 5928) for the correction of the 
yy weld record of Patrick Moss—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 5929) to remove the charge of ‘le- 
sertion against Alfred Rebsamen of Olathe, Kans.—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. COCKRELL: A bill (H. R. 5930) for the relief of Juan 
S. Hart, administrator of Simeon Hart, deceased—to the Comniit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. R. 5931) to correct the military 
record of William C. Johnson, late member of Company F, 
ano Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Mili- 


ma airs. 
Mr. COWEN: A bill (H. R. 5932) forthe relief of Mrs. Sa- 
rah H. Wood—to the Committee on Claims. } 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 5933) for the relief of William 
Norris—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 5934) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas Brown—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 5935) granting a pension to 
Be ba McKinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. — 

Also, a bill (H.R. 3036) granting an increase of pension to hris- 
topher C. Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 

y Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R. 5937) for the relief of Nathan 
Finnegan—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5938) for the relief of Pricilla R. Burns—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. a 

By Mr. MOZLEY: A bill (H.R. 5939) to correct the military 
record of John J. James—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5940) erating a pension to Thomas E. Chp- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5941) for the relief of James O. Jones—to tle 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5942) for the relief of Fritz Dawes—to the 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5948) granti 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. PITNEY (by request): A bill (H.R. 5944) for the relief 

* e legal tives of John Boyle, deceased—to the Com- 


on 9 
Mr. POOLE: A bill (H.R. 5945) granting a pension to Fried- 
e Catherine Lessle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


a pension to John D. Stone— 
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By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 5946) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Abram H. Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R.5947) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to furnish to L. L. Eggleston Post, No. 184, 
Department of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of De- 
posit, N. Y., a condemned cannon—to the Committee on Military 





airs. 
— a bill (H. R. 5948) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. W. Cole, late Company C, One hundred and fifty-fourth New 
York—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5949) granting a pension to Emily J. Miller, 
blind and helpless child of Robert B. Miller, deceased, late of Com- 
pany C, One hundred and ninth New York Volunteer Infantry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROYSE: A bill (H.R.5950) to remove charge of de- 
sertion standing against the name of Albert B. Ketterman—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5951) to remove the charge of desertion against 
the name of Andrew Matheny—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr.SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 5952) for the relief of James 
Farley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr.STRONG: A bill (H.R.5953) granting an_ increase of 
pension to James F. Rowley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 5954) for the relief of Adolphus 
D. Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

B . TYLER: A bill (H.R. 5955) for the relief of the residu- 
ary i cahees of Mark Davis, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5956) for the relief of James A. Johnston— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5957) to pension The- 
resa Kilpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5958) for the removal of the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of Patrick Welch—to the Commit- 
tee on anmee Affairs. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 5959) to restore the name of 
Jacob Coffer to the pension roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 5960) for the relief of Thomas 
F. Riley, of California, late captain,'Twenty-first Infantry, United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 5961) for the relief of William 
Cecill, of Scott County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5962) to grant a pension to William Cecill, of 
Scott County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5963) to grant a pension to Joseph S. Morris, 
of Morgan County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition of soldiers of the Union 
Army and Navy during the rebellion, for a pension of $8 to all 
ninety-day men and $12 to widows—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Petition of Godfrey D. Clark, A. L. Mab- 
bett, and others, of Rochester, N. Y., in regard to Mouse bill No. 
1429—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Charles A. Green, in regard to House bill No. 
4566, on postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. BULL: Papers to accom ny House bill No. 928, for 
the relief of Patrick J. Sullivan and others—to the Committee on 


By Mr. COWEN: Petition of Charles T. Gawthrop and 34 
others, of Baltimore County, Md., for the enactment of the Stone 


immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural~ 


ization. 
By Mr. CRUMP: Protest of A. D. Porter & Co., against House 
0. 4566, relating to postage on second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, resolutions of the Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club, for the pas- 
sage of a general bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on Banking 
and Curren 


By Mr. DANIELS: Petition of Marie Antoinette Taylor and 
other officers of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of New 
York, against the sale of liquors at Ellis Island, Bedloes Island, 
and Fort Wadsworth—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 


Mr. DANFORD: Petition of D. K. Allen and other ex- 
soldiers of Belmont County, Ohio, urging Congress to pass the 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolutions of George H. Maintien Post, 
No. 133, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Resolution adopted by the 
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Bay State Agricultural Society, against the distribution of seeds 
by the Government—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of J. W. Brown and others, of 
Moweaqua, Ill., against appropriating public moneys for sectarian 
purposes—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of soldiers and sailors of the Union Army and 
Navy, requesting Congress to a a bill granting a pension of $8 
per month to all who served not less than ninety days—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also,resolution of the State board of county commissioners and 
supervisors of the State of Illinois, favoring the recognition of the 
Cuban revolutionists—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HANLY: Evidence to accompany House bill No. 5183, 
for the relief of Wesley A. Pletcher—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill No. 5859, for the relief 
of Laurena Opp—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Paper of Mrs. Clara F. Camp, of Inde- 
pendence, Iowa, urging favorable consideration of House bill No. 
1429—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper of Mr. J. W. Foreman, of Independence, Iowa, 
favoring House bill No. 1429—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KULP: Petitions of H. C. Conner and 638 others, of 
Orangeville, Pa., and.vicinity; also J. M. Kehres and 74 others, 
of Rebuck, Pa., in support of the William A. Stone bill, restrict- 
ing immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of L. S. Henning and 24 others, of 
Oklahoma, for free homes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Boston 
Chamber of Commerce, to have discriminations against American 
vessels removed—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. PUGH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 5880, for 
the relief of Greenville Puckett—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. QUIGG: Papers to accompany a bill for the relief of 
Jacob Coffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROYSE: Papers to accompany House bill No. 4421, for 
the relief of James Wattleworth—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: Petition of 37 of the largest shipowners, 
exporters, and importers of Massachusetts (sent through the sec- 
retary of the Boston Chamber of Commerce), protesting against 
the passage of House bills Nos. 1227 to 1233, inclusive, known as 
the Maguire bills—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Chamber of Commerce, in behalf 
of the passage of the House bill to abolish compulsory pilotage 
on American vessels in the coastwise trade—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of R. C. Foor and 17 other citizens 
of Bunker Hill, Ind., in favor of a service pension of $8 per month 
for all soldiers who served ninety days or more and were honora- 
bly discharged—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of soldiers and sailors of the 
Army and Navy during the rebellion, asking for the passage of a 
bill amending the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Cohoes, N. Y., against the sale of beer at Ellis 
Island and at certain points on Staten Island—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petitions of citizens of Alle- 
gheny City, Frank, and Buena Vista, Pa., favoring the passage 
of the Stone bill, restricting immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Sharpsburg and Sherrett, Pa., and 
the counties of Allegheny and Clarion, Pa., for the improvement of 
the Allegheny River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Dansville and La Grange, N. Y., in regard 
to the sale of beer at Ellis Island, Bedloes Island, and Fort W ads- 
worth—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WATSON of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill 
No. 5891, to increase the pension of Charles C. Bryan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5892, to pension 
Thomas E. Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5893, for the relief of 
E. B. Maple—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5894, to pension 
Hannah Davidson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. YOAKUM: Petitien of 59 citizens of Quinlan, Hunt 
County, Tex., for the relief of the book agents of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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SENATE, 


TuurspAY, February 18, 1896. ~ 
Pra yer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Muzvry, D. D. 
proceedings 


The "Journal of yesterday's was read and approved. 
CATTLE QUARANTINE LINES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of yo in response toa resolution 


of the 12th instant calling for information as to er any 
change has been made recently by order of the De- 
partment in the quarantine | with re- 


= to the transportation north of cattle from Texas and other 
thwestern States or Territories, etc. , transmi copies of the 
regulations establishing the uarantine line in the uthwestern 
States for the years 1895 and 1896; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

CIVIL SERVICE CORRESPONDENCE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion ae oes a Service 2 ee , transmitting, in response 
to a resolu of January correspondence respecti 
the enforcement of the civil-service law between the Public 
Printer and the Civil Service Commission between the dates of 
ay ame alising Senet er one th Sieediaeices 
ma ning er e 
between certain SS en of the Government Print- 
ing Office and the Civil ssion between July 1, 1895, 
and November 1, 1895; which, on motion of Mr. CocKRELL, was, 
with the accom nying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service Retrenchment t, and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Peace As- 
sociation of Friends of Philadelphia, Pa., to the President and 
Congress of the United States on the attitude of Congress relative 
to the Monroe doctrine; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SA ange — esented a eee of the Winnebago County 
yy oper po House Dill ‘Nev 808: ranting, pensions oe te 

ng for the of House o gran ons to 
sokiless end salieun of the late Gar who ware so-called 

nee wuldeees schseet 00 the. Suniaitine on 
ensions 

ond of Tanda ot Coton, Wh, guating ter ton annttonnen of the 
Board of of Cairo, TL praying for ace seeense of ~_ 

Commission in charge e improvement o 
that river; which was referred = the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present on of the members of the 
ey of the New Ham mpi ege of Agriculture and the 
Mechanic Arts, in favor Sooeemmi as Gan 


the 

induce the scientific institutions to p 
peone Sae aes ee Saeae. med ome ft send hn 
tee, dean and professor of mathematics; F. W 

sor of agriculture: C. H. Kinne, instructor in modern languages; 
H. C, Hodges, Nase bee instructor in inilitary 8 science; A. F, Nesbit, in- 


. H. Pet- 
Rane, profes- 


structor in p ysical science; Charles L. Parsons, professor of 
enone » Piet —— FP ianey ona of mechanical engineer- 
ing; Scott, professor = economy; 
Fred, Ww. Morse, ¢ emist, experiment ot H. Lamson, bac- 


teriologist t station; C. M. Weed, meme of biology, 
and Charles Ro eieae d, president and professor of English. 
petition I will venture to suggest that a 
casual exam saan ral Riis matter leads me to the conviction that 
the passage of this bili will do two things: That it will encourage 
the technological schools of the country to give the highest pos- 


sible eves | ha — an , thus oe ngs to Peon 
from these colleges well pre ‘or any y 
may be called, and that tt will bay Fresnel, ee pe 
enter the Navy and to aid in y its efficiency. 
a that the petition be referred to the on Naval 
airs. 


The motion was eo 

Mr. MORRILL resented the petition of Samuel Morris, presi- 
dent of the Penne Aanadbetiens Friends of Philadelphia, Pa., 
praying pga a apna to Christians of the United States in 
Armenia; ordered to lie on the tabie. 

‘Mr. SHERMAN presented a joint resolution of the 
sembly of the State of Ohio, urging Government m to the 
Christians in Armenia; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
to be printed in the Recor», as follows: 
Joint resolution No. 19. Government protection for Christians in 


Waepene te Chutes, of America and civilized world ha 
been shocked by the intefigenes of the ‘haicted and ‘the brutal 
murders committed by the oslem savages in 


the 
ment of the last massacres in September since time, it is said, as 
many as Sennen Sean Spieeon all Gane put to death 
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for no other or potter reason than because of their devotion to the Christian 


Be it resolved by y the general assembly the State of Ohio, That we earnest! 
our Senators and Ze in Congress to urge the adoptic : 
of such measures as will show to all the world our abhorrence of such atro.- 
ities as have been in and extend to them such protec 
tion and material aid as is within the power of this Government and as wil! 
in that and other fields, our from violence, outrage, and 
ndignity, and will onawe them to etter clin 7 he? of faith, labor, and lov 


in the interest of a poet ak 
Be it further = Seeenen Tt bins OE Cle ennes to ic 
presentatives in Congress duly certitiod 


f the DAviD - SLEEPER, 
Speaker o, ouse Of Representati 
ASAHEL W. JONES, 


President of the Senate, 


to our Senators 
copies of the above —— 


Adopted February 7, 1896. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Ohio: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
ant Samuel M. Taylor, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do hereby « 
or, Se that the porepcing is 2 is an cpomplifed copy, ca y compared by 1 a 
the original rolls now on file in this office and in my official custody «. 
secretary of state, as required by the inosine State of Ohio, of a joint res 
olution adopted by the general assembly of the State of Ohio on the 7th day 
of February, A. D. 1896. 
In testimony whereof I haye hereunto subscribed my name andaffixed my 
official seal, at Columbus, this 7th day of volrcees, 4 A. D. 1396. 
UEL M. TAYLOR, 


Secretary of State 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Wellington, Ohio, and a petition of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Ripley, Ohio, prayin 
for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Ci tum: 
bia; which were referred to the Committee on the District . 
Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ravenna, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of the Peace iation of 
Friends of Philadelphia, Pa., to the President and Con. s of the 
United States on attitude of Congress relative to the Monros 
doctrine; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented certain papers to accompany the bill (S. 2070) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the name of Miles F. = 
kee, heretofore introduced by him; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

UAY presented the petition of James 8. Crawford, of tho 
Disteic of Columbia, praying for the enactment of legislation for 
his relief; which was refe to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE presented the petition of D. A. Nunn, of Browns- 
ville, Tenn.; the petition of Rev. J. H. Witt, of McKenzie, Tenn. 
and a petition of sundry citizens of Nashville, Tenn., praying for 
the enactment of legislation for the relief of the book agents of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South; which were referred to thie 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a series of resolutions adopted at tlio 
twenty-sixth annual meeting of the National Board of Trade, he! | 
at Washington, D. C., January 28, 29, and 30, 1896, in favor of tho 
uniform classification of freight. T.do not know whether the reso- 
lutions are exactly in the proper form, but I present them for the 
eee of caviar them printed and referred tothe Committee on 

terstate Commerce for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be printed as a 
document, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 


merce. 
Mr. HARRIS. I present a preamble and resolutions of the ( 
= pono of Memphis, Tenn., a commercial body of ability 
o, urging g¢ certain specific i improvements in the nav! 
ae off the ippi River. I move that the memorial be re- 
tred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I ta ee of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the city of fete tee .C., praying Congress for the 
passage of Senate bill No. 1159 introduced by Mr. Squire, for the 
purpose of app: money to be used for the construction ©! 

coast defenses. petition represents that the great commercial 
ae mangos Fo in our seacoast cities and our present defense 
less condition require the y passage of the ietemeentione’ 
bill. Thosneation, it is stated, was a large one, comprising nearly 
all the business men of Wilmington, as the physicians, etc., and 
states that the tion can be taken e unanimous sentiment 
business men of the 


of the of . It is signed by 
ci and by the mayor. _% move that it be referred 
to on Coast Defenses. 


The — was agreed to 
ann ae pepenaes a petition of sundry business men of the 
praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 

1242 toimprove t-marine engineer service; which was 
"URE aihs Suede v gotten af sentry clitaves off the Stato of 
presen a on 8 cl ns 0} ate 
Washington, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 988, to re- 
move contests in the United States Land Depart: 
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ment from that De ent to the courts of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of McMurray, 
Wash., remonstrati against the appropriation of public moneys 
for sectarian purposes; which was referred to the Committee on 

iciary. 
tae SO TANSBROUGH presented certain papers to accompany 


2084) for the relief of C. A. Bjornstad, heretofore in- 


. Ss. 
the bill ( him; which were referred to the Committee on the 


troduced by 
Jur, TORPIE resented a petition of the Young People’s Society 
of Christian Endeavor of the First Christian Church of Marion, 
Ind., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 239, to prohibit the 
collection of special liquor taxes from persons other than those 
who are duly authori by State laws to traffic in intoxicating 
liquors; which was refe to the Committee on Finance. 
SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


Mr. TURPIE. I present a paper as evidence in the contested 
seat of Mr. Du Pont, of the State of Delaware. It is a certified 
copy of the return of theelection of William T. Watsonas Senator 
for the county of Kent in the general assembly of the State of 
Delaware. I ask that it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper will be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 67) authorizing the St. Louis, 
Oklahoma and Southern Railway Company to construct and oper- 
ate a railway through the Indian Territory and Oklahoma Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 597) for the relief of Samuel S. 
Boyer, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. aS 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1448) to withdraw from the Supreme 
Court jurisdiction of criminal cases not capital, and confer the 
same on the circuit courts of appeals, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MIT of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 119) for the relief 
of William Stanley, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was —— to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 485) for the relief of Thomas J. Spencer, 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

ir. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 593) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An 
act to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the Statutes at Large of the 
United States,” loteg enlisted men on the retired list after they 
shall have served thirty yearsin the United States Army, Navy, or 
Marine Corps, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 186) to encourage American shipping, reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
wien a from the same onsen, whom was paren = 

ill (S. 189) to encourage American shipping, reporte versely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely, 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1699) for the relief of William Loring 
oa reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

reon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1945) granting a pension to Joseph Porter, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 490) to indemnify the State of Pennsyl- 
vania for money expended in 1864 for militia called into the mili- 
tary service by the governor under the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent of June 15, 1863, reported it with amendments, and submitted 


ar ereon. 

r. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.191) granting to the State of California 
5 per cent of the net pr of the cash sales of public lands 
in said State, repo it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

tr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1075) for the relief of the heirs of D. Fulford, 
“oe it with amendments and submitted a cape thereon. 

- WAL from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 608) to amend the military record 
of John A. Miller, submitted an adverse aa thereon; which 
Was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 251) for the relief of Peter D. Staats, submitted an adverse 





report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 621) for the relief of the legal representative 
of George McDougall, deceased, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1205) for the relief of the persons who 
sustained damage by the explosion of an ammunition chest of 
Battery F, Second United States Artillery, July 16, 1894, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2014) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Bull, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

REPORT ON IRRIGATION. 


Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARKEN] on the 21st ultimo, to re- 
port it with a substitute. I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was to strike out 
all after the resolving clause and insert: 


That the Public Printer be, and hereby is, directed to eliminate from 10,000 
copies of the Report on the Statistics of Agriculture in the United States, 
Census of 1890, the monograph entitled ‘‘Report on agriculture by irrigation 
in the western part of the United States;" that he be authorized to print an 
appendix, the data for which shall be furnished by the Interior Department, 
bringing the water-supply information up to date, and an index; and that he 
bind the monograph thus enlarged in one volume in style unifor:n with the 
other final Census reports; that of this report on irrigation 3,000 copies shall 
be for the use of the Senate, 5,500 copies shall be for the use of the House, and 
1,500 copies for distribution by the Department of the Interior. 


Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine if 
the volume embraces the publication on the subject of irrigation 


recently prepared by Professor Newell? 
Mr. HALE. It takes that report out of the big volume of the 


Census, and publishes it by itself, eliminating it from the large 
volume. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. Professor Newell has recently prepared a small 
monograph on the subject of irrigation and water supply. Does 
this embrace the publication of that monograph? 

Mr. HALE. That Idonotknow. It is that part of the volume 
issued by the Census Bureau relating to irrigation, and covers the 
subject very fully. I will state that upon the suggestion of West- 
ern Senators, who are interested in this matter, it seemed to the 
committee a very proper course, instead of suffocating it in a big 
volume which nobody will read, to put it into a shape in which it 
can be distributed. 

Mr. PEFFER. The resolution proposes to bring the work down 
to the present time, I understand the Senator from Maine to say? 

fr. HALE. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported as a substitute by the Committee on Printing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 


INTERNATIONAL DEEP WATERWAYS ASSOCIATION, 


Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brick] December 30, 1495, to report it 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute; and I ask for 
its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was to strike out 
all after the resolving clause and insert: 

That there be printed at the Government Printing Office at the earliest day 
practicable, from electrotype plates to be furnished to the Public Printer by 
the within-named association wholly without cost to the Government, 3,000 
copies, in separate form, of the Proceedings of the First Annual Convention 
of the International Deep Waterways Association, for circulation, of which 
1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the reports in these two cases be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reports will be printed under the 
rule. 

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE REPORT. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R.65) to print the 
annual report of the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving 
Service, to report it with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute. I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
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The amendment of the Committee on Printing was to strike out 
all after the resolving clause and insert: 

That section 89, second proviee, of the act of genners 1895, an act pro- 
viding for the public printing and binding, etc., be, and is hereby, amended 
by inserting after the words “tide tables, coast pilots,” the words, “annual 
report of the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
mane, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GORMAN. I present a report upon the joint resolution, 
which I ask may be oy 

Bus VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed under the 
rule, 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (8S. 2091) removing the charge of 
desertion from the name of Edward Hughes, who served as a pri- 
vate in Company C, Fifth United States Volunteers, and also as 
a —_ in Company D, Thirty-eighth United States Volunteers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (8S. 2092) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Edward Allsworth; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2093) for the relief of Maj. 
age ge ©. Shaw, of Indianapolis, Ind.; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. LODGEintroduceda bill (S. 2094) to relieve James Poundin 
from the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (6. 2095) regulating the removal of 
letter carriers, post-office clerks, and rai a clerks; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2096) granting a pension to 
George B. Cock; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompan ng papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bili (8. 2097) granting a pension to Joel 
M. Gibson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
company ng ye rs, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOO ES introduced a bill (S. 2098) to reimburse W. W. 
— ae mnceeye Sopeneomes: = United ae which was 
read twice by its title, and, wi e accom pers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on 'Post-Offices and niente. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2099) removing the 
charge of desertion from the name of James Russell; which was 
— by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 2100) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to po from their own funds, for certain legal 
services rendered the Old Settlers, or Western Cherokee Indians; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2101) to extend the provi- 
sions of an act to provide for the muster and pay of certain officers 
and enlisted men of the volunteer forces; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2102) for relief of the trustees 
of the First Baptist Church of Suffolk, Nansemond County, Va.; 
ee read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on ms. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2108) for the relief of Josiah 
Booker; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying pa rs, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. introduced a bill (S. 2104) Jackson's birthday 
a legal holiday; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2105) to extend the privi- 
leges of the act of January 5, 1893, to certain persons specified and 
described; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2106) granting a pension 
to William H. Lane; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 2107) to grant land to the 
State of Alabama for the use of the Normal and Indus- 
trial Institute; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2108) to provide for the 
revision and consolidatior of the statute laws of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws of the United States. 

Mr. MANTLE introduced a bill (S. 2109) for the relief of Joel 
8. Shropshire, of Butte City, Mont.; which was read twice by its 
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title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com) i+. 
catineiiin ——_— 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2110) granting an increas .¢ 
pension to Joseph 8. Dixon, and for other purposes; which y-.< 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensi,)) 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2111) increasing the pension.) 
Fletcher 8. Kidd; which was read twice by its title, and referr.g 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SMITH introduced a bill (S. 2112) to extend the provision 
of section 4631, Title LIV, ‘‘ Prize,” of the Revised Statutes, and 
the act of June 8, 1874, in relation to prize money, to fleet offic. 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committ, 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2118) to repeal sections 459° 
4583, and 4534, and to amend sections 4516 and 4529 of the Review 
Statutes, all relating to the employment, treatment, and payout 
of seamen on merchant vessels; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

AMENDMENT TO NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SMITH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the naval ar riation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR BARRACKS AND QUARTERS. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to cause the proper accouuting officers of the Treasury to reexamine Treas- 
ury settlements Nos. 9672, , 9667, 9668, 9671, 9673, 9676, 9677, 9653, HES, \Wi90, 

‘ a , 9693, 9697, 168, 9659, 9684, 9685, 9674, 9675, 9691, 9661, 9689, 9692, 9694, 4:70: 
and 9680, being claims for barracks and quarters, certified to Congr: r 
appropriation in House Executive Document No. 234, Fifty-third Co: 3s, 
third session, for the payment of which no appropriations have been mace, 
and if found correct to report the same to Congress at as early a day ag 
practicable at the present session. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution requesting the President of the United 
States to return to the House the bill (S.879) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to grant to the Gainesville, McAlester aud st. 
Louis Railroad Company a right of way through the Indian Ter- 
ritory,” for the correction of a verbal error; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

ASSISTANT DOORKEEPERS OF THE SENATE. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 


resolution coming over from a previous day, submitted by the 
Senator from ona SHERMAN], which will be read. 
Mr. DANIEL. fore the resolution is read, I ask unanimovs 


consent to call up the bill (H. R. 3553) to incorporate the National 
Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state, if the Senator will permit 
me, that the birthday of Washington is approaching, and | have 
been wae the ladies who are incorporated by the bill— 

Mr. 8 . Ihave noobjection at all to the measure, but 
as this is a privileged question, I think it ought to be acted on. 
Itis the resolution concerning two of the employees of the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will recognize the Senator 
from Virginia later. The resolution submitted yesterday by the 
Senator from Ohio oo. SHERMAN] will be read. 

The Secretary as follows: 

Resolved, That Alonzo H. Stewart, of Iowa, be, and he is hereby, chosen 
assistant doorkeeper of the Senate. 

Mr.GORMAN. I move to amend the resolution by adding at 
the end: 

And that Bernard W. Layton, of Ohio, be, and he is hereby, chosen a ting 
assistant doorkeeper of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION. ; 
Mr. DANIEL. I will state that the bill (H.R. 3553) to incor- 
rate the National Society of the Daughters of the American 
olution has passed the other House. It has been examine’ by 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate, and is recommended 
with twoimmaterialamendments. Itis very desirable that it s)ll 
be put upon its passage, as the Daughters of the American Rev lu 
tion wish to be incorporated before the 22d day of February, wl 2 
they will have a meeting here. : 
ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments. a 

The first amendment was, in section 1, on page 3, line 4, atteT 
the word “‘ Maryland,” to insert: a 

Mrs. Francis P. Burrows (Mrs. Julius C. Burrows), Mrs. Mary H. McMillan 
Mrs. James McMillan), Mrs. Emma Gregory Hull Mrs. J. A. T. Hull), Mr 
= B. K. Washington (Mrs. Joseph Washington 


( 
). 
The amendment was agreed to. 








1896. 





The next amendment was, on page 4, line 14, after the word 
“Congress,” to strike out ‘‘said reports or such portions thereof 
as he may see fit” and insert ‘‘such portion thereof as he may 
deem of national interest and importance”; so as to make the first 
clause of section 3 read: 

That said society shall report annually to the secretary of the Smithsonian 


Institution concerning its 
to Congress such portion t. 
portance. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I wish to make a short statement as 
a matter of personal privilege. 

I have been somewhat annoyed by a great many requests made 
to me and statements to the effect that I have been in some way 
connected with the resolution of the Senator from South Dakota 

Mr. KYLE] in relation to the proposed investigation in the Post- 
(nice Department, and some reflections upon the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, and the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, Mr. Neilson. 
For the purpose of avoiding further inquiry upon the subject, I 
desire to state that I have no kind of connection and never have had 
with the resolution nor with moving the investigation. Ihave a 
high opinion of the Postmaster-General, of his ability and effi- 
ciency, and that of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 

I did introduce, at the request of some of the employees 
citizens of the District, a bill to increase the compensation 
put upon the regular roll of the Department the employees in the 
mail bag repair division. I think their compensation ought to 
be increased, and I shall advocate it. I am in favor of a reason- 
able and sufficient compensation for all employees of the United 
States. Further than this, I have had no connection with the 
matter. 


ALLEGED ASSESSMENTS IN THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. There are two resolutions lying on the table, 
one relating to an er into the Post-Office Department, which 
I should like to have laid before the Senate, and the other, for the 
appointment of a special committee, I should like to have go over 
and retain its place, to be laid before the Senate to-morrow morn- 


ing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], 
coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
February 12, 1896, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and it is 
hereby, instructed to inquire and report whether, during the year 1895 or 
any portion thereof, any of the employees of the Post-Office Department, 
while receiving pay from appropriations for that Department, did, with 
the knowledge, connivance, or direction of any clerk or clerks, or chief or 
chiefs of division, levy and collect assessments of money on and from other 
employees of the Department to be used, and which was used, for political 
purposes in States where election campaigns were in progress at that time; 
whether any person or persons were employed and borne on the eae 
rolls as employees and regularly paid as such who, while pretending to be 
discharging the duties of inspectors in the free-delivery service, were in fact 
actively engaged in aiding and assisting one of the political parties in said 
election cam ; whether, during such time, in room 3 of the Interior 
Department building, or in any other room or roomsin said building or in 
any other building, any employee of the Department was directing or man- 
ogra oe employment of persons for the purposes aforesaid and receiving 
and disbursing the moneys soassessed and collected, and whether such mana- 
ger or director kept an account of such moneys in his own name in any bank 
of the city of W: nm or elsewhere. 

The committee will inquire and report, further, whether during the period 
covered ay this resolution any person or persons were employed by any 
clerk or chief of division in the Post-Office Department and kept on the De- 
partment pay rolls and paid out of the Department funds, which payment 
was not authorized by law or by any lawful rule or regulation of the Depart- 
ment, and for which services no appropriation had been made by Congress. 


Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator from Kansas does 
not ask to have the resolution considered this morning, but that 
it may go over without prejudice. 

Mr. PEFFER. I am perfectly willing that it may go over with- 
out prejudice. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be printed. 

Mr. PEFFER and Mr. PLATT. It is already printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be passed over, 
retaining its place. 

PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Perrer], 
coming over from a previous day, the title of which will be stated. 


saa 8, and said secretary shall communicate 
ereof as he may deem of national interest and im- 


and 


and | 
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connected with the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary 
of the Treasury in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask that that resolution go over without 
prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
of objection. 


It will be so ordered, in the absence 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
series of resolutions submitted by the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN],coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read, 

The Secretary read the resolutions submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
February 12, 1896, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to furnish the Senate full information on the following subjects: 

First. The number of miles of the main line of the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company as originally constructed and as it now exists, the estimated actual 
cost per mile of the construction thereof, its then and present capitalization, 
and any change that may have been made in its capitalization, and whether, 
and if so, when, and to what extent, its capitalization was changed or in- 
creased, and whether such change or increase was authorized or sanctioned 
by the Government of the United States, the names and residences, respec- 
tively, of its stockholders, bondholders, and mortgagees, and the amount of 
such stocks, bonds, and mortgages held by them, respectively. 

Second. The number of miles of the Central Branch of the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company, the estimated actual cost per mile of its construction, its 
original and present capitalization, and whether, and if so, when and how 
often, its capitalization has been changed or increased, and whether such 
change or increase, if any, was authorized or sanctioned by the Government 
of the United States; also the names and addresses, respectively, of its stock- 
holders, bondholders, and mortgagees, giving the amount of such stocks, 
bonds, and mortgages held by them, respectively. 

Third. The number of miles of the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany as originally and at present constructed, the estimated actual cost per 
mile of the construction thereof, its original and present capitalization, and 
whether, and if so when and to what extent, its capitalization has been 
changed or increased, and if such change or increase, if any, has been, and 
whether it is, authorized or sanctioned by the Government of the United 
States; the names and residences, respectively, of the stockholders, bond- 
holders, and mortgagees thereof, and the amount of such stocks, bonds, and 


| mortgages held by them, respectively, and whether such railroad was con- 


structed on the line contemplated by the act authorizing its construction, and 
if not, whether its present line was authorized or sanctioned by the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

Fourth. The number of miles of the main line of the Kansas Pacific Railroad 
Company as originally and now constructed, the estimated actual cost per 
mile of its construction, its original and present capitalization, and whether, 
and if so to what extent, its capitalization has been changed or increased, 
and whether such change or increase was authorized or sanctioned by the 
Government of the United States; the names and residences, respectively, 
of its stockholders, bondholders, and mortgagees, and the amount of such 
stocks, bonds, and mortgages held by them, respectively, and whether said 
railroad was sonsheucted on the line and from and to the points contemplated 
by the act authorizing its construction, and if not, whether its construction 
on its present line was authorized or sanctioned by the Government of the 
United States. 

Fifth. The names under which the Union Pacific Railroad Company, the 
Central Branch of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, the Sioux City and 
Pacific Railroad Company, and the Kansas Pacific Railroad Company were 
severally constructed, and whether any changes in the names thereof have 
taken place since their construction, and if so, what names have been given to 
said respective roads and the names now in use by them, giving specifically 
all the ehanges in names and the consolidations, if any, that have taken place 
from the time of their construction, respectively, to the present moment, to 
the end that the Senate may be fully informed as tothe several names under 
which these several railroads have been and are now being operated, and 
have exact information as to the consolidations and changes therein that may 
have taken place. 

Sixth. What branches, if any, have been constructed or purchased by said 
respective railroads and added as feeders or otherwise to their respective 
main lines, giving the names of all of such railroads that may have been thus 
constructed or purchased by any of them, the cost of such construction or 
purchase, and the source from which the funds to construct or purchase the 
same were derived, and whether, and if so, what, sums of money were derived 
from the main lines of said railroads and used in the construction or purchase 
of any such additional railroads or feeders. 

Seventh. The total amount of subsidy bonds issued in aid of the construe- 
tion of said respective main lines, the total number of acres of land donated 
to each of them by the United States, and whether all of said lands have been 
selected and taken by them or not, or if any other corporation or company 
of persons has been formed for the purpose of handling or disposing of said 
lands, and if so, the names of said corporations or companies, the manner in 
which the lands have been disposed of by them, if any, and their present 
condition. 


Mr. ALLEN. I hope that resolution will be acted upon at this 
time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr.-WOLCOTT. On yesterday I had some comments or criti- 
cisms of a friendly character to make respecting these resolutions. 
While I have no desire to interpose the slightest objection to the 
furnishing through proper channels of any information that will 
be of service to the Senator from Nebraska, or of service to the 
Senate, much of the information called for, as [ explained yester- 
day, it seems to me is extraneous, and many of the facts are not 
within the knowledge, and can not be in the possession, of the 
Secretary of the Interior. I fear the resolutions, even so far as 
the information called for may be in possession of the Secretary 
of the Interior, are such that their purpose may be defeated by 
reason of the time it will take to procure theinformation. I have 


The SEcRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. Perrer, providing for | prepared an amendment which I shall offer,and which I trust the 


the appointment of a committee of five Senators to investigate | Senator from Nebraska will accept. I 


shall content myself with 


and report generally ali the material facts and circumstances | that. I think it will still save all he desires. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “subjects,” the twenty-second 
word in the resolutions, it is proposed to insert: 

So far as said information is on file in the Department of the Interior or in 
the possession of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Secretary of the Interior has appeared 
before the Committee on Pacific Railroads in another body on this 
very subject of the Union Pacific Railroad, in which he advocated 

* that certain action be taken. I apprehend that what the Senator 
desires are facts, and this amendment to the resolutions will limit 
the Secretary in what he is to furnish to such of the facts as are 
in his Department or in his ssion, and I take it that is all the 
Senator from Nebraska desires. If he desires information in the 
possession of any other officials, I shall be very glad to join him in 
a resolution which will direct them to di to the te such 
eepten as they have. I trust the amendment will not be ob- 

ected to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I regret very much that the Senator from Colo- 
rado should undertake to disembowel the resolutions by his amend- 
ment. The Secretary of the Interior no doubt has much valuable 
information in his possession with reference to the lapd grants to 
these various railroads, the amount of land that has oeen taken 
up winder the grants, and their ition. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If I do not interrupt the Senator, that all 
comes in under the amendment I have proposed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no doubt there is much valuable informa- 
tion on the subject in the offices of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office and the Commissioner of Railroads that can be 
compiled and sent to the Senate with reasonable speed, which will 
be valuable to the Senate in the determination of the ition 
to be made of these railroads and the Government liens. 

I beg to suggest to the Senator from Colorado that if the reso- 
lutions call for information which is not in the on of the 
Secretary of the Interior, he can inform us of that fact in his answer 
to the resolutions quite as well as we can anticipate that he does 
not the information. 

It occurs to me, Mr. President, that to adopt the amendment of 
the Senator from Colorado is simply to rob these resolutions of 
their force, and by that means prevent the Senate from ane 
the information that we are justly entitled to, and which we n 
before we can intelligently act — * islation that may be 
brought before us. e deashor ,orado suggests that 
much of this information is open to us. It may be. I do not. 
know where it is, however. 

Mr. BRICE. If the Senator from Nebraska will yield to me for 
a moment, I will inform him that the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads made a partial report at the last session of Con ; 
embodying almost all the information asked for in these inter- 
rogatories, and their oe is a printed document of the Senate. 
In listening to the re g of resolutions, I think I may say 
that nine-tenths of the questions asked are answered in that 
report formerly made, and are now in print. As to the remainder, 
the other tenth, or whatever percentage it may be, neither the 
Interior Department nor any other Department of the Govern- 
ment is in possession of the information. 

Mr. ALLEN. What part is that? 

Mr. BRICE. Anyt which is not coutained in the report of 
the Committee on Pacific is not in the possession of any 
officer of the Government, because that report was made after 
about eighteen months of examination and conference between the 
Secretary of the Interior, the Attorney-General, the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and various members of the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads. If the information desired is to be obtained, it can 















be done, in my judgment, much more tiously and with 
much more ty if the Senator from Ne will amend his 
if resolutions so as to direct the Committee on Pacific Railroads to 


make a report, as the resolutions involve subjects not contained 
in their former report, with power to send for persons and 

and to take testimony in order to inform themselves on those 
points. In that way the information which the Senator desires 


can be obtained. 

Mr. ALLEN, Mr. President, I think I shall take advantage of 
thes tion of the Senator from Ohio, if the resolutions can pass 
without any opposition, and ask that the resolutions may be 

mmittee on Pacific and amended by 


Sree res Sear 
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directed to the Railroads 
striking out “‘ the ee ” and inserting: ‘‘ That 
the Committee on Pacific be, and is hereby, directed to 


furnish the Senate,” etc. 
‘with power to send for 
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’ Mr. BRICE, And ad ms and 

j papers and to take testimony”; otherwise the information de- 
t sired by the Senator can not be o 

Mr. HOAR. Isuggest tothe Senator from Ohio that if he allow 

the resolutions to pass, as the Senator from Nebraska now pro- 

‘s, and the Committee on Pacific Railroads find that they re- 


EOE (AI wore ated 
Ret SaaS Le 


— authority to send for persons and rs to get any part of 
information, they will report undou what they possess, 
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and ask for authority to send for persons and papers if necessary. 
It is not necessary to embarrass the resolutions now by puttin, 
that authority in, for of course the resolutions would then have :. 
go to the Committee on Contingent Expe.ses. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Ohio will comply wit) 
the request of the Senator from Massachusetts and not press t})« 
amendment. 

Mr. BRICE. I do not insist upon it at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is impossible to understand the private ar- 
pane being made by Senators on the other side of the Chay). 


r. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will say, for the benefit of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, that if he will turn to the CONGRESSIONAL Recor) 
issued to-day, page 1638, he will find the resolutions which I offered 
printed. 

I now propose this modification to my resolution: 


That the Committee on Pacific Railroads be, and is hereby, directed to fur 
nish the Senate with full information on the following subjects— 


and let the remainder of the resolutions stand as they are, 

Mr, WOLCOTT. That will do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That will, of course, be done without any ex- 
pense to the Government? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not know whether that can be done without 
expense to the Government or not. After looking over the con 
struction of the Committee on Pacific Railroads I have faith to 
believe that those resolutions will be examined in good faith, and 
that with due and convenient speed the committee will report thio 
information; or, if there is any = of it which they can not 
obtain, they will act in good faith and ask power of the Senate to 


send for ns and pees. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. beg to assure the Senator from Nebraska, 
in the absence of the chairman of the committee—and I know | 
am authorized to express his views, and I think I know the senti- 
ment of the committee generally—that the committee are ex- 
tremely anxious to furnish to the Senate and to the Senator froin 
Nebraska all the information he asks for so far as it is obtainable, 
and if it shall so be that such testimony can nof be obtained with 
out sending for persons and papers, I have no question but that 
the committee will so report and ask the judgment of the Senate 


upon that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Indulge mein one more word. Ihave noticed by 
the press from time totime that the Committee on Pacific Railroads 
has had certain witnesses before them for examination, anid | 


hope the committee will not construe my words as any reflection 
upon them when I say that I have failed to observe that any of 
the patrons of the road have been brought before the committee 
and examined. Their examinations thus far seem to have bec 
confined to stockholders and bondholders of the road, and their 
—_ and attorneys, who come here for the purpose of being 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishould like toask the Senator from Nebraska 
if he will kindly outline to the Senate what particular light a patron 
of the road could, because he is a patron of the road, furnish to 
the committee in the line of a proper bill for the reorganization of 
the yp 

Of course the committee is extremely desirous of obtaining all 
possible information, and up to this time the committee has hear | 
everybody who has ap . There have been delegations of citi- 
zens opposed to any pending _. We have heard them patiently 


and considerately, and have tponed meetings in order that 
others ht be heard. Everybody who has presented himself !ias 
been , but of course we can not send for the patrons of tho 


roads; we can not advertise for them, as they are not known ly 
name; but if the Senator can oy €or patrons of the 
road who have valuable inf on in their — speak in 
the absence of the chairman—I have no doubt the committee wi! 
send for them and give them an opportunity to be heard. Any- 
thing valuable in the line of reo: tion that can be procure! 
by sending for patrons of the I have no doubt the committee 
would be swift to adopt. - 
Mr. ALLEN. In reply to the Senator from Colorado, I think 
I can shed some light on this matter. I fail to observe that tlie 
boards of trade, the associations of wholesale merchants, or the 
grain dealers or stock dealers along those lines of road have been 
invited to appear before the committee and give their views 00 
reorganization. I have noti the slightest doubt that persons 11 
the cities of Omaha, Cheyenne, Denver, and other places whe! 
the Union Pacific Railroad runs and where the Kansas Paci! 
Railroad runs would be able to furnish valuable information ‘» 
the committee. In fact, I think I know that they possess infor 
mation that would be of great value to the committee, and whic) 
would shed much light upon this very dark problem. I beg to 
the hope that the committee will now turn its attention 
from bondhol and stockholders and mortgagees and stock- 
brokers and attorneys and lobbyists and give the honest patrous 
of the road some opportunity to be heard. 











The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Colorado. : 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I withdraw the amendment which I offered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Without objection, the resolutions will be modified in the man- 
ner indicated by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and 
the question is on agreeing to the resolutions as modified. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understood the Senator from Nebraska to 
say that he was willing to have the matter referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads. : ed. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. The resolutions are a direction to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads to furnish the Senate with this 
information. Sai 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that. ; 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to amend the resolutions by adding 
what I send to the desk. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the resolutions: 

And that the Committee on Pacific Railroads shall have authority to send 
for persons and pees when necessary, in conducting any investigation into 
the subjects wi their jurisdiction and toadminister oaths to witnesses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that he 
offer that as a separate resolution; otherwise it will carry the 
whole subject to the Committee on Contingent Expenses and 
postpone action. : : 

Mr. MORGAN, It does not carry anything to the Committee 
on Contingent Expenses. It does not propose any appropriation 

t all. 

” Mr. PLATT. It a an expenditure. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not necessarily. 

Mr. HARRIS, It creates a charge on the contingent fund, I 

uggest. 

, Nr. MORGAN. There isno occasion for any expense in admin- 
istering an oath to Mr. Huntington when he appears before the 
committee to make a statement. 

Mr. HOAR. I believe that all committees, by statute, have the 
authority to administer oaths to witnesses, but the sending for 
persons and papers, I suppose, involves the public obligation to 
pay the expenses of the persons sent for and to pay the expense of 
sending for them. 

Mr. MORGAN. The difficulty with the suggestion of the Sena-, 
tor from Massachusetts is this: The Senate has not directed the 
committee to make any investigation. We have nomore author- 
ity to makean investigation than any other committee of the body, 
and Ido not think we can put any and every man on oath who 
happens to come before the committee to make a suggestion. If 
we have authority to administer oaths, which this amendment 
gives, then to-morrow when the committee meet and Mr. Hunt- 
ington and other gentlemen appear there to make their state- 
ments, we can put them under oath, and I want them under oath. 
There is no appropriation in that at all, and it need not go to any 


committee. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 

r. WOLCOTT. That I may understand the matter, do I un- 
derstand the effect of the adoption of the amendment would be to 
send the resolutions and amendment to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate? 

Mr. MORGAN. Na 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] says he thinks it does, and we value his opinion very 
highly over here. 

r. HOAR, Thank you. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the rule or the statute be read. 
ua The Secretary will read the rule on 
e subject. 

The Secretary read paragraph 4 of Rule XXV, as follows: 

A Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to 
fenaiet of three Senators, to which shall be referred all resolutions directing 

© payment of money out of the contingent fund of the Senate, or creating 
4 charge upon the same. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will read the section of the Revised Stat- 
utes to which the Senator from Massachusetts refers: 

Sxo. 101. The Presid Senate, of re- 
‘ooct alae ora chairman of ‘ Committee of the Whole, or of any © commit 
in any case foney ng ; Gongress, pipepoweres to ter oa nesses 

I agree with the Senator from Alabama that there must be a 
case under examination, but whenever there is a case under ex- 
amination there is no need of inserting in the resolution authority 
th ae oaths to witnesses, because that is provided for by 


Phan: MORGAN. That means an examination by order of the 
te, of course, but the committee can not yoluntarily institute 
a2 examination, and that gives no legal standing to the examina- 
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tion whatever. If the authority is granted and if-a man should 
swear to a lie before the committee we could put him in the peni- 
tentiary. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask if the President of the Senate has 
passed upon the question whether the amendment would carry the 
resolutions to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate? 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the suggestions 
of Senators upon that point. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In the absence of the chairman of the 
Committee on Contingent Expenses, of which I happen to bea 
member, I will venture to suggest to the Chair—and I do it very 
modestly—that it seems to me that the passage of the resolutions 
will necessarily create a charge upon the contingent fund. If 
that be so, under the rule or the statute, as read, the resolutions 
ona to go, and must necessarily go, to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is inclined to think that 
under the last clause of Rule XX V, which reads ‘‘ to which shall be 
referred all resolutions directing the payment of money out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate, or cfeating a charge upon the 
same,” the resolutions will go to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has the amendment been adopted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the event of the adoption of the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. That 
is the judgment of the Chair upon the question. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the question before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to lay 
upon the table the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Morgan]. 

Mr. MORGAN. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALLEN. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Would that 
motion, if agreed to, carry with it the resolutions already adopted? 

Mr. HOAR. 1 appeal to the Senator from Alabama to make his 
amendment a separate resolution. It would be just as forcible 
then as in the form of an amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. If I can get an assurance from the committee 
that the men who are coming up to testify shall not be heard until 
a resolution is passed by the Senate giving us power to conduct 
an investigation, so that the witnesses can be put under oath and 
held responsible for what they say, I will accept the suggestion. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that is all right. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the motion to lay on the table and will 
let the members of the committee settle it in their own way. 
Whatever they desire to do will be satisfactory tome. I withdraw 
the motion to lay on the table if I may be allowed to do so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Alabama. Does the 
Senator from Alabama offer it as a separate resolution? 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdraw it as an amendment and offer it as 
a separate resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN}. 

Mr. PLATT. As modified? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. As modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Alabama i. MorGAN] is the pending resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN, I will modify the resolution by striking out 
so much of it as provides for sending for persons and papers, so 
that it will merely contain power to conduct an investigation. 
We have volunteers so far. It is not necessary to send for any- 


body. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. MORGAN. The resolution will not be referred, I suppose, 
under the ruling of the Chair, if I modify it so as to obviate any 
possible necessity for expense. 

I will state to the Senate very briefly what I want to do. Up 
to this time the investigations before that committee have been 
conducted by the voluntary attendance of men who are there for 
the purpose of promoting their own interests in connection with 
these railways. When they are there,and come under such con- 
ditions and such circumstances and for such purposes, I want the 
Senate to give us the authority to conduct an examination, so 
that we can put them under oath and have whatever advantage 
that may be to the country in the outcome. 

Mr. LEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama 
if any portion of the investigation thus far has been conducted 
under oath? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not a bit of it. 

M>. ALLEN. Nobody has been sworn? 
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Mr. MORGAN. No, sir. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. MORGAN. I modify my resolution as I have suggested. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I makea en to the Senator from 
Nebraska? The suggestion made by the Senator from Alabama, 
it seems to me, is extremely pertinent. 

In answer to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], however, 
I think it is ra to say that I think the committee has undoubt- 
edly possessed the right throughout all its investigations up to this 
time to put any of its witnesses under oath, had it seen fit to do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has it done so? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Asa matter of fact nothing has come before 
the committee except on the general line of suggestions of schemes 
by counsel which they announce they intend hereafter to present 
to the committee by way of bills for their consideration. 

Nobody familiar with the facts, nobody whose testimony would 
have added valueif it was sworn to, has appeared before the com- 
mittee. We have not reached that — of the investigation. 
But the suggestion of the Senator from Alabama is extremely per- 
tinent, and in my opinion it should be presented in the form of a 
separate resolution, because then it will not limit the committee 
to the questions asked in the resolution offered by the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], but will enable us to make a general in- 
Sr of all phases and ‘sides of this question. I have no 
doubt that the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 

mses of the Senate will make pecuaps report upon it. 

can assure the Senator from Nebraska that when anybody who 
has anything to say, whose testimony would have added value if 
it were sworn to, a before the committee, he will unques- 
tionably be compelled to verify his statements by oath. But up 
to this time nothing but the usual and formal introductory state- 
ments by people of somet they intended hereafter to do has 
been submitted to the committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. [infer from what the Senator from Colorado has 
said that all that has been done thus far has been to listen to the 
promulgation of schemes of reorganization. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes, that is all. 

Mr. ALLEN. There has been no investigation into the facts 
embraced in the resolution? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. None whatever. 

— VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as modified will be 
read. 

‘ The Secretary. As modified the resolution will read as fol- 
OWS: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Railroads shall have authority, 
when necessary, to conduct any investigation into the subjects within their 
jurisdiction, and to administer oaths to witnesses. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I renew the motion to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4821) making a yyy eg to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW]. 


SETTLERS ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN SOUTH DAKOTA, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 2642) i leave of absence for 
one year to homestead settlers upon the Y. n Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of South Dakota. 

The bill simply proposes to allow the settlers on certain Indian 
reservations in the State of South Dakota additional time within 
which to pay for their homesteads, and as some of them would 
have to do it this month the necessity is great that the bill should 
be considered at once. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment, to in- 
sert at the end of the bill an additional section, as follows: 


Sec. 8. That the time for 
‘r the homestead 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and \ 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, the title was amended so as to 
read: ‘A bill granting leave of absence for one year to homestead 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 13, 


——s 


settlers upon the Yankton Indian Reservation, in the Stato of 
South Dakota, and for other purposes.” 


MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. GORMAN. LIask that the bill in relation to extendins j), 
time for the completion of the Maryland and Washington |,)). 
way Cunpeny. be laid before the Senate. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senato th, 
bill from the House of Representatives indicated by the Senator 
which will be read by title. ; 

The Skcretary. A bill (H.R. 4810) extending the time within 
which the Maryland and Washington Railway Company s});\|) jj, 
eee to complete the building of the road of said coi), ny 
under the provisions of an act of Congress approved Aust { 
1892, as amended by an act of Congress approved March 2, j4\)5.’ 

Mr. GORMAN. [ask for the present consideration of t)\. })i|I, 

By unanimousconsent, the Senate, as in Committee of the \V hole 
proceeded to consider the bill. ’ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or {ereg 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the joint resolution (S. R. 55) 
extending the time for completion of Washington and Maryland 
Railway be indefinitely postponed. , 

The motion was agreed to. 


WITNESSES BEFORE POLICE TRIAL BOARDS, ETC, 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent, without displac. 
ing the unfinished business except temporarily, to call up a bill 
received oe the House of Representatives, in relation 
to false swearing fore police and fire department trial boards in 
the District of Columbia. It is identically the same as the bill on 
this subject reported by the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia of the Senate. 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill coming from the House of Representatives, which will be 
stated by title. 

The Secretary. A bill (H.R. 2654) to amend an act entitled 
“‘An act to punish false swearing before trial boards of the Mctro- 
oo Ps mage force and fire department of the District of Colum- 

ia, and for other purposes,” approved May 11, 1892. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the bill (S. 323) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to _—— false swearing before trial boards 
of the Metropolitan police force and fire department of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved May 11, 
1892, be indefinitely ned, 

e motion was to. 


TRANSPORTATION OF OBSCENE LITERATURE, ETC. 


Mr. VILAS. By consent of the Senator from Maine f Mr. Hate], 
I ask leave to call up Senate bill 1675, in relation to obscene liter- 
ature. I will state that a similar bill passed the Senate during 
the last Con é 

Mr. HALE. After the matter suggested by the Senator from 
Wisconsin is disposed of, I think I shall have to insist upon going 
on with the appropriation bill. It is very desirable that it shall 


be anes to-day. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent for the present considtration of a bill which 
will be stated by title. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1675) to prevent the carrying of ob- 
scene literature and articles designed for indecent and in noral 
use from one State or Territory into another State or Territory. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and was interrupted 


pu 
Mr. WOLCOTT. If it requires unanimous consent to take up 
this bill, while I have not the slightest desire to postpone its con- 
sideration, I should like to look it over a little before it comes up 


for 
r. . Does the Senator from Colorado desire to object 
to the of the bill? 

Mr. WO TT. Ido not know whether I do or not. [ have 
never read the bill. Has the bill been before the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce? ; ; 

Mr. VILAS. The bill was passed by the Senate during the last 
Congress. It has been very carefully considered by the Commit 
tee on the Judiciary. aa 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Did it pass in the form in which it is now 
presented? I understand not. 

Mr. VILAS. There are some amendments made by the Comm 
mittee on the J on: 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes. 

Mr. VILAS. The bill as it stands now was reintroduced a'\«T 
the Committee on the Judiciary had carefully gone over it 1n 1 








+ to terms, and so as to present the bill just as the committee 
ought it ought to be enacted. ; 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Wisconsin has stated that 
the bill was passed during the last Congress. If the Senator will 
state that the bill as now offered has heretofore passed the Senate, 
I shall not have a word to say. 

Mr. VILAS. With the exception of the amendments which 
were made to its terms by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes; but it is an amended bill. 

Mr. VILAS. It is somewhat slightly different and improved, 
as it was believed by the committee, from the way in which it 
was passed at the last session. 

Mr. HOAR. It is made less harsh. If I recollect aright, we 
struck out the minimum punishment as well as a provision lev- 
eled at persons who received such matter from the express com- 

anies for distribution in a State. We thought that properly 
longs to the States. It is merely the giving to express com- 
anies knowingly of obscene matter which is made punishable. 
here is nothing in the bill in the way of penalty which was not 
in the former bill, if I recollect it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from Colorado that 
he allow the reading of the bill to be completed and then let the 
pill go over for a day, during which time the Senator can look 
at it. 

Mr. MILLS. That is a good idea. 

Mr.CHANDLER. It willnot be necessary to read the bill again 
to-morrow. If the Senator wants to look at it, I do not think its 
consideration should be urged at this time. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ido not wish even to appear to object to the 

ge of a bill of this sort. At the same time I have not read it 
and it has not been referred to the Interstate Commerce Commit- 
tee, where bills affecting the carrying of goods would et 
0. Probably itis a perfectly just and upright measure, and 
flo not like, as I say, to seem even for a moment to object to the 
bill. Ishall not object if the Senator from Wisconsin feels that 
the bill ought to be passed at once without investigation. 

Mr. VILAS. Ishall be very glad to have the Senator from Col- 
orado investigate the bill, and the suggestion of the Senator from 
New Hampshire is entirely satisfactory to me if the Senator from 
Colorado wishes the time to examine it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I ask that the reading may be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. VILAS. I will pursue the suggestion of the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] aa with the consent of the Sen- 
ate, ask that the bill may be considered as having been read and 
stand over until to-morrow morning or some convenient time for 
disposition; and if there is any objection at that time it can be 


heard. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
GAINESVILLE, M’ALESTER AND ST. LOUIS RAILROAD, 


Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the concurrent resolution of the 
other House requesting the return of a bill be laid before the Sen- 
ate and ado ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the concurrent 
resolution of the House of Representatives, which was read, as 
follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate coneurring), That the 


President of the United States is hereby requested to return to the House 
Senate bill 879, for the correction of a verbal error. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
resolution. 
The resolution was concurred in. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4321) making appropriations to supply 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes, the 
pending question being on the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, to insert after line 18 on page 18: 

For payment of fees and expenses of the United States marshals and dep- 
uties, year 1895, $200,573.34. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, on yesterday while speaking in 
reference to the fee system the Senator from Missouri {Mr. Vest] 
alluded to the courts in the Indian Territory as being an example 
where the fee system had been shown to be peculiarly extrava- 

ant. the course of his remarks he also made some reference 
the court in the western district of Arkansas which has juris- 
diction over felonies committed in the Indian Territory. 

I made a statement at that time in reference tothe comparative 
cost of the two systems as they refer to the courts within the In- 
dian Territory. I did not have the accurate figures, but I have 
since then obtained them from the Attorney-General’s Office, and 

to make a statement now with reference to what has 
occurred within that Territory. ; 

When the court was first created within the Indian Territory it 
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was under the fee system, but on the 3d of March last additional 
courts were created and the whole was put under the salary sys- 
tem. During the last six months it was under the fee system the 
cost of the marshal’s office was $36,074.50. The cost for the first 
six months under the salary system was $37,800, being more than 
$1,000 more under the salary system than it was under the fee 
system. 

I wish to suggest, also, that under the salary system, which cost 
$1,000 more for six months than the other, there were only 45 dep- 
uty marshals, while under the fee system the average number of 
deputy marshals was 175. Yet under the salary system the cost 
was greater for the 45 deputies than it was for 175 under the other 
system. 

Mr. President, I agree with the statement made by the Senator 
from Wisconsin, and I understand it to be the opinion also of the 
Attorney-General, that the best mode of dealing with this matter 
would be to make the salary system apply to the marshals, dis- 
trict attorneys, and office deputies, but the salary system can not 
be made effective within that Territory without tremendous cost 
if it is to apply to what is known as the traveling deputies. It 
would require such a large number of them that if you were to 
place them on a salary the cost would greatly exceed what it has 
ever been under the fee system. So far as concerns the marshals, 
district attorneys, and office deputies, I think it would be better 
that they should be under the salary system rather than the fee 
system, but the salary system can not be applied economically to 
the riding deputies or traveling deputies in the Territory, because 
it requires such an immense number of them to enforce the law 
and keep the peace. 

The Senator from Missouri yesterday, in speaking of the ex- 
pense of the courts of the western district of Arkansas, compared 
it with the southern district of New York. The Senator from 
Missouri knows that no suchcomparison can be made. The court 
of the United States for the southern district of New York hasno 
jurisdiction over murders, larcenies, robberies, and other felonies 
committed within the State of New York, while the court at Fort 
Smith has entire jurisdiction over felonies of every character and 
description. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator means in the Indian Territory? 

Mr. BERRY. Within the Indian Territory. It has entire juris- 
diction over felonies committed within certain portions of the 
Indian Territory, andevery class of the higher crimes. If the Sen- 
ator from Missouri would take the expenses of the State courts 
having criminal jurisdiction in the southern district of New York 
and add them to the expenses of the United States courts for that 
district, and compare those expenses with the expenses at Fort 
Smith, he would have something like a just comparison. But 
there can be no comparison between the United States courts in 
New Yorkand thecourt at Fort Smith. The court in the southern 
district of New York, I suppose, tries only a few criminal cases, 
robberies of post-offices, counterfeiting cases, probably smuggling 
cases, and a few of that character; but the court at Fort Smith 
has all the felony jurisdiction within certain limits of the Indian 
Territory. 

For the information of the Senator from Missouri I wish to show 
him something about the business before the Fort Smith court 
during the year ended June 30, 1895. There were 909 cases dis- 
posed of within that court; 662 convictions were had; 158 acquit- 
tals; and 89 nolle prosequis or dismissals. Now, bear in mind that 
with the exception of the whisky cases these are felonies—mur- 
ders, robberies, rapes, larcenies, and every other character of fel- 
onies known to the law. These parties were tried at Fort Smith. 
The only misdemeanors were those for introducing whisky into 
the Territory, I think, which may be a felony or which may bea 
misdemeanor. 

Mr. PLATT. MayI ask the Senator from Arkansas a ques- 
tion, in order that there may ke no mistake? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. These are cases which came from the Indian Ter- 
ritory to Fort Smith? 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir; I understand they were; that is, the 
district attorney made his report, and they cover the cases within 
the Indian Territory. 

Mr. President, the court for the southern district of New York 
has no such jurisdiction and no such number of cases. It is wholly 
different. The expense attending the service of process in New 
Yorkis comparatively small. There areto-day,as I believe, about 
250 persons confined in the jail at Fort Srnith charged with felony. 
The number has sometimes reached 300; it has not been less than 
200 for years, so an employee at the Attorney-General’s Office told 
me. Judge Parker works from 8 o'clock in the morning until 6 
o’clock in the evening every day, day by day, almost the entire 

rear; and notwithstanding that Pact, there were a short time ago 
tween 40 and 50 men charged with murder in that jail. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE} yesterday stated 
that this is the most expensive court in the United States. It is 
the most expensive, and it could not be otherwise under the cir- 
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cumstances. 
United States. The entire Indian Territor, 
dition to 75,000 Indians, somethin 





It does more business than any other court in the 
within it, in ad- 
like 300,000 white men, and 
among them are some of the most desperate felons who have ever 
been known in the United States. They are men who have taken 
refuge there from other States. They are desperadoes of the very 











worst character. It is absurd to talk about four deputy marshals, 
a dozen marshals, or fifty marshals keeping the peace andenforcing 
the law within that Territory. Those desperadoes a few months 
ago while engaged in robbing trains and murdering citizens num- 
bered far more than this. 

In regard to the marshal at Fort Smith, Mr. Crump, I wish to 
state that I have known him from his boyhood. I have been 
associated intimately with him for nearly forty years. He is a 
man of high intelligence, a man of high sense of honor, and of as 
high character for integrity and honesty as there is within any 
State. He has used every exertion and finally succeeded, some- 
thing less than a year ago, in breaking up the nest of robbers who 
were located there. Many of them have been sent to the peni- 
tentiary for life. Two of them, Cherokee Bill and Henry Starr, 
who were the leaders, were convicted, and are to-day under sen- 
tence of death. One or two others have been already hung, and 
the band has been broken up. 

If any Senator imagines that there is any similarity between 
that.court and any other court in the United States he is wholly 
misinformed as to the situation. Nomore efficient set of officers, 
no more honorable gentlemen than the district attorney, Mr. Reed, 
and the marshal live within the United States, and the record of 
convictions shows that they have one of the best records that has 
been made anywhere. The Attorney-General says, when you take 
all of the cases throughout the United States, about 40 per cent 
of them were noll-prossed. In this court during that year there 
were only a little more than 10 per cent noll-prossed, and many of 
those cases were where the parties had been indicted more than 
once, And any intimation that they have used their offices to in- 
crease their fees is not warranted by the facts. 

The expenses of that court have not been excessive during the 
last year. If the Senator from Missouri will take the record in the 





































will see that the court has been run in as economical a way as it 
was possible to enforce the law. The marshal has enforced the 
law and has broken up the robbers; many of them have been sent 
to the penitentiary and some have been executed, and some are 
now under conviction. 

Now, I wish to say another word. The Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest] was not in his seat a moment ago, and I wish now to 
restate the figures. I say in regard to the deputy marshals it is 
not possible to enforce the law with a limited number, and if you 

ut the whole number on a salary of $1,200 a year the cost will 

ar exceed the fee system. The court to which the Senator 
alluded, the court for the western district of Arkansas, bears no 
resemblance to the courts in which he says parties are dragged 
for minor offenses. There are no minor offenses tried there, for 
the jurisdiction has been taken away from them so far as it ap- 
plies to misdemeanors, except in whisky cases, as I have hereto- 
fore stated, which may be a misdemeanor or which may be a 
felony. 

Wile Iam on my feet I wish to say that I think the time has 
come when there should be legislation in regard to that Territory. 
I believe a Territorial ecvernment should be established within 
the Indian Territory; that a governor should be appointed, a legis- 
lature provided for, and «hat all the machinery of the Territorial 

vernment should be put in operation at the earliest date possible. 
But until that is done we will be compelled to retain that felony 
jurisdiction at Fort Smith and Paris with the courts there now. 
With the jurisdiction of misdemeanors that is placed upon them, 
if you also add the jurisdiction of felonies now at Fort Smith and 
Paris, it is not possible that the law can be enforced with the means 
at the command of the courts now in the Territory. 

The Senator from Missouri said it was understood that a —- 
sition is going to be made to extend the time when the jurisdic- 
tion shall be taken from Fort Smith and Paris. Unless there is 
legislation of another character, looking to the Territorializing of 
that gverenet. it will be absolutely necessary that the time 
shall be extended. If you to-day take those courts and put upon 
them the additional jurisdiction now held by the Paris court and 
the Fort Smith court in felony cases it is »~* possible that the law 
can be enforced or that can be had for years to come. 
Those courts are already behind with the misdemeanor jurisdic- 
tion, and, as I have said, there are to-day in aod cong Fort Smith 
more than 200 desperadoes with fel 
jails in the Territory in which to keep those felons. It is not 
possible in the present conditions that peace and order and quiet 
can be canes and Yr t there — porepanicrenay — - ao 
changing e form o government, or unless the co at Paris 
s ort Smith shall retain for the time being the felony juris- 
ction. 
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So far as I am concerned, I would not vote to retain the jurisdic. 
tion at Fort Smith and Paris if the laws could be better enforcod 
in the Territory; but until a Territorial government is created j; 
is absolutely necessary for the protection of life and property. | 
have no desire or disposition to take one foot of land that helon.< 
to the Indians. No Senator upon this floor, as I hope, wishes {5 
wrong one of them in any way whatever. But the conditioys 
which exist there all sensible men who live in that locality know 
can not be continued, and until Congress takes charge of it a1.) 
legislates in the only way, as 1 believe, that will be effective, ;. 
establish a Territorial government, these expenses will contin. 
and these deputy marshals, not a dozen, not 40, but from 100 to 2 
will be an absolute necessity. 

I thought proper to put these statements upon the record bec 
of the remarks that were made yesterday. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I should like to call the 1 
tention of the Senator from Arkansas to the subject of misc:|- 
laneous suits in the United States courts in the Indian Territory. 
and ask him whether he can give me any light on that subject. "| 
am not prepared to criticise, from my own knowledge, the eo) 
duct of the criminal business in those courts, notwithstandi 
the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. s | 
said yesterday, I have had some complaints sent to me in conn: 
tion with the expenses of the courts of the Indian Territory whi 
I have been unwilling to bring in here without further exami 
tion. I have only the records of the Attorney-General’s Offico, 
which I have been able to examine cursorily, and I am now | 
ing at the report of the miscellaneous suits in the report of tho 
Attorney-General for the yéar 1895, pages 153,154,155. I willr 
the number of the suits in some of the States where they are tl 
fewest: California, northern district, 10—— 

Mr. BERRY. What page is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I amreading from page 153 of the Attorney- 
General’s report. 

California, northern district, 10; California, southern district, 
11. The aggregate sued for in the northern district in the 10 
suits is $15,242,451.93. I suppose that includes the suit against 
the Stanford estate. Connecticut, 8 suits, amounting to $1,()\\) 
District of Columbia, 1 suit, $287.44; Indiana, 18 suits, no amount 
given; Illinois, northern district, 28 suits, $12,666.58; Dlin 
southern district, 7 suits. Maine—the Senator from Maine | Mr. 
Hae] will notice—Maine has brought 6 miscellaneous suits; 
amount sued for, $4,500; Massachusetts, 35 suits, $5,486.28 sued 
for; New York, northern district, 39 suits; New York, western 
district, 18 suits; New York, southern district, 38 suits; Penn- 
sylvania, eastern district, 28 suits; Pennsylvania, western district, 
21 suits; Rhode Island, 16 suits, $18,931.30 sued for. 

Now, I turn to the number of suits in the Indian Territory. In- 
dian Territory, northern district, 428 suits; Indian Territory, cen- 
tral, 432 suits; Indian Territory, southern district, 419 suits. 

Mr. President, that is something remarkable. Perhaps the Sen 
ator can give some explanation of it. There are other eee num- 
bers given. For instance, in western Arkansas there were 2). 
suits ught; in North Carolina, the western district, 567 suits 
were brought; in Oklahoma, which is a separate court, I suppose, 
from this Indian Territory court, 864 suits were brought; western 
Virginia, 242 suits. In all the other States the number of suits is 
comparatively limited, but the moment you strike Oklahoma you 
have this enormous number of 864 suits. In western North Caro- 
lina there were 567 suits. As Alabama was referred to, I will 
state the number in the districts of Alabama. Alabama, nor't 
ern, 214; Alabama, middle, 177; Alabama, southern, 118. Now 
we come again to the Indian Territory, and there in the three (is 
tricts we have 1,500 suits brought, probably about one-fourth of «1! 
the miscellaneous suits brought in behalf of the United Statvs 
throughout the whole section of the sooner. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator from New Hampshire desire 
an answer? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Wait one moment. 

Mr, PLATT. I understand the figures which the Senator from 
New Hampshire is now reading do not include the Fort Smith 
cases, Which go from the Indian Territory to Fort Smith, but onl) 
those cases which are brought in Arkansas, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Well, there are found in the western dis- 
trict of Arkansas 232 cases. I will yield to the Senator from 
Arkansas ina moment. I only want to ask him, in all good faith, 
whether he can account for this extraordinary number of suits 
brought in the Indian Territory, which, according to the samo 
table of results reached, judgments rendered, judgments collecte|, 
seem to have been unproductive of any considerable amount 0! 
good to the Government, in whose behalf they were brought? _ 

Mr. BERRY. The remarks that I made were principally wit) 
reference to the western district of Arkansas. I hope the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire understands that the court at Fort 
Smith is located on the border of the Territory; that it has juris- 
diction over a certain part of the Indian Territory in felony cases 
and the remainder of the jurisdiction in felony cases in that Ter- 
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ritory isin Paris, Tex. It was with reference to that court that 
the remarks I made were in answer to the Senator from Mis- 
souri principally. However, I did make a statement showing the 
cost in the Indian Territory courts outside of the Fort Smith and 
Paris courts. There are three courts within the Indian Territory 
which have jurisdiction of misdemeanor cases and have civil juris- 
diction also between parties where one of them is a white man and 
the otheran Indian located within theTerritory. Theyaredifferent 
entirely from the western district of Arkansas; but the Arkansas 
court has the usual jurisdiction of United States courts in the 
western district of Arkansas, and then has, in addition, this felony 
jurisdiction within the Indian Territory. Now, as to what is in- 
tended by using the words ‘‘ miscellaneous suits” by the Attor- 
ney-General, my attention has not been called to it before, but I 
imagine that they refer to the civil suits pending between various 

arties in those courts, because those courts have the same juris- 
Biction between Indians and white persons in the Territory that 
the State courts have in New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator from Arkansas 
that these are suits in behalf of the United States. 

Mr. BERRY. It does not so state. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will examine he will see that no 
judgment was rendered in any one of the Indian cases, either for 
or against the United States, but I imagine that those in the west- 
ern district of Arkansas refer to trespasses upon the public lands, 
as cutting timber where it was not authorized, in the State of Ar- 
kansas. There may be some of them that refer to some suits for 
violation of the revenue laws. I donot know about that, butfrom 
the fact that Oklahoma has 800 cases, I would imagine if you will 
investigate it you will find it includes the civil jurisdiction that 
is reported under these miscellaneous judgments. I know noth- 
ing about Oklahoma except in the general way the Senator knows 
it; but if there are 800 cases there, I imagine that it applies to the 
Territorial jurisdiction given to those courts which is generally 
given in the States to State courts. The Senator can investi- 
gate that for himself. I do not know of any extraordinary num- 
ber of suits that could be brought in the Indian Territory by or 
against the United States except it might be suits on forfeited 
bonds, or something of that character, or some violation of the 
revenue laws in some way which I do not know about. The Sen- 
ator has the same information about that thatI have. In looking 
at that report, where the columns run up in the judgments ren- 
dered or dispensed with or disposed of, the Senator will see there 
is nothing said in regard to the Indian Territory. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My belief is that those are all United States 
suits, and of course I thought the Senator from Arkansas might 
know how we could account for 1,300 of those suits in the three 
Indian Territory districts, and how we could account for the 800 
in the Oklahoma district. Whether they are suits inter partes or 
whether they are United States suits, of course there is an expense 
connected with them; and the question at once arises whether liti- 
gation is not being increased and lawsuits multiplied there for 
the purpose, may it not be fairly suspected, of increasing fees and 
costs, notwithstanding the burden that is thereby imposed upon 
the United States Treasury? 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me one moment? In 
regard to these civil suits, if it refers to civil suits, and I take it 
it does, these courts have the same jurisdiction that your State 
court in New Hampshire has between citizens of your own State, 
because this is a Territorial court, and where one of the parties is 
an Indian and the other a white man suits are brought in these 
courts. Whether these are civil suits or a suit by the United 
States I do not know, but if they are United States cases I can 
imagine where 800 would come from in the Territory of Okla- 

oma. 

Now, one other word in regard to the purpose of the marshal 
and the district attorney in trying to increase their fees. I hope 
the Senator from New Hampshire will give me bis attention. 
That conclusion may not be inferred. I have already stated to 
the Senator that inside of that Territory the marshals and their 
deputies areonasalary. It is a fixed amount, and no profit could 
come to them by reason of trying to get up cases. Upon the con- 
trary, I was informed in the Attorney-General’s Office this morn- 
ing that since they have been put on a salary many of them fail 
to execute the law because they get the same amount whether 
— ride or whether they do not. 

ow, in regard to the Fort Smith court. They are under the 
fee system; but neither the marshal nor the district attorney could 
have any reason there to try to increase the suits for the reason 
that the maximum sum which they can receive as compensation 
is $6,000, and you will see that the fees in each case amount to more 
than $10,000. “It has never failed tocome up to the maximum sum. 
It is not necessary to hunt business to bring it up to $6,000. It 
Tuns over it always, and has done so for years. e fees in both 
cases during the fiscal year ending in 1895 for the district attorney 
and the amount to more than $10,000, though of course 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1683 





under the law they could only retain the $6,000, and the balance 
was covered into the Treasury. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, I have been requested by the officer 
attached to the courts of the southern district of Florida to say a 
word upon this subject. The judge of that court has gained the 
confidence and respect of the people of that State. He is a Re- 
publican and has been an incumbent of the office for many years, 
and he is regarded with very high respect and esteem as a man of 
integrity, of learning, and an able judge. The marshal and the 
district attorney are men of very high character. Against none 
of those officers can there be any kind of imputation by suggesting 
that they have by any indirect methods sought to increase their 
legitimate compensation. They are very desirous of the passage 
of a law making these offices salaried offices and giving to thema 
reasonable compensation. 

In that State, where the distances are very great and the com- 
missioners necessarily live at a very great distance from each 
other, the expenses of even a small number of criminal cases are 
necessarily very large, and while this can not be avoided in any 
other manner than by their changing the character of the com- 
missioners who are appointed, or diminishing their numbers, or 
limiting their jurisdiction, the fault is not to be found with the 
presiding judge or with the marshal or district attorney, but in the 
law itself. The marshal has no power of issuing a warrant. It 
must come from the commissioner and upon cause, and the num- 
ber of cases which the jurisdiction of the court is extended to 
must be diminished if you wish to reduce the cost which is incurred 
in the discretion of this commissioner. 

But, Mr. President, I hope that this subject will be brought to 
the consideration of the Judiciary Committee and the Senate, and 
that immediately and without delay in those districts where it 
can be done advantageously to the Government salaries may be 
provided for the officers and the fee system dispensed with. lam 
authorized to say that this is the universal sentiment of the courts 
and officers connected with them in the State of Florida. Thatis 
the information which I have, and I have been urged to bring the 
subject to the consideration of the Senate and urge its immediate 
and favorable action. 

Upon the general subject of the increase of judicial expenses I 
have here a petition sent to me from southern California by Mr. 
Blanton Duncan, a citizen and lawyer of ability, which contains 
within it the decretal order of a judge—Judge Ross, of southern 
California—granting an injunction against the railroad empleyees 
of the Southern California Railroad Company, commanding them 
to continue in the performance of their contracted work or duty 
as stated by him, and imposing pains and penalties for refusing 
to work for the corporation. 1 will not detain the Senate to read 
it, but will print a few linesfrom it. There was a service of this 
order upon three citizens of the State of Hlinois by telegraph to 
the marshal of Dlinois, and as I understand this statement it em- 
braced all the employees of the Railway Union in that region of 
the country, numbering a great many thousand. 

The order of injunction is as follows: 


And each of you and each of your agents, servants, and assistants, while 
remaining in the employment of the Southern California Railway Company 
are hereby enjoined and restrained from refusing toswitch, handle, or assist 
in switching or hauling any cars or train of cars belonging to or in possession 


of or under control of the said Southern California Railway Company. 


e oe ~ 


Your affiant states that subsequently the said Ross delivered a charge to 
the grand jury, as follows [Exhibit 4], and that this judge instructed the 
filing of proceedings in this district against three citizens of Chicago in the 


name of the United States and had service made upon them by televraph to 
the marshal of Dlinois, as follows [Exhibit 5], a usurpation of px r never 
before known by affiant, the members of the American Railw Union, as 
affiant is informed, numbering many thousands, and resident ir ut thirty 
States of the Union, and none of their names being given « t three, 


{Exhibit 5.] 


Now, if there be no restraint upon an exercise of this kind of 
judicial power, saying nothing whatever in regard to its expe- 
diency, its constitutionality, or its lawfulness—I say if there be no 
restraint upon the exercise of this power, which is nothing more 
than the old lettres de c&chet existing in France previous to the 
revolution, the expenses of the judicial tribunals of the United 
States will amount to many, many times more than they do now. 
They will increase up to the amount necessary to sustain even a 
standing army of employees. Injunctions addressed to a hundred 
thousand men, and embracing within their scope action encourag- 
ing their fellows in certain lines of duty or of conduct, illegal or 
legal, whichever it may be, will increase the expenses of these tri- 
bunals until there will be no satisfying them by appropriations. 

But the Senator from New Hampshire must of necessity be 
wrong, because whatever jurisdiction the courts exercise, the 
number of cases which come before them can not be estimated. 
They are exceptional; they arise from exceptional circumstances; 
and the judge, who is the presiding officer charged with the su- 
pervision of these accounts, ean alone exercise a just supervision 
over them, and even he is not enabled to do it, because the com- 
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missioners having authority to issue these warrants can not sub- 
mit each case to him, nor can he, when the law is complied with 
and an affidavit made of the commission of an offense, say to the 
commissioner, ‘‘ You shall not take cognizance of this case for 
which probable cause is alleged before you.” Therefore you can 
have no reliance except in diminishing the jurisdiction of the 
court and diminishing the number of criminal offenses. 

For myself I am free to say that the jurisdiction of all courts is 
too greatly extended to minor offenses, which ought not to become 
matters of judicial cognizance. The good morals and good order 
of a community are not increased by creating a jurisdiction over 
every small immorality or offense. It is better to leave these to 
pnblic opinion, to the ministers of religion, and tothe great agenc$ 
of the sound and correct judgment and thought of the people. 
Therefore you have only two methods by which you can accom- 
plish this reduction of expense, either by diminishing the numqer 
of cases of a trivial character over which the courts have juris- 
diction or by elevating the character of the officers before who1 
these offenses come for the original issue of warrant and process. 

This much, Mr. President, I desired to say. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is most astonishing that we can 
not discuss any change in the laws of the land without bringing 
in the defense of individual officers. In what I said yesterday I 
did not think of any particular official nor did I intend to make 
any personal charge against anybody. I spoke of the system. If 
we are not permitted to discuss the laws of the country and the 
system established by law, then our functions ought to stop. I 
have not — of any particular marshal or any particular judge. 
The marshals and the judges of the two districts in Missouri are 
my personal and political friends, and I was not thinking about 
them nor about any particular marshals. I do not know who the 
officials at Fort Smith are,nor doI care. I know, I believe, two 
of the judges and one of the district attorneys in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, but the remainder of them I know nothing about. 

But you can not change men. Their motives will remain the 
same until the millennium. If you givethem inducements to put 
money into their pockets, those opportunities will be embraced. 
I do not mean to say that the head officers will do so, but that the 
subordinates will: and Laffirm here again—and every lawyer who 

ractices in the Federal courts knows it—that around these tri- 

unals and around the marshal’s office and around the commis- 
sioner’s office are a gang of hangers-on waiting for jobs to take 
prisoners to the penitentiary and to the jail, semidetectives, who 
go out and hunt up these miserable, trivial, little offenses, such 
as cutting timber on the public lands, selling a pint of whisky 
without license, infractions of the internal-revenue laws, and 
dragging innocent and ignorant men hundreds of miles and taking 
from themall they have. That is what I complain of, and I shall 
continue to do so as long as I remain a member of this body. 

I agree with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] that the 
crying evil of the Indian Territory is that we do not change the 
autonomy of their government. The time has come when the 
United States, as a matter of self-preservation, must take charge 
of that Territory and break up the tribal relations of the Indians. 
It isabsolutely necessary to the peace and tranquillity and welfare 
of the whole country, and especially of the States lying immedi- 
ately contiguous to that eer This is so well known that it 
is not necessary to do meee else than to refer to the Dawes re- 
port, which gives a picture of lawlessness and of bad government 
unparalleled in the history of the United States. Yet there are 
lobbies here fighting any reform, any change, and demanding that 
the existing state of things shall continue. We shall never get 
rid of these evils until we change the government there. 

I have myself always opposed these outside courts. I have 
or them, not so much upon the pont of expense—although 
that is bad enough—as on account of the effect upon the Indians 
themselves. We claim to be the great exemplars of civilization 
and Christianity and law; we advocate trial by jury, that every 
man shall be tried by a jury of his peers, and a republican form 
of government for the people. Do you — to make these In- 
dians respect our civilization by dragging them away from their 
Territory and trying them before juries that have no sympathy, 
no like opinions, no habits the same? Can we teach them Chris- 
tianity and law by any such mode as that? Yet we drag them 
down to Fort Smith and to Paris, Tex., hundreds of miles, and 
we try them by tribunals where all the tracks go in and none 


come out, 
They do not think it is a han, at all at Fort Smith unless 
a half dozen to a dozen are hung. e last I heard of the execu- 
tioner there he kept his tally on death; he had reached 98, and he 
hoped tomake it aneven hundred. Anysuch system as that ought 
to be denounced. I do not know the officers. I have very slight 
acquaintance with the judge there, who formerly lived in the 
State of Missouri, but I do know that that court, and the records 
show it—I have not looked at the Attorney-General’s report this 
ear, for I have not had the time—but I do know heretofore that 


t court at Fort Smith has cost more than the courts in the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 13, 


southern district of New York, embracing the cities of New York 
and Brooklyn. 

The expenses that have come from the fees of the marshals, 
stitute one of the smallest of these details of expense. It is in tio 
witnesses; it is in the general expenses that come from the syst»; 
that has obtained. When you make it to the interest of a deputy 
marshal to arrest some poor devil and drag him off to jail, ths 
commissioner gets his fees, the clerk gets his fees, the hotels par- 
ticipate in the plunder, and the saloons, and all these combine {5 
make a system that is obnoxious to free institutions and to tho 
administration of justice as it should be. 

I repeat, I have always opposed these outside courts. Finally, 
am glad to say, I was enabled to do something toward bringing 
out a ae by which these outside jurisdictions are to |. 
terminated in a few months from this time; and I want to say 
now, whenever the eo comes here to renew that jurisiic- 
tion, if Iam a member of this body, I shall oppose it to the ful] 
extent of my power. It is wrong in weincipie; it is odious in 
practice; itincreases the expense. I do not care how honest those 
officers may be—I have nothing to say about that—the whole fee 
system that puts a — upon arrests for misdemeanors igs 
wrong and vicious. It says to the officer—and we know the char- 
acter of these officers; they can not be men in the higher walks of 
life; they are semidetectives—‘ Arrest this man and it puts money 
in your pocket, and it puts money in other people’s pockets.” \\ 
have to-day all over the country, and especially in the West an 
South, glaring instances of individual wrong, a narrative o 
which would almost excite consternation in this Chamber an 
among all reflecting people. 

The Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. CHANDLER] asked in- 
formation about these miscellaneous suits. I will tell him what 
they are. Those are suits by the United States Government 
against trespassers on the public lands and for violations of the 
internal-revenue laws. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. VEST. Of.course. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator tell me what trespass there can 
be on the public lands in the Indian Territory, where the Govyern- 
ment owns no land? The suits in the Indian Territory can not 
be suits for trespass. My attention was never called to them 
until the Senator from New Hampshire named them, but I ain 
confident those suits can not be on that account, because the 
Indian land there does not belong to the Government. 

Mr. PLATT. I will venture to suggest that most of them will 
be found to be prosecutions upon Lae which have been forfeited, 
where persons have been arrested, or for the collection of a pen- 
alty for the violation of a statute, which is to be recovered by a 
suit rather than by prosecution. 

Mr. BERRY. r. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Missouri and the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas will allow me a moment, since this subject has 
arisen I have looked at the report of the Attorney-General with 
care, and on page 145 he says the contents of the tables which he 
enumerates embrace suits in which the United States is a party, 
or is interested, and not embraced in the other classes; and on 
page 153 is Table No. 6, report of miscellaneous suits, from which 

have read. So these 1,300 suits in the Indian Territory are 
United States suits. 

Mr. BERRY. I am certain that they are not, and that it isa 
mistake. I shall see the Attorney-General, however, and ascer 
tain. 

If the Senator will permit me one other word, I have nothing 
to say in regard to the statement of the Senator from Missouri as 
to the Fort Smith court, and that he will oppose it, ete. That 
his right, in case there should be an attempt to have it extended. 
The Senator says it is indefensible because of the small suits 
which are instituted in order to make fees for the officials. 

Mr. VEST. I will not say that about the court at Fort Smith. 
I spoke 7 I know very well what the jurisdiction of that 
court is, as I had something to do with framing the law; but the 
great evil at Fort Smith is in the expense attending the fees of 
witnesses. I can show the Senator one case there in which the 
os i witnesses and the court expenses amounted to more than 


Mr. BERRY. That was at Paris. “we 

Mr. VEST. At Paris, then. It is the same character of juris 
diction. One court is at Paris, Tex., and the other at Fort Smith. 
People were dragged from the State of Kansas and from the 
northern portion of the Indian Territory and kept for weeks and 
months, until the fees amounted to the enormous sum which | 
have named, The United States is a party to those suits, as the 
title of them shows*in the table which was cited by the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 

I have no doubt, as the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] 
suggests, that a great many of those suits were for forfeitures 
upon bonds. I do not mean to say that they were for trespasses 
upon lands in the Indian Territory, but I have no doubt that a 
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three sticks of tim 


. rate she its ) » arsh: seize deputies, $960,000: Provided, That not exceeding $500,000 of this appropriation 
to him, and any 8) stem which permits ° a a = “re to seize may be advanced to marshals, to be accounted for in the usual way, the resi- 
aman, drag him before & commissioner, anc the n drag 1im off to due to remain in the Treasury, to be used, if at all, only in the payment of 
jail for a miserable little misdemeanor like this is wrong, and | the accounts of marshals in the manner provided in section 856, Revised 
must be odious to all right-thinking people. I attack the fee sys- | Statutes. ; ; 
tem as to United States marshals, clerks, and district attorneys. I understand from that clause that $500,000 is to be advanced to 
It is wrong in principle, it is outrageous in practice, and the peo- | the marshals and is not already expended. Bills for $460,000, or 
ple of this country and all intelligent lawyers who have watched | substantially that amount, have already been incurred, and $450,000 


the practice under it must come to the conclusion that it ought to | will pay those bills to the marshals by Treasury certificates in the 


be done away with. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have become a convert to the Now, I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that the esti- 
opinion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] in regard to the | mates for the marshals’ fees for the whole year ending June 30, 
system of compensating marshals throughout the country gener- | 146, are only $1,400,000. The committee proposes to appropriate 
ally by salaries, instead of fees. I have always favored having | $675,000. If the committee had appropriated the whole amount 
the district attorneys and clerks paid by salaries, and not by fees; | estimated for they would only have appropriated $725,000, which 
but there is a difficulty in the case of marshals. You are not go- | would have made $1,400,000, the full estimate. The House of 
ing to get a man to go out at the risk of his life to arrest a buc- | Representatives has appropriated $725,000, which would make 
caneering expedition; you are not going to get him to go out at the total amount originally asked for $960,000, and I understood 
the risk of his life to hunt up unlawful distilleries where he may | the Senator to say that in his belief there would undoubtedly be 
have a bullet come from a thicket as he rides along, and you are | a further deficiency appropriation asked for before the close of 
not going to have a man watch against smuggling on a cold win- | this session. Now I venture to ask the Senator, why not make 
ter night on the New England coast, where he is in great personal | this appropriation $ 100? 
danger, or, at any rate, is to suffer very much, on a salary where | proposes to appropriate $230,573.34 for the bills in arrears for 
he gets just as much if he does not perform that duty as if he | 1895. Why, then, not limit the appropriation at this time for 
does. At the same time the evil, which the Senator from Mis- | the present fiscal year to $725,000 instead of $960,000, as proposed 
souri has so graphically and so frequently depicted, exists, and is | by the House of Representatives? a’ 
the subject of great complaint all over the country. I think the The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
opinion of the intelligent men who watch the workings of United | ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

States courts is that between the evil which I have imperfectly | The amendment was agreed to. 

and briefly suggested and the evils pointed out by the Senator Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I give notice that I shall 
from Missouri in general there will be less public evil by having | move at some later stage to reduce the appropriation of $960,000 
the salary system for the marshal and his ee deputies. ‘ At | to $725,000, which was the original estimate. 

any rate, it is best to try it for a time, an | ras 

ing for it will be laid before the Senate very soon. the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 19, line 3, after the 

But as to the Indian Territory, I think almost all the persons | date ‘‘ 1895,” to strike out ‘‘ $57,639.22,” and insert ‘‘ $72,461.07,” so 
who have carefully examined that think it must be made an excep- | as to make the clause read: 
tion to the general rule. I believe that is the opinion of the De-| For 1895, $72,461.07. 

artment of Justice. 
ustice and his predecessor have been very zealously in favor of 
the general reform, and the judges in the Indian Territory, I | «1995,” to strike out ‘$38,898.35 
think, all agree that in the outlying, sparsely settled parts of that 
Territory you can not on a salary support marshals who will be 
ready for all emergencies. At the same time, certainly in the 
present lawless and disturbed condition there, you must have The amendment was agreed to. Fence eae 
some Officials representing the United States and ready instantly The next amendment, was, on page 19, line 21, after the date 
and promptly to interfere in case of any violation of the law. **1895,” to strike out ‘‘ $71,934.28,” and insert ‘‘ $75,336.93,” so as 
The only way you can do that wil! he to have, in addition to the | t© make the clause read: 
regular force of officers of the court, a few deputies who shall be | For 1895, $75,836.93. 
compensated by fees, endeavoring to have a maximum that they! Mr, CHANDLER. Mr. President, a word about these commis- 


shall not go beyond, which will not be likely to exceed what the | signers’ fees. The amount asked for the present year was $290,000. 
necessary exercise of their authority will require, 80 this evil | ‘The regular appropriation was only $100,000, which was, of course, 
will be revented, so far as may be, bya strict and rigid maximum | 4 deliberate, but arbitrary, cutting down of the estimate. The 
to whic they may be confin in their revenues in any one year | House of Representatives have provided as a deficiency for $240,- 
or in any one month. I think the Senator from Missouri will | 000, making $340,000 at least to be expended, when only $290,000 is 


himself be of the opinion, on going thoroughly into the condition 
of things in the Indian Territory, that we must have a few depu- 
ties there paid by fees. 


Mr. CALL. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
© are many judicial districts where the compensation is paid | may appoint. In some places more seem to have been appointed than are 


at many of the suits in Oklahoma are for trespasses upon the 
ublic lands; for that is a favorite mode of extorting money from 
ignorant persons who do not know where the lines are and get 
upon Government lands. They are seized by a detective, carried 
before a commissioner, dragged off to jail, and made to give up 
all they have got in order to secure their liberty. 
In North Carolina I have no doubt that a great many are prose- 
cutions for whatis called moonshining, and forfeitures upon bonds 
iven by persons who are arrested under the excise laws of the 
nited States; but all the United States suits in that table belong 
¢o the same class; they are misdemeanors, trivial offenses. It is 
that class of cruelty and oppression and outrage of which I com- 
lain inthename of the poorer classes of the people of this country. 
cause a man happens to have gone across the line to get two or 
er on Government land, to drag him hundreds 
of miles away from his family, incarcerate him in jail, and then 
turn him loose, broken possibly in health, and certainly broken in 
fortune, is a cruelty which can be defended by nobody, and to cite 
the high character of United States marshals does not answer my | Senate committee. As I understand, the committee proposes to 
objection. The courts are compelled to use these deputies. add $230,573.34 to the House item for fees of marshals and depu- 
The Senator from Arkansas tells us that the salary system has | ties for a deficiency for the year 1895. That, then, is undoubtedly 
not saved money in the Indian Territory. I have not examined | an appropriation for audited accounts for that year. 
it, but Ihave no doubt his statement is true. When, however, The Senator on yesterday was understood to say that the whole 
we consider the salary system and the fee system, it requires no | appropriation inserted by the House of Representatives of $960,000 
argument and but little inquiry to show that the difference is in | was for audited accounts already rendered, for work already done 
favor of the salary system. By its adoption you do away with | and expenditures already made. The Senator said that, but I 
the incentive, the temptation to oppression, and that is worth | think he overlooked the proviso in the appropriation which I shall 
everything else in a free government, such as ours is supposed to | now read: 
\ be. The personal liberty of the citizen is worth everything else For payment of the fees and expenses of the United States marshals and 
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in fees, where the officers act with strict integrity and fairness, 
and without straining the law, and those fees are insufficient to 
compensate a man of valuable qualities for the service. I refer to 
the State of Florida. The fees there, where the law is adminis- 
tered without harshness and without interfering with the just 
rights of the people, are not sufficient to compensate men of the 
character that the courts must have to rely upon to fairly execute 
the law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the Chair what amendment is now 
under consideration? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAvuLKNeER in the chair). 
The amendment wili be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 18, after line 18, it is proposed to 
add: 

For payment of fees and expenses of the United States marshals and dep- 
uties, fiscal year 1895, $230,573.34. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I ask the attention of the 
Senator from Maine to an amendment which is proposed by the 





























































manner provided in section 856 of the Revised Statutes. 








~ 
‘ 


25,000 instead of $960,000? The Senator 


“OR 


I hope the bill provid- The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


The next amendment was, on page 19, line 10, after the date 
30,” and insert ‘‘ $58,513.87,” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For 1895, $58,513.87. 


estimated for, with a probable deficit in the future. I call atten- 
tion to the vigorously expressed opinion of the present Attorney- 
General on page 6 of his report in reference to the commissioners: 

There is now no limit to the number of commissioners which the courts 











ar to think that appointment entitles them 


required, and many of them ap 
vernment. The number of commissioners 


toa Sven SepRces from the ¢ 
ought to be limited at all events. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 20, after line 3, to 
insert: 

For fees of jurors, fiscal year 1895, $103.45. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 7, to insert: 

For fees of witnesses, fiscal year 1805, $30,722.38. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 11, on 


page 22. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This appropriation, I think, requires some 
explanation. It is an appropriation to pay money of the United 
States for taking care of property in the hands of receivers 
in United States courts. I ask the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hae] to tell me, if he knows, how much has hitherto been 
appropriated, in addition to the proposed deficiency ————, 
for ae anpenneas for protecting property in nds of 
receivers 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from New Hampshire will let this 
item be passed oyer for a moment, I will have the original provi- 
sion hunted up, and we will go back to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
_ oe on Appropriations was, on page 22, after line 11, to 


JUDGMENTS, UNITED STATES COURTS. 

For payment of the final judgments and decrees, inclu costs of suit, 
which have been rendered under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1887, 
entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government 
of the United States,” certified to at its present session by the At- 

ey-General in House Document No. 157, w have not been appealed, 
.25, together with such additional sum as may be necessary to pay inter- 
ve judgments at the rate of 4 per cent annum from the 
date thereof until the time this a) 
of the judgments herein provided for 
shall have expired. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 2, to insert: 


JUDGMENTS, COURT OF CLAIMS. 








tion is made: That none 
shall be paid until the right of appeal 





For ent of the judgments rendered the Court of Clai rted 
to Congress at its bend a session in Senate t No. $441. 104.80: Pro- 
vided, t none of the judgments herein provided for shall be paid until the 
right of appeal shall have expired. 

portion of the addition 


Mr. CHANDLER. This isa “7 3 
made by the committee to the bill as it comes from the other 
House. to which I alluded yesterday, Senate Docu- 
ment No. 70, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, being a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, shows that nearly all the judg- 
ments which are to be paid are those on account of extra pay for 
letter carriers. At the close of the document there is this large 
judgment: 

Berdan Firearms Manufacturing Company, December 8, 1890, $95,004.36. 

It was presented for payment December 10, 1890, the claim being 
for patent devices for converting muzzle-loading into breech-load- 
ing firearms. There appears to be included ‘interest on this 
ju ent from December 10, 1890, to March 4, 1895, at 4 per cent 
(26 Stat. L., page 587).” 

I desire to ask the Senator from Maine whether he knows any- 
thing more in reference to this judgment than what is contained 
in the document I have here, and why there has been this delay in 
the payment until the sum of $16,000 in interest has accumulated 
on it. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] has the 
papers in the case, and he is not at present in his seat. I can only 
say that it was a suit of importance, involving some hundred 
thowsand dollars. It took a long time in consideration and went 
up to the final court. The committee has put in enough to cover 
interest at the rate of 4 per cent, which is the rule in all judg- 
ments, and I suppose the amount—TI did not figure it myself—is 
cast roy: 

Mr. C DLER. I wish to know whether the delay in pay. 
ment has been on account of any idea that the judgment ought 
not to be paid or whether it is interest on the sum during an ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court of the United States. 
et Mr. ALLISON entered the Chamber. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I see the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] 
is now present. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Iowa has the , 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Towa to the fact that there has been some five years’ delay in pay- 
ing the Berdan judgment, during which time there has accumu- 
lated interest to the extent of $16,075.26. I ask the Senator from 
Iowa whether the delay has been on account of any n that 
the judgment ought not to be paid or whether it has on ac- 
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count of an appeal tothe Supreme Court? What has been the 
condition of the case since 1890, when the judgment was rendered? 

Mr. ALLISON. This is a case where General Berdan sued the 
Government for the use of two or three very important patents. 
It was very closely contested before the Court of Claims, and 
judgment was rendered, I believe, in 1890 or 1891. The case wag 
appealed by both parties to the Supreme Court, neither being 
satisfied with the judgment of the Court of Claims. The finaj 
judgment of the Supreme Court, I think, was rendered as late as 

y, 1895; certainly after the 4th of March, when the last Con- 
gress expired. So, of course, the judgment drew interest during 
the pendency of the litigation after the judgment of the Court of 
Claims. That accounts for the large amount of interest which 
appears here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The payment which the committee now 
propose shall be made is only after a final judgment by direction 
of the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. ALLISON. After final judgment of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, rendered, I think, in May, 1895, or possibly 
in April, 1895. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The ainendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 23, after line 9, to 
insert: 






























LEGISLATIVE. 
BUILDING FOR THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 

For completion of the building for the Library of Congress and for each and 
every purpose connected with the same, $480,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 23, after the amendment just 
agreed to, to insert: 
LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 

To enable the Librarian of Congress to employ three additional assistants, 
at. the rate of $75 a month each, for the remainder of the fiscal year 181), 
$1,125, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 23, after the amendment just 
agreed to, to insert: 








SENATE. 


For compensation and mileage of Senators, $5,000. 

PR. ares of officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the service of the 
nate, . 
For relent items, exclusive of labor, $10,000. 
For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, fiscal year 1895, $2,392.29. 


For fuel, oil, and cotton waste, and advertising, for the heating apparatus, 
exclusive of labor, year 1894, $5.42. 
For pu of fu : 
For repairs of furniture, ear 1895, $35.23. 
For services in Seentng. re g, and varios f=rniture, $1,500. 
For repairs to Maltb il , fiscal year 1895, $10.75. 
echington das ight Company, for coke, fiscal year 


For amount due the 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to state to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] that I telephoned to the Department of 
Justice to know what the 800 suits in Oklahoma, contained in the 
table on page 153 and following, and the 1,200 cases in the Indian 
Territory referred to. He said they were criminal cases, misde- 
meanor cases, including some forty or fifty suits on bond. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But United States cases in every instance. 

Mr. HALE. The reading of the bill having been concluded, 
there are certain amendments which I desire to offer. On page 
13, after line 9, I move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 13, after line 9, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 


Naval station, Key West, Fla.: For additional amount for coaling shed, 


$4,000, and the app riation of $10,000 for this object made by the naval! ap- 
propriation act for the fiscal year 1895 is hereby continued available for the 
same purpose. 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. HALE. On page 13, after line 12, I move to insert: 


Increase of the Navy equipment: Toward the completion of the equipment 
outfit of the new vemmsis heretofore authorized by Congress, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 15, after line 8, I move to insert what I 
send to the desk. 

The Secretary. After line 8, on page 15, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Commission, ow Reservation; reimbursable: For continuing the 
Tra of the Puyallup Commission, appointed under the act of March 3, 185 


oetod lands of Lan 612), to select and ortions of the al- 


2 7 such 
lotted lands within the Puyallup Indian servation, Wash., as are not 
required for homes for the Indian allottees; and also that part of the agency 


tract, exclusive of the burial ground, not needed for school purposes, and for 
the purpose of defraying the expenses of said commission, the sum of $10.()), 
to be available until expended, and to be reimbursed tothe United States out 
of the proceeds of the sale of the agency tract and allotted lands, as pro- 
vided in said act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 



























1896. 


Mr. HALE. On page 15, after line 14, I move to insert: 


To pay the audited claim of Alonzo Gesner, United States deputy surveyor, 
for surveying the public lands in Oregon under contract numbered 608, dated 
April 17, 893, $3,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 





Mr. HALE. Following the amendment just adopted, I move | 


to insert: ; 

To pay the audited claim of C. Clifford Stevenson and David O. Stevenson 
for surveying public lands, fiscal year 1893, $3,298.27. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. HALE. Following the amendment just agreed to, I move 
to insert: 

To pay the audited claim of F. W. Pettigrew, United States deputy sur- 
yeyor, for surveying public lands, fiscal year 1893, $298. 21. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 

Mr. HALE. On page 16, after line 26, I move to insert what I 
gend to the desk. , . es j 

The SECRETARY. After line 25, page 16, it is proposed to insert: 


Miscellaneous: . : 

Defending suits in claims against the United States: For defraying the 
necessary expenses incurred in the examination of witnesses and procuring 
of evidence in the matter of claims against the United States, and in defend- 
ing suits in the Court of Claims, including the payment of such expenses as 
in the discretion of the Attorney-General shall be necessary, and for making 
proper defense for the United States in the matter of French spoliation 
claims, to be expended under the direction of the Attorney-General, $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ : 

Mr. HALE. On page 22, after line 5, I move to insert: 

For payment of services and expenses of special assistants to the Attorney- 
General in cases ey from the Court of Private Land Claims to the 
Supreme Court, $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 23, line 6, after the words ‘ document 
numbered seventy,” I move to insert ‘‘and ninety-nine,” so as to 
read: ‘‘In Senate document numbered seventy and ninety-nine.” 
It is another document. . 

Mr. CHANDLER. The amount is not changed? 

The amendment was agreed to. : ; 

Mr. HALE. Andthe word “document” in the same line should 
be changed to ‘‘ documents.” ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That change will be made. 

Mr. HALE. In line 7, page 23, I move to strike out ‘‘one hun- 
dred and four” and insert ‘‘ eight hundred and ninety-one”; so as 
to read: ‘‘ $441,891.80.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. HALE. I believe those are all the committee amendments. 

Mr. QUAY. If the committee amendments have been gone 
through with, I desire to offer an amendment, to come in on page 
16, between lines 4 and 5. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcrRETARY. After line 4, on page 16, it is proposed to 
insert: 

That the Auditor of the Department of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and required to state the account of Col. A. Wilson Norris, late pension agent 
at Philadelphia, and the balance found due shall be paid to Mrs. Mertie M. 
Norris, widow of the said A. Wilson Norris, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. ALLISON. After line 14, on page 3, I move to insert: 


For payment of cost of transportation furnished by certain railway com- 
panies in connection with the failure of the scheme for the colonization of 
negroes in Mexicc, necessitating their return to their homes in Alabama, as 
reported to Congress at its present session by the President in House Docu- 
ment No. 169, $5,087.09. 

This amendment is proposed in pursuance of House Document 
No. 169, which is a message of the President asking Congress to 
appropriate this sum of money. Accompanying the message of 
the President is all the correspondence relating to the matter, the 
substance of which is that a number of colored people were in- 
duced under contract to migrate to Mexico, and did so migrate. 
Many of them died and others were in a starving condition. The 
Government was appealed to to give them aid. After a great deal 
of correspondence in various ways between the State Department 
and the consul in Durango, the President of the United States, on 
the 26th day of July, 1895, addressed a telegram from Buzzards 
Bay to the Acting Secretary of State, Mr. Adee, as follows: 

War Department will issue rations for one week, and in the meantime, if 
return to the colony is not practicable or consistent with humane considera- 
tions, let the consul assure the railroad company that payment for trans- 
pres of sufferers to their homes will be strongly recommended to next 

ngress, and probably allowed, and if such assurance will not accomplish 
the purpose, every possible effort must be made to pay for such transporta- 


tion from emergency fund or some other fund in the State or Treasury De- 
partment. 


In pursuance of that telegram from the President, the Acting 
ae of State made various efforts to secure the transporta- 
tion of these colored citizens from the State of Durango to their 
old home in Alabama. There are several railroads that performed 
this work at the uniform rate of 1 cent per mile, except that a 
railway in Mexico, the Mexican International Railway Company, 
transported these people over their lines at about three-fourths 


of a cent r mile in our money, amounting perhaps to twice that 
sum in Mexico, 
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The matter was called to the attention of the committee after 
the pending bill had been reported. The Senator from Maine in 
charge of the bill, finding a oon document on the subject, asked 
me to look into it, which I did. I am satisfied that this money 
should be paid. I think thereis a special claim for its early con- 
sideration owing to the fact that the railway companies transported 
these poor people.at the rate of 1 cent per mile on the faith of the 
Secretary of State that they would be reimbursed. I think it is 
not a matter that we can very well afford to delay. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wishtoofferanamendment. On page 16, 
after the amendment already adopted, I move to insert: 

Eleventh Census: For salaries, rents, and necessary expenses in continuing 


the work of compiling the results of the Eleventh Census, to continue avail- 
able until exhausted, $15,000. 


I desire to have printed in the REcorpD a letter from the Super- 
intendent of Census, dated January 18, 1896, to the Secretary of 
the Interior, requesting this appropriation to be made, and also a 
letter from the Commissioner of Labor, in charge of the Census, 
to the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae}, dated February 3. 1896, 
stating the importance of having the appropriation made ui this 
time. It is the intention of the Commissioner of Labor,in charge 
of the Census, to finish all the work of the census before the end 
of the present fiscal year. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS DIVISION, 
Washington, January 18, 1896. 

Srr: I respectfully ask you to recommend that the amount of $15,000 be 
incorporated in the urgent deficiency appropriation bill for the use of this 
division, for the following reasons, to wit: There has been deducted at the 
Treasury Department from funds to our credit the sum of $3,923.49, and 
applied to the payment of railroad transportation of special agents of the 
Census Bureau over subsidized roads. These claims are five and six years 
old, and it was supposed had long since been settled. I was totally unaware 
ot their existence, and their payment was not anticipated. 

There will also be presented for payment a claim of about $1,300 for tele- 
graphic service, due the Postal Telegraph Company. This claim was not 
anticipated. The company declined to accept what was known as the 
“Wanamaker rates,” and said claim has been in abeyance for several years, 
unknown to this office. ‘ 

I also beg to say that it will take the sum of $10,000 to finish putting the 
census schedules in perfect condition. Whether bound or not, this work is 
necessary to be done. When finished, as I have before stated, I do not think 
it will be necessary to bind them, thus saving about $30,000 to the Government. 

I see no reason for asking for any further appropriation for the completion 
of the Eleventh Census, as [ think the amount now to the credit of the Census 
Office will enable us to complete all the clerical work. 

Very respectfully, 
CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 


Commissioner of Labor, in charge. 
The Honorable THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Census DIVISION, 
Washington, February 3, 1896. 

My DEAR Str: A member of your Committee on the Census has called my 
attention to objections to the amendment submitted in the Senate January 
21, 1896, by Senator CHANDLER; the bill H. R. 4521 being bill making appropria- 
tions to supply urgent deficiencies, etc., this amendment by Senator CHAN- 
DLER covering $15,000 for the Eleventh Census. 

Of this sum which we now stand in need, $3,923.49 is to be applied to the 
sayment of railroad transportation on subsidized roads. The claims amount- 
ing to this sumare five and six years old, and were, as I supposed, long since 
settled. Iwas totally unaware of their existence, and their payment was not 
anticipated in any recent appropriation. The sum of $1,300 is for telegraphie 
service due the Postal Telegraph Company, a claim that was not anticipated. 
It comes under what was known as the “*‘ Wanamaker rates,” and has been in 
abeyance for several years, a matter unknown to me. These claims have 
now been charged to us, reducing the appropriation to our credit for cleri- 
cal and other work. 

The balance of the money called for is for the purpose of putting the census 
schedules into perfect condition for permanent preservation. This work was 
provided for last year and the sum of $10,000 added to an appropriation for 
that purpose, but with the understanding that it might not be sufficient. It 
poorss not to be andis practically exhausted, so that this work will have to 

2 suspended unless provided for at once. With the provision asked for in 
the amendment this feature of the census work can be completed by the 3lst 
of March. Should it be delayed for the general deficiency bill we should be 
obliged to suspend this work, discharge the clerks now familiar with it, and 
then take it up again in the middle of the summer. I submit that this would 
entail a loss and a delay in closing the work of the Eleventh Census 

The balance of appropriations for clerical work heretofore made is now 
$25,000, and is, I believe, ample for all clerical work in completing the small 
amount of copy not yet sent tothe printer. Todraw on this small balance, how- 
ever, for putting the schedules 7p pereeness condition would leave us in 
such shape that before the general deficiency bill could be passed all the work 
would have to be suspended. [sincerely trust, therefore, that Senator CHAN- 
DLER’Samendment will be inserted in the pending urgent deficiency bill, for it 
is entirely in the interest of efficiency and the early completion of the census 
work. 

Iam, very respectfully, CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner of Labor in charge. 
Hon. EUGENE HALE, 


Chairman Subcommittee on Deficiencies, 
United States Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. After line 2, on page 11, I move to insert: 

Five hundred dollars, to be expended under the direction of the Gt & 
Engineers, to open Jupiter Inlet, in Florida, for the passage of boats and sr 
vessels; to be immediately available. 

I will state that this is an emergency amendment. It has been 
submitted to the members of the Committee on Commerce and 
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approved by them and by the Department. The necessity for the 
appropriation arises from a late storm, which has filled up the 
assuge into Indian River from Jupiter Inlet and prevented access 
the light-houses which are necessary to be maintained there. 

It has the approval of everybody. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I propose an amendment, to come in on page 
10, line 22, after the word ‘‘park.” I move toinsert the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That no monuments or memorials shall be erected upon any lands 
of the park or remain upon any lands which may be purchased for the park, 
except upon ground actually occupied in the course of the battle by troops 
of the State which the proposed monuments are intended to commemorate, 
except upon those sections of the park set apart for memorials to troops 
which were engaged in the campaigns, but anaes outside of the legal limits 
of the park; and the regulations of the commissioners of the park, as approved 
by the Secretary of War, promulgated December 14, 1895, are hereby affirmed. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to offer an amendment to come in after 
line 12, page 13. After the amendment already adopted at that 
point I move *o insert: 

Award of Secretary of the Navy: For payment to the Richmond Locomo- 
tive and Machine Works its audited and adjusted claim for damages and 
losses incurred in the construction of the armored battle ship Texas, $80,049.35. 

Mr. HALE. That isalarge sum. Does the amendment come 
from any committee? 

Mr. DANIEL. It is an estimate of the Secretary of the Navy of 
hisaward. I submitted it to the subcommittee which had charge 
of the pending bill. I am informed that there is no objection to 
the item, except as to the question whether it should go upon this 
bill or another. It has been examined carefully. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to state that the committee did not con- 
sider that this was of such an urgent nature as to require its 
embodiment in the pending bill, but it considered that it was 

roper for the consideration of the next deficiency appropriation 
fin! which will not be very far off. Therefore, I can say to the 
Senator from Virginia that, it being a regularly audited claim, I 
have no doubt it will be incorporated in that bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Virginia whether it has been passed upon by any committee of 
the Senate at the present session. 

Mr. DANIEL. It has been examined by the members of the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations. It was re- 
ported to the subcommittee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the members of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations indorse this one, that is one thing. If they do not, 
and no other committee of this body has passed upon so large a 
claim as it is, I suggest to the Senator from Virginia that it will 
be impossible to get it through. 1 received a letter this morning 
about this claim calling my attention to it, and whatever I may 
think of the merits of the proposition when it comes up for con- 
sideration I shall certainly object to its adoption until it has the 
sanction, the explicit sanction, of some committee of this body. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Virginia will withdraw it as 
an amendment to this bill—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to make a brief statement on the 
subject. 

r. HALE. He will then have an opportunity of getting what 
the Senator from New Hampshire suggests, the report of the 
committee in addition to what it has already done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Maine to make a point against the amendment? 

Mr. HALE. I donot. I do not think I will need to do so, 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to make a brief statement about 
the amendment I have proposed. This is alarge sum, and it is all 
the more important that it should be paid to a plant which is en- 

aged in active business and which has been delayed in its work 
for two or three years owing to the failure to receive money needed 
in current transactions. A denial of the a of a sum 
recognized to be due by the Government, whi as been fully 
audited, is a species of repudiation which inflicts great hardship 
upon those who have to stand waiting for those funds which are 
necessary as a part of their capital to the successful operation of 
great business affairs, 

The Richmond Locomotive and Machine Works is a compara- 
tively new atin. It takes a vast amount of capital to estab- 
lish a plant which can take a contract for such work as is needed 
in the construction of our ironclad ships; and in the commercial 
stringency which has existed for several years to be kept out of 


. their money, as they have large transactions to keep up with, and 


when it is difficult to get accommodations to so large a degree in 
bank, is equivalent to — a very serious impediment upon 
their success. If there were the slightest doubt as to the validity 
of this claim, if any thought were suggested which called in ques- 
tion any item of the claim, if there were anything to be examined 
that anyone seriously thought ought to be examined, I would 
think, of course, that opportunity should be given for that pur- 
—_ and I would not wish that inthe slightest degree there should 
undue haste or lack of scrutiny in passing upon it. 


This isan urgent deficiency appropriation bill. Thisis an urgent 
claim, and it is of that kind which ought to be put on an urgent 
deficiency appropriation bill. Some deficiencies are of such a 
character that it makes no great difference whether the amonn} 
be paid to-day or to-morrow, but this is a matter which has arise) 
out of the action of the Government in delaying for nearlv two 
years the work which had been contracted for by a plant whic), 
employed hundreds of workmen and which stood ready to execute 
its part of the contract. 

is amendment was promptly referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and, in addition to that, I took occasion to see 
each gentleman on the subcommittee who dealt with this matter, 
and I was informed by them that there was no objection to this 
claim. Here is the letter of the Secretary of the Teey. A year 
ago this matter was referred to him to consider and audit and 
report. Hereported December 20, 1895. There has been no lack 
of opportunity for Congress, for its committees, for its subeom- 
mittees, to see the whole matter and to sift it tothe bottom. They 
are perfectly satisfied about it, and the only question which, as jt 
seems to me, is before the body is whether the Congress will delay 
the payment of this claim to some future day or pay itnow. — 


The delay is a great hardship, I repeat, Mr. President, to a new 
lant established by large capital and notin a great money center 
ike New York or Philadelphia, where large sums of money are 

constantly being handled and are accessible—but a new plant in 
the State of Virginia, where we have not the opportunities to com- 
mand the capital which are so fully realized north of us. It seems 
to me, sir, that as he who gives quickly gives twice, he who pays 
— in this case pays twice, and he who does not pay quickly 
does not pay at all fairly. The company want this money; it is 
due, it is urgent, and the urgency of a citizen in his situation 
before a Government which recognizes that it owes the money is 


as much to be respected as any urgency in the Government itself, 
It is just as urgent as any claim in this bill, and I ask the Senate 
to adopt the amendment if it is satisfied that there is no objection 
to any of the items forming the gross amount proposed to |e ap- 
propriated by it. I have laid this report upon the desks of Sena- 
tors. I have called attention over and over again, as far as I could 
go without indelicately obtruding myself upon the attention of 
gentlemen who were much occupied, and I have yet to hear t] 
first suggestion against any item of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The suggestion of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia that this claim ought to pass now and here, because he gives 
twice who gives quickly, if literally acted upon in this body would 
wipe out not only the Committee on Appropriations, which has 


been subjected to some criticism, but every other committee of 
the body. All that would be necessary would be for the Senator 
interested in a claim to get a recommendation from the head of a 
Department and bring it here and move it upon any bill, and 


when asked, ‘‘Has this had the scrutiny of any committee of the 
body?” reply, ‘* Not at all; the recommendation of the head of the 
Department has been printed and laid upon the desks of Senators. 
It is urgent; it ought to be paid, and he gives twice who gives 
“a let us pay it now.” 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg to state to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that this amendment has had the scrutiny of the committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. iam coming to that. I am surprised that 


the Senator from Virginia, who is usually entirely right-minded 
upon all questions, both of fact and of manner of procedure, should 
think that this appropriation ought to be made upon the pending 


bill. As I understand it, this company made a contract with the 
Navy Department to construct marine engines. 

Mr. HALE. For the Texas. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The engines for the Texas. 

Mr. DANIEL. The machinery and armament for the Je.rcs. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And the company has been paid, under the 
appropriation, every dollar of the original contract price. Tho 
Secretary has allowed extras; he has allowed sums for delay in 
the execution of the contract. Sol infer from the letter I received 
this morning, and so I think Senators will find if they will look 
at the printed document, which I have not had time to examine. 
Now, the allowance of those extras, the allowance of these sums 
which impose an expense upon the United States for alleged de- 
lays on their part, hindering the Richmond company from per- 
forming their work, we are asked to make an appropriation for, 
without, I repeat, the claim having had the scrutiny of any com- 
mittee of this body. The Senator says he showed it to the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Appropriations. If the subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Appropriations 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator will allow me to be accurate in 
the statement. The amendment was referred to the whole com- 
mittee and by that committee, or its members, I was referred to 
_ subcommittee, and it was specifically shown to each one ot 
them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, Ido not doubt that any more 
than I doubt that the Senator has had the document carefully put 
upon the desks of Senators and has taken the pains to call it to the 
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attention of Senators upon this floor. I know the Senator from 
Virginia would not undertake to have a measure of this kind passed 
without its being understood by the Senate, if he knew it. But, 
as a matter of fact, the amendment has not been examined by my- 
self; it has not been examined by many Senators. I undertake to 
say that asa matter of fact itis not here with the indorsement and 
approval and recommendation of any committee of this body. If 
it is, then the Senator has the right to press it now. If it is not, 
then Iam right. Iam pleading only for due precaution and for 
the preservation of the rules and customs of the Senate. The 
Senator from Virginia ought not to press this claim upon the 
Senate at this time, even if it is in order, because itis not here 
with the report of any committee in favor of it. It is not here 
with the a eraimeanh of any committee of the Senate. 

Mr, HALE. I think the Senator from Virginia will, perhaps, 
do better if he withdraws the amendment, and the committee will 
consider it on the regular deficiency appropriation bill. 

The reason why the committee did not give more examination 
to it in the present instance is because it determined that it would 
consider it in on that bill, and therefore it is true, as has been said 
by the Senator from New Hampshire, that the committee has not 
examined it, omitting to do so not in any spirit of hostility, but be- 
cause it deemed it proper to come as an amendment on the regu- 
lar deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will accept the suggestion and withdraw the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 
If there be no further amendment as in Committee of the Whole, 
the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have concluded not to move to reduce the 
appropriations in connection with the United States courts which 
were made by the House of Representatives. It is to be seen by 
looking at the amendments proposed by the Senate committee 
that in no case does the Senate committee increase the House ap- 
propriations for the current year. The amendments proposed by 
the Senate committee are for deficiencies of prior years in every 
case, and, as has been correctly said by the Senator from Maine, those 
appropriations are to meet the auditedaccounts for work done and 
expenditures incurred during past years. It is proper that those 
appropriations under the circumstances should be made. 

‘The House of Representatives, in the exercise of their power and 
their judgment, have determined to make these enormous allow- 
ances to the Department of Justice for the work of the United 
States courts for the remainder of the present fiscal year. In ac- 
cordance with the judgment of the Committee on Appropriations, 
I bow to the judgment of the House. I hope the Senator from 
Maine is wrong when he says that after having appropriated $3,- 
000,000 to begin with, and now having appropriated $3,000,000 
more, carrying the expenditures up to $6,000,000 — ten years 
ago there were only $3,000,000 appropriated), he thinks there will 
be additional deficiencies to be provided for at the end of the pres- 
ent fiscal year. 

I think if there is any danger that there will be, it is the duty of 
the House and the Senate, it is the duty of tha Committee on the 
Judiciary of this body, to set about framing a law that will put 
some limit upon these enormous and growing expenditures. If 
that can not be done the function of the Senate committee and 
of the House committee, of the Senate and of the House, is noth- 
ing; we might just as well make an indefinite appropriation for 
the expenditures of the United States courts, and say to the judges 
and the clerks, and the district attorneys and the marshals, and 
the commissioners and the bailiffs and the criers, ‘‘ Spend as much 
money as you, in your good judgment, see fit to spend, and we 
will pay the bills.” Mr. President, that is the existing condition 
practically, and no remedy is applied either by the regular com- 
mittees of this body by changing the existing system or by the 
Committees on Appropriations of the two bodies or by the two 
bodies themselves. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, only a word. I hope that I shall 
be found mistaken in my forecasting about the extent of the de- 
ficiencies, but I am very much in fear that when this bill becomes 
a law, as it will not before the 1st of March, pretty much all the 
appropriations made in it will be covered by services and claims 
and bills up to that date, and that between now and the close of 
the present session we shall be called upon again for more money 
for this Department as the bills come in. 





I agree with all that the Senator from New Hampshire has said | 
about the necessity that something shall be done which will effec- | 
tuate a remedy, and I am glad to know that the Committee on the | 


Judiciary is considering this subject. I hope that committee will 
report some measure that we can pass so that we may try and see 
if we can not keep these expensesdown. Then the Committees on 
Appropriations in the House and in the Senate ought to recom- 
mend what they believe to be ample appropriations for the entire 
year, so that if there are any deficiencies they shall be not nom- 
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inal deficiencies, resulting from a failure to appropriate for the 
entire year, but actual deficiencies. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


WAR IN CUBA, 


Mr. TELLER. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 4048) making - 
appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mycolleagueuponthe Committee on Finance, 
the chairman [Mr. MorRiLu], is absent. He understands that 
after the deficiency appropriation bill should be acted upon the 
unfinished business would be the tariff bill. Was that the under- 
standing? I should like to know. 

Mr. TELLER. It was not mine. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator will allow me- 

Mr. TELLER. I supposed we were to dispose of the three appro- 
priation bills that were ready. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that there 
has been no motion carried to proceed to the consideration of the 
tariff bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Did he not give notice of a motion of that 
kind? I do not want to interfere with the appropriation bills, but 
at the same time I think that action should be taken upon the 
tariff bill one way or the other. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Florida will allow mea 
moment- 

Mr. CAL". If the Senator from Iowa will allow me to make 
a statement, I will say to the Senator from Ohio and the Senator 
from Colorado that there was unanimous consent given that at 
| the conclusion of the deficiency appropriation bill the resolutions 
telations relating to 

Cuba should be made the regular order. I ask that those resolu- 
tions be laid before the Senate as the regular order, and then we 
| can give way to any appropriation bill that may be ready. 
_ Mr. TELLER. 1 was not myself aware of any such understand- 
ing. 

Mr. CALL. The REcorp will show it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morriu] 
upon leaving the Chamber a few moments ago stated to me—I 
have had no opportunity to inform the Senator from Ohio—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was notin at that time. 

Mr. ALLISON. He stated what he desired, that at the con- 
clusion of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill the tariff bill 
should be made the regular order of procedure. He thought, at 
least he had reason to believe, that unanimous consent would be 
given for that purpose, and that then the tariff bill would be laid 
aside until all of the pending appropriation bills are disposed of. 
I hope it will be the sense of the Senate, without objection, to pur- 
sue that course. 

Mr. CALL. The regular order of the Senate, by unanimous 
agreement, is the resolutions reported from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, Thatagreement will be found in the Recorp. 
| Lask for the reading of the REcoRD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will remember that the 
discussion is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like 

Mr. CALL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to inquire where that alleged unanimous 
agreement is to be found in the Recorp? Has the Senator the 
RECORD? 

Mr. CALL. It was made two days ago. It is well known to 
Senators around me here. I ask the clerks to look up the REcorD 
of our proceedings two days ago. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Iam sure that I knew nothing about such 
an agreement. 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly no one about me here has had any 
knowledge of it, or heard of it at the time. 

Mr. ALLEN. Those resolutions were certainly made the spe- 
cial order. 

Mr. CALL. There is no question about that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A special order is a different thing. 

Mr. CALL. Iask that the Recorp be examined; and I call for 
the regular order. 

Mr. HALE. TheSenator from Florida will gain nothing. Sup- 
pose that in accordance with a unanimous agreement taken at a 
time when few Senators were here the Senator succeeds in having 
the resolutions laid before the Senate in pursuance of that alleged 
agreement, the moment that that is done the Senator from Colo- 
rado will move to take up the appropriation bill and that will 
displace the Senator’s resolutions, so that he will gain nothing 
whatever. 


Mr. CALL. 














If the resolutions are laid before the Senate, I will 





give way at the request of the Senator without displacing the 
resolutions, ~° 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will continue the 
calling of the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with tho 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror], but he authorized me io 
vote on the Cuban resolution, as I am personally interested in it. 
I vote “‘ nay.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in thechair). The 

resent occupant of the chair is paired with the junior Senator froi 
West Virginia [Mr. ELK1Ns]. 

Mr. GORDO — his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Gear]. I do not see him in his seat, 
and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when hisname was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PaLmMer]. If he were presen 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name wascalled). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcKBURN]. If ho 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea” and he would vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with tho 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WiLson], but I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Lindsay], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). Iam paired witi: the 
Senator from California [Mr. rar Not knowing how ho 
would vote on this question if present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], and in his ab- 
sence I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMoreE}, and 
as he is not present, I withdraw my vote. 
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Mr. HALE. I do not know whether the Senate will give its 
consent to that course. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senate does not give its consent, of course 
that ends it for the present. I think, however, the Senate should 
consent to do so, because the Senate gave that consent. It was 
formally asked for and formally given. I donot know how many 
Senators were pene at the time, but there were quite a number. 

Mr. TELLER. If that has been done, I certainly do not want 
to interfere with it. 

Mr. CALL. That wasdone. There is no question about it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the agreement may be read. 

Mr. CALL. I can not find it in the Recorp, but there is no 
doubt about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
agreement, as stated in the Recorpb. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. CALL. I ask unaniinous consent that at the conclusion of the pending 
business, which I understand to be the urgent | mor manag ropriation bill, 
the resolutions reported by the Committee on Foreign ions relating to 
the war in Cuba and involving the question of belligerent rights and the rec- 
ognition of the independence of the Caban Republic may taken up for 
consideration and be made the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there To to the request of the Senator from 
Florida? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


Mr. ALLEN. That is correct. 

Mr. TELLER. That seems to settle the matter. 

Mr.CALL. lask that the resolutions be laid before the Senate, 
and then I will give way to the Senator from Colorado. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair understands the Sena- 
tor from Colorado to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. TELLER. I withdraw it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I give notice that I shall move to take 
up the tariff bill. 

Mr. Morri.u entered the Chamber. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I see the Senator from Vermont is now here, 















































































































Mr. GALLINGER. Under that arrangement I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. HALE. lam paired generally with the Senator from Ar- 
eonene DE JONES]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Brown] and vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I suggest to the Senator from Michi- 
gan {[Mr. McMILLAN], who is paired with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. aces to transfer that pair to the Senator from 
Utah | Mr. Cannon], who is absent, and the Senator from Michi- 
gan will then be at liberty to vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Under that arrangement I vote “yea.” 

Mr. BACON. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Wetmore] to the senior Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Irpy], and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, I inquire if the senior Senator 
from soe Mr. GEORGE] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
has voted. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have voted. I inquire if the Senator from 
Oregon {[Mr. McBrRIDE] has voted? If he has not I will withdraw 


vs. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon has 
not voted. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me, I 
will transfer the pair of my colleague to the Senator from Vir- 

inia [Mr. DANIEL], so as to enable the Senator from Mississippi 
Mr. GtorGE] and the Senator from Washington {[Mr. Squike} 
to vote. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Under that arrangement I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE. Then my vote in the negative may stand. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Onam. I desire to announce that my col- 
league Lo - McBripE] is detained from the Senate by indisposi- 
tion. he were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BURROWS. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]. If he were present, I should vote 
“e ea.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. The senior Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. PrrrcHarRp] is paired with the junior Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. BLancHarp]. If present, the Senator from North 
Carolina would vote ‘“‘yea” and the Senator from Louisiana 
**nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmative). 
Since announcing the transfer of my pair with the Senator from 
Texas (Mr. Mri1s], another transfer has been made that makes it 
necessary for me to withdraw my vote. I will therefore stand 
paired with the senior Senator from Texas {Mr. MILLs}. 

Mr. HILL. Is the Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Lopc!] 
recorded as voting? 


i and I leave the matter with him. : : : ae 
a The PRESIDING OFFICER. In accordance with the unani-| pva; Pr Minis). I will toansfor that pate to the lostee Sonn 
oar mous agreement, the Chair lays before the Senate the resolutions , : 2 a aa pene tages 
ae5 referred to, which will be stated by title tor from Rhode ris WETMORE], which will enable the 
3 The SECRRTARY lations by Mr. Morcan. reported from | ©°2#™F from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] and myself to vote. 
ti » SEORE » Reso wy SEE. UC 9 Soe Mr. BACON. Very well. Then my vote in the negative may 
+e the a a ag on Foreign Relations, relative to the deplorable stand. ’ 
a5 war in Ouba. 


Mr. CALL. Now I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 





THE REVENUE BILL. 


| Mr. TELLER. I ask, anless the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MorRiLL] wishes to interpose, that the pending matter may be 
laid aside informally and the Military Academy appropriation 
bill be taken oP. 

# Mr. MORRILL. I have been waiting for two days in order to 
s move totake up House bill 2749. I gave notice that [would move 
to take it - yesterday. I haveonly waited until the disposition of 
the urgent deficiency appropriation bill to make the motion. Inow 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill 2749. 
Mr. CALL. LI hope the Senator from Vermont will not make 
4 that motion. The tariff bill will probably provoke a discussion of 
; many days here, and the resolutions which have been laid before 
the Senate can be disposed of one way or another without any 

great consumption of time. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am here at some inconvenience to myself, 
and I ought to be at home. I shall not consent to any other busi- 
ness being interposed to prevent the consideration of the tariff bill 
if I can get a vote to that effect. I make the motion now to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill named by him, the title of which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. A bill (H. R. 2749) to a increase 
——- to meet the expenses of Government and provide against 
a deficiency. 

Mr. CALL. I will ask the Senator from Vermont if he will not 
request that the vote be taken at a particular time without debate? 

r. ALDRICH. Debate is out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
demands the regular order. The question is on the motion to take 
up the bill the title of which has been stated. 

Mr. CALL. I call for the een and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALDRICH and 
Mr. ALLEN responded, 

oo Do I understand the proposition is to take up the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 
is to proceed to the consideration of the bill reported from the 
Committee on Finance, known as the tariff bill, upon which the 
yeas and nays are being taken. 

; ' Mr. CALL. I wish to state that if agreed to that would dis- 
2 lace the regular order, which is the resolution in regard to the 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HILL. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
SrewaRT], and will vote ‘‘ nay. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iunderstand that an arrangement has 
bee n made whereby the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] 
stand paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Greson], 


rill 
: ] to vote. 


which will permit the Senator from Montana {| Mr. CarTER 

Mr. CARTER. Then I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. I announce that I have a standing pair 
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Murpny] on politi- 
cal questions. . 5 

Mr. HALE (after haying voted in the affirmative). I with- 
draw my vote, becanse the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown] has 
come into the Chamber since I transferred my pair to him, and I 
stand paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs]. If he 
were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea” and he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. BROWN. I will vote upon this question, unless I have 
been paired in my absence. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SMITH. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. SEWELL] 
is paired with the junior Senator from Wisconsin {Mr. MITCHELL]. 
If my colleague were here, he would vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. VILAS. I wish to add that my colleague [Mr. MrrcH ELL 
of Vie would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam permanently paired with the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Davis], who is absent. I propose transferring 
my pair with him to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE}, 
who is not paired, and who, I am informed, would vote “‘ nay,” if 
present, I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I suggest that the pairs be read. 

Mr. GEORGE. Before that is done I desire to ask the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MiTcHELL] if his colleague [Mr. McBripE] 
has been sufficiently taken care of as to his pair? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. He has been. My colleague is 

ired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. If he were 
et my coll e would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE. It is my duty to take care of him. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to know how I am recorded? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is not recorded 
at all. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 


Aldrich, Frye, Nelson, Sherman, 
Allison, Hawley, Perkins, Gyatre. 
Brown, Hoar, Pettigrew, arren. 
Cameron, McMillan, Platt, 
rk, Mitchell, Oreg. Proctor, 

Cullom, Morrill, Quay, 

NAYS—29. 
Allen, Chilton, Mantle, Turpie, 
Bacon, Cockrell, Morgan, Vest, 
Bate, Dubois, Pasco, Vilas, 
Berry, George, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Brice, Gorman, Pugh, Walthall. 
Butler, Gray, Roach, 
Call, Hill, Smith, 
Carter, Jones, Nev. Teller, 

NOT VOTING—329. 

Baker, Faulkner, Kyle, Sewell, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Lindsay, Shoup, 
Blanchard, Gear, Lodge, Stewart, 
Burrows, Gibson, McBride, Thurston, 
Caffery, Gordon, Martin, Tillman, 
Cannon, Hale, Mills, Wetmore, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. White, 
Daniel, Harris, Murphy, Wilson, 
Davis, Irby, Palmer, Wolcott. 
Elkins, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TELLER. I now ask that the pending order may be infor- 
mally laid aside, and that the Military Academy appropriation 
bill may be taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado asks 
that the business before the Senate be informally laid aside, and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of 
which will be stated. 

The Srecretary. A bill (H. R. 4043) making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection to the request 
of the Senator from Colorado? The Chair hears none, and the 
ae betene the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will 

e read. 

Mr. TELLER. Iask that the formal reading of the bill may be 
dispensed with, and that the amendments of the Committee on 
A ropriations be acted on as they are reached in the reading. 

¢ PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 


REW. Iask the Senator to yield to me to call 


— none, and such is the order of the Senate. 
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from the table Senate joint resolution No. 73, in order that I may 
submit some remarks upon it. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. PETTIGREW] desires to submit some remarks on the joint 
resolution to which he has referred; and, if I may be allowed, I 
yield to him for that purpose, with the understanding that the 
appropriation bill is merely laid aside informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection 
ness before the Senate will be informally laid aside, and the joint 
resolution referred to by the Senator from South Dakota will be 
laid before the Senate. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 


. the busi- 


WAR IN CUBA, 


Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I send to the desk 
a resolution for which I ask immediate consideration. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 





Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 additional 
copies of Senate Report 141, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, being the 
majority and minority reports of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations 


relating to hostilities in Cuba, with a copy of the substituted resolutioz 
ported by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
resolution will have to go to the Committee on Printing unless the 
Senate orders otherwise. 

Mr. MORGAN. The superintendent of the document room, 
who I suppose understands what the printing of such a document 
would cost, said that the resolution would not have to go to the 
committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the res- 
olution will be considered as before the Senate for consideration. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I should like to have it read again. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is merely to print 500 additional copies of 
the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations made in regard 
to Cuba. The edition is exhausted, and the superintendent of the 
document room asked me to have the additional copies printed. 

Mr. FRYE. What will it cost? 

Mr. MORGAN. The superintendent says about $10. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to inquire of the Senator who introduced 
the resolution whether the report embraces the correspondence? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. PLATT. Has not that correspondence been submitted to 
Congress? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, and printed by the House of Representa- 
tives. I have an advance copy of it, but it is not quite complete. 
We shall have it to-morrow. 

Mr. PLATT. We are going to be able to have it to-morrow 
morning? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


UNION AND KANSAS PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I now ask that Senate joint 
resolution No. 73 may be laid before the Senate and read at length. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. R. 73) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to foreciose the Government lien on 
the Union Pacific Railroad and the Kansas Pacific Railway, as 
follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to foreclose the Government lien upon the Union Pacific Railroad and 
the Kansas Pacific Railway, and pay the prior lien upon said roads, and take 
possession of the same for the Government of the United States. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall also pay the floating debt of said railroad com- 
panies, and take up the bonds and stock pledged as security therefor, and 
take possession of all branch lines that have been constructed in whole or in 


ire- 








part out of the earnings of the Union Pacific Railroad. Said Secretary is 
also directed to take possession in the name of the Government of all the 
lands granted to said railroad and not conveyed to innocent third parties for 


a valuable consideration. 

For the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this resolution the Sec 
retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue, sell, and dispose of, at 
not less than par in coin, coupon or registered bonds of the United States, 
to anamount sufficient for the object stated in this resolution, bearing not to 


exceed 3 per cent interest per annum, payable semiannually, and redeem- 
able at the pleasure of the U nited States, in coin, after five years from their 
date,and payable in ten years after their date. And the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall use the proceeds thereof to carry out the provisions of this 


resolution. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I wish to call the especial 
attention of the Committee on Pacific Railroads to this resolution, 
for I think it outlines a method by which to solve this much dis- 
cussed question in a businesslike manner, and in the only way it 
can be solved with credit to the Government. We have only the 
interests of the whole people toconsider. There are no equities in 
this case in favor of the present stockholders of these roads, and I 
will show that the reorganization committee of the stockholders 
of the roads are entitled to no consideration whatever, as they rep- 
resent the heartless and unscrupulous scamps that have been 
robbing the Government and the public for a generation, casting 
reproach upon our Government and our people that must make 
every honest citizen blush with shame. 
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The stockholders and owners of the first-mortgage bonds on the 
Union and Kansas Pacific Railroad have appointed a committee 
to reorganize the road and to settle with the Government for its 
second mortgage upon the property. This reorganization com- 
mittee proposes to issue one hundred million of fifty-year 4 per 
cent bonds on about 1,900 miles of road; that is, the road from 
Omaha to Ogden, which is the main line of the Union Pacific, and 
about 400 miles of road from Kansas City west, which is the Kan- 
sas Pacific Railroad. They also propose to issue seventy-five mil- 
lions of preferred stock upon this 1,900 miles of road, and assess 
the oo) common stock of these companies, which amounts to 
$60,000,000, at 15 per cent, and thus raise $9,000,000. The preferred 
stock represents nothing. All of it but $20,000,000 goes to the 
manipulators of this proposed swindle. If this plan is carried out, 
then we will still as a Government be in partnership for fifty years 
with the same men who have been our partners for the past thirty 
years. As our partners in the past they have swindled us, stolen 
our property, bribed, debanched, and disgraced our servants, plun- 
dered the people along the line of road by extortionate rates, while 
at the same time by a system of rebates and discrimination they 
have enriched a favored few, and where these favored few were 
nap persons they were men who it was supposed had influence 
n the community where they resided and could influence public 
opinion; but usualiy their favors were bestowed upon corpora- 
tions engaged in trade whose stockholders were the officers and 
directors of these railroads. 

We are now asked to continue this partnership, to continue to 
have relations with these same men, and upon what basis? Upon 
a basis of fraud; upon a plan by which this Government is to be 
a party to the issue of stock for which no consideration is paid, 
and upon which the public will be called upon to pay interest. 
There are 1,900 miles of road, one hundred millions of bonds, 
seventy-five millions of preferred stock, and sixty millions of com- 
mon stock; in all, two hundred and thirty-five millions of bonds 
and stock, or $123,600 per mile. 

This 1,900 miles of railroad can be reproduced for $23,600 per 
mile, and yet the Government of the United States is asked to go 
into partnership with a party of dishonest men and bond and stock 
the road for $128,600 per mile, and the public whom this road 
serves is to be called upon to pay interest on this vast sum. 
That any set of men could come to Congress with any such propo- 
sition as this and expect it to be ratified by the representatives of 
a free people is an impeachment of the integrity of the people of 
the UnitedStates. Butthesemenhave so learned the habit of mak- 
ing eee pee itions to each other by which the public shall 
be plundered and robbed in the reorganization of overstocked com- 
panies of every sort that they do not hesitate to make the proposi- 
tion now in open daylight to the American people, and it seems to 
me it is a matter for severe comment and censure that a commit- 
tee of either body of the Congress of the United States can be 
found who will entertain it for one moment. 

But they go further than this, and tell us how they will distrib- 
ute this vast amount of stocks and bonds. They propose that 
the Government shall take $34,000,000 of the bonds, which is just 
equal to the principal of the Government’s claim against the 
roads, and shall take $20,000,000 of the preferred stock in full 
ik age for all the defaulting interest; that the first-mortgage 

nds, which amount to $34,000,000, shall be taken up and a like 
number of these new bonds issued in their place; and for every 
$1,000 of bonds issued to the present holders of the first-mortgage 
bonds of these roads $500 of preferred stock shall be issued as a 
bonus, the remainder of the stock and the remainder of the bonds 
to be the property undoubtedly of the conspirators in this stu- 
pendous transaction. 

Let us see who are the men who compose this reorganization 
committee of the Union and the Kansas Pacific railroads. This re- 
organization committee is com of five members, Louis Fitz- 

rald, T. J. Coolidge, and Oliver Ames being three out of the 

ve members of the reorganization committee see represent the 
old management of the road, the Goulds of New York and the 
Ameses of Boston), the other two being Marvin Hughitt and 
Chauncey Depew. While every one of the receivers who are now 
managing and operating the road is in the interest of this gang 
of highwaymen who have plundered the public with this instru- 
mentality in the past, three of the receivers, namely, 8. H. H. 
Clark, who was formerly and for hee president of the 
road, has been and is the representative of the Gould interest; 
Mr. Mink, of Boston, was comptroller of the company, and has 
been for years its vice-president, and is also an executor of the 
will of the late Fred L. Ames, and is, of course, the direct and im- 
mediate representative of the Boston crowd of highwaymen who, 
through the use of this highway, the Union and the Kansas Pa- 
cific railroads, have robbed the public and the Government for the 
= thirty years. The third receiver, who has always acted with 
interest, is E. Ellery Anderson, who has also been for several 
years a Government director, and was placed there for the pur- 
—— protecting the Government’s im , but has never un- 
en to protect the Government's interests, but has always 
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acted in the interest of the old and dishonest management. The 
other two receivers of the road, Condert and Doane, seem to 
have a leaning in the same direction, for they have been Govern. 
ment directors, and have never remonstrated against the fraydg 
which have disgraced the management of these roads an. ‘of 
which they must have had knowledge. 

Mr. Anderson, one of these receivers and one of the Govern. 
ment directors of the road, stated to the Senate committe» ¢); t 
the net earnings of this system of roads were, in 1894, $4,000 (9 
and in 1895 $5,000,000, yet they refused to pay the interest on {th 
first-mortgage bonds and caused the default, evidently for the) yy. 
pose of allowing the representatives of the first-mortgage |)0 1s 
to foreclose their mortgage and take possession of the whole prop. 
erty. If receivers would manage a property in this manner 
almost any court in the land would insist upon their immediate 
removal; yet these men, with impudence and impunity, seein to 
have set out deliberately to assist the reorganization committee or 
the people they represent to carry out a conspiracy to swinile the 
Government out of its whole claim. 

If this reorganization plan is carried through with the assist. 
ance of the Government the road will have to earn 4 per cent on 
$100,000,000 of bonds and 5 per cent, at least, on $75,000,000 of pre- 
ferred stock, and the people along the line of the road will je 
charged a rate sufficient to accomplish this result, even if no divi 
dend whatever is paid upon the $60,000,000 of common stock, 
This interest charged, then, will amount to $7,750,000 a year, which 
would be an unjustifiable burden upon the people who are served 
by the road. The only reasonable and proper thing for the Goy- 
ernment of the United States to do is to take possession of the 
road, issue its own bonds bearing 3 per cent interest as provided 
by the resolution which I have offered, pay the first-mortvag 
bonds of $34,000,000, refund to the Government of the United 
States the $53,000,000 now due the Government from these com- 
panies, take up and pay the floating debt of these roads of $12,()()),- 
000, and thus get possession of the bonds and the stocks which are 
held as collateral security for this floating debt, and thus acquire 
title to $98,000,000 par value of the branch lines’ bonds and stock, 
the market value of which is at least $42,000,000 at the present 
time, thus taking possession of all the branch lines of these roads, 
amounting to 4,000 miles of track, and operate the whole as one 
great system. 

In this way the Government would realize every dollar these 
roads owe it. The interest charged would only be 3 per cent on 
$100,000,000 of bonds, or $3,000,000 per annum, instead of §$7,750,- 
000 under the plan proposed by the reorganization committee. 
The rates for carrying freight and passengers could therefore be 
rmouch less. There would be no incentive for discrimination in 
favor of persons or places; every man and every town would have 
amequal opportunity, and the scandals of our Government con- 
nected with the Union Pacific management would disappear from 
the pages of our history. 

I think it is well in this connection to call attention to the meth- 
ods of the management of these roads in the past if we are going 
to determine whether we wish to continue that system of inan- 
agement in the future. In the past we have been simply cred- 
itors, but under the plan now proposed by these men we become 
parties not only to the issue of stock for which there is no consid- 
eration, but partners in a transaction the future of which will be 
described as the past has been described. I read from the report 
of the Union Pacific Railroad commissioners of 1888, by Robert E. 
Pattison, one of the commissioners, in which he says: 


The aided companies combined with others to tax the communities which 
they served, and they forced the consuming classes in all sections of the 
country to contribute to the payment of interest and dividend upon thie fic 
titious capital which they had created. They increased the cost of living 
They laid proprie claim to the traffic of large sections of the co \ 
They squandered millions of their money to “ pea ” their territori: 
claims, while expending other millions in encroachments upon the territory 
claimed by other eeeneries. They constituted themselves the arbit: f 
trade. They attempted to dictate the channels that trade should fol!) 
fixed rates of transportation that were extortionate. They charged al! 
the traffic would bear, and appropriated a share of the profits of every indu 
try by charging the greater part of the difference between the actual ‘ 

roduction and the price of the article in the market. They discriminate: 

tween individuals, between localities,and between articles. They fayore' 
particular individuals and companies. They destroyed possible competitors, 
and they built up particular localities to the injury of other localities, un 
matters reached such a pass that no man dared engage in any bus 
in which wenaperne largely entered without first soliciting and o)){an- 
ing the permission of a railroad manager. They departed from their | 
mate sphere as common carriers and e jaged in mining articles for trans) 
tation over their own lines. They exe a terrorism over merchants an 
over communities, thus interfering with the lawful pursuits of the p 
They ments in election contests. By secret cuts and violent and rep) 1 
fluctuations in rates they menaced business, paralyzed capital, and rots! led 
investment and development. . 

And yet they come and say that we should continue this par'net- 
ship and become owners with them in the preferred stoc!, they 
having a majority of it, so that they can control its operations and 
continue this method of doing business. 


Mr. GALLINGER. From what document has the Senator been 


? _ 
Mr. PETTIGREW. From the minority report of Robert & 
Pattison, of the United States Pacific Railway Commission. 
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Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— by them when the Kansas Pacific and Union Pacific were con- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South | solidated. These questions I will make the subject of another 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Nebraska? resolution. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. Mr. President, I have not aimed to discuss this great question 


Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from South | on this occasion, but to briefly outline a plan, which I hope the 
Dakota if the Republican party is not directly responsible for this | committee will at least consider, by which the people of the 
condition, it having been in control of the Government from the | United States could at least escape disgrace in this connection. 
time of this report until 1893? The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the pleasure of the Sen- 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I donot care to furnish campaign mate- | ator from South Dakota in regard to the resolution? 
rial for the Populist party in Nebraska. The people of Nebraska Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to have it referred to the 
may settle that question among themselves. Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator decline to answer? Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have made all the answer I care to make The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
to the Senator on that subject. Senator from South Dakota addressed the Senate under a unani- 

Mr. ALLEN. I should liketo ask the Senator another question. | mous-consent agreement that applied only to himself. 

l infer from his remarks that he is in favor of the Government Mr. ALLEN. I did not know there was a unanimous-consent 
taking possession of this road. Is that correct? agreement that applied simply to one Senator. I hope the joint 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Most certainly. resolution may lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. ALLEN. And owning it? The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will lie on 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I can see no possible objection to the Gov- | the table. 
ernment owning the road and operating it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I then beg to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that that is paternalism and Populism, according to the Re- 
publican definition of those two words. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ido not know whether or not that is the 
Republican definition of the two words. Perhaps it is the Popu- 
list definition. 

I can see no objection to the Government owning the road and 
operating it. It seems to me that the railroad management of 
this country has been a total and complete failure. Our system 
of government is that every man shall have an equal, fair, untram- 
meled chance to do business, that the law of competition shall 
prevail. Yetin this respect not only these railroads but the rail- 
roads throughout this country have pursued acourse that has hin- 
dered and prevented the exercise of the law of competition between 
individuals and between cities and towns. If the Government 
should own this road and operate it, how different would be the 
picture when peace and quiet prevailed, when fair and equal 
opportunity was bestowed upon all the people and all the towns 

ong the line. 

But if it is not thought best that the Government shall own the 
road and operate it, if it is not thought wise that we shall try 
the experiment and compare Government ownership, now when 
the opportunity is so easily offered, with private ownership, we 
should foreclose the mortgage and take possession of this prop- 
erty. Thereis no reason why we should not do it, even though 
the ie aammamme should afterwards conclude not to operate the 
road. 

I appeal to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, who are consid- 
ering this question, to dissolve forever this partnership with these 
corrupt manipulators, to refuse to deal or to have any further busi- 
ness relations with them whatever. If there is a strong prejudice 
against the Government ownership and operation of the roads, let 
us at least reorganize them upon an honest basis, upon a plan that 
will not disgrace us as a people; let us purge them of all associa- 
tion with the corrupt management of the past; and when this is 
once done there is no doubt but the roads can be sold and the 
Government realize every dollar it has invested inthem. By so 
doing we would recover also several miilion acres of land which 
have not been patented to these companies and are still held by 
them. The plan which I propose would require the issue of $46,- 
000,000 of 3 per cent Government bonds in addition to the present 
Government claim against these railroads, and with this $46,000,000 
we would cancel the prior lien or mortgage upon the property; we 
would pay off the floating debt; we wouid secure title to $98,000,000 
of bonds and stocks of branch lines, the market value of which is 
$42,000,000; we would secure, free from incumbrance, 1,900 miles 
of road, and also recover 7,000,000 acres of land, and, above all, 
we would have dissolved a partnership which has been a disgrace 
to the nation. 

What individual would entertain for a moment a proposition to 
renew a partnership for fifty years with a man ora set of men 
who had for thirty years previous thereto been engaged in system- 
atically ae him, not only of the profits of the business 
but of the interest upon his original investment, by the prac- 
tice of almost every crime known to the law? And yet this is just 
what these men propose to the Government of the United States, 
and a committee of this body is seriously entertaining it, holding 
conferences day after day with these men, instead of pursuing the 

onorable, upright, and manly course so apparent to all. Not 
only ought we to take possession of these roads and reorganize 
them in the interest of the public and in the interest of public 
morality, but suits should be commenced against the estates of the 
original conspirators who are deceased, and against all the indi- 
viduals who are living, to recover the money diverted to their 
Own use fraudulently, and also to recover the $24,000,000 converted 


IMPROVEMENT OF MOBILE HARBOR, 


Mr. MORGAN. I wish to ask unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate, with the permission of the Senator from Colorado | Mr. TEL- 
LER], to call up Senate joint resolution No. 54. It is a mere mat- 
ter of detail with respect to carrying out a contract, 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. R.54) authorizing the Na- 
tional Dredging Company to proceed with the work of dredging 
the channel of Mobile Harbor, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. FRYE. I merely desire to say that the joint resolution 
was unanimously reported by the Committee on Commerce after 
investigation. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


LANDS FOR EDUCATIONAL PURPOSES IN ARIZONA, 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. CARTER. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2769) to authorize the leasing of lands 
for educational purposes in Arizona. It is a short bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of ths 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, to in- 
sert at the end of the bill the following proviso: 





Provided, That no lease shall be made for a longer period than five years, 
and all leases shall terminate on the admission of said Territory as a State: 
And provided further, That all money received on account of such leases in 
excess of actual expenses necessarily incurred in connection with the execu- 
tion thereof shall be placed to the credit of the public school fund of said 
Territory and shall not be used for any other than public school purposes. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the lands reserved for university purposes, and all 
of the school lands in the Territory of Arizona reserved by law for school 
purposes, may be leased under such laws and regulations as may be hereafter 
prescribed by the legislature of said Territory, but until such legislative 
action the governor, secretary of the Territory, and superintendent of public 
instruction shall constitute a board for the leasing of said lands under the 
rules and regulations heretofore prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior 
for the Po te mad Are for which the said reservations were made, except 
that it shall not be necessary to submit said leases to the Secretary of the 
Interior for his approval; and all necessary expenses and costs incurred in 
the leasing, management, and protection of said lands and leases may be paid 
out of the proceeds derived from such leases: Provided, That no lease shall 
be made for a longer period than five years, and a@]l leases shall terminate on 
the admission of said Territory as a State: And provided further, That all 
money received on account of such leases in excess of actual expenses neces 
sarily incurred in connection with the execution thereof shall be placed to 
the credit of the public school fund of said Territory and shall not be used for 
any other than public school purposes. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CHIPPEWA INDIANS IN MINNESOTA, 


Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 1442) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief and 


civilization of the ¢ rR Indians in the State of Minnesota.” 
The bill was suggested by the Secretary of the Interior, and after 
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having been passed by the other House was considered and reported 
unanimously by the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. If the bill does not lead to debate I shall not 
object to its consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there not an amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no amendment from 
the committee. 

Mr. NELSON. No; there is no amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. I thought there was an amendment changing 
the name of one of the towns where advertisements were to be 
made. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


RAILWAY TRAFFIC AGREEMENTS. 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent to call up Order of 
Business 146. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves 
to proceed to the consideration of a resolution which will be stated, 
temporarily displacing the business before the Senate. 

The Secretary. A resolution by Mr. Prerrer, directing the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to inform the Senate whether 
there has been a custom, rule, regulation, or agreement a long 
time existing among railroad companies and associations engaged 
in interstate traffic whose lines extend to or through Missouri 
River points, etc. 

Mr, COCKRELL. 
olution? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a Senate resolution. Is 
there objection to its present consideration? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Perrer 
January 27, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and it is hereby, 
directed to inform the Senate— 
First. Whether there has been a custom, rule, regulation, or agreement a 


long time existing among railway companies and associations engaged in in- 
terstate traffic whose lines extend to or through M: uri River points, which 


Isit a Senate resolution or a concurrent res- 


custom, rule, regulation, or agreement establishes and maintains different 
rates of charges for cree peengees and freight east and west from said 


ints, and whether su erence in charges is reasonable and warranted 


aw. 

Second. Whether such through 
lines to and beyond said Missouri River pose. as well as com es whose 
lines terminate there, giving the names of roads engaged in interstate traffic 
to and through such places. 

Third. Whether an agreement or traffic arrangement was recently made 
or entered into by and between any railway com ies or associations, nam- 

them, whereby charges for carrying nand other farm produce from 
points in Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, Colorado, Oklahoma, and Indian Ter- 
ritory to points in Texas and Mexico were advanced; whether such advance 
charges are now in force; what was the reason or pu of the advance, and 
whether it is reasonable or unreasonable and in nm of the provisions of 


the interstate-commerce law. 
Fourth, Whether, in case these ements have been made and these pro- 


agre 
ceedings had, there is, in the opinion of the Commission, any additional legis- 
lation required to better protect the public interests. - 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the resolution? 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 
PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BRICE. If the Senator from Florida will allow me, I 
move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be until Monday 
next at 12 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio. [Putting the question.] 
The ayes appear to have it. The ayes have it, and the motion is 

to 


Mr, CALL. Iask unanimous consent, without displacing the 
pending order, to take up for consideration—— 

Mr. PLATT. Did the Chair declare the result on the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to call for a division on the 
question. 

Mr. PLATT. The vote has not been declared on that motion, I 

- understand. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It was declared. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair declared that the mo- 
tion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator from Connecticut ought 
to be allowed another vote, but it was certainly declared by the 


Mr. PLATT. There was such confusion in the Chamber that 
certainly it was not heard here. 
Mr. SBROUGH. I did not hear it, 


»ement affects alike companies runni 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will again put the 
question. The question is on the motion of the Senator fro 
Ohio [Mr. Brice], that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next, [Putting the question.] The ayes see: 
to have it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I call for a division. 

Mr. BRICE. If there is any objection, I will withdraw the mo- 
tion. I made it at the request of the chairman of the Committe 
on Pacific Railroads. We are to have an important meeting «: 
that committee to-morrow. If there is a desire to go on with ihe 
business of the Senate to-morrow I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio with- 
draws the motion. 

LANDS IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent, without displacing the 

ending order, to call up the bill (S. 824) to require patents to je 
issued to land actually settled under the act entitled ‘An act io 
provide for the armed occupation and settlement of the unsett).d 
part of the peninsula of Florida,” approved August 4, 1842. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 
r Mr. PLATT. I should like to have the bill read for informa- 


ion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That patents shall be issued to the persons in poss: n 
and occupation of all lands settled upon under the act entitled ‘An act t 
vide for the armec/occupation and _ settlement of the unsettled part 8 

ninsula of east Florida,” approved on the 4th of August, A. D. 1842, where the 

nd has been in the occupation and possession of the person who actua . 
tled thereon, his widow, or heirs at law, or assigns, from whom a 1 t of 

ion to said land under said act has been derived for the period of 
wenty years next precedin 

Sxc. 2. That the right and title of all persons embraced in the first section 
of this act is hereby confirmed to them, their heirs and assigns, to th 0 
acres embraced in the origmal settlement under the said act of Congr 

Sec. 3. That proof of the possession and occupation of said land for the 
period of twenty years, and of the fact of application for settlement r 
the said act of Congress, shall be held to be conclusive as against the U: i 
States, of settlement under the said act of Congress, and of compliance with 
all the uirements of said act. 

Sec. 4. That all persons claiming the benefit of this act shall be required to 
make the proof required herein within two years from the date of its ap- 
proval, before the officers who are authorized to take similar proofs under 
the homestead laws; and the requirements of these laws as to notice - 
tests, appeals, and the course of procedure, shall, wherever they are ap)li- 
cable, apply to all cases arising under this act. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Quite a number of the members of the 
Committee on Public Lands are not present. That seems to bea 
very important bill, and I think it should go over. 

Mr. CALL. Letme say to the Senator from North Dakota tliat 


the bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands by 


m mg A r. Pasco]. 
a SBROUGH. [I have no doubt of that fact. 

Mr.CALL. A similar bill was passed at the last session, and 
there is no kind of objection to it. There is not a person in tho 
world who would object toit. It relates to—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
“oo Senator from Florida for the present consideration of tlie 
bill? 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to say a word. The bill 
rela‘es to settlements that were made forty-five years ago unr 
the armed occupation act. It simply provides that twenty years’ 
continuous ion, as far back as the memory will go, shall |e 
proof of the original settlement and occupation; thatisall. _ 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordere! 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passcu. 


INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Iask that Order of Business 190, being Scn- 
ate resolution 81, which has been favorably reported from t!\ 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, be taken up and agreed to. ‘ 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, in making the inquiry ©" 
cerning the prices of armor for naval vessels under the resolution of | 
Senate of December 31, 189, be authorized to employ stenographers an 
send for persons and pa and that the expenses of the inquiry shal! 
paid upon r vouchers from the appropriation for the contingent ex 
penses of the Senate. 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF SPRAGUE, WASH. 


Mr. MANTLE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 1804) to authorize the First National Bank of Sprague, Wash., 
to change its location and name. . 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 


the approval of this act. 








1896. 






from the Select Committee on National Banks with an amendment, 

in section 1, line 11, after the words ‘‘ Provided, That,” to insert: 
ost increase its capital to $100,000, so as to conform to the require- 

n = betho iaw regulating national banks, and that it send. 

" So as to make the section read: 


That the First N ational Bank of Sprague, now located at Sprague, Lincoln 
© aunty State of Washington, is hereby authorized to change its location or 
ace where its operations of discount and deposit are carried on to the city 
» Spokane Spokane County, State of Washington, by and with the consent 
of the Comptroller of the Currency, whenever the shareholders owning two- 
tt irds of the stock of said bank, at a meeting called for that purpose, deter- 
the to make such change: Provided, That said bank increase its capital to 
$100 000, so as to conform to the requirements of the law regulating national 
banks, and that it send a duly authenticated notice of said vote and of the 
new location be sent to the office of the Comptroller of the Currency; 
but the change of location shall not be valid until the Comptroller of the 
Currency shall have issued his certificate of approval of the same. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
WHARF AT SITKA, ALASKA, 


Mr.PERKINS. Withtheconsentof the Senator from Colorado, 
Lask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 1693) for the re- 
pbuilding or repair of the public wharf at Sitka, Alaska. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not object, for I see I shall not be able to 
do anything to-night with the appropriation bill I have in charge. 
I understand that there is a desire to have an executive session in 
a few moments. ‘ : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORIENTAL MANUFACTURES. 


Mr. QUAY. Iask unanimous consent, with the permission of 
the Senator from Colorado, to offer a resolution, and I ask for its 
present consideration, : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to inquire respect- 
ing the alleged invasion of our markets and the menace offered to American 
manufacturing industry by the products of cheap Oriental labor, and to de- 
termine what is the cause of this menace and what means should be adopted 
to avert the threatened injury to domestic producers. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. QUAY. I have stricken out at the end of the resolution 
the ordinary and what may be the necessary clause for the em- 
ployment of a stenographer and the authority to send for persons 
and papers, leaving that to the Committee on Finance to ask for 
it if it thinks proper. In — of the resolution, and in expla- 
nation of it, I send to the desk and ask to have read the proceed- 
ings of the National Association of the Manufacturers of the 
United States in convention in Chicago on the 22d of last January. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the paper be printed as a separate docu- 


ment. 
QUAY. Ishould like to haveit go in the Recorp with the 


Mr. 
resolution. I think the proceedings are important and will inter- 


est the Senator from Missouri as well as other Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania ask that the paper be read or that it go in the RECORD? 

Mr. QUAY. Let it go in the REcoRD without reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


_At the meeting of the National Association of the Manufacturers of the 
United State= held in Chicago last week, the following resolution was adopted: 
“Whereas intimations have been given in the public press of an extraor- 
dinary recent development of manufacturing industry in Eastern countries, 
particularly in Japan, and of the appearance in the American market of the 
products of this in ets which products are offered at unusually low prices: 
* Be it resol That the es of this association appoint a committee 
of three to inquire respecting the matter and to report to-morrow to the 
convention what action, if any,should be taken by the association with refer- 
ence to the alleged menace to American manufactures.” 
The committee the next day made the following report: 


“REPORT OF THE COMMITTER ON ORIENTAL MANUFACTURING INDUSTRY. 


“The committee appointed to inquire rempecting the development of manu- 
facturing industry in the far East, and particularly in Japan, desires to make 
the following report: 

1@ movement for the establishment of manufactures in the countries re- 
ferred to is of aremarkable character. It an within the last ten or fifteen 
years, and it has continued with accelerated force until the present time. 
an 1863 the first cotton spinning mill was erected in Japan, with 5,456 spin- 
thee The business did not at first show signs of rapid growth; but in 1883 
toa were 16 indles. Inthe report of the Yokohama Cham- 

r of Commerce for May 5, 1804, the following statistics were given: 

At the end of 1883 there were 16 mills, with 43,700 spindles. 

At the end of 1888 there were 24 mills, with 88.140 spindles. 

At the end of 1892 there were 39 mills, with 403,314 spindles. 

Ae the end of 1893 there were 46 mills, with about 600,000 spindles. 
Sotae een pm ot oes still sre reese ee is supecses in the near 

, ‘ own, have ed for more machinery, some 

for yarns of the finer qualities. . ” 
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This pe wise of increase has been fulfilled. New cotton mills are being 
erected, and Japan threatens to become a bold and large competitor for the 
trade of the world in cotton fabrics. The Japanese use the latest improved 
American and European machinery in this and other industries established 
by them. They begin with mechanical appliances that are superior to those 
found in some American mills. But Japan does not confine herself to spin- 
ning cotton. Her people are introducing a great variety of manufacturing 
industries, all using improved machinery, and they are imitating the pat- 
terns and inventions of the Western nations with impunity, because there is 
no protection for either the patents or trade-marks of foreigners in Japan. 

Recently the French consul at Yokohama, Mr. Klobukowski, reported to 
his Government as follows: 

“There is no country in the extreme East which will not be invaded by 
goods made in Japan in imitation of European wares. Some of them are still 
inferior in quality; the greater number, thanks to modern machinery, are 
quite equaltoours. Both are of a cheapness which the high price of our labor 
will never permitustoattain. Then, again, our trade-marks are unprotected 
in Japan. The natives have only to imitate or copy your articles without 
necessarily acknowledging their obligation. Their amour propre does not 
brook the accusation of Being mere imitators; they introduce, therefore, 
some trifling alteration in our machinery, and thereupon, with an easy con- 
science, take out themselves a fresh patent in their own country.”’ 

In confirmation of this report of the wide diversity of the new Japanese in- 
dustries Sir Ernest Sutow, the British representative at Tokyo, in a report 
to his Government, says: 

“The most marked advance is, however, shown (by the Japanese) in ‘man- 
ufactured products,’ the value of the export of which in the first half of 1895 
exceeds that of the corresponding period of 1894 by no less than $6,502,860. 
Matches, floor matting, straw plaits, cotton carpets, cotton yarn, and silk 
handkerchiefs, all show very considerable advances, while the export of silk 
piece goods has more than doubled itself, the value having increased from a 
little over $3,000,000 to nearly $6,500,000. The list of imitations of European 
articles now made in Japan is a long one, and is steadily increasing. Among 
those shown at the Domestic Industrial Exhibition, held this year at Kioto, 
were blankets, carriage rugs, shawls, shirts, cotton and silk socks, cotton 
towels, felt and straw hats, boots, saddles, harness, portmanteaus, clocks, 
thermometers, harmoniums, optical, musical, surveying, and surgical instru- 
ments, photographic cameras, woolen flannel, and cloth, lead and slate pen- 
cils, and a host of others. In fact, it may be safely said that there is nothing 
of common use produced in Europe which can not now be imitated with more 
or less success in Japan.”’ 

A correspondent in Japan of the London Times, referring to the wonder- 
ful sudden development of manufacturing industry in those islands, mentions 
that the vagreae are now producing felt hats, upon American and European 
patterns, of the best quality. He says that we may buy at retail in Japan for 
87 cents a hard or soft felt hat which in London would sell at retail for 
$2.62 and oer in this country for $3. The Japanesealso are beginning to 
make boots and shoes for export with improved modern machinery. Betore 
long the American shoe that is sold for $3 at retail is likely to have a rival 
from Japan which will be offered, probably, for about 75 cents. The corre 
spondent referred to reports that highly skilled Japanese workmen em- 
ployed in producing such articles earn about 81 cents a week, or, say, one- 
third as much in seven days asa fairly good American workman now earns 
in one day. 

In an article upon this subject under date of October 28, 1895, the London 
Times said: 

‘** Meanwhile Japan has determined to supply her own wants. It is stated 
that only one-fourth of her requirements are now imported, as against 67 per 
cent six years ago. Even more striking is her determination to get rid of 
European help in the actual work of production. ‘Since the date, now four 
years ago,’ says the Bombay Gazette, ‘when the foreign mill managers all 
received notice on one day that their services would no longer be required 
after the expiry of the notice, not a single man of Western birth has been 
engaged in the cotton mills, and the half million odd spindles at work are en- 
tirely under indigenous direction. Thereare 2,100 milesof railway open and 
400 miles more under construction, but the only foreign assistance in their 
working is that of a solitary Scotchman, whose ties to the country have been 
strengthened by his marrying a Japanese girl.”” Even in the arsenals, with 
their rapid turn-out of armsof precision, only two or three Europeans now 
remain. The coasting trade has passed entirely into the hands of Japanese 
shippers and engineers. Asimilar process is going on throughout the whole 
merchant navy of Japan, and is only potarded by the expediency of having 
captains and chief engineers who hold English certificates, with a view to 
securing favorable insurance rates. But at any moment the Japanese Govy- 
ernment may organize a system of marine insurance which will oust the 
British employees from this last foothold in Japanese enterprise. The re- 
sults already attained justify Sir Alfred Lyall’s forecast of the new era when 
the industrial inventions by which Europe has hitherto prevailed over Asia 
will be turned against their inventors.” 

The Times further said: 

“ Japan is trying to capture the markets of the far East. Thenew treaties 
which recognized her equality with the Western trading countries as a civ- 
ilized mercantile power, her establishment of a consul-general at Bombay, 
the creation of steamer lines which shall defy Western competition by the 
aid of State subsidies, the dismissal of foreign employees in her factories, 
arsenals, and railway workshops, and the development of her miil and engi 
neering productions on an enormous scale, form the industrial side of that 
long-prepared advance of which the military aspects recently startled Europe. 
As European statesmen are now compelled to recognize in Japan a predomi 
nant factor in Eastern politics, so British capitalists and Indian mill owners 
are being forced to acknowledge her successes in the great commercial strug 
gle of the nations.” 

Are the products of the Japanese factories to be sold only in Eastern mar- 
kets? Bynomeans. They arealready appearingin the markets of the United 
States. In aletter dated November 30, fs 5, Mr. M. Benker, editor of the San 
Franeisco -Daily Report, said: 

“Articles of Japanese manufacture since the close of their war are being 
received of equal quality with American manufactured goods, and at prices so 
low that our manufactories of these articles must close unless relieved by 
Congressional action. Report stated that H. E. Reynell 








of Kobe Japt nr. 
established an agency in San Francisco, in the Crocker Building, Mr. Edward 
O. Burns being their agent, for the sale of Japanese manufactured goods for 
the per ose of underselling American products. Similar agencies are being 
established East and West now by representatives of Japanese houses. The 
agency here is now selling the best parlor matches in tin-lined box, in box 
and case lots of 50 grossin a case, delivered tothe merchant freight and duty 
paid, at 30 cents per gross. He also sells doors, sashes, blinds, and all articles 
of wooden ware, cooperage stock, etc., of Japanese manufacture at from 4) 
to 50 per cent less than 7 can be manufactured for in this country, with 
all freight and duty paid by the Japanese importers; also clocks, watche 

bicycles, boots, shoes, clothing, hats, caps, gloves, fancy goods, and notions 
on similar terms. Their agents are buying cotton-mill machinery and ship 
ping to Japan, and will take our cotton from here to Japan and send it back 
manufactured for less than it can possibly be manufactured in this country. 
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They also take cargoes of Pacific Coast lumber, manufacture the same in 
Japan into wooden ware, etc., and return same here manufactured at 50 per 
cent less than our manufacturers’ wholesale prices.” 

Articles of Japanese manufacture have agpeeres in our Eastern cities, rival- 
ing and underselling American articles suitable for similar purposes. Japa- 
nese matting is now crowding out cheaper kinds of Philadelphia carpets. 
Japanese rugs made in imitation of American patterns are sold in great quan- 
tities in preference of American rugs of higher value. Brushes are sold at 
retail in Eastern cities for about the American value of the manufactured 
bristles. American watch-case makers are selling to Japan cases for excel- 
lent movements made there for this market. 

There can be no concealment of the fact that some of our manufacturin 
industries are gravely menaced by this rivalry of a country where skille 
labor may be had at a cost of 10 or 15 cents a day, or less than one-tenth of the 
cost of such labor in our own country. 

Your committee does not care to discuss the causes of this menace or the 
methods by which the peril aug be averted. We believe that the National 
Association should, however, take co; nee of the matter and should ask 
that Congress shall investi te the su ject in a thorough and comprehensive 
manner, 80 that the people may fully understand it. We therefore recom- 
mend the adoption of the following resolution: 

Resolved by the National Association of American Manufacturers in con- 
vention assembled in Chicago January 28, 1896, That the Congress of the United 
States is hereby respectfully reques' to appoint a commission, or to direct 
one of its own committees, to inquire respecting the alleged invasion of our 
markets and the menace offe to American manufacturing industry by 
the products of cheap Oriental labor, and to determine what is the cause of 
this menace and what means should be adopted to avert the threatened in- 
jury. to domestic producers.” 

The resolution was unanimously adopted, and the following persons were 
$p inted a committee to bring the matter to the attention of Congress: 

vert Dornan, president, and Charles Heber Clark, secretary, of the Manu- 
facturers’ Club of Philadelphia. S 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. VILAS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will per- 
mit me to have a little bill passed. It will take only a moment. 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
withdraws the motion. 


WILLIAM MORGAN AND HARRISON MOORE, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (8.1320) to confirm the title to certain lands in 
William Morgan and Harrison Moore and to require the issue of 

tents therefor. It has been favorably reported by the Commit- 

ee on Public Lands and is recommended by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. VILAS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 


On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, it was 

Setenes, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday 
next. 

On motion of Mr. GORMAN, the Senate (at 5 o'clock and 5 
minutes p. m) adjourned, the adjournment being until Monday, 
February 17, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 13, 1896. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

J. Kearney Rice, of New Jersey, to be attorney of the United 

States for the district of New Jersey. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

First Lieut. George H. Gooding, of Virginia, to be a captain in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

Second Lieut. Daniel J. Ainsworth, of Virginia, to be a first 
lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. , 

Daniel W. Andrew, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Plymouth, in the State cf Massachusetts. 

John H. Brocklesby, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Hartford, in the State of Connecticut. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Selden B. Palm, to be “eggs at Warren, in the county of 
Trumbull and State of Ohio. 

J. L. Fulcher, to be ee at Waynesboro, in the county 
of Burke and State of rgia. 

John N. Leithold, to be pay at Postville, in the county 
of Allamakee and State of lowa. 
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William A. Wagoner, to be postmaster at Sabetha, in the c. 
of Nemaha and State of Kansas. : 
F, M. Ranck, to be postmaster at Westerville, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Ohio. 
Sarah A. Bachman, to be postmaster at Slatington, in the count, 
of Lehigh and State of Pennsylvania. ny 
Reuben R. Freeman, to be postmaster at Chillicothe. iy, 
county of Ross and State of Ohio. 
Edmund W. Nutter, to be postmaster at East Bridgewat,. 
the county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. _ 
Samuel B. Wheeler, to be postmaster at Westport, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. - 
Thomas P. McAndrews, to be postmaster at White Haven, in 
the county of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. ; 


the 


in 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
(Continuation of legislative day of February 12, 1896.) 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 10,30 
a. m., Thursday, February 13, 1896, by the Speaker. 


[Mr. DOOLITTLE addressed the House. See Appendix.] 
(Mr. GROUT addressed the House. See Appendix. | 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I fear I have noth. 
ing new or novel to offer in the discussion of this measure. [¢ 
the quality of the speeches already made is in keeping with the 
goueey. I am sure no new fields of argument is left unex)|ored, 

tis not my purpose to descant upon the science of wealth or to 
theorize upon the relative value of gold and silver. It is a con- 
dition and not a theory that confronts us, and I hope to cvntine 
— to a practical discussion of the subject before us. 

will hasten to correct the impression in some quarters that all 
those who recently voted against the bond bill when it was pend- 
— the House are advocates of the unlimited coinage of silver, 

hen the bond bill was pending before this House in Devem- 
ber last I saw proper to cast my vote against it, for reasons satis. 
factory to myself and which it is not now necessary to stat: 

The pending measure comes to the House from the Senate in 
the form of a substitute for that bond bill, and we are askei to 
sagpens a proposition for the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
in er of all other nations of the earth. This proposition, in 
the shape it comes to us, I can not consent to support. I ain not 
one of those who attribute the unprecedented hard times and the 
panicky condition of the country for the past three years to what 
is so Somes, miscalled the demonetization of silver in 1873. 
The act of 1873 did not demonetize silver. It only changed the 
unit of value from silver to gold, and by subsequent legislation by 
the Republican party silver was infinitely more used as money 
than was the case from the foundation of the Government down 
to 1873, the time it is alleged that the white metal was ro)bed of 
its money power. In point of fact, during the eighty years of the 
existence of this Government down to 1877 the Democratic party 
had been in control more than three-fourths of the period, and 
during all this time there were coined only a little more than 
eight million of silver dollars, and, in addition, the subsidiary sil- 
ver coin. Onthe other hand, from 1877 to October, 18!:}, there 
were coined more than 400,000,000 silver dollars, or their eyuiva- 
lent was put into circulation in the shape of silver certificates and 
Sherman notes. 

At the date the Democratic party returned to power, March 4, 
1893, there were being added to the circulating medium of t! 
country about 50,000,000 silver dollars annually; and let it }«: 
membered that the very first legislation enacted by our Demo- 
cratic friends was the repeal of the purchasing clause of [1 
Sherman law, thereby discontinuing the further use of silver ! 
coinage purposes, excepting in subsidiary coins. 

The Democratic party in their Chicago platform of 15°? had 
declared the Sherman law a ‘‘ cowardly makeshift,” and demanded 
its repeal. These are indisputable facts, and I challenge their 
successful contradiction. 

Now I come to the question, Are the present conditions 0! the 
country, and as they have existed since March, 1893, attributable 
to the legislation of 1873 changing the unit of value from silvet 
to gold? Without hesitation I answer, no. 

r. Speaker, I beg to call the attention of the House to tio 
condition of the country after thirty-two years of Republican 
administration from the day Mr. Lincoln was inaugurated in 1°") 
up to March 4, 1893, the day Mr. Harrison’s Administration closed 

g this period the wealth of this nation increased trom 
$16,000,000,000 to more than $62,000,000,000, a sum so vast that (he 
human mind is utterly incapable of its comprehension—an 
crease of 400 per cent. Such prosperity is unparalleled in the his- 
tory of the world. Our railroad mileage increased from °),\0) 
miles to more than 100,000 miles. The South produced only ‘0,00 
tons of pig iron in 1868, and in 1892 the production increased t0 
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more than 1,000,900,000 tons. 





In 1870 the South spun 100,000 
pales of cotton, and in 1892 more than 800,000 bales. And thus I 
might go on, but these serve to demonstrate the proposition that 


the period from 1860 to 1893 was the most prosperous in the history 
of this great country, and the last year of this period was the 
most prosperous known in business in the history of this country, 
if R. G. Dun & Co.’s Review of Trades is to be credited. 

Thus we were going steadily forward from prosperity to greater 
prosperity as each succeeding year passed by when the country 


was overtaken by a Democratic simoom of free-trade wild-cat | 


money and an insatiable thirst for office. Notethe change! And 
what a change it was. 

From 1892, the most prosperous in the history of the nation, we 
are driven headlong into disaster after disaster, and in the lan- 
guage of Dun’s Trade Review: 


Starting with the largest trade ever known, mills crowded with work, and | 


all business stimulated with high hopes, the year 1893 has proved, in sudden 
shrinkage of trade, in commercial disaster, the worstin fifty years. The year 
closes with prices of ety product the lowest ever known, with millions of 
workers seeking in vain for work, and with charity laboring to keep back 
suffering and starvation in all our cities. 


What! The last year of Republican rule the most prosperous 
ever known and the first year of Democratic rule the worst for 
fifty years! This is asad story for our Democratic friends, and 
sadder yet for the country; but it is true. 

The American Economist of October 12 publishes a most start- 
ling condition of affairs for 1894. It is a tablegiving the number 
of hands employed for the first six months of 1892 and for a like 
period in 1894, together with the wages paid and output. Note 
the result. The number of hands employed from January 1 to 
June 30, 1892, decreased 30 per cent for a like period in 1894. The 
amount of wages paid decreased 45 per cent. The average earn- 
ings per hand in 1892 were $250, while in 1894 they were only $195. 
To cure all these ills that they have brought upon the country our 
Democratic friends now offer us the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver. 

In 1898 they proclaimed that the repeal of the purchasing clause 
of the Sherman law would stop the then pending panic and save 
the country from the unparalleled disaster into which it was rap- 
idly being driven by the threat of the Democratic party to place 
the country on a free-trade basis, coupled with the power to exe- 
cute this most unfortunate and un-American doctrine. Therepeal 
of the Sherman law brought no relief, nor did it stay the oncoming 


Production of silver by the world and by the United States during thirty years.—Demands on this silver b 
Proportion of silver coin to all money in circulation in this country.—Value of 
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of the expected crash in the business world, with all the ills that 
that word implies. I assert that the repeal of this law was abso- 
lutely barren of any good results to the country. But, on the 
other hand, it stopped the coinage of more that fifty millions of 
silver dollars per year and prevents that sum being annually added 
to the volume of our currency. 

If I understand the object to be attained by the advocates of 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver by the United States, it 
is to increase the volume of ultimate money. That this weuld not 
be the effect beyond the amount of silver coined from the silver 
product of the mines of the United States seems to me to be too 
plain to admit of an argument. And I assert that the volume of 
the currency of the United States would not be increased 1 fav- 
thing by the free and unlimited coinage of silver beyond the 
amount of silver coined from the mines of these United States. 

The free coinage of silver means coinage on the private account 
of the owner of the bullion and without cost of mintage. This 
being true, the owner of silver bullion, whether he is a citizen of 
this country or of Europe, Asia, or Africa, South America, or 
Mexico, or of whatever country, would be at liberty to bring his 
silver bullion to our mints, owned and operated by this Govern- 
ment, at the expense of the taxpayers of this country, and have it 
coined into silver dollars. It was the property of the individual 
before coinage and it is his afterwards, to do with as he wishes. 
He may choose, if an alien to this Government, to take it with 
him to his own country. He may choose to exchange it for our 
greenbacks, gold or silver certificates, or for gold, and then he 
would remove it from the country, and, in point of fact, this Gov- 
| ernment would not realize 1 farthing from this transaction in the 
| way of increase in the volume of our money or otherwise, while 
| we would be out the expense incident to its coinage, and charged 
with the burden of maintaining it on a parity with gold. 

On the other hand, every dollar coined from silver owned and 
produced by the citizens of the United States would remain here, 
go into circulation, and thus augment the volume of the currency. 

Silver is one of the money metals of the Constitution, and I 
believe it is the duty of the country to utilize every dollar of it 
possible as such that is consistent with sound money and sound 
credit. 

And I ask leave to print the accompanying table, based upon 
the reports of the Secretary of the Treasury, showing the products 
of silver of the world and of the United States, and the coinage 
thereof, from 1864 to 1893, 





the mints of the world and of the United States.— 
silver as measured in gold. 
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@No rei ole data as to the world’s coinage could be secured for years previous to 1874. 


the total to give the figures of this column. 


are based upon official reports of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The amount of silver recoined each year was subtracted from 


b Includes lver dollars and fractional silver. 
ou inere yas no siiver in circulation after 1862 until 1876, except a small amount on the Pacific Coast. The figures given include silver dollars and 


iver. 
d Includes silver bullion to the (coinage) value of $181,996,498 purchased 
comprises $15,747,969 in 1890, 953.763.1553 in 1891, $63,652,668 in 1892, ond 
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by the United States under the act of July 14, 1890, but still uncoined. This 


$48,832,728 to November 1, 1893, when the purchasing clause was repealed. 
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From the history of this country I am convinced that all the 
silver produced by the mines of the United States that is not used 
in the arts and sciences can be safely coined into dollars or used as 
money without impairing our credit or disturbing the parity of 
gold and silver. In other words, I believe that this country can 
maintain the parity of gold and silver with the free coinage of 
silver limited to the product of the United States. And hence, 
Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk, to be read for informa- 
tion, an amendment which I propose to offer to the first section of 
the pending bill at the proper time. 

Insert at the close of section 1,in line 13, page 3, after the words 
**now provided by law,” the following: 

Frovided, however, That this section shall apply to the co’ of the silver 
mined in the United States of America only, and that a duty be imposed on 
all silver that may be imported into the United States, whether in bullion or 
in other forms, including ores containing silver in quantities sufficient to 
make them valuable for smelting for the silver therein contained, at a rate 


equal to the difference between the commercial and coinage value of silver 
on the day of entry. 


I have already said that I was not one of those who attributed 
the hard times and the panicky condition of the country to the 
financial legislation of 1873, nor Xo I believe the depleted condition 
of the Treasury can be justly charged to that legislation. But, 
in my opinion, the Treasury has been depleted and the Government 
compelled to borrow money by the sale of bonds for the first time 
since the war because of the threat of the Democratic party to 
place the Government on a free-trade basis, and their attempt to 
carry into execution their declared purpose by the enactment of 
the Gorman- Wilson tariff law, with the result that the revenues 
raised thereunder are inadequate to meet the current expenses of 
the Government. Our im have largely increased and our 
exports decreased, or, in er words, we have been buying from 
abroad largely more than we sold abroad, and this balance of trade 
against us had to be paid in gold. Whereas, under the Repub- 
lican tariff lew, we sold largely more than we purchased abroad, 
and the balance of trade was with us and foreign countries paid 
to this Government this balance in gold, and hence there was but 
small demand upon the Treasury for gold to ship abroad. 

From 1865 to 1893 there was never a year when the revenues of 
the Government were not more than its expenses. At the close 
of the last Republican Administration there were $124,000,000 in 
the Treasury, and since that time there has not been a month 
that our expenses have not been more than $2,000,000 in excess of 
our income. 

During the four years of the Harrison Administration we not 
only raised enough revenues to meet current expenses, but there 
was paid during these four $296,000,000 of the principal 
and interest of our bonded indebtedness, retiring about two hun- 
dred and sixty-two millions of bonds. Since March 4, 1893, the 
Democratic Administration has fallen behind more than $2,000,000 
each month; it has not paid off one bond, but, on the other hand, 
this Democratic Administration has sold $262,000,000 in bonds to 
get money to pay our current expenses. 

So we see that when the revenues of the Government are equal 
to or in excess of its expenditures there is no deficiency in the 
Treasury and no bonds sold; but when the revenues are below the 
expenditures, then there is a deficiency, and enormous sums of 
bonds are sold to meet this deficiency. Hence, it is clear to my 
mind that the financial legislation of 1873 did not produce the 
present approximately empty Treasury. 

Let our revenues be increased so as to meet our expenses, and 
the Treasury will not be depleted again, and no more sales of bonds 
will be indulged in for the people to pay who are to follow us. 

Mr. Speaker, I am intensely American. I believe in the Ameri- 
can people. I believe in America for Americans. I believe in our 
flag, our money, our mines, our manufactures, our workshops, 
our furnaces, our farms, and our wage earners. I believe in bi- 
metallism, the use of both gold and silver as money; that every 
dollar, whether gold, silver, or paper, should be as as ev 
other dollar in the pockets of every man who may chance to hol 
it. This is the doctrine of the blican party. We hada pros- 
perous country, growing in wealth and in population and in cat 
nome. Our mane oonnk be a oneeanny Ss ing one, keep- 

ng pace with our constantly increasing population and commerce. 
I believe our per capita should be constantly and ually in- 
creased, not by unwise inflation, until it be per capita; 
but let this increase be made with an eye single to its soundness 
and to the necessities of the country. 

- Let us return to the doctrine of protection, and at the same 
time to the doctrine of the use of the silver of the United States 
as money, which will come with the incoming Republican Admin- 
istration, and the people will n be prosperous and contented. 
Commerce and ob ten an will again wear an air of prosperity, 
and the country will resume the march to the achievement of 
greater and nobler things. 

The amendment which I pro is neither gold nor silver 
monometallism, but it is bime . This policy would enable 
this Government to take care of her own silver in her own way 
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without under to take care of the silver of nations that 
refuse to take care of it for themselves. This policy could be con- 
tinued until such time as would prove its wisdom, or until other 
nations should care to join with us, and thus broaden the use of 
the white metal byinternational agreement. We can not regulate 
the money of the world, but we can and ought to regulate our 
own; and in my humble judgment this country will settle this 
uestion for herself on the lines indicated in the amendment. 
Applause. |} 

Mr. HADLEY. Mr. Speaker, this discussion is being carried on 
with no hope of an immediate solution of the problem before ns. 
Weall know that there is not the slightest possibility of this bill }e- 
comingalaw. This fact was well known at the time it was under 
discussion in the other branch of Congress, and yet it injuriously 
affects the business interests of the United States. The fact 
that there is a considerable sentiment among the people and 
their ey ene par in Congress in favor of so radical a chanve 
in the financial system of this country as is proposed by the 
Ts measure is sufficient in itself to alarm those who be- 

ieve that its adoption would be disastrous. We all know that 
business is based to a great extent on confidence in the stability 
of things and that both business and capital are timid. If a stor 
threatens, they get to cover as far as they are able; if a new sys 

tem of finance is introduced or radical changes are proposed in 
the old one, they await developments. They want to know what 
is going to be done, and then they are extremely cautious until it 
_ ascertained by actual experience what effect the changes will 

ave. 

But the threat of such legislation in its influence upon the busi- 
ness of the country is as nothing in comparison with the effect 
that its consummation would have. It is the most radical of 
measures and goes to the foundation of our present financial sys 
tem. No middle ground is taken by its advocates; no position vf 
conservatism looking to a more general use of the white metal as 
a part of our monetary system is satisfactory to those who are 
urging the passage of this bill. With protestations that they are 
in favor of bimetallism, they are advocating the passage of a meas 
ure which in my humble judgment will force upon this country 
silver monometallism. I am not among those who can see not! 
ing but weaknessin our present system. Ibelieve thatif we could 
get rid of the financial doctors who are constantly insisting that 
the Government is sick, each one of whom is trying to dose it 
with his particular nostrum, we would be largely relieved of the 
present difficulties. Ifthe heaithiest gentlemanin this House were 
to be accosted on the way to the Capitol by a dozen of his friends, 
each of whom with solemn face would tell him how very badly | 
looked and ask him if he were not sick, there are ten chances to onc 
that before night he would go to bed and send for a physician. 
Do you-wonder that the Government is sick financially, when tlic 
country is full of people who are declaring it is on the verge o! 
bankruptey? Therecomes from the distinguished gentleman wh» 
presides at the other end of the Avenue the charge that all of our 
financial woes are the result of our system of finance, and he urges 
the immediate retirement of the greenbacks and the substitution 
of interest-bearing bonds for that part of our circulating medium. 
He further contends that our policy with reference to silver ha: 
added largely to our misfortunes and heaped difficulty upon difti 
culty. On the other hand, there comes from the other end of t)o 
Capitol the charge that financial ruin is staring us in the face ai 
that free silver is what we need, and they propose to give us more 
of that which the President says is like a stone about our neck. 

As was said by the distinguished gentleman from Maine { Mr. 
DINGLEY], who opened this debate, this House sent to the other 
branch of Congress a bill intended to relieve the present embar- 
rassment of the Treasury, an embarrassment which, in my opinion, 
has been wholly caused by the assaults that have been made, first, 
upon the industrial system inaugurated by the Republican party, 
and, secondly, upon the credit of the country. To this bill, framed 
in response to what seemed an urgent demand for relief, there 
comes back to this House the reply that as a remedy we shall open 
our mints to the silver of the whole world at a ratio of 16 to 1. 
The country is suffering, says the President, from too much silver; 
then, say the financial doctors at the other end of the Capitol, we 
will give it more, evidently upon the principle that like cures like. 
showing that they belong to the homeopathic school of finance. | 
am more than at the financial vitality of this nation, in 
view of all the circumstances. 

And what is the proposition contained in this bill? It is to 
throw open the doors of our mints and extend an invitation to the 
people of the world to bring their silver here and have it coined 
into dollars at a ratio of 16 parts of silver to 1 of gold. It starts 
out by absolutely ignoring the commercial value of these two 
metals. Ido not recall a single instance in the history of any 
nation where the ratio between these two metals has been fix! 
without taking into consideration their commercial value. Their 
commercial value was not always, at the time the ratio was fixed, 
precisely equal to their coin value, but approximately so. Eut 
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now the silver in the silver dollar is worth, commercially, only a 
little more than one-half the value of the gold in the gold dollar. 
It is proposed by this bill to legislate nearly 50 cents into the 
silver dollar by putting the Government stamp upon it and by 
saying that it shall be a legal tender for all debts, public and 
private. To that extent it is pure fiatism. | 
There is no doubt but that it can by this process be given this 
additional debt-paying power. The Government would likewise 
have the power to say that 100 grains of pure silver shall consti- 
tute a dollar and be receivable for all debts, public and private, 
and yet there is probably no one who would advocate such a 
proposition. And yet why not? If the Government can make a 
dollar out of 50 cents’ worth of silver and can maintain that dol- 
lar at a parity with gold and have them circulate concurrently, 
why may it not do the same with 25 cents’ worth of silver? As 
the advocates of the free coinage of silver have not been deterred 
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by the fact that silver has fallen about one-half in value, there is 
no reason to suppose that they would cease their demand for this 


measure if it should further decline. In fact, the history of this 
movement shows that the cheaper silver gets the more persistent 
are they in favor of its free coinage by this country, independent 
of any other, at the ratio of 16 to 1. 

But the payment of debts is not the only purpose for which it is 
used. It is also used as a medium of exchange, and every time 
it is depreciated in value its exchange power is decreased. While 
you are making it easier to pay debts that have already been con- 
tracted upon a different basis, you are cutting down the purchas- 
ing power of the money. While you are increasing the price of 
things that people have to sell, you are at the same time increas- 
ing the price of those they have to buy. Isuppose that a measure 
which would enable everyone to get a high price for what he had 
to sell, and to get what he had to buy at a low price, would be a 
very popular measure; but it is hardly possible that statesman- 
ship will ever be able to devise such a one. Nor will the depre- 
ciation of the dollar add anything to values. Legislation does not 
create values. They depend upon the cost of production and the 
supply and demand. Nothing whatever was added to the values 
in this country during the war by the depreciated paper currency 
we had then. Prices were raised because everything was 
measured by a depreciated standard, but nothing was added 
to the value of the wheat or corn or labor by that kind of cur- 
rency. 

An act of this Congress can add nothing to the wealth of the 
country. Its wealth isin what it has produced and in its means 
for further production. You may change the standard by which 
that wealth is measured, but you can not increase it. Gentlemen 
talk about doubling values by doubling the money of the country, 
but in doing so they confound prices with values. There may be 
a wide distinction between them. Prices mean the value expressed 
in the accepted standard of measurement and change as that 
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vaults, enters the channels of trade, revives business, starts the 
factories, employs labor, and helps to restore prosperity. 

But it is contended by the advocates of this measure that by 
reason of the demonetization of silver in the different countries of 
the world that it has greatly depreciated in velue, and that gold, 
by reason of the great demand for it, has appreciated, and that 
consequently the prices of all farm products particularly have 
fallen. I have not the time or the inclination to enter into an ex- 
tended discussion of this question. Both sides of this proposition 


have been ably presented by different gentlemen upon this floor, 
and I was particularly interested in the charts exhibited on the 
one side by the gentleman from Minnesota |Mr. Towne] and 


on the other by the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Joun- 
son] and another gentleman from Minnesota |Mr. McCLEARY]. 
Without undertaking to reply to these arg;uments, I want to say 
that there are so many influ that may operate at different 
times to change the prices of products that it is impossible, in my 
humble judgment, to say what may have been at any particular 


‘nces 


| time the sole cause of their rise or decline. Indeed, I am rather 
| disposed to believe that in most, if not all, cases the rise or fall of 
prices of products is attributable to no one cause alone, but toa 
variety of influences which operate to bring about the result. 





standard is changed, but real values are governed by the cost of | 


production and the supply and demand. Prices rise when money | 


is cheap, because people will not part with their property for cheap | 


money as readily as when it has a larger purchasing power. In 


the South during the war property, as measured by the Confederate | 


money, rose to enormous prices, but who would contend that the | 


wealth was increased thereby? If it had been the people of the 
South would have been richer than any other people in the world. 
You might make a man 12 feet high by changing the standard 
foot from 12 to 6 inches, but in doing so you would not add one 
cubit to his stature. 

The money of the country is no fair index to its wealth. It is 
an insignificant proportion of that wealth, indeed it may be a 
charge against that wealth,as in the case of credit money. 


ascertain the basis of its prosperity does not look deep enough. 
Back of that and below that, in the rich lands and their produc- 
tions, in the manufactories and their productions, in the mines, 
and, above all, in the honest labor of the people, is found the basis 
of wealth. Money is but a part of the machinery, and a very 
small part, too, by which exchanges between the people who own 
this wealth are facilitated. This machinery must be adapted to 
the work it is intended to perform, and for the purpose of encour- 
aging these interchanges among the people it must have their con- 
fidence. The confidence of the business world must be behind 
every financial system to enable it to perform its proper function. 

‘here can be no confidence without stability, hence the introduc- 
tion into our money system of an element that will disturb that 
confidence, instead of encouraging business, retards it; instead of 
extending, it contracts it; instead of bringing prosperity, it invites 
disaster. There can be no more effectual way of contracting the 
circulating medium of a country than by undermining the confi- 
dence of the business world. The moment confidence begins to 


depart that moment the best part of the money begins todisappear 
from the channels of trade and goes into the vaults for safe-keep- 
© moment confidence is restored it comes out of these 


ing. 


The | 
man who looks only to the circulating medium of the country to | 








We do know, however, that an increased 
without a coxresponding increase in the demand for it will put 
down the price. We also know that when thesupply and demand 
are both increased and there still is a decline in the price of the 
product that it may reasonably be attributed to the increased 
supply or the decreased cost of production, or both. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the House to one or two 
facts in connection with the decline in the price of silver, and Iam 
free to admit that this decline was caused in part by its demoneti- 
zation, not by the United States, but by the other countries of the 
world. In the year 1873, at the time of the commission of the so- 
called crime against silver, the commercial ratio between the two 
metals was about 16 to 1—16 ounces of silver being worth a little 
more than 1 ounce of gold. By reason of the undervaluation of 
silver it had for years disappeared from the circulating medium 
of the country, and there was none in circulation at that time. 
The act of 1873 withdrew no part of the money of this country. 
It did not contract the circulation by the withdrawal ilver, 
because there was no silver in circulation to be withdrawn. It 
did not decrease the demand for silver by dropping it out of the 
coinage, because there was no demand at that time for it for coin- 
age purposes. 

The law of 1873 simply recognized the fact existing at that time 
independent of the law. Notwithstanding this, silver commenced 
to decline in price at about that date, and continued to go down 


supply of any article 


o! 


until 1894, when the commercial ratio of the two metals was 
about 1 to 33. If that was the only noticeable fact in connection 
with the decline of the white metal, and if the conditions had 
remained during the whole period of its decline the same as at 
the beginning, it would be reasonable to draw the conclusion that 
its demonetization was the cause of that decline. But it appears 


that for the period from 1866 to 1870 the average annual produc- 
tion of silver in the world was $55,663,000, and for the period from 
1871 to 1876 it was $81,864,000, and for the period from 1876 to 1880 


| it was $101,850,000, and from 1881 to 1885 it was $118,955,000, and 


that it continued to increase in about the same ratio until 1894, 
when theannual silver product of the world was about $215,000,000, 
or nearly four times as great as in 1873. 

Is it possible that this enormous increase could have had no 
effect upon its value in the market? Iam not arguing that this 
was the sole cause of its decline, but I do contend that it was the 
prime cause. This position is sustained by the fact that after the 
discoveries of gold in California and Australia that metal declined 
in value, although there was no decrease in the demand for it. 
In 1846 the commercial ratio between gold and silver was 1 to 
15.90. In 1852, during which time the annual gold supply had 
increased from about $38,000,000 to $150,000,000, the commercial 
ratio of the two metals went down to 1 to 15.32. If the increased 
productionof gold at that time caused a decline in the price of that 
metal, may it not be reasonably assumed that the enormous in- 
erease of silver has been the prime cause of its great decline in 
value? Nor did the world cease to use silver as money at the time 
it was demonetized. In fact, the United States used more of it 
and coined more after that date than it had in all the time since 
the organization of the Government. During the period from 1873 
to 1894 the total silver introduced into the circulating medium of 
this country amounted to nearly $540.000,000, and the total silver 
coinage of the world during that period amounted to $2,756,423 ,015. 
For the same period the world’s coinage of gold amounted to 
$3,404,703,469, being in excess of the coinage of silver by $}43,- 
280,454. This does not indicate, as it seems to me, that silver has 
been ignored or that the demand for it has been lessened by the 
legislation referred to in any such way as to account for its heavy 
decline in price during that period. ‘To me it seems much more 
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reasonable to believe that its decline is attributable chiefly to the 
enormous increase in the production of the metal and the decrease 
in the cost of that production. 

But it is said it is not the intention to increase the value of the 
silver dollar so much as to decrease the value of the gold dollar. 
That the latter has appreciated in value greatly since 1873 by rea- 
son of the unusual demand for it, and that this accounts for the 
low price of everything and general stagnation of business. I 
would not undertake to say that the circumstances and conditions 
are not such as to justify the belief that gold has appreciated to 
some extent, but I believe if there has been any appreciation at all 
it has been so slight as to have had but little or no effect upon 

rices. Itis said that farm products have gone downin price. So 

hey have at times, and at other times they have gone up. When 
wheat, and corn, and hay, and pork go up in price it is attribut- 
able, say the free-silver advocates, to some local considerations or 
a general decrease in the supply, but if they go down it is charged 
to the demonetization of silver. A better and more satisfactory 
test, as it seems to me, is to measure the gold dollar by wages. A 
single large crop of wheat may fill the granaries of the world and 
force down the price of that cereal. Unfavorable weather in the 
corn-raising districts, while that crop is being grown, may cut it 
short, thus lessen the supply and increase the price. Not so with 
labor. The supply of and demand for labor is not so likely to 
fluctuate. Now, how has this so-called appreciation of gold af- 
fected wages? 

From the report made by Colonel Wright to the Senate Commit- 
tee on Finance in 1893 it appears that the purchasing power of a 
— wages has risen from 138.5 per cent in 1873 (starting with 
100 per cent in 1860) to 175.4 per cent in 1891; so that the purchas- 
ing power of wages was greater after the demonetization of silver 
than it was before. If the so-called crime against the white metal 
was the cause of the decrease of prices in farm products, why did 
it not at the same time cut down the purchasing power of wages? 
This fact furnishes another reason for the maintenance of a stable 
circulating medium—one that is not constantly fluctuating. 
There is no better index to ee of the country than the 
a of its labor at good wages. When labor is employed 
and well paid the country is prosperous, because it is increasing 
its wealt!. The report which I have referred to shows further 
that during the depreciated-currenc ee between 1862 and 
1879, prices all increased as measu y the new standard, but 


= did not increase in proportion. 

e laboring man was the first one to feel the effect of the in- 
creased prices of the articles he had to buy for his daily consump- 
tion, but was the last one to get the benefit of it in the increase of 
his wages. Frices rose from 100 per cent in 1860 to 190.7 per cent 
in 1865, while wages only increased during the same period from 
100 to 148.6 per cent, which ty a purchasing power of only 77.9 


per cent as compared with 1 Nominal wages were higher than 
ever, but the wage earner was ge makin age than he was 
in 1860. It is sometimes said that silver is the workingman’s 
money, but the workingman is 2s much interested in having a 
stable standard of valueasanyoneelse. He lives by his daily labor 
and with his wages he purchases each day the necessaries of life. 
He is the last one to get the benefit of a rise in prices. It touches 
everything that he eats and wears before it touches his wages. 
He needs a dollar that will not fluctuate in value, because he can 
not change his wages to suit the fluctuations. It is always a dif- 
ficult thing to increase wages; it is sometimes done, but ordinarily 
only after a strike or a lockout. Everything that he buys, how- 
ever, T mds se quickly to changes in the quality of the money, 
8O = it is to his interests to have as few of these changes as 
possible. 

Mr. Speaker, the question presented by this measure is one of 
great importance to the American } pro oe We all concede that, 
some of us from one standpoint and some fromanother. I believe 
the representatives of this great nation, North, South, East, and 
West, are equally patriotic in their earnest desire to solve this 
question so that it will redound to the eternal welfare and happi- 
ness of this t people. It ought not to be a question of t 
will benefit this section or that, but what will increase the pros- 
perity of the whole people. All sections are so intimately con- 
nected with each other, so allied by ties of commerce, patriotism, 
friendship, and hope for the future, that whatever injures one part 
of the country affects to a greater or less degree the whole. Nor 
should it be a question of what will benefit this class or that. We 
are not here as the representatives of a class, but of all the people. 
To me it seems to be a question of the stability of our monetary 
standard. It is not a question of larger use of silver as a part of 
our monetary system, but it is a question of whether we shall un- 
dertake to absorb the silver product of the world in case it shall 
be presented to our mints for coinage. 

In what I have said I have ed on the assumption that the 
enactment of this measure would bring the country to a silver 

is, That there is a possibility of result from the passage 
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of this bill is virtually conceded by some of those who advocate 
it. That this would be the result appears to me to be as clear 4; 
that the night follows the day when we consider it in the light of 
our experience and the experience of other nations. This country 
adopted the double standard in 1792 at a ratio of 15 to 1, but in this 
ratio gold was slightly undervalued, and very soon, according {5 
a law as inexorable as that of growth and decay, the gold becan 
to disappear from circulation and by 1817 there was none |,/' 
From that time until 1834, although legally we were on a bimet 
lic basis, as a matter of fact and for all purposes of business wa 
were on a silver basis. 

The act of Congress passed for the purpose of establishing )j- 
metallism was as ineffectual for that purpose as the blowing of thie 
east wind. An attempt was then made in 1834 to reestablish tho 
ratio by increasing the amount of silver in that dollar and to bring 
the legal ratio more nearly in harmony with the commercial. By 
that act the ratio was fixed at 16 to1. At that time the commper- 
cial ratio between the two metals was 15.73 tol. The effect of 
this was to drive silver out of circulation, because that metal was 
undervalued by the mints of the country. A metal, just as any 
product, will always go from the place where it is undervalued to 
the place where it can be exchanged at a higher valuation. From 
1834 until the passage of the act of 1878 we were substanti 
without silver as a part of the money of thecountry. Now. if we 
were not successful in securing the concurrent circulation of these 
two metals at a ratio of 16 to 1 when their commercial ratio wa 
about 15.75 to 1, how can we expect to do it when the commercial 
ratio is 32 or 33 to 1? 

But itis said that the silver dollar circulates now with gold 
and has as large a peepernas power as the gold dollar. So it 
has, but it is because of the policy inaugurated by the Republican 
party of maintaining the two metals at a parity. Silver dollars 
are limited in amount, and are receivable by the Government for 
taxes and customs dues, and this makes them equal with gold. 

It is contended by some that a silver basis would be infinitely 
better for the country than the present condition of our finances, 
and Mexico has been cited as a country that is prosperous with a 
silver circulating medium. God save this country from being 
Mexicanized! It istrue that Mexico has prospered to some extent 
in the last few years, but this can be said only when her prosper- 
ity is considered on the Mexican basis. If the conditions prevailed 
here that now prevail in Mexico we would think they fell far short 
of prosperity as we understand that term. The present prosperity 
of Mexico is accounted for, not by her monetary system, but by 
her protective system. Itistheinvasion of that country by Aimeri- 
can enterprise, encouraged, as it has been, by her protective laws, 
that has given an impetus to Mexican commercial affairs despite 
her money system. 

I have no particular fondness for gold as gold. I would rather 
see the two metals circulating concurrently in every nation of the 
world, and I would welcome an international agreement that would 
bring about that result. I would welcome an international agree- 
ment between this country, Germany, and the nations composing 
the Latin Union for the free and unlimited coinage of the two 
metals at a ratio having some relation to their commercial value, 
because I believe that such an agreement might result in estab- 
lishing the value of the cheaper metal so that it could circulate as 
acompanion with gold. I would not wait for England to join us 
in such an arrangement, because I believe that if we would wait 
for that it would never be accomplished, and I do not regard her 
assent absolutely necessary. I would also be glad to see the Jills 
of small denominations withdrawn and their place taken by silver. 
But when it is pro d that this country, single-handed and 
alone, shall undertake, by opening its mints to the silver of the 
world, to double the value of: that metal, [ must enter my protest 
on behalf of a constituency that has so recently spoken with great 
emphasis against such a course. 

I confidently look forward to the day, not far in the future, 
when the Republican party, returning to power in every depart- 
ment of the Government, will place upon the statute books a law 
that will protect American interests, revive American industries, 
and place this country upon the high plane of prosperity that it 
once occupied. The present measure would be no fit companion 
for that. The two would not go handinhand. This would coun- 
teract the beneficial effect of that; it would put us out of gear, so 
to speak, with the other commercial nations of the world. \\° 
are a great nation, capable of accomplishing great things, I will 
agree, but let us recognize that there are some things that we cin 
not do. We can not change economic laws. To those of you 
on this side of the House let me say that there is no safety, either 
for the country or the party. in a departure from one of the car‘li- 
nal principles of the Republican party, namely, that a parity be- 
tween all the dollars in circulation must be maintained. I am 10 
favor of as large a use of silver as can be maintained to that stan‘: 
ard; but I must op this measure, because I believe it mean 
a return to a depreciated dollar, with all its attendant evils; be- 
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cause I believe it would put us on a silver basis, and deprive us of 
the gold which now gives stability to our money; because I believe 
that instead of giving us bimetallism in fact it would give us that 
only in name, and we should have silver monometallism in fact; 
because I believe it would be in conflict with the expressed pur- 
ose and announced principles of the Republican party that every 
yollar should be as good as every other dollar, and because I be- 
lieve it would undermine public confidence in our monetary sys- 
tem, and thereby seriously injure the business interests of the 
whole country. [Applause. ] : 

Mr. WILLIS. r. Speaker, Ican not hope toadd to the illumina- 
tion that has already been furnished to this subject by so large a 
number of gentlemen who have ably discussed it. I do not rise 
for that purpose; but I want it understood that there are a certain 
number of objections that arise in ae mind from a general view 
of the subject which I would like at least to allude to in my re- 
marks; and I shall vote accordingly. With my present convic- 
tions, the bill before us does not recommend itself at all to my ap- 
proval; and the speeches that have been made upon it, while many 
of them have been splendid specimens of forensic eloguence and 
have presented a marvelous array of facts and historical allusions, 
they have not convinced me that I should be safe in voting for the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver. 

I have noticed that those who deal with this spbject in the 
affirmative, especially, not to mention those who take the other | 
side—that those who advocate the free and unlimited coinage of | 
silver have decorated the discussion with everything that was 
splendid in the line of speech making, sometimes to the exclusion 
and damage of convincing argument. We have had logic, his- 
tory, and rhetoric, and map illustrations, and almost everything | 

ssible to create dramatic impressions upon the minds of the 
eau but after looking over the whole line of arguments and 
listening to all the discussion I have concluded that it would be 
unsafe to be controlled by those manifestations. 

I confess that I was incomparably charmed with the speech of 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TowNnr], who stood in his 
place for more than an hour and threw the fascination of his elo- 
quence over this listening assembly, and without deliberate and 
calm criticism one might have been Sas to be carried away 
by his persuasive utterances; but when the blood got cool and the 
argument was looked into, it was found not to be so cogent and so 
potent as at first indicated. I felt proud of that gentleman as he 
made his speech here. I felt an inspiring self-gratulation that Al- 
mighty God had endowed the human mind with such faculties of 
perception and arrangement and a being with such power of ut- 
terance that a speech liie that could be produced on so dry a 
subject as that oF the currency and finance. And I thought to 
myself, I am glad, furthermore, that this gentleman belongs to the 
ranks of the same great party to which I belong. I pa 
myself that that was in a great measure the kind of stuff that Re- 
publicans are made of; and I thought if this man should be carried 
away from our ranks by philosophic abstractions and untried va- 

ries, I should regret it deeply, if he should fall out by the way, 
ike the angels that followed Lucifer in the lapse from paradise, 
always beautiful, but always unfortunate. And then when he 
brought out his map I can not tell you how picturesque the whole 
scene ap ed to me. 

When I saw his little red line of silver, I believe it was, that ran 
from 1792 to 1873, and then leaped apparently over a chasm, I 
thought of all those beautiful visions in material nature that ap- 
peared to mein days gone by—of the magnificent Falls of Montmo- 
rency, of the bridal veil in the Yosemite Valley, falling a thousand 
feet at a stroke, and of the great Niagara, with its thunderings, 
and I tried to imagine whether I could not hear the echoes from 
the chasm into which it fell; but Icould not repress another vision 
which crossed my mind at that particular moment, a vision of a 
deeper and a darker chasm. Isaw great multitudes of the Amer- 
ican pa marching toward it, and I listened and thought I 
heard arising the sounds of desolation and the voice of the battling 
winds, and at the bottom thereof there were bankruptcy, business 
stagnation, congestion, and national ruin; and that, further, all 
— perils were undiscovered until it was too late to beat a re- 

ea 

We have had, too, that fascinating Syne of the circulation of 
the blood, which I think the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HaLi] 
very adroitly and successfully handled when he said that the cir- 
culation of the blood would be of no good without the action of 
the heart—the confidence of the people of the nation. And then 
I thought of the manifestation teusitenee that had been made 
with regard to this matter within the last few days, when five times 
the amount asked for by the Government upon its bond loan had 
been offered by the American people; and I queried whether or 
not this confidence grew out of the expectation that we should 
— a free and unlimited coinage bill or whether it grew out of 

© assurance that we would resist so radical a measure. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROsVENOR] very aptly referred 
to that part of the speech of the gentleman from California [Mr. 
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JOHNSON] where he rang the changes on the demand, ‘‘ Do some- 
thing for silver.” The idea struck me that the attitude of silver 
in this particular regard furnishes the keynote of the argument 
and the key to the situation. The position of silver to-day is that 
of a nursling, and we are nursing it. It needs to have something 
done for it. And Iwas amused atthepleathatthe gentleman from 
California made, that he would have us ‘‘ dosomething ” forthe sake 
of doing something—do something for the sake of movement—keep 
moving whether you succeed or not. And I can not but recall the 
unfortunate illustration with which the gentleman emphasized his 
position—the illustration of a negro trying to jump through a 
stone wall. I did not notice that in the gentleman’s narration the 
negro ever got through. I do notthinkhe did. Thatremindsme 
of the ancient ee who, doubting his identity, attempted 
to prove it by bumping his own head against a wall, and instead 
of making a hole in the wall made a hole in his head. 
Here the hammer ol 

Mr. WILLIS. I thought I was to have twenty minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ten minutes was the time 
allowed the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have not fairly got into the merits of this 
question; and I have been waiting a week for the opportunity to 
say something. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Delaware be allowed ten minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, Ido not sympathize with that kind 
of faith illustrated by the gentleman from California in his story 
of the negro attempting to jump through a stone wall. Ido not 
believe, and never have believed, that the Almighty God requires 
any man to do anything he can not do. He does not recognize 
a faith that points to the impossible, and neither ought we. 

We do not.ask the little brook 

To turn the wheel; 
Unto the larger stream we look. 

The strength of steel, 
We do not ask of silken bands; 
Nor hearts of oak from willow wands. 
We do not ask the wren to go 
Up to the heights the eagles know; 
Nor yet expect the lark’s clear note 
From out the dove’s dumb throat. 

But the gentleman from California does seem to expect that we 
shall undertake to do something that can not be done, and that 
is to coin all the silver in the world that may be brought to us 
and keep it at a parity with gold. 

Another thought has occurred tome. It has been intimated 
here that it would be a lamentable thing for us to fall upon gold 
monometallism as a permanent condition. Now, I want to ask if 
there is more danger or less danger from our present attitude of 
going to gold monometallism than there would be of going to 
silver monometallism with the free and unlimited comage of 
silver? Of course Iam brought to the choice between the two 
horns of the dilemma. If we are to come to one or the other I 
think I had better stay where I am. 

This idea of ‘‘ doing something for silver” presents itself to my 
mind inthis way. We are upholding $600,000,000 of silver to-day, 
and these advocates of free and unlimited coinage of silver wish 
us to uphold all there is. The question is, can wedo it? We have 
already performed a herculean task. The camel can bear his 
load if — do not put on the last feather that breaks his back. 

Another inquiry that arose in my mind is this: Are we as a na- 
tion ready to stand outin an isolated position against the solidarity 
of the nations of the world on this matter of silver coinage? We 
cultivate close and intimate relations with those nations in every- 
thing else. Shall weseparate from themin thisregard? We pro- 
pose to reciprocate and affiliate and aggregate in the matter of 
trade; shall we separate and segregate in the matter of money, 
which is the measure of trade? 

This question has been very properly illustrated in this debate 
by a reference to the Scriptures. *‘No man liveth to himself.” 
And the remainder of the passage might well have been cited: 
‘*No man dieth to himself.” That is applicable to this subject as 
well as to many others. I do not think we are prepared to take 
that isolated position in reference to the people of the world. We 
may lead in other things: we may lead in governmental ideas; 
we may lead in promulgating the great truths of free-and popular 
government, the principles of liberty, equality,and fraternity. But 
the question is, are we strong enough to lead in this matter of 
finance and to take an isolated position? If we are, then the propo- 
sition presents itself to my mind, if we are strong enough to force 
silver coinage alone then we are strong enough to force an inter- 
national standard; and that is what we want. I repeat, if we are 
powerful enough to force on the world free and unlimited coinage 
we are powerful enough to force an international standard, which 
I earnestly advocate. 

One otherthought. Itisaformulaof the advocates of free silver 
that money is the creature of law. Lagreetothat. I believe that 
the law of custom and legislative law together have made money 
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whatitis. But what arethe limitsofthe law? Arethey bounded 
by a single country or a single continent? What is the law but a 
universal law of the leading monetary and commercial nations of 
the world? And if we are to move in obedience to the law we 
must hearken to the law as we find it. 

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, I thought I had one or two quite interesting 
things to mre some interesting incidents with reference to this 
last —. 1¢ last point is this: I do not like the affiliation of 
the doctrine of free silver; and I would not speak here offensively 
to any gentleman nor concerning any gentleman. Ido not say 
harsh things or use harsh terms myself. I have always noticed 
that those who do are apt to receive them again in return. ButI 
am apprehensive concerning the affiliation of the doctrine of free 
silver. I find it in company with some of the most radical and 
revolutionary measures that the country has ever known. You 
know that in 1882 we had nullification, in 1860 we had secession, 
and since that time we have had Populism, socialism, spiritualism 
[laughter]|—we have had the single-tax an 

Don't let that gavel fall, Mr. Speaker. [Laughter.] I have 
got one or two of the best stories to tell you you have ever heard. 
{Renewed ee Let me get through with them and I have 
about finished what [ wanted to say. 

Down in Delaware some time ago there was one of these ‘‘ single 
taxers”” who came along. People did not know what the thing 
meant, and he never succeeded in explaining it tothem. I was 
going into town when I caught up to him, took him into the car- 
riage and drove him in. He said, during the conversation that 
followed, ‘‘ I have often heard of Delaware, and wondered why I 
did notsee, when I got here, a lot of the blue hens and chickensrun- 
ning around.” [Laughter.] He says, ‘‘ Doesit not seem strange 
that [have not seenthem?” I replied, ‘‘ Why, my friend, thatstory 
is alittle myth that grew out of the Revolutionary war.” He says, 
‘You do not tell me so; I thought it was really a breed of chick- 
ens of that kind.” [Laughter.] Isaid, “ You tell me that you are 
afree-silverman?” Hesaid, ‘‘ Yes, sir, lam; and Iknowall about 
it, and I can satisfy these people in Delaware and show them the 
rights of the matter without any difficulty.” ‘‘Oh,” says I, ‘‘thatis 
all right, I like to find a man with the courage of his convictions 
when he has founded them on extensive knowledge, on large ex- 
perience, and common sense, it is then a virtue and a force to any 
man. But when it is only the es of ignorance, and is 
fed by the secretions of an engorged liver [laughter], it is as dis- 

usting as a jewel of gold in the swine’s snout;” and then I put 
fim out. [Great laughter. ] 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. 


expired. 

Mr. WILLIS. Why, I have the best story to tell you you ever 
heard. {Laughter and es 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Iask unanimousconsent thatthe gentleman 
have five minutes’ extension. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California 
is entitled to recognition, but the Chair will submit the request. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Let him go on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. WILLIS. Twoor three nights ago I attended a spiritual- 
istic lecture in this at 

Mr. DOLLIVER. hat were you doing in a place like that? 
[Laughter. 

Mr. WILLIS. Well, now, that is none of your business, my 
friend, for after you have delivered such a magnificent speech as 
you did on yesterday you have much more to do than to ask me 
questions of that kind. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Well, go on and tell us about the lecture. 

Mr. WILLIS. I listened tothe man on spiritualism. He made 
® very good talk from his standpoint. He dwelt largely on whgt 
he called the ‘‘reciprocity of molecular action” — hter] and 
proved by it or explained the vibrations of a steel , the photo- 
graphic art, the telephone, the phonograph, and spiritualistic 
manifestations. He said they came from the same source. 
He said that the spiritual consciousness of an individual ——— 
itself by that law of reci 1 molecular action upon the spirit- 
ual consciousness of another, and thus manifested itself sensibly. 
And with this theory he swept away the Bible, the church, the 
preacher, Jesus Christ, and God himself. [Laughter.] That, he 
said, was a spiritual manifestation. I thought I would like to 
have one. However, he tolda we 4 of Seth Winchell, who died 
in Libby Prison, and whose spiri essence was projected upon 
the spiritual consciousness of the speaker through the medium of 
a certain lady. God bless the women! It seems that no great 
thing can be achieved in the world without some relation to the 
women. He said the presence of this lady was the medium 
—— which the spiritual consciousness of Seth Winchell pro- 
jected itself upon his spiritual consciousness. 

Seth Winchell revealed to him the fact that twelve before 
he had died in Libby Prison; that he died of ; that he 
had been looking for him ever since; that he had written him a 
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letter by the hand of a certain individual, which letter, it seems 
he had never received. He went on with that story. ; 

After the lecture was over I said, ‘‘I am going to look into this 
thing,” and I went upon the platform, and I said, ‘‘ My friend, [ 
want to ask you a question.” He said, ‘All right.” ‘When you 
had the spirit of Seth Winchell there, talking to him, why on 
earth didn’t you find out all about that other country? Why 
didn’t you ask him concerning its latitude and longitude?” 

A Member. And its temperature. [Laughter. 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes; ‘its temperature, and all that sort of thing. 
I have been wanting to know about that, and I have thought that 
if ever I found a hoase with a ghost in it I should buy it, if God 
would help me, because I wanted to communicate with some of 
these spiritual beings that come from the undiscovered country.” 
‘*Well,” he said, ‘‘this man’s intelligence was of small compass, 
and he could not do much in that line.” ‘‘ Why,” I said, ‘he had 
brains enough to tell you he had died in Libby Prison, and that he 
starved to death, and that he had written you a letter and sent it 
by another person, and all that. I should think he could tell you 
some things about the topography of the glory land, or otherwise, 
as the case might be. But, however,” said I, ‘‘I want to ask you 
Sime question. Are you for free silver or agin it?” [Laugh- 

Tr. 

r. Speaker, he caught me by the hand, and said he, ‘‘ You bet 

I am for it every time and allthrough.” Said I, ‘I am satisfied.” 
{Laughter.] ‘‘I do not like the affiliations.” [Laughter.] But, 
sir, there is a great conservative force that stands between the 
American people and the confirmation of this idea. It is the 
epitome of the eager of righteousness; itis theembodiment ani 
aggregation of the best political opinion that the world has ever 
known. It is the great Republican party. 
publican side. 

The SPE The time of the gentleman has 


ee 

r. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, I should like consent that the 

— from Delaware occupy the remainder of the time, and 
will take my chance in the five-minute debate to give the gen- 

tleman at least some understanding of what the single tax is, and 

to answer his argument. I think it would spoil his speech and 

not help me much to interrupt him at this time. [Applause. | 

Mr. WILLIS. During the other evening session Dieaed the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], and I have learned 
to like him very much. Iam glad that you did not censure him 
the other day. I do not think he meant anything wrong at all. | 
am glad you did what you did with that resolution in sending it 
to the Judiciary Committee. I thought I heard him say—I sup- 
pose it was ‘‘in the heat of the moment”—that the Republican 

arty had ruined the country for thirty years. That is a wonder- 

ulthing. It ‘‘ruined the country” when those fellows were try- 
ing to tear down the house over our heads, to destroy the old fam- 
ily mansion, when it stood in the forefront and met their brave 
legions successfully, and then hung out the white flag, hung up 
the “ bruised arms for monuments,” and displaced the roll of the 
battle drum and the loud clarion of war with the sweet music of 
friendship and peace and good will. [Applause. } 

It ‘ruined the country” when, through the tortuous methods 
and times of reconstruction, it steered the old ship safe until we 
wereone people again. It ‘‘ruined the country ” when it provided 
for the stretching out of the great wgis of its protection over the 
industries of America, until the chimneys smoked in every valley 
and on every hill, and the bread cry ceased in the streets of every 
city, and the soup houses were closed, and the poor man’s table 
was supplied with bread, and the firesides of the American dwellers 
ae happy from the east to the west, from the north to the 
south, 

It ‘‘ruined the country” when, in 1878, it provided for the re- 
—— of specie payments and put the American currency on 
a solid, living, and healthy basis, so that to-day in every land be- 
neath the sun where monetary transactions are conducted any of 
our money, whether paper or otherwise, is as good as it is here at 


ome. 

It ‘‘ruined the country” when, in 1892, it had the largest ex- 
ports and the largest imports that it ever has had in all its history, 
and when the exports were $180,000,000 more than the imports, 
and the currents of trade, and co uently the currents of ex- 
—_ were toward ourshores. The Treasury was not bankrwut, 
and the cry did not go forth for the issuing of bonds. ‘ Ruined 
the country!” Why, sir, the nations of the world stand still and 
look with wonder upon her prosperity. She has become the cyno- 
sure of the observers of creation, at I doubt not that those in the 
invisible land are well pleased to know that there is a country 
where every man may be free and prosperous, and where all men 
may be brothers, and where liberty, equality, and fraterity are the 
touchstones of peace and the assurance of happiness. [Applause. | 

And then, on motion of Mr. DineLry (at 11 o'clock and 57 min- 
utes a. m.), Thursday, February 13, 1896, the House adjourned 
until 12 o’clock m. 


[Applause on the Re- 
ER pro tempore. 
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The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry M, CouDEN. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman from Maine will—— 

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman from Maine allow me to pre- 
sent a report on a privileged resolution? It is an inquiry. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It it is privileged, of course it can come in. 

Mr. HITT. It is privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, 


BERNARD CAMPBELL. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs to report back to the House with a favorable 
recommendation, with one amendment, a resolution which came 
from the House January 27, and to ask for its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, presents a privileged report, which 
the Clerk wii read. 

The Clerk reac: as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to transmit tothe House of Rep 
resentatives, if not inconsistent with the public interest, the correspondence 
with the Government of Haiti concerning the claim of Bernard Campbell, of 
Boston, Mass., for injuries inflicted upon him by Haitian soldiers in endeay- 
oring to force him by Haitian into the naval service of Haiti. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Amend by striking out the words “ by Haitian,” in line 11 of the resolution, 
after the words “force him.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
whica the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


RECALL OF A BILL. 
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Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | 


present consideration of a resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a resolution which the 
Clerk will report. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 


President of the United States is hereby requested to return to the House 
Senate bill 79, for the correction of a verbal error. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


COIN REDEMPTION FUND. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of House bill 2904, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, General debate has been closed by order of 
the House, and the Clerk will report the Senate amendment to 
House bill 2904. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, before making the motion to 
nonconcur in the Senate amendment, as instructed by the major- 
ity of the Ways and Means Committee, I may say that it is the in- 
tention of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] to move to 
concur, and as that motion would take priority, the motion to con- 
cur will be the question in order in the Committee of the Whole. 
Under the order that has been adopted by the House, the bill is 
to be considered in Committee of the Whole under the five-minute 
rule until 4 o’clock, and at 4 o’clock the question is to be taken on 
what will then be the pending motion, to be made by the gentle- 
man from Georgia, on concurrence in the Senate amendment, 


which is to strike out all after the enacting clause of the House | 


bill and insert another bill, as sent over by the Senate; and as the 


negative of concurrence will be nonconcurrence, that will be the | 


only vote taken at 4 o’clock, and that if the committee should 
recommend nonconcurrence, the bill will be immediately reported 
to the House with that recommendation. But under ah arrange- 
ment made between myself and the gentleman from Georgia, who 
represents the minority of the committee, he desires to close de- 
bate in behajf of the minority of the Committee on Ways and 
Means to-morrow rather than to-day. If he should then occupy 
one hour, another hour would be occupied by members represent- 
ing the majority of the Ways and Means Committee. That would 
bring the roll call, the vote by yeas and nays, to-morrow soon 

2 o'clock. The votes to-day will be in Committee of the 
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Whole, and, being in Committee of the Whole, the yeas and nays 
of course can not be called. 

I desire to make a simple statement, further, in reference to the 
parliamentary situation of the bill under consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole this afternoon until 4 o'clock. After the gen- 
tleman from Georgia shall have made his motion to concur the 
bill will be open to a motion or motions to concur with an amend- 
ment. The only motion that would then be in order would be 
one to concur with an amendment, and when one shall be disposed 
of, then another, and at 4 o'clock, the other moti: 
disposed of, the vote will be taken in Commi 
the question of concurring or nonconcurring, as 
said. 

I have thought it proper, Mr. Chairman, to make this statement 
of the parliamentary situation, so that gentlemen who are prepar- 
ing amendments which they desire to offer may be enabled to put 
them in the parliamentary form of moving to concur with an 
amendment in the Senate amendment, which is to strike out all 
of the House bill and to insert instead the Senate bill. 

In this connection, [ desire to say that, on account of the parlia- 
mentary situation, gentlemen will observe that the bill is not in 
a condition that amendments of a vital character can be properly 


having been 
of the Whole on 
[ have already 


ttee 


offered, because that would involve concurrence in the Senate 
amendment. which, I take it, the majority of the House is un- 
willing to do. The majority having deliberately passed a bill 


here, 1 take it that they do not intend to recede from their action 
thus deliberately taken. Even if amendments be such as, under 
other circumstances, as separate measures, the Committee of the 
Whole or the House would be ready to adopt, they can not safely 
be accepted in the present condition of the bill. I shall ask, 
therefore, that the Committee of the Whole reject all propositions 
to concur with an amendment, in order that we may be brought 
to the straight question of concurrence or nonconcurrence in the 
Committee of the Whole; andif there are propositions of sufficient 
merit to deserve the consideration of the House they should be 
brought forward as separate measures. Having made this state- 
ment, I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIin], 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I was going to direct atten- 
tion to a fact which has been brought out by the gentleman from 
Maine in his last remarks, but possibly not with the distinctness 
it deserves. While the gentleman has stated the parliamentary 
situation up tothe last stage correctly, the fact remains that as the 
motion that is to be made by the gentleman from Georgia | Mr. 
Crisp] to concur in the Senate amendment may be pending at 
any time with a motion to concur with an amendment, the way 
for the committee to get at whatever it wants in addition to what 
the Senate bill carrie ; is, when one amendment to concur with an 
amendment is voted down, to make another motion meur 
with an amendment and vote upon that, and so on. 

Mr. DINGLEY. IthinkI have stated that. When one motion 
to concur with an amendment shall have been rejected, then 
another motion to concur with another amendment will be in or- 
der until 4 o’clock, when the vote must be taken on the straight 


to ¢ 


| question of concurreace or nonconcurrence in the Senate amend- 


ment. 

Mr. BRUMM. 
nay vote? 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
amendment. 

Mr. BRUMM. 
offered? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all; unless an amendment should be 
adopted in Committee of the Whole. If no amendment is adopted 
in Committee of the Whole, then the only vote to be taken in the 
House will be the action of the committee on the motion which 
the gentleman from Georgia {Mr. Crisp] proposes to make, on 
which there will be a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to state to the commit- 
tee that I misunderstood the arrangement as set forth in the Rrec- 
orD of Monday and presumed that the final vote would be taken 
this afternoon at 4 o'clock. In order to be present on that occasion 
I have twice postponed matters of a business character that neces- 
sarily call me away, and, without any further statement now, and 
while I can not be present at the vote, I desire the Recorp to 
show that if I were present I would vote not to concur in the 
Senate substitute, and would vote also against all amendments 
that may be proposed. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Maine a question in regard to the parliamentary situation. 
If I understand him correctly he says that all amendments must be 
offered with a motion to concur. 

Mr. DINGLEY. To concur with an amendment. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will it be in order to move 
to concur and strike out all after the enacting clause? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the amendment of the Senate, to 


Is there any way by which we can get a yea-and- 


You will have that in the House on the Senate 


But I mean on the amendments that may be 


strike out all after the enacting clause of the House bill and insert 
the Senate bill, 
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Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. My question is: Will it bein 
order to move to strike out all of the Senate proposition, leaving 
only the enacting clause, and to insert? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. The House bill has been com- 
pleted by the House and is not subject to amendment here. You 
can not touch the House bill; all you can touch is the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then, will it be in order at 
some stage of the proceedings to offer a substitute for the Senate 


bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That would be to move to concur with an 
amendment. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is what I wanted to 


ow. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, certainly; a motion to concur in the Sen- 
ate amendment with an amendment would be in order. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the Committee of the Whole 
report to the House a recommendation of nonconcurrence in the 
Senate amendment to the House bill. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I move that the Committee of the 
Whole report this bill to the House with the recommendation 
that the House concur in the Senate amendment. I do not pro- 
pose now to discuss that question. At a later period, under the 
arrangement that has been made, I shall have an opportunity 
of doing so. Pending the consideration of the bill in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, of course any sentleman may move that the 
House agree in the Senate amendment with an amendment. Natur- 
ally that motion takes precedence of mine, because if my mo- 
tion shall prevail the matter will be ended and no vote can be had 
on the other proposition. I suggest, therefore, on behalf of the 
committee, that if there are a number of amendments which 
gentlemen desire to offer and on which they wish to have votes 
taken in Committee of the Whole, it will be necessary for the com- 
mittee, when a proposition is presented, to discuss it briefly and 
vote upon it, so that other propositions may be di of in the 
same way; because when the hour of 4 o’clock arrives the consid- 
eration of the matter in Committee of the Whole will be closed 
under the order of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Cony coy CRISP] 
mives that the Committee of the Whole report this bill back to 
the House with the recommendation that the House concur in the 
Senate amendment. That question takes precedence. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, I move to con- 
cur in the Senate amendment with an amendment which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 
nent by striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting as fol- 

 BROTION 1. From and after the Ist day of July, 1896, the mints of the 
United States shall be open to the unlimi coinage of silver the product of 
mines situated in the United States, upon the same terms and conditions as 
the same was coined prior to 1873. 

“Spo. 2. From and after July 1, 1896, there shall be levied and collected an 


import duty of 10 cents per ounce upon all silver the product of mines sit- 
uated out of the United States.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the last part of that amendment, the dealing with 
tariff duties, that it is not germane to the bill. is bill does not 
deal with tariff duties. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California desire 
to be heard upon the point of order? The gentleman from Maine 
makes the point of order that the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from California is not germane to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment is put 
in a wrong form for any of it to be in order. It should be a mo- 
tion to concur with an amendment. You can not move to strike 
out all after the enacting clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California moves to 
concur with the amendment which has been read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If that is his motion, to concur with an 
amendment, is his amendment intended as a substitute for the 
Senate substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand as to that. 
The gentleman from California will perhaps answer the question 
of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Chairman, I suppose it is 
owing to the condition of my health that I have failed to under- 
stand either the Chair or the gentleman from Maine as to whether 
the point of order is made —_— my entire amendment or only 

t the second section of it. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, the proposition of the gentleman 
from California is practically to nonconcur, and therefore the 
motion is out of order, because the motion to nonconcur has been 
already made. The gentleman calls his proposition a motion to 
concur, but it is really a motion for nonconcurrence. He moves 
to strike out all of the te proposition after the enacting clause, 
That is not concurrence; it is nonconcurrence, 
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Mr. DINGLEY. I think the gentleman from California can 
probably modify his amendment so as to bring the first part of it 
within the rule. He must put his amendment in the form so tha: 
it shall be an amendment of the Senate substitute, not touching 
the House bill, which is not open to amendment. - 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. That is what I intended to do, 
Mr. Chairman. My motion was to amend the Senate substitute. 
The intention that I had was to move to concur in the Senate su}- 
stitute by striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting 
an amendment, or a bill, providing for the coinage of Americay 
silver and rye a duty upon foreign silver. That was what | 
wanted to do, andif my motion is not in order and gentlemen wi]] 
tell me why, I shall be much obliged and will try to change it so 
as to make it in order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Icallthe gentleman’s attention to the fact that 
he moves to strike out all after the enacting clause, which takes 
the whole of the House bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I am perfectly willing to take it 
all out. [Laughter.] I did not vote for it. it is not my child, 
I am willing to kill it at any time or in any way. Iam not ac- 
quainted with the rules which teach how not to do it. [ am 
acquainted only with the rules which teach us how to do it, not 
with those rules which teach us how not to doit. [Laughter | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the point of order is 
well taken. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I move to concur in the Senate 
amendment with an amendment striking out all after the first sec- 
tion and inserting the amendment which I send to the desk. Is 
that in order? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman want to leave in the free- 
coinage provision? It occurs to me that the gentleman will ac- 
complish his — by moving to concur in the Senate amendment 
with an amendment striking out that amendment commencing 
with section 1 and inserting what he sends up. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. That was what I intended; but 
the Chair, as I understood, ruled the provision out of order. 

Now I will follow the woe of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the portion of the gentleman’s amenid- 
ment which relates to customs duties is not germane to this bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Well, I withdraw the second 
section, so as to have a vote soenry 02 the other. Following the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Maine, I move to concur in the 
Senate substitute with an amendment striking out that substitute 
and inserting a provision for the coinage of American silver. I 
withdraw the second section of my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from California state 
ee ition in? 

. JOHNSON of California, At the suggestion of my friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT], who is an expert parliamen- 
tarian in Massachusetts, whatever he may be in Congress |laugh- 
ter], I ask permission to withdraw my motion temporarily, sothat 
I may write it out in a shape which will represent my views. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California, as the 
Chair understands, will present his amendment later. 

Mr. LONG. I move to concur in the Senate amendment with 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 1 of the Senate substitute add the following: 

es led, That this section shall apply to the coinage of silver mined in 
the United States of America only.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the De from Kansas [Mr. Lone]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand, this amendment leaves the 
free-coina a just as it came from the Senate. 

Mr. LONG. This confines free coinage to the product of the 
silver mines of the United States only. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, money adds no value to anything 
without preexisting labor. Law, within its jurisdiction, fixes he 
debt-paying value of money by making it legal tender; but real 
value in money for trade and commerce is no more the creature of 
law than is value in flocks, herds, and cultivated fields. Law 
fixes the unit of value, but can not fix or make the value in tho 
unit. That is done by the dealers in the commodities for which 
money is exchanged, and it is graded according to the cost of pro- 
duction, the supply and demand of money, and the commodities at 
the time of the exc. . Thedealerin the products of labor fixes 
the value of what shall be received for them. The woodchopper 
on the banks of the Mississippi River, near the close of the rebe!- 
lion, when hailed by a steamboat captain, who asked whether his 
wood was for sale, answered, “Yes.” The captain inquired, 
‘How much a cord?” ‘ How do you propose to pay?” ‘* Jn Con- 
federate money.” ‘‘Then cord for cord.” [Laughter.] | 

If it were possible to pass a law which would be sustained ly 
the courts providing that every 3-year-old steer should pay a debt 
of $20, that would be the pose bed value of the steer; but the 
butcher, if he bought it, would pay only what its meat, when 
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dressed, could be sold for to his customers. Law can compel the 
creditor to receive from his debtor what the law says shall dis- 
charge thedebt. But lawcan not compel a dealer in the products 
of labor in the course of trade to exchange his ownership for any- 
thing that he does not at the time consider an equivalent of what 
he parts with. : 

When contracting a debt, if the seller knows what he must re- 
ceive his debt in and does not believe the article worth in real value 
thecommodity he is selling, he adds to the price of his commodity 
so as to make it even; and the greater his doubt or distrust, the 
greater per cent he adds, until the distrust makes the proposed 
article of exchange worthless. So every dealer in commodities 
judges for himself as to the value of articles in actual exchange. 
But when the value of his commodity is put into a debt, then he 
must take in its discharge what the law declares legal tender. 

Legal tender creates no value; it simply declares what shall pay 

debt. 
conten of labor, and no legislative enactment can make it such. 
It may be used as such temporarily, under the stress of some 
overruling necessity; but if continued any length of time will, 
by the inevitable expansion and contraction that must follow, end 
in bankruptcy and financial ruin. The question before us is 
whether it would be wise for this Government alone, without the 
cooperation of any other nation, to open its mints to the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver, stamping 371} grains of pure silver 
asa dollar? When it is thus stamped with the unit we have fixed 
by law, its debt-paying value is fixed at $1, but its commercial 
value isnot changed. If it were, what would be the use of put- 
ting the stamp ‘‘ One dollar” on 371} grains? Why not stamp that 
amount of silver as $1,000? We could do it just as easily. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
any MEMBERS. Go on! 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman’s time be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROW. I thank the committee, Mr. Chairman, for its 
courtesy, and I will proceed as speedily as possible with my illus- 
tration in reference to the unit value of money. 

For successful business at home and in trade with the nations, 
debt-paying value and commercial value ought to be the same. 
And it is essential that a standard or measure of values should be 
recognized alike by all the dealers in the commodities or real 
values for which the standard or measure is exchanged. Money 
is the commodity used to facilitate the exchange of other com- 
modities and to settle the difference in the values of the commodi- 
ties. Its chief employment is to pay balances in business. The 
standard or measure of values should therefore retain the same 
value when paid out that it had when it was received; otherwise 
somebody would be the loser by its use. And it should contain 
the greatest amount of commercial value in the smallest space; 
for weight and bulk affect the convenience and expense in its use. 

Gold [holding up a twenty-dollar gold piece] represents what the 
commercial nations of the earth, or the most of them, have adopted 
as a standard or measure of value. In this gold piece there are 
twenty units of value by our law; and in this roll of twenty sil- 
ver dollars there are the same number. But the bulk of the 
silver is over twenty times greater and the weight is sixteen 
times greater. The value of the twenty units in the silver, if 
there was no pledge of the Government to keep them on a par- 
ity in the markets would to-day be about one-half of the com- 
mercial value of the same units in the gold dollar, while the debt- 
paying value is the same in each. If, then, there is to be but 
one standard of value the gold would be preferable by reason of 
its greatly less bulk and weight. If the two standards of gold 
and silver could be kept equal—that is, interchangeable in pur- 
chasing power—then it would be best to have both, for thereby 
the silver could be added to the volume of circulation. 

If our mints were now opened to the free and unrestricted coin- 
age of silver at 16 to 1, what would be the result? A merchant in 

raace, Germany, or England owing our citizens $1,000,000 could 
bring silver and have it coined here, and if the commercial value 
of silver, 3714 grains, in his country was 50 cents he could have 
what cost him $500,000 stamped at our mint for $1,000,000, with 
which he could pay his debts. But an American merchant owing 
in either of these countries could not do the same thing by taking 
the American silver dollar there. His $1,000,000 in standard 
American silver dollars would pay his creditors there $500,000. 

[Here the hammer fell. | 
_ Mr. GROW. I should be very much pleased to have the further 
asence of the committee for five minutes, and then I will yield 

oor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania proceeding for five minutes longer? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. [I object. 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, in December 





A thing of no commercial value is not an equivalent of a | 
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last this House, in partial response to the urgent call of the Presi- 
dent, passed a bill, which has been nominally returned to us by the 
Senate, but which is not really before us. The House has the 
power to originate revenue bills and the Senate has the power 
Under a claimed power of amendment 
the Senate has struck out of the House bill everything after the 
enacting clause and has sent us an entirely different measure. If 
such a proceeding was contemplated by the framers of the Consti- 
tution when they gave the Senate the power to amend revenue 
bills then the right of the House to originate such measures is not 
worth the ink required to write it into the Constitution. 

When the House bill was sent to the Senate there could be no 
question as to the truth of two propositions: First, that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury then had the power to issue bonds; and 
second, that it was necessary for him to exercise that power in the 
near future, in order to prevent a collapse in the Treasury. The 
House gave him no new authority, but simply modified that which 
he already possessed. Instead of requiring him to issue thirty-year 
4 per cent bonds, or a bond for a shorter term at a higher rate, in 
order to provide temporary funds, it gave him the power to issue 
five-year 3 per cent bonds, and the bill was passed with a speed 
which the urgency of the situation required. 

After six weeks of delay and of acoteuie debate on other ques- 
tions, the Senate returns to us a new measure. The Secretary 
had already been compelled to act, and the cost to this country of 
the failure of the Senate to adopt the House bill can be pretty 
accurately measured. The total minimum interest charge that 
must be paid - the people on the one hundred-million-dollar loan 
recently placed will be $116,000,000. The total minimum interest 
charge on a loan of that size under the House bill would have 
been $15,000,000. It is a significant fact that the House measure 
of relief was set aside against the votes of Senators who represent 
a majority of 10,000,000 of the American people. Such is the un- 
equal composition of that body that the people will be compelled 
to pay an excess of more than $100,000,000 of interest, nearly equal 
to the cost of the Revolutionary war, on account of the contemp- 
tuous levity with which the House bill was treated by the Senate, 
and against the protests of the great majority of the people 
through their representatives in both Houses of Congress. 

It seems to me that this indicates the propriety of our discuss- 
ing to-day a change in the composition of the Senate rather than 
the free coinage of silver, and if it can not be made a more modern 
or representative body on account of the peculiar provision of the 
Constitution with regard to the equal representation of the 
States, then it may be pertinent to discuss the question of reduc- 
ing the powers which that body has under the Constitution. 

The Senate bill, while ostensibly for bimetallism, is really for 
silver monometallism. It requires a change in our standard of 
money which would produce a financial revolution in this coun- 
try. Ever since the 1st of January, 1879, our dollar has been worth 
the intrinsic value of the gold in a gold dollar, for, in effect, gold 
is our money of ultimate redemption. If the Senate bill should 
ass, there can be no question that our dollar of redemption would 
e the silver dollar. here is nothing more unsocial ion curren- 
cies of different values, and it is beyond the power of any Govern- 
ment to compel moneys of different values to circulate on terms of 
equality. Sothat, beyond all question, the unit which would meas- 
ure all debt and all values in this country under the Senate bill 
would be the value of the bullion in the silver dollar. 

Admit, for the sake of the argument, everything that has been said 
by the advocates of free coinage with regard to the stability of the 
value of silver and the increase of the value of gold, and they have 
not justified in a degree such an abrupt and revolutionary 
change in our standard of value. But their arguments to prove 
the stability of the valueof silver utterly fail. It is doubtless true 
that the common articles of use have decreased in value since 
1873, as compared with gold, but it must be remembered that the 
methods of production have improved and have been greatly 
cheapened. If new inventions enable us to produce shoes or cot- 
ton cloth at one-quarter of the labor cost of 1873, it would be ab- 
surd to ask that we should use a standard of value which would 
maintain its par with the old and exploded methods of production. 
The unit of production is human labor, and if you will compare 
the wages of 1873 and those of 1893 with gold, you will find that 
all grades of labor received higher wages in gold in 1893 than in 
1873. [Applause. ] 

{Here the hammer fell. } 


[Mr. MAGUIRE addressed the committee. 
[Mr. BLUE addressed the committee. 
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Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. MaGurrE],in his remarks a few moments ago, accounted 
for the maintenance of our silver circulation at a parity with gold 
by the pledge contained in the act of 1890 declaring that it was 
the policy of this Government to maintain all of its circulation 
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at a parity, and some tleman on the other side of the House, 
in Si oninn himself to this question in this debate, accounted 
for it in the same way. I think, sir, there is no support for this 
contention, because if the declaration contained in the act of 1890 is 
all that sustains the parity of our silver circulation now, the ques- 
tion arises, What sustained it from 1878 to 1890, when no such 
pledge existed? 

When the Bland-Allison Act was under consideration in the Sen- 
ate and in this House, it was argued by some of the greatest men 
of the nation in both Houses that, according to all known laws of 
finance, the dollar which was going to be issued under the pro- 
visions of that act being a depreciated dollar would necessarily 
drive out all money intrinsically more valuable, and result in plac- 
ing the country on a silver basis, with silver as our only circula- 
tion. It was contended that as the silver which would make up 
that dollar was not worth at that time more than 90 cents, the 
operation of Gresham’s law, which it was argued was invariable, 
would produce the results which I have stated. And it seemed, 
Mr. Chairman, that that argument was perfectly logical, the only 
answer made to it at the time being that made now, that the in- 
creased use of silver, to result from its restoration to coinage even 
in this limited way, would cause such a rise in its value that it 
would not become depreciated as money. 

But those who opposed the law failed to take into consideration 
this fact, that while the dollar which was going to be issued would 
be intrinsically worth less than its face called for, no more of such 
dollars could be issued under the terms of the proposed law than 
uses could be found for at a parity with gold. So Jong as the circu- 
lation of that money is thus limited, so-long it will be at a parity 
with gold, and whenever that limit is passed it will cease to be at 
a parity with gold. The United States takes from the ple of 
the Government every year between five and six hundred million 
dollars for the payment of the expenses of the Government. 
There were being issued at that time, under the provisions of the 
Bland Act, about $2,000,000 per month. Ofcourse the money thus 
issued would be worth its face in oa because every dollar of it 
would serve the p of a gold dollar, and the same condition 
of things has existed until now. 

As the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLU] has just said, there 
is not a nation on earth which limits the circulation of its silver 
to an amount that can be used that does not maintain it at a parity, 
and there is nota nation on the earth that exceeds that limit, there 
is not a nation that permits the unlimited coinage of all the silver 
brought to its mints, that is not to-day upon a silver basis, with its 
money not worth one cent more than the market value of the metal 
contained init. If these be facts, and I believe no one denies them, 
our ability to bring about a different result, that is, to maintain 
the parity of silver with gold when admitted to coinage without 
limit and cost, must depend upon the assumption, and only upon 
the assumption, that the greatness and power of the United States 
are sufficient to supersede the operation of the well-known laws 
of finance which control matters of this kind throughoutthe world. 

I do not see, Mr. Chairman, that that assumption rests upon 
any rational conclusion which can be drawn from admitted facts. 
No nation ever has been able to control financial laws by legisla- 
tive enactments. We can not bya statute of Congress give a 
value to a piece of metal which it does not possess except in the 
way I have indicated. So long as we keep the total issue of silver 
circulation within the limits which I have referred to, that is, 
sufficient to pay the taxes and to a certain extent for exchange 

urposes in the United States, so long the dollar will be worth 
cents in gold. But the very moment you pass that limit you 
follow the example of all the nations—many of them with more 
pulation and using as much money as the people of the United 
States—that have by the unlimited coinage of silver put them- 
selves and kept themselves upon a silver basis. 

All the powers of this Government and of the people of the 
United States, great as they are, are insufficient to permanently 
negative what may be called the natural laws of trade and finance, 
end our present financial condition proves the truth of this state- 
ment. Notwithstanding the declaration in the act of 1890 that the 
United States will maintain the parity of its circulation, notwith- 
standing the fact that her silver money is full legal tender for all 
debts, and that every dollar of it is practically redeemed annually 
by being absorbed in payment of taxes, yet as a matter of fact 
this very ——e is discredited. While it is the equal of gold in 
debt-paying and purchasing power, it is not the equal of gold asa 


- repository or — of value, and hence does not as freely and 
the 


equally serve nections of money. From this fact, and 
this fact alone, that silver is intrinsically worth less than it calls 
for, no one keeps it longer than he can get rid of it. No one will 
exchange gold for it in any considerable sums, because gold will do 
to keep and it will not. 

It is as good as gold to pay debts and taxes, hence is in active 
circulation; it will not do for a ae day, henceit is not put away 
by those who are providing for such weather. An illustration of 
this feeling recently came under my own observation. 
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A farmer who was an ardent free silverite, and, I think, a Pop- 
ulist, made a sale of some cattle, and desiring to put away tho 
money, stipulated that the price should be paid in gold. He did 
this, he said, because, while he believed silver was as good as 
gold, he might be mistaken about it, and he didn’t want to ruy 
any risks, 

If with a circulation of less than five hundred million, which 
the United States is not only pledged to maintain at par, but which 
it redeems every year by accepting for taxes, the unrest in th. 
public mind has resulted in the practical depreciation of one fori, 
of money to which I have referred and the consequent hoarding \¢ 
the other form, intrinsically more valuable, what would be thio 
result if all limit was taken off and the country confronted wit}; 
the fact that silver would be added to our circulation so long ay 
the builion was less valuable than the coined money? 

One of two results would be inevitable—we would either raiso 
the silver of the world to a oy with = at a ratio of 16 to | 
or our silver would descend to the level of its bullion value as 
fixed by the markets of the world. 

In the former case the hopes of those who think all blessings 
flow from a depreciated circulation would be sadly disappointed: 
the latter would entail losses almost beyond computation. 

Mr. Chairman, the idea has been industriously cultivated that 
the volume of money controls values, and that the mere addi- 
tion to our circulation of silver, or any other kind of money, 
would have the effect to increase the prices of products and rc- 
store general prosperity; and it is because of this conviction in 
the minds of the people that they give so strong a support to tho 
demand for the free and unlimited coinage of silver. In my 
judgment the facts of our own history explode the theory. Cheap 
money raises prices, whether the volume be large or small, that 
is when the volume is sufficiently large to displace all that is, 
more valuable, but abundance of money, intrinsically worth as 
— as its face value, while it stimulates trade does not inflate 
values. 

This fact is proved by the effect upon our markets of the issue 
of greenbacks during and after the war between the States. 

As this form of circulation (not money, because it never was 
money and is not now) declined, pricesrose. After the resumption 
act was passed and greenbacks began to appreciate prices declined 
until the greenback price represented the gold price. Meantime 
there had not only m no contraction, but on the contrary a 
gradual increase in the volume of our circulation; in fact, we 
have now more money,in the aggregate and per capita, in the 
United States than we had during the period of the highest infia- 
tion in the years immediately succeeding the close of the war or 
any period prior to the resumption of specie payments. 

4 the light of these facts how can it be expected that the mere 
additien of silver in any quantities to our circulation can in- 
crease prices, unless the money thus added is depreciated? If tho 
silver dollar continues to be worth as much as a gold dollar no 
one will part with it unless he gets in exchange the value of a 
gold dollar. 

This fact, Mr. Chairman, is again illustrated by existing con- 
ditions. A pound of American cotton is worth, say, 7 cents, 
whether paid for in gold or American silver. If sold for Mexican 
silver it is worth 14 cents, or about that, simply because 14 cents 
- that silver is the equivalent of 7 centsin gold or American 
silver. 

Now, if our free-coinage friends could enact their ideas into 
law and maintain, as they claim, the parity of our circulation, we 
would still receive 7 cents in gold or silver forour cotton. If, on 
the coatrary, our silver should depreciate to the level of the silvvr 
of other countries, we would receive 14 cents in silver, but it 
would be worth in purchasing power only 7 cents of our present 
money. I think, sir, these deductions are fair and reasonable, and 
show the fallacy of the usual free-silver arguments. ) 

In ancient times men wasted their lives and fortunes in the 
vain effort to discover the process by which nature formed tlic 

recious metals, and raed oblivious of the fact that the mere 

iscovery of the secret of nature would destroy the value of the 
product, 

Then, as now, the vain effort is being made to overcome natural 
laws and create riches by legislation instead of by labor. 

The people have been indoctrinated with the idea that values ar 
Pred | w law, and that legislation can dispense with effort. | 
do not believe in any such doctrines nor that any class of our 
citizens would be benefited by the degradation of our circulation, 
except those who might be enabled to pay their debts in depr 
ciated money. All ecieten any desire to do so, and common 
honesty would forbid the adoption of any policy which would 
lead to such a result. ; 

Neither do I believe, sir, that it would be possible to avert such 
financial disturbances as to paralyze the business of the count’) 
for years if we agreed to the Senate amendment. In discussing 
this subject in the last Congress I took occasion to say that in m) 











; the national platform of the Democratic party did not 
jnigmiate the enactment of such legislation. 
After quoting the platform, I said: 


only be accomplished by an act which, while it limited coin- 
ane — tions as would avoid the danger of placing the country on 


‘lve is, would recognize silver as a money metal and not treat it asa 
one i, as was done by the act of 1890. 5 
The experience we obtained from the operation of the Bland Act proves 
iclusively that silver coi limited to the needs of the country can be 
eaiael on its own merit, and without being convertible into gold, and no 
3 which falls short of admitting silver bullion to the mints, to be coined 
into money on @ ratio fixed by law, can restore it to the value lost by being 


demonet not a line or syllable of that law (the Bland Act) which makes the 


€ C Ss co p Oo y 
Government in ORY Nivel thelr deposit in the Treasury. They are legal 
tender for debt only, yet notwithstanding their bullion value Gopresinted 40 
sr cent, they continued to circulate as freely as Treasury or bank notes. 
Mir Speaker, the clear duty of the Democratic party, in my judgment, was 
to enact such a statute. We could not go to the length of free and unlimited 
coinage without running the risk of having more silver coined into money 
than the business of the country would sustain at par. I do not say that 
such would have been the result, or that I believe it would, but if the argu- 
ments of those who advocate the single standard be true such would have 
been the consequence. Under the limitations of the platform we were not 
authorized to make the experiment or run the risk. We did not promise 
the people that we would. Onthe contrary that by the safeguards of legisla- 
tion we would insure the maintenance of the parity of the two metals and 
the equal power of every dollar at all times in the markets and in payment 
of debts. 

These remarks were made on the ist of November, 1893. Since 
then the views I then expressed have to some extent been modified. 
I did not feel certain then that the unlimited coinage of silver 
would result in silver monometaillism. I firmly believe it now, 
and I have become convinced that the double standard, so called, 
is a fiction of the imagination—a myth which has no existence in 
fact. We may measure transactions by gold or by silver, but not 
by both, unless they are at a parity. Then you have at best one 
standard. 

I maintain now, as I did then, that a law a for the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver is not called for by the platform 
of my party; that it would be ruinous to the best interests of the 
country, and I shall therefore vote against the Senate amendment. 

Mr. HUTCHESON obtained the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Irise toapointoforder. Isub- 
mit that further debate on this question is out of order, and I refer 
the Chair to paragraph 5 of Rule XXIII. I do not want to cutoff 
anybody who may want to address the House, but I should like a 
vote on this question withinareasonabletime. If ageneral agree- 
ment can be reached that the debate be limited to ten minutes, I 
make no objection to the continuance of the discussion; otherwise 
I must insist on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is familiar with the rule to which 
the gentleman refers, but under the practice in the Committee of 
the Whole it is usual to allow the five-minute debate on an amend- 
ment to run on, under the theory that gentlemen desiring to speak 
will move to strike out the last word or make some other pro 
forma motion, until a limitation of time is fixed. That has been 
the practice. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then I ask unanimous consent 
that the debate on this amendment be limited to fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that debate on 
the pending amendment be limited to fifteen minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Chairman, I have not troubled this 
House during this session with any remarks; and as this debate 
- been limited to fifteen minutes, I should like to have ten of 

nem. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Iask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. HutrcuEson] be extended so that he 
may have ten minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to occupy the last five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. W1L- 
LIAMS] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. HutcHeson] be allowed five minutes additional time. Is 
there objection? e Chair hears none. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Chairman, I trust that the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. McCLEARY] who spoke on this subject yester- 
day isin the Hall; hewashereafew minutesago. Idesire to answer 
for him the question which I asked him in the course of his speech 
and which he very properly declined to entertain because he had 
not time. But I considered that question adjourned until such 
time as I might be able myself to answer it. 

Gentlemen who saw the figures and the maps exhibited to this 
House by the gentleman from Minnesota will recollect this state- 
ment made by him: 'That never in the history of this country had 
human labor and the wages paid to human labor been able to buy 
more, and the laborer to consume more, than in 1891, just preced- 
ing the time the Republican party passed out of power. I put to 
the ntleman this question: 'f that was true, how was it that 
the Republican party sustained such a signal defeat in 1892? The 


oo hens replied that it was because the people did not know that 


@ good thing when they did have it. 
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The gentleman was pleased likewise to illustrate his argument 
by the figure of an elephant; and though I have not an artist here 
to draw an elephant, I ask the gentleman to carry the elephant in 
his mind and I will show him what constriction upon that ani- 
mal caused the people of this country to defeat, and justly defeat, 
the Republican party. I willshow him that while the proportions 
of the animal in tail and ears and trunk and proboscis were what 
they had ever been, that except in the capacity and power to con- 
sume, that animal was shrunken into sucha condition that he did 
not look like an elephant, but like an elongated weasel, to the peo- 
ple of the country. 

I propose to introduce some statistics from the same source to 
which the gentleman referred and to demonstrate that the people 
of this country had been reduced to a condition of consumptive 
capacity beneath what has ever existed in this country from 1873 
up to to-day under any Administration, Democratic or Repub- 
lican. 

I refer the gentleman to the table which is to be found in the 
Statistical Abstract, page 281. In that abstract it is shown that 
the capacity of this country for the consumption of wheat for fif- 
teen years had been something over 5 bushels to the man, reach- 
ing sometimes as high as 7 bushels to the man; but in 1891 it was 
reduced to 4.58 bushels to the man—less than it had been during 
fifteen years. And because the people of this country who had 
been able to eat 7 bushels of wheat were under your Administra- 
tion able to eat only 4.58 bushels, they drove the Republican party 
out of power in order that they might get to eat more wheat. 
[Applause.] And that is not only true with regard to wheat, but 
of other articles of cgnsumption. 

Gentlemen will say that the reduced consumption of wheat was 
compensated for in some other commodity. Idenyit. Take the 
commodity of corn. The people of this country had been able to 
consume from 35 down to 28 bushels each, but in the good year 
1891 they came lower than in twenty years. They consumed only 
22.79 bushels of corn per man. Therefore, because your party 
stood between them and the corncrib the people of the country 
drove you out of power. [Applause.] And not only that, Mr. 
Chairman, but in coffee, in tea, and every other commodity, ex- 
cept that commodity to which a man goes in suffering, and that is 
the swill cup. Notwithstanding every commodity that furnishes 
fruit for nourishment to the human body had been reduced, and 
his capacity to consume diminished, so desperate had become his 
condition that he went to whisky and beer drinking, and froma 
capacity theretofore to consume of distilled spirits only 1.26 gallons 
he immediately became driven to consume 1.42 gallons, in order to 
drown the sorrow brought about from being denied the wheat, 
corn, and other necessities of life in this country. 

He was not content, however, with simply drinking that much 
more spirits, but in the same ratio he increased the amount of 
malt liquors consumed by him from 10 to 15 gallons. You drove 
him from the capacity to live upon the commodities and necessi- 
ties of life and forced him to subsist upon stimulants, and in his 
lucid moments from drunken orgies he at last saw the truth that 


you were driving the country to bankruptcy and a condition in 
which it would be impossible for any man to live 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield for 


a question. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Ialways yield with pleasur 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I simply wish ask th 
tention of my friend to two questions. First, is it true that they 
voted the way they did because they were drunk? [Laughter. | 
And second, why was not the money paid fer whisky used to puy 
food and clothing? 

Mr. HOTCHESON. Mr. Chairman, a man forgets his own self- 
ishness when he ig drunk, and, waking from his debauch, 


tomy friend. 


to at- 


recognizes the error of his many Republican sins and transgr 
sions, and in true penitence returns to at least transient reuson 
and rights a wrong to himself and the country. [Applause.] 


I wish I could follow this further. I could sh 
ticular condition continued with reference to : 
to progress; but the debate is limited. 


yw that this par- 
ill matters relating 
I recognize the fact that I 


stand here to-day at the burial of silver by this Congress, and pos- 
sibly by this generation. [Applause.] I have never been an ex- 


tremest. I have always doubted the power of the Government to 
coin at 16 to1; but as against the grea.cr calamity I stood pre- 
pared to vote on that question. 

I have listened to the attitude of genilemen from the Repub- 
lican side on this question during this discussion, and when I 
have defined it I will take my seat. Speaking in the language of 
Mr. Brostvs, and using the gesticulations of Mr. DOLLIVER, their 
attitude to the silver question is that they feel toward silver that 
it is the spiritual cognoscence of psychological irrefragability con- 
nected with the concuitant ademption of uncolumnient spiritu- 
ality and the etherialized contention of subsultory concretion 
[Great laughter and applause]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to bring the Committee 
of the Whole back to the consideration of the pending amend- 


SRR EME EB DO 


ae. 


la 


Hi 

3 
a4 
4 
ay | 
eats 
is Be 


EOE 
a 


ha ls Hh kW a ret 


4 
ied 
i 


SRR 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ment. The pending proposition is to concur with the Senate 
amendment, with an amendment to the first section to the Sen- 
ate amendment limiting the free coinage of silver to the Ameri- 
can product solely. 

M y first objection is, even were this such a provision as I 
would be prepared after appropriate consideration to legislate 
upon, that the adoption of the motion would be in effect to set 
aside entirely the bill which passed the House over a month ago— 
a bill intended to reduce the rate of interest on bonds issued 
under the act of 1875, to shorten the time during which they 
should run, and to eS that the proceeds of the bonds should 
be used only for redemption purposes. Now if we should concur 
in the pending motion we should vote to recede from all that we 
have done in that direction. 

My second objection, coming to the merits of the amendment, 
is that if we were to adopt that policy it would be necessary to 
accompany it with provisions toprotect the revenue and the mints. 
It would be necessary first to provide a duty on foreign silver. It 
would be necessary in the next place to provide very careful re- 
strictions and limitations for the purpose of ascertaining the 
American product, even if it were practicable to ascertain the 
same. But to do it in this way, with this simple, loose provision, 
would inevitably invite fraud and invite a large amount of foreign 
silver, admitted free of duty, to be placed in American mines sur- 
ee and brought forth as the American product. 

y next objection to this amendment is that it has none of the 
merits of bimetallism. "Whatever merits there are in full bimet- 
allism—and I accept them within reasonable limitations—de- 
pend entirely on having one uniform commercial ratio of silver 
a the world; and unless that is secured you do not ob- 
tain the benefits which have been presented—and which to a cer- 
tain extent I accept—from full bimetallism. This is not full bi- 
metallism. It does nothing at all toaffect the value of the standard, 
unless you no to have the two metals part ey under 
this plan. That, I take it, is not the contemplation of those who 
advocate it. 

If, then, this is a proposition looking to the preservation of the 
parity of gold and silver, I say to you that it is a most unjust 
provision; for if the parity is to be preserved you are to admit 50,- 
000,000 ounces or thereabouts of American silver to be coined free 
of charge, and the profit of that coinage to go to the owner of the 
silver bullion. If you are to coin in that way, and the Govern- 
ment is bound to maintain the parity between gold and silver, 
then coin precisely as was done under the act of 1890, and let the 
whole people of the United States, the Government, have the bene- 
fit of the coinage of 50,000,000 ounces a year. Therefore I say 
that from any point of view the proposition to simply coin the 
American product, and to give the oe of that coinage to the 
private owners of the silver instead of giving it to the Govern- 
ment, can not be maintained. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will my friend vote for such a proposition as 
he has indicated? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine has 


expired. 

“Nir. JOHNSON of California, I ask that the pending amend- 
ment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the House concur in the Senate amendment, with the following 
amendment: Add to section 1 of the Senate substitute the following: “ Pro- 
vided, That this section shall apply to the coinage of silver mined in the 
United States of America only.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Those who favor the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. Lona], toconcur in the Senate amendment 
with the amendment just read, will say ‘‘aye.” 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BRODERICK) there were—ayes 41, noes 118. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

At the end of line 16, section 2, insert the Soa 

** Provided, That when the commercial value of either gold or silver bullion 
shali be less than the coi value of the same, then the pegniorese upon all 
coinage of gold or silver bullion shall be retained by the United States, equal 
in amount to the difference between the coinage value and the commercial 
value of the same when presented at the mint.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Brum] desire to be heard on this amendment? _ 

Mr. BRU . I do; but I desire to conclude the discussion 


upon it. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, as an advocate of the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver at 16 to 1 by the United States, 
independent of any other country, I gladly and cordially indorse 
and shall support by my vote the amendment proposed by the 
ao from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brum]. I will tell you why 

do so. Our contention always has been, and is now, that the 
opening of the mints of the United States to the free and equal 
treatment of gold and silver will place the market value of those 
two metals upon a par. I believe that to be a fact, and I believe 
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that by the time you open your mints and have the gold and si}, 
deposited there for coinage there will be no disparity between ¢})o 
market and the bullion value of the two metals. 

If Iam wrong about it, then I am willing to concede that ; 
only right and proper and fair that the difference between tly 1 
age and market values shall revert to the Government and 10 ; 
the owner of the silver bullion. I hope that every advocate of tho 
free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 can convince himself of the 9 
lute consistency of that position and cast his vote in sup), 
this amendment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsyly.: 

The amendment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsy]\ 
is that the difference between the coinage and market valu 
the silver shall go to the Government of the United States. 
must be fair about this proposition. If there is no differen: 
then there will be no seigniorage to go to anybody, and if 
is a difference then this seigniorage should very rightly ani | 
erly go to the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish the distinguished gentleman from \\ 
had offered some solution of the present difficulties. We hay 
had propositions made from other sources, but none from him, 
Those of us who are advocates of the free coinage of silver, straizht 
and independent, by the United States have offered you a system 
that for four thousand years has been demonstrated to be a safe one, 
It is true that the Populist party has had a number of different 
remedies for the situation; and I am advised that they are about to 
add three additional planks to their platform. One of them is to 
make a cross between a lightning bug and a honeybee, for the 
purpose of enabling the bee to work at night. [Laughier.| 
Another one is that of breeding the centipede with the hog, for 
the purpose of having a hundred hams toeachanimal. [Renewed 
laughter.}] And I am also told that they have the further vision- 
ary scheme of budding strawberry plants into milkweeds, so that 
everybody can have strawberries and cream from the same )lant, 
[Renewed lau a) 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HARTMAN. I always yield with pleasure to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Do you think that that ex- 
ceeds in economic ridiculousness the coinage of free silver at the 
present relative value of silver bullion to gold? 

Mr. HARTMAN. I think these ideas are ona parity with those 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts. [Laughter | 

Mr. irman, in all seriousness, I think we ought to accept 
this amendment. I think we — to meet the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania upon this floor on this equitable ground, and I hope 
that every gentleman who entertains similar views will cast his 
vote for this amendment. 


{Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina addressed the committee. See 
Appendix. | 


{Mr. ANDREWS addressed the committee. See Appendix.| 
[Mr. DINSMORE addressed the committee. See Appeniix.| 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the debate on this amendment be limited to twenty minutes. I 
desire to occupy five minutes at the close. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the yen- 
tleman from Maine? 

Mr. BRUMM. I desire ten minutes as the author of the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It has always been the custom for the mem- 
ber in ANT of the bill to close the debate upon the amenidinent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the yen- 
tleman from Maine? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, there is more before this House 
than the mere silver question. The House of Representatives of 
the United States proposed to the Senate that the interest on 
Government bonds should be reduced. It was a distinct propo- 
sition, asking areply. The Senate gave us no reply, but asked 
us in return that we ee that every man who had 50) cents 
worth of silver the world over may be allowed to mark it a dullar 
and pay it out as such. ; 

I have no doubt of the tremendous importance of this last (\1°s- 
tion. I believe—some of my friends do not—I believe that if tis 
be done the dollar will buy less, will pay less wages, will be w: rth 
less, and that this practically will effect partial repudiation of 
debts, both public and private. I believe both as to gold ani sil- 
ver with that most practical of men, even if he were a poet — 


The rank is but the guinea stamp, 
The gold's the gold for all that. 


But I believe there is more in this question. When in) ly 
to a proposition we receive no answer, when we receive 01)! 
counter question, it is of grave importance whether we have 1° 








1896. 


— chan enenne 
the right and duty to ask that our own proposition shall be first 
answered. : : : 

The House bill is not to raise money or to issue bonds. It only 
asks that the interest on the bonds of the United States already 
authorized shall be reduced. Why was it not answered? I hope 
it was not because any members in the other body were unwill- 
ing to embark upon financial legislation until the House should be 
forced to agree with their will. I hope not. Any such purpose 
would be a grave departure from the duties of constitutional gov- 

ent. 

tis well known that the lower house of the English Parliament, 
as a last resort, has refused to pass measures until grievances were 
redressed. But that house represented the whole people. In this 
case, 47 Senators who voted or were paired for the substitute rep- 
resent a population of less than twenty-five and one-half million, 
and 40 Senators paired or voting against the substitute represent 
over thirty-five and one-third million—I do not speak of property 
now, but of the number of people represented. On the average, 
each Senator voting for the original House bill and against the 
substitute represents 881,000 people, while 12 of the Senators who 
voted for the substitute represent together less than 715,000 peo- 
le. 
, Here the hammer fell. ] 

fr. SETTLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from New Jersey have an extension of his time for 
five minutes. 

Mr. BRUMM. I shall have to object unless the time of general 
debate is extended. If the time is extended, I should make no 
objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I am impressed with the be- 
lief that there should be some remedial legislation by this Con- 
gress. I can not vote for the substitute offered by the Senate, be- 
cause I believe that it would ruin the American industries. But 
I am in favor of treating the white metal with all kindness and to 
use it as far as it may be practicable to maintain it upon a par- 
ity with gold. 

I know of but three rational, reasonable ways to treat this ques- 
tion. One is to stand, as we now do, with the coinage of silver 
suspended. The second is to so change the ratio as to make the 
value of one metal equal with the other. The third is to take sil- 
ver out of competition with gold. I am in favor of the latter. I 
refer members of the committee to the manner in which we to-day 
treat the half dollar, the quarter, and the dime, intrinsically worth 
less than the dollar. Yet who ever heard of any question as to the 
value of these subsidiary coins? My proposition is—and I offer it 
specially to the gentlemen upon the other side of the House, upon 
whom the responsibility of legislation rests in this Congress—to 
so change our coinage laws as to take silver out of competition 
with gold. In furtherance of this proposition, whenever it shall 
be in order, I propose to amend the first section of the Senate 
amendment by striking out all of that section after the word 
‘‘gold,” in the tenth line on the third page of the printed bill, and 
to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Provided, That the silver dollars coined under the provisions of this act 
~- be a legal tender only in the payment of debts in the sum of $100 and 

The adoption of this provision and the retention of one of the 
provisions in the Senate substitute which prohibits the issuance of 
any national-bank notes under $10, and carried further so as to 
prohibit the issuance of any currency except silver in sums less 
than $10 and thus prevent gold or other money from coming into 
competition with silver, ont also prevent the competition of silver 
with gold. I respectfully submit by thus limiting the legal-tender 
quality of silver, taking the two metals out of competition with 
each other, would give a field for silver where it would be useful 
as money and at the same time would relieve it from competition 
with gold. This would be offering something in behalf of silver 
which has been so loudly called for by the advocates of free silver 
on this floor. I believe, sir, that we could risk some experiment 
in this direction. I believe that by testing it we would at least 
make some movement in the direction of solving this difficult 
question, 

If, however, forced to take position simply between the bill as 
passed by the House (which as an original proposition I do not 
approve or advocate) I should prefer it as a choice between two 
evils. Ishall therefore vote against the Senate amendment as 
between those propositions. But I insist, Mr. Chairman, that it 
would be far better to take the substitute now before us from the 
Senate, amend it, and meet this silver question squarely while it 
is before us. Let us enact some legislation upon the subject. I 
believe that either of the two plans I have mentioned would be 
preferable to our present status of doing nothing, simply suspend- 
ing the coinage of silver. I would prefer my second proposition 
to this policy, but think the most sensible and judicious way of 
treating the subject is to take silver out of competition with gold, 
which can be done in the manner indicated. I will gladly vote to 
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open the mints of this country again to silver in this or any other 
manner which will reasonably insure the maintenance of a parity 
between the two metals, but prefer the present status to a depre- 
ciated currency. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, my amendment is a practical 
one and I hope the members will consider it as such. I believe it 
is a way out of all of our difficulties. 

I want to say to my friend from Maine [Mr. DinGLry], the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means, who urges us so strenu- 
ously to insist upon the original House bill, that there certainly is 
no reason now for the adoption of that measure, since our bonds 
have been taken as they have been, unless you contend that this 
must be retained as a perpetual measure, and, as the bill says prac- 
tically, only for the redemption of the greenbacks and Treasury 
notes. My dear sir, that 1s not stopping the endless chain. It 
simply means that when you have them redeemed you must again 
issue bonds and repeat the issuing of bonds. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Unless you have revenue enough. 

Mr. BRUMM. Having revenue enough will not touch the ques- 
tion at all. That is the great point upon which we differ. This 
is not a question of revenue in the Treasury exclusively; not at all; 
but it is a question of this endless chain, fort the reason that it is 
not a question of the expense of running this Government. It is 
a question of the Government being a hopper in which all ex- 
changes are made upon all securities that are thrown back on our 
country from the entire world. There is where we are making 
the mistake, and I beg of you to consider it. As itis now. the 
great danger and the evil that we are suffering under, in my judg- 
ment greater than in any other, is, as I said the other day, the fact 
that our Government is assuming, and has always assumed, the 
banking function of exchange. Whenever there is a panic and 
stocks are thrown upon our market, they go to the Treasury and 
they say, ‘‘ These bonds and stocks and securities are payable in 
coin, but you are fool enough to give us gold with which we can 
throw our stocks upon the market and get gold for them.” What 
we ought to stop first is the making of our Government a bank of 
exchange. 

There is not another Government in the world that is a bank of 
exchange; anywhere you can go—to France, and they will pay 
you just as much per cent and just the kind of money they want. 
You can go to England, and the Government does not pretend to 
exchange; they raise the discount, and they are always masters of 
the situation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But does not my friend know that France 
does not issue demand notes redeemable in anything? It is the 
Bank of France. 

Mr. BRUMM. I know they do not; but we do, and there is the 
trouble. Wedothat whichis an impossibility; and for this reason. 
My friends, this Government alone has produced $2,000,000,000 of 
gold in the last century—$2,000,000,000 of gold—— 

Here the hammer fell. } 
he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have time to finish his remarks. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time for debate updn this amendment be extended for five 
minutes, and that the gentleman from Pennsylvania have five 
minutes more. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BRUMM. We have produced $2,000,000,000 in gold in the 
last century. It has all gone from us except, I believe, about 


$400,000,000. The highest estimate is $500,000,000; andit has gone 
to countries principally that do not produce gold. Now,the reason 
for it is that we undertake more than we ever can do. You may 


try it until doomsday, and you will meet this great obstacle at all 
times. Do you know, sir, that the individual liabilities of the 
people in this country to foreigners and the expenditure for inter- 
est amounts to very nearly a million dollars a day, and you can not 
make it up. It is only a question of time. Now, then, you pass 
this amendment, and not one ounce of foreign silver can be coined 
in our mints. 

This amendment says that when you take your silver to the 
mint you shall receive from the Government the market value of 
it, not a mill above it; and when thesilver is taken to the mint the 
owner or holder of it will not get a farthing more for it than the 
market value, and the owners of silver in Japan, China, England, 
or anywhere else will not bring it here. They would only bring 
it under the free-silver craze. There is the trouble. You will 
have to come together on a common-sense basis. Let the Govern- 
ment pay for the silver at the market value and you have nothing 
to deal with but the American product, because it will never pay 
—_ to bring it from foreign countries unless they can bring it 

ere at a profit. 

But gentlemen tell us that the revenues of the Government 
will answer the purpose. The revenues of the Government can 
not go to an unlimited extent. For paying the current expenses 
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of the Government they will do very well, and if you add but one 

clause to the Senate amendment, to wit, that which makes the 
yer, the Treasurer, the judge as to what kind of money shall 
paid, you will remedy the evil. These are the two great prop- 

ositions. Let the Treasury decide what kind of money they 

want to pay, then let them coin every dollar of American silver, 

and in my judgment you will have a parity of value inside of a 

ag from the time that you put that system into operation. It 
the only practical solution of this question. 

The Republican Senators voted for it—aye, Father SHERMAN and 
the rest—-and I ask the Republicans‘of this House to stand with 
us and vote for it. One word more. Give us reciprocity with it, 
and that reciprocity will enable us to settle our balance of trade 
with the silver countries in silver. What Imean is this: The bal- 
ance of trade that is against us is not against us with the gold- 
producing countries, but is against us in the silver-producing 
countries. Give us reciprocity and we can get rid of every ounce 
of our silver by paying that mighty balance of trade with Mexico, 
China, and the other countries that are silver countries. Of 
course that must be donein a separate bill, but that is the starting 

int. Start with us. Give us thisamendment. Finish up the 

lance by a proper revenue bill with proper reciprocity. ake 
that the banner of Kepublicanism in the next campaign, and your 
work is done when your Congress adjourns. ages) 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I am oppo: to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in the first 
place because the motion which he makes is to concur in the Sen- 
ate amendment striking out the whole of the House bill. I take 
it that this House is not ready to recede from the action which it 
took in passing that bill only six weeks ago. 

Iam opposed to the amendment, in the second place, on its 
merits. hat is it? It is practically an unlimited-purchase act. 
Thatis all. It provides that an unlimited amount of silver may 
be brought to ovr mints and coined, and that there shall be issued 
therefor silver certificates; and that whatever may be the differ- 
ence between the market value and the coinage value shall be 
covered into the Treasury. That is practically nothing but an 
unlimited-purchase act. We tried a limited-purchase act to the 
extent of 54,000,000 ounces a year, from 1890 to 1893, and even that 
we thought it wise to repeal in 1893. Whether that act ought to 
have been repealed or not, if it had been an unlimited-purchase 
act we caclannns Sates have been forced to disaster long before 
the three years had expired. 

Now, I take it that this House, in Committee of the Whole, is 
not prepared to go into any such pean ee that which is proposed 
by the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, under- 
taking to purchase silver without limit—for thatis what it amounts 
to—and a certificates for all the silver that may be brought 
to our mints; for if it fell u the Government to maintain the 

rity of all the silver which would be purchased under such a 

aw, as it must fall, we should be undertaking a job such as no 

other Government ever undertook. We had hard enough work 
to maintain the parity with what silver we had under the law of 
1890, but an unlimited-purchase act would destroy the parity, and, 
without any of the possible advan of bimetallism, would 
bring us to disaster by driving out gold. 

I take it that this House is not y toenter upon any such far- 
reaching legislation as that, especially when it is proposed simply 
as an amendment to the pending bill to be acted upon with only 
a few moments’ debate. The proposition is al ther too far- 
reaching to be disposed of in that manner, and I trust that the 
Committee of the Whole, even without considering the conditions 
which exist at this time, will reject the amendment and insist 
upon the bill which the House passed six weeks ago. 

nit DOOLITTLE, May I ask the gentleman from Maine a 

estion? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Is there any proposition for the coinage of 
silver which the gentleman would agree to except one coming 
through an international agreement? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ihave said that the only plan by which we 
can accept free coinage of silver and secure both gold and silver as 
our full legal-tender money is by obtaining the concurrence of the 
commercial nations on an international ratio under free coinage, 
and that means international bimetallism. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. When do you think Great Britain will meet 
you on that proposition? 
- Mr. DING . I do not think that it is indispensable, 

haps, provided all the other commercial nations can be included, 
that Great Britain should be brought in; but I do insist that we 
can not maintain the parity under free coinage except with the 
concurrence of such commercial nations of the world, and until 
we have that I believe in coining just as much silver as we can 
and maintain the parity, but I do not believe in going to silver 
monometallism. 

Mr, DOOLITTLE. Let us understand what nations you would 
be willing to make that agreement with. 
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Mr. BRUMM. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine }; 


expired. 
“The uestion being taken on the amendment of Mr. Brum, tho 
Chair declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRUMM. [ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 85; so { 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CORLISS. r. Chairman, I move to concur in the Senato 
amendment with the amendment which I send to the desk, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all of section 2, and add to section 1 the following: “ Prowi:).7 
That no silver bullion shall be coined under the provisions of this act un}... 
the owner thereof shall show to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the T, 
ury that it is wholly the product of the United States: And provided 
ther, That when the commercial value of such bullion shall be less thay ; 
coinage value of the same, then the seigniorage upon all coinage shall | 
tained by the United States equal in amount to the difference betweei 
coinage value and the commercial value thereof.” 


Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the time for the | 
cussion of this amendment be limited to five minutes, of which | 
desire to occupy only two minutes myself. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CORLISS. Ido this, Mr. Chairman, because the amend- 
ments that have been already offered, two separate ones, hia 
virtually embraced my amendment, although, in my judgment, 
they do not extend so far as the amendment proposed by me, nor 
do they fully accomplish the object that I have in view. My only 
purpose in offering this amendment is to define my position. ‘Tio 
amendment provides that the coinage shall be limited to the Ameri- 
can product and that the seigniorage shall be retained by the Goy- 
ernment of the United States instead of by the mine owner. 

Now, I simply want to say as a Republican upon this floor that 
in my judgment two-thirds of the American people are to-day 
demanding action upon this question [applause], and that in my 
judgment this House should take some action upon it. Are we 
to stand here forever waiting for other nations to act? 

Mr. PICKLER. When we know that they will not act. 

Mr. CORLISS. Should not we demand of the President of tho 
United States that he call a conference on this subject? I think 
that the people of this country demand some action, and I beli 
the wisdom of this House is sufficient to give them relief upon 
= question. It is true that we need revenue, but that is not 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is a slight 
modification of some others that have been offered, but the great 
objection to it, without going into the merits of the question. is 
that in concurring with an amendment, even though we might 
willing to accept some of its provisions, we should simply set isi ‘0 
all that this House has done on this subject, and thereiore, if any 

roposition is worthy of consideration, it should come here in a 
bill by itself, be carefully dealt with by the House, considere: in 
all its parts, and acted upon. I trust, therefore, that as the gen- 
tleman’s amendment is practically a purchase act of what may be 
called the American product of silver—whatever that may be, for 
it would include, I take it, all the silver that could be imported 
and smelted in American works—I trust, I say, that this proposi- 
tion, or any proposition of this nature, will not be acted upon 
hastily. A proposition of this character requires careful consider- 
ation, looking to the question of the duty upon the foreign product 
and many other matters which can not be properly considered at 
this time. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, I desire a moment more to ask 
a question, and in view of my voluntary limitation of my time | 
trust the tleman will grant it to me. Can we be sure t))t 
there will be some action taken by the Ways and Means Com''- 
tee, or coming from that committee, or from any other commit!’ 
of this House, looking +o an early conference of the nations uj 
this question, the Unitea States taking the initiative? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that gentlemen 
are aware that at the last session of Congress an act was pass’! 
or rather there was inserted in the sundry civil act a provis!)) 
drawn by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr], in his 0 
lan , looking to the assembling of an international conferem: 
Followin up the line of that provision, I am in favor of suc) 
action g taken as shall on our part invite the leading comm 
cial nations either to a reassembling of the conference of two years 
ago or unite in a new conference. 

Mr. CORLISS. That is what I want to know. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. Cor.iss ws 


re 5 
Mr. TOWNE. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the des*. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Towne movesto concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment 
changing sections 1, 2, and 3 so as to read as follows: : & 

“Seorron 1. That an rson may deposit for coinage in any mint of (ie 
United States gold bullion or silver bullion not less than $50 in value, auc 


is 
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5 i to require refining before being coined; and the same 

suit jontly pore ve of pn om the gx id into the coins authorized by existing 

i the silver into dollars containing fifteen and a half times as | 
rains of pure silver as there are grains of pure gold in the gold dollar, an 
Crne-tenths fine, being 359.91 grains of pure silver and 39.99 grains of alloy, a 
otal of 399.9 grains of standard silver. F ; 
a 2 Said depositor, in exchange for such bullion, shall receive, at the 

stion of the Secretary of the Treasury, either coins similar to those into 
w ch the metal deposited is coined, or Treasury notes of convenient denom- 
oe ns promising . pay an equivalent number of dollars, which notes upon 
resentation for redemption shall be payable in either gold or silver coin, at 
ee tion of the Secretary of the Treasury. The gold coins,silver dollars, 
7 nd ‘Preasury notes herein provided for shall be full legal tender for all debts, 
a blic and private. The existing silver dollars shall be retired and recoined 
vm ding to the ratio herein provided, the profits accruing therefrom to be 
- slied to the expenses of maintaining the mints. 

duc. 3. This law shall become operative when the Governments of France 
and Germany shall have adopted laws under which gold and silver, at the 
ratio of 1 to 15}, shall have equal access to their mints, and the full legal- 
tender function be conferred upon the gold and principal silver coins; and 
upon the passage of such laws by said Governments of F'rance and Germany, 
the President of the United States shall make proclamation of the fact, and 
thereupon this law shall take effect and be in force. 

‘And by striking out section 4 of the Senate amendment. 


Mr. TOWNE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only one word in 
support of the proposed amendment. It provides in brief for the 
free coinage of both gold and silver at such time as the Govern- 
ments of the United States, France, and Germany shall have 
agreed upon our proposition, our agreement to be signified by 
the passage of the proposed amendment, and the agreement to go 
into effect when those other two Governments shall have passed 
similar laws. 

The ratio is placed at 154 to 1 for the reason that the coinage of 
those countries is upon that basis; and all that would be necessary 
to put this provision into effect among the three nations would be 
that they open their mints. And such recoinage as should become 





shall 
law an 


necessary by us could be done in a way to make the recoinage | 


defray its own expenses, by reason of the difference between the 
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154 ratio provided in the amendment and our present ratio of 16 | 


to 1 or thereabouts. 

The amendment is substantially the bill that was agreed upon 
by a conference of European bimetallists in Paris a few months 
ago, and which either has been or will be introduced into the Eng- 
lish Parliament, into the Reichstag, and into the French Chamber 
of Deputies. But I have omitted Great Britain from the proposed 
agreement upon the understanding, in which I think every man 
of any information upon the subject will agree, that it is abso- 
lutely futile within the present generation to expect Great Britain 
to agree to any such arrangement unless she is compelled to do so 
by the action of other nations of great commercial importance. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Andalso because history proves that her con- 
currence is unnecessary. 

Mr. TOWNE. I believe, without entering upon the merits of 
that argument—and I think there are a great many gentlemen on 
this floor who agree to that proposition—that with the open mints 
of Germany, France, and the United States behind the coinage of 
free silver, and with the right in all these countries to use silver 
and gold interchangeably and with equal dignity and power in the 
payment of debts and in all commercial uses, there can not bethe 
slightest doubt—whatever doubt gentlemen may entertain with 
respect to the power of the United States alone to do it—there can 
not be under those circumstances the slightest doubt that the 
parity would be maintained. Theamendment commits the United 
States to no definitive action until those Governments shall have 
opened their mints; therefore it is not liable to some objections 
that have been urged here. 

I have said all that I care to say, and will only add that I hope 
gentlemen will vote upon the merits of the question without re- 
gard to the fact that the proposition appears here as an amend- 
ment to an outworn bond proposition. 


[Mr. MOSES addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. AVERY. Mr. Chairman, Iam opposed to the Senate substi- 
tuteandshall voteagainst it. First, becauseit isa measure entirely 
foreign to the one sent to the Senate from the House. Second, 
because not a single man who has favored it on this floor believes 
for one moment that it can become a law should the House concur. 
Third, because I do not believe it will afford the relief to the Treas- 
ury the original measure was designed to afford nor the relief to 
the business of the country which its friends so confidently e t, 
but would result in driving one-half of our metallic money from 
the country and reduce it to a condition of monometallism, a con- 
dition so much dreaded by the friends of the measure. Now, I 
am a bimetallist, and believe in the concurrent use of both gold 
and silver as money. 

know the men who pose as the 


I ial friends of silver in this 
Chamber are in the habit of calling all 


those who do not adopt the 


idea of the free and unlimited coinage of silver at a ratio of 16 to1 

enemies of silver,” ‘‘ gold bugs,” and “‘ monometallists.” 
ain not an enemy of silver. 
of the word, 


But 1 
be gow bug” in any sense 
am a practical bimet- 


Iam nota 
nor am I a monometallist. 














i711 


allist. ‘* But,” say the 16 to 1 men, “ what is bimetallism if it does 
not mean open mints to both gold and silver on equal terms?” 

True bimetallism means ones of two things—either the coinage 
of gold and silver as redemption money at a ratio equivalent to 
the market value of their bullion, or it means the coinage of the 
two metals as money of commerce at some ratio and under such 
conventional regulations as will keep the two coins at a parity with 
each other. 

Bimetallism under the first condition is the one demanded by 
free-silver advocates. Itis the method tried in England for three 
hundred years and failed. It was triedin France and in the States 
of the Latin Union and failed. It is the one tried in the United 
States from 1792 to 1873 and most signally failed. 





Bimetallism under the second condition is the system now in 
operation in France, and it has enabled that country to keep in 
circulation about $500,000,000 in silver at a parity with gold. It 


is the system nowin use in the United, States and has enabled this 
Government since 1878 to put in circulation six hundred millions 
of silver and keep every dollar of it of equal value with every 
other dollar of our currency. 

The first is theoretical bimetallism, the bimetallism of the books 
and colleges and of our free-silver friends. And it has always, 
at all times and in all countries, been a failure. The md 
is practical bimetallism, the bimetallism of the Republican party 
in the United States, and for almost twenty years has proved a 
success. 

I ama Republican, and stand squarely for practical bimetallism 
on the platform of the party that has done so much for silver, and 
which, when it comes into power again in 1897, as it certainly will, 
may confidently be trusted to do more for it, and to correct the 
evils, if any exist, in our currency system, rebuild the shattered 
fortunes of our people, revive our prostrate industries, give em- 
ployment and fair wages to American workingmen, and bring back 
to our distressed country the prosperity of 1592. {| Applause. | 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, the time of Mr, 
AVERY having expired, by unanimous consent (on motion of Mr, 
Hopk.ys), he was allowed to conclude his remarks. 


[Mr. WHEELER addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Alabama— 
and I call him my friend in no perfunctory sense, because we have 
been warm friends for thirty years—criticises that part of my 
speech in which I said this country was on a gold standard from 
1850 to 1860, and then from 1880 to 1890. Now, I maintain that a 
bimetallic standard can only exist where gold and silver remain in 
concurrent circulation, coined at a ratio without restriction as to 
either. Suppose we were to enter upon free coinage of gold and 
silver at a ratio of 50 to1, that would give us unquestionably a 
gold standard. Suppose we adopt the ratio of 16 to 1, that would 
give us unquestionably a silver standard. So you can not main- 
tain, according to my theory, a bimetallic standard where the 
coinage and the commercial ratios differ. 

From 1850 to 1860 they did not correspond. We had no silver 
practically in circulation. I mean legal-tender standard silver. 
We coined only 1,700,000 silver dollars from the days of Andrew 
Jackson down to the suspension of specie payment on the Ist of 
January, 1862, and we coined in the same time $353,000,000 in 
gold. Now, I say this historical truth, about which there can 
be no controversy among intelligent men, bears me out in the 
statement I made on last Friday, that the country was from 1850 
to 1860 practically, to all intents and purposes, on a gold standard. 

From 1880 to 1890 we had no free and unlimited coinage of sil- 
ver. We had a limited coinage of silver. It was then that silver 
was discredited, as it is now, and the purchasing power of the 
silver dollar did not depend upon the commercial value of the 
substance out of which that silver dollar was coined, but it de- 
pended upon the power and the ability of this Government to 
maintain that silver dollar on a parity with gold. Therefore, I 
repeat the statement, that this country was on a gold standard 
from 1850 to 1860 and from 1880 to 1890. It is now upona gold 
standard. The only trouble is that the commercial world is in 
constant dread and alarm as to the ability and the disposition of 
this Government to maintain gold payments. The apprehension 
is that the Government will suspend gold payments, that gold 
will go to a premium, and by the very force of circumstances the 
country will be precipitated to a silver basis. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Will the gentleman allow me t» ask him 
a question? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have but five minutes. 

Now, that is precisely the question, precisely the idea, that I 
desire to convey in this connection, and I repeat that for all prac- 
tical purposes this country was upon a gold standard from 1850 
to 1860; and I further say, that in a Democratic Congress in 1853, 
when GeorgeS. Houston, adistinguished Alabamian, waschairman 


Ser 
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of the Committee on Ways and Means, a bill was reported for the 
coinage of subsidiary silver coins, and that the members of that 
committee stated upon the floor of this House that the country 
was then practically upon a gold standard, and it was the purpose 
of the committee in A the bill to keep it on a gold standard, 
and to make silver subsidiary to gold. [Applause. 


(Mr. SWANSON addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, this bill, or this substi- 
tute, and all the amendments proposed that I have heard, proceed 
upon the assumption that the American people are willing to 
decree the payment of all their debts, both public and private, at 
60 cents on the dollar, or else it assumes that this Government of 
ours has the power to 80 monetize silver 1s to make 50 cents’ worth 
of it equal in value to 100 cents. The first assumption, I believe, 
no honorable man will stand upon for a single moment. The 
second assumption depends upon the power of government to 
monetize a metal. I deny that there exists in any organized gov- 
ernment under God’s sun the power to monetize or demonetize 
any given substance which mankind chooses for its medium of 
exchange. [Applanse.] No emperor, prince, or potentate, no 
legislative body can ever accomplish that. God grant that we 
— have such power. God grant that this Congress might 
make 50 cents worth 100. I would like it first-rate. sD 
That old curse of Adam, which I first realized in my childhood, 
that ‘‘ by the sweat of thy face shalt thou earn thy bread,” 
has always been a stumbling-block to me throughout my life. 

nome But the American ce can not repeal that 

ecree, and, on the whole, I do not know that it ought to be 
repealed, though personally I have always wished it out of the 
Way. oo eel 
o, Mr. Chairman; mankind, when it wants a medium of 
exchange, selects the commodity which the atest number of 
people desire, Massachusetts selected its codfish; on the banks of 
the Potomac tobacco and whisky were the circulating media of 
exchange at one time. As our civilization advanced we have 
seen selected as a medium of exchange from time to time that 
commodity which has best served our purposes and the pu 
of an advancing civilization, until we have reached the gold stand- 
ard. We have looked patiently and industriously for years to 
find out the rascally conspirators who committed the ‘crime of 
1873” [laughter]; and we have looked in vain. And when my 
friends find those gentlemen they will be very close upon the 
heels of those colonial conspirators who demonetized codfish on 
the shores of Massachusetts Bay, and demonetized whisky and 
tobacco on the Potomac and the Chesapeake. [Laughter.] One 
was demonetized on precisely the same principle that the other 
was demonetized. And when mankind finds something better 
than gold it will —_ that for its standard. 

I have heard something in this debate about the cost of the gold 
standard. Have any of you figured the cost to this nation of the 
silver craze. The report of the Director of the Mint tells us that 
we have a since 1878 about 600,000,000 ounces of silver, 
costing about 78cents on the dollar. ‘To-day that is worth 50 cents 
or a little less. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. UPDEGRAFF. I should like a little more time. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask that my colleague be allowed five minutes 
more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, we have already lost be- 
cause of the difference between 78, the price at which we purchased 
that silver, and 48 or 49, its present value, something like $175,- 
000,000, which has been paid to the silver miners alone. Every 
dollar's worth of silver bullion that has been bought since 1878 
and coined and put into circulation has got to be redeemed ulti- 
mately by this Government of ours or it will be covered with 
dishonor. If I had time to make the calculation I could show 
that this silver legislation has cost this country over a thousand 
miliion dollars. In the infamous bond purchase of last year we 
could, but for the silver craze, have e those bonds which the 
President issued payable fically in gold, and he informed this 
House that if he had that authority $16,000,000 and upward 
could have been saved. We were receiving gold onthat loan. Is 
there an honest man in the United States who expects to pay that 
loan in an other than the best money in the world—the 
money which was received for it? I do not believe there is. 

I repeat, the cost of the silver craze has exceeded one thousand 
million dollars, and it all comes from one fundamentai error; that 
is the idea that Congresses and Presidents can add anything to the 
value of any commodity on earth. 

Silver has not been demonetized. Even 
demonetized silver, for when the act of 187 
not in circulation over $50,000,000 of silver. I 
almost none in circulation at that time. To-da: 
culatien, either in the form of silver dollars or of 


case opinion has not 
was there was 
there was 

we have in cir- 
silver, 
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or of silver certificates, some four hundred or five hundred }));));,, 
dollars. The talk about the demonetization of silver is «>,. 
nonsense and is entirely outside of the scope of truth. 

Gentlemen say that we want more money. Sowe do. §) dj, 
every nation seeking its material prosperity want more monov 
How are we togetit? Not by decreeing that 50cents shall be wit, 
100, but by setting to work all the vast industrial forces of ;),j 
great country at profitableemployment. [Applause.] Sto senq. 
ing our money to Europe for those things which we can priijy; 
ourselves. [Applause.] Use all the vast resources which 1; 

has possessed us with. Put every pair of willing ha) 
the United States at work at profitable employment, and \ 
make a stream of gold flow into the lap of our country fron 

old mine and every commercial nation throughout the woy) 

Applause 

r. OWENS. Mr. Chairman, I can but esteem it fortyya} 
that we are not reduced to the alternative of choosing }oj woe 
those two children of evil—the alleged bond bill as it passe: 
House, and the Senate substitute that we are now considerine 
congratulate the country that the assured defeat of the one 
result in the speedy demise of both. Neitherof them, in my jude 
ment, was intended to serve any useful purpose; and both of them 
in their way are alike calculated toinjuriously affect the credit of 
the country. The bonds provided for in the first were meant to 
be paid in gold, but shrunk from declaring its purpose in the text. 
It meant covertly and by indirection to retire the greenbacks with- 
out providing a substitute to take their place, but had not the 
courage to declare its meaning to the world. 

The bill d by this House providing for a 3 per cent five-year 
bond, had it been crystallized into law, would have yet left upon 
the statute books another law authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury in an emergency to place on the market a lony-time 
higher-rate bond. Hence, it seems to me, it would have been :.h)so- 
lutely sure that had the proposed low-rate short-term bond }een 
offered by the Government the market, realizing the necessitic 
of the Government, knowing that it had only to refuse that bon 
in order to get the most acvantageous bond that the Government 
was autho to sell, would have declined to bid for the first in 
order to get a chance to name its own terms upon the last. 

It seems to me the Republican managers on this floor did realize 
the utter, the sheer impossibility of disposing of the bonds for 
which their bill attempted to provide, inasmuch as they failed to 

rovide for a repeal of the law of 1875, thus making it plain that 

or & ne —- advantage they were willing to force the 
Government of the United States to offer the market a bond that 
could not be sold and to see it humiliated by the failure to sell its 
own bonds in its own market. 

But, Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the committee, your con- 
temporaries of the Senate, realizing the situation, have seen your 
play and oe you at least one better. They have swept aside the 

arce with which you ree to impose on the country, under 
the guise of patriotic legislation, and substituted in its stead a 
tragedy of — import. How that result was accomplished is 
a matter of but small moment. What an analysis of the roll call 
upon the passage of the bill we are considering as the substitute 
of the Senate would reveal is a matter of no vital importance. 
The world does not interest itself very muchin roll calls. | looks 
only to results. It sees the Republican party in control of that 
Senate—the Republican party that is the vaunted champion of 
honest money—deliberately trading off the great coinage commit 
tee of that body to the Populists in exchange for a few petty ‘oor- 
keepers and es to satisfy the rapacity of some lean and hungry 
followers. pe 

It sees that able to secure the votes necessary to capture 
a few miserable offices, but utterly unable to get votes enough to 
secure for the people helpful legislation. [Applause.} !t ses 
that once — body—once the greatest tribunal on this earth— 
now under Republican control, delibetately and complacently 
following the leadership—the brutal leadership—of one wl, de- 
scribing himself as a farmer, finds a fitter correlation wit! the 
a small lieutenant, the bug that bears his burden back- 
war 

are the hammer fell.] 

Ee e —— . The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 


Mr. SWANSON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle 
man’s time be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Chairman, to this complexion has if come 
at last. Our country in peril, our credit menaced, and yet a ay 
or two ago I heard the gifted gentleman from Iowa crying out ‘0 
his discontented party associates, ‘‘ Write no new party law: st 
supinely down; an election approaches; do nothing now that might 
imperil the chances of th publican party to control the offices 
for the next four years.” ' 

Mr. Chairman, I take it, with many others who have debated 
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on this floor the pending question, that all the time and all the 
words, that all the eloquence and all the invectives delivered 
upon the subject has been time wasted. I say wasted because, 
while I would not assume to affirm the faith of any man, yet I 
can not bring myself to believe that there is upon the floor of this 
House, or upon the floor of either House of this Congress, one sin- 
gle individual who, in his heart, believes that in the absence of an 


agreement among the nations the mints of the United States will | 


ever again be open to the free and unlimited coinage of silver. 
And why should he believe it? Why should he expect this nation, 
greatest now of all earth, a nation able to cope with the world in 
arms—why should he expect such a country as that to deliberately 
turn away from its associations with the great mercantile and in- 
dustrial nations of the earth and voluntarily array itself with the 
almost semibarbarous nations of the world that are without influ- 
ence as they are without trade. : 

In my judgment the party that to-day binds itself to the dead 
body of free silver need not hope for the confidence of the coun- 
try fora quarter of a century, no matter what its course may here- 
after be. I do not believe the Democratic party will ever commit 
itself to such aninexcusable folly. I regret immeasurably that in 
this matter I must part from and differ with a number of my 
party associates and friends upon this floor. But while I differ 
with them I have no quarrel with them. Their purpose is as hon- 
est, their means of information perhaps greater; but I can not con- 
sent that their conclusions are sounder or so likely to receive the 
assent of the party that we together represent. 

It may be, Ar. Chairman, that that party, when it meets this 
year in convention, may meet beneath the impending shadows of 
defeat. But, sir, it may be in the accomplishment of some wise 

u 
vodaasted by the hope of success, and yet unawed by the pros- 
pects of disaster. It will meet, I believe, in the months to come, 
and build a platform, safe and broad, upon which, in the years to 
follow, it can and will appeal to the conservative intelligence of 
the people, an intelligence which, in my judgment, must of ne- 
cessity control the future of this country. [Applause.] 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. HALL. Mr. Chairman, I was very much surprised in look- 
ing over the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD yesterday to find that a col- 
league of mine [Mr. De ArmonpD] had expressed himself very 
indignantly and very bitterly against me on account of an address 
that I had delivered, I believe, on last Saturday. He uses the 
names Benedict Arnold and Judas Iscariot in a very indirect way, 
without the apparent courage to make a personal application. 
would have been far more complimentar 
intended me personally, to have used the language directly. He 
seems to desire to create the impression that I am a Washington 
convert to the sound-money doctrine, that I have come here to 
Washington and within the period of the last month or two be- 
come a convert to this doctrine. 

I think the gentleman read enough of the papers of our State 
to know that during the last spring and summer I had astanding 


challenge in my State to meet any man upon the stump, in Mis- | 


souri, in favor of the sound-money doctrine. Not only that, but 
that I did meet every comer who was willing to have a joint dis- 
cussion in my State on the stump. 

The gentleman says that I mean to charge “~~ Democratic, Re- 
publican, or Populist colleagues on the floor of this House with 
personal corruption. Nothing was ever further from my inten- 
tion. There is no body of men that I have ever been associated 
with in the period of the last three years toward whom I have a 
kindlier personal regard than the members of the Fifty-third and 
the members of the Fifty-fourth Congresses. I have no charges 
to make against them personally. I desire nothing more strongly 
than their good will. 
he had been hit? I made no reference to him in my remarks. 
called no names. Then why should he make a personal attack on 
me? I can not answer the question, unless the solution is to be 
found in the old adage that the “hit bird flutters.” I know of 
no other explanation. 

The gentleman then goes into the realm of making an attack 

upon me on account of what, as he charges, appears in the news- 
papers, and he says that I fail or refuse to answer them. 
_ That is as to my connection, if any it may be called, with the 
income-tax legislation of the Fifty-third Congress. I have nothing 
to conceal with regard to that matter, have never desired to con- 
ceal anything. The statement that I now make is one in which 
the older members, especially those who were not rushing to the 
front and claiming the credit for matters that they had no credit 
or connection with, will bear me out, and is as follows: 

When I first came to the Fifty-third Congress I am confident 
that I talked with as many asa dozen, and probably eighteen, of the 


leading Democrats of the House upon the importance of income- 
tax legislation. I found a perfect lethargy. Nobody desired to 


take hold of it in any form or shape. When I would speak to an 
of the party or an old member of Congress of any party 
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if it can meet even under the shadows of assured defeat, | 


It | 
to his courage, if he | 


But ey should the gentleman feel that | 
fe I 
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with regard to the matter, the reply seemed always to be one way, 
that there was no hope for such legislation. I then went to the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means and asked for a 
| hearing before that body. It was accorded me, and I had the 
honor of appearing before the Committee on Ways and Means. I 
believe, as far as I am able to find out, it was the first time that 
that matter was agitated in any committee or on the floor of the 
House. My argument was something like an hour and a half or 
| two hours in length. I went to the expense of having it printed 
and circulated among the members of the House. Idid not desire 
to push myself forward, because I did not want the hostility of the 
































































older members, which always rises against a new member who 
tries to push himself forward. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I hope the time of the gentleman may be 
extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HALL. I do not know that I will abuse the patience of 
| the House that long. The next thing I knew in connection with 
| the matter I received a communication from the editor of the New 
| York Forum, who asked me to contribute an article to that jour- 
| nal in favor of the income tax. I contributed the article. I sup- 
| pose that it is not improper for me to say im this connection that 
the editor in his letter stated that the chairman of the Committee 
| on Ways and Means had referred him to me as being the one who 

would be most likely to contribute an article satisfactory to him 

of the kind that he desired. 
| The article appeared in the number of the Forum in which the 
| income tax was opposed by Mr. David A. Wells, my article being 
in favor of the bill. Then the Cotemporary Club, a very able, 
a very learned literary organization of the city of Philadelphia, 
| asked me to deliver a lecture upon this question at its annual 
| meeting. This I.did; and in this connection the papers noted my 
name and my action and my workin this matter. I argued the 
matter before members of the Cabinet and everybody that I could 
get to listen on that important question; and I did with it as I 
have done in everything that I felt interested in, worked in every 
way possible to forward the matter. Now, the gentleman takes 
| these facts I have stated and says I am pluming myself upon bor- 
rowed feathers. That I believe is all the explanation I desire to 
|make. I make it because he seems to have thought I was making 
| a personal attack upon him, when no thought of him ever entered 
my mind. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, now that the 
gentleman, my colleague [Mr. HALL], has been caught in his seat 
[applause], that Iam not responsible for his having been out of 
his seat when I made the comments to which he has just taken 
| exception. Neither dol feel that anything that the gentleman 
| said “ struck” me, nor was 1 conscious of ‘‘fiuttering.” But as 
| one of the Representatives from the State of Missouri I felt when 
| I spoke before that when this newest convert from that State to 
| the so-called sound-money doctrine saw fit, as my colleage did in 
making formal proclamation upon the floor of this House of his 
| momentous conversion, to talk about the ‘‘ Chinese,” ‘‘ the people 
| from the East Indies,” and from the ‘‘depths of Africa,” and ‘‘the 
| lower animals” as typical creatures in the category of those who 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





do not change their opinions, perhaps it was not inappropriate to 
suggest that there might be changes of opinion—and I think there 
| are and have been such changes—which would evidence no tre- 
mendous exaltation in the transformed one above some of those 
classes thus referredto. [Laughter.] I felt that the gentleman's 
insinuation might be understood abroad, if allowed to go unchal 
| lenged on this floor, as a reflection upon the true men who have 
| honored and trusted him and me; and I felt, as a loyal Missourian, 
proud of my State, proud of the people who have honored me, and 
proud of the people who have honored him (mistakenly, I think), 
| that I ought not, in justice to them, to allow his remarks to pass 
without notice. 

As to the income-tax business, I say again that the gentleman 
has paraded himself and allowed himself to be paraded as the 
author of the income-tax measure, when he knows he was not, 
and I call upon everybody here who has read the nm 
| everybody who knows anything about the gentleman's pretenses 
and something about the facts, to bear witness to the truth of my 
statement. The gentleman himself has not denied it. 

I have no doubt that the gentleman ‘‘ spoke to perhaps eighteen 
of the older members,” as he nowclaims. For, of course, lremem- 
ber well, and sodo all who were here then, that when the gentleman 
came to Congress he spoke about many things, in season and out 
of season, to this man and to that man, to every man who would 
give him audience, as though he were the man who understood all 
these things, and the only man who understood them. {| Laugh- 


west): re 
Wspapers, 


ie) 


ter. 

I Reiiecensenciaaini here knew—that the gentleman was plente- 
ous and prompt with his advice; that he assumed, as far as he 
could assume, all the guidance and conduct of public affairs, 
| which assumption, according to his presumption, must have been 
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Cn Ria a a 

and believed that as many as 

of the substitute now 

‘ore us had said that they believed free-silver | would 

bring bankruptcy andruin upon the country. Hedid not identify 

— = has not yet Coons one, He dare not do it; he never 
© it. 

The gentleman talks about me attacking him because he was 

out. Let him now name a Senator; they were not here when he 

Let him name one of them. Let him name the n 

who stated that a single Senator ever said anything like t he 

says came to him about theseSenators. My Ialief {5 that not one 

man who has a seat in the Chamber at the other end of the Capitol 

— said any sach a thing as that reported to the House by my 


vet simply referred to this matter before, and now refer to it again, 
saw in the — of the State of Missouri that this gen- 

tleman in his speeches summer told the people how he had 
seen the light nad had risen above the common level upon which 
others are acting; but that, a aa sent here as an advocate 
of free silver, ae gn eee platform, hav- 
en eee to vote for advocate free silver here, he 

id vote for it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of oe een Savenpiaen. 

Mr. WILLIAMS and Mr. HART asked unanimous con- 
sent that sir. De AnMonND have five minutes more. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Referring to this incident of the Senators, 
I merely said that if eight Senators, or one Senator, had made 
any such remark as my colleague attributed to them, the ay oes 
merely done what the gentleman himself does not, and wil 
and dare not deny that he has done. So much I said in my little 
speech, which, it seems, the tleman does not indorse—said it 
to let the Senators down easy the gentleman had assailed them 
if they needed ‘letting down.” So much to make lighter and 
easier the fall, if there was no way of escaping it, since mt 
ee things about them. {Laughter. | 

repeat that Ido not believe they ever said it. Ido not 
the gentleman will ever qpen cublivetathsenatinn wan qhich te 
rests his statement. I do not believe he will ever name the Sena- 
tors, or one Senator; but I once more that if they said 
what the gentleman says they eettnedon merely did what it is 
reported over and over again that said what he does 
Seen ae saying. 

I said, in speaking of this matter, thatthe people whom the gen- 
tleman represents and those whom I represent are not a besotted 
andignorant people; that theyare not a people vo sag for oay 
ance upon the politicians who go among them 

iticians of the gentleman's and kind. ughter. Toei 
t those people, honest, brave, truthful, it, have admira- 
tion for meet ye poe 5 natn dono them in others; and I said 
that anyone who had used language which might be understood, 
by those who do not know these good people, as carrying the sug- 
eee ee ee certainly doing them 


= justice and was in a most unsavo 
: seeade tie aammae linen test 
salem shay nach 40 be Seeeial on suse of the mi 


misapprehen- 

sion, the eee ae which led them to send 

the gentleman to the of Congress. [Laughter and 
= .] 

he gentleman, in his remarks the moment before I rose, said 

something about Judas Iscariot and Benedict Arnold. I do not 


busi- 


elevation, his own progress, he thrust 
aaaeaed Gladstone. {ent inagher | I chow 
‘ions 
to do so, speak of what he said about Seats snie 
cnt af the German Fampiro, one of the marked men of 
a ee 


i might, if 1 chose, comment the which prompted 
are he ene ein weer and his change of front with 


the gentleman to associate 
5 ise 


that t man, and some alleged change in his opinions. 
ter.) But I merely ange hit opinions and what I fe | 
ee a Shab feo taes nous 
ed, that when & man his and 


we ey oe 
associates upon some great question, he 


grestiy from his 
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ought hardly to prate, at the first opportunity, about the “courage” 
which led him to reverse himself, or talk about the “cowardice” 
(without identification or specification) that, according to his 
ane assumption, resides in those who do not do likewise: 
about the “Chinese” and the “lower animals” as being ty) 

ical of those who do not change when he does. Laaghter.| My 
impression is, my impression was, that such an exhibition is har(||\ 
in extra good taste, and I do not feel that I greatly transgress«| 
the rules of this House or of propriety when I called attention to 
these things. [{Laughter.] 
I do not know whether any of the gentleman's chaste and tas ty 
references will appear in his speech of last Saturday when he » 
it into the anean, for the speech is still held = for revisi. yn. 
and is not yet in the Recorp. As toone of those references, that 
about penute “feathering their nests,” I donot know just what |. 
meant; but I venture to say that if feathers are to be had for t} 
asking, or for the plucking, the gentleman, if he is around, w il 
get his full share if he is to getit. [Laughterand applaus. | 

Mr. HALL obtained the floor. 

Mr. BRUMM. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. My in: airy 
is whether we must take the vote at 4 o'clock, notwithstandi: 
the time taken up in these personal explanations? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then I shall chine to the time being thus oc- 


‘io 
al Mrmpers. Too late. 

Mr. HALL. Am I recognized, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. H.11] 
has the floor. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reiterate that I do not 
wish at all to emulate this gentleman in billingsgate; I do not 
expect to equal him init. In this slough he seems to be at home 
and he must flounder alone. But I wish to reply in a brief mau- 
ner to some matters to which he has referred. 

He comes forward here and states that he is representing ‘!10 
people of my district and — le of his own district as well 
Sen he en See e utterances that I made on this 
floor. I desire to call his weer to the fact that we have ' 
five Democrats here from Missouri instead of fourteen in the Fit 
te that of those five Democrats, three of us are sour id 
money sate Seenenae ], and that the leader of the 16 to i idea in 
the United States is now at home upon his rocky farm in Lac|«!o 
County unless he is still lecturing to his one-man audiences in t!1s 
South. [Laughter and applause. | 

I desire to say further, in connection with the remark that the 
gentleman has drawn out with regard to the United States Sena- 
tors, that the statement I made upon the floor of this House was 
made for the purpose of illustrating a broad proposition; it was 
made for the purpose of “‘pointing a moral” and enforcing t)\is 

) 
- 


or 


truth—and there are few intelligent men in the United States w 
have reached the age of 21 years who do not know it to be tru: 
that public men, not in this body merely, or in the Senate. 
in the State legislatures alone, but that all public men genera!!y, 
are guilty of cowardice toward the people in the treatment of th 
— — ic. I gave that illustration for the purpose of poin' 
oral and bringing out the truth more fully; and instea: 
a or modifying the statement I take this occasion to re- 
assert the same proposition with greater emphasis and force 1 
ever, so that it may be vividly brought before the people of | 
United States 

A Memeer. Name the men. 

Mr. HALL. I have this further to say: I did not make t 
statement with the intent and purpose of bringing into pul)lic 
view the communications or conversations, some public, sonic 
private, that led me to make the statement; nor do I recognize (!10 
right of any man on this floor to demand of me to bring into pub- 

lic notoriety the means by which this matter has been brought to iy 
notice. If men choose to read the periodicals, there are periodic |; 
extant in which you can find the ressions of some of the go 
tiemen to whom I referred. But 1 made my statement for ~ 


urpose of bringing to the attention of the people of the Unii 
States that crying evil; and I reiterate it for that very same pur 


Tish to say Se lee gentleman that I am not called upon to an 

swer to him or his constituents for my course in Congress. 1 pr 
to go back tom iy district and make the fight for sound mone} 
fAgeleuse.) ie go to his and make the fight for silver mono 
metallism. unto election next November show which is rig ht, 
which represents the brain, the brawn, and the intelligence of 1!) 
rural districts of Missouri, by showing whether the name *‘ Dr At 
MOND” or Plime ’ will be — a: tien a _ ptlbence th 
Congress is Applause ave unlimited confidence 
in the peieetiiieaen, the integrity ,and the brains of ™) 
= they will sustain me; I believe that I shall re- 
indorsement, and that the gentleman will come back 
Gt he comes back at all) with less than the 91 majority that be 


received in the last elec Applause. 
{Here the hammer a ' 


the 





~ 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, Iaskunanimousconsentthatthe | The question was taken; and ona division (demanded by Mr. 


time for taking the vote on the question of concurrence, as agreed | 


uponin the House, be extended until five minutes past 4 o’clock, and 
that of the time remaining the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
TowNE] have the first five minutes, and that I be allowed the last. 

Mr. KEM. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the Chair was about to suggest to the gentleman from Maine that, 
as the order in reference to taking the vote was made in the House, 
it could not, in the opinion of the Chair, be changed in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly that pointis well taken. Now, 
does the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TowNE] wish to occupy 
a part of the remaining time? 

Mr. TOWNE. I do not care to occupy any more time. Let 
the gentleman from Maine proceed, if he wishes, and then let us 
have a vote on this proposition on its merits. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There are now six minutes remaining. The 
gentleman from Minnesota might occupy three minutes. 

Mr. TOWNE. Ido not care to occupy any further time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I desire to be recognized to close this 
debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine is entitled to 
the floor. 


ment is the same that has presented itself against all other amend- 
ments that have been offered, that if the House should concur 
with the amendment it would recede from and set aside all that it 
did six weeks ago. 


as anindependent proposition the amendment which has been pro- 
posed, it could not be accepted withoutsetting aside the House bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to the provisions of this 
amendment, whose merits I think would not necessarily be con- 
sidered in the vote which may be given. The proposition is that 
when the Governments of the United States, France, and Ger- 
many shall enter into an agreement for an international arrange- 
ment the mints of these countries, after such arrangement has 
been made, shall then be opened to the free coinage of silver at 
the ratio of 154 to 1. 


My first a is this practical one: If we go into aconfer- | 
eading commercial nations of the world, or such 


ence with the j 
as may in response to our invitation enter into the conference, 


in order to accomplish the end we have in view we must enter | 


into it with no previous obligation as to the ratio of coinage. 
We must be prepared to say to the nations that we ask to join us 
in the conference, ‘‘We are ready to enter into an international 


agreement on “of ratio that you will agree with us in adopting | 


for the purpose of bringing on a world-wide bimetallism.” 

If we go in pledged to one particular ratio we enter at a disad- 
vantage, and whatever proposition we have to make will be met 
by objections from various quarters. Nothing can be clearer 


than that whenever an international conference convenes, as I | 


trust and believe one will convene in the next year, that it should 
be free to look over the whole question of the ratio which can be 


adopted and maintained, after having examined it, without any | 


previous arrangement, and that it shall be prepared to concur at 
that time and go forward to the end desired. 

It is therefore premature, in my judgment, to-undertake to indi- 
cate to any conference what ought to be the ratio. 
that, I fear it is not possible, even with every nation in the world 


concurring, under the present conditions of silver production of | 
the world, to maintain under unlimited coinage the relative value | 
of silver and gold at the ratio of 154 to 1, so as to secure the con- | 


current circulation of both metals. All the nations of the world, 
I fear, can not accomplish that at the ratio of 154 to 1, unless the 
conditions of gold and silver production shall be materially 
changed. What the ratio may be that could be maintained by 
international agreement I am not prepared to say. It is some- 
where between 16 to 1 and the present commercial ratio. Noman 
is wise enough to-day to indicate it. It must be the result of con- 
ferenceand deliberation upon the facts existing all over the world 
and the result of a comparison of views. 
Here the hammer fell. | 
r. BRUMM. I demandthereguiarorder. Let us have a vote 

on this question. 

The C MAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Towns), there were—ayes 53, noes 146. 

So the nt was rejected. 

Mr. BRUMM. I hereby give notice that I will ask for a yea- 


ae vote in the House. 
The . The question will not be pending in the 


House, having been rejected in committee. 
The question now is on the motion of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. Crisp], to agree to the Senate amendment. 





I take it for granted that it is the intention of | 
the majority which passed the bill that went from this House to | 
insistfurther uponit. ‘Therefore, even if we were prepared toaccept | 


More than | 
| stood the gentleman as I have stated. 





Crisp) there were—ayes 80, noes 190. 
So the motion to concur was rejected. 
The announcement of the vote was received with applause. } 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The result of the vote is that the committee 
agree to recommend to the House that the amendment of the Sen- 


The regular order has been called for; but | ate be nonconcurred in. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I movethat the committee rise and report that 
recommendation to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under con- 
sideration the bill H. R. 2904, had instructed him to recommend 
to the House nonconcurrence in the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire torepeat thenotice I gave at the com- 
mencement of the session to-day, that the gentleman from Geor- 
gia |[Mr. Crisp] desires to avail himself of the privilege of the 
rules of the House, before the previous question shall be moved, 
to speak in favor of the motion for concurrence in the House, 
That after one hour, or such time as he may see fit to occupy to- 
morrow, those members of the Committee on Ways and Means 
who are opposed to the Senate amendment will avail themselves 
of the same time in reply: immediately after which I shall move 


GLEY. Mr.Ch he fi b i 1. | the previous question on the recommendation of the committee 
Mr. DIN’ . Mr. Chairman, the first objection tothisamend- | 


for nonconcurrence in the Senate amendment. 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—VAN HORN VS. TARSNEY. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I ask the gentleman from Maine 
to withhold that motion for a moment until I can make a report 
from the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will withdraw the motion temporarily. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I am instructed by the Committee 
on Elections No. 2 to present to the House the report in the con- 
tested-election case of Robert T. Van Horn against John C. Tars- 
ney from the Fifth Congressional district of Missouri. The report 
is concurred in by all the members of the committee on the main 
question; but on the application of Mr. Tarsney to open up the 
case and take additional testimony, some few gentlemen dissent 


| from the views of the committee and desire time in which to sub- 


mit their views in writing, which lam assured will be at the earliest 
practicable moment. As soon as these views are filed I shall give 
notice of a day on which the House will be asked to consider the 
case. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman takes his 


| seat I desire to say to him that he is mistaken in saying that the 


whole committee have agreed upon that report, either as to the 


| main question or as to the question of reopening the case. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, if I have done any 
injustice to any member of the committee I certainly am sorry 
for it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iknow the gentleman did not mean todoso, and 
therefore I made my statement. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 


I will say this in justification of 


inyself, however, that if the gentleman did not concur in the main 


report, then I am certainly utterly unable to understand the force 
and effect of human language as used by him in the committee 
room, 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam perfectly satisfied that the gentleman did 
not intend to misrepresent me. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly not. 1 certainly under- 

Mr. BAILEY. I simply desire my statement to go into the 
RECORD along with his. This much is true: The entire commit- 
tee agreed that the case, as made up, could only be decided as the 
majority have decided it, but the committee—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I drew the report, and I certainly 
do not intend to commit the gentleman to ny reasoning. 

Mr. BAILEY (continuing). But the minority insists that the 
case is not properly made up, and we could not agree to the con- 
clusion of the committee on the main question, becanse we think 
the collateral question was not properly decided. In other words, 
the position of the minority is simply this: We think the commit- 


| tee’s conclusion is correct from their premises, but we think their 
| premises incorrect, and therefore their conclusion is wrong. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman’s distinctions are so 
subtle that I do not care to waste any time in discussing them. 
Mr. BAILEY. Iamcontent, however, to have those distinctions 


| go into the RECORD. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I will say again I certainly do not 
intend to commit the gentleman to my reasoning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Jonnson], 
chairman of the Committee on Elections No. 2, makes the report 
which has been presented to the House; which will be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I should like to ask gentlemen of 
the minority who desire to present their views how long a time 
they desire? 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from California {Mr. Macurms] 
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has agreed to prepare the minority report. I see the gentleman 
from California is in his seat, and he will speak for himself. 

Mr. MAGUIRE, I did not hear the first part of the discussion. 
I presume it relates to the matter of the report in the Van Horn- 
Tarsney case? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Yes. I inquired how long the 
gentlemen of the minority desire in which to present their written 
views to the House. 

Mr, MAGUIRE. I suppose you can give us until Tuesday? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks consent to file, by Tues- 
~~ next, the views of the minority. 

r, JOHNSON of Indiana. I see no objection. 
be a reasonable time, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill was 
— from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as 

ollows: 

A bill (8. 1717) to grant to the city of Charleston, 8. C., the use 
of certain real estate in said city on which is situated the building 


That seems to 


known as The Exchange—to the Committee on Public Buildings | 


and Grounds. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Linney, for seven days, from February 14, on account 
of important business. 

To Mr. Hurr, for the remainder of this week, on account of 
important business. 

nd then, on motion of Mr. DIna@LEy (at 4 o’clock and 12 min- 

utes p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow, February 14, 
1896, at 12 o’clock m., 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Attorney-General of the United States, trans- 
mitting a reply to the House resolution of January 7, 1896, in re- 
gard to the enforcement of the laws against trusts, combinations, 
and conspiracies in restraint of trade and commerce, and what 
further —— is needed to protect the people against the 
— the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
, A letter from the Public Printer, — to the House resolu- 
tion of the 4th instant in relation to the efficiency of employees— 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to 
be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, replying to the House 
resolution of the 4th instant in regard to the efficiency of em- 
ployees—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service; and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a reply 
to the House resolution of the 4th instant relating to the effi- 
ciency of employees—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Elizabeth McIntyre, administratrix of Robert McIntyre, deceased, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A ietter from the Acting ee the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a letter from the Secretary of War submitting estimate of 
appropriation for the Army and Navy Hospital at 
Ark.--to the Committee on Military Affairs, and orde 
printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for improvements at Columbia Arsenal, 
Columbia, Tenn.-—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an 
agreement made with the Indians of the Blackfeet Reservation 
in Montana, together with a report of the commission, the pro- 
ceedings of the councils, and a draft of a bill to ratify the agree- 
or the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an agree- 
ment made with the Indians of the Fort Belknap Reservation in 
Montana, together with the report of the commission, a geological 
report of minerals, and a draft of a bill to ratify the agreement— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Elizabethtown Harbor, Ilinois—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS ANnp 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. bills and resolutions were se, 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and refe; 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. CHICKERING, from the Committee on Railways 
Canals, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8.563) , 
viding for the establishment and enforcement of rules and 1 
lations for the use and navigation of United States canal 
similar works’ of navigation, and for other purposes, repo 
the same without amendment, accompanied by areport (No. :3 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions wey 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, xn 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MOSES, from the Committeeon Pensions: The bill (H.R, 
4122) granting an increase of pension to James H. Jones. ({to- 
port No, 334.) 

By Mr. HOWE, fromthe Committee on Pensions: The bill (11. R, 
8426) granting an increase of pension to Eugenia R. Sweeny, 
gph of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Sweeney, deceased. (Report 

0. 335.) 

_By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: 

The bill (S. 894) granting a pension to Nancy GQ. Allabach, 
ae No. 336.) 

The bill (S.345) granting a pension to Catharine R. Jardine, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Edward Jardine. (Report No. 337.) 

The bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. I. J, 
Kiernan. (Report No. 360.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 4475) granting a pension to Mrs, Catharine Gaffney, 
(Report No. 361.) 

By Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 1486) for the relief of the Corn Exchange Na- 
tional Bank of Philadelphia, Pa. (Report No. 338.) 

The bill (H. R. 5229) for the relief of George H. Lott. (Report 
No. 339.) 

The bill (H. R. 489) to reimburse the State of Nebraska the ex- 
penses incurred by that State in repelling a threatened invasion 
and raid by the Sioux in 1890 and 1891. (Report No. 344.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to Sarah G. Ives. (kh 
port No. 345.) 

By Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 154) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, hcir 
and children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased. (Report No. 

The bill (H. R. 1137) for the relief of certain parties, suffer 
by the burning of the tug Mystic while in Government ei} 
(Report No. 343.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pens: 

The bill (H. R. 3932) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth !t'cli- 
ardson. (Report No. 358.) 

The bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Charlotte Weirer. 
(Report No. 359.) 

By Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: ‘he 
bill (H. R. 485) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian wii 
(Report No. 356.) 

By Mr. MILES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 3112) granting a pension to Josephine | 
Fairfax. (Report No. 357.) 

The bill (S. 730) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. I! 
Morrell Carroll. (Report No. 353.) 

By Mr. ERDMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pe 
The bill (S. 1203) granting an increase of pension to Mary 1 
day, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Abner Doubleday. (Repo 
354.) 

_By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid | 


sions: 

The bill (H.R.5814) granting a pension to Cassie A. 1) 
widow of James P. Davis and mother of Mary T. Davis, : 
valid daughter. (Report No. 364.) 

The bill (H. R. 3001) granting a pension to Cynthia A. La)! 
widow of William B. Lapham. (Report No. 365.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
The bill (H.R. 2143) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily \. 
Derveer, widow of the late Brig. Gen. Ferdinand Van Der 
(Report No. 362.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H.R.4298) granting an increase of pension to A110 
Thompson. (Report Rio. 363. ) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (11. |. 
1334) for the relief of the estate of William Moss, deceased. (/\- 
port No. 340.) ' 

By Mr. BRUMM, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 








1896. 


H. R. 2838) for the relief of Samuel H. Sentenne and Paul Boileau. 
Report No. 341.) 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5345) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore English. 
(Report No. 846.) : : ; 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina, from the Committee on 
Pensions: The bill (H. R. 2602) for the relief of Solomon Hyams. 
(Report No. 347.) a 

By Mr. HALTERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions: The 
pill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Mary Jane Lynn, the daughter of 
John R. Lynn, a Revolutionary soldier. (Report No. 348.) 

By Mr. HARDY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 3007) granting an increase of pension to Michael Pettis. 
(Report No. 849.) : 

By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: The 
bill (H. R. 653) for relief of the book agents of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church South. (Report No. 352.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 5964) disposing of 2 condemned 

cannon and 12 cannon balls—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 
By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 5965) to exempt the wages and | 
property of persons engaged in interstate commerce from execu- 
tion, attachment, garnishment, distress, or other legal process in 
certain cases, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the | 
Judiciary. : : 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: A bill (H.R. 5966) to abolish the fee 
system as to United States district attorneys and marshals and | 
substitute salaries, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H.R. 5967) to provide for the re- 
demption of United States legal-tender notes at St. Louis, Mo.— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 5968) to increase the efficiency 
of the Marine Corps of the United States and to reestablish its 
organization—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 5969) to make an equi- 
table adjustment of the grants of land to the several States of the 
Union for State normal schools, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: A bill (H. R. 5970) to appropriate | 
money to meet the deficiency in the appropriation for the expenses | 
of the constitutional convention of the State of Utah—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. C of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5971) to release and | 
uitclaim to the commissioners of Lincoln Park, in the county of | 
Jook and State of Illinois, certain littoral or riparian rights be- 

longing to the United States—to the Committee on the Public 
ands, 

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 5972) to increase the efficiency 
of the infantry of the Army of the United States—to the Commit- | 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5973) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building at Kittanning, Pa.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HALL (by request): A bill (H. R. 5974) to amend the 
patent laws of the United States—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BAILEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 5975) to amend an | 
act approved August 24, 1894, entitled “‘An act to authorize pur- | 
chasers of the property and franchises of the Choctaw Coal and | 
Railway Company to organize a corporation and to confer upon | 
the same all the powers, privileges, and franchises vested in that | 
company ”—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN (by request): A bill (H. R. 6058) for the | 

urchase of letters patent of the Dickinson self-righting and self- | 
ailing lifeboat—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and | 

Fisheries. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 6059) to provide relief for such 
employees in United States navy-yards as may be disabled by acci- 
dent while in the performance of their duty, and, in the event of | 
fatal casualties, for the relief of their suffering dependents—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 5976) to provide for the com- 
missioner of copyrights and to revise the copyright law—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 5977) to provide submarine 
boats for the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5978) to grade substitute letter carriers—to 
the Co ce and Post-Roads. 








mmittee on the Post-O 


By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 5979) for the right of the Rock 
d, Muscatine and Southwestern Railway Company to build a 


om across the Illinois and Mississippi Canal—to the Commit- 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


eens 


| No. 165) to allow an annual clerk to the Committee on Banking 
| and Currency—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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By Mr. BINGHAM: A joint resolution (H. Res. 112) authoriz- 
ing the employment of a skilled architect to assist the Supervising 
Architect of the Treasury in preparing the designs, plans, specifi- 
cations, and other drawings of the mint building at Philadelphia, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 113) for the pro- 
tection of Provincetown Harbor, Massachusetts—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. Res. 114) for a survey of Salt Pond, 
in Harwich, Mass.—to the Committee on River! and Harbors. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 115) to provide 
for the purchase of the painting entitled ‘*‘ Eighteen hundred and 
sixty-four; or, Grant and his generals,” by Hanson Ball to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A resolution (House Res. 


ing 


+ 


By Mr. HULICK: A memorial of the general assembly of the 
State of Ohio, for protection to Armenian Christians—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 5980) for the benefit of James 
Blackburn, of Covington, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H.R.5981) granting a pension to Elihu 
Jones, of Potwin, Butler County, Kans.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5982) granting a pension to Elizabeth Roberts, 
of Fort Scott, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R.5983) authorizing the town 
of Shawnee, Oklahoma Territory, to sell and give title to certain 
lots in said town of Shawnee—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 7 

Br. Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 5984) to correct the military 
record of Oscar H. Gifford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5985) granting pension 
relief to John A. Taylor—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5986) granting pension relief to Francis M. 
Ross—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5987) granting pension relief to Ross Wheat- 
ley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5988) granting pension relief to Mathew D. 


Cochran—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H.R. 5989) directing the Secretary 


of War to amend the record of John Dauberman—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R.5990) granting a pen- 


sion to Henry Felker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5991) granting a pension to Martin Feeney—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5992) granting a pension to Flora A. Beeler—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5993) granting an increase of pension to Arba 


Capron, of North Topeka, Kans.—to the Committee on fiuvalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5994) for the relief of Thomas Dilbert 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAYTON, a bill (H. R. 5995) granting a pension t« . 
rietta B. Lee, surviving child of Lieut. Daniel Bedinger, a su... ‘er 
and officer in the Revolutionary war—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 5996) for the relief of So- 
phronia 8S. Stowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5997) to correct the naval record of Francis 
G. French—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5998) to correct the naval record of William 
Perkins—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5999) to correct the military record of 
bridge McFadden—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6000) to grant honorable discharge from 
Army, under true name, to Francis G. French—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R.6001) for the relief of Oakley 
Randall, of Farnum,:-W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6002) for the relief of Jehu Gum, of Church- 
ville, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 6003) authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint Jacob E. Noel a lieutenant- 
commander in the United States Navy, and that he be placed on 
the retired list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6004) to authorize the President of the United 
States to appoint William D. O’Toole to the military service of the 
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Dnited States and to place him on the retired list of the Army— 
sto the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

' By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6005) for the relief of Eli H. 
f ht—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6006) for the relief of Isaac A. Duncan, of 
Jefferson ee Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 6007) for the relief of Bvt, Capt. 
James D. Vernay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 6008) for the relief of Amelia 
Johnson, widow of Alexander Johnson, who lost his life on the 
Capitol Grounds July 2, 1894, while in the service of the United 
States—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 6009) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of John D. Anderson—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 6010) granting an 
increase of pension to Edson D. Bemis—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICKE: A bill (H.R. 6011) for the relief of Mrs. 
Elizabeth W. Coleman, widow of Samuel T. Coleman—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.6012) for the relief of J. M. Flanary—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 6013) for relief of the Spies Lumber Com- 
pany, of Cairo, Ill.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 6014) to increase the pen- 
sion of Herman Salem—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6015) to increase the pension of William R. 
Deweese—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bili (H. R. 6016) granting an arrearage of 
— to Abram W. Blauch—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 6017) removing the charge of de- 
outen from the naval record of Patrick Naddy—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 6018) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military recerd of John Harvey and grant him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 6019) for the relief of Granville —to the 
Coramittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6020) for the relief of Archibald Gibson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6021) for relief of Lieut. Col. Henry G. Gard- 
ner, of Salyersville, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6022) for the relief of Meredith Risner—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6023) for the relief of Andrew Phillips—to the 
Commitiee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6024) placing the name of Reuben Patrick on 
the roll as a soldier—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6025) for the relief of W. H. Nolcini, of Win- 
chester, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6026) granting a pension to George T. Nickell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 6027) for the relief of Tandy Mobley—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6028) for the relief of Samuel May, of Floyd 
County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6029) for the relief of Thomas O. Marrs—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6030) for the relief of Sarah Marrs—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6031) increasing the pension of Sally Heath, a 
Revolutionar eee. ak the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEISENRING: A bill (H. R. 6032) for the relief of 
Spencer D. Hunt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 6033) to carry out the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of Sterling M. Turner, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts (by meee: A bill (H. R. 
6034) for the relief of Joel M. Bryan—to the Committee on 3 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill +. R. 6035) for the 
relief of N. W. Jacobs—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6036) for the benefit of Hiram Romey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6087) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda 
W oodcock—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6038) to increase the pension of Joseph M. 
Donohue—to the Committee on Invalid Pemsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6089) for the relief of Levi Hoskins—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Als», a bill (H. R. 6040) for the relief of W. N. Stokes, admin- 
istrator of Jefferson M. Potts, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6041) for the benefit of Mrs. Elizabeth Moore— 
the Committee on War Ciai 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6042) for the relief of Mrs. 
Saftaie ML. Peyne—so tee Ceauaiiine on ar Claims. 
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By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 6043) for the relief of 
George T. Vance and Guy P. Vance, executors of William L 
Vance, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER (by request): A bill (H. R. 6044) for the re. 
lief of Mrs. Carrie V. Millar, a volunteer nurse in the United 
States hospitals during the war of the rebellion—to the Commi: 
tee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6045) for the relief of Isaac 
Newton, of Washington City, in the District of Columbia—to t},o 
Committee on Claims. 

| Mr. POOLE: A bill . R. 6046) granting a pension to Mary 
A. Stacey, dependent mother of Manley T. Stacey, late privat) 
Company D, One hundred and eleventh Regiment New York Vo)- 
unteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 6047) granting a pension to Laying 
M. Howe, widow of George Howe, alias Thorpe, late Company |, 
Twenty-second Connecticut Volunteers—to the Committee on I)- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill R. 6048) granting a pension to Celia E. Dans, 
widow of William E. Dans, late Company D, Sixth Regiment Now 
York Heavy Artillery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6049) granting a pension to Jerry Driscoll, 
late United States Railway Construction Corps—to the Committe 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H.R. 6050) for the 
relief of Mrs. Aurora M. Falconer, of Pointe Coupee Parish, La.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6051) for the relief of the estate of Samuel N. 
White, deceased, late of West Feliciana Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. h 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: A bill (H. R. 6052) for the relief of 
Thomas McCullough—to the Committee on War Claims: 

Also, a bill (H. R, 6053) for the relief of Mary Ann Dawson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6054) for the relief of Aaron M. Applegate— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 6055) for the relief of John 
A. pbell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6056) for pension of Mary J. Calvin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 6057) granting a pension to 
Emily C. Merriman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


—_——— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

yy Mr. ADAMS: Memorial of the Peace Association of Friends 
of Philadelphia to the President and Congress, on the attitude of 
ae relative to the Monroe doctrine—to the Committee on 

oreign > 

Also, petition of Oscar Netzner and others, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
in favor of House bill No. 5246, known as the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Amwell Grange, No. 1055, pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of 
agricultural staples by an export bounty, in order to equalize thie 
benefits and burdens of the protective system—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Cumberland Post, No. 265, Department of 
Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, making application 
for two pieces of cannon, etc., for the use of said post—to thc 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. AITKEN: olutions adopted at a mass meeting held 
at Leslie, Mich., protesting against the continuance of Armenian 
ow to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: Petitions signed by officers 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Richmon( 
County, N. Y., inst the sale of beer on Ellis Island, Bedlovs 
Island, and Fort Wadsworth, N. Y.—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Memorial of the Peace Association of 
Friends of Philadelphia to Congress, relative to the Monroe (ov- 
trine—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: Petition of the Woman’s Chris 
tian Temperance Union of Fishers Ferry, N. Y., relative to the 
sale of intoxicants at certain places—to the Committee on Al:0 
holic Liquor Traffic. E 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

Union, of Fairport, Honeoye Falls, Scottsville, Greece, 
enrietta, Parma, Pittsford, Rush, and Monroe County, and the 
hteenth Ward of the city of Rochester, N. Y., asking that tle 

e of beer and spirituous liquors at Ellis Island be forbidden—- 
to the Committee on Alcoholic a. Traffic. 

i ance Union, of 

Falls, Scottsville, + , Pittsford, 

Rush, and county of Monroe, and Twelfth and Eighteenth wards 
of the city of Rochester, N. ¥., asking for the prohibition of the 
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sale of beer at Bedloes Island and Fort Wadsworth—to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of citizens of Lancaster County, Pa., 
in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. ON: Papers to accompany House bill to correct 
the military record of Oscar H. Gifford—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ee | 

By Mr.COUSINS: Papers to accompany House bill directing 
the Secretary of War to amend the record of John Dauberman— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Pattern Makers’ National League 
of North America for a bill to regulate the manning of vessels on 
the Great Lakes—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 

isheries. 

“a petition of East Liberty Presbyterian Church of Pittsburg, 
Pa., for raising the age of consent and for Sunday rest and com- 
pulsory education in the national capital—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition from Teamsters and Yardsmens’ Union of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., relative to a bill to regulate the manning of vessels on 
the Great Lakes, introduced by the Hon. C. W.Woopman of Illi- 
nois—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petitions of Frank W. Rutter and others, of Verona, and 
sundry citizens of Allegheny County, Pa., in favor of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petitions of C. W. Minamire and others, of 
Belmont County; Riley E. Bowman and others, of Stark County; 
O,C. Downer and others, of Jefferson County; and S. M. Bow- 
man and others, of Carroll County, all of the State of Ohio, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petitions of J. F. Shroyer and others; also, 
N.B. Andrions and others, all of Marion County, W. Va., asking 
for the passage of bill for the inspection of immigrants by United 
States consuls—to the Committee on Immigraiion and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to Hen- 
rietta B. Lee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of George W. Boling, for the 
correction of his military record—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of the Seattle Chamber of Com- 
merce, asking an appropriation of $10,000 to encourage flax cul- 
ture in theState of W ashington—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the city of Cosmopolis, Wash., favoring the 
passage of legislation in behalf of the Nicaragua Canal—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Spokane Chamber of Commerce, urging 
recognition of the rights of Cubans as belligerents—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Tacoma, Wash., praying forthe pas- 
sage of joint resolution No. 11—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

so, memorial of the Vancouver Commercial Club, for the im- 
provement of the Columbia River near Vancouver—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the town council of Sumner, Wash., favoring 
legislation in behalf of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Tacoma Chamber of Commerce, relative 
to the improvement of the merchant marine—to the Committee on 
the Me t Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of N. W. Robinson and 26 others, 
of Burton; also of W. H. Marple and 22 others, of McMechen, 
W. Va., in support of better immigration laws—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of C. B. Bonnell and 21 others, of Conings, W. Va., 
against Sunday-observance bill (H. R. 167)—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FARIS: Petition and proof to name House bill 
No. 2366, for the relief of John A. Anderson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, documents to accompany House bill No. 2372, for the relief 
of Hiram A. Benefeil—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition and proof ts accompany House bill No. 2373, for 
the relief of Elvin Brown—tc the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, to accompany House bill No. 2376, for the relief of 
Robert E. t—to the Conimittee on War Claims. 

Also, to accompany House bill No. 2685, for the relief of 
Jere V. Pinson—to the ittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. GRAFF: Petition of Capt. James D. Vernay, for relief— 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr.GROUT: Testimony in behalf of Amelia Johnson, widow 
of Alexander Johnson, who lost his life on the — Grounds 


duly 2, 1894—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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Also, resolutions adopted by the Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club of 
New York, N. Y., in favor of the passage of a bankruptcy law— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of the Peace Association of Friends 
of Philadelphia in regard to the attitude of Congress relative to the 
Monroe doctrine—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Hart- 
ford, Conn., favoring the passage of the Stone bill, restricting 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Paper from Col. Ell Torrance, depart- 
ment commander of the Grand Army of the Republic, State of 
Minnesota, urging the passage of the Vicksburg National Mili- 
tary Park bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of J. C. Bowser, R. R. Wentz, A. C. 
Long, C. A. Deihl, and 59 other citizens of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing tor the passage of the William A. Stone bill, restricting immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions unanimously adopted at a meeting 
held February 8, 1896, by the Winnebago County Association of 
Union ex-Prisoners of War, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 306, introduced by Hon. E. J. Hamner, granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors confined in so-called Confederate prisons—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Peace Association of Friends of Phila- 
delphia to Congress relative to the Monroe doctrine—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of the board of supervisors of 
Weaverville, Cal., asking for relief for the mining industry—to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of David B. Mansfield and others, of 
Harwinton, Conn., favoring the granting of belligerent rights for 
the Cubans in their struggle for freedom—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of William Davis and 55 citizens 
of Monmouth County, N. J., praying for the passage of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Lnmigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. KULP: Petition of W. Ocar Hurst, M. D., and 287 
others, of Northumberland County, Pa., praying for the passage 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of J. R. Motley and 24 other citizens 
of Oklahoma, asking for the passage of the free-home bill—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of Charles Hipp and 25 other citi- 
zens of St. Mary, Ohio, for the favorable consideration of House 
bill No. 1429, to adjust the pensions of disabled soldiers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Peace Association of Friends of Philadel- 
phia, relative to the Monroe doctrine—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: Petitions of Frank Abbott, Jacob Secor, 
and others, of Wappingers Falls, N. Y., and vicinity, in favor of 
the Stone bill, restricting immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of 
La Grange, Rondout, and Rawlings, N. Y., asking for the passage 
of a bill which shall forbid the sale of beer and all spirituons 
and fermented liquors at Ellis Island, Bedloes Island, and Fort 
Wadsworth, Staten Island, New York—tothe Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LEISENRING: Two petitions signed by a number of 
citizens of Luzerne County, Pa., asking for the passage of the bill 
to inspect immigrants by the United States consuls—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LEONARD: Petition of E. D. Rumsey and 82 citizens 
of Tioga County, Pa., in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of citizens of Calvin, Pa., praying for 
passage of the William A. Stone bill, to restrict immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of James R. Mansfield and 53 
other citizens of Alexandria, Va., praying for the restriction of 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, memorial of the Peace Association of Friends of Philadel- 
phia to the President and Congress on the attitude of Congress 
relative to the Monroe doctrine—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Memorial of 103 citizens of the city of 
New York, requesting Congress to authorize the Secretary of War 
to contract with Charles Stoughton and his associates for the work 
of constructing a canal through the Harlem Kills, New York—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: Petition of Amanda Thompson, of Para- 


| gould, Ark., sister and only surviving heir of Zion R. Crayn, de 


: va ’ i? il lip gaa 
SAR ERT SSI ata A aD tai tei Wi ABE ls eas i ts a 


SiS ty Baa 


Ahi? wot are cli ad ti 


ein AG ll 9 5 A Nala li SIN dns ue, 
BE oe CLT R 
Z Tn Be eng hae oN 


et peagein 


: Bemba es nts 
Ha Re ate ree 


a 
PRES NE IRS CAG STE DEE RS, HOM ec Jil reat 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ceased, late of Hamilton County, Tenn., asking reference of her 
war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Memorial and petition of mayor, alder- 
men, Board of Trade, and 200 citizens, of Ellsworth, Me., asking 
the Government to improve the channel of Union River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition adopted by a largely attended mass 
meeting held in Salem, Mass., urging the Government to resort to 
vigorous measures in endeavoring to stop the Armenian outrages— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of soldiers and sailors of the Union 
Army and Navy during the rebellion from the State of New York, 
favoring the passage of the service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Labor Union No. 6517, in behalf 
of bill introduced by Hon. C. W. Woopman of Illinois, to regu- 
late the manning of vessels on the Great Lakes—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. POOLE: Petitions of citizens of Pompey, Orondaga 
County, N. Y., relating to the sale of beer at Ellis Island, Bedloes 
Island, and Fort Wadsworth—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

Mr.SCRANTON: Petition of P. B. Stone and other residents 
of Waverl yr, Pa., for the passage of a bill for the inspection of im- 
migrants by United States consuls—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Petitionof Joseph Wolf and 57 other citizens 
of ercn County, Mich., favoring the passage of the William A. 
Stone bill, restricting immigration—to the 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: Petition of the Allen Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of the Sixteenth Ward, Albany, N. Y., 
asking that the sale of beer at Ellis Island, Bedloes Island, and 
Fort Wadsworth be forbidden—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

y Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Boonville, N. Y., relative to the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors at certain places—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

y Mr. STAHLE: Petition of 16 veterans of New Oxford, Pa., 


mmittee on Immi- 


raying the p of a bill granting a pension of $8 per month 
to iy onorably Tacharanh soldier and sailor who served at least 
ninety days in the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petition of 28 citizens of York County, Pa., in favor of the 
William A. Stone bill, restricting immigration—to the Committee 


on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Memorial of George C. Fos- 
ter and 88 other citizens of Hurley, Wis., asking for the further 
improvement of the Manitowoc Harbor, Wisconsin—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Wisconsin State Agricultural Society, in 
favor of the passage of the Cook bill, to license filled-cheese facto- 
ries and tax all filled cheese, and also the of the Sauer- 
ny bill, for a State trade-mark—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. TAYLER: Petitions of M. E. Singer and others, also 
of C E. Bertolette and others, all of Stark County, Ohio, praying 
for the p e of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Memorial of the Peace Association of 
Friends of Philadelphia to Congress on its attitude relative to the 
Monroe doctrine—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of John M. Hamilton, H. N. 
Kelsey, and 20 other citizens of Batavia, Genesee County, N. Y., 
in favor of House till No. 2920, in regard to reclassification o 
railway postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Als petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
of Medina, Orleans County, N. Y.; of Kendall, Orleans County 
N. Y.,and of Alexander, Genesee County, N. Y., for the passage of 
a bill that shall prohibit the sale of beer and spirituous and fer- 
mented liquors at Ellis Island, Bedloes Island, and Fort Wads- 
worth, Staten Island, New York—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

Mr. WANGER: Petition of Isaac C. Jones, Frank K. Say- 
lor, L. Y. Sechner, and 58 others, of Sassamansville; also of Sue P. 
McBride, Hannah Russell, and 83 other citizens of Pottstown, 
Pa., for the of the Stone immigrant-inspection bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of the Peace Association of Friends of Phila- 
delphia to the President and Con , relative to the Monroe doc- 
trine—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of uel Longstreet and 123 other 
citizens of Berkshire County, Mass., in favor. of the restriction 
of ne tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
gation. 
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The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 
Henry M. CoupeEn. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 


COIN REDEMPTION FUND. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Icall up House bill 2904, the unfinished busi- 
ness. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2904) to maintain and protect the coin redemption fund, end 
to authorize the issue of certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary doti- 
ciencies of revenue. 

Mr.DINGLEY. Thequestion before the House is on the recom 
mendation of the Committee of the Whole for nonconcurrence, 
Before moving the previous question, the gentleman from Gevr- 
gia will take the floor for an hour. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr.) Speaker, in discussing the important ques 
tion now before the House, I shall endeaver to confine myself to a 
citation of such facts and such illustrations as I think bear upon 
the subject; and I shall carefully refrain from saying anything or 
intimating anything calculated to wound or hurt the feelings of 
any other member of the House. This is an economic question; 
and no matter what views gentlemen may have entertained in {he 
past, I should assume, and do assume, that every member when he 
casts his vote to-day casts it conscientiously and honestly in ac- 
cordance with the views that he now entertains. 

I do not wish, Mr. Speaker, to overrun the time which has been 
assigned me, and the chief difficulty I have is to select from ihe 
great mass of matter which might be presented that which is most 
ago ve and that which is least old, if such an expression tay 

tolerated. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 
a moment? 

Mr. CRISP. I will. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, this is a very impor- 
tant subject, and I ask unanimous consent that my colleague shall 
have as much time as he desires. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent that his colleague shall have as much time as he desires. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CRISP. I thank my colleague and I thank the House; but 
notwithstanding, Mr. Speaker, I shall endeavor, if possible, to con- 
fine myself to the hour prescribed by the rules of the House. 

In 1873 the Congress of the United States passed an act demon- 
etiaing silver. Now, even that proposition seems to be disputed. 

If it were possible that as we progress in the argument we could 
agree upon something, could agree upon some facts, then woe 
might so narrow the issue as to make it more plain and compre- 
hensible, but it seems impossible to do even this. 

Now, I assert that in 1873 silver was demonetized. That is, we 
— to coinit, and the unlimited legal-tender quality was taken 

om it. 

Again I assert, Mr. Speaker, that from the year 1792 down to the 
hour of the ge of the act of 1873 we were on a bimetallic basis 
or standard in the United States. Here again there seems to be 
some dispute. This dispute, Mr. Speaker, is of modern origin. 
Never was it contended until lately; but now we find the advyo- 
cates of a single gold standard contending that notwithstand- 
ing since 1792 there had been a statute which authorized tiv free 
and unlimited coinage of gold and silver at a fixed ratio, and pro- 
vided that each or either coin might be used in the payment of 
all debts, public and private, that, nevertheless, we never had bi- 
metallism in the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, the confusion that arises, I respectfully submit, 
upon that question is in not drawing a distinction between 4 
standard of value and a circulating medium. That there is a ‘i!- 
ference there can be nodoubt. Iquotefrom President Cleveland s 
last annual message: 

There is a vast difference between a standard of value and a currency for 
monetary use. 

In 1792 we established a mint. The act provided that— 

Every 15 nds weight of pure silver shall be of equal value in all pay- 
ments with 1 pound weight of gold, and that all the gold and silver coin whit 
has been struck at cad ieoned from the mints shall be a legal tender in ai 
payments whatsoever. 

That, Mr. Speaker, I submit is bimetallism. That is the kind 
of bimetallism for which the Democratic party has always cou- 
tended, a bimetallisin which permits the free and equal coinage 
of the two metals at the mint upon a ratio fixed by law, and which 
authorizes the payment of debts, public and private, with the con 
so struck at the mint. Some of our friends say that from 17‘ to 
1834 there was but little gold in circulation in the United States, 
and therefore we were on a silver basis. But nomancan dispute, 
Mr. Speaker, that at that time we had in the United State a double 


Will my colleague yield to me for 
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standard. What I mean by a double standard is that there were 
two kinds of coin which were freely and without limit struck at 
the mint, in either of which all debts, public and private, might 
be lawfully paid; and the fact that our metallic circulation may 
have been principally silver at that time in no way militates 
against the idea that we were on a bimetallic basis. What do 
gentlemen understand a bimetallic basis to be? A bimetallic basis 
is one which links together gold and silver coin, so that the aggre- 
gate amount of the two in the world regulates throughout the 
world the prices of things. Lest it may be said that this is a defi- 
nition or a suggestion coming from one unskilled in financial mat- 
ters, permit me to read from a statement from Baron Rothschild. 

The simultaneous employment of the two precious metals is satisfactory, 
and gives rise to no complaint. Whether gold or silver dcminates for the 
time being, it is always true that the two metals concur together in forming 
the monetary circulation of the world,and it is the general mass of the two 
metals combined which serves as the measure of the value of things. 

Our friends tell us that from 1834 to 1860 the principal metal in 
circulation in this country was gold, and therefore we were then 
on a gold standard. Mr. Speaker, so long as the law provides for 
the free and equal coinage of the two metals you can not be upon 
asingle standard. The principal part of your metallic circula- 


tion may be of either coin, but your entire circulation is based | 
upon both coins, and values are regulated by the amount of both | 


that exist as money in the world. 

Our friends insist upon too much. When they say the circula- 
tion of a country is necessarily the standard of value therein, they 
overlook the fact that the general plane of prices is fixed by the 
amount of primary money existing in the world, and not by the 
amount in any one country of the world. 


France of silver, yet, so long as some great nation or several great 
nations by opening their mints to the free and unlimited coinage 
of both gold and silver at a fixed ratio maintained the commer- 
cial and coinage parity of both, the measure of values throughout 
the world would be the combined quantity of the two metals. 

My good friend from Tennessee, Mr. PATTERSON, contends that 
from 1850 to 1860 this country was on the gold standard. It is 
necessary, or rather it is desirable, from the standpoint of the 
gentleman that he should establish that fact, because that was, 
perhaps, the most satisfactory era in the history of the country in 
respect to the increase of its wealth. But the gentleman bases his 
whole argument upon the circumstance that the principal metallic 
currency during that time was gold. My friend forgets, in the 
language of the President, that ‘‘there is a vast difference be- 
tween a standard of value and a currency for monetary use.” 

Now let us look briefly at the effect of demonetization. All 


around me there are gentlemen on both sides of the House who | 


insist that law can not create values, who insist that nothing that 
we may do here can have any effect upon the value of silver bul- 
lion or upon the value of gold bullion. To gentlemen who enter- 
tain that view, of course it is idle to talk, but to gentlemen who 
will take a plain, practical view of things, it seems to me it is 
“sticking in tle bark” to say that law can not affect values. 

I concede, Mr. Speaker, that if this Congress should say that the 
price of any given commodity should be a certain sum that act 
of Congress would be absolutely futile. But law may enhance 
the value of things by increasing the demand forthem. Law may 
diminish the value of things by diminishing the demand for them. 
That proposition surely can not be disputed by any gentleman 
who will pause and think about it. Money is the one thing in 
this life for which all men contend. The demand for money is 
the sum of the demand for all things elseon earth. A metal that 
is made money by law by one great nation becomes in demand by 
all the peoples in the wide world. Therefore, the law which 
makes that metal money at the same time puts it in a position 
where the demand for it becomes such that necessarily it is in- 
creased in value. 

The same gentlemen who contend that law can not create value 
vehemently insist that they are in favor of an international agree- 
ment between the great nations of Europe and the United States 
respecting the coinage of silver. If law can not create value, I 
might ask how an international agreement between the nations of 


There might be a cir- | 
culation in the United States of paper, in Great Britain of gold, in | 





the earth could affect the value of the silver bullion. Any inter- | 


national agreement that might be entered into must be enforced 
at last by the law in the nations which might enter into it. How 
is it, then, that if law can not affect values that an international 
agreement can do so? How is it that the platform of one of the 
great parties of this country insists on the maintenance of the 
parity between the two metals by an international agreement or 
the safeguards of legislation? What did we mean, Mr. Speaker, 
when we said to the people that we favored the maintenance of 
the parity between gold and silver by an international agreement, 
oi a agreement could not put silver on a parity 
go. 

All fair men must admit that it is possible to maintain the par- 
ity of the two metals by an agreement between the great commer- 
cial nations of the earth. So that the contention that law can not, 
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in effect, establish the value of money seems to be without force 
and without weight. 

I aver, sir, that the adoption of the single gold standard has 
been injurious to all the industries of the United States and to all 
the industries of every country adopting it. I shall cite extracts 
from remarks of distinguished men on this question. I shall do 
so because in stronger terms than I can employ they have de- 
scribed the disastrous effects of the striking down as a primary 
money of one of the great metals of the world so used for ages. 

Senator SHERMAN, on July 11, 1876, in the Senate, referring to 
the law of Germany, said: 

The enormous effect of the law in Germany, and as a consequence the 





ar- 

tial demonetization of silver coins, I suppose, is felt by every m: W in, 

} and child who buys or sells anything. A struggle for the possession of gold 
| at once arose between the great nations, because anybody could see that if 
$5,200,000,000 of silver coin was demonetized and $3,500,000,000 of gold coin 
| made the sole standard, it would enormously add to the value of gold, and 


the Bank of France, the Bank of England, and the Imperial Bank of Germany 
at once commenced grasping for gold in whatever form. Therefore, what 
we have observed recently is not so much a fall of silver as itis a rise of gold, 
the inevitable effect of a fear of the demonetization of silver 

That, Mr. Speaker, was Senator SHERMAN in 1876. You will 
observe that he says what has been so vehemently denied during 
this discussion that a great struggle of European nations for gold 
followed the demonetization of silver. That the striking down 
of one of the metals—one of the money metals of the world—is 
felt by every man, woman, or child who buys or sells anything; 
that the effect has been to appreciate the value of gold, which our 
friends on the other side so strongly deny, and that the disparity 
of the metals caused thereby is the result rather of a rise in gold 
than a fall in silver. 

Senator GEORGE of Mississippi, in a speech delivered last sum- 
mer, said: 

In the first place, in the very year of its consummation in 1873, occurred one 


| of the most disastrous panics that ever afflicted mankind. Cotton fell from 


the date of its passage in February to the end of the year, though the crop 
marketed was a short one, from 19} cents in New Orleans to 154, more than 
44 cents per pound, or $22.50 per bale. This was pretty bad for a start, but it 
kept on falling, with only slight variations, till November 1, 1893, the date of 
the repeal of the Sherman law, when it reached 7§ cents, and then its further 
fall was accelerated till it reached 4} cents the last season. (These are New 
Orleans figures.) So the cotton farmer, at all events, can see how he has 
fared under the operation of the act of 1873. Compare 19} to 5} cents, a loss 
of 75 per cent nearly, and you can see the loss the farmer has sustained. He 
got last season a little over one-fourth the. price that he got before this bale 
ful act—this crime of all the ages, as Mr. Carlisle called it 

But it is denied that this fall was produced by demonetization. Let ussee. 


Accurate tables of prices prepared by the best statisticians in the world, and 
which have been often published and never contradicted, show these con 
vincing and unanswerable facts: That from 1850, when the money of the world 
was being increased by the large output of gold in California and Austra- 
lia, general prices were constantly rising, so that in 1873 they were about 30 
Ps cent higher than in 1850; and that from the very year of demonetization 
873, they continually and persistently fell till they were lower in 1893 by be 
tween 35 and 41 per cent than in 1873. How could this happen except by and 
through the act committed in 1873—the demonetization of silver? Up to 1873 
we had rising prices with increasing money supply, gold and silver being 


both used. From this very date, when money was contracting, one-half the 
world’s money being disabled as a money metal, prices not only began to fall, 
but they continued to fall until a lower range of prices was reached this year 
than was ever known in our history. 

Robert Giffen, recognized as one of the best authorities in 
England, said in 1888: 

If events are the touchstones of prophecies, no prophecy was ever more cer 


tain than the increased dearness of gold. That the fall of prices to an extent 
so general as we are at present experiencing is to be referred to an increase 
in the purchasing power of gold is generally, and I might say almost ur , 


sally, conceded. 
I read again from Senator GEORGE: 
In the decade 1851-1860 the cotton crop of the United States was more than 


doubled, yet the demand was so great that the price in 1860 was as h ' 
was in 1451. That was before the demonetization of silver. Now t i ten 
years under the influence of that baleful act, to wit, 1881-82 to 1801-92 that 
decade the American crop increased only 65 per cent, though in it I ed 
the largest crop ever grown up to that time, viz, 9,018,000 bal a be r 
and yet the price under the increase of only 65 percent fell 6) per cent 
instead of keeping up even asit did in the first decade named, when 1 
tion was increased over l00per cent. Everybody can understand the signifi 
cance of these figures. 

Bear in mind, Mr. Speaker, it is not so much a low price of 
which the world complains as it is the constant falling of prices. 
If prices were somewhat stationary, though low, business might 
continue. But where they are steadily falling, where the farmer 
plants his crop on the basis of the then existing price and must 
sell it at a lower, where the manufacturer makes his prod on 
the basis of existing price and must sell it at a lower, where the 
merchant buying goods for sale to his customers must part with 
them at a lower price or without profit, there can be no prosperity. 

Our friends say that low prices are due to modern methods, that 
we owe reduced prices to improved machinery, and the like. | 
grant that much of the cheapness of goods is due to art, invention, 


and science. But, Mr. Speaker, where low prices are due to im- 
proved methods, business in which such improvements are em 
ployed ought to be profitable. Inother words, if the manufacturer, 
by reason of improved machinery, can produce goods more cheaply, 
his profits ought toincrease. If the farmer, by reason of improved 
agricultural implements, can raise a crop more cheaply, the result 
of his operations ought to be increased profits tothe farmer, I 
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ask you, is that the case in the United States? fot pen So thet 
the case in any of the gold-standard countries of the world? 
Let me read, Mr. soplicaieed takai Talos to 
———- standard England. Replying to 
ting agricultural interests, a few days ago, 
the lord the ee: Balfour, informed his visitors 
that the Government eC OenS Tae eae for the re- 
yy eee pone pe classes. 


Mr. Balfour 

sisffered ap condition of the currency, 

pressed his tha: the reduced pepe. - 4] due to the artificial 

onaily, to the hs artical md va Gage given the pookanartasibven-acing counteiee 
van ven ucer Aes coun es 

over "in bre -using countries. 


And now to those ef our friends who for an international 
agreement I especially commend the last of this interview: 
Continuing, Mr. Balfour said that the obstacles to reform did not come 


7 et 1 interests 
ertu 
fodividual She powss were bound up in euneneg reform. 
That, my friends, was on the 9th of the present ‘month, On the 
11th of the present month the Queen's speech was read in Parlia- 
ment, and in that speech she said: 


a to say that the condition of agriculture is beyond recent 
ence, easwres will be =aAS before you with the etuen mitigating 
the distress of the classes engaged in that industry. 


I say to you, Mr. er, and I am sure, whatever may be the 
views of members here, that the farmers of the United States will 
indorse the utterance, that the condition of ture in our coun- 
ti too is most deplorable, and, to use the language of the Queen, 

isastrous beyond recent experience.” There is no industry in 
the United States that prospers under a single gold standard. 
There can be no industry prosperous so long as we have a steady 
on of eaneny money and a constant contraction of our cir- 


aimettee Haanitien, in his report (1791) on the mint, says: 

To annul the use of either of the poseete on mneney-ts tonledtenthe queatity 
o! circulating medium, and is liable to all the objections w arise from a 
comparison of the bene#its of a full with the evils of a scanty 


William H. Crawford, Secretary of the Treasury, in a report 
(February 12, 1820) to Congress, says: 
All intelligent writers on that when it is decreasing in 


t, povert; 
“Mr. KM. iv eer eee et ete ban 


thowe brought ubout by the 
Se ee the Mew Warld te the uro- 
under the decreasing stock of the precious 
ee agp poe Ap 
a 
itand labor. Butan in- 


mete Se agriculture 
and ex- 


if it lost a little by a change in standa 
ter demand for its use, which added to its capacity for reproducti 
and to its real —. 


The mischief would indesd. Ba 
of the precious metals toe 
— the currency more aa abel 
y, should or Un tain an the only standard, would be large enongh 00 
prose highly Gausteous to the human race. 


The American Review (1876) says: 


tly in a wa by th d Orr netter wp d th satis its 
uen n demand an r and the oyancy 
cre capital a wider de and higher remuneration. 


Leon Fauchet (1848), in Researches upon Gold and Silver, says 
Jie aee af Derype atated Ge seaten of Guat Pian, De 
Cis Sete eee 
Before a French monetary convention in 1869 testimony was 
ven i oe Wolowski and by M. Rouland, governor of 
Bank of France. 


M. Wolowski said: 
The sum total of gor 


to the ruin of all debtors. 
M. Rouland, governor of the Bank of France, said: 


Debtors, and among them the State, have the right to pay in gold or silver, 
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and this right can pothe taken quer 3 pines disturbing the relation of de} 
ors and creditors, to judice of debtors to eg Pred of —- m , 
a pt am ae lh oe nae 2 > @ measure x 
can ieve overn il 
propose it, or Ses: will vote it. —* 


I take it for granted that all men concede that our financis 
condition is unsatisfactory; that all men concede that somethiy, 
should be done; that all men concede that there have been error. 
committed in the past. 

Laver, Mr. Speaker, that there has been a settled, a fixed, a (> 
termined p to depress silver in the markets of the wo 
and to leant its use as primary or standard money. 

Now to the proof. In 1873, when the bullion was worth mors 
than the coin, silver was demonetized. We ceased to coin it. 
What followed? There was agitation all over the country if | be- 
half of the rehabilitation of silver. No question was so burni 
at that time as the restoration of pean a 

In 1878 a free-coinage bill was The representatives 
the people desired to put the stan of value back where it hia 
been in 1873. The bill went to the Senate. The matter was 
a It was finally as the Bland-Allison law. vet: 

=. Republican President (Hayes) and passed over his v: 
The bill so 
coinage of silver. 

That law provided that we should coin not less than $2,(00.() 
nor more than $4,000,000 a month. It provided that the cin 
issued under it should be a legal tender for all debts, public «ni 
private. How was it treated? In the first place, the minim 
amount was coined. The Treasury Department, which m 
have coined $4,000,000, coined but $2,000,000, thereby expres 
its judgments, so far as it could by its act, that coinage of 
was not desirable. The President expressed that view in his \ veto, 
and when overruled by aconstituti majority in both Houses his 
Secretary of the Treasury manifested his opposition by coining 
only the minimum amount required by the law. 

The law said the silver coined under the Bland-Allison Ac! 
should bea legal tender for all debts, publicand private. Our. 
standing obligations, ne the greenbacks, were eo: 
coin, and yet, the testimony of the Secretary of 

, from the roa ote of resumption the Treasury Depart 
to the holder of the United States notes—gri« 
poekestie option todemand and receive gold in payment. | be ive 
heard that statement questioned, and have taken the trouble to 
get the testimony of the Secretary of the Treasury, so there cau |. 
no dispute about it. Mr. Sibley, a Representative from Penn 
vania, asked the Secretary of the Treasury a question when tie 
peneasomen appeared bctur? the Committee on Appropriations of t 
Representaiives during the consideration of the sun bey y 
divil appropriation bill for the year 1896, as follows: 


I would like to ask you what objection Sore could be to having the « 
of either in silver or gold lie with the Treasury instead of wi 


¥ 

— CARLISLE. If that had been adopted at the beginning of re< 
ion—and i am not —— ten the purpose of criticising the action 

* eaten ——— if the policy of reserving to 

Eneat at the beginning oY fest mption the option of redeeming in + 

presented, i bel a it would have worked ben: fic 

ae been no trouble growing out cf it; but the Secret 
from the beginning of resumption have pursued the p.! 

of redeeming in gold or silver at the option of the note holders. 


Now, I heard some gentleman yesterday—I do not reco!! 
whom—say that the meney under the Bland-Allison law, the 
ver issued under that law, stood without support and its ja 
= maintained because it was receivable for public ducs. 

Mr. Speaker, it might have been maintained in that way, 
it was not. There has never beer a moment from the demon 
tion of silver until this hour that the Treasury Department 
matter by whom administered, hes manifested a friendly feclii4 
for silver as primary money. 

In 1890 the Bland-Allison law was repealed. The Sherman | 
was enacted, the law denounced by the national Democratic ))\" 
form as a “cowardly makeshift.” 

Under that law we accumulated the fund of uncoined silv 

Under that law the Treasu 
ceased. The Treasury m\; 


Dedanessail debts ata 


was a subetitute or a makeshift for the 


but no, only about eighteen or nineteen million dollars 


the have been so redeemed, and the remain: 
about one hundred and thirty millions, is still outstanding. Bi 
that is not all, Mr. Speaker. Shortly before Angust, 1893, gol! 
coin ape mnenee to our Treasury officials and silver dollar: 

in exchange and refused. 

you! Gold coin ae and silver dollars asked in ¢ 

and refused by the Department, because, Mr. 
, Secretary Carlisle said that “all the silver dollars in th» 
at the time were required under the provisions of t!: 
to the be held in the y to cover 

silver and the Treasury notes issued 














act of July, 1890.” Iread extracts from his letter to 
dated August 17, 1893: 


coin is issued in redemption of United States notes in sums not less 
onal ay coy assistant treasurers in New York and San Francisco, and in 
redemption of Treasury notes of 1890 in like sums by the Treasurer and all 
5 assis easurers. ; 
the assistem response to the resolution I have to say that recently gold coin 
has been presen at an office of this Department and silver dollars asked 
in exchange therefor, and that the exchange was not made for the reason 
that all the silver dollars in the Treasury at the time were required under 
the provisions of the laws relating to the currency to be held in the Treasury 
to cover outstanding silver certificates and Treasury notes issued under the 
act of July 14, 1890. At present the Department would not and could not ex- 
change silver dollarsfor gold coin if requested to do so by holders of gold for 
the same reason; but if the condition o the funds of the Treasury were such 
as to afford a margin of silver dollars in excess of silver certificates and 
Treasury notes outstanding, such exchanges would be made. 


fully, yours, 
Dagar # J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


under the 
the Senate 


He refused to give silver for gold, because he must hold the 


silver to pay the silver certificates and Sherman notes issued | 


under the act of 1890, and when a Sherman note issued under 
the act of 1890 is presented he redeems it in gold and not in sil- 
ver. [Applause.] What mockery is this! What sort of friendly 
treatment is accorded silver by this law and the practice that 
obtains at the Treasury of the United States? 

Again, we have a large quantity of subsidiary silver. In Great 
Britain, which is a gold-standard country, they have more than 
$200,000,000 of subsidiar silver, which is sustained alone by its 
being a limited legal tender. In the United States the subsidiary 
silver coin is not left to stand upon its own feet. So fearful are 
the single gold standard advocates of the United States that silver 
may have some footing that in 1879 they passed an act that even 
subsidiary silver coin should be redeemed in lawful money when 

resented to the Treasury in sums of $20 and multiples thereof. 

Tou can not take subsidiary silver in England to the Treasury 

and have it redeemed, for there is no law requiring its redemp- 
tion. In the United States the worshipers of gold are not even 
willing to trust silver so far as our subsidiary coinage is con- 
cerned, but have provided that even that coinage should be re- 
deemed in gold if the holders demand it. 

Such has been the treatment, Mr. Speaker, of silver in this coun- 
try. Our friends point to the Bland Act, they point to the Sher- 
man Act, as evidence that a demand for silver will not increase 
the price. Mr. Speaker, the advocates of the free coinage of silver 
have never maintained that parity could be brought about by the 
ney of silver, no matter how great the purchase might be. 


hat which will bring parity, Mr. Speaker, is use as primary | 


money in a country of sufficient wealth and population to create 


a demand for every ounce of silver that can be brought to the | 


mint. It is not the fact that you coin, but it is the right of every 
ounce existing to be coined, that givesit value. [Loud applause. | 
No matter how much your purchase may be, if you leave a sur- 
plus that surplus will regulate the price. 

Our single gold standard friends say that great efforts have been 
made here to maintain the parity between the two metals. I de- 
sire to call your attention a little to that. In thefirst place, every 
obligation of the United States bonds or notes is payable in coin. 
If you gentlemen on the other side believe these obligations are 
payable in gold, then, my friends, you ought to be brave enough 
to say so, because by so doing you could save to our tax-ridden 
people many millions of money. 

ho is so bold on that side as to maintain that the obligations 

of the United States are payable in gold? Who on that side will 
vote for the payment of the obligations and bonds of the United 
States in gold? 1 hope you will not all rise at once. [Laughter. | 
Every obligation is payable in coin, so denominated in the con- 
tract, so voted by the Congress of the United States, and so un- 
derstood by the creditors of the United States. Why, Mr. 
Speen, only last February the President negotiated a bond sale. 
e bankers to whom he sold the bonds said to him substantially, 
“Sir, if within ten days from the date of this contract you can 
obtain the consent of the legislative department of the Govern- 
ment that these bonds shall be payable in gold, then we will take 
them at such a rate as to save to the people of the United States 
m interest more than $16,000,000.” And the President sent down 


his m , and he said substantially to the House of Represent- 
atives, ** — you to make these bonds payable in gold, because 
by doing so the people will save $16,000,000,” and the representa- 
tives of the refused to make the bonds payable in gold, 
and the syn took them on the contract they had entered 
= — President. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, has any gentleman here the hardihood to 
say that when we have paid or agreed to pay $16,000,000 for the 
privilege of these bonds in silver that we have no right to 


ying 
80 pay them? {Loud applause.] Some gentlemen here say that 


in the past the obligations of the United States have always been 
din cid, and therefore coin means gold, and not silver; but 


gent who took those bonds are estopped from such a 
contention as that, because they themselves raised the doubt, and 
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said, ‘If you will resolve that doubt in our favor we will pay you 
$16,000,000”; and yet we are told we can not pay them in siiver, 
for if we do we violate the contract; if we do we trail in the dust 
the honor of our country... Mr. Speaker, what an absurdity! 
There is no man who buys a bond of the United States who does 
not read upon it that it is payable in standard money of 1870, 
gold and silver, at the ratio of 16 to 1. , 

Mr. Speaker, if we have no legal obligation to pay them, is there 
any moral obligation? Is there any reason why we should depart 
from the terms of the contract in the interest of the bondholders 
and the speculators of the world? Why, sir, a few days ago our 
condition was pitiable—absolutely pitiable. The greatest nation 
on earth, the greatest in commerce, in intelligence, in progress, 
applauded to the echo a message from the Chief Executive assert- 
ing the true American doctrine, asserting that no European power 
should acquire further lodgment on the American continent. 
[Applause.| But, Mr. Speaker, the sound of that rejoicing had 
hardly died away before the so-called ‘‘ business interests” of the 
country, that class of whose patriotism we hear so much, were 
shaking at the knees for fear Great Britain would take our pre- 
cious gold away! Can we maintain a system that leaves us in that 
condition and justify ourselves before a liberty-loving people? 
[ Applause. ] 

Now, the question is, What is to be done? Our Republican 
friends say “nothing.” That is the kind of Republican Congress 
we have got—‘ nothing—do nothing.” [Laughter. Applause on 
the Democratic side.|_ You find your country embarrassed in the 
face of her enemies by laws that you yourselves have made, and, with 
full power to change them, you do nothing. Have we not a right 
to expect something from that side of the House? Is the country 
to be left at the mercy of the foreign money sharks because this 
Republican majority of 140 or 150 refuses to do anything? We 
on this side are helpless. This side of the House, however it may 
be divided on certain questions, would be glad to see something 
done to protect the Treasury, and at the same time protect the 
interests of the people. 

We have paid, or obligated ourselves to pay, $262,000,000 to 
maintain the parity between gold and silver—obligated ourselves 
to pay that amount of principal, not to speak of the interest. The 
Secretary of the Treasury and the President tell us there is no 
need for that money except to procure gold, that there is no 
deficiency in the Treasury necessitating the issue of bonds. You 
gentlemen may say, and do say, that the Wilson-Gorman bill has 
produced a deficiency, but the President tells us, and so does the 
Secretary, that there is nothing in the condition of the Treasury 
to demand these sales of bonds except the necessity for gold. Two 
hundred and sixty-two millions of bonds have been sold for gold. 
The gold for which the earlier issues were sold has gone ont into 


| the country orabroad, and probably some of it ismow coming back 








| to pay for the later issues. 


You have established by your laws—not Democratic laws, Re- 
publican laws, for I am afraid that sometimes you gentlemen for- 
get that you are responsible for this condition of things—you have 


| established by the laws you have passed what is called an ** endless 


chain ” which draws gold outoftheTreasury. That has been done 
by your laws and by your method of administering the laws, which, 
I regret to say, has been followed by the Democratic Adiinistra- 
tion. You set the example, and the present Secretary of the Treas- 
ury says that but for the fact that you did sev ths example the 
other system might have been followed with great benefit to the 
country, but that, inasmuch as you did set the example of trans- 
ferring the option from the Government to the holder, it was nec- 
essary that he should follow it. You are in the habit of saying, 
some of you gentiemen on the other side, ‘‘ Why, we transferred 
the option because the obligation was upon us to maintain the 
parity between the two metals.” 

Mr. Speaker, it is true that the act of 1890 does declare in favor 
of the maintenance of the parity between the two metals; but did 
the Bland-Allison Act so declare? The exchange of gold or the 
transfer of the option was given by Republican Secretaries of the 
Treasury at a time when there was no legal obligation to maintain 
the parity between the two metals. It wasa mere voluntary elec- 
tion on their part to surrender the rights of the people in favor of 
a class that was specially favored at that time and, I regret to 
say, since. Two hundred and sixty-two millions of dollars of 
bonds have been sold. ~« 

Now, what is the effect of that, apart from the cost? You recol- 
lect that our Republican friends, when they first reported their 
bond bill, had a provision in it which might be construed to retire 
the greenbacks. You recollect the fluttering that it created on 
that side. You recollect how anxious they all became to find out 
just what it meant, and you recollect the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee was calied together again and any ambiguity which existed 
in the bill was cured, so as to make it clear that the intention was 
not to retire the greenbacks. From that I would infer that the 
Republican majority in this House would not vote for a bill to re- 
tire the greenbacks; and yet, Mr. Speaker, the failure of the ma- 
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jority here to do something to change the existing laws does, in 
effect, retire the greenbacks from circulation. 

Think of that a moment, We had before this last sale about 
$170,000,000, in round numbers,in the Treasury. About a hundred 
millions of it, I believe, was of that character on which gold is paid. 
Now, we have sold a hundred millions of bonds and we are going 
to get a hundred and ten millions in the Treasury for those bonds, 
so that when that money is received we shall have two hundred 
and seventy millions in the Treasury. If a hundred millions of 
that is gold, the remainder is greenbacks. When our friends in 
Europe or on Wall street want more gold they will take it from 
the Treasury of the United States with greenbacks, and when the 
gold just purchased is gone we will have $270,000,000 in green- 

‘ks or Treasury notesin the Treasury. Twohundred and seventy 
millions of our greenbacks are thus locked up. Repeat that oper- 
ation once or twice and every dollar of the greenback circulation 
of the country will be locked up in the Treasury and you will 
have done in a more costly way that which you would not vote 
to do at this hour. 

Secretary Carlisle tells us in his ‘ast report that an attempt to 
impose taxation upon our people sufficient in amount to enable 
the Treasury to take up and hoard all of the legal tenders outstand- 
ing, now amounting to about $485,000,000, would be the most re- 
markable financial experiment of modern times. And you are 
permitting my friends—you are by your inaction now permitting 
just that thing to be done. You tax the people in a time of pro- 
found peace by bonds when there is no necessity for the money 
for the uses of the Government; and in that way you acquire and 
hoard the greenbacks in the Treasury. You contract the circu- 
lating medium to that extent. You say to the people that you do 
not favor the retirement of the greenbacks, and yet with power to 
repeal the Republican laws under which they are being retired, 
ae carry out the policy of the leaders of this Congress and ‘‘do 
nothing.” 

Let us, Mr. Speaker, deal frankly with each other and with the 
people. If any man can show under existing law how it is pos- 
sible to prevent the retirement of the greenbacks when the ‘‘ busi- 
ness interests” of the country desire their retirement, let him now 


speak. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, it is inevitable. There is no escaping from 
it. It is manifest to any man who gives the matter a moment’s 
consideration. The rt of the Secretary of the Treasury shows 
that during last year there was a contraction in the moe 4 of 
the United States outside the Treasury amounting to more than 
$73,000,000. Since that time, sir, there has been a sale of $100,- 
000,000 of bonds, which will result in the piling up in the Treasury 
of $110,000,000 more money, which is thereby taken out of circula- 
tion, which is hoarded, which is kept there by the ‘‘friends of 
silver,” as they call themselves, for fear that this country might 
get upon a silver basis. And how a? will it be before the con- 
traction thus progressing will be the full amount of the back? 
Why not coin the silver and pay the Sherman notes? hy adopt 
a policy of refusing to give silver for gold, and at the same time 
—- to redeem in silver the notes which were given for its pur- 
chase? 

My friend from Maine says that if we do anything with the sil- 
ver, except to hold a dollar for each note outstanding, we are per- 

trating a fraud. Mr. Speaker, the law which requires us so to 

old silver is a fraud. The theory has been that one hundred 
millions of gold kept in the Treasury of the United States was 
sufficient for the redemption of the three hundred and forty-six 
millions of greenbacks. But when you deal with silver, what you 
call legal-tender silver or standard silver, you require that, each 
silver certificate shall have behind ita silver dollar. Why, if you 
are so friendly to silver and believe it to bea money of final re- 
demption and standard money, may not one bundred millions of 
silver dollars sustain three enieedl and forty-six millions of sil- 
ver certificates as well as one hundred millions of gold will sus- 
tain three hundred and forty-six millions of backs? 

Why, sir, it is manifest t the whole effort at all times has 
been to avoid the free coinage of silver, and at the same time to 
hoodwink the people into the idea that those who do so are 
friendly to silver. Now, the final question is, Can we alone main- 
tain the free coinage of silver? That, at last, is the practical ques- 
tion. I submit that there can be no contention in any fair mind 
that could an international agreement+be had, say between the 
United States, Great Britain, France, and Germany, that silverand 
gold should be coined freely and without limit, at the ratio of 154 
to 1 or 16 to1, that the bullion value of silver and gold coin and the 
coinage value of gold and silver coin would be exactly equal. I 
have heard it contended that the United States, from 1792 to 1834 
and from 1834 to 1860 tried to a the commercial value of gold 
and silver together by a ratio fixed by her laws and failed on both 
occasions, and hence the claim is that it is impossible, either by 
law or custom, to establish a parity between the coinage and the 
bullion ratio of the two metals. 

We know, Mr. Speaker, historically, that France did maintain 
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the ratio for seventy years, and we know that the apparent diffor. 
ence or rea] difference in this country on the two occasions yyon. 
tioned arose from the fact that the ratios adopted in the Unit. 
States, first 15 to 1 and then 16 to 1, in neither case fitte ; 
ratio of France, 154 to 1, and that the French ratio fix« 
market price of both gold and silver bullion. 

Now, if it be admitted that an international agreement bet, 
oa commercial countries would restore the parity between 

ullion and silver bullion, then it simply becomes a question }\,\y 
much power must there be in the country which freely and i+), 
out limit coins silver to bring it to a parity with gold. |; 
concede that an international agreement can do it, if you co. 
that four or five countries can do it, then you concede at once : 
law can affect values. 

Secretary Manning defined the old condition of bimet:| 
which some of our friends have recently discovered was 1 
metallism, because the metals were not exactly of the same \ 

Mr. Manning says: 

The essential conditions of that old monetary order in their last a; 
seem to be these: 

1. Mints open to the public for the free coinage of gold. 

2. Mints open to the public for the free coinage of silver. 

3. Coined gold a full legal tender. 

4. Coined silver a full legal tender. 

5. Mints open to the public for the free coinage of silver and of gold 

6. Rated equivalence of both metals in such coinage, fixed by States power 
ful enough to make and keep it prevalent. 

There was the old condition of things. In that day it had not 
been discovered that law had nothing to do with the value of 
metal. In that day it had not been discovered that adouh). stand- 
ard was, to use the language of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
‘‘a physical and a metaphysical absurdity.” [Applause.| No 
man had then found that out, but all the fathers believed that 
there might be such a tning as a double standard, and Mr. Jeffer- 
son himself, in writing to Hamilton, in February, 1792, says 

I concur with you that the unit must stand on both metals. 

Mr. Jefferson did not regard the double standard as a physic: 
and metaphysical absurdity; Mr. Hamilton did not so regard it; 
but it is reserved for modern statesmanship to discover that the 
double standard, which we had for near a century and for the 
restoration of which we now contend, is a physical and meta- 
physical absurdity. When Mr. Sherman appeared before a Sen- 
ate committee he said, speaking of the Bland-Allison law: 

In the first place, the silver bill satisfied a strong public demand fr })ime- 
tallic money, and that demand is no doubt largely sectional. No doult there 
is a difference of opinion between the West and the South and the F 
the subject, but the desire for remonetization of silver was almost universal. 
In a Government like ours it is always good to obey the popular currents, wid 
that has been done, I think, by the passage of the silver bill. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, we have been told of late that it is evidence 
of a want of statesmanship to follow the popular current. 

Mr. WHEELER. A want of courage. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, a want of courage to follow the popular cur- 
rent; but this great Senator, this great statesman, who has !een 
so long ine gee life, says that in a Government like ours it is 
always g to obey the popular current. And why should it 
not be? Have we forgotten that the people constitute the (ov- 
ernment of the United States? [Applause.] 

Mr. Bayard, then a Senator from Sawa. asked this question 
of Secretary Sherman: 

oO your cont if 
ss ter panel nateicen ll onp Seautralont te pela, when one io wort Ii cents 
less t the other? 

At that very time the bullion in the silver dollar was wort! 10 
cents less than the bullion in the gold dollar. Here is the reply: 

Just so long as it can be used for anything that gold is used for it \ ) 
worth in thiscountry the par of gold, until it becomes so abundant and |) ilky 
that the people will me tired of carrying it about— 

He does not stop there— 
but in our country that can be avoided by depositing it for coin certificates. 

Mr. SHERMAN does not think that there is any trouble alout 
maintaining the parity just so long as it can be used for anytling 
that gold is used for, and it will be worth the parity of gold 11 tls 
country until itis soabundant there is trouble in carrying it a!) u' 
and you can avoid that trouble by having silver certificates. 11 
was his judgment on this question. 

Mr. SHERMAN again—I quote him often because he is the fat lier 
of most of this Republican legislation, and I quote admissivn-. 4s 
it were, against him and in our favor to show that our contention 
is founded in justice and right—Mr. SHERMAN in his letter to Mr. 
Groesbeck said that during the Paris conference he favored a s111-'° 
gold standard, but since that time other arguments—I quote |! 
‘other arguments, showing the dangerous effect upon industry 
of dropping one of the precious metals from the standard of va’, 
outweigh in my mind all theoretical objections to the bimeta:\'c 
system.” And then he says: 

thoroughly he leading commer: 
ain to a ern ae rene pom ies teseeen silver nd 

d, even though the market value might vary somewhat from time to {0% 

would be a measure of the greatest good to all nations. 





¢ 





1896. 


Mr. SHERMAN concedes that the commercial nations might by 





agreement fix the ratio between gold and silver. Mr. Carlisle 
a-rees to the same proposition. In 1878 Mr. Carlisle said: 

[shall not enter into an examination of the causes which have combined to 
depreciate the relative value of silver, and to appreciate the value of gold 
since 1873, but I am one of those who believe that they are transient and 
temporary in their nature and when they have passed away— 

Now mark— 
or have been removed by the separate or united actions of the nations most 
deeply interested in the subject, the old ratio of actual and relative value 
will be reestablished on a firmer foundation than ever. 

«“When these difficulties have been removed by the separate or 
united action of the nations most deeply interested in the subject.” 
It never entered his mind that it could not be removed by united 
action; it never entered his mind in that day that legislation could 
not affect the value of money. 

Now, the question is, Have we the power alone to bring toa 
parity the bullion value of silver and the bullion value of gold? 


Our gold-standard friends contend we have not, and present plausi- | 


ble theories in support of their contention. 

We insist that we have the power. Wesay that what has been 
once done can be again done, and we cite the experience of France. 
In 1803 France opened her mints to the free and unlimited coin- 
age of both gold and silver at the ratio of 15} to 1, and kept them 
open at that ratio for seventy ems, until the Franco-Prussian 
war. During all that time the French ratio dictated the world’s 
market price of silver, and during all that time practically 154 
pounds of silver bullion would purchase in the markets of the 
world 1 pound of gold bullion. 
the world’s production of silver averaged fifty and a quarter 
times the weight of gold produced each year. Nevertheless the 
market price of silver was 15.6 worth 1 of gold, the French mint 
price being 15.5 to1. In the ten years ending with 1855 a com- 
plete reversal of the relative production of gold and silver appears, 
the silver produced during this period being only four and one- 
half times the weight of the gold each year. 


15.5. 
The National Bimetallist of December 18, 1895, in dealing with 
this question truthfully says: 


In 1792, Hamilton advised Congress to adopt the ratioof 15 tol. He arrived 


at that conelusion almost entirely from a consideration of the different coin- | 


age ratios of Europe. Striking what he considered to be a fair average, he 
fixed upon the ratio of 15. 
began, although upon a very small scale, for the country was a mere infan‘, 
and had been completely impoverished by the long struggle for independence 

From the opening of the mint in 1793 to the close of 1802, the total coinage 
had been 61,859,000 in gold, and $1,573,000 in silver, using round numbers. 
But in 1808 the French mint was thrown open freely to both metals at 15} 


tol. This made gold 3 per cent more valuable and silver 3 per cent less | 
The gold being more | 


valuable at the French mint than at the American. 
powerfully attracted by the coinage ratio of France, began to retire from 
circulation in this country and our currency consisted chiefly of silver. _ 

In 1834an attempt was made to apply a remedy, but instead of adopting 
the French ratio and putting ourselves in accord with the mint ratio of that 
country, we jumped over it to 16, or, more accurately, 15.988. By this ratio 
we gave gold a value of 3 per cent higher and silver a value of 3 per cent 
lower than they respectively had at the French mint. 
— was now reversed and the silver to a considerable extent retired 


rom circulation. But in both cases it was the French mint, not ‘natural | 


causes,”’ that interfered with our circulation. The ‘market,’ that is, the 
demand for commodity use, had no more to do with it than the Gulf Stream 
had. First gold and then silver were drawn from America by the operation 
of the French law. 

There is not a reputable economist in the world who does not recognize 
the fact that the French coinage law practically controlled what the gold 
a term the “market” both in Europe and America for a period of sev- 
enty years. 

It is this precise circumstance that bimetallists rely upon in claiming that 
the United States can do the same thing now, this country being vastly 
greater in wealth, population, and power than France ever was. 


But we are told that France has now closed her mints to sil- 
ver. 
was rather political than financial. Germany exacted a war in- 
demnity of France amounting toa billion of dollars in gold. The 
acquisition of this extraordinary amount of gold enabled Germany 
to retire three hundred millions of her silver, and France closed 
her mints against that silver. Again, we are told there has been 


In the ten years ending with 1810 | 


Accordingly that ratio was adopted and coinage | : ; 7 : . 
ey : B° | is sO great that what our mint rate says is a dollar will bea dollar, 


Accordingly the | 


This is true, Mr. Speaker, but the reason she closed them | 
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But the market | 
price of silver averaged 15.4, as against the French mint price of | 
These figures I take from Mr. W. P.St. John, of New York. 





an overproduction of silver, so that it is impossible for us to do | 


what France did for seventy years—maintain the parity. 
subject let me read an extract from a speech by a distinguished 


On this | 


Senator of the United States, who is always careful and cautious | 


in what he says. I refer to Senator CocKRELL, of Missouri. 


If the total production of both gold and silver in the world during the four | 


poneres years 1493 to 1893 were in existence to-day as a money, it would only 
money of final payment and redemption and the only measure of value. 
Search the world to-day and all the 
is only $6.34 per capita, a wholly inadequate amount for the transaction of the 
world’s business. We have in the world to-day $2,570,900,000 of uncovered 
papercurrency irredeemable for lack of gold and silver money. The nations 
ving it are struggling to get gold and silver for its redemption, and will 
continue the struggle. In the five years 1889 to 1893 the world coined $165,- 
pty of go more than was produced, showing the fearful struggle for gold 
and its shifting from nation to nation and being recoined, and of the total silver 
product foreign nations alone coined over 66 per cent. They can not do with- 
< silver coins, can not part with what they have, and must continue to coin 
the future asin the past, regardlessof ouraction. Year by year thecoined 


old and silver money which can be found | 


$14.47 per capita of the world, a wholly insuffizient amount for the only | 


~ 


=<) 


17 


money disappears in numberless ways, known and unknown. The annual 
yroduction does not keep pace with the increase of population, commerce, and 
industry, and the increasing demand for coined money 

Gold and silver are the most suitable metals for use as money and a meas- 
ure of value, and have been used from time immemorial, and are more stable 
in their values than any other two metals. They have never been produced 
in unlimited quantities, like iron, lead, copper, zinc, and most other metals. 
Hence, no people have ever been flooded with gold and silver or either. 
Linked together as equals in money use for one hundred and eighty-five 
years prior to 1872, they maintained a most remarkably stable ratio during 





great changes in relative production, sometimes 75 percent of silver to 25 per 
cent of gold, and then 75 per cent of gold to 25 per cent of silver 
There has been and is now no overproduction of silver. Mr. 


Speaker, after centuries of use of both metals the Secretary of the 
Treasury reports that in the world of metallic money there is to- 
day in round numbers $4,000.000,000 of gold and $4,000,000,000 of 
silver. Unfortunately this silver is not all standard money. 
There is no considerable quantity of silver bullion in the world 
outside our Treasury. India consumes as much as she ever did, 
and more is consumed in the arts. 

As our distinguished friend from Minnesota [Mr. TowNE] so 
well told us the other day, in his great speech made here, which 
in my judgment is unanswerable, the bulk ratio of gold and silver 
to-day, after centuries of effort to dig it from the earth, stands at 
just about the coinage ratio of 14 or 15 or 16 to 1. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Sixteen and three-tenths, exactly. 

Mr. CRISP. My friend from Mississippi says 163;. It only re- 
mains, Mr. Speaker, to compare our resources with France and 
to say a word as to the greatness and power which we possess. 
Witha population more than double and an area more than seven- 
teen times as great as France, we have productive power more than 
Great Britain, France, and Germany all combined. Our country 
is new and comparatively undeveloped; our people are more in- 
dustrious and productive than other people, and consume more. 
Mr. Mulhall, an English statistician, tells us that the merchandise 
transported on our railroads is double that carried on all the rail- 
ways in all the countries in the world; we produce billions of dol- 
lars’ worth of farm products, of manufactured goods, and of all 
the necessaries and luxuries of life. Our country is the richest in 
the world. It has been said: 

It hasin it every element of prosperity. * * * Nothing has ever been 
seen like the progress of this nation since the world began 

We need more money than any country under the sun. Weare 
suffering now for want of it. With all these resources, who can 
doubt that the demand for money here and elsewhere will be and 


with all the purchasing power of any other dollar at home and in 
all the markets of the world? 

We ask that the law, that the law, shall look with favor upon 
silver coin, upon silvermoney. Anactof Parliament confers upon 
the owner of a troy ounce of gold eleven-twelfths fine a title 
£3 17s. 9d. in English money. The Government does not own the 
money. My friend from Maine {[Mr. DINGLEY] makes some point 


¢ 
Lo 


on that. He asks, ‘** What good will it do to let bullion owners go 
to the mint and have theirsilver coined, when it does not belong to 
the Government?” What good, I ask the gentleman, does it do 


to permit owners of gold bullion to have it freely coined, when it 
does not belong to the Government? All free coinage is on private 
account. 

In England the man who digs from the earth a troy ounce of 
gold, eleven-twelfths fine, is entitled by law—by act of Parlia 
ment—to receive in English money £3 17s. 9d. In the United 
States a man who digs from the earth 25.8 grains of gold, nine 
tenths fine, is entitled to receive a dollar of lawful money of thy 


United States. What we propose is to put silver where it was 
before the act of 1873, so that the owner of 4124 grains of silver, 
nine-tenths fine, shall have a title at the mints of the United 


States to $1 in American money. When you give him a title to 
such a sum at the mints of the United States you will give him a 
title toa like sum in every country on earth, and, in my jud 
ment, you will bring the bullion value of gold bullion and silver 
bullion together at your mint rate wherever commerce extends. 
Such, Mr. Speaker, is the contention on the silver side of this 
question. Feebly, I know, I have expressed it, and yet 1 have 


spoken with earnestness. Ihave said nothing I hope unkind; I 





have meant nothing unkind; I have dealt with frankness, »ppeal- 
ing not to theory but to experience; not inviting you to enterany 
| field which has not been explored, but inviting yon to return to 
the ancient system under which this country grew and prospered 
| as no other country of which we have account ever did grow 
| or ever did prosper. If we will but emulate the example of the 
fathers, if we will but assert and maintain the political and the 
financial independence of our beloved country, we may confi 


dently hope not only that prosperity will return, but that it will 
continue the perpetual heritage of the people of the United States 
[Prolonged applause. | 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, how much time has the gent 
man from Georgia occupied? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has occupied an hour and @ 
half, or very nearly that. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TuRNER] 

proposes to occupy an hour of the equal time that will belong to 

the majority of the committee. 

2 The — The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] 
recognized. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, may I ask for what time the 
gentleman from Se [Mr. TURNER] is recognized? 

The SPEAKER. gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] 
is recognized for an hour. 

Mr. Turner of Georgia rose. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, before my colleague begins, I ask 
unanimous consent that his time be so extended as to permit him 
to finish his remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. ate that the time of his colleague 
[Mr. TURNER] be extended to enable him to conclude his remarks? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia |[Mr. DALZELL] wishes to occupy twenty-five minutes of the 
time belonging to the majority of the committee at the conclusion 
of the remarks of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 
With the understanding that the gentleman Pennsylvania 
is to be allowed twenty-five minutes, there is no objection on our 
part. 

There being no objection, the request of Mr. Crisp was unani- 
mously agreed to. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I recognize the fact 
that I enter upon a great controversy. I must confess the 
embarrassment which arises from the consideration that I have to 
follow in this debate my distinguished colleague from Georgia 
_ Crisp]. ne y thanks for the great courtesy which 

just been shown me, I beg to say that I am actuated to-day by 
no aspiration to acquire credit for ter wisdom or courage than 
other men of my day and eration. ee) I shall state 
opinions and conclusions which have been slowly, and I trust care- 


fully, formed, but which I shall submit with the most vas ps | tion with any clear statement of his reasons for that opini 
nvoke any | This is the mighty issue we are to decide. I have already proven 


deference to the opinions of others. But, sir, I do not i 
confidence merely by the expression of my opinions; on the con- 
trary, I ask attention to the reasons which I give for the faith 
that I shall avow. 

Let us look at the situation, and then see whether there are not 
some things about which we can agree and thus reduce the points 
of difference unfortunately existing on both sides of the House. 

On the 27th of December last the House sent to the other branch 
of Congress a measure proposing to amend the law which author- 
izes the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds. That body has 
returned the bill with a complete displacement of the bond meas- 
ure and a substitution for it of a inage bill. So far as 
germaneness is concerned, they might just as well have put a 
pro.octive tariff in place of the measure we sent them. ey 
might just as well have put in place of our bill, and as a substitute 
for it, the abandoned su bill of the Populists. So far as 
germaneness is concerned, they might just as well have substi- 
tuted a scheme for the annexation of Mexico, silver and all. 
{Laughter and applause. } 

There are some things, Mr. Speaker, to which, as I intimated 
just now, all men may agree. In 1792 our predecessors in Con- 
gress inaugurated the coinage by the Government of gold and 
silver at the ratio of 15to1. Gold being worth in the market 
more than fifteen times as much as silver, it did not go to the 
mint. Being undervalued by the law, it went where it was more 
appreciated. Such gold pieces as we had were melted down or 
crossed the ocean for the better market value. Even our silver 
coinage was greatly reduced by the tion of the worn and 
abraded silver coins of mand Mexico, the dollar pieces of 
which countries the U: States had made a legal tender. Both 
of these phenomena are due to that universal instinct or calcula- 
tion of men and nations which discriminates between the good 
and bad in money and keeps the bad going. Every man who has 

morey and inferior or doubtful money will, in his business 
nsactions, use first the doubtful; and what he reserves from 
use will be the What is true of the individual is also true 
of the tion of individuals called the a the nation. 
This inevitable tendency is what is called “* Gr ‘slaw.” By 
causing the sound money to be kept out of trade it works a con- 
traction of the volume of currency and limits the circulation to 
the amount of the unsound with all its risks and uncertainty. 

In 1837 Congress endeavored to correct the mistake of 1792 and 
made the ratio between gold and silver about 16 to 1 at the mints. 
Then it was soon found that by the new ratio silver was under- 
vaiued and that gold was not worth sixteen times as much as sil- 
ver. The result again demonstrated that the mint ratio, pre- 
scribed ov legal enactment, can not supersede market value. Phis 
time gold, being the inferior metal at the established ratio, came 
into circulation, and silver, because of its greater value in man- 
ufactures and in other countries, went out of circulation. Here 
is another great precedent which shows that an act of Congress 
can not - the matter of value supersede the common sense of 
mankin 
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In 1853, in order to keep our change money or subsidiary ¢o; 
Congress reduced the quantity of silver in our halves, quart 
dimes, and half dimes so greatly that it would not pay to ; 
them for use in manufactures or to export them to other ¢ 
tries; but their legal-tender quality was limited to sums of -} 
and our silver dollar, not having been included in this chany.. 5? 
ratio, remained out of circulation. 

In 1857 an act was passed absolutely demonetizing the for, 
silver dollars we had—the only ‘dollars of our fathers.” On 
2ist of February of that year Congress enacted ‘‘that all for 
acts authorizing the currency of foreign gold or silver coin 
ae same a legal tender in payment for debts are he 
re 

us was accomplished actually, and practically, and . 
pletely what has been since called the *‘crime of 1873.” The 9. 
of 1873 was only an epitaph which marked an old grave. Vj) 
was it laid impious and sacrilegious hands on the “dollars of «),; 
fathers”? Our fathers themselves did the deed! Let justice jo 
done though the heavensfall. Andin 1853 andin 1857 there was no 
uprising of the poor, no flourishing of pitchforks, no threa: 
dynamite and anarchy. Even the exigencies of politics and of 
— could make no occasion for a tear, or even for a protest. 

he farmer was never happier and the laborer never went t\ |)is 
work with a merrier heart. 

From 1857 to 1861 gold was the only standard money we }),(1, 
and yet for the rich and the poor, the creditor and the debtor, 1} 
farmer and the laborer, we had the happiest, the most prospervis, 
and the most magnificent era in the world's history. [Applause. | 
It was emphatically the golden age of the Republic! ; 

What I havealreadysaidnomancan dispute. Inowapproach thes 
= question, which is: Can this country alone restore the parity 

tween goldand silver by freeand unlimited coinage of silver at {hie 
ratio of 16 to 1 under present conditions? We have just been t\!, 
that this can be dene. but my coll edid not support the assump 


by evidence clear almost as holy writ that we were never her:to- 
fore able by free and unlimited coinage at either 15 or 16 to 1 to 
maintain the parity between the two metals. And yet the exp.r- 
ments we made in these previous efforts were made when thi (1if- 
ference between the value of the two metals at the given ratio 
amounted to only 2 or 3 cents in the dollar. Now, that differ 
amounts to about 50 cents in the dollar. Inthe early experim:1 
we had the cooperation of nearly all the commercial nations; 
now we have the cooperation of none. In the face of this sii) le 
recital it almost staggers credulity that ablemen should favor the 
proposed experiment, 

But let us try the question as you would a case in court, by wii 
nesses. The gentleman cancite Mexico asa friend and supporter 
of his view, but Mexico has utterly failed by free coinage at her 
ratio, which is more liberal to gold than ours, to even approxi 
parity between the two metals, and is now on a silver basis. 

Certain countries of South America can be summoned as 
nesses for free coinage of silver, but their experience has be! 
that of Mexico, and three of them (Chile, Brazil, and Venez 
have adopted the gold standard. Shall we cite the Chines 
followers of Confucius, whose great barbaric wall has yield: 
cently to the pounding of modern progress and civilization? |- 
plause.] Shall we call up the Japanese, that intelligent anid)" 
gressive people who are in the act of abandoning the exp! | 
theories about silver, and whose business men are to-day agit:ting 
the question of the reform of their financial difficulties wi 
arise under the single silver standard. In what other quar‘: 
the world can you find a people to testify for the free and un 
ited coinage of silver? 

Let us now hear the other side. In the first place, these arc ‘|\9 
greatest people in the world, whose boundless resources were 
accumulated under the gold standard; our own country! 
whose sentiments on this question are shown in our statutes 4 
stages of our great progress, and will be shown again this «'' 
noon on the pending motion. There is Great Britain, the la: 
our ancestors, whose flag floats on every sea and on every ©! 
nent, whose wealth and power were acquired under the gold s! 
ard. These two constitute the English-speaking race, the © 
that has governed more of mankind and governed them |on-' 
and better than any other race known to history. There is (rt 
many, that nation of philosophers and scholars; Russsia, the »\' 

iant of the Eastern Hemisphere; Denmark, Norway, Swe! 
aston, Holland, Switzerland, Austria, France, and the Bri 
Government of India. In these countries are the sources 0! ‘'! 
our learning and civilization. Can there be any doubt how ™ 
impartial jury or court would decide this question, compas: 
about with such a cloud of witnesses? Let me here pause |) 
enough to ask if the concurrent action of all these great nat! 
depressed the value of silver, can we alone restore its value: || 
is a world-wide question, it would seem. aa 

Let us now try this great question by the fireside, in the cou 
inghouse of the merchant, in the marts of trade, in the clubroous, 
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:. the labor organizations, by a mode of proof which ought to 
oad to ail classes of men. Let us try it_by our own 
experience. Under the act of 1878, known as the Bland-Allison 
‘Act, we entered on a scheme by which we were to coin not less 
than $2,000,000 worth of silver, nor more than $4,000,000 worth 
per month. 

A Member. Ounces. — : 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. No; dollars. Iam correct in my 
statement. Itmakesa considerable difference, because the bullion 
was purchased at its market value. Under the operation of this 
act, the very first year we coined over $20,000,000. After that it 
ran up from $24,000,000 to nearly $30,000,000 per annum, until we 
had got somewhere in the neighborhood of $400,000,000. Prior to 
1878 we had not coined exceeding $8,000,000 of silver. Now, if 
one government alone can impart value, why did not this immense 
augmentation of the coinage of silver tend to raise or at least 
maintain the value of silver? To that question I have never ob- 
tained an answer. In fact, silver went down every year of the 
Bland-Allison Act at a fearful rate. 

Then we tried another experiment. In 1890 we passed the Sher- 
man Act, so framed as to provide for the purchase and the use, 
in some form, of more than the entire American product, or 54,- 
000,000 ounces of silver per annum. How did that experiment 
operate? Instead of the law increasing or even sustaining the 
value of silver by a use of silver larger than the full capacity of 
our mints under free coinage—under that experiment silver went 
down until it reached figures appallingly low in the spring of 

93. 

— this decline we stood on the verge of a convulsion when 
the British Government in India, that great reservoir of silver, 
closed its mints to its free coinage. Its market value then fell to 
the lowest point it had ever reached, or about half. I now repeat, 
if the Government use of silver can im to it value at the mint 
ratio, for which my colleague contends, why was it that silver, 
under these two very liberal measures, instead of going up, actu- 
ally went down so fearfully? 

Let us now enlarge our view of the situation. It is nearly 
always claimed on the other side of this question that half the 
money of the world has been stricken down. It is a false assump- 
tion. Except perhaps in Germany, no standard silver has been 
demonetized, and, in fact, all the countries of the world since 1873, 
according to the last report of the Director of the Mint, have ac- 
tualiy coined $2,700,000,000 of silver. [Applause.] All the coined 
silver in the world at this time is estimated by the same authority 
to be somewhere in the neighborhood of $4,000,000,000. Of that 
immense sum, half, excluding recoinages, has been coined since 
1878. Now, if this very liberal use of silver could not sustain its 
value, what becomes of the argument I am combating? Asa mat- 
ter of fact, more silver was coined during this period of limited 
coinage than during any like period of free and unlimited coinage. 
Why did silver go down instead of going up? 

Mr. TERRY. Because they measure it in gold prices. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I will endeavor, if my capacity is 
adequate to the occasion, to answer even that suggestion. [Laugh- 
pas If it was fair to make the comparison between silver and 
gold at the beginning of the period, why is it not fair to make a 
comparison with gold now? Compared with gold at the beginning 
of this alleged outlawry of silver, silver was worth a premium of 
2 to 3 cents on the dollar. Now, my friend ought not to insist on 
a ~~ of standard when he comes to make a comparison in 
1896. Il ought to have the right to make the comparison accord- 
ing to the same standard in both cases. My friend ought to 
remember that we have now fifty times as much standard silver 
in this country as we had in 1873, and a great deal more gold; and 
it is therefore more liberal to silver to estimate its value now in 
gold than in 1873. We have an inflation now in standard money 
as compared with that year. 

It may be assumed that the depression of silver is due rather to 

the fear that there would be too much of it than to any supposi- 
tion that too little has been coined. 
_ Finally, on this great issue, let me add that market value of an 
international commodity is at last the opinion of the business 
world. As that opinion is against the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver at 16 or 15 to 1, this would seem to be the conclusion of 
the whole matter. You can not raise the value of any article by 
forcing it upon an unwilling market. 

Much has been said about falling prices of other commodities, 
and it has been assumed that this decline is due to the alleged de- 
monetization of silver, I have shown that there has been no de- 
monetization of silver, and that, in fact, the coinage of silver has 
been greatly increased since this fall of prices began, or rather 
since 1878. But let us for the sake of the argument suppose that 
reductions in cost of production, increase in the number of pro- 
ducers, the multiplication of labor-saving devices, the lowering of 
freight rates, the velopment of other countries, and the improve- 
ment in modes of culture and manufacture have had nothing to 
do with the fall of the prices of our great staples, whatever we do 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


in the premises, would not our great staples still be sold in gold- 
standard countries? Can we fix the price of cotton, or wheat, or 
provisions in Europe? It is well known that the prices of these 
staples are fixed on the other side of the ocean without regard to 
our currency, and our own markets simply follow those prices. 
However strong we may be, our arms are too short to reach across 
the sea. 

What agreat opportunity awaits the statesmen of England, Ger- 
many, and France if European treatment of silver is as baleful 
as represented. If statesmen are extinct, why does not some 
philanthropist like Coin arise in London, Paris, or Berlin, and de- 
nounce the oppressors of silver? The sturdy yeomen, the plain 
people of those countries, when they settle even in this free coun- 
try, seem invariably to deprecate free and unlimited coinage of 
silver. If free silver could restore prosperity to the farmers of 
England, Germany, and France, why have they not gone to the 
palace gates with their demands? Are they all fools? 

Mr. TERRY. Iwill say to the gentleman, as he asked me, that 
the popular branch of the German Assembly voted in favor of bi- 
metallism, and the common people in England are the same way; 
but the Rothschilds hold a mortgage on every throne in Europe, 
just like they held a receivership of the United States Treasury. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. And you would put the Treasury 
of the United States into bankruptcy in an hour. [Applause. } 

Mr. TERRY. It has already been there under yoursystem. It 
was put there by your system. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Now, my friend is content with 
mere assertion. I will endeavor as I go along, if my strength 
does not fail me, respectfully to demonstrate the peril to which I 
think he invites the country. I do not question his capacity, nor 
his greater learning, nor wisdom. I simplycravethe right to offer 
my own reflections in the matter. 

Mr. TERRY. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
rupt him further. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Some reference has been made here 
to Mr. Balfour's opinion, and my friend from Arkansas has just 
referred to something that has transpired in the popular branch of 
the German Reichstag. He has not been fair inthat citation. Mr. 
Balfour, in answer to a delegation which called upon him last year 
and urged a larger use of silver, distinctly said that the Govern- 
ment of England could not undertake it alone and unaided. When 
the gentleman referred to the action of the German Parliament, 
he ought to have been candid enough to say that the proposition 
there was to inaugurate the larger use of silver by the common 
consentof the commercial nations as ascertained in an international 


I will not inter- 


conference. [Applause. ] 

I am sure that there are many men who have been earnest and 
consistent friends of silver for years, who would feel the keenest 
anxiety if its unlimited coinage shonld be attempted under pres 


ent conditions. They feel now that the great problem before us is 
how to preserve the parity of the great stock of silve” dollars we 
already have. But there are others who manifest no such con- 
cern. What care they about convulsions? Have w right 
to pay our obligations in silver? Mr. Gladstone is represented as 
saying that England can not consent to free coinage of silver be- 
cause England is a creditor nation,and it is contended that we 
should have free coinage because we are a debtor nation. 

Mr. Speaker, I repudiate that doctrine. It is to the interest of 
a creditor nation to maintain a sound standard of money, but it is 
still more to the interest of a debtor nation to maintain its credit 
at the highest point. [Applause.] Would a bank bidding forthe 
confidence of the community dare to force on its depositors or 
other creditors cheaper money than it demands? 

Mr. LINNEY. [If it will not disturb the gentleman, as I under- 
stand he is a North Carolinian by birth, I wish he would allow 
me to ask him a question. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I should be very giad 
indeed to yield to my friend, but I am in the midst of an argu- 
ment in which I would rather not be interrupted. 

Mr. LINNEY. My question is a very short one. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman may ask his ques- 
tion at a later stage. 

Mr. Speaker, I admit that according to the letter of the law we 
can pay our debts in silver. But should we do so against the con- 
sent of the holders of our bonds? In 1878 was passed the concur- 
rent resolution to which my colleague [Mr. Crisp] alluded in 
December, and to which he has again alluded on this occasion, 
which, reciting the acts authorizing the bond issues, declared that 
it was competent and within the power of this Government to 
discharge its obligations in silver dollars of standard weight and 
fineness. But let us see the circumstances under which those 
bonds were issued, down through the series including those which 
were sold the other day. 

In 1870 and 1875, when the large bond acts were passed, we had 
no silver dollars, and down to 1878 we had none. Our standard 
coin was gold, and gold only. Some correspondence took place 
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between the Secretary of the Treasury and the Attorney-General, 
as stated by my colleague, and an opinion was given as to the kind 
of coin that would discharge these obligations. All that I con- 
cede, for I do not deny the narrow, technical, legal right. Neither 
do I deny that the Congress can lawfully change the ratio now so 
that we shall have only one-half as meny grains of gold in our 
gold dollar as we have now, or that the Congress can change the 
silver dollar so that it shall contain only one-half the number of 
grains of silver of which it is now com We have that 
Pwsigheny It was competent for us to do that then; it is competent 
or us to doit now. It isin our power to repudiate all our debts 
and to maintain the repudiation at the mouths of our cannon. 

In the first place, the Stanley Matthews resolution of 1878 is not 
law. It never became a law under the Constitution of the United 
States. It undertook tg prescribe a rule of action for the execu- 
tive department, and yet it was never submitted to the executive 
department for approval, as required by the Constitution. That 
Constitution requires that every order or resolution which is in- 
tended to have the effect of law shall either be approved by the 
President or, pecng eepeeres by him, shall be passed by a two- 
thirds vote over his veto. There was probably a reason, Mr. 
Speaker, why the Stanley Matthews resolution wasnever submitted 
to the Executive. Mr. Hayes, then President of the United States, 
had vetoed the Bland-Allison Act that session and might have dis- 
approved the resolution. It was therefore simply a declaration 
of opinion on the part of certain. gentlemen who had seats in the 
Senate or in the House of Representatives. Let us hear no more, 
then, of the Stanley Matthews resolution as law. 

Now, let us look still further. By the resumption act of 1875 it 
was provided that the Treasury, from surplus revenues and from 
the sale of bonds, should accumulate coin for the redemption of 
the Treasury demand notes and obligations. That act did not, in 
fact, contemplate silver, because we had no silver dollars in the 
country. And itis well known that the Secretary of the Treasury 
actually accumulated $100,000,000 in gold only as the redemption 
fund, since well known as “ the gold reserve.” And since my col- 
league has been a member of the House an act was sensed dis- 
tinctly recognizing that reserve of $100,000,000 of gold for the 
purpose indicated; and whenever we have sold bonds since the 
resumption act, at home or abroad, we have required that they 
should be paid for in gold. Let it also be remembered that as a 
debtor nation, on the faith of this history, we invited the people 
at home and abroad to take our bonds—bonds of our municipali- 
ties, bonds of our States, bonds of our business enterprises of every 
kind—with the implied pledge that the Treasury would maintain 
the equality of our greenback circulation with gold. Since that 
time silver has gone down until the value of our silver dollars to 
our foreign creditors has gone down to half, or to 50 cents on the 
dollar. 1 ask is it consistent with national honor and integrity in’ 
the face of this recital to say that it is morally right for us to pay 
our debts in silver on this depreciated basis? But, sir, something 
has been said here about the interest of the debtors in this 
question. 

I believe that there is hardly a debtor in this country who would 
be benefited by the election of a free-silver .Congress and a free- 
silver President. If such event should ever happen, before the 
necessary act could be and put into effective operation 
what would happen? Every man in the world that holds a bond 
against the people or Government of the United States or a State 
or corporation of this country would, in order to anticipate silver 
yments, rash to his broker and order the sale of the obligation. 
very holder of every sort of marketable security payable in the 
United States, whether he resides in London, in Berlin, in Paris, 
in New York, in Boston, or anywhere else, would rush to sell. 
They would no longer be buyers of our bonds, but raging mad- 
men seeking to sell them. In such a panic, what would ome 
of cotton, wheat, and prices of all property, and what would 
become of the debtor? If there is aman on this floor owning any 
sort of bonds who would not sell them under such conditions, let 
him stand up. [Laughter.] 

A MemBer. Perhaps they have not any. pamaies) 

Mr. TURNER of - pp oe Now, sir, what I have indicated as 
the necessary effect of a change of our i:scal policy, or, I may add, 
from a strong prospect of such a aang upon our marketable 
securities is equally true as to private obligations. ap my 
friend from Arkansas 0 me a debt of $1,000 = ein the 
current money, now equal to gold, and that I should discover that 
it may be brought about that I might have to take depreciated 
silver, what would I do? I might sue, as I am human. 

Mr. TERRY. You ought to receive the money of the contract. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Ah, the gentleman from Arkansas 
has not answered my suggestion. 

Mr. TERRY. And you have not answered mine. 

Mr. TURNER of The gentleman from Arkansas 
forgets that I sup that he o me $1,000 in gold, or its 
equivalent, and that I should a that silver might be 
forced on me when depreciated. Ss was as to what I 
would be likely to do in advance of depreciation, 
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Mr. TERRY. But suppose my contract provided for ¢}, 
ment of ¥ 000 to you in coin when silver was a part of +! 
money 0 this eer Would you consider it honest atte 
to go to work and influence legislation so as to get two do! 
every one that Towed you? [Applause.] That is what , 
doing, and the people understand it, and don’t you forget jt. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. My friend’s suggestion ( 
comport with the character of the occasion. [Laughter. | 

Mr. TERRY. It does not fit what you are proposing tv 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I willputitagain. My sup) 
was that the gentleman had made the debt in gold or its , 
lent when silver was at a premium, or at par, and efforts |} 
succeed pending which —_ degrade silver to 50 cents 
dollar; does he think that I would wait to be paid in tha: 

a ng meer? [Applause. ] 

r. TERRY. I would stand within my right if I paid , 
cording to contract. I have before me the act in regari ; 
bonds, to which he has been referring. They are payable i 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Oh, yes. 

Mr. TERRY. They were originally payable in lawful » 
They went to work under an act entitled ‘“‘An act to str \ 
the — credit” and made them payable in coin, and they ww, 
so sold. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. My friend has madethat ver 
{[Laughter. , 

Mr. TERRY. And it is a full answer to your statement 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Now, Mr. Speaker, what | insist 
upon in my ry yp roe just now is not what is the narrow tech- 
nical right of the debtor, but what would a creditor do who feared 
that if he waited on his debtor he might havg to take bad money 
for good, or 50 cents on the dollar. He would probably not waif, 

As to the —_— debt, I may say that I was endeavoring to show 
that any holder of our securities anticipating from political tend- 
encies or the result of elections that he might be paid in money 
inferior to the standard prevailing at the time of his contract would 
at once unload his securities. Wemight with profit remem|ecr the 
lessons of experience. Why,sir, instead of paying the public cred- 
a one dollar for two, I would rather pay two for one. | Ap- 

use, 

Mr. TERRY. That is what you are asking us to do. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. ButI insist that there is no such 
alternative here. But we ought to pay our debts like honest peo- 
ple, dollar for dollar. We ought not, like a tricky insolvent, to 
pay our debts at 50 cents in the dollar. 

ow, prior to these interruptions I was endeavoring to show, 
Mr. Speaker, what would be the effect of our return to silver pay- 
ments in the face of the apprehensions which are entertained by 
all mankind. I have shown how it would endanger the charact 
of our great people, the greatest in the world, as my colleag 
said. And if we are the greatest in the world, I utterly sc 
and repudiate the idea that we will pay inferior nations in ion 
inferior to that with which they pay their obligations to us, 
[Applause. ] : 

I have endeavored also to show that this descent to silver pay- 
ment would involve a merciless sacrifice of all the debtors in this 
country. No bank would grant renewals of debts exce)t upon 
the gold basis. No private individual would extend a debt (ue to 
him in gold or its equivalent, by taking anything but a gol debt 
in renewal, and before the event which my friend from Arkansas 
desires could occur every poor delinquent debtor in the United 
States would either be in the poorhouse or his property would 
have been sold in a time of panic to pay his debts. 

Now, I want to show, Mr. Speaker, that those who framed this 
bill in the Senate and those who defend it in the House are not fair 
and frank. They have not the courage of their convictions. 
They denounce the Secretary for redeeming our demand notes 1 
gold, and insist that he shall redeem them in silver wh 
convenient. Now, why did not the friends of this measu 
away from the Secretary any option in the matter? H 
that his predecessors all, under the laws, paid out gold, whet 
demanded, in redemptions, and he declines to change this policy 
under the circumstances existing. If heis wrong, why doyounct 
take the responsibility of the change? */hy do you not | 8 
expressly that he shall redeem our den nd notes in silver or) 
= and silver half and half or in other proportions? You! 

im still responsible for the credit of the Government ani! 
money and arraign him for doing what you not only perm)! 
refuse to forbid. He has during his entire term been struz¢'ns 
with a most dangerous situation and with scant resources '1 ()' 
laws, with no cooperation on the — of Congress and mali) d 
by members of his own party. He has on him all our burdens. 

6 business interests of the whole country depend on the corm’ 
ness of his judgment. An error in his exalted station ont)! ital 
side would bring unspeakable calamities. If the friends 0! ‘"'s 
measure know better than he does, why, I repeat, do they no! (4° 
away his discretion and substitute explicit and mandatory ''"" 
tions? Itis unfair. Itis not imous. It violates even (he 
morals of politics, if there are any morals in politics. 
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In order to show that some effort has been made to degrade 
silver, we have been told to-day that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has refused to exchange silver for gold. I do not know where 
the authority for that statement comes from. 

Mr. CRISP. I will show it to you. I will have the document 
here in a moment. : ci 

Mr. TURNERof Georgia. My colleague can tell me what it is. 

Mr. CRISP. It isthe testimony of Mr. Carlisle before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. It was first, I think,in the shape of a 
communication in response to some Senate resolution. I will 
show the gentleman what the Secretary says in regard to it. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I shall be glad to have the whole 
communication. — 

Mr. CRISP. Iwill give the gentleman what Ihave. I can not 
furnish him what I have not. I will show him the Secretary's 
statement ina moment. — C : : 

Mr. TURNERof Georgia. I willnotimpeachthe fairness of my 
colleague. Nevertheless, I do not believe the statement as it has 
been presented here, and I believe that a mistake is made about it. 
I will tell you why, Mr. Speaker. Any excess over and above the 
amount of silver necessary to represent the silver certificates out- 
standing, and to meet the requirements of the Sherman Act, which 
requires that the Secretary should coin as much of the silver 
purchased as was necessary to redeem notes issued under the act 
when presented for redemption—and keeping in view the limita- 
tions of that act—I say, any excess of silver over and above those 
requirements Mr. Carlisle would have given out eagerly for green- 
backs or gold at any time that the application was made to him, 
and would have paid the freight on it to California or Alaska. 
[Applause. : Z 

Mr. CRISP. Hereisthestatement. I hold in my hand a state- 
ment of Mr. Carlisle, Secretary of the Treasury, before the House 
Committee on Appropriations, in charge of the sundry civil ap- 

ropriation bill for 1896. The testimony was given on the 21st 
Se of January, 1895. I have read a part of it, about the exercise 
of the option. I will now read further: 

Mr. Srsuey. I understand you to say you have now $3,000,000 of free silver 
in the Treasury? : 

Secretary CARLISLE. Yes, sir; about that ammount. 

Mr. S1suey. In your reply to the Senate resolution asking why the Treas- 
ury had refused to give silver in exchange for fold. I think you replied to 
the Senate to the effect you had no free silver. as this silver accumulated 
since that time? 

Secretary CARLISLE. I do not remember the date of that reply. 

Mr. SrpLtey. That was August 17, 1893. 

Secretary CARLISLE. In the summer of 1893, by an oversight of the assist- 
ant treasurers throughout the United States, silver dollars were paid out 
to meet the extraordinary demand which then existed for small currency to 
such an extent that we had, in fact, more silver certificates outstanding than 
we had silver dollars in the Treasury. When I discovered the fact it was 
stopped, of course, atonce. Theten subtreasuries are scattered throughout 
the country, and, not being in communication with each other, when the peo 
ple demanded silver dollars on account of the great necessity for small cur- 
rency, they paid them out freely, and it was discovered that they had done so 
to such an extent that outstanding silver certificates to the amount of between 
$600,000 and $700,000 had no silver left behind them. 


That was when he stopped it, and so stated. 

A MEMBER. Very properly. 

Mr. CRISP. It was not a question of propriety, but as to 
whether the Secretary refused to pay silver. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. For gold. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. On uncovered silver. 

Mr. CRISP. Silver for goldwasmystatement. The gentleman 
from Tennessee questions that, and the gentleman was present 
and asked a question. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
Georgia will allow me—— 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 


and my colleague. 
. = AS GTON. But yourcolleague has brought me into 
it also. 


Mr. CRISP. You brought yourself in by your remark. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I was present. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I do. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. And I was one of those who asked a 
question of the Secretary of the Treasury to establish the fact as 
to whether silver ever was redeemed in gold—that was an asser- 
tion that had been made by our free-silver friends—and the Secre- 
tary said silver was a money of ultimate redeinption and was not 
redeemed n gold; that he did not refuse to exchange gold for silver 
and that its payment was not refused except when he found there 
was less silver in the Treasury than there were outstanding silver 
certificates. 

Mr. CRISP. That is precisely what I said. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Now, Mr. Speaker, I never im- 
peached the gentleman’s statement except that while I was will- 
ing to admit that he believed his statement, I still believed that 

ere was a mistake made somewhere; and my statement was, 

in my opinion at no time when the Secretary had silver over 
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This is a controversy between me | 
| questions he desires. 


Lizo 


and above the silver certificates, and above the requirements of 
the Sherman Act, has he failed to exchange it when asked for 
greenbacks or gold. 





Mr. CRISP. Will my colleague allow me just here? 
I know he does not wish to misrepresent me. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. My statement was distinctly that when gold was 
taken to the Treasury for silver the answer was, ‘‘I can not give 
you silver, because 1 have got no more silver than I have got out- 
standing certificates;” and when certificates were brought there 
under the Sherman Act they said, ‘‘We will not require you to take 
silver, but we will give you gold.” That is the very point of the 
case. [Applause. ] 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Now, Mr. Speaker, I put it to the 
fairness of the House and my colleague, was not he endeavoring 
to demonstrate that there was a settled, a fixed, a determined pur- 
pose to discredit silver, and did not he cite this instance as a dem- 
onstration of it? ee 

Mr. CRISP. He did, and does; does now. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. And when my colleague drew that 
conclusion the friends who agree with him on this side clapped 
louder than I have heard them during the entire delivery of his 
eloquent speech. And when it comes to be examined, so far from 
there having been any base, wicked effort in these transactions to 
discredit silver, the effort of the Secretary of the Treasurv in the 
case cited was to maintain silver [applause], and to maintain 
the credit and honor of the Government in the same transaction. 
[Renewed eee.) 

The Secretary could not give the silver for gold on the occasion 
mentioned because he had no silver that he could use for that 
purpose, and when he gave gold for Sherman notes it was to 
protect the Sherman notes under the established policy of the 
Treasury. Such is the whole matter. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman permit mea question? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. No, sir; I have had enough of my 
friend. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr.Speaker, I would like to ask my friend 
a question in further elucidation of this point. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I have just declined to yield to my 
friend from Arkansas. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. 

me. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 
consent, I will yield. 

Mr. TERRY. Ido not see why the gentleman should ask me 
to consent when he refused me his consent. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I had yielded to the gentleman 
many times. 

Mr. TERRY. You only yielded to me when you turned around 
in your place and asked a question of me. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I see that my friend 
fre = Arkansas believes that I have been guilty of some discourtesy 
to him. 

Mr. TERRY. Idonot, sir. But you would create the impres- 
sion that I had not been called upon to answer any question by 
you. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 
knows 

Mr. TERRY. The REcorpD will show. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I was about to decline to yield to 
the gentleman from Mississippi because I had declined to yield 
to the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. TERRY. Iwill give my consent to let him ask all the 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Now, if my friend has got a really 
hard question ey. if he has got something better than all 
the forty-eight reasons he gave the other night, or anything else 
that will knock out my argument, I will yield to him. 

Mr. TERRY. I do not propose, sir, to knock out the argument 
of so able a man as the gentleman from Georgia, but the question 
I proposed to ask him was this—— 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Wiil the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a@ question? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I merely want to ask the gentleman this 
question, Mr. Speaker. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I will hear my friend from Arkan- 
sas. 

Mr. TERRY. I understand my friend to say that when gold 
was presented at the Treasury and silver was asked for— 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Stop! I did not mean to testify 
myself that any such affair as that ever occurred. [Laugiter. | 
What I said was that if it did occur 

Mr. TERRY. Well, it certainly did occur acccrding to the tes- 
timony of Mr. Carlisle. Now, when that gold was presented, the 
reply of the Secretary, as I understand the gentleman to state it, 


Of course 


I think my friend will consent to yield to 


If my friend from Arkansas will 


I did not, and the gentleman 
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was this: ‘‘I can not pay out these silver dollars in exchange for 
gold because by the law I am required to keep them here for the 
redemption of the Sherman notes.” . 

Several Mempers. No, no! 

Mr. TERRY (continuing). And yet, when the Sherman notes 
were presented, the silver that had been kept there for their re- 
demption was not used for that purpose but gold was paid instead. 
That is the point. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Now, Mr. Speaker, I can not think 
that it is necessary, after what has transpired to-day, for me to 
answer the inquiry of the gentleman from Arkansas. He did not 
catch the point. It appears in the report made to Congress by 
the Secretary of the Treasury that by voluntary exchanges with 
bankers and patriotic heueieees he raised in 1893, on United 
States notes, $110,009,000 in gold to replenish the stock of gold in 
the Treasury. I therefore assumed that the Treasury, when occu- 
pied with that operation, would not have refused to give any spare 
silver for gold, and that proposition has also been sustained by 
the documents just cited. Now I will yield to the gentleman from 
Mississippi for his question. 

Mr, CATCHINGS. Never mind. Go on. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I did not mean to cut off my friend 
from a i. . 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I understand that, but I will not interrupt 
the gentleman now. 

Mr. LINNEY. Now, will the gentleman allow me to ask that 
question which I desired to ask? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. On what branch of the subject is it? 

Mr. LINNEY. Right on the line you are dealing with now. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Well, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
is a ‘‘ Tarheel,” and I can not refuse to hear his question [laugh- 
wer}, but I will ask him to make it brief, because I am very weary. 

Mr. LINNEY. I see that you do not approve—at any rate I 
think I see that you do not approve—of any her issue and sale 
of bonds. Now, if that be so, please tell us how you are going to 
stop the further issue and sale of bonds unless you either raise 
more revenne by the tariff or coin more silver to redeem our obli- 
gations as they mature? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. My friend has got his argument 
into his question, but he attributes to mean opinion which he has 
no right to assume that I hold. 

Mr. LINNEY. Is it not true that you do not favor any further 
issue and sale of bonds? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I am about to answer him as such 
an inquiry ought to be answered, with all due t to my friend 
from ‘North ima. I assume that the gentloman himself is 
opposed to the further issuing of bonds. 

r. LINNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I assume that the gentleman is also 
in favor of this bill for such use of silver as the bill contemplates. 

Mr, LINNEY. Yes, sir; a I should prefer to limit the 
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Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Well, that does not make any differ- 
ence as to the point at issue between me and my friend from Tar 
River. ee 

Now, let us see how that will work. S you pass this bill 
for the free coinage of silver and then take away from the Secre- 

of the Treasury the power to sell bonds for gold, what then 
wiil the word ‘‘ coin” mean in our laws? 

I have before me here a statement from the Treasurer of the 
United States which shows that during the last two months the 
Treasury ent has not, at the custom-houses, received one 
dollar of gold or gold certificates. Now, take from the Treasury 
the power to sell ds for gold and what will the Secretary do? 
By that simple device we will be on the silver basis in very short 
order. Iinfer that my friend from North Carolina is ready to 
take that fatal oe 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
me for a brief question? 

= TURNER of Georgia. Ican not refuse my friend from Mis- 


souri. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The gentleman said the Secretary, in 1893, 
by the exchange of currency obtained $110,000,000 in gold. Why, 
then, did it become necessary since that time, or why is it neces- 

now, to sell bonds to procure gold if that could be done in that 
desk and trying year? 

Mr. TUR of Georgia. I will endeavor to answer my friend 
from Missouri, who is always a considerate man when he discards 
his ag mes and commitments. [Laughter.] 

r. Speaker, the t exhausted its power to 
obtain gold in that way. That is the answer I make to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Now, if the gentleman will another 
oa How do we know, and how does the know 

t he has exhausted the power to obtain Has he tried it 
since then, and before resorting to the issuance of bonds? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. He continued to invite these ex- 
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changes by circulars, as I understand, and failed to obtain a 
material amount in addition. 

Mr. Speaker, we are too near the silver basis now to take aw 
from the Secretary the power to get gold in any way the law 
lows. Gresham’s law is already operating. We can not rey. | 
that great ordinance of commerce. Let gentlemen examine t)}.o 
cash which through their hands from day to day. Ti y 
will find that they are receiving and paying out nothing but sily, 
certificates. And silver certificates have superseded other mo: 
beeause the belief prevails that other money is better. Woe 
dangerously near to actual disparity between our several kin 
money—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Which shows that the gentleman fr 
Georgia practically agrees with me that gold has gone out of . 
culation. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Thisisa state of things which shows 
that the people and the banks are deaf now to patriotic consi: 
tions, out of fear, and are following the statute of Gresham . 
law of self-preservation, so that if collapse comes they may | 
against calamity. The great banks are sending out only s 
currency, and it is the only money occupying the chann:| 
trade. If a panic befalls, and this currency is depreciated © yo- 
half, on whom will the loss fall most heavily? 

Will it be on the great banks? No; because they have 0! 
their vaults. Will it be the ae capitalists, societies, and 

rations—‘‘ Wall street,” ‘“‘the money power,” so called? 0; 

cause they have gold, or gold obligations. But it will fall o: 
those who handle a dollar or two, or $10, from day to day, 
who will have to take it in their daily wages, and upon ¢! 
farmers who will haveto take it for what they are compelled to 
and thus all this value made by law will evaporate and disiaj)).: 
from the scant hoards of the poor, whom it is our special duty t 
guard and protect. [Applause.] 

It is very easy to put us down on a silver basis. It is very 
to talk about the debtor. It is very easy to talk about the 
man and the money of the poor. But I affirm, Mr. Speaker. 
according to all experience and according to the judgm 
those who have devoted their lives to this great inquiry in 
interest of humanity—I affirm that there is no class of peo) 
this country so deeply concerned in the maintenance of a svi 
and stable sta of value as the wage earner, the farmer, an: 
the poor man, from one end of this country to the other. {.\p- 
plause.] The others, these capitalists, these bankers, can tai 
care of themselves and adjust themselves to the shifting, chan- 
ing conditions of affairs. But the poor fellow who follows tic 
furrow, or works at his bench, or carries his bucket to the shop i 
the morning—these men have no opportunity or means to prey ar 
for a panic, no resources on which to bank, and no means wt! 
which to hedge or speculate; these men, who have been ap). 
to for their own ruin and degradation in this business, are 1ho~ 
who are most concerned in maintaining a safe and stable cur icy. 
[Applause. ] 

Suppose that a man is receiving now $1 for his daily wa 
How long after the collapse comes will he have to work and ) 
before he can raise his wages from $1 of nominal value to -”? 
How long will it take the farmer to catch up with the process: n 
and double the nominal price cf his prodacts? How long wi!! 't 
take laborers by strikes and combinations and wars of ¢\ 
kind—-how long will it take them to compel their employe: 
double their nominal pay under these conditions? But what thoy 
have to buy will go up at a bound. 

Mr. er, triumphant reference has. been made here to | 
case of France. That has been thrown in our faces from 

. It comes to us from the Senate. It comes to us h 
to-day. It comes to us, I say, from every source. 

My friend from Mississippi [Mr. CarcHtnes], who sits on | 
left, is quite familiar with French finances. I have had the pleas 
ure of conferring with him on this subject, and have had the }on 
efit of his valuable suggestions. I myself pursued the su!) 
with some care. I have endeavored to seek information frou | 
highest sources. France tried free coinage and abandoned 
It was a country friendly to silver, because silver is indispens:') 
to the business of that country. A very large business ther: | 
done in silver coins of every denomination, and even in centim:s 
Transactions there are s and infinite. At the same time, | 
small dealers and farmers of France have no accounts with ban'-. 
They their own money. Under such a system a large \- 
ume of er is indispensable. It is a country which could) 
have been induced to suspend free coinage except for the graye! 


reasons. 
France tried the t of an international agreement 4)" 
ed im what was called the Latin Union, a union with It':. 

; nd, Greece, and Belgium, by which they fixed a ra‘) 
between the two metals and international coins of the same wos 
and fineness circulated freely in all the countries named. T!*' 
union has been dissolved; and since France has refused the {re 
coinage of silver the coins of like value in these other parts of tue 
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in Union that ha ed to be in France have been rejected by 
a caennn ineg and in addition to that, the Bank of 
France has recently returned to Italy, under a sort of Government 
auspices, two or three millions of dollars in Italian silver coin, 
pecause the French people would no longer take them, although 
they were a party to their coinage. ; 

In France the Government has no demand notes outstanding, 
while we have $500,000,000. France has no such thing as agita- 
tion for free coinage at 15 to 1 by France alone, as a menace to 
its system of finance. In this country our stock of gold, with a 
population of over 70,000,000 of people, is $618,000,000. In France 
the stock of gold, in a country of about 35,000,000 inhabitants, is 
$50,000,000. ; : ne 

The per capita allowance of gold would be in this country $8.78. 
In France it would be $22.10. t 

How is it with silver? In the United States we have a total, 
including the coinage of limited tender, of $625,000,000 of silver— 
more of it than gold. In France the silver is $487,000,000. With 
uncovered paper estimated—for all this enters into the calcula- 
tion—we have, on the basis assumed in the Treasury, which ex- 
cludes the paper in the Treasury and the Sherman notes, but taking 
the basis of uncovered paper there after the gold reserve is de- 
ducted, we have a per capita of uncovered paper amounting to 
$5.92, while in France it is only 84 cents. 

Now let us run that out. I here use the figures of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS]. 
more gold than we do, and she has only about one-half of the 
population. France holds $384,000,000 less of uncovered paper 
than we do. 
would have $1,567,279,700 of gold. 
ver in France, we would have of that metal $913,952,200. Our ex- 
cess of gold over silver would at that per capita be $653,227,500. 
Now, we have more silver than gold, If we had only the same 





our Secretary of the Treasury, with such a limited strain for re- 
demptions, would be happier than he has been for many a day. 

The Bankof France has a monopoly of note issues, and keeps its 
paper almost entirely covered with gold and silver. It largely 
conducts the fiscal operations of the Government, which appoints 
its president and two of its vice-presidents. But the bank’s assets 
are not those of France. It does not pay out as much silver as 
does our Treasury Department. All our collections from all 
sources of taxation are now in silver and uncovered paper; we get 
no gold, so that we do a great deal more with silver than the 
French Government and the Bank of France combined. We pay 
out many hundred millionsof silver over the counter at the Treas- 
ury, and we receive nearly all our revenues in that currency. We 
honor silver a great deal more than France. As I have said, 
France hasno demand notes to redeem. If we had none and had 
her resourees in money, there would be no fear of silver such as 
is now apparent in this country. 

It is sometimes said that the Government of France exercises 
the option to pay in silver or gold as it pleases. It has no demand 
obligations to meet, and as to Government disbursement we use 
daily a great deal more silvercurrency. The Bank of France will 
frequently pay silver to those who present bills at its counter; but 
whenever the person who presents the paper will state that he 
needs the gold for export or for any purpose for which silver is not 
as good as gold, they will give him the gold; and, as my friend 
indicates, that is largely a matter of accommodation. 

My friend from Misciesip i, Mr. WILLIAMS, has just asked me 
what I would do. If I Seale have my way, Mr. Speaker, I would 
stop all this agitation for the free and unlimited coinage of silve~ 
[Applause.] I would allay all this menace offered the wot.u 
against the credit and character of our obligations. I would make 
it as peaceable and quiet on this dangerous and perilous line as it 
is in France, in England, or in any other country where they have 
a stable currency and commercial Te ose and quiet. 

_Mr. Wh. . Will my friend allow me just one interrup- 
tion? Does my friend know of any practical way of preventing 
public agitation in a free country that is carried on by popular 
vote? I want to get the gentleman’s idea as to a practical method. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I know of no way to 
bring that about but to appeal to the good sense and conscience 
of intelligent gentlemen like my friend from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why, Mr. Speaker, my friend and I have 
made it so clear, together with others, since the foundation of this 
Government, that a protective tariff, for example, was perfectly 
absurd, that it can not be made any clearer; but the agitation con- 

ues, and I haveasked the gentleman with reference to this silver 
question privately to give to the Hovse some idea of how he pro- 
= to continue to maintain a parity under the present system. 
3 © Tadmit that if there was no agitation there might be a great 

4ess trouble abouta parity, but I have asked him for some 


practical method of doing the thing. 
Mr. Speaker, unfortunately the cor- 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 
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France holds $231 ,000,000 | 


If we had the same per capita of gold as France we | 
Taking the per capita of sil- | 





es | enacted to meet a supposed national exigency. 
er capita of uncovered paper as France we would have 359,329,200 | 


instead of $416,700,000. With such resources at his command, | 








rect thing, the ideal thing, the best thing, is very seldom practical 
in politics. People learn some things by experience, and I have 
been endeavoring to teach the lessons of experience. We may 
have to learn in the bitter school of adversity. We ought to avert 
calamity by the retirement of our demand obligations and the sub- 
stitution of good bank issues, thereby releasing the Treasury from 
the entire system of redemption and furnishing gold for all the 
world. 

If we could allay the fear of silver and paper money now per- 
vading the land and restore confidence in our future, capital now 
hidden would seek active investment and our wonderful resources 
wouldagain multiply as they have neverdonebefore. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I have pursued this argument much longer than 
I had intended. Iam greatly indebted to the House for its great 
forbearance. [Prolonged applause. } 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, this debate has been protracted 
to such a length and the questions involved, some of them at least, 
have been so exhaustively discussed that I feel a decided disinclin- 
ation to trespass for any length of time upon the attention of the 
House. I shall not attempt to cover in detail ground already cov- 
ered by the gentleman who has preceded me [Mr. TurNER of 
Georgia], nor shall I waste time by stopping to indulge in words 
of preface or introduction. 

The main proposition before this House has received almost no 
discussion. That proposition involves the question whether this 
House is willing to abandon its own legislation already adopted 
and accept legislation suggested by the Senate under the guise of 
an amendment, which differs wholly from the legislation of the 
House and isin no respect germane thereto. The House sent to the 
Senate a bill for the protection of our coin redemption fund and 
authorizing the issue of certificates of indebtedness and of bonds 
for the purposes of securinga national loan. That legislation was 
The Senate has 
returned that bill with all after the enacting clause stricken out, 
and has substituted for the House legislation, among other things, 
a provision for the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio 
of 16 to 1. Even if this House should be in favor of such k gisla- 


| tion as independent legislation, itis not consistent with its dignity 


that it should indorse the revolutionary methods of the Senate and 
abrogate its own constitutional function with respect to the raising 
of revenue; and I take the liberty of saying to the friends of free 
silver in this House, and especially to the friends of free silver on 
this side of the Chamber, that the cause they advocate will not gain 
a single friend nor will it make a single step toward success by any 
attempted humiliation of this House or subjection of it to the de- 
mands of the Senate. [Applause. | 

The question as to the free and unlimited coinage of silver when 
presented to this House in a frank, open, manly way, in accord- 
ance with the rules of the House, is one thing; when that ques- 
tion is sought to be presented in the revolutionary way in which 
it is now sought to be presented by the Senate it is an entirely 
different thing. And, Mr. Speaker, I trust that gentlemen, 
when they come to vote to-day, will remember that the question 
upon which they vote is the simple question: Shall we abandon 
our own legislation, or shall we maintain the honor and the dig- 
nity of the House of Representatives of the American people? So 
much for that. 

Now, I want to say a word or two with respect to that portion 
of the Senate substitute which relates to the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver. But before I say anything on that subject 
directly, let me say that there is no question of bimetallism here 
presented at this time. All the declamation that we have heard 
upon that subject is simpiy declamation, so much ‘“ thundering 


. in the index,” without any reference at all to the practical ques- 


tion that is presented for settlement. 

What isthe proposition that is presented? One ounce of gold 
will buy in the open market to-day 32 ounces of silver. The bald 
proposition presented by this substitute is, that the United States 
Government shall certify, contrary to the fact, that 16 ounces of 
silver are the equivalent of 1 ounce of gold, and shall, by legisla- 
tion, decree that the Government itself will accept them as such 
and will compel each and every of its citizens to do the same, 
That is the proposition stated in plain and simple English. It 
would seem, Mr. Speaker, that the bare statement of the proposi- 
tion in an assembly of honest men should carry with it its own 
refutation. 

The advocates of silver, however, rest their case upon certain 
propositions which, if they can be sustained, appeal to our consid- 
eration. What are those propositions? 

They are, first, that silver was demonetized by an act of Congress 
passed in 1873, in secret, pursuant to a conspiracy. Upon the 
faith of this proposition free-silver advocates grow eloquent over 
‘*the greatest legislative crime of all history.” Then they say, in 
the second place, that after 1873, consequent upon the demoneti- 
zation of silver, there was a fatal fall in prices, to the restraint of 
enterprise, to the destruction of trade, of the interests of agricul- 
ture, of business prosperity, and that that fall in prices and the 





































os Cate 





+ nti a BLE 8 


SAAS. PRAT RE Se SBS ects = see 








7. é ae Ym sen od ; et am 
Teen eee ea sale pee “ 
ARLES TATE tt GRP I I an tn th OO «aah mat St hm, ‘ 











1732 


demonetization of silver bore to each other the relation of cause 
and effect. They say, in the third place, that the remedy for this 
existing evil is in the remonetization of silver, and that for the 
remonetization of silver all that is necessary is that the United 
States, single handed and alone, shall open its mints to the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. 

Now, how much is there of truth in these several propositions? 
In the first place, Mr. Speaker, silver was not demonetized by the 
act passed in 1873. It was not demonetized secretly. It was not 
demonetized in pursuance of a conspiracy, and no legislative crime, 
in my judgment, wascommitted. The history of the demonetiza- 
tion of silver has to do with natural causes, with the law of supply. 
and demand, and with the history of Germany, Norway, Sweden, 
Denmark, and the Latin Union. With respect to that history I 
do not undertake to make any argument. I undertake to make 
noargument,why? Because it isnot of the slightest practical con- 
sequence whether silver was demonetized by the act of 1873 or not, 
nor is it now of any practical consequence, even the slightest, how 
it was demonetized or for what reason. 

Suppose it was demonetized by that act; suppose it was demone- 
tized when it should not have been demonetized. I ask you as 
plain, practical business men, charged with the interests of the 
people of this country, what bearing has that on the question as 
to the expediency or the justice of the United States now, in the 
year 1896, declaring by legislation that 50 cents shall be equal to 
129 cents? 

That question, Mr. Speaker, is a vital, fundamental question of 
business methods. It is not a question of morals or of history; 
it is not a question of what was right or what was wrong in the 
year 1873; it is a plain, practical, common-sense, business ques- 
tion as to what is right in this year of our Lord 1896. We are 
not legislating upon the conditions that prevailed in 1873, but we 
are called upon to legislate upon conditions that prevail now. 

Now, just at this point let me emphasize the fact that there is 
no controversy between the advocates of the respective sides of 
this subject as to the present commercial value of silver. It is 
agreed that the relation of silver to gold is that of 82 to1; and 
just here we encounter two different kinds of silver advocates; 
one will say, Restore silver to the mintand thelegal and commer- 
cial value of silver and gold will at once approximate each other. 
The other will make no such claim, but will freely confess that 
to open our mints to the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
will put us upon a silver basis at once. These latter justify them- 
selves by saying that silver has not gone down, but that gold has 

ne up. 

BON ow, the first of these classes, whether honestly or not, claim to 
be bimetallists; the second class are, whatsoever they may say to 
the contrary, silver monometallists. Unless the commercial price 
of silver can be advanced to its gold price by free coinage I as- 
sume that every honest free-silver advocate will admit that he has 
no case. 

The success of his case rests upon the assumption that free and 
unlimited coinage by the United States will advance the commer- 
- ee of silver to the ancient ratio in its relation to gold of 

6 to 1, 

It wii be admitted, I think, that the burden of proof is on the 
a making such assertion. Howshall that proof be made? Not 

y mere assertion, Dogmatism is not proof. That gentlemen 
arise here and with feeling and eloquence, and I have no doubt 
honesty, declare that they believe that the opening of our mints 
to free coinage will advance the price of silver amounts to abso- 
lutely nothing. As many gentlemen and more gentlemen will 
arise on this floor and declare that in their belief it will not. So, 
Mr. Speaker, we must set off belief against belief. We are still 
lacking in proof. How, then, shall we find out whether or not the 
cpenins of our mints to the free coinage of silver will appreciate 
the price of silver? There is, as it seems to me, evidence to be had 
upon the subject that is cogent and convincing as proof, and that 
evidence is against the sanguine belief of the friends of free silver. 

The history of silver as money divides itself into two —- 
one prior to 1873 and the other subsequent to that date. e con- 
ditions that existed prior to 1878 and the conditions that exist to- 
day differ widely from each other. Prior to 1873 gold and silver 
c.rculated concurrently as money at the ratio of about 16 to 1. 
Prior to 1878 every commercial nation in Euro — the single 
exception of a and the United States held their mints open 
to the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. 
Prior to 1878, for almost a century, the annual production of silver 
was a substantially uniform, unv: quantity. When its an- 
nual production largely increased and commercial nations of 
Europe, the Latin Union included, closed their mints against free 
coinage, the price of silver at once declined and gold and silver 

mall to be on a parity at the old ratio. Since that time the 
production of silver has increased 150 per cent and the cost of its 
production has decreased 50 per cer: 
lt is a fair inference, I submit, 
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and those of international agreement and particular legislati,y 
were the causes that kept gold and silver on a parity, and that 
when international agreement ceased to exist the tie that bound 
gold and silver together was broken, and the latter became su} 
to the same laws as to value that relate to any other comm 

Now, then, if you propose to restore the conditions of the peri | 
to which I refer, if you propose to reopen these closed min} 
reenter into these rescinded agreements, to reestablish the re} 
productions of gold and silver, then I will grant you that yo 
again have gold and silver as money upon a parity and upon 
ancient terms. 

But the annual production of silver being as it is, and th. 
of its production being as it is, and both differing from what t).y 
were in the period under discussion, and no European nation 
ing silver, when you assert that the United States alone can 1 @ 
the old conditions there is a fatal ha.t in your logic; you are assert 
ing a non sequitur, and the facts of history, so far as this period 
goes, are against you. That all Europe and the United Stairs, 
aided by the laws of supply and demand, accomplished a ceri;in 
result is no proof that the United States alone, even aided b, 
same laws, could accomplish the result, much less is it proof t)),t 
it could do so when the laws have been changed to the cheapening 
of silver. ‘ 

I submit, therefore, if you take the facts of history and all human 
experience gained in the period preceding 1873, it 1s perfectly | 
ent that the assertion you make, that the opening of our 1 
to the free coinage of silver would advance the price of silver in 
the markets of the worldis an open, plain, and palpable non sequitur. 

Now, let us turn to the other period, since 1873.. In 187s thy 
value of silver was $1.11 an ounce. The Congress of the United 
States passed the Bland-Allison Act, which authorized and directed 
the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase not less than $2,000) 0) 
nor more than $4,000,000 worth of silver per month. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury entered upon the performance of the office 
delegated to him. In 1879-80 the price of silver rose to $1.14, but 
notwithstanding the Treasury purchased silver from month to 
month and year to year in accordance with this law up until 
1890, the next period to which I will call your attention, the price 
of silver uniformly and without a single break continued to go 
down. In 1890 it had fallen to 96 cents an ounce. In that year 
Congress passed an act authorizing and directing the purchase of 
four and a half million ounces of fine silver every month, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury proceeded, as in the other case, to the 
performance of his duty under the act. The price of silver, under 
the influence of this act, made a slight spurt and went to $1.1)! an 
ounce. But it almost immediately fell again, and from that time 
down to the present it has never reached that figure, but has con- 
stantly and uniformly declined. The price of silver between 18i3 
and 1893 was as follows: 


ID oi scicd ince $1. 11616 | 1884-85 ......... $1. 09226 | 1890-91 .........- $1. 04780 

TSTOED ..cncn caus 1. 14397 | 1885-86 ......... 1.08205 | 1891-92 .........- 93723 
5 5 £ 06148 | 1802-08 .........-. 

MEIED «. oncases 1.13817 | 1887-88 _........ eee? | ale. .s......... 

SND ig cok 1.11912 | 1888-89 __._.-_.- . 98510 

883-84 : . 96839 


Now, under the act of 1878 and the act of 1890, until 1893, this Gov- 
ernment had purchased nearly 460,000,000 fine ounces of silver, 
almost the entire American product. I believe I am safe in say- 
ing that, leaving out of consideration the last year, it was the 
entire American product. And yet those purchases by the Gov- 
ernment were absolutely futile, not only to raise, but to maintiin 
the price of silver, which, as I said, uniformly went down. But 
thatis not all. You must remember that from 1870 to 1800 [ng- 
land, France, Germany, and the United States coined altogether 
$746,406,852, and this does not take into consideration the coinage of 
Mexico and the coinage of India, the figuresof which Ihave not, !ut 
which I am told would aggregate at least $50,000,000 per year in 
addition, and still silver kept on falling in price notwithstanding. 
Now I submit to you, I submit to any candid man, willing fairly 
to consider this question, whether in the light of these facts, whether 
in the light of the coinage by the European nations that I have 
named and the United States, to the extent of nearly one thousand 
million dollars,in the face of which the price of silver still went 
down—I submit to any candid man whether he can stand up here 
and say with any hope of being believed that the mere opening of 
the mints of the United States alone to the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 will raise its price to 1n 
approximation with the price of gold. [Applause. ] 
ow, wholly aside from that, which is a matter of experienc’, 
a little calm deliberation and simple mathematical calculation wil! 
show the absurdity of the claim that legislation upon the part of 
the United States alone is sufficient to raise the gold price of sil 
ver. There is in the world to-day $3,500,000,000 worth of silver. 
The gentleman from Georgia who preceded me said there is *!.- 
000,000,000 worth of silver. Every ounce of that silver is worth 
to-day 50 cents in the market and no more. The proposition ot 
the free-silver advocate is that by an act of Congress we can ald 
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to the value of silver over $4,000,000,000. Iask you, in cold blood, 
was a more preposterous proposition ever submitted to the consid- 
eration of sane men? ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s twenty-five minutes have 


expired ALZELL. I understood that I was to take the floor in 
my own right. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. et to state to the House that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. DALZELL] would occupy twenty-five 


inutes. 

“ WILLIAM A. STONE. Iask unanimous consent that the 
entleman from Pennsylvania be allowed to conclude his remarks. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to an hour, if he 


claims it. 





Mr. DALZELL. I assume, Mr. Speaker, that the parties upon | 


whom the burden of proof rests to establish their proposition that 
the opening of our mints will raise the price of silver to an ap- 


proximation with that of gold must fail utterly in view of past | 


experience and existing conditions. 
| advance, then, to the second proposition. It is said that since 
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Gold price of silver bullion in London.........................2.-...--2-22------ 
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The second table shows the fluctuation in the gold prices of forty- 
three articles of necessity which are in common use, comprising 
vegetable and animal food, tea, coffee, sugar, minerals, textile 
materials, and sundries, and this table was also compiled by Pro- 
fessor Falconer. Itshows prices between 1846 and 1873, inclusive, 
in one table, and from 1873 to 1891, inclusive, in the other table, 
and is as follows: 

1846 to 1873 , inclusive. 


TD. cclareckcnnd nites A) Tc caccecnaces OI EEE 106.5 | 
Tl « daieimalewsiaetaiinks EE ew ccbemadiane DE SEE » cudedescawkensen 103.9 
BER accdheacaccaneiuk OO 2a 2 Se ae 108. 1 
SE aaa Se EM Geis caaeeud ma 101.9 
BEE -cheuirinuitins cds SE nc ncicinwiecainwev BN WD ES denrktmeininiwnais 100.3 | 
Doct ihbdiennnsctiee a cume SET TEE ccidxccneaadean 102.6 
}  __ SS RT a SS ES cndie beocduacee ET Mt Gaksks vben eunents 112.5 
Seine cngtihsinasbdle ae ka ceuccce DRE GUN ttisdd nhnsdsosas 116.6 
Sl inssisduimesikitnce trea) Ds cecdiisenineens 112.3 
Dick hiteiitinwesind PCa ccccdenccnaoe, MO 

1873 to 1891, inclusive. 
DOPE, «s niddvadaistiweede EE ee 70.7 
ein ileicdengstos btialiatati SE RS BE head aneecamits 73.9 
MORLs cna Wedtaccibiarn BE Bn. cencsn accnacne 88 he taridiniee anaes 76.7 
ad Sah icicles oak ini rie cna eabee 86 DE ticieck tanned tede 76 
RT RR I sn atrdlininunde EET EB a bcndeecnces cose 75.4 
Ui. is eiskesnichiasiiaai NN a an anes 75.4 
Wea cnuintetsiin conti fk aT 72.4 





These tables show, as I have said, several significant facts. 
They show first that there was a fall in prices in 1849 to a price 


as low within a fraction as the average of 1890 and 1891. Then a | 


rise, then a fall, then the great speculative rise and financial debauch 
in 1878, when English credit and goods began to be spread over 
the world in a way which has but fately culminated in the disas- 
trous losses in Australia and South America. I read from the 
Forum of April, 1895: 


It will be observed that there were ter fluctuations and variations in 


the course of prices and almost as great a fall at one period between 1846 and | 
eee the Latin Union was in existence, and silver was coined in France 
at the ratio of 15} of silver to 1 of gold, as there have been since silver | 


was Loprived of its full function of legal tender. ae 
When each separate type of the 43 articles is dealt with year by year, it is 

found that a few have m since 1873, others have fallen but little, others 

greet, others have varied from year to year, but there is no sign of any in- 
mence Ceueinn a steady tendency to depression, such as is asserted by the 


Since 1873 there have been less fluctuations than before, rather an orderly 
reduction in most prices, varying slightly with the difference in seasons in 
each year, but corresponding closely with reduction in cost. This beneficial 
fall has been accompanied * a corresponding or correlative rise in wages— 
greater in the United States than in any European States. Since 1873, under 

influence of peace and the stability of the gold unit of value, this benefi- 

prices has also 


= fall in been accompanied by a vast development of inter- 


commerce. 
I apprehend, therefore, that so far as this branch of the subject 
is concerned the tables upon which the friends of free silver rely 
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Prices, wages, purchasing power. 








1873 there has been a fatal fall in the price of silver, concurrently 
with the price of all other commodities, and that the decline in 
the price of silver is the cause of the decline in the price of those 
other commodities. The method ky which this proposition is 
sought to be sustained is to take a table of prominent articles 
of production and manufacture of various kinds, including silver, 
and, having fixed an index number at 100, to follow the prices 
| through varying years and make a comparison; andit is contended 
that such a comparison establishes the fact that the fall in the 
price of silver, resulting from its demonetization, is the cause of 
the fall in the price of all these other commodities. 

Now, I have here two tables which seem to me significant in 
their proof of several important facts. The first of these tables 
| Shows prices, wages, and purchasing power. It was compiled 
from the report of the Finance Committee of the United States 
Senate, computed under the direction of Mr. Commissioner Carroll 
D. Wright. The prices shown in this table, as well as the prices 
in London, which are given in terms of gold, compiled by Mr. 
Augustus Sauerbeck, have been computed and compared, on the 
unit of 100 in 1860, by Professor Falconer, of Johns Hopkins 
| University. Here is the first table: 











1845. | 1850. | 1855. | 1860. | 1965. | 1870. | 1875. | 1880. | 1885. | 1990. 
79.4 86.6 | 104.7 100; 197 174.3 | 140.4) 103.6) 107.6 99.6 
82.8 80.7 | 114.5 100 | 240.3) 146.3!) 135 | 116.9 97.2 108.5 
| 97.1 91.38 94.7 100 | 290.2) 139.4 120.1 104.5 84.8 82. 4 
ot. ae 121.1 100 237.8 196.5 156.5 | 100.2 80.6 92.5 
110.8 | 114.8] 117.8 100 | 1-4 | 27.8) 117 2 | 96.3 7.4) 773.2 
106.7 | 102.2] 108.4 100} 182.1] 148.3] 143.7] 136.9] 126.6 123.7 
121 123.6 | 129.2 100 | 271.6} 149.6) 144.2] 113.1 86.9] 87.9 
102.3} 125.6| 121.1 100] 181.1] 121.6] 9% | 8.2] Ll] 69.5 
14.8] 107.7} 115.2 100 | 202.8} 148.7 22.9 | 109.8 97.5 80.7 
} 102.8] 102.3) 113.1 100 | 216.8] 142.3) 127.6] 106.9 03 92.3 
86.8 92.7 98 100 143.1 162.2 158 | 141.5 10.7 158.9 
8.7| 90.9] 97.5] 100] 148.6] 167.1] 158 143 15.9] 68.2 
74.8] 83.8] 914 100 | 134.7| 186.3} 188.1] 182.8) 136.3 86.3 
10 100 100 100 49.5 81.1 | 8.8) 100 100 100 
95.3] 97.3] 100 100} 99 98.2| 92.2] 84.7 78.7 77.4 
| 844 m6] 866) 100) 66 | 1141 | 124.1 | wed) we | 12 








| are utterly valueless to prove any concurrence of causes in the 
| fall of silver and the fall of commodities. The truth is that no 
more patent humbug by way of alleged logic was ever attempted 
to be palmed upon a credulous people than this pretended para- 
lellism between the decline of commodity prices and the price 
of silver. A list of commodities is prepared. It is shown that 
throughout a series of years they have declined in price. During 
| the same years silver has declined in price. Therefore it is said 
the decline in price of these articles is due to the decline in price 
of silver. And, mark you, between the percentage of silver de- 
cline and the percentage of the commodity decline there is not the 
slightest correspondence. Was there ever a@ more absurd non 
| sequitur? Why, by that method I can prove to you that the de- 
| cline of all these articles was caused by the decline of any one of 
them. For instance, from 1873 till this date meat has fallen in 
price. But during the same period other food, cloths and cloth- 
ing, fuel and lighting have also declined in price; therefore the 
decline in price of meat has been the cause of the decline in price 
of foods, cloths and clothing, fuel and lighting—a manifest ab- 
| surdity. 

It has been suggested that it is a poor rule that will not work 
both ways, and I borrow the suggestion: ‘‘Silver was demone- 
tized; wages have risen, corn has risen, so have pork, and leather, 
and many other things; therefore the demonetization of silver is 
| the cause of the rise in prices.” 

Now, to recur to our tables: They show, in the second place, 
what? They show that there has been a uniform decline in the 
cost of the necessaries of life and a uniform increase in the wages 
of labor. I know of no man outside of the advocates of the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver who complains of the fall in the 

rice of the necessaries of life and the increase in the wages of 
Sau, I know of no man whose wail is heard because of t'.e fall 
im prices of wheat, grains, food, cloth, clothing, and the imple- 
ments of husbandry and of trade and all that go to minister to 
| the comfort, the health, and the needs of every man, rich and 
,00r, in his own home, except the advocates of the free and un- 
fimited coinage of silver. [Applause.] To my mind the decrease 
in the cost of the necessaries of life and the increase in the wages 
of labor indicate not depression but prosperity. They indicate to 
my mind that condition of things which tends to increase savings- 
| bank deposits, to build workingmen’s houses, to bring American 
men and women up to the standard of American civilization. 
ae The fact is that there is not the remotest paralellism 
xetween the movement of circulation and prices. Commodities 





| in general are less than 8 per cent below the level of 1860, while 
silver is 50 per cent below it. 
Aside from that altogether, and I may not stop to go at any 
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length into a discussion of this proposition, for my time is passing 
rapidly—aside from that altogether there is not a single staple 
article that has fallen in price where the decline can not be traced 
to causes wholly apart from any money question, where it can 
not be traced to material changes in the cost of production and 
distribution. 

The progress of invention, improved machinery and improved 
processes, reduced rates of transportation, enlarged competition, 
and other causes, with which the demonetization of silver has not 
the remotest connection, furnish easy explanation of reduced 
prices. Why, Iwas astounded to hear out of the mouth of a gen- 
tleman {Mr, Towne] who has evidently studied this subject with 
a great deal of care, the assertion that the period of invention 
antedated 1878, and that inventions had nothing substantial to do 
with the decline of prices for the last twenty years. I have in my 
hand a paper furnished me by the Commissioner of Patents. 

That paper is as follows: 

Number of patents issued by the United States and foreign countries in the 
periods 1350-1869 and 1870-1889, inclusive. 











Countries. 1850-1868. | 1870-1889. 
United States 91, 479 , 205 
Statins cman eens inner Wnibenamianan secaeh tbiensattenmsitiien 10, 418 39, 605 
ED Jct onatiehnss ndetiiyranadiida 26, 608 49, 581 
Canzda ...... aeantnne tenn sindindiaurhnliriiniel 3, 24 Bt, 026 
a a i a eh ee B86 1, 508 

SIE iii dh Ai: in diate diab eoetnalilintie ae di diihdin altineialiahiive cme wba SoM 226 

a in a itn ee le i lp le Oth a Ae eel ea eal 79, 059 114, 567 
German Empire, including Baden, Bavaria, Prussia, . 

Saxony, and Wurtemberg -...................-.---....- 7,166 58, 355 
a ew al 38, 416 104, 149 
italy, including Sardinia.............--..0..2+-000++---+=- 8, 741 20, 267 
I a ae cil kd alae Eee em iets aati 445 2, 54 
SIT « ch dh advotien cand suetih>dedacshtbunbinkabinbetdiis 7 2, 482 
eocnmenen saiadatiabisninindiliatitnd' veal iMidae itinaiieaniaaiedy dead 55 2,413 

Di edith wn dntinthindand cthemnniisdintiein s Gmmiiieludidaden satis 974 2, 962 
South Australia...... anche “the tediiamien dndiigeaiciena asin 122 898 
Ds iiiksiats tin: c-cdedhtndsink'n wubiheasdivtiediaabiencdatbhdindiisaaaiahaiasacinakt 751 3, 732 

I uicntniccaities se aatlinnntindtiesidiaiianascadinuinns vie 263, 129 757, 625 


You will observe that during the first period there were issued 
263,129 patents; during the second period there were issued 757,625 
atents, or three times as many as during the earlier period. 
Appia.) I have had furnished me by the Commissioner of 
atents a mass of information which I have not had an opportu- 
nity to digest, but I find the following among the many subjects 
covered by patents since the year 1873: The entire system and 
device of electric lighting, heating, and furnishing motive power 
is a product of this od. aueeneny also is a product of this 
i pp eo as been improved within this period with 

e effect of largely reducing its cost. The harvesting of _ ng 
has been revolutionized. The manufacture of shoes a een 
revolutionized. Immense strides have been made in the improve- 
ment of railways and their equipment. Witness the automatic air 
brake. Milling, nd. ne printing—in all these money- 
saving inventions have m multiplied. nd so I might go on, 
if I had the time, and call your attention to various others of those 
inventions which have done so much to reduce the price of the 
necessaries of life. But outside altogether of the Patent Office, 
there is no gentleman here who, if he will give his mind to the 
snbject for a moment, will not recall the ingenious processes b 
which the cost of production and distribution has been iesunetl. 
Why, in one year, as I am told, by the utilization of cotton seed, 
formerly a waste, $40,000,000 was saved to go to lessen the cost of 
the production of cotton. 

Any gentleman who will think of it for a moment will recollect 
the fall in the price of the coal oil that is burned to-day, that is 
burned in every household at an insignificant cost, as compared 
with its cost fifteen years ago. Now the by-products of that oil 


constitute in themselves a wealth far — estimated wealth 
of the oil as it was originally used. hy, by means of various 
labor-saving machines we have advanced the manufacture of steel 


in this country until now in the city which I have the honor to 
represent we claim the ability to compete with the world in its 
manufacture, and these machines are the product, in large part, 
of the last twenty-five years of invention. [Applause.] 

Look at the reduction in transportation ra’ Let me show you 
just for asecond. In 1865 the Pennsylvania Railroad Company 
and its lines west of Pittsburg, the New York Central and Hudson 
‘River Railroad, the Lake Shore and Michigan Southern, the 
Michigan Central, Boston and Albany, the New York, Lake Erie 
and Western carried 11,151,701 tons $54 bat 00 or, to express it in 
another way, moved of tons 1 mile 1, ,000. And how much 


did each ton cost for carriage? It cost 2.9 cents per mile. In 1885, 
twenty years afterwards, this same of railroads moved of 
tons at the rate of 1 mile 11,331,306,000, at a cost of six-tenths of 


a ceni a mile, 

Now, these railway lines carried somewhat less than one-fourth 
of the tons moved 1 mile in 1885, yet they saved on the difference 
between cost of carriage in 1885 and the cost of carriage in 1865 
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$256,500,000. I might pursue this line of argument, to show tho 
same results, with other roads, but it is not necessary. 

In the face of facts like these, gentlemen will assert on this floor 
that the falling prices are due, not to these elements of mode) 
civilization, but to the demonetization of silver, “the legislative 
crime of 1873.” [Laughter and applause. | 

Nor is the fall in prices due to any disuse of silver as money 
In 1860 the world’s coin consisted of $3,400,000,000. In 14:1 
thirty-four years after, the value of the world’s coin had incre;. 
to $8,031,000,000. 

Nor is the fall in prices due to the disuse of silver in the United 
States. The silver coinage prior to 1873, in the first eighty y. 
of our history, amounted to only one hundred and forty million 
and odd dollars. In the eighteen years that succeeded the ‘le 
lative crime of 1873” silver was coined to the extent of $491,000...) 
in round numbers. From 1792 up to 1873 there were only ejyi){ 
million and some odd silver dollars coined. In 1873 our per ca). 
allowance of money was a little over $18; in 1896 it is over 82». 
So that it is perfectly apparent that neither the disuse of sily« 
the coinage of the world nor the limitation of the use of silver in 
the United States can by any possibility have had any conne ti 
with the decline in the prices of commodities. 

Now, coupled with the assertion that there has been a fall in 
the price of silver is the qualification that that fall has been a 
fatal fall, that enterprise has been discouraged, that business j) 
terests have been destroyed, and that there has been a perio 
general and universal depression. Idenyitutterly. [ assert that 
the period from 1873 to the present, barring only the year 14): 
when a panic was caused by the apprehension of a silver craze, is 
the most remarkably prosperous. period in all our history. Let 
me call attention only to one or two facts. From 1850 to 1870 our 
national wealth increased from $7,000,000,000 to $30,000,000 000, 
but in the suceeeding twenty years, from 1870 to 1890, it made tho 
astounding increase of $35,000,000,000. During that same period, 
upto the time when, under a Democratic Administration, we ceased 
to pay our debts and began to borrow again, we had paid of our 
interest-bearing debt $1,100,000,000. Think of it! In this period 
of business depression and a fatal fall of prices this American peo- 
ple paid off $1,100,000,000 of their interest-bearing debt. All tho 
statistics of our industrial history show increased wealth, the lig)it- 
ening of the burden of debt upon the individual, and a greater 
consumption of the necessaries and luxuries of life. I unhesi 
tatingly assert that that is true which Mr. Harrison said in his 
last message to Congress prior to his retirement from the Presi- 
dency. He said: 

A comparison of existing conditions with those of the most favored jx i 


in our history will show that a higher degree of prosperity and a mor 
eral diffusion of the comforts of wealth were never enjoyed by our peo 

{pppones.) 

. Speaker, my friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], the ex- 
Speaker of this House, who preceded me in this discussion, as- 
serted in substance that the period from 1850 to 1860 was the high- 
water mark of the prosperity of this country. I wiil answer hii 
by quoting from President Buchanan’s message to Congress in 
1857. He then used this significant language: 

The earth has yielded her fruits abundantly, and has bountifully rewarded 
the toil of the husbandman. Our great staples have commanded high } 
and up till within a brief period our manufacturing, mineral, and mecha 
occupations have largely partaken of the general prosperity. We have | 
sessed all the elements of material wealth in rich abundance, and yet. 10t 
withstanding all these advantages, our country, in its monetary interest». is 
at the present moment in a deplorable condition. In the midst of unsur- 
passed plenty. in all the productions of agriculture, and in all the elements of 
national wealth, we find our manufactures eens oes: pablic works r 
tarded, our private enterprises of different kinds abandoned, and thous«!\'s 
of useful laborers thrown out of employment and reduced to want | 
revenue of the Government, which is chiefly derived from duties on impo''s 
from abroad, has been greatly reduced, while the appropriations mac 
Congress at its last session for the current fiscal year are very Jarge in amo! 

Under these circumstances a loan may be required before the close of your 
present session; but this, although deept . to be regretted, would prove to be 
only a slight misfortune when com with the suffering and distress pre- 
vailing am: the ple. With this the Government can not fail deep!y to 
apmpelahen, these! it may be without the power to extend relief. 


I fear that my friend from Georgia will find himself without 
corroboration in the record of his country’s history. 
I do not stop to dwell upon the argument made in favor of ree 
coi in the interest of the debtor class. The gentleman wlio 
me [Mr. Turner of Georgia} has dealt with one ase 
of that a the aspect which has relation to the homely 
maxim that ‘‘honesty is the best policy.” It is fashiona!|l« ‘0 
denounce wealth and banks and capitalists, gold bugs and W\!! 
street; but this is simply the language of the demagogue; it is 10! 
logic, it is not ar, t,it is not reason, and it is deserving 
but and contempt from honest men. 1h 
man who has borrowed a gold dollar and seeks to cancel bis de! 
by the return of a silver one—two of which the gold dollar w:'! 
buy—is not honest, and legislation in his interest. unless it be les 
islation to reform him or him, is vicious legislation. _ 
But there is a misconception and misrepresentation 
uded in the term debtor class. 
deny that in this country there is any debtor class as such. 


ne 
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The man who is creditor to-day is debtor to-morrow, and if there 
be any class that is particularly a creditor class at all times it is 
the class composed of those who, at the end of every week or every 
two weeks, march up in our great establishments to sign the pay 
rolls and receive the money for which the great capitalists of the 
country stand their debtors. I would be false to the interests of 
my constituents if I did not stand here for sound money for the 
wage earner. He is entitled to have a dollar of full debt-paying 
ver. 

| shall not stop now to discuss at length the question as to the 

effect upon this country of changing our monetary system from 
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a system such as now prevails to that which would prevail if we | 


minted 50-cent dollars. There is one startling fact, vouched 
for by all history, and that is, that wherever there is good money 
and bad money, or better money and worse money, the bad money 
and the worse money stay and the good money goes. 
suant to a law that is called Gresham’s law, but it is the law of 
common sense, it is the law of human selfishness, for no man 
will pay a debt with a dollar in gold when he can pay it with a 
dollar in silver, two of which the gold dollar will buy. The first 
result, therefore, of free coinage would be the contraction of our 
currency by the withdrawal of all our gold, six hundred millions 
and more. 

There are 20,000,000 wage earners in this country who would 
be affected by the introduction of a debased dollar. There are 
savings-banks deposits to the amount of nearly $2,000,000,000. 
There are members of building and loan associations whose in- 
vestments in gold would be paid in depreciated silver. There are 
life-insurance policy holders to the extent of over $5,000,000,000, 
all of whose policies would be paid in debased currency. Then 
there are the oe of the United States. One hundred and 
sixty million dollars went to them in the past year, all of which 


they would have been obliged to receive in this debased currency | 


if it had prevailed. Free silver coinage would mean a radical 


change of existing contractual relations, ruin to business, a wreck | 


of values and of credit, and an introduction to an era of disaster 
the like of which we have never heretofore known. This country 
would become the dumping ground of the silver of the world. 
Not to prolong this discussion further, I submit, Mr. Speaker, that 
the parties upon whom rests the burden of proof have furnished 
us no reason why we should embark upon this unknown and 
uncertain sea, with no port in sight‘and no chart or compass to 
direct ourcourse. I submit that our salvation and prosperity call 
us to abide by the ancient landmarks, and that there alone our 
safe course lies. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not fear or anticipate the success of the cause 
of the Free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16to1. For weeks 
and months an educated public intelligence directed to the sub- 
ject has been making that cause more and more hopeless; but, if 
it ever did have any remaining hope, it died yesterday an unnat- 
ural death, slain by the hands of its own friends in the face of a 
delighted country. [Applause. | 

Mr. Speaker, what this country wants is not more free silver 
coinage. What it wants is more revenues through the custom 
houses [applause], moremen in the mines, more blazing furnaces, 
more factories, more mills, the music of more spindles, more and 
cheaper transportation facilities, a wider field for labor, an enlarged 
home market, more consumption to stimulate production, to in- 
crease wages, and to decrease the hours of labor. These are the 
things we needand must have, and will have, in ouronward march 
to the conquest of our manifest destiny as the leader of the world in 
agriculture, in manufactures, and in a commerce whose lifeblood 
shall be a monetary system good as gold the world over and as re- 
spected as the national flag. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question 
on the pending motion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). The question is on 
agreeing to the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole 
that the House nonconcur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, is it not in order now to ask a vote 
first on the motion to concur in the Senate amendment? 

Mr. DINGLEY. After the Committee of the Whole recom- 
mends nonconcurrence? Should not the question be on the 
recommendation of the committee? I suppose it makes no practi- 
cal difference, but it occurs to me that the question before the 
House now should be on the recommendation of the committee. 

Mr. CRISP. But the gentleman will see that if the vote be 
taken in the House on the motion to concur, the negative of that 
motion would be the affirmative of the motion to disagree. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly. If it is more convenient I have 
no objection to that method. I ask unanimous consent that the 
q on be taken on concurrence in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CRISP. That is practically the same thing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the ge: from Maine, that the question be taken on con- 
curring in the Senate amendment? 

Was no objection, 


This is pur- | 


Mr. CRISP. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The 


question was taken on concurring in the Senate amend- 
ment; and there were—yeas 90, nays 215, not voting 50; as follows: 


YEAS—9 

Abbott, Dockery, Maguire, Shaw, 
Aitken, Doolittle, Marsh, Shuford 
Allen, Miss. Downing, McClure, Skinner, 
Allen, Utah Ellis, McCulloch, Spencer, 
Bailey, Gamble, McKenney, Stokes. 
Baker, Kans. Hartman, McLachlan, Strait, 
Bankhead, Hermann, McLaurin, Strowd, N.C 


Barham, 


Hilborn, 


Me Millin, 


Swanson, 


| Bartlett, Ga. Hutcheson, McRae, Talbert, 
Bell, Colo. Hyde, Meredith, Tate, 
Bell, Tex. Johnson, Cal. Mondell, Terry, 
Black, Ga. Jones, Money, Towne, 
bowers, Kem, Moses, Tyler, 
Broderick Kendall, Neill, Underwood, 
Clardy, Latimer, Newlands, Walker, Va. 
Cockrell, Layton, Ogden, Wheeler, 
Cooper, Tex Lester, Otey, Williams, 
Cox, Linney, Pearson, Wilson, Idaho 
Crisp, Little, Richardson, Wilson, S.C 
Culberson, Livingston, Robbins, Woodard, 
Curtis, Kans. Lockhart, Robertson, La. Yoakum 
De Armond, Loud, Sayers, 
Dinsmore, Maddox, Shafroth, 

NAYS—215. 

Acheson, Denny, Johnson, Ind. Sauerhering, 
Aldrich De Witt, Johnson,N.Dak. Scranton, 
Andrews, Dingley, Joy, Settle, 
Apsley, Dolliver, Kerr, Shannon, 
Arnold, R. I. Dovener, Kiefer, Sherman, 
Atwood, Draper, Knox, Simpkins, 
Avery, Elliott, S.C. Kulp Smith, Il 
Babcock, Erdman, Lacey, Smith, Mich. 
Baker, Md Evans, Lawson, Snover, 
Baker, N. H. Fairchild, Lefever, Sorg, 
Barney, Faris, Leighty, Southard, 
Bartholdt, Fenton, Leisenring, Southwick, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Fischer, Lewis, Spalding, 
Beach, Fletcher, Long, Sperry, 
Bennett, Fowler, Loudenslager, Stahte, 
Berry, Gardner, Low, Steele, 
Bingham, Gibson, Mahany, Stephenson, 





Bishop, 


Gillet, N.Y. 


Mahon, 


Stewart, N.J 


Blue, Gillett, Mass. McCall, Mass. Stewart, Wis. 
Boatner, Graff, McCall, Tenn. Stone, C. W. 
Boutelle, Griffin, McCleary, Minn. Stone, W. A. 
Brewster, Grosvenor, McClellan, Strode, Nebr. 
Bromwell, Grout, McCormick, Strong, 
Brosius, Grow, McCreary, Ky. Sulloway, 
Brown, Hadley, Mercer, Sulzer, 
Brumm, Hager, Meyer, Taft, 

Bull, Hall, Miles, Tarsney, 
Burrell, Halterman, Miller, W. Va. Tawney, 
Burton, Mo. Hardy, Minor, Wis Tayler, 
Burton, Ohio Harmer, Moody, Thomas, 
Calderhead, Harris, Murphy, Tracewell, 
Cannon, Harrison, Noonan, Tracey, 
Catchings, Hart, Northway, Treloar, 
Chickering, Hatch, Odell, Tucker, 
Clark, Iowa Heatwole, Otjen, Turner, Ga. 


Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Codding, 


Heiner, Pa. 
Hemenway, 
Henderson, 


Overstreet, 
Owens, 
Parker, 


Turner, Va. 
Updegraff, 
Van V oorhis, 


Coffin, Hendrick, Patterson, Wadsworth, 
Colson, Henry, Conn Payne, Walker, Mass. 
Connolly, Hepburn, Perkins, Walsh, 
Cook, Wis. icks, Phillips, Wanger, 
Cooke, Ill. Hill, Pitney, Warner, 
Cooper, Fla. Hitt, Poole, Washington, 
Cooper, Wis. Hooker, Price, Watson, Ind. 
Corliss, Hopkins, Prince, Watson, Ohio 
Cousins, Howe, Pugh, Wellington, 
Crowther, Howell, Quigg, White, 
Crump, Hubbard, Ray, Wilber, 
Curtis, lowa Hulick, Reeves, Willis, 
Curtis, N. Y. Huling, Rey burn, Wilson, Ohio 
Dalzell, Hull, Royse, Wood, 
Danford, Hurley, Rusk, Wright. 
Daniels, Jenkins, Russell, Ga. 
NOT VOTING— 50. 

Adams, Eddy, Kyle, Pendleton, 
Anderson, Ellett, Va. Leonard, Pickler, 
Arnold, Pa. Fitzgerald, Linton, Powers, 
Barrett, Foote, Lorimer, Raney, 
Belknap, Foss, McDearmon, tobinson, Pa 
Black,N. Y. Griswold, McEwan, Russell, Conn. 
Buck, Hainer, Nebr Meiklejohn, Sparkman, 
Clarke, Ala. Hanly, Miller, Kans. Stallir 
Cobb, Ala. Henry, Ind. Milliken, Ww m, N.Y. 
Cowen, Howard, Milnes, “i 
Crowley, Huff, Miner, N. Y. \ i 
Cummings, Hunter, Morse, 

Dayton, Kirkpatrick, Mozley, 





So the motion to concur was rejected. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Mr. WoopmMaNn with Mr. McDEARMON. 
Mr. LEONARD with Mr. STALLINGS. 


Mr. RussEewy of Connecticut with Mr. Kye. 


Mr. HANLY with Mr. PENDLETON. 
Mr. Powers with Mr. Cops of Alabama. 


Mr. Eppy with Mr. Howarp, 
Mr. ADAMS with Mr. PICKLER, 
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* nounced that the Senate had 





Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Howarp is absent on ac- 
count of serious sickness. I am requested to state that if he were 
present, he would vote ‘‘ aye.” 

Mr. SULZER. My colleague, Mr. Miner of New York, is ab- 
sent. If present, he would vote “‘ no.” 

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. WIiLson of New York is confined to his 
room eee lf presen, the would vote ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. My colleague Mr. ARNOLD is seri- 


ously illat his house. If present he,would vote ‘‘no.” I wishalso 
to state that my colleague Mr. Hurr, and my colleague Mr. 
WoomeER, who is detained by an accident, are both absent. If 


present, they would vote ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleagues, Mr. Foss, Mr. LortmeEr, and 
Mr. BELKNAP, are detained from the House by unavoidable rea- 
sons. Iam authorized to state, inasmuch as they were unable to 
secure a pair, that if present, they would vote ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. MERCER. My colleagues, Mv. Hainer and Mr. MEIKLE- 
JOHN, are absent. Mr. MEIKLEJOHN has a pair, but [ was unable 
to secure a pair for Mr. Hainer. If they were present, I am re- 
quested to state, both of them would vote in the negative. 

Mr, AITKEN. My colleague, Mr, LINTON, was called away on 
account of sickness, and I wish to have him excused on this vote. 

Mr. BENNETT. My colleague, Mr. Foorr, is unavoidably de- 
tained from the House. If present, he would vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. DALZELL. My colleague, Mr. ARNOLD, is detained by ill- 
ness. If present, he would vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. CHICKERING. My colleague, Mr. BLack, is absent. If 
present, he would vote ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. My colle 
absent from the House on account of sickness. 
vote in the negative. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. My colleague, Mr. Eppy, is 
absent by appointment of the Speaker to attend the funeral of the 
late Mr. Crain of Texas. He is paired with the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Howarp],and if present would vote in the nega- 
tive. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, my friend, Mr. Ropinson 
of Pennsylvania, left here, I am informed, with the understand- 
ing that he was paired with myself on this question. If present, 
he would vote ‘‘no.” I voted ‘‘aye,” as I had no arrangement 
with him for a pair, and did not consent to it. He did not speak 
personally to me on the subject, of course. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Henry, 
is absent by leave of the House. If present, he would vote ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to make the same announcement with 
reference to Mr. HANLY. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My colleague, Mr. McDEARMON, is absent by 
direction of the House. If present, he would vote ‘‘ aye.” 

Mr. MEYER. My colleague, Mr. Buck, has been called home 
on important business. He endeavored to secure a pair, but failed 
to do so. Were he present, he would vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. TUCKER. y colleague, Mr. ELLETT, is detained by ill- 
ness. If present, he would vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. CLARKE, is 
now at his home in Alabama fighting for sound money. If pres- 
ent, he would maintain the same position on this floor and vote 
‘*no” on the present proposition. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam paired with the gentleman from Penn- 
Te [Mr, Apams]. If present, he would vote ‘‘no,” and I 
should vote ‘‘aye.” 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mycolleaguesfrom Missouri, Mr. MozLEy 
and Mr. Raney, are absent from the House. I desire to say that 
if present, they would vote ‘‘no” on the pending question. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
[Applause. ] 

nm motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the Pres- 
ident had approved and — joint resolution (H. Res. 79) grant- 
ing use of White Lot and Monument Grounds to ‘“The Committee 
of 1896.” 


e, Mr. Morsg, is 
present, he would 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, an- 
sed the following resolutions; in 


which the concurrence of the House was requested: 


A concurrent resolution— 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of sentatives concurring), That there 
be printed at the Government Printing Office, at the earliest day practicable, 
from electrotype plates to be furnished to the Public Printer by the within- 
named association wholly without cost to the Government, 3, copies, in 
separate form, of the Proceedings of the First Annual Convention of the In- 
ternational ane Waterways Association, for circulation, of which 1,000 shall 

for io use of the Senate and 2,000 co; for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 
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A concurrent resolution— 

Resolved the Senate (the House of Representatives concurri § } 
Public Printer be, and hereby is, directed to eliminate from 10,00 cc, ae 
the Report on the Statistics of Agriculture in the United States, Census 5° 
1890, the monograph entitled “Report on agriculture by irrigation in the 
yore yess of the United States"; that he be authorized to print an appe: 
dix, the data for which shall be furnished by the Interior Department, bri; 
ing the water-supply information up to date, and an index; and that he hi; 
the monograph thus enlarged in one volume in style uniform with the otho. 
final Census reports; that of this report on irrigation 3,000 copies shall be for 
the use of the Senate, 5,500 copies shall be for the use of the House, and 1.50) 
copies for distribution by the Department of the Interior. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

bill (S. 129) for the relief of Capt. George H. Perkins; and 

A bill (8.176) to provide for the construction of a memorial 
bridge across the Potomac River. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

_A bill (H. R. 1442) to amend an act entitled “An act for th: 
lief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Min- 
nesota ”’; 

A bill (H. R. 4810) extending the time within which the Mary- 
land and Washington Railway Company shall berequired to coim- 
plete the oe of the road of said company under the provi 
sions of an act of Congress approved August 1, 1892, as amended 
by an act of Congress approved March 2, 1895; and 

A bill (H, R. 2654) to amend an act entitled “An act to punish 
false swearing before trial boards of the Metropolitan police force 
and fire department of the District Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved May 11, 1892. 

The message aiso announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the following concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 


President of the United States is hereby requested to return to the House Sen 
ate bill 879 for the correction of a verbal error. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 


bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2642) granting leave of absence for one year to 
homestead settlers upon the Yankton Indian Reservation, in the 
State of South Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. 2769) to authorize the leasing of lands for educa- 


tional peepee tm Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 3558) to incorporate the National Society of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution; and 

A bill (H. R. 4321) making appropriations to supply urgent ‘eti- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 3, 
1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The. message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolutions and bills of the following titles; in which the concwr- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

Joint resolution (8S. R. 54) authorizing the National Dredging 
Company to proceed with the work of dredging the channel of 
Mobile bor, under the direction of the Secretary of War; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 65) to print the annual report of the Gen- 
eral ap pe of the Life-Saving Service; 

A bill (S. 824) to require patents to be issued to land actually set- 
tled under the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the armed occu- 

tion and settlement of the unsettled part of the peninsula of 
Florida,” approved August 4, 1842; 

A bill (S. 1320) to confirm the title to certain lands in William 
Morgan and Harrison Moore, and to require the issue of patents 
therefor; 

A bill (S. 1698) for the rebuilding or repair of the public wharf 
at Sitka, Alaska; and 

A bill (S. 1804) to authorizethe First National Bank of Sprague, 
Wash., to change its location and name. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask that the urgent 
deficiency bill ‘be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and, if necessary, that an order be made that the bill be printed 
with the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the urgent deficiency bill, 
which has just been received from the Senate, will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

There was no objection. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 59) extending the provisions of section 
79 of ‘‘An act providing for the public printing and binding and 
the distribution of public documents,” approved January 12, !*')), 
so as to include monographs, bulletins, and reports of the (reo 
logical Survey published in 1894 and succeeding years; 








1896. 


Joint resolution (S. R. 39) making an age oriation to defray 
the joint expense of locating the boundary line between the Terri- 
tory of Alaska and the British North American territory; 

Joint resolution (S.R.17) providing for certain surveys in the 
State of Florida; and 

A bill (H.R. 4145) to amend section 1309, Revised Statutes, pro- 
viding a chaplain for the Military Academy. 

SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following bills and resolutions 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker 


as follows: ; ‘ . 

A bill (S. 129) for the relief of Capt. George H. Perkins—to the 
Committee on Claims. _ . 

A bill (S. 176) to provide for the construction of a memorial 
bridge across the Potomac River—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. : 

A concurrent resolution— 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and hereby is, directed to eliminate from 10,000 copies of the 
Report on the Statistics of Agriculture in the United States, Census of 1890, 
the monograph entitled ‘“‘ Report on agriculture by irrigation in the Western 

yart of the United States;” that he be authorized _to print an appentts., the 

Pata for which shall be furnished by the Interior Department, bringing the 
water-supply information up to date, and an index; and that he bind the mono- 
graph thus enlarged in one volume in style uniform with the other final Cen- 
sus reports; that of this report on irrigation 3,000 copies shall be for the use 
of the Senate, 5,500 copies shall be for the use of the House, and 1,500 copies for 
distribution by the Department of the Interior— 


To the Committee on Printing. 
A concurrent resolution— 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed at the Government Printing Office at the earliest day practicable, 
from electrotype plates to be furnished to the Public Printer by the within- 


named association wholly without cost to the Government, 3,000 copies, in | 


separate form, of the Proceedings of the First Annual Convention of the In 
ternational Deep Waterways Association, for circulation, of which 1,000 shall 


be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Rep- | 


resentatives— 
To the Committee on Printing. 
REPORT OF BUREAU OF AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Itransmit herewith, for the information of Congress, a communication from 

the Secretary of State, covering the report of the Directcr of the Bureau of 


American Republics for the year 1895. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SPENCER, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. WALSH, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Brum, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. JENKINS, for one day, on account of sickness. 

And then (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Speaker announced the House 
in recess, under the rule, until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., re- 
sumed its session, with Mr. PAYNE in the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Rule XXVI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Clerk will report clause 3 of 


8. The House shall, on each Friday, at 5 o'clock p. m., take a recess until 8 


o'clock, which evening session shall be devoted to the consideration of pri- 
yate bills reported from the Committee on Pensions, and the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, to bills for the removal of political disabilities, and bills re- 
moving cha of desertion only; said evening session not to extend beyond 
10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 

_ Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole for the consideration of 
business on the Private Calendar, under the special order. 


The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore announced | 


that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes none. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, with Mr. Hersurn in the chair. 

KATE A. PITMAN. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first bill on the 
Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Sec is 4 
wanes ae etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


man, widow of George Pitman, late a private in Company C, One hundred 
and second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay he 
= a to be subject to the 


ee and | or $12 per month, 
rovisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


That this act shall take effect and be in force on and after its passage. 


directed to place on the pension roll the name of Kate A. Pit- | 
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| But I put it upon a broader ground than that. 





| health. 
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Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, do I understand that we com- 
mence with the first case on the Private Calendar? 

The CHAIRMAN, This bill was pending at the last session of 
the committee. 

A MemBER. Let the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report has been read. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I made a few suggestions on this 
bill two weeks ago to-night. I think I am correct in my belief 
that this is the case. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, this is the case. 

Mr. LOUD. On that evening I took occasion to state that the 
soldier in this case had reenlisted after the war in the Regular 
Army, and the assumption was that he was then in sound bodily 
I asked any gentleman on this floor to produce evidence 
to the contrary. Some gentleman did rise and state that there 
was an abundance of proof that this man had died as the result of 
disability incurred in the service. I could not see how it could be, 
so I took occasion to go to the Pension Office, and I find that the 
facts in this case are that this widow never claimed that her hus- 
band died as the result of service, but she made application simply 
under the law of 1890, under which, if she could prove that she 
was married to this soldier, she would be entitled to $8 a month. 
Now, simply because there seems to be some defect in the proof 
of this woman’s marriage, the Committee on Invalid Pensions come 
into the House and recommend that she receive $12 a month. 

Now, I do not wish to be misunderstood, Mr. Chairman. The 
House can of course accept my statement in such manner as it 
sees fit; but I assume the position that no pension of this char- 
acter shall pass this House while I am present, giving the woman 
more than $8 a month, unless you produce a quorum to pass it. 
This is one of those cases. If you will reduce the amount to 
$8 a month I shall have no objection to it. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I introduced this bill and reported 
it as the subcommittee of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. So 
far as l am concerned, I do not desire the House to pass the bill 
upon my judgment as to what the evidence on file in the Pension 
Office shows. What the gentleman from California | Mr. Loup] 
states is true, that the widow made an application under the law 
of 1890, a thing that had not been brought to my attention until I 
investigated it a little more, as the gentleman himself has done. 
I understand, and 
every gentleman here understands, that the general pension laws 
and rates were fixed upon averages and toapply to general classes, 
and everybody understands that in making up these general classes 





| some soldiers get less than they ought to have, and some perhaps 


get more. My proposition is that every bill that comes in this 
House ought to stand upon its inherent merits. 

This is a peculiar case. This widow is now afilicted with a 
fatal malady. While the report perhaps does not show that fact, 
yet I know from current rumor that her life can not be prolonged 
beyond a few months. She lives inthe same town in which I 
live, and in that way I know the facts. 

The record shows that this soldier served his country six years, 
three years in the war of the rebellion and three years in the 
Regular Army, defending the pioneers of Western civilization 
against the ravages of the Indians. 

Now, if the gentleman from California thinks it is his patriotic 
duty to raise the question of no quorum here, why, as a matter of 
policy, I will consent to have the bill amended so as to reduce the 


| amount to $8 a month, but it certainly is not that justice to which 
| this widow is entitled. 


With the concurrence of the committee, 
I would rather have this bill amended so as to give her $8 a month 
now than to take the chance of having it passed at a higher rate 
at a later date in the session. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Willthe gentleman who made this report state 
whether the paragraph in the report which I am about to read re- 
fers to the woman who 7s now claiming this pension? It says: 

A comrade who testifies that he was with the soldier on his way home 
makes affidavit that there was no marriage of Pitman to this woman. It 
seems that the soldier picked up this woman and lived with hera short time. 
After Pitman and this woman lived together ashort time, the eviden: «¢ shows 
a man came from the South, claimed her as his wife, and she went away with 
him and has never been heard of since. 

Do those remarks apply to the woman who is now claiming this 
pension, or do they apply to the woman whom this man took out 
a license to marry? 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERpMAN] 
was present during the discussion in the committee, and he must 
be aware of the facts—that is, I suppose the gentleman was pres- 
ent during the discussion. Istated the other night that there was 
no question in the Pension Department about the soldier having 
died from disability incurred in the service. What I ought to 
have stated, perhaps,is that there was no question raised upon 
that subject in the Pension Department, but the claim was rejected 
upon the ground, as stated, that there was not satisfactory evi- 
dence that this woman had been legally married to the soldier. 
Now, the facts in relation to that are substantially as follows: 
When this soldier came out of the Regular Army, in 1870, he came 
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back to his home, at Mansfield, Ohio, with a woman who lived 
there with him a brief time. At the end of that timea man came 
from the South claiming her as his wife, and she went away with 
him. In two or three years after that he was married to this 


claimant, the last woman. 

There is no question as to the validity of that marriage if the 
soldier was not married to the woman I have mentioned as having 

neaway. Now, the only evidence tending to show that he may 

ave been married to that woman was found upon the records of 
the probate court of Pney, County, Ohio, showing that a 
license had been issued to Josiah G. Pitman and Helen Joiner, but 
there was no evidence that there had been a consummation of the 
snaseinge, and the name of the soldier was George Pitman. It is 
shown by the records of the Pension Department that there was a 
very thorough examination made of the case by special examina- 
tions, and that the —- examiners had been ted to try to 
find this woman and to find out from her whether she had been 
married to the soldier. 

The evidence shows that after two or three years cf special ex- 
amination they found the woman, or some woman who bore the 
same name that this woman bore, in a house of il) fame some- 
where in Georgia. The investigation was prosecuted through 
the police force and the ponenes in Georgia very ly, and 
upon finding the location of this woman, instead of investi- 

ating the matter and interviewing her to find out what the 
facts were, and whether she had been married to the soldier, 
they dropped the examination, and the ial examiner rted 
the case with the recommendation that it be rejected. I claim 
that there is no evidence that any court of justice would consider 
sufficient to annul the between the soldier and this 
woman who claims to be his widow. There was no evidence in 
the report that this other marriage to which reference has been 
made was consummated, and the marriage laws of Ohio require 
every officer or minister to make a return, and that return has to 
be recorded. There was simply the issuing of a license that only 
allowed or permitted them to get married; but there is no evidence 
that they did get married, nor did it appear that this was the same 


Mr. ERDMAN. Does the gentleman say that when the license 
was taken out for the marriage there was an actual consummation 
of the marriage? 

Mr. KERR. No, sir. It was found that this license that I 

of had been issued, but there was no return. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Was the marriage ever solemnized? 

Mr. KERR. The evidence of a comrade shows beyond any 
donbt that he accompanied him from the time of his discharge 
from the Regular Army until he reached his home. He testifies 
that in several affidavits and before the examiner that he 
was with the soldier during the time until he reached home, and 
there was never any marriage between him and this woman. 

Mr. ERDMAN. For aspace of between two and three weeks 
there appears to have been a consummation of the marriage, ac- 
cording tu the testimony of this comrade: 

After Pittman and this woman lived together a short time the evidence shows 
that a man from the South claimed her as his wife and she went away with 
him and has never been hoard of since. 

Mr. KERR. There is no question about that. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Well, now, am I to understand there was a 
license issued and a consummation of the marriage? 

Mr. KERR. No. Isay that under the laws of Ohio that would 
not be a consummation of the marriage to the extent of annulling 
a ee legally solemnized marriage. It would as to pro 


ert. ts have the same purpose as to annul. . 
Mr. MILES. The pontiouaan hardly means to annul, but to 


avoid, 

Mr. PICKLER. As the tleman has indicated that he will 
accept it, I move to amend in line 7 by striking out the word 
‘*twelve” and inserting the word “eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. 1 move to strike out section 2. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Let that be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 2. That this act shall take effect and be in force on and after its pas- 


sage. 
Mr. PICKLER. Under the general law these special acts take 


effect after passage, and that is surplusage 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


- able recommendation. 


HENRY H. SCHRAWDER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
12s) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ted, ete., Tha Secretary and hereby, author- 
a member of Company E, Second Bat th Regiment United Slates 
Infantry, and t him an honorable . er, of 
court- ng him of absence without leave desertion are 
hereby vacated and set 2. 
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Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report an} 
accompanying letter of General Ruggles, Adjutant-General, |. 


read, 
The report (by Mr. McCLELLAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (4 
128) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder, having had the same under . 
sideration, respectfully report as follows: 

It appears that the charge of desertion and conviction thereof and con, 
tion of absence without leave were all founded in error. : 
The Adjutant-General of the Army, as will be seen from the accompa 
letter, recommends that the soldier's record be cleared by legislation, a¢ ; 

War Department has no jurisdiction in the case. 
Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


W AR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
ashington, June 20, | 

Sir: I have the honor to return herewith bill H. R. 6805, Fifty-thira « 

second session, for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder, also letter /) 

e Committee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives, United Statis 
and to report as follows: F 

The records of this office show that Private Henry H. Schrawder enlis{..4 
November 1, 1862, in Company E, Second Battalion, Fifteenth Infantry 
admitted to hospital aay, 11, 1864; furloughed September 17, 1864, for ‘t} 
days; furlough extend: tober 27, 1864; that on October 1I7, 1864, he 
arrested at rris . Pa., brought before a general court-martial, 21: 
cha with having deserted on October 6, 1864; that he pleaded guii: 
that plea was confirmed by the court; that he was found guilty and \ 
tenced to forfeit all pay, bounty, etc., due or to become due, etc., and fifteog 
gays after promulgation of sentence to be confined at hard labor at Clinton 
Prison. nem N. Y.. for two and six months (General Court- 
Martial Order, No. 48, Department of the East, June 8, 1868); that he was re 
leased from prison and oy seam September 13, 1865, by Spe- 
cial Order 473, Adjutant-General’s Office, series 1865, and that so much Of the 
order as required that discharge be dishonorable was subsequently revoked, 

Upon investigation of this case in 1891, on a call from the Commissioner of 
Pensions, the following notation was placed on the records by direction of 
the Adjutant-General of the Army: 

“ The findings of guilty of absence without leave and desertion were reacho| 
by the court without a full knowledge of the facts in the case, as the recurs 
of this office show Private Schrawder received a contusion of the head from 
shell in the battle of Kenesaw Mountain, June 28, 1864, and was sent to gon- 
eral hospital on that day; entered Brown General Hospital, Louisville. Ky., 
June 11, 1864, with anzw hemiralopia; was Sertoaghed September 7, 1si4, 
for thirty da and furlough extended to October 27, 1864; that he entered 
post hospital Fort Adams, Newport, R. 1, November 6, 1864, with eruption 
of skin, and was returned to duty November 26, 1864. He was then held in 
confinement at Fort Adams, R. I., awaiting trial for desertion, which took 
place April 4, 1865. 

“The above shows that, although found guilty of absence without loave 
from June 24, 1864, to August 27, 1864, he was wounded in battle at Kenosaw 
Mountain June 28, 1864, and from that date to date of trial was under military 
control, either in hospital or on furlough, or in confinement awaiting trial; 
that although found guilty of desertion from October 6, 1864, on furlouch 
which was extended to October 27, 1864, and therefore improperly charged 
with desertion. As the man has, however, been convicted of absence wit 
out leave and desertion by a general court-martial, the Department has no 
power to set aside the fin ete., of the court-martial, which have been 


From this notation on the rolls it appears that the charge of desertion «nd 
conviction thereof and conyiction of absence without leave were all founded 
inerror. Itis therefore recommended that, to do justice to the soldi 3 
record be ] tion of these wrongful charges and couvicti 


Ve t: 
ee GEORGE D. RUGGLES 
Adjutant-General 
The SRORETARY OF WAR. 


Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, I scarcely think that it is 
necessary to add anything. The letter of General Ruggles shows 
that the soldier was suffering from contusion of his head and was 
virtually out of his mind when under the charge of desertion, and 
pleaded guilty under a misapprehension. In view of the recon- 
mendation of General Ruggies, I have been unanimously instructod 
by the Committee on tary Affairs to report the bill to the 

ouse favorably. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

RUFUS BETZ. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2048) for the relief of Rufus Betz. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the consideration of this bill be not had at this time, but that it 
be laid aside for consideration later. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


THOMAS HOLADAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1H. lt. 
2326) granting a pension to Thomas Holaday. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is Rerebiy outh« r 
and directed to place upon the invalid pension roll the name of Thoma 
aday, late a private in eer Kimball's regiment Missouri Volun' 
State — subject to the tations of the pension laws, at the rate of >4 
per month. 


The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (1H 2. 
2226) to pension Thomas Holaday, having considered the same, respect! -y 


submit the following tn 
The evidence committee upon investigation shows that Thon 

Holaday was June 2, ve a ees ©, 208004, at $2 per mon!) 

from April 4, for rheumatism; increased to$8 per month from Decem'"' 

16, 1885; Sane from June 26, 1889. The pensioner’s nano 

WAS from the February 28, 1890, on the ground that ‘he was «'- 
pensioned. The company tto which he belonged was 

a State organization, not in the service of General Government, and the 


1 
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disabilities incurred therein are not and were not then pensionable under 
existing !Fenied that the disabilities from which Mr. Holaday suffers (his 
lands being drawn out of shape, and confined to his bed, and helpless a por- 
tion of the time) are not of service origin; neither is-it denied that these dis- 
bilities were incurred while performing service in defense of his country; 
but because of a mere technical difference of opinion as to whether his serv- 
ice was performed in State or national forces, he isdropped from the pension 
roll in his old age, when he is helpless and dependent, at a time when the 
strong arm of & generous Government should be his shield and protector. 

Your committee are of the unanimous opinion that while there may be dif- 
ferences as to the kind of service, there are none that the services were not 
faithfully performed and the disabilities incurred therein; hence, if there be 
error, your committee refer to err upon the side of humanity and duty and 
vive the pensioner the nenefit of the doubt. We therefore recommend the 
: ge of the bill with the following amendment: 

‘After the last word in the printed bill insert: : 

“provided, That the pension herein granted shall be paid to Thomas Hola- 
day, and that no part of it shall be retained by any authority to reimburse 
the Government for any pension heretofore paid.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on concurring in theamend- 
ments recommended by the committee. E 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I should be glad if the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill would make a statement. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, this bill was considered by 
a subcommittee of which [was the chairman. There is no doubt 
whatever that this man’s disabilities are pensionable. There is 
no doubt but that he performed the service, and there is no ques- 
tion but that he was upon the pension roll, placed there by General 
Black when he was Pension Commissioner. But a subsequent 
Pension Commissioner in investigating pension cases discovered 
that there might be a probability that this unfortunate citizen was 
on the pension roll by mistake, and he was dropped from the roll, 
as the report states, not because he had not rendered the service, 
but because there was some technical reason found why he should 
not be there. The citizens of Missouri have always contended 
that the pension laws of the United States provided for the Mis- 
souri State Militia. On March 3, 1879, there was passed a bill 
which contains this provision: 

The provisions of existing pension laws are hereby extended to the officers 
and privates of the Missouri State Militia. 

A joint resolution was passed by the Fifty-third Congress ex- 
tending the provisions of the law of 1890 to the Missouri State 
Militia. There is no necessity, Mr. Chairman, to go back and 
explain why it was necessary for the Missouri State Militia to be 
employed in the service of the General Government. Every citi- 
zen of this country who knows the history of the unfortunate 
period between 1861 and 1865 knows the services that were per- 
formed by that militia. It is not necessary for me to state here that 
there was an agreement between President Lincoln on the one 
hand and Governor Gamble of the State of Missouri on the other. 
That agreement, a copy of which I hold in my possession, was 
signed and sealed by the parties thereto. Under that agreement 
these various militia organizations were placed in the service of 
the General Government under the command of United States 
officers, and in most cases they were paid by the General Govy- 
ernment. : 

Now, for this nation, at this time, when the few of these men 
who are left are old and decrepit, some of them in the last stage 
of disease, many of them unfortunately so disabled as to be un- 
able to earn their livelihood—for this nation, I say, at this time, to 
take advantage of any technicality whereby the small stipend that 
has been given to them every month in order that the wolf might 
be kept from the door is taken away from them, is an act that 
ought to be condemned by every citizen on the soil of the United 
States. I, sir, am in favor of granting a pension to every man, I 
care not who he is, that bore an arm in the defense of his country 
anditsflag. Ido not care whether he served in the militia or in the 
Regular Army or in the volunteer forces of this nation; it is suffi- 
cient for me to know that he was a follower of the flag and a de- 
fender of the nation’s principles. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, according to the report of the Pension Bu- 
reau, we find that this citizen was pensioned first at $2 per month, 
but that in about eight months the pension was increased — 

Mr. TAWNEY. Willit interrupt the gentleman if I ask him 
whether there is a minority report in this case? 

Mr. CROWTHER. No, sir, there is not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then I feel ready to vote upon it. [Cries of 
ny V ote! ” éé Vote!”] 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, in this case I had an investi- 
pation made by the pension authorities, and I am advised as fol- 

ows: 
In the matter of the bill No. 2326, to 


late of Co: ‘ehabelie” 
> o m , 's 
State Militia, Volunteer Cavalry. 
° b appears from the records of the War Department, on file in the Pension 
ce, that Kimbail’s regiment of six months’ militia was purely a State or- 
ganization, never mustered into the United States service, and never classi- 
fed as a part of the volunteer forces of the United States, and hence its mem- 
bers no title to pensions and never did have any except under the 


msion rolls the name of 
iment, Sixth Missouri 


of the h of section 4993 of the Rev Statutes, and that 
Hitin aad on eat to pensions s for disability 1 incurred while in the Btate mi- 
claims prior to July 14, 1874. —— Te 
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Mr. CROWTHER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CROWTHER. If this was a purely State Militia organi- 
zation, how does it happen that all of the rolls of the organization 
are on file in the War Department? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Ido not understand that that establishes any 
point whatover in the case, and certainly not that which the gen- 
tleman claims it establishes. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Did this organization perform service for 
the Government under command of officers of the General Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Suppose it did 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Iam asking the question for information. 
Did it in fact perform service tor the General Government under 
the command of officers of the Government? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Iam not advised on that point. 

Mr. PICKLER. It did. That is the fact. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Now, if that is so, would the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania object to a man’s being granted a pension who 
had served in that militia if he was disabled? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Unless all of that command were treated in 
the same manner, I would. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If they were injured in the service you 
would grant them a pension, would you not? 

Mr. ERDMAN, Provided all of them were injured; but I do 
not want any one or two or three picked out for special favors. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. You would deny a pension to one man 
who applied for it because all of the same eommund did not apply! 

Mr. ERDMAN. No, sir; but I say let them all wait until they 
all get it together. ; 

A MEMBER. They will bedead. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “ Vote!”] 

Mr. ERDMAN. This man was erroneously placed on the rolls, 
and General Raum, who will hardly be claimed as unfriendly to 
the United States soldier, took his name off the roll. 

Mr. FARIS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. FARIS. Is it not true that the error that is alleged to exist 
in the case of this soldier is that he was a member of the Missouri 
Militia instead of a member of the United States forces? 

Mr. ERDMAN. No, sir; it did not assume that shape. 

Mr. FARIS. Then what is it? 

Mr. ERDMAN. That he never was mustered into the service 
of the United States. 

Mr. FARIS. That is because he was a member of the Missouri 
State Militia, and the law read by the gentleman from Missouri 
shows the militia to be pensionable. 

Mr. ERDMAN, And they were not pensionable. 

Now, if you are going to pension all of this regiment I will vote, 
I think, with you; but I do not wish to pick out special cases. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. For my own part every man in the service 
will receive my vote for a pension if he is entitled to it, no matter 
what his service was. 

Mr. ERDMAN, Well, he will receive mine as a class, but I do 
not wish to pick up special individuals and grant them particular 
favors. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman will remember that 
promise hereafter. 

Mr. ERDMAN, I will. 

But there is another serious objection to me with reference to 
this bill. It proposes to grant arrears of pension. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not at all. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, it does not. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Then what does this proviso mean: 

Provided, That the pension herein granted shall be paid to Thomas Hola- 
day, and that no part of it shall be retained by any authority to reimburse 
the Government for any pension heretofore paid. 

Mr. TRACEY. That does not give arrearages. 

Mr. ERDMAN. He was indebted to the Government before the 
passage of the bill, and if you deduct the pension you propose to 
grant him it certainly is the granting of arrears. 

Mr. PICKLER. On our theory, and the theory of the com- 
mittee, he did not owe the Government anything. We contend 
that hé was disabled in the service, that he was entitled to the 
pension, and if he was erroneously dropped from the rolls he 
ought to have the pension allowed to him, or, in other words, re- 
stored to the tolls without deducting anything on any such claim 
as that. He was disabled in the service and is entitled to the pen- 
sion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
with favorable recommendation? 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
ERDMAN) there were—ayes 83, noes 0. 

Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the committee). There are 
116 members present, a quorum. The motion is agreed to, and 
the bill is laid aside with favorable recommendation. 
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The Chair desires to state, however, that there is a committee 
amendment that was overlooked. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the last word in the printed bill insert: “Provided, The pension herein 
granted shall be paid to Thomas Holaday, and that no part of it shall be 
retained by any authority to reimburse the Government for any pension 
heretofore paid." 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the committee 
amendment will be considered as adopted. 

Mr. ERDMAN, I vo 

a CURTIS of New York. I move the adoption of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Would it be in order to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was laid aside? 

Mr.PAYNE,. That can not be done inCommittee of the Whole. 

Mr. HILL. I make the point that the vote has not been an- 
nounced. 

The CHAIRMAN. The vote was announced. 

Mr. PAYNE. The correction, Mr. Chairman, can be made in 
the House. It is not necessary to make it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman from New 
York is correct; and the bill will be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with favorable recommendation. 


RACHEL PATTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1185) granting a pension to Rachel Patton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rachel Patton, of Paris 
Edgar County, Ill., formerly the widow of John H. Patton, late captain o: 
Compary C, Tsvesby-ainah hk, Tilinois Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1185) granting a pension ty Rachel Patton, report as follows: 

The committee has fully considered the evidence submitted, and find that 
the claimant was the widow of Capt. John H. Patton, late Company C, Seventy- 
ninth Dlinois, who was killed in battle at Liberty Gap, Tennessee, June 25, 1863. 

Claimant was pensioned as his widow on December 15, 1863, under the or 
eral law, at $20 per month. She drew this pension until September 30, 1875, 
when she was dropped from the rolls by reason of her remarriage to one 
William G. Culbertson. ‘ 

On March 29. wong | decree of circuit court of County, Il, claimant 
was divorced from said Culbertson on account of willful abandonment 
and desertion of her, and by decree of said court she was permitted to re- 
sume her former name of Rachel Patton. 

Claimant is 68 sere of age; feeble in health, unable to work; is in receipt 

¢i per year, which is insufficient for her support. 

She has applied for restoration to which was rejected October 6, 
1891, on the ground that under the law she has no title to the pension on ac- 
count of her remarriage. 

The Coma therefore recommend that the bill do pass with the follow- 

trike out the words, in fourth and fifth lines, ‘subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws” and insert in lieu “at the rate of 
$20 per month.” 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, this is another 
of the bills te proaee widows who have remarried. Many of the 
committee will remember the case of Susan D. Wright, which was 
under consideration a few evenings ago, and which I then opposed 
for the reason that she was not the widow of a soldier. 

A MemBer. But she was. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The same applies now to 
this case, and I oppose it for the same reason that I opposed that. 
Upon that evening I was met by the reading of an ancient law 
concerning the pensioning of Revolutio widows, and the gen- 
tleman who read it, after he had completed the readin 
nounced, with something of a flourish of trumpets, 
apology was due from the gentleman from New vo. I 
now ask the attention of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Curtis]. I felt somewhat chagrined that such a state of affairs 
should have existed and that I should have been totally ignorant 
of the matter. So I have taken occasion between that e and 
now to look up the status of the law in that regard, and I will 
read to the committee just exactly how it stands and what basis 
there was for the remark of the gentleman from New York. By 
an act of 1838 this became the statute: 

If any person whoserved in the war of the Revolution in the manner - 
fied in the preceding section has died, leaving a widow whose marriage 
place befors the expiration of the last ‘period of bis service — 

There is a very important limitation. The marriage must have 
taken place before end of his service, while he was in the 
Army— 

ch widow shall be to ive, d the time she remain 
annper ried. the oe eae a ari have SSenpiiowed to her 
husband by virtue of ne wrooesens section if living on June 7, 1832, and pen- 
sion under this section not be withheld from any widow in consequence 
of her having married after the decease of the hus! for whose services 
she may claim to be allowed a pension under this section: Provided, That she 
was a widow on July 4, 1836. 

Now, let us note right here that that was passed fifty-four years 
after the close of the war. If like legislation shall take place - 
four years after the close of the last war, it certainly will not 


so objectionable as it would be now. But to go on a little fy,. 
ther. By a joint resolution passed in 1846 we find the following: 

If any person who served in the war of the Revolution in the manner « : 
fied in section 74 of this act has died, or shall hereafter die, leaving a w.| 
whose marriage took place before the Ist day of January, 1794— 

Only eleven years after— 
such widow shall be entitled to receive for and during her natura! |)? 
from and after the 4th day of March, 1848, the annuity or pension which 1,).),: 
have been allowed to her husband in virtue of section 74 of this act, if }\\j). 
on the 7th day of June, 1882: Provided— — 

And I ask the attention of the gentleman from New York | Mr, 
CurRTIs] and of the committee to the proviso— 

tin the even he f such widow such i ensio 
i. f= Socvm™ xf ¢ marriage o w such annuity or | n 

So I will admit that for the period of eleven years that was the 
statute of the United States. But after an experience of eleyen 
years upon this subject Congress deliberately repealed the only 
statute under which such widows were pensioned after their ro- 
marriage. But the gentleman, I presume, will call my attention 
to a section now standing in the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, and to save him the trouble I will read it for him. This, 
I will say, is a resolution, No. 13, of July 1, 1848, transferred into 
the Revised Statutes as section 4743: 

In all cases where a pension has been granted to any officer or soldier of the 
Revolution in his lifetime, the evidence upon which such pension was granted 
shall be conclusive of the service of such officer or soldier in the application 
of any widow, or woman who may have been the widow, of such officer or 
soldier, for a pension; and upon proof by her that she was married to any 
such officer or soldier, and that she is a widow, she shall thereupon be placed 
upon the pension rolls at the same rate that such officer or soldier received 
during his lifetime. 

And that is the only existing statute now which in any way 
refers to the pensioning of remarried widows, and that does not 
authorize it at all, but simply says in connection with such cases 
as then had been filed and not adjudicated that the proof of the 
service of the soldier shall be conclusive as to their claims pend- 
ing Sotiee the eleven years under which she was entitled. 

ow, in. all these cases, let it be noted that the widow was limited 
in the time of her marriage, and that only for eleven years was 
there a period under which such a pension could have been granted. 
That, too, was sixty-one years after any possible service in the war 
of the Revolution, and bringing that date down to service in the 
war of the rebellion, nosuch enactment would naturally take place 
until 1926; and I pledge the gentleman from New York | Mr. 
Curtis] that I should be most happy to meet him here in 19:() to 
further consider this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from I[linois. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to 
occupy the time of the committee when it is seriously disposed to 
consider the questions before it. 

The C MAN. The gentleman from Illinois who made the 
report is recognized. 

r. WOOD. I yield a moment to the gentleman from New 
York, but desire to be recognized. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. My friend from New Hampshire, 
who has been looking over the ancient statutes which he is now 
reading to the House, might haye occupied himself in matters 
which I think would be really of more value. Weare engaged in 
the transaction of business which relates to the present. I quoted 
the statutes as they now exist in the Revised Statutes and in the 
volume of laws as published by the Pension Office. I desire to 
congratulate the gentleman from New Hampshire, who has by a 
long and slow oan of reasoning, continuing two weeks, discov- 
ered the facts I stated to the House two weeks ago. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I desire to ask the gentleman 
a question. Does he claim now that the law which he cited two 
weeks ago was one under which he thinks this woman could re- 
ceive a pension after she had remarried. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I certainly do. I do not contro- 
vert the statutes of the United States. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It only refers to the matter 
of evidence. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, this discussion between the gen- 
tleman from New York and the gentleman from New Hamps)hire 
is very interesting as an abstract question of law; but it arose on 
a pension claim that was re rted by the committee at the last 
meeting, two weeks ago. t poor woman is dead, and her ca 
will not trouble this House any more. Now let us get down to 
the case in hand, before she dies. J want to say this widow co1es 
here just the same as the widow of any major-general or bry.- 
a that is pensioned by special act of Congress. The 
law does not give Rachel Patton any pension, nor did it give 4 
pension to the widow of General Cogswell. : 

Mr. MILES. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WOOD. Certainly. : 

Mr. MILES. The point I would like to inquire of the gent! 
man is just this: I understood him to say that she comes )cT® 
just like any other widow; and if so, I would ask him for what 
reason he strikes out the words “subject to the provisions and 
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limitations of the pension laws” and inserts in lieu thereof “ at | 


te of $20 per month”? 
se OOD. I do that simply because it means precisely the 
same thing without so many words. ‘‘Subject to the limitations 
of the pension laws,” will pension this woman at the rate of $20 
per month; and it is best to haveit understood, and plainly under- 
stood, so that this committee will know what it is having done, 
and know precisely how much pension they are voting to this 
roman. 

: Mr. MILES. I would like to ask the gentleman, because I think 
I was in the committee when this matter was up, if he does not 
know that under the general pension laws this woman would not 
stand like other widows? 

Mr. WOOD. I understand under the general pension laws that 
this widow has no claim to a pension. I have said that already; 
nor have the widows of major or brigadier generals, and bills that 
have been introduced by my friend from Maryland and reported 
to this House also are in the same condition, that they have no 
standing under the pension laws. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
quiry of the gentleman. 

Mr. WOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman please 
explain under what provision of existing pension law, if this woman 
were pensioned as a widow, she would receive $20 a month? 

Mr. WOOD. If she were pensionable under any existing law 
this bill would not be before this committee; and because she is 
not pensionable under any existing law this bill is here. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But the gentleman does not 
understand my question, which was: If she were pensionable un- 
der existing law what law would give her $20 a month rather than 
$12 or $8 a month? 

Mr. WOOD. She was the widow of a captain of volunteers of 
infantry. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the amount of pension to a captain. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is all right. 

Mr. WOOD. If the gentieman would wait a moment, I think I 
would come to that. I will not detain the committee but fora 
few moments. This woman was not married to the soldier since 
the war. She did not marry him to get his pension and help to 
spend it. She was his wife when the war broke out; she was his 
wife all through the war; she stayed at home and looked after his 
family. 

1 would be willing to pension her. She relieved the Govern- 
ment, by her remarriage, of paying $3,360 which otherwise it 
would have paid her. She remarried, but that marriage was un- 
fortunate, and she has obtained a divorce on the ground of will- 
ful desertion and abandonment. A court of equity, which is a 
court of conscience, has restored to her her name, the honored 
name of her former husband, and I ask if the American Congress 
can not be as fair and just and generous as that court of law and 
give her back the pension which she lost by that unfortunate mar- 


I would like to make an in- 


riage. Her soldier husband was killed in battle, and I say this 
bill ty to . [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”] 
Mr. ERDMAN. r. Chairman, I believe the case we had under 


consideration when we last met in Friday evening session was 
that of a remarried widow whose husband had died. This is the 
case of a remarried widow who was divorced after living four- 
teen years with her second husband. Ido not think it will be amiss 
for the House to hear the reasons that used to be submitted at 
these pension sessions in the last Congress when such bills were 
up for consideration, and therefore I send to the Clerk’s desk to 
be read a report bearing upon this subject. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The purpose of this bill is to restore her to the pension roll the same as if 
she were still the widow of the soldier whose name she voluntarily surren- 

red years ago. 

wo pase this bill is to nullify for the benefit of this one individual the sub- 
stan limitation of the general laws that the pension of soldiers’ widows 
who have remarried shall cease. 

The objections to be urged against such bills as this are numerous. In the 
first place, it makes an exception of a case which is in nowise exceptional. 
There may be varying degrees of destitution in different cases, but it may 
be fairly stated that all cases of widows who have remarried and again be- 
come ~amanalons, by reason of death or divorce, present the same substan- 

conditions. 

If any widow so situated should be restored to pension, all widows so situ- 
ated should be ,and this by general enactment and not by individual 
private bills, whereby those who may happen to have a friend to espouse 

heir cause secure a benefit which the modest and the unknown never think 
of . Special a are essen- 
tially exceptional and should not be used to grant to one that which is denied 
to the seer whew situation is precisely the same. But aside from this con- 
sideration, however, the soldier's widow who remarries voluntarily relin- 
quishes her pension because she prefers to do so. 

The rnment can not become an insurer against an unfortunate termi- 
nation of this second matrimonial venture either by divorce or death. To 

pension in case of divorce is to encourage remarried widows to seek 
divorces, and, in any event, it is to give them an ostensible claim upon the 
soldier's death and memory which they have long since renounced by pref- 


seeking msion acts are justifiable only in cases which 


unirthermore, it is not to be assumed that le 


sarily 


lation of this character is in 
of justice or of honor to the soldiers themselves, or that it is neces- 
desired or favored by the soldier classes. A contribution from the 
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public Treasury to the support of the widow of the soldier, so long as she re- 


mains his widow, every soldier, perhaps, desires,and the common consent of 
the nation for thirty years has sanctioned this; but that each soldier looks 
forward to and desires that his services and his memory shall be the basis of 


a pension to his wife at some remote day, beyond an intervening period of 
matrimonial alliance with some other husband,is by no means self-evident 
or fairly to be presumed. 


Mr. THOMAS. Whatis that document? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis an extract from the Recorp, read in 
the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Itis a minority report made in a case similar 
to this. 

A MEMBER. Whois the author? 

Mr. ERDMAN. My name is prefixed to it. 

The question being taken on the amendment proposed by the 
committee, the Chairman declared that the ayes seemed to have it, 

Mr. ERDMAN. [ask fora division. ; 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 91, noes 8. 

Mr. ERDMAN, No quorum, Mr. Chairman; and upon that I 
demand tellers. 

The question being taken on ordering tellers, 138 gentlemen 
voted in the affirmative, not a sufficient number, and tellers were 
refused, 

The amendment was then agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill as amended 


| be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommenda- 
| tion that it do pass? 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to make any 
factious objection to the pensioning of this widow, but just to 
call the attention of the gentlemen of this committee to-night. as 
I did a few nights ago, to the principle that is involved in the 
passage of this bill. On the last Friday night that we met here 
there was presented a bill, similar to this, for the benefit of Mrs. 
Susan Wright. It was presented by the distinguished gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Curtis] and on an appeal made to him by 
several members of this committee he was prevailed upon, froma 
sense of justice, from a sense of right, from a sense of principle, 
to agree to withdraw the bill, being satisfied that it was against 
principle and against law in theory and in practice. 

Now, here is another bill proposing to pension another lady un- 
der almost identical circumstances, a case surrounded by almost 
the same conditions, the only difference being that, as stated by 
the gentleman who hascharge of this bill, the courts have granted 
this lady a legal divorce from her second husband. That differ- 
ence, however, does not alter the case in the least, because to 
grant this lady a pension would still be in direct violation of the 
pension laws of the United States, which laws are as liberal as 
laws can well be, so that if she is not entitled to a pension under 
the laws as they exist, it must be quite clear that she ought not to 
have a pension at all. I want to appeal to gentlemen on the other 
side of this House- 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from South Carolina a legal question. Does not the granting 
of the divorce place the woman in the same position that she was 
in before the marriage, and is not the presumption raised that no 
marriage existed at all? 

Mr. TALBERT. No, sir; not by any means. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does it not place her in the 
position she was in before the second marriage was contracted? 

Mr. TALBERT. By nomeans. While Iam not a lawyer nor 
the son of a lawyer, 1 am an honest man, and I can answer that 
question as a man of common sense. No. [Laughter.]. 

Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, I want it understood that though 
I come from South Carolina I am not the man to stand up here to 
oppose the granting of a pension to any honest soldier or to the 
widow of an honest soldier who is justly entitled toit. I am will- 
ing to rise in my place here and advocate and vote for any such 
pension, and I have done so on former occasions. But at the 
same time I believe it to be my duty as a member of the American 
Congress to raise my voice against the violation of the laws of the 
nation in which I live. I believe it to be my duty to protest 
against what I regard as wrong in principle, wrong in practice, 
wrong in theory, and that is why I oppose the granting of this 
pension, 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Does my friend oppose this bill 
because the lady is a divorced widow, and on the ground that 
South Carolina does not allow divorces, or is it because he thinks 
& woman who has been twice married needs no pension? [{Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. TALBERT. The laws of South Carolina do not enter into 
this question at all,sir. I am glad to say that we have no divorce 
law in South Carolina, and we expect never to have any such law. 
But that has nothing to do with the bill under consideration at 
this time. 

And I want to appeal to the common sense of the Republicans, 
I want to appeal to your sense of justice, I want to appeal to your 
sense of right; I ask you to halt and consider before you take this 
step. I have been authoritatively informed that if you grant this 
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pension, and grant pensions to others similarly situated, that it 
will not fall short of 100,000 in number, and in the preparation of 
the ion bill no arrangement has been made for that increase. 

I do this, therefore, Mr. Chairman, from a sense of common jus- 
tice and in defense of the right. Iappeal to yon and ask you gen- 
tlemen not to urge bills of this character; and Iask you if you are 
not willing to let it go over with an unfavorable report and not 
hold it over here as an obstacle to obstruct the way of other and 
meritorious claims that ought to be passed, and that ought to have, 
at all times, the right of way. 

I hope pe will do that. [Cries of ** Vote!” ““Vote!”] Oh, be 
quiet, and let your hair grow. 

Mr, WILLIS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. TALBERT. I yield to my friend with pleasure. 

Mr. WILLIS. I would like to ask my friend from South Caro- 
lina if he considers it a violation of the pension laws for the same 
Congress that makes the pension law to make another law to put 
this specific case upon the roll? 

Mr. TALBERT. It is not doing it. As a matter of course the 
makers of the law can violate the law, and they do it, and they 
are sometimes hung for it. [Laughter.] But that has nothin 
to do with the case, I will say to my distinguished, congenia 
friend, whom I like—— 

Mr. WILLIS. I want to know if in the judgment of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina the granting of this pension would 
be in his opinion a violation of the pension law? 

‘Mr. TALBERT. I do say that it would. 

Mr. WILLIS. Can not the same power that made the law set 
it aside and make another? 

Mr. TALBERT. Well, the Supreme Court is in that business. 
{Langhter.] They have enough of that kind of work to do now 
without our nullifying our own laws and ra, our own nest. 
renee As, forinstance, theincome-taxlaw. [Laughter and 
a use. 

am not making any factious opposition. I am not making 
any technical objection to the bill. I am only suggesting to you 
that in the granting of pensions we should take, those cases 
which are really meritorious, and where the law should be ap- 
plied. Ido not wish to say anything that would injure any per- 
son's claim or do any harm to any honest applicant. I am will- 
ing to vote for all cases of that character that. come along. But 
Ido say to you that we should draw the line at such cases as this. 

Mr. WILLIS. I would like to say to my friend from South 
Carolina that when the Democratic party gets into power again 
of course the re Court will have its hands full setting aside 
acts which they have passed. ughter. | 

Mr. TALBERT. Of course the Democratic party fills the hands 
of everybody, poorand all, alike. [Laughter.] Thatis the object 
of the Democratic —* But the Republican ee as soon as 

Tr, 


rty, 
they get into power, take all out of the hands of the people that 
fo put into them. [Laughter ates 


the Democratic part; applause. | 
But that havent ante to do with the case. 

I only want to to the common sense, to the here 
which — so much talk on this floor. Now, I know m 
friend has a great store of justice as well as for the old sol- 


diers and their widows who are drawing pensions and those who 
donot draw pensions, and that he is as much o: as anybody 
Sanatae tio d the sighie of everybody. a paca tae 
on 0} y. You are granting a 

to some one who is not entitled to it at all. [Cries of 


Me WILLS. ‘Wan the to me for a moment? 
Mr. T. : ene be 


ALBERT. If our ther side would only be 
ne Sa ltl eadmanaa I yield to my 
e 


Mr. WILLIS. The gentieman:yields to me? 

Mr. TALBERT. Yes. [Renewed cries of “‘ Vote!” ‘ Vote!”] 
The CHAIRMAN committee will be in order. 

Mr. TALBERT. Oh, my friends, let us reason about this. 


_ ht and justice— 
ama . I knowit; I do not believe it. ‘[Laughter.] 


Mr. WILLIS. _I believe the gentleman yielded me the floor. © 

Mr. TALBERT. Idid. Nowgoon. I wasonlygoing to say—— 
Mr. WILLIS. Now, if the gentleman is going to occupy the floor 
the same time that he has yielded to me, why I think I will give 
back tohim. If he is like the Dutchman who had his tread- 
mill wound up to go so long and would not stop until it was run 





down, then I will sit down. 
me I would like 
Mr. TALBER 


iw Lt g 


If I thought so I would st: 


an unfavorable r 
Mr. HARDY. 


Applause on the 
( death Carolina 
Carolina on this floor 


ing treason and o 
Housé and a Sont 


ivate pension bill that shall be 


since the war had an honestly el 
House of 


States. If South Carolina had sunk into the sea in 1860 this oo 
try would have been saved thousands of lives and billions ot | 


Applause. 
AER T I do not desire to r 
cause he has not touched the subject at a 


South Carolina and her Representatives since 1872, I return the 

salutation of silent, sco: 

to the subject, but now I want to say 

can take care of herself and has always done it. 

now heard from the gentler 

[& on the Democratic side, | ; 
CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid a 

with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PICKLER 


question to be? 


to the gentleman, ! 
To his claptrap about 


hi 


on laying aside 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘This 
motion. The question is 
recommendation. 

uestion — taken, the Chairman announced that the 
z to have . 
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[Laughter.] But if he will yield to 
to say a word more. 
Well, I will withdraw the suggestion, if it j; 
offensive to the gentleman. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIS. I do not believe that is justice or righteo, 
Cries of *‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote! ”] 
Mr. TALBERT. I hope the gentleman will proceed; he is ¢ 
[Renewed laughter. | 
My friends around me suggest that our collog 


BERT. Oh, I hope not. 
T have no motive of that kind. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then I think we had both better stop. 

Mr. TALBERT. AllI want to do is simply to get the attenti 
of the committee to what I believe to be the rights of the case 
I want to know if we can not get together andreason on it. W 
are you in such a hurry to vote for? Are you afraid of your c. 
ou not willing to hear me for my cause? 
emen, I mean to do right, and now I want to ask you, j 
justice to the old veterans, many of whom are not getting | 
sions who ought to have them, to let these claims that are unm 
torious and undeserving go by the board, and let us go along | 
and take up those whose claims are meritorious and who ony) 
be pensioned, and not take up the valuable time of this commit| 
here in doing this kind of thing. 

I do not feel disposed to take up any more of your time, an: 
believe you will do right. 
I move now that thi 
report, and I ho 

CHAIR 


bill be laid aside with an unfavora)! 
the motion will be carried. 
The question is, Shall this bill be laid ; 

with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. TALBERT. I made the motion that it be laid aside y 

t, and that takes precedence. 
r. Chairman, the gentleman from South Car 
lina [Mr. TALBERT] has moved that this bill be laid aside with «1 
unfavorable recommendation. Wehaveheardfrom the gentlein: 
from South Carolina before in this session of Congress. 
heard from the State of South Carolina every year, in every 
, excepting the few years that South Carolina wi: 
not entitled to and did not have a Representative upon this 
Republican side. } 
has produced more trouble to this country tha 
any State in this Union, from the days of John C. Calhoun, whe 
President Jackson threatened to han. 
and utterances, until to-day, when the gentleman from Sout! 
romps day: = and — treason a 
opposes the payment of pensions to disabled U1 
their widows. A South Carolina Congressman til |c- 
posing the pensions to Union soldiers in the 
Senator talking anarchy and « 
munism in the Senate of the United States is a spectacle tht 
these latter days stands without a parallel. 

ition, Mr. Chairman, to discuss sectional «1 
day night sessions, which should be exclusi.:|y 
devoted to the consideration of private pension bills. 
ing and ready to vote for every 
by the Committee on Pensions favorably reported to this Hii-:, 
to be dictated to as to how I shall vote by 
South Carolina, a State,sir, which has ne\: 
Democratic Representatiy 
tatives or Senate of the Unit 


him for treasonable acts 


in 


I always come directly 
in that South Carc li 


man from Canada, let us have a votv. 


la 
i 


Mr. Chairman, what do I understand ‘) 
The CHAIRMAN. That this bill be laid aside with a favora!' 


recommendation. . 

Mr. PICKLER. I understood the gentleman from South ©." 

olina to move that it be laid aside with an unfavorable recommen: 
dation. 

mee of the other 

bill with a favorable 








1896. 


ee 


Mr. ERDMAN. Division. 

The cuestion was taken. — é 

The CHAIRMAN. On this question the ayes are 92 and the 
noes are none, and accordingly the bill is laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. The Clerk will 
report the next bill. 

Mr. MILES. No quorum. 

Mr. ERDMAN. o quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point comes too late. 
been announced before the gentleman rose. 

Mr. MILES. My friend made the point, and I made it, too. 

Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The decision had been announced before 
the gentleman rose. ; 

Mr. MILES. I move that the committee rise. Now, I just 
want to say this—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise to a point of order. The Chair had or- 
dered the Clerk to read the next bill, and’ the Clerk was taken off 
his feet by the tleman’s motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Mary- 
land Po Mixzs} is in order. 
man from South Dakota is not well taken. 
the committee now rise? 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
ErpMAN) there were—ayes 1, noes 94. 

Accordingly the motion of Mr. MILEs was rejected. 

PETER B. PALMENTEER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9797) granting a pension to Peter B. Palmenteer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter i 
private in Company D, Seventh Michigan Cayairy, and to grant him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month from and after the passage of this act, the 
same to be in lieu of any other claim for pension under existing law. 


The decision had 


The question is, Shall 


The point of order of the gentle- | 
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their pensions, and to allow them pensions, where the question of 
ratable disability was involved; in other words, an appeal from 
the Pension Office to the House of Representatives. If this bill is 
that kind of a bill, and the report is somewhat vague, we ought 
to know it, so we can furnish the committee with abundance of 
work, as there are thousands of these cases. It may be that there 
is more than is indicated in this report that makes this an excep- 
tion. If not, and it is merely a case where the Pension Office does 
not give a man as much as he thinks he ought to have, I would like 
to have the gentleman explain the bill. 


Mr. PICKLER. I would say to the gentleman from Iowa that 
| this bill was reported before the general bill which covers this 
class of cases, was reported. The Committee on Invalid Pensions 
| have reported a committee bill which covers such cases as this 


| 
| 


; Case: 


and gives the rating as first exercised by Commissioner Raum. 
Mr. LACEY. Then this is practically a repeal of the Bennett 
Mr. PICKLER. 
Bennett case. 
Mr. LACEY. Then every case under the special act of 1890 
would be on the same footing? 
Mr. PICKLER. Ido not know about that. 


This practically disposes of cases such as the 


There is an eight- 


| een-dollar rating for total disability; that is, a dollar for every 


eighteenth. Now, the report in this case shows that they found 
four-eighteenths of disability in one cause and two-eighteenths 
in another, which would makesix-eighteenths. According to the 
present holdings of the Pension Office, unless it shall be shown 
that the claimant has six-eighteenths in one disability he can not 
get any pension at all. A case was given to me yesterday in which 


the Pension Office found forty three-eighteenths, and because the 


| soldier did not have six-eighteenths of any one disability they re- 


3. Palmenteer, late a | 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions reported an amendment striking out | 


the werds, “from and after the passage of this act, the same to be in lieu of 
any other claim for pension under existing law.” 


Mr.McCLELLAN. Iask thatthe report be read, Mr. Chairman. 
The report (by Mr. THomaAs) was read, as follows: 


The Committees om Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2797) granting a . 
the same, together with the evidence, respectfully submit the following 


September 10, 1962, the claimant enlisted in Company D, Seventh Mich- 
igan Velanteoor Cavalry, and served from that date until December 15, 1865, 
when mustered out and honorably discharged. 
elaim was filed by him under the general law, and on June 2, 1885, a pension 
was granted at the rate of $2 per month for injury to spine, from December 
16, 1866, to Feb: 20, 1884, when the disability ceased. 
oan io restoration was rejected on the ground of no pensionable degree 

disability. 
On November 27, 1891, the claimant filed under the act of June 27, 1890, and 
the medical examination, which was made in 1892, shows applicant's condi- 


tion as follows: aon for injury to right arm; nothing for in- | 
abdomen, and old age; two-eighteenths for rheuma- | |, * 1 : : 
| that to-day he was helpless and would have to be assisted by the 


jary to spine, chest, and 
tism; and is disabled from pensionable and other causes.” On July 21, 1893, 
however, this claim was rejected on the ground of no ratable degree of disa- 
bility under said act. 

It seems that in 1892, when the medical examination was made, the claimant 
was clearly entitled to at least $6 per month, and since that time his rheuma- 
tism and other infirmities have increased to such an extent as to warrant the 
amount fixed by the bill. 


3 2 1879, a | we as 
On September 4, 1879, @ | appear upon the surface, and it is so considered in this cas 


| tion that the disability of injury t 


} 


jected his claim. Now, it seems to the committee that is ont of 
all reason, and this man was clearly entitled to $6 per month, as 
he was found to have four-eighteenths and two-righteenths. 
the circumstances surrounding the case the co... mittee were of the 
opinion that he was equitably entitled to $12 a month. 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Chairman, this bill was introduced by myself 
and I should be pleased to give the committee any information 
they desire in regard to the condition of this man. It will appear 
from the report that he enlisted in 1862 and served upward of 
three years, making a very honorable record; that after leaving 


From 


- a Hone | . a | the Army he applied for a pension and was given a rating of $2a 
msion to Peter B. Palmenteer, having carefully examined | 


month for disability incurred in the service. That was increased 
from time to time until 1878, when it was claimed on an examina- 
» the spine had ceased to exist. 
Now, it appears that many times an injury of that kind does not 
In- 


| formation came to me from conversation with the man himself, 
On August 26, 1891, 


and also from his comrades and neighbors, which shows that he 
has been unable to do a day’s work during the last three year 

They sent a petition to me requesting me to introduce a bill and 
make the statement that this man is upward of 60 years of age; 
that he had been totally dependent upon the little pension he had; 


| public unless the pension were given to him. 


Jn view of all the facts, your committee respectfully recommend that the 
bill be amended ing out, in line 8, alf after the word “month,” and | 
that as so the bill do pass. 


overrule a decision of the Pension Office, and it seems to me that 
the gentleman in charge of the bill should, in justice to the claim- 
ant, make a full statement of the facts of the case. 
does not show that the bill has been considered with the judicial 
fairness which the Committee on Invalid Pensions should always 


the last, which says: 

It seems that in 1892, when the medical examination was made, the claimant 
was clearly entitled to at least $6 per month, and since that time his rheuma- 
tism and other infirmities have increased to such an extent as to warrant the 
amount fixed by the bill. 

Why does it seem so? I trust the gentleman will make an 
—. 

tr. MAHON. Before debate is had on this bill I would like par- 

agraph 6, Rule XIV, read. I do not want to make any objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

more than once to the same question without 

he aoe mere, pro peoes or Lee ape < re 

case rm speak in reply, but 
dhail have spoken. a 


every member choosing to speak 
{ories of ‘‘ Vote! 

had — ee y I inquire for whose benefit my colleague 

Mr. LACEY. I want to make an inquiry of the committee, be- 


this up @ question that very many members have 
Semen srotiben haps forty letters during the laat 
toscldiers who have asked me to introduce billa to increase 


pri 


The report | 


The rating that was given in 1892 would entitle him to $6 a 
month, as shown by the medical examination; but since that date 
the man has grown worse. He is getting older, is totally disabled, 
and appeals to this Congress to take into consideration his honor- 
able record and his condition and grant him the mere pittance of 


| $12 a month for his services. 


Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, this bill asks the House to | 





| granted. 


show in considering any bill, especially in the paragraph before | 


| to have this pension, and Iam willing to give it to him. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I want to say if the gentle- 
man from Canada will stop his fog horn and his idle vaporing 


long enongh, and if he will get back into his seat and quit talk- 


ing about hanging people, for some people I know cf are not 
worth hanging, I want to say I think this pension ought to be 


| Laughter and applause.| Here is a brave old Union 
soldier [laughter], against whom nothing can be brought, and 
while his claims were denied at the Pension Office originally, it 
has been shown to the committee and by this report that at the 
time he would have been entitled to $6 a month, and since that 
time his rheumatism and other ailments have increased to snch an 
extent as to make him under the law entitled to a still higher 
rate of pension. 

It appeals to my sense of justice, and, as I said in opposing the 
other pension, I do not think it is right to give it; but here is one 
before usin which I think it is, and I am honest enough to say 
that this old soldier, against whom nothing can be brought, ought 
[| Ap- 
plause. | 

I am sorry that the gentleman from Canada has left so early, 
for I wanted to say to him that I hope he will quit talking about 
hanging a man that has been dead for seventy-five years. if he 
must hang people, let him try to hang living folks, and then he will 
show a little more bravery; and I want to say right here, gentle- 
men, that you do not find the old soldiers who met each other in 
the red blaze of battle fighting the war over again now. That is 
generally done by those who in time of peace are invincible, but 
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in time of war were invisible. [Laughter.] I hope this bill will 
pass. I give it my hearty indorsement, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside, to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LEWIS C, SCHILLING, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2224) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. Schilling. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
that bili be passed over without prejudice. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CHARLES A. FOSTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4220) granting a pension to Charles A. Foster, late acting assistant 
surgeon, United States Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll of the United States 


the name of Charles A. Foster, late acting assistant surgeon United States 
Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise 
to oppose this bill, but I wish to call the attention of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to a general bill upon 
this subject (No. 3131) which I had the honor to introduce in the 
House, and I hope that before other private bills of this character 
are reported favorably that general bill will receive the consider- 
ation of the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. In reply to the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, I will say that in the general bill already reported we have 
provided for these cases. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to 
that bill, to come in at the end. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, That the pension herein granted shall be nee to Charles A. Foster, 
end that no part of it shall be retained by any authority to reimburse the 
Government for any pension heretofore paid. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I understand that this is an 
attempt to pension by a special bill one of a large class, and it is 
therefore open to the objections which lie against all of that kind 
of special legislation. I understand also that the gentleman from 
South Dakota ome. PICKLER] has reported a general bill in which 
this class of claimants, and probably teamsters, and I do not know 
but camp followers also, are all provided for. However, when it 
is proposed to pension any of these as a class, we can consider that 
question; but I deem it unfair and unjust toa large number of 
oe similarly situated to allow a special bill of this character 

go through, especially in view of the fact that it is proposed to 
o this man arrearages of pension indirectly, and I am opposed 


t. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, under the old law there was no 
uestion but what contract surgeons came under the law, and 

they are receiving pensions now. Under the act of 1890, as first 
construed, pensions were nted to this class of army surgeons 
and assistant surgeons, and this man enjoyed a pension from 1890 
to 1895, when he and some others were stricken from the rolls, it 
being held—and I think, perhaps, according to the strict letter, 
although I do not believe it was the intent of the law—that this 
class of surgeons did not come under the provisions of the act of 
1890. This man is 80 years of age, and I do not believe that he can 
wait long enough on this earth for us to a general law on this 
subject, so I think we ought to pass this bill now. 

The amendment of Mr. PAYNE was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN E, EVANS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8482) for the relief of John E. Evans. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of John E. Evans, late se’ t, 
United States Marine Corps, on board United States sioop of war Jamestown, 
or the pension roll at $30 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MILEs) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8432) granting increase of pension to John E. Evans, having carefully con- 
sidered the same, respectfully submit the following t: 
The claimant enlisted in the United States Marine July 14, 1862, and 
was honorably d refrom. He January 17, 1871, 
was discharged May 20,1872. He is now pensioned under the general laws 
=. _—— =. NRE PEnS Ceeees heart, chronic diarrhea, and re- 
of rectum. 

© in the first service he has a record of treatment for ‘‘ diarrhea,” ver- 

tigo, “ — attack,” bilious colic, and bronchitis. While in the second 
service he has a record for treatment for “abscess,”’ ‘‘ phthisis pulmonalis, 
with coma eae night sweats;" “severe spasm," “attack of epileptiform 

im: . 


: has examined four times within the last five The 
examination of June 7, 1895, shows that “this man can do no ve manual 
labor,” and another, had on August 20, 1895, shows 


1744 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 14, 


— — 


him, and the further fact that it originated in the service. It apy 
however, that he is unable to obtain a pension commensurate with h; 
ability, because he does not understand the nature of his disease, and i: 
led by the belief that he is affected with heart trouble. 

Your committee, therefore, in view of all the facts, respectfully rep 
bill back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I feel called upon in this case ; 
oppose with all the power I have the granting of a pension of 
a month. I want clearly to define my position. This ma 
entitled to a pension under the law of 1890 of $12 a month, w! 
he is now receiving, and there is no lawin existence, nor an\ 
ceivable stretching of any law, that could give him any grester 
pension than that. Now, I want to say to my Republican 
friends—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman understand that this man 
is getting $12 a month under the old law? 

r. LOUD. No; under the new law. 

ir. PICKLER. No; he is getting it under the old law, 

Mr. LOUD. Well, your report does not so state. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. LOUD. I want to say further, Mr. Chairman, on behalf of 
the House, that I do not think the Commitee on Invalid Pensions 
are treating the House with proper courtesy in the reports which 
“~— present here—— 

r. PICKLER. If the gentleman will allow me, I refer him to 
the sixth line of the report, where this statement is made: 

He is now pensioned under the general laws at $12 for rheumatism, result- 
ing disease of heart, chronic diarrhea, and resulting disease of rectum. 

Mr. LOUD. That is all right. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is what I said. 

Mr. LOUD. I admit that heis being pensioned under the “ gen- 
eral law,” but I claim it is under the law of 1890. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; it is under the old law. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, I assume that it is under the law of 1890 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman will not undertake to 
controvert the report. 

Mr. LOUD. I want to say to the gentleman that it appears by 
the very report in this case that this man did not contract these 


diseases during his service in the Army or in the Navy. The 
ete gr diseases which are recited in the report were treated 
uring this man’s first service, yet notwithstanding that fact ho 


was well enough in 1872 to enlist in the Marine Corps, in which 
the examination is the most searching that is required in any 
branch of the service. 

Mr. Chairman, these are facts, and they can not be denied. This 
case stands substantially on the same plane as the case of Kate 
Pittman. I know nothing of the papers on file in the Pension 
Office, but it appears to me exactly in the same light as that case, 
as far as thereport of the committee shows anything about it. 

Now, I wish to say to my Republican friends, that if you are 
going to pension every man who is disabled to-day in this country 
it ought to be done by a general law. But on behalf of the old 
soldiers of the country I se to you to make no exceptions in 
individual cases of this kind. If it is right to pension a man at 
$30 or $50 per month, then it is right to pension every man who is 
disabled at the present time, under similar circumstances, at the 
same rate, although it may not be the result of his service during 
the war. I have, you have, and no doubt every member present 


has, twenty-five or more men in his district, of his personal ac- 
quaintance perhaps, who stand on precisely the same footing as this 
one,men whoare blind or paralyzed who have been trying day by day 
and year by year ever since the close of the war to connect their 


resent disability with the service, and it is impossible for them to 

oso. AndI oe whenever a man becomes disabled or blind 
twenty-five or thirty years after the close of the war that it isa 
wy stretch of the imagination to connect that disability 
with the service. 

I repeat, I feel about this case as I did in the case of Kate Pitt- 
man. I do not pro to raise the point of order of no quorum 
in the Committee of the Whole on the consideration of this case; 
but in reference to this, and all cases of a similar character. | will 
re you to furnish a quorum in the House, because I do not 
think such bills ought to pass under any other circumstances. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, very well, we will do that. 

Mr.LOUD. Allright. TIreserve to myself the right to demand 
a quorum; and I am perfectly willing to stand on that record 
before the soldiers of thiscountry. 1am satisfied that they want, 
and all that they want, is justice and equity for all, and not jus 
tice and equity, as you consider it in the committee, for the few. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the House, and 
to the gentleman from California who has = taken his seat, that 
I have seen this old soldier myself, and I am very sorry that I 
could not file him as an exhibit with my report in this case. _ 

Mr. LOUD. I donot care anything about his present condition. 

Mr. MILES. I will come to the other points mance - ; 

If you will read the report carefully, I think you will see that 16 
sets out the fact that in the opinion of the man who made the 
report—and I can consult no other man’s judgment than my ow”, 
and no other man’s conscience than my own in the preparation 
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these reports—after reading the whole record in the case, and 
examining the evidence in the Pension Department, I came to the 
conclusion that this old soldier has to-day the same epilepsy which 
he had in the war; and I want to say to the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia that if he knows anything of the disease called epilepsy, 
he knows that it is a peculiar and an insidious disease, and how 


hard it is for expert physicians even to discover it. It is entirely 
possible, therefore, that when this man reenlisted in the service 
of the Marine Corps the epilepsy was not discernible even by an 


t. 
“a LOUD. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. MILES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like toask the gentleman if the testimony 
of the physician or the medical expert brought to bear in pension 
cases is not just as good an opinion as his or mine? 

Mr. MILES. That is very true, but the gentleman knows well 
that the medical expert, if a man mistakes his disease in his appli- 
cation, never comes to his rescue to tell him what it is, and the 
Department will not do it. He must file his application, alleging 
his disease, or they will not aid him and tell him what disease he 
is suffering from. The gentleman knows very well how difficult 
itis for a man to understand exactly what his own disease is. 

The War Department records, however, allege that this man 
had epilepsy during the service, and was treated for that, and if 
my flenl sovald ese him I have no doubt that he would conclude 
that he had it to-day. But the man does not know it himself; and 
the gentleman knows full well that people afflicted with this 
disease are always averse to acknowledging it. 

Mr. LOUD. And even the committee could not convince him 
that he had it? 

Mr. MILES. Well, I never mentioned it to him myself. It is 
twice mentioned in the war records, and it is also mentioned in 
the report. The record of the case shows that he was suffering 
with this disease. I have reported to the House that I believed the 
disease from which he is suffering had its origin in the service. 
So believing, I reported that I thought it a meritorious case. I 
believe it to be a worthy case, and one that the House should act 
upon and pass. 

I wish to say that I never introduced the bill myself. I khow 
nothing of the man, and knew nothing of him until I saw him in 
the room of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The bill was 
introduced by Mr. PICKLER, the gentleman from South Dakota, 
and he may know something more of it than Ido. As far asI 
know of the case, however, [ am satisfied of its merits, and this 
I gather from my own examination of the record in the office. 

iL . PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, all I know about this is that I 
have known this old soldier for about a year here in the District 
of Columbia. Ido not know what employment he has, or whether 
he has any; but, as the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. nl 
has well said, this man is to-day a physical wreck. e appearec 
before the Committee on Invalid Semone. He was treated for 
this epilepsy in both services. He was treated for it during the 
first service, and in the second service he was treated for the same 
disease. He is totally incapacitated from performing manual 
labor. Thirty dollars is what the law allows for that form of 
disability, and we are standing exactly upon the pension laws. 

The only trouble about this case is that this old man says all 
the time that he has heart disease, and he has alleged hears dis- 
ease in his application. The Pension Office finds that that is not 
what is the matter with him, but it is epilepsy, and that is all the 
trouble there is about getting his claimthrough. Had he alleged 
epilepsy there is no question but what he would have had his $30 
amonth. I believe if there is a just bill on the Calendar this is 
one of them. This is exactly the amount that is allowed by law 
to every soldier who proves he is totally incapacitated from per- 


forming manual labor. I ask for a vote, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr, UD. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the chairman of the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions to allow this case to go over for 
one week. 

Mr. MILES. I think the gentleman from California {Mr. Loup] 
understands the law that if this soldier is totally disabled he is 
entitled to what this bill gives him. 

_ Mr. LOUD. If he is totally disabled as to the result of his serv- 
ice, yes. lunderstand the law. It makes a great deal of differ- 
ence whose ox is gored, I find in cases here. 

Mr. MILES, | is no ox of mine. 

Mr. LOUD. “The gentleman advocates this case because he re- 
ported it. The gentleman advocated the pensioning of a woman 
at $72 a month, which bill, I am free to confess, would not have 

passed without a quorum if I had been on the floor of the 
House, I think the chairman would do better to let this case go 
over. In view of the fact that you can not convince this applicant 
himself that he is suffering from this disease, how can you expect 
to convince the Pension Department? 


- PICKLER. As I understand, the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia has got his knife out, and is going—— 
Mr. LOUD. Oh, no; I have not got any knife out. I am here 


in the interest of justice and equity. 
XXVIII—110 


Mr. PICKLER. You declared publicly that you were going to 
raise the question of no quorum in cases of which you did not 
approve. 

Mr. MILES. I had about takea the floor for the purpose of ex- 
tending the courtesy to the gentleman from California which he 
asked, but he has been so discourteous in his language that I can 
not get the consent of my mind to do so. I thought his request 
was reasonable.. I have no interest whatever in this case. I did 
not introduce the bill. I have applied to the consideration of this 
case my conscience and my best judgment. The gentleman insin- 
uates the contrary, and to no man making such an insinuation 
will I, without an apology, ever extend a courtesy. 

Mr. TALBERT. I should like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee a question. I understood him to state that this applicant 
was first said to be suffering from heart disease, but that it turned 
out upon examination by the authorities not to be heart disease, 
but epilepsy. I am not a doctor, but I want to ask the gentle- 
man, who may be a doctor, if epilepsy is not an indirect effect of 
some heart trouble? 

Mr. PICKLER. I giveitup. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “Vote! ”] 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

JULIA A. HILL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 141) 
granting a pension to Julia A. Hill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, tle name of Julia A. Hill, widow of 


Charles W. Hill, late colonel of the One hundred and twenty-eighth Regi- 
ment Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 141) 
granting a pension to Julia A. Hill, having carefully examined the same, to- 
gether with the evidence submitted, adopt the accompanying Senate report 
(No. 5) as their own, and respectfully report the bill back to the House with 
the recommendation that it do ASS. 

The bill passed the Senate in its present form December 21, 1895. 

[Senate Report No. 5, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S.141) grant- 
ing a pension to Julia A. Hill, having examined the same, beg leave to report 
as A cltowe: 

This bill passed the Senate in the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Congresses 
but was not corsidered by the House. The reports already made cover all 
the facts in the case. 

Claimant is the widow of Col. Charles W. Hill, late of the One hundred and 
twenty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. Soldier was mustered 
into service December 25, 1863, and remained in service until July 13, 1865, the 
close of the war. He diedin Toledo, Ohio, Nuvember 24, 1881, of brain disease, 
alleged to have been the result of sunstroke received while inthe military 
service. Prior to his service in the United States Army he was commissioned 
by the governor of Ohio as brigadier-general and was placed in command of 
the State troops in West Virginia, where he rendered important service, 
The widow applied for pension, which was finally rejected, chiefly on the 
ground of unsoundness prior to enlistment. 

To arrive at a clear understanding of this case it will be necessary to review 
the testimony at length, which, it is proper to say, is somewhat conflicting. 

When the widow's claim was filed the Pension Bureau called upon the 
Adjutant-General’s Office for information as to the military service of the 
soldier, and received this reply: 

“‘Charles W. Hill was mustered into the service of the United States ag 
colonel of the One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, 
to date December 25, 1863, to serve three years or during the war. On the 
muster roll of F. and 8. of that regiment for the months of January and 
February, 1864, he is reported present, and so borne to August 31, 1864. Sep- 
tember and October, 1864, absent commanding United States forces at John- 
sons Island and Sandusky, Ohio. Subsequent rolls to June 30, 1865, present. 
He was mustered out with re ent July 13, 1865. 

* Regimental returns: October, 1864, on leave of absence. March, 1865, ab- 
sent with leave. All other returns (February, 1565, alone missing), present. 
Organization books are incomplete and furnish no information in this claim. 
He was granted leave of absence for fifteen days October 25, 1864, on surgeon's 
certificate, which is not on file, and nature of disability not of record. Again 
for fourteen days November 12, 1864,0n private business. Again for one day 
January 15, 1865, private business. For ten days March 31, 1565,on surgeon's 
certificate, of which the following is a copy: 

***Col. Charles W. Hill, of the One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment of 
Ohio Volunteers, having applied for a certificate on which to ground an ap- 
plication for leave of absence, Ido hereby certify that Ihave carefully exam- 
ined this officer and find that he is suffering with chronic ulcerations of the 
mouth and general nervous prostration, caused by impaired digestion and 
anemia, and in consequence thereof he is in my opinion unfit for duty. I 
further declare my belief that he will not be ane to resume his duties in a 
less period than fifteen days. 

“* Dated at Johnsons Island, Ohio, this 22d day of March, 1865. 

“*H. EVERMAN, 
. “* Surgeon, U. S. Volunteers, Chief Medical Officer.’ 

“And finally for five days, June 19, 1865, on private business. 

“Tam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“M. BARBER, 
“ Assistant Adiutant-General. 
“By WM. ARMSTRONG.” 

It will be interesting to briefly review the facts as presented in the above 
statement. In the first place, it appears that soldier served continuously 
from December, 1863, until October, 1564, before he applied for sick leave, and 
it further appears that the records were so carelessly kept as not to show the 
cause of disability. Again, in March, 1865, sixteen months after enlistment, 
he secured sick leave, the certificate showing that he had ulcers of the mouth 
and general nervous prostration, caused by impaired digestion, the surgeon 
giving it as his opinion that the soldier would not be able for duty in a less 
time than fifteen days—from which it would seem that the disability could 
not have been of long standing. 

The widow's Ag ge for pension was based on the ground that soldier 
suffered sunstroke in the Army, and all the medical evidence goes to show 
that he died from softening of the brain; but the Department rejected the 
claim on the ground that the brain disease was not due to ulceration of the 
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mouth and general nervous prostration, and that it was not otherwise shown 


to be due to military service; and it was also c that he had trouble 
with his head prior to enlistment. 

So far as the record shows no one ever claimed that the ulceration of mouth 
and nervous prostration had anything to do with the deathcause. The claim 
set up was that the soldier sustained sunstroke while in the service, which 
ended in fatal brain disease. On this point the widow was not able to pro- 
duce conclusive proof, yet a mass of circumstantial evidence is on file which 
ought to be given great weight, and it is possible that if the army records 
had been carefully kept it would appear that soldier’s first sick leave was in 
consequence of sunstroke, to which he frequently alluded after discharge as 
the cause of his ill health. 

Six different special examiners had charge of the case, four of whom ex- 
pressed an — that the case was meritorious, and the other two reported 
against it. he adverse reports were made on the ground that the soldier 
was not sound at the time of enlistment. It is evident that prejudiced testi- 
mony was given on this point by children of soldier by a former wife, be- 
tween whom and claimant unfriendliness existed. Claimant furnished a large 
number of certificates, medical and otherwise, showing that soldier was in 
excellent health at the time he entered the service, which is strongly corrob- 
orated by the fact that, after serving three months, in 1861 he entered the serv- 
ice of the State as adjutant-genera!, where he remained until December, 1863, 
when he took charge of a regiment, in which capacity he served for almost 
one year before asking for sick lexwve. Had he been an invalid when he en- 
listed, it is hardly to be supposed that he could have undergone the fatigues 
and exposure of that length of time without medical aid. 

The following affidavits have an important bearing on the cause of death: 
STatTe oF Onto, Lucas County, ss: 


On the 15th day of November, A. D. 1883, personally appeared before me 
the undersigned, Dr. James L. , who, being by me ae oeeee. says that 
he now is, and has been for over forty ee ee physician, and was 
well and intimately acquainted with les W. Hill, late colonel of the One 
hundred and twenty-eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. That affiant was the 
attending physician at the death of Charles W. Hill. That said Hill died at 
Toledo, Ohio, on the 24th day of November, 1881, of pees. superinduced 
and brought about by softening of the brain and that softening of the 
brain was caused by a sunstroke which said Hill received in the military serv- 
ice. Affiant well knew said Hill before he entered the Army, and he was 
then a sound and healthy man, free from any brain difficulty. + * Afi- 
ant was intimate with said Hill from the time he returned from the service 
till the day of his death, andaffiant knows that said Hill never recovered from 
said sunstroke, and always suffered therefrom, as he iy believes, 

JAMES L. CHASE, M. D. 

Above affidavit was given at Toledo, Ohio, and sworn to before Andrew 
Farquharson, notary public. 

The following medical certificate is likewise of interest: 

Nasuva, N. H., November 16, 1886. 

This certifies that in July, 1878, I was called to see Gen. Charles W. Hill, 
late colonel of the One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teers. From appearances disclosed on examination great distress in head 
and lack of power both of body and mind. I regarded the disease as - 
sive breaking down of the substance of the brain, and as a very probable con- 
sequence of sunstroke; and from the history of the case, the long duration of 
the symptoms, and the unsuccessful result obtained from treatment, I should 
— there was no doubt but that he contracted the disease while in the 
serv 

8. G. Dearpory, M. D., 
Late Surgeon New Hampshire Volunteers. 
(Sworn to.) 


Dr. Woodbridge, of Youngstown, O an arm oem. ves a similar 
opinion, and tes that he ——— uently Colonel while in the serv- 
ice, complain of trouble with his b 

The only adverse medical testimony in the case is found in an affidavit by 
pr. D. B. Sturges, of Pittsburg, Pa., who swears that he first knew Colonel 

ill in December, 1864, when he was ene me and ulcera- 
tion of the mucous membrane of the mou Dr. Sturges gave it as his 
opinion that the ulcers were due toa scrofulous dia which condition 

robably existed before enlistment, and it is evident that in @ the case 

e Pension Bureau attached ~— weight to this affidavit, notw ing 
Dr. Sturges did not know the soldier before enlistment, while Dr. Chase 
knew him before enlistment, attended him in his final illness, and came to an 
entirely different conclusion. 

On the question of soundness at date of enlistment there «re scores of affi- 
davits on file from persons who knew Colonel Hill intimately, anc wlo testify 
that he was entirely sound when he entered the military service. These 
affidavits are given by bank officials, by merchants, by lawyers, = and 
other reputable citizens. On that point the is absolutely over- 
whelming; but notwithstand that, the question of prior unsoundness 
seems to have cut ee ‘eo tuant Setoruatomtton of tho-eme. 

The claimant in this case is at present a resident of Milford, N. H.,e 
in teaching, from which she must soon retire, as she is in poor health. She 
has no except what she earns. The equities in the case seem to be 
wholly on her side, and although there is conflicting testimony, and very 
likely the evidence was not sw ve to warrant the Pension 
Bureau in favorably considering the cate, your committee are of the opinion 
that the case is a meritorious one, and therefore report the bill back favor- 
ably and recommend its passage. 


Mr. ERDMAN,. Mr. Chairman, how much does this bill carry? 
Mr. PICKLER. This is a Senate bill. This lady is the widow 
of acolonel. By the passageof this bill she will get $30 a month. 
The bill was woianeh to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 
MICHAEL M’KENNA. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8596) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Michael McKenna. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized 


and directed to remove the of desertion now upon the records 
of the War Department against the name of alias David 


Michael 
nton, of © 
Sapaen. tate = Company First United States Dragoons, and to grant him 
The Committee on Mili Affairs recommended an amend- 
ment, to add to the bill the feUlowing: 
To date July 31, 1848: Provided, That this shall not entitle such soldier to 
ony pay emoluments, except pension, which he would not otherwise be 
The report (by Mr. BisHop) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
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3586) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Mic}... 
McKenna, alias David Dunton, would respectfull saneas the same = . 
the House, and recommend that the bill be amended by adding: rs 
“To date July 31, 1848: Provided, This act shall not entitle such soldier ; 
pe | or emoluments, except pension, which he would not otherwis, 


And that the bill when so amended do pass. 

This soldier ran away from home at the age of 11 years, enlisted und 
assumed name as a bugler, and served through the Mexican war. 
peace was declared and his regiment returned to the States, his parents | 
out where he was and took him home without the formality of a disc)}is 
He enlisted again in the same troop in 1853, served five years, and was | 
orably discharged. 

Owing to his enlistment at such a tender age, his faithful service thr 
the Mexican war, his subsequent enlistment and honorable discharge, y 
committee are of the opinion this act of clemency should be extended. ~ 

The Adjutant-General’s report is as follows: 


“WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE 
“ Washington, D. C., February 16, 1 
ctfully returned to Hon. Jos. H. Outhwaite, chairman Comn e 
on Military Affairs, House of Representatives. 

“It — from the records of this office that David Dunton was en 1 
on the day of December, 1846, at Saltillo, Mexico and was assigned to ‘| 
P, First Regiment of United States Dragoons. Muster roll of troop for .! 
and August, 1848, reports him ‘Deserted July 31, 1848, at camp at Carry 
race course, near New Orleans, La.,’a private. Reeords show him 
deserter at large from this enlistment. 

* Heenlisted again June 14, 1853, at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., in band. | 
United States Dragoons, under name of Michael McKenna, in viola‘i 
the twenty-second (now fiftieth) article of war, being a deserter at lar... 
nee June 18, 1858, at Fort Tejon, Cal., by expiration of service, a pri- 
vate. 


“H. C. CORBIN 
“Assistant Adjutant-Geine) 
Application for removal of charge of desertion. 
TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, County of Pima, ss: 


ow 


» 


> cr 


On this 24 day of December, A. D.1890, personally appeared before me.a 
potesy ublic in and for the county of Pima,in the Territory of Ar : 
Davi unton, alias Michael MeKenna, now a resident of Tucson, cou: f 


Pima, Ariz., who, being duly sworn, declares that he is the identical Dov ii 
Dunton, alias Michael McKenna, who was a bugler in Company F’, in the | 
Regiment of the United States Dragoons; that he was enlisted in sai:|! 1- 
pany and iment during the latter part of 1846 at Camargo. Mexic.. by 
_— Philip Kearney, mustered into service during the bombardment in |+47 
at Vera Cruz, Mexico; that he served faithfully until on orabout the 3ist day 
of July, 1848, when, without any intention of deserting, he left the regiment 
underthe following circumstances: His father obtained permission froin tiie 
commanding officer to take him home to see the family, with the und« 

ing that he was to be returned to camp the next morning. Upon repo , 
next morning, found the regiment embarked on a steamer up the Mis- 
— River, and, not knowing where to report, he returned home. 


Su ently, in June, 1853, he again enlisted in the First United States 
—— d was assigned to the band. 

(The applicant is unable to give the exact date of his enlistment and 1 
tering into service, but knows that he joined the company in camp }vlow 


Camargo, soon after they arrived from the East, and was sworn in just before 
the bombardment of Vera Cruz.) 

This declaration is made for the purpose of securing a removal of the «) ) 
of desertion, and he hereby appoints, with full power of substitutior i 
revocation, M. V. Tierney, of Washington, D. C., his attorney to present this 
application, and to receive and receipt for the ——- that may be issu ‘ 
t e 


ereon, and to doany and all acts necessary to effect the purpose of his sii 
appotntment. 


is post-office address is Tucson, Ariz. 


ADAMS SANDERS. 

T. G. Bus. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that here is 
another case which is not meritorious. It is the case of a desert 
asking to have the charge of desertion removed, and it does s 
to me that there are other cases much more meritorious, and th 
this case ought to be laid aside at least, and let other cases be cun- 
sidered. 

Mr.BOWERS. Will my friend allow me to make a statement? 

Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. 

Mr. BOWERS. This boy was 11 yearsof age when he enlist: (|, 
and he served through the war—he was a bugler—so that wien 
he went home after the war he would have been only about |! 
yearsold. Then ke reenlisted in the same troop, served five years, 
and was honorably discharged. 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman permit me a moment’ 

Mr. TALBERT. I will be glad to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. PARKER. This was a boy 11 years of age. His father 
lived near New Orleans. The boy ran away and enlisted un 
the name of David Dunton,so asnot to be caught and taken home. 
When they got down into Mexico an officer in charge of one 0! 
the troops of dragoons took him from the company in which |\° 
was and had him taught to be bugler of his troop. He serv! 
through the war, came up near New Orleans, and was there wit!) 
the regiment on a boat. is father found him, and asked if |e 
could not go home with him for a while. The lieutenant said. | 
do not know; we may have toleaveatany time.” The father to « 
this little tot, about 13 years of age, with him, and when t!) 
came back the boat was gone. He shortly afterwards enlist«! 
the same regiment and battalion as an older boy, got into the 
band, and stayed there five years. Having gotten older, and [0m 
sorry to say @ little poorer, he comes here and says, “‘ I serv« d all 
through the war, and when Iasked for a pension they say 1t co"! d 
not bagueees because they say I deserted. Ididnot.” _ 

Mr. TALBERT. This case is all right. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote! 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agree! |. 

The bill as amended was cnnened te be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


MICHAEL McKENNA. 


a 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee do now rise and 
report the bills to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and Mr. PAYNE having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HEPBURN reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House had had under consideration sun- 
dry bills on the Private Calendar, and had directed him to report 
them to the House with various recommendations. 

The SPE pro tempore. The Clerk will report the first 
pill reported from the Committee of the Whole two weeks ago. 


MARTHA BROOKS, 


The first bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was the 
pill (H. R. 2800) granting a pension to Martha Brooks. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “ twenty ” and insert the word “twelve.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 

ent. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Iwould like the gentleman who has charge of 
that bill to state what it was. I do not recollect it now. 

Mr. BRODERICK. That bill was recommended for passage 
two weeks ago, at the last evening session we had for the consid- 
eration of billsof this character. It was fully explained then, and 
recommended for passage without division. It is the case of an 


old lady, the gentleman will remember, 83 years of age, who is a | 
There is no question about the evidence, and | 


dependent mother. 


there was no question in the committee. The report was unani- 


mous, and there was no question here when the bill was recom- | 


mended for passage. 

Mr. ERDMAN. How much does the bill carry? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Twelve dollars. I introduced it for $20 
and the committee amended it, making the rate $12. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SUSAN D. WRIGHT. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. 952) granting a pension to Susan D. Wright. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to with- 
draw that bill from further consideration of the House. The 
morning after it passed the Committee of the Whole I received 
notice that Mrs. Wright was dead. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent to withdraw the bill from the considera- 
tion of the House. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and without objection, the bill will lie on the 

ble. 

There was no objection. 


KATE A. PITMAN, 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H.R.995) granting a pension to Kate A. Pitman. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
amendments will be voted on in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

RACHEL PATTON. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R.1185) granting a pension to Rachel Patton. 


was reported. 

Mr. 
bill is. I do not recall it. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It passed to-night. 

Mr. ERDMAN. If that is the remarried-widow bill, I shall 
require a quorum to vote upon it. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, so far as this amendment is con- 
cerned there is no reason why it should be adopted, except that 
it was put in there that there should not be any misunderstanding 
in regard to it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
previous question be considered as ordered on the bill and amend- 
ment, and that the bill lie over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. ES. I object, Mr. Speaker. I am sorry to have to ob- 
ject, but I am opposed on principle to granting pensions to these 
remarried widows, and I must interpose all objections known to 
parliamentary practice when it is attempted to pass bills of this 


The SP] tempore. Does the gentleman from Mary- 
Ipod object to the bil Lawe taia soot, ’ . 





RDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know what that | 








| was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 175) authorizing 
| Secretary of War to make certain uses of the Chickamauga and 


Mr. MILES. 
object to its retaining its place. 
Calendar. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question being taken on the engrossment and third reading 
of the amended bill the Speaker pro tempore declared that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. [ask for a division, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 6. 

Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will not the gentleman consent to let this bill 
go over, retaining its place on the Calendar, so that we may pro- 
ceed with the other bills? Will he not withdraw his point of no 
quorum and let us dispose of bills to which there is no objection? 

Mr. ERDMAN, I will say to the gentleman that his appeal 
comes too late. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
many members constitute a quorum in the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and seventy-nine. 

Mr.PICKLER. Mr.Speaker, whoraised the point of noquorum? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I made the point, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 10 
o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) adjourned until 12 o'clock Saturday, 


I have no objection to its being laid aside, but I do 


I want it to go to the foot of the 


How 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commnu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 
lows: 

A letter from the Civil Service Commissioners, replying to the 
House resolution of February 4, in relation to the efticiency of 
employees—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting estimate of appropriations for defraying the expenses of col- 
lecting the revenue from customs forthe fiscal year ending June 30, 
1897—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were s 


BILLS AND 


ver- 


| ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 


to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. CORLISS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which were referred bills of the following titles, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by reports; 
and said bills and reports were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union: 

The bill (H. R. 1414) to establish the Mahon River light station, 
Delaware River, on a new site. (Report No. 369.) 

The bill (H. R. 5363) making an appropriation for a fog signal 
on the north pier of the entrance to Menominee Harbor, Wiscon- 
sin. (Report No. 370.) 

The bill (H.R. 3552) providing for sundry lights, etc.,in Lakes 
Huron and Superior. (Report No. 371.) 

The bill (H. R. 55) for the establishment of a light-house and 
fog signal at or near Big Oyster Bed Shoal, New Jersey. (Report 
No. 372.) 

The bill (H. R. 4989) establishing gas buoys in the St. Lawr« 
River. (Report No. 373.) 

Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military A ffai 


nce 


rs, to which 
the 


Chattanooga National Park, and other purposes, reported the 


d | same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 374); which 
The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 


said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BROSIUS, from the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3822) 
to abolish the office of Solicitor of Internal Revenue, and for other 
purposes, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 375); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. FISCHER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs. to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5382) to authorize 
the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Memphis Railroad Company to 
extend its line of railroad into the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 376); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York, from the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 5293) for a light vessel off Fire Island, New 
York, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 378); which said bill and report were referred to the Commit- 
tee of the ole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr, CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on Military 
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Affairs, to which was referred the joint resolution of the House 
H. Res. 85) relative to the medal cf honor authorized by acts of 
uly 12, 1862, and March 8, 1863, reported the same without amend- 

ment, accompanied by a report (No. 879); which said bill and 

report were referred to the House Calendar. 
fr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 

eign Commerce, to which was referred a bill of the House (H. R. 

8621) reported in lieu thereof the bill (H. R. 6120) to promote 

the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service, accompanied by a 

report (No. 881); which said bill and report were referred to the 

Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3278) to amend sec- 
tion i of an act approved December 21, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act 
to provide for two additional associate justices of the supreme 
court of the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes,” re- 
ported the same without amendment, accom cndel by a report 
(No. 882); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
séverally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. WASHINGTON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs: The bill (H.R.1601) to amend the military record of 
John 8. Evans. (Report No. 366.) 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 5610) for the relief of George T. Stevens, assistant 
surgeon Seventy-seventh New York Volunteers. (Report No.367.) 

By Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. i, to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Peter Fleming, of Battery E, Third United States 
Artillery. (Report No. 368.) 

By Mr. BOWERS, from the Committee on the Public Lands: 
The bill (S. 818) for the relief of Halvor K. Omlie, of Homen, N. 
Dak. (Report No, 377.) 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs: The bill (H. R. 2263) to place Lieut. Col. Alexander Stew- 
a Webb on the retired list of the United States Army. (Report 

0. 880.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

- me following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
OLLOWS: 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 6060) appropriating $960.96 to 
pay for pavin g in front of post-office in the city of Ottumwa, lowa— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6061) to authorize 
the purchase of the portrait of William Henry Harrison, late 
President of the United States—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 6062) to amend section 3621 of 
the Revised Statutes, relating to the deposit of revenues—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6063) to amend section 12 of the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation act, approved July 31, 1894, 
relating to delinquent officials—to the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service. 

By Mr. PITNEY (by soomem) A bill (H. R. 6064) to extend the 
rovisions of section 4631, Title LXV. ‘‘ Prize,” of the Revised 
tatutes, and of the act of June 8, 1874, in relation to prize money 

to fleet ofticers—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 6065) for the coinage of silver 
dollars, restricted only by the law of supply and demand, and to 
maintain the parity of gold and silver without loss to the Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6066) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
— of Columbia”—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: A bill (H. R. 6067) to restore the coin- 
age of silver dollars,and to redeem greenbacks and Treasury 
notes, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 6116) to protect free labor 
and the industries in which it is employed from the injurious effect 
of convict competition by confining the sale of goods, wares, and 
merchandise manufactured by convict labor to the State or Ter- 
ritory in which they are produced—to the Comniittee on Labor. 

r Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 6117) to rectify existin, 
subdivision and prepare a permanent plan of ty 2 ae over 
lands not subdivided in the District of Columbia lying outside of 

e city of Washington—to the Committee on the District of Co- 


. KERR: A bill (H. R. 6118) granting a pension to hon- 
officers, soldiers, and sailors of the late war of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 6119) authorizing the appoint 
ment of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and {5 
consider and recommend lvgislation to meet the problems 
— by labor, agriculture, and capital—to the Committe 

abdor. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A resolution (House Res. No 
167) to allow a clerk to the Committee on the Election of P; 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress—to { 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A resolution (House Res. No. 168) requesti 
the Secretary of War to furnish estimate of cost of deepening chan- 
nel in Baltimore Harbor—tothe Committee on Rivers and Har} 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred ag 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 5947) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Navy to furnish to L. L. Eggleston Post, No. 184, Depart- 
ment of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of Deposit, 
N. Y., a condemned cannon—Committee on Military Affairs dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bills (H. R. 3674 and H. R. 4262) referring to the Court of 
Claims the claim of William E. Woodbridge for compensation for 
the use by the United States of his invention relating to pro 
tiles, for which letters patent were ordered to issue to him March 
25, 1852—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 5779) granting a pension to Edna McLauren, 
with papers to accompany said bill—Committee on Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Petitions of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, and of tho 
Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, for appropriations for pro- 
tection of seacoast towns—Committee on Military Affairs dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Memorial of the National Board of Trade urging the fortifica- 
tion of the east end of Long Island Sound—Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


pro- 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

Mr. AITKEN: A bill (H. R. 6068) to correct the military 
record of William Cooper—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ATWOOD (by request): A bill (H. R. 6069) granting 
an increase of pension to Mrs. Christine C. Barnard—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6070) for pension for Annie R. Weeden—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 6071) granting a pen- 
sion to George A. Baldwin, of Berkeley, Colo.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROMWELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 6072) for the 
relief of James Boland—to ino Comauitees on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6073) for the relief of W. H. Har- 
rison—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6074) for the relief of 
Charles H. Buttner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6075) amending the military record of Jolin 
8S. Chapman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6076) granting a pension to Mrs. Wealtha 
Post Leggett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H.R. 6077) to increase the pension of 
Patrick Culhan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 6078) for the relief of William H. 
Lankford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6079) to correct the military record of Jere- 
miah Sullivan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6080) increasing the pension of Gilbert Davis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6081) granting a pension to Woodson O. An- 
gel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FISCHER: A bill (H. R. 6082) to grant a pension to 
Emeline C. Sewell, widow of Chief Engineer George Sewell, 
United States Navy—to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6083) to restore the pension of 
Robert W. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6084) for the relief of George Tucker, of Jet- 
ferson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6085) to restore the pension of David M. Sar- 
tain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6086) to grant a pension to George Tucker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Z 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H.R. 6087) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs, Anna M. Dare—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 6088) granting an increase of 












pension to Henry H. Jeter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 6089) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of William W. Hildreth, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. i ; 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 6090) increasing the pension of 
Fletcher 8. Kidd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6091) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
§. Dixon, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Invalid 

nsions. 

“= Mr. KERR: A bill (H.R. 6092) granting a pension to Delia 
Fry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6093) granting a pension to Richard A. Saint 
Clair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6094) to reimburse Jesse C. Hartsock for 
moneys stolen from post-office of Brandon, Ohio, while he was 
postmaster—to the Commitiee on Claims. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 6095) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Philip Schrout—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6096) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Christen Heinze—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6097) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Eugene Downing—to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 6098) granting a pension to John 
B. Gouldsberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6099) granting a pension to Margaret Kirk- 
patrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6100) for relief of 
George W. Pettigrew—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6101) to pension Mrs. Sarah G. Bennett—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6102) to grant honorable discharge to W. H. 
Wood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 6103) for the relief of the 
estate of John Caruth, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.— | 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Anton 
Gloetzner—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 6105) for the relief of D. J. | 
Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON (by request): A bill (H. R. 6106) for relief 
ot lous Coleman aa Theodore H. N. McPherson—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H.R. 6107) for the relief of James C. 
Brickley, late of Company E, Second Kentucky Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.6108) granting pension to Tilburn E. Taber— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 6109) granting a pension to | 
Anabella Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6110) granting a pension to Virginia E. King— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H.R.6111) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth A. Sargent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H.R.6112) to correct the military 
recordof William Hartzell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 6113) granting Gould P. Austin, | 
of Phoebus, Va., permission to erect a building upon the Govern- | 
ment reservation at Fortress Monroe, Va.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 6114) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary F. Hinkle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6115) for the relief of Benjamin F. Hartley— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6121) to grant a pension to 
George A. Tillett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H.R. 6122) to correct the military record of George 

A. Tillett—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 6123) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Dudley Doherty, late private Company D, Sixteenth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers—to the Committee on Mili- | 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 6124) granting a pension to 
Susie ee Landrum, of Warsaw, Ky.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 














| 
| 





PETITIONS, ETC. | 
Under clause 1of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

_By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Dr. J. H. Burket and 25 other | 
citizens, of Remington, Pa.; John C. Jones and 17 others, of | 
Washington County; John B. Abrahan and 141 others, F. B. Wil- | 
liamson and 125 others of Allegheny County, Pa., praying for the | 
passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Im- | 
ig and Naturalization. 

Mr. AITKEN: Petition for the removal of the charge of de- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





sertion against William Cooper, of Company F, Fifteenth New 
York Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Albert A. Elmore and 66 others, of Davison, 
Mich., urging the enactment of a law giving all soldiers and sail- 
ors who served not less than ninety days or more not less than 
$12 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Petition of G. W. Burling, J. Cauffman, 
and others, of Rochester, N. Y., favoring a bill for the inspection 
of immigrants, known as the Stone bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of the Lincoln Association of the 
Union League of Philadelphia, to make February 12a national hol- 
iday—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Memorial concerning the claim of the 
Odd Fellows’ Hall Association of New Orleans, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of J. H. McLean and others, of Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn., in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petitions of Daniel R. Hey and others, H. H. 
Bensinger and others, J. A. Shellhamer and others, John Shoener 
and others,G. W. Berg and others, M. D. Warmkessel and others, 


| S. C. Geist and others, John Kisawelter and others, and Wallace 


E. Zerbe and others, all of Schuylkill County, Pa., in support of 
bill to secure a better class of immigrants—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Memorial of the R. B. Hayes Club, 
in favor of amending the military record of John S. Chapman— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petitions of L. F. Babcock and 114 others, of 
Midland City; J. B. Wiggins and 51 others, of Midland County; 
Alex. Nelson and 52 others, of Arenac County, all of the State of 
Michigan, favoring the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of the Peace Association of Friends of Phila- 
delphia, on the attitude of Congress relative to the Monroe 
trine—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petitionof Samuel Morris and 97 others, 
of McMechen, Marshall County, W. Va., in favor of the passage 


doc- 


| of House bill No. 5246—to the Committee on Immigration and 


Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Thomas P. Jacobs and 51 others, of New Mar- 
tinsville, W. Va.. for the relief of the book agents of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: Petition of citizens of White Plains, N. Y., 
favoring the enactment of a new immigration law—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FISCHER: Papers to accompany House bill for a pen- 
sion to Emeline C. Sewell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Petition of citizens of West Creek, Ocean 
County, N. J., for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of the Peace Association of Friends 
of Philadelphia, on the attitude of Congress relative to the Monroe 
doctrine—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of citizens of the Fifth Congres- 
sional district of Pennsylvania in favor of the passage of an act 


| for the inspection of immigrants coming to the United States who 


are unfit socially, morally, and physically to become citizens of 
the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial from the Board of Trade of San 
Jose, Cal., protesting against the refunding of the debt of the 
Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. HILL: Memorial of the Bridgeport (Conn.) Board of 


| Trade, concerning a harbor of refuge at Block Island—to the Com- 


mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of Warr Post, No. 17, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Mitchellville, lowa, favoring a service-pension bill 
of $8 per month to all honorably discharged Union soldiers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, letter of T. H. Stanton, Paymaster-General United States 
Army, relating to the claim of Col. T. C. English, to be filed with 


| Hotse bill No. 4942—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Petition of citizens of 


the Sixth 


| Congressional district of Indiana, for the passage of the Stone im- 
| migration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 


ization. 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of McLaughlin Post, No. 131, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio, for a pension of $12 
per month to widows of Union soldiers or sailors—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting pension to honorably 
rr) re- 


discharged officers, soldiers, and sailors of the late war of the 
bellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KULP: Petition of C. M. Bickle and others, of Shamo- 
kin, Pa., in support of the William A. Stone bill, restricting immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 
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Also, petition of Frank Schminky and others, of Shamokin, Pa., 
against appropriating public moneys for sectarian purposes—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition and evidence for a pension to Mar- 
poset Kirkpatrick, army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, petition of William Fisher and 25 other citizens of Okla- 
homa, for free homes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of McCray Post, No. 27, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Prairie City, lowa, favoring the Vicksburg National 
Park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of John L. Springston, as dian 
of Nancy Runningcatcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of the San Francisco Committee on 
Commerce, for an ans of $5,000 to enable the Superin- 
tendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey to make a series of ex- 
haustive observations upon the currents of the Bay of San Fran- 
cisco, the entrance and bar to the bay, and the Gulf of the 
Farallones, forming the approaches thereto—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Committee on Commerce, 
for an appropriation of $1,500 to establish fairway marks upon 
= south shore of the Golden Gate—to the Committee on Appro- 

ations. 
: Also, petition of the San Francisco Committee on Commerce, to 
retain the telegraph line between San Francisco and the Point 
Reyes light-house station, and for an appropriation of $2,000 for 
the construction of a house for the use of the telegraph opera- 
tor—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Committee on Commerce, 
for an appropriation of $200,000 for the minute survey and re- 
moval of the a to navigation in the harbor of San iencines 
—— approaches thereto—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Committee on Commerce, to 
have marked upon the entrance sheet of the Bay of San Francisco 
the line of telegraph, telephone, and military cables that cross 
the bay, and also to depict upon the same chart the area wherein 
vessels can not anchor in the bay and harbor of San Francisco— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Committee on Commerce, for 
properly marked fairway signals to be placed on the south shore 
of the Golden Gate—-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the Central Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Camden, N. J., for the enactment 
of the Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MAHON (by request): Petition of James Coleman and 
Theodore H. N. McPherson—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Petition of J. R. Scott and 
250 others, of Putnam County, W. Va., praying for the passage of 
the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the Reformed Presbyterian, the 
United Presbyterian, and the Methodist Episcopal churches, Lon- 
donderry, Ohio, praying for the recognition of od in the Consti- 
tution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Francis G. Hodges and 49 other citizens of 
Attleboro, Mass., praying for the passage of the Stone immigra- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

7 Mr. PITNEY: Petition of 136 citizens of Sussex County, 
N. J., in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Morristown, N. J. (90 members), in favor of a Sunday-rest law 
for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, memorial of fleet staff officers of the United States Navy, 
for the passage of a law granting to them the same share of prize 
money that has been granted to fleet captains—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. ‘ 

Also, petition of 250 citizens of Warren County, N. J., infavor 
of the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of the Oneida (Ill.) Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, favoring the Sunday-rest law for the Dis- 
trict of Colaumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PUGH: Papers toaccompany House bill No. 5901, for the 
relief of William F, Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of J. 8. Patton and 17 others, of Martin County, 
Ky., for the passage of bill for the relief of the book agents of the 
a Kjpiscopal Church South—to the Committee on War 

ms, 

Also, _—— to accompany House bill No. 5452, for the relief of 

u 


Martin Lunsford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, rs to accompany House bill No. 5899, for the relief of 
Mary lone and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of the Fourth Congres 
sional district of Pennsylvania, in favor of restricting immig 
tion and in behalf of the Stone bill—to the Committee on Imm; 
gration and Naturalization. . 

By Mr. SMITH of [llinois: Petitions of the Board of Trade 
Cairo, Il., protesting against the passage of House bill No. 2779— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of citizens of New Haven County, 
Conn., concerning immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of numerous citizens 
of McKean County, Pa., in favor of the passage of the Stone imi 
gration bill—tothe Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WARNER: Memorial of soldiers of the late war re: 
ing in Towanda, McLean County, IL, favoring the passage of a 
law granting a pension of $8 per month to every man who serve 
not less than ninety days in the Army or Navy of the United Sta 
during the war of the rebellion and was honorably discharged. 
and a pension of not less than $12 per month to each widow of 
such soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Anthony Higgins and 19 other 
for the enactment of a law to reclassify and prescribe the salaries 
of railway postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of citizens of Crawford County, I1l., 
for the ge of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agri- 
cultural staples by an export bounty—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, February 15, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 
HENRY M. CoupDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap. 
proved. 

GEN, ALEXANDER WEBB, 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, [ask unanimous consent to file the 
views of the minority of the Committee on Military Affairs as to 
the bill to place Gen. Alexander Webb on the retired list of tho 
Regular Army. 

here was no objection. 


DAUGHTERS OF THE ‘AMERICAN REVOLUTION, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H. R. 3553) to in- 
corporate the National Society of the Daughters of the American 
Revolution, with amendments of the Senate thereto. 

The bill and the amendments were read. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that bill be now consid- 
ered and that the Senate amendments be concurred in. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. QUIGG, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
beg the Senate amendments were concurred in was laid on the 
table. 

YANKTON RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H.R. 26/2 
granting leave of absence for one year to homestead settlers upon 
the Yankton Indian Reservation in the State of South Dakota, w: 
amendments of the Senate thereto. 

The bill and amendments were read. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the amendments of tlie 
Senate be concurred in. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman ris‘ 

“a McMILLIN. I desire to know what is the status of this 
ill. 
The SPEAKER, It is a House bill which has been amended !y 
the Senate and been sent back to the House, and, as the Chair u 
derstands, it is a bill which would not go to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That being so, is it a proper subject for c 
sideration in this hour? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentlemn 
in charge of the bill what amount of land is affected by it. 

Mr. LACEY. I can not give the gentleman the exact num!rr 
of acres, but the Senate amendments include some additi: 
reservations in the State of South Dakota, where the situation 
substantially the same as in the one covered by the House | 
The original proposition was this: These settlers entered 0} 
the land too late to plant a crop that year. Under existing laws 
they could have an extension of a year if they had planted a cr)’ 
and it had failed; but in this case the crop did not fail; it simp!y 
failed to get planted. This bill gives them a year’s leave of © 
sence, the same as if the crop had been planted and had faile, 
but requires them to live an additional year upon the land in 
order to acquire their homesteads. In other words, they get 10 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





credit for this leave of absence. The Senate has made some 
amendments to the bill, and I have asked that those amendments 
be concurred in. ; 

The amendments were concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate amendments were concurred in was laid on the 
table. 


LEASE OF CERTAIN LANDS IN ARIZONA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2769) 
to authorize the leasing of lands for educational purposes in Ari- 
gona, with an amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment of the Senate was read at length. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the amendment of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LaCEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


COLVILLE INDIAN RESERVATION, WASH. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of the bill (S. 1591) to extend the 
mineral-land laws of the United States to the lands embraced in 
the north half of the Colville Indian Reservation. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the mineral-land laws of the United States be, and 
are hereby, extended so as to apply to all lands embraced within the Colville 
Indian Reservation, namely: Beginning at a point on the eastern boundary 
line of the Colville Indian Reservation where the township line between 
townships 34 and 35 north, of range 37 east, of the Willamette meridian if 
extended west would intersect the same, said point being in the middle of the 
channel of the Columbia River, and running thence west parallel with the 
forty-ninth paraliel of latitude to the western boundary line of said Colville 
Indian Reservation in the Okanogan River, thence north following the said 
western boundary line to the said forty-ninth parallel of latitude, thence east 
along the said forty-ninth parallel of latitude to the northeast corner of the 
gaid Colville Indian Reservation, thence south following the eastern boun- 
dary of said reservation to the place of saeene Provided, That the land 
used and occupied for school purposes at what is known as Tonasket School, 
on Bonapart Greek, and the site of the sawmill, gristmill, and other mill 
property onsaid reservation, is hereby reserved from the creation of this 
act, unless other lands are selected in lieu thereof as provided in section 6 
of the act which became a law, without the approval of the President, July 1, 
1892, entitled “An act to provide for the opening ofa part of the Colville Res- 
ervation in the State of Washington, and for other purposes.” 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, this bill was reported favor- 
ably by the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate, passed the 
Senate, and was reported favorably by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of the House. Thereis no objection toit from any quarter, 
and it is recommended by the Interior Department. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object—unanimous 
consent, I believe, not having been given yet for the consideration 
of the bill—I would like to ask for the reading of the report, one of 
them, either the House or Senate report. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ihave adopted the Senate report and incor- 
porated it in the House report from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. It shows the recommendation of the Department of the 
Interior and the Commissioner ef Indian Affairs, who also recom- 
mend an amendment, which was adopted by the Senate and is a 
part of the bill. This bill has been recommended by all of the 
Government officials. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman states on whose recommen- 
dation it was made, but gives no information concerning the bill. 
That is what I am trying to get at. Iam willing to take the 
statement of the gentleman in place of the report, but it seems to 
me, in a matter so comprehensive as this, we ought at least to 
have some understanding as to what we are doing. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, the reservation to which this 
bill relates is in the State of Washington. There is legislation 

nding now having forits purpose the opening of the reservation. 

hat has been going on for some time. There are well-known 
mineral lands in the reservation, and this provides that the min- 
eral lands may be segregated from the great body of the lands—— 

Mr. SAYERS. hat reservation does this refer to? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The Colville Reservation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will ask the gentleman if the purpose of 
segregating the lands—the mineral lands—is for the purpose of 
ascertaining their value? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Oh, no; it is only that these mineral lands, 
which are recognized as quité valuable, shall be placed under the 
well-known mineral-land laws of the United States. These lands 
are in the north half of the reservation. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. Is this land that has been bought from the 
Indians by the United States? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. No; the reservation is being opened and the 
lands are to be allotted. It was an Executive-order reservation, 
and not a result of legislation. 

It seems to me that it ought to be satisfactory to the House when 
all the officials of the Department, the Secretary of the Interior 
and all, have to it and recommend it. 

Mr. BOATNER. I think we will do little harm when we ac- 
Cept the recommendation of the Secretary. 





The SPEAKER. 
of the } 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and being 
read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. DOOLITTLE 
vote was laid on the table. 


Is there objection to the present consideration 
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, a motion to reconsider the last 


POWER OF EXECUTIVE 


OFFICERS, 


Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the im- 
mediate consideration of the resolution which I s¢ Clerk's 
desk, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and here! 
ized and directed to inquire as to the condition of the law on th 
the right of the executive officers of the Government, in the sever 
ments thereof, to refuse to enforce, execute, or comply with the provisions 

f any act of the Congress of the United States on the ground of its alleged 
unconstitutionality or for other reasons, and to report to the House by billor 
otherwise. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I believe the right to object has not yet been 
waived in this case. I am willing that the gent!>man from New 
York shall state the purpose of this resolution and the effect of it. 

Mr. RAY. Perhaps I should say a word by way of explanation 
of the resolution. 

It grows out of the recent refusal of the Comptroller of the 
United States Treasury to execute a law passed by Congress ap- 
propriating money for the payment of the sugar bounty. The 
Comptroller raised the question, when the matter came to him, 
that the appropriation was unconstitutional, and he therefore 
refused to certify and pay the money. It resulted in the question 
being sent to the Court of Claims under an act of Congress claimed 
to be applicable. 

The question was very thoroughly argued before the Comptroller 
as to whether or not he had jurisdiction or a right to raise the 
constitutional question, and whether, under an act of Congress, he 
had power to take the action that he did take. Very able argu- 
ments were made on both sides of the question by gentlemen 
learned in the law; and it must be conceded, on all hands, that the 
question is one not entirely free from doubt. 

January 3, 1896, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoaTtNerR] 
introduced into this House a resolution (H. Res. 84). That reso- 
lution was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and after 
careful consideration that committee agreed upon and reported 
back a substitute, House resolution No. 125, accompanied by Re- 
port No. 105. 

The original resolution recited certain matters or transactions 
connected with the Treasury Department of the United States 
growing out of and connected with the nonpayment of certain 
sugar bounties earned under the tariff act of October 1, 1890, and 
the payment of which was provided for by the act of March 2, 
1895, entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, 
and for other purposes,” and which act made an appropriation of 
$5,238,289 for the payment of such bounties. 

Certain claims for such bounties having been presented t 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and by him allowed, 
were certified to the Auditor of the Treasury Department. 

The first claim so allowed was that of the Oxnard Beet Sugar 
Company, and amounted to $11,782.50. The Auditor proposed to 
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allow such claim and certify the amount thereof for payment from 
the appropriation of March 2, 1895. Acting under the provisions 
of section 8 of the act of July 31, 1894 (28 Stat. L., 208), the 
Auditor certified this decision to the Comptroller as an original 
construction of the statute making the appropriation. 

It will be noted that the Senate of the United States and the 


House of Representatives had, by appropriating the ney for the 


mh 
; 


payment of these claims, asserted the constitutionality of the tariff 
act of October 1, 1890; that the President of the United States had 
assumed and asserted its constitutionality by approving the act of 
March 2, 1895; that the Commissioner of Internal Revenue had 
assumed and asserted the constitutionality of both acts by allow- 


ing and certifying the claim, and that the Auditor of the Treasury 
Department had reiterated and acquiesced in these holdings by 
passing and proposing to pass thisclaim. But when the matter 
came to the Comptroller of the Treasury Department for final cer- 
tification and payment he refused, or at least suspended, payment, 
and called upon the Oxnard Beet Sugar Company and other claim- 
ants under the same to show why the Comptroller should not hold 
that the tariff act of October 1, 1890, was unconstitutional, and 
consequently the act of March 2, 1895, appropriating money to pay 
the bounties earned under that law, unconstitutional also. 

After several hearings the Comptroller adhered to the opinion 
that the appropriation was unconstitutional, and acting under the 

rovisions of section 1063, Revised Statutes of the United States, 
he returned the papers in the case to the Auditor, who transmitted 
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same to the Secretary of the Treasury, and he transmitted same 
to the Court of Claims for adjudication. 

Section 1063, Revised Statutes, provides as follows: 

Whenever any claim is made against any Executive Department involving 
disputed facts or controverted questions of law, where the amount in con- 
troversy exceeds $3,000, or where the decision will affect a class of cases or 
furnish a precedent for the future action of any Executive Department in 
the adjustment of a class of cases, without regard to the amount involved 
in the particular case, or where any authority, right, privilege, or exemption 
is claimed or denied under the Constitution of the United States, the head of 
such Department may cause such claim, with all the vouchers, papers, proofs, 
and documents pertaining thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of Claims, 
and the same shall be there proceeded in as if originally commenced by the 
voluntary action of the claimant; and the Secretary of the Treasury may, 
upon the certificate of any Auditor or Comptroller of the Treasury, direct 
any account, matter, or claim of the character, amount, or class described in 
this section to be transmitted, with all the vouchers, papers, documents, and 
proofs pertaining thereto, to the said court for trial and adjudication. 

On the one hand, it is most earnestly and vehemently asserted 
that section 1063 confers no such power as has been claimed and 
exercised by the Comptroller, and that he has usurped power, de- 
fied the authority of the Congress of the United States, and vio- 
lated his plain duty as an executive officer of the Government. 

On the other hand, it is claimed that the law referred to plainly 
covers the case and confers the power exercised: that it is a wise 
provision, and that the power ought to rest in the Treasury Depart- 
ment to refuse to pay out money appropriated by Congress when 
the act is unconstitutional or void for any reason. It is asserted 
that an unconstitutional act is not alaw; that it binds no one and 
protects no one who executes it, and that when grave doubts exist 
those charged with the execution of a law prima facie valid neces- 
sarily have the power to suspend its execution and ought to be 
protected by law in the exercise of such power, whether it turns 
out that the law is constitutional or otherwise. 

It is plain that the laws of the United States ought to be faith- 
fully executed. The Constitution so provides. It is also plain 
that the Constitution of the United States is the supreme law of 
the land and must be obeyed; also that every law duly passed is 
prima facie valid and constitutional. 

It is common knowledge, however, that the legislatures of the 
several States and the Congress of the United States occasionally 

ass unconstitutional acts. The Supreme Court of the United 

tates, upon which rests the constitutional duty of determining 
such questions when properly before it, has so held. It follows 
that the right to challenge the nr of every law ought 
to rest somewhere, and where can that right rest except with 
those charged with the execution of the law or those whose duty 
it is to obey it? 

But if this right exists, if it ought to exist, it should not be 
lightly or frivolously exercised. 

In some of the States, notably the State of New York, provision 
has been made by law whereby such a question can be raised by 
any taxpayer. 

It may be wise that the laws of the United States be so amended 
that any citizen may bring suit to determine such aquestion; that 
the heads of Departments only shall be permit to raise the 
question; that no head of Department or any officer thereof shall 
raise such a question unless the Attorney-General of the United 
States shall have first pronounced against the legality of the law 
in question. 

It may be safely asserted that the condition of the law on this 
subject is unsatisfactory; that the lawis uncertain; that the ques- 
tions involved are of great importance, and that some action 
ought to be taken that will fix the powers and duties of all execu- 
tive officers. 

The original resolution introduced by the gentleman from 
Louisiana was quite severe upon the Comptroller of the Treasury. 
It seemed to express the views of that gentleman, who recited that 
the refusal of the Comptroller to certify the claims for payment 
was a refusal to perform a ministerial duty simply, and one im- 
posed upon him by law, and that it constituted a nullification of 
a law of Congress and deprived citizens of their rights; that the 
assertion by the Comeptneliee of the right or power to act as he did 
in the premises was inconsistent with the dignity of Congress 
and in direct contempt of its authority, and the resolution pro- 
posed an inquiry, first, as to whether the power existed and, 
second, in case it should be determined that no such power ex- 
isted, to report action that should vindicate the authority of the 
Congress of the United States. 

The substitute reported by the committee contains no recita- 
tions whatever, but refers generally to the action of the Comp- 
troller, and authorizes the Committee on the Judiciary to inquire 
into the condition of the law on this subject and report to the 
House by bill or otherwise. 

The general rule is that if an executive officer executes an un- 
constitutional law and litigation follows in which it is determined 
that the law is unconstitutional the officer is not protected in what 
he has done. It has been claimed that if the Comptroller should 
obey the act of March 2, 1895, and the specapeise made by that 
act should be declared unconstitutional he would be personally lia- 
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ble to the United States for the money paid out under it. It ig 
asserted that there is no difference in principle between this caso 
and one where a sheriff or marshal takes the property of a privats 
citizen under an unconstitutional law against the will of the owner. 
It is asserted that an unconstitutional act is not a law in any senso 
and affords no protection whatever to any officer, high or low, who 
executes it. 

I for one do not assent to the proposition that any officer con- 
nected with the Treasury Department would incur personal lia- 
bility should he execute an act of Congress duly approved or passed 
over the President’s veto by paying out money appropriated and 
directed to be paid thereby. 

I do not assent to the proposition that section 1063 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States authorizes the Comptroller of the 
Treasury to refuse to execute a law upon the ground that it is 
unconstitutional. I do not think that section applies to or wag 
intended to cover such a case. 

But inasmuch as the question has been raised, the Committee 
on the Judiciary has thought it proper that the law on this sub- 
ject be examined into, and that a report be made to the House 
either by way of suggesting legislation or otherwise. Those who 
will take the trouble to study the opinion of the Comptroller of 
the Treasury, written by him when he took action in the sugar- 
bounty cases, will see that he contends for a doctrine that if esta))- 
lished would enable him to suspend the payment of every account 
and claim upon which he has power to pass upon the ground t] 
the law of Congress was unconstitutional and send the matter to 
the Court of Claims for adjudication in the court. If such a 
power exists an overzealous Comptroller or one exceedingly sen- 
sitive on constitutional questions may at any time seriously eim- 
barrass the transaction of the business of this Government. 

It would seem highly proper that the Comptroller of the Treasury 
shall construe all acts of Congress when construction is necessary, 
in order that he may disburse the moneys of the Government in 
strict accordance with the law, but it seems at first glance « 
ceedingly improper that he should be empowered to suspend the 
operation of laws prima facie valid upon the ground that he is a 
better expounder of the Constitution ons the Congress itself, and 
in some cases than the Congress and President of the United States 
acting in harmony. 

On the other hand, no person, whether occupying an official 
position or not, desires that the Constitution be violated or that 
an unconstitutional law be enforced. It would seem more proper 
that the question be raised by some person other than the one 
charged with the execution of the law. 

It would be a strange situation should a judge refuse to pass 
sentence upon a convicted criminal on the ground that the law 
authorizing sentence was, in his opinion, unconstitutional. Still, 
judges have the right to interpret as well as enforce the law 
J ee have the power to adjudicate upon the constitutionality 
of all laws, and still this power presupposes that the question is 
tl before the court in some of the methods known to the 

aw. : 

If the Congress of the United States, having created the office 
of Comptroller and charged that officer with the duty of enforc- 
ing its laws, has at the same time clothed him with the power to 
question their validity and refuse to enforce them, we have a sit- 
uation that is novel, to say the least. If such is the condition, 
then Congress has created a censor of allits acts appropriating 
money, and has empowered the President of the United States to 
—_ that censor, by and with the advice of the Senate alone. 

feel justified in asserting that Congress never intended to con- 
fer such authority upon the Comptroller of the Treasury or any 
other executive officer. If it has done it, it is high time that the 
law be amended, and that if such power is to rest anywhere it be 
conferred upon the head of a Department alone, and that the power 
of such head of Department shall be restricted in such a manner 
that the business of the Government may not be interfered with. 

If an executive officer in one of the Departments may refuse to 
execute a law of Congress upon the ground of its unconstitution- 
ality, it is difficult to see why the heads of Departments may not 
refuse to execute laws upon the same ground, and why the Presi- 
dent of the United States may not refuse to enforce any law upon 
the same ground. 

It will not do to say that Congres’ is supreme; that its acts can 
not or should not be questioned. The humblest citizen when 
called npon to act under or obey a law prima facie valid may deny 
its constitutionality and test its validity; but this is a personal 
right, and rests on the ground that he has a right to protection in 
his person and property and that the Constitution is his shield. 
When Congress passes a bill and the President approves it, and 
when Congress provides executive officers to enforce such law, it 
is hardly presumable that it intends to clothe such officers with 
power to question the validity of the act. : 

Still, if these officers may not raise the question, who shall? I? 
money is appropriated for a purpose not warranted by the Constl- 
tution, and the disbursing officers discover the fact, shall they 


ed 
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execute the law and consummate an illegal and an unauthorized 
act of Congress? 7 

These questions, with many others, suggest themselves and dem- 
onstrate the wisdom of a careful investigation of this subject. 
The committee has taken no position on the question. The reso- 
Jution asserts nothing, denies nothing, but simply directs investi- 
gation, and authorizes a report that may be useful to the House. 
The question, so far as it relates to the President of the United 
States, is not a new one. 

In 1868 Andrew Johnson, then President of the United States, 
issued an order under date of February 21 removing Edwin M. 
Stanton from the office of Secretary of War and appointing Gen. 
Lorenzo Thomas Secretary of War ad interim, in plain violation 
and disregard of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act regulating 
the tenure of certain civil officers,” passed March 2, 1867. 

This action was made the basis of one of the articles of impeach- 
ment preferred against the President. The President undertook 
to justify his action on the ground that the said act was unconsti- 
tutional; at least that he believed it to be unconstitutional; acted 
in good faith and in obedience to his oath of office to support the 
Constitution and execute the laws; that an unconstitutional act 


of Congress is not a law in any sense, and that all executive offi- | 


cers. from the highest to the lowest, had the right to refuse obe- 
dience to an unconstitutional act of Congress. 

The managers on the part of the House of Representatives, on 
the trial of the President, contended that this plea constituted no 
answer; that it is the duty of every executive officer to obey and 
faithfully execute the laws as he finds them written upon the stat- 
ute books, and can not raise constitutional questions in this way. 

The question was very fully and ably argued on both sides. 

The argument of Hon. William M. Evarts, later a Senator of 
the United States, and at one time Secretary of State of the United 
States, will be found at pages 717 and 719 of the report of that 
trial, and he cites many cases showing that the right to raise the 
constitutional question has been exercised by executive officers 
whose duties are ministerial many, many times. This power or 
asserted right has been exercised by executive officers in the State 
and city of New York many times, and I am not aware that the 
right has been questioned. Still I have not found a case arising 


in New York where the officer has been brought to account. His | 


right to raise the question by refusing to execute the law seems 
to have been acquiesced in. 

In the case of the President impeachment failed. The doctrine 
contended for was condemned, however, by a vote of 35 to 19. 

I have offered these suggestions for the mere purpose of demon- 
strating the propriety of adopting this resolution. A careful ex- 
amination of the condition of the law on this subject will suggest 
necessary changes and lead to a discussion of the subject that will 
probably result in great good. 


The Committee on the Judiciary is not seeking this labor. We | 


have enough on hand to occupy our time and sharpen our wits, 
but the question being one of general interest and one forced upon 


our attention, we are willing to undertake an investigation on the | 


lines suggested by the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The language at the end of the resolution, 
“ with authority to report by bill or otherwise,” would not make 
the matter privileged when it came in, would it? 
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My impression | 


is that there would have to be inserted the words “to report at | 


any time, by bill or otherwise,” in order to make it privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Maine 
is right, and that this would not be a question of privilege. The 
question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state, sir—not rising for 
the purpose of interposing any factious objection to what may have 
been done by the committee—that I am not in accord with the ul- 
terior purpose sought to be attained by this resolution. 


I believe | 


that an executive officer executes any unconstitutional law at his | 


peril. Therefore, there must be somewhere resting upon him the 
duty of inquiring as to whether or not a particular act is uncon- 
stitutional, when that matter has been brought directly to his at- 
tention. Butif the House desires merely to instruct the Judiciary 
Committee to inquire into the law upon this subject, I will inter- 
pose no objection so far as that is concerned; but I desire to state, 
as a member of the Judiciary Committee, that I am not in accord, 
as I have said, with the ulterior purpose of this resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


FORT SMITH AND WESTERN COAL RAILROAD COMPANY, INDIAN | 


TERRITORY. 


Mr. LITTLE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4153) to grant the Fort Smith and West- 














ern Coal Railroad Company a right of way through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read. It provides that the Fort Smith and Western 
Coal Railroad Company, acorporation created under and by virtue 
of the laws of the State of Arkansas, be, and the same is hereby, 
vested and empowered with the right of locating, constructing, 
equipping, operating, using, and maintaining a railway, telegraph, 
and telephone line through the Indian Territory, beginning at a 
point to be selected by said company on the western boundary 
line of the State of Arkansas, at or near the city of Fort Smith, 
Sebastian County, and running thence by the most practicable 
route through that part of the Indian Territory occupied by and 
known as the Choctaw Nation, in a southwesterly direction 
through the counties of Scullyville, Sans Bois, Gaines, and To- 
bucksy, to a point on the Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railway, in 
said Choctaw Nation, between McAlester and South Canadian, 
with a switch from a point on said line to form a connection with 
the St. Louis and San Francisco Railway at a point on that rail- 
road, to be located between Cedars Station and the Backbone 
Tunnel. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs recommended the following 
amendments: 





In section 2, line 11, strike out “two” and insert ‘one’; also in said line 
strike out “three” and insert “two.’’ And in line 18 of said section strike 
out the words “one hundred ” and insert “ fifty.” 

In section 3, line 20, strike out “thirty” and insert ‘ninety.’ After the 
word ‘States,’ in line 21, insert the word “ district 

In line 22 of said section strike out the following words: ‘* At Muse: In- 
dian Territory,” and insert the following: “For the central district the 
Indian Territory, sitting at the place nearest and most convenient to the 


property sought to be condemned.” 
Strike out all of section 8 


In section 9, in line 13, strike out the word “ five” and insert “ thi 5 

Add, at the end of section 10, the following amendment 

* Provided further, That the entire line of said road shall be surv iand 
located, and said location approved by the Secretary of the Interior before 
the work of construction shall commence.” 


Mr. LITTLE. 
in the report. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add, at the end of section 1, the following words: 

* And with the right to build in the line of said railroad a bridge across the 
Poteau River, whose plan of construction shall be first approved by t Sec- 
retary of War.” 


The SPEAKER. 


I wish to offer an amendment which was omitted 


Is this amendment approved of by the com- 


| mittee? 


Mr. LITTLE. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PITNEY. I rise for the purpose of asking a question for 
information. I should like to know if there is enough land re- 
maining in the Indian Territory to furnish a right of way for this 
road? {Laughter. 

Mr. LITTLE. There is an abundance of land in the Territory, 
and all the land taken will be paid for. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LITTLE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

TUG MYSTIC, 


Mr. STEPHENSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1137) for the relief 
of certain parties, sufferers by the burning of the tug Jystic 
while in Government employ. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $523.45, to 
reimburse certain parties hereinafter named for certain property lost by 
them by the burning of the tug Mystic while employed by the United States 
in connection with the resurvey of St. Marys River, Michigan, said parties be- 
ing at the time of said burning in the employ of the United States, and said 
loss having occurred through no fault or negligence on their part. The per- 
sons to whom said money shall be paid and the amount to be paid them, 


respectively, are as follows, namely: Glen E. Balch, assistant engineer, $261.90; 
John C. Turner, carpenter, $55.60: Rebecca Day, cook, $4; P. C. Bye, laborer, 
$56.75; Thomas J. Bye, carpenter, $6.15; Robert R. Cook, laborer, $19.90; Ed- 
ward McMorris, laborer, .15; total, $523.45. 


The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have some explanation of this bill. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. It is in accordance with the recommen- 
dation of General Poe, and it only carries $500. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. WooDARD) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1137) for 
the relief of certain an sufferers by the burning of the tug Mystic whiJe 
in Government employ, having had the same under consideration, beg leave 
to report the same, with the recommendation that it pass 

The letter from the Secretary of War, Executive Document No. 129, Fifty- 
third Congress, second session, fully sets forth the facts, and your commit- 
tee adopt the same and make it a part of this report. 
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Mr. SAYERS. I think it is customary where losses are sus- 
tained as the result of injuries inflicted by Government vessels. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But this is not a Government vessel. 

Mr. SAYERS, It was employed by the Government. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. This is all right; it is only $500. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Government is not an insurance agent 
for those vessels thatit employs. I wouldlike it to go over, so as 
to haye an opportunity to read it. I see the report is very long. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


(“EXAMINATION AND CLASSIFICATION OF CERTAIN LANDS IN THE 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R.8819) to 
rovide for the examination and classification of certain lands in 
e State of California. 


nes 
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The bill was read at length. 
rf The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
y of this bill? 
f Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to ask whether 
; this bill has been approved by the Secretary of the Interior? 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. It is reported unanimously from 
the Committee on Public Lands; it received the approval of the 
committee, as it has received the approval of the officers of the 
Government. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is there any communication 
to that effect? 

im Mr. JOHNSON of California. Ido notknow. Iam asking for 
i the consideration of the bill on the report of the Committee on 
ree Public Lands. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that this is merely an 
ES extension to the State of California of the provisions of the Idaho 
} and Montana act, as it is called, which was passed at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, for the purpose of allowing the segregation and 
classification of mineral Sede ia the State of California. Itisa 
bill that was unanimously reported by the Committee on Public 
Lands; all the people in our State are in favor of it; the delega- 
—_ ee and eres — -_ any in favor 
of it, and it is not op y an , but will work great good, 
and [ hope no one oi eject. a 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object, and 
would like to hear an explanation of the bill. Y desire to call the 
attention of the gentleman to this point: Here you are passing a 
a a bill, or proposing to pass one, which recites old acts of Congress 
a eS making grants of large areas of the public domain to various rail- 
as : road corporations named in the bill. Now you provide that the 
a fF. 2 mineral lands embraced in the grants shal! be subject to certain 

.¢ things. Now, might it not be held that this bill ratifies these 
grants as to all the lands that are mincral? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. No, Mr. Speaker, it does not 

rovide anything of that kind. 

Mr. BOWERS. This isthe same as the Idaho and Montana bill. 

Mr. TERRY. I do not know anything about the Idaho and 
Montana bill, but this is a very serious question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I will state to the gentleman that 
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| : this is simply a provision for the classification of the lands by a 
ay : comission to be appointed by the President of the United States 
a 4 for the purpose of deciding which is mineral lands and which is 
ae not. Lands that are mineral do not go to the railroad company, 
CRs ; but those that are mineral do go to thesettlers. It does not affect 
+E 3 , the title of the land in any degree. It does not affect anything, 
ms) 3 except to allow the people a quick and expeditious manner of 
ac ¢ settling the question as to whether the land is mineral land or not. 


’ Mr. TERRY. I understand that, but that is not my point. 
fe. | Mr. JOHNSON of California. It does not confirm the title to 
the railroad grant. It does not affect the title. 
a Mr. McRAE. If the gentleman will permit me, I would state 
ag: that the bill states distinctly— 
That nothing in this act shall be taken or construed as recognizing or com- 
; firming any grant of land or the right to any grant of land in— 
a And then it goes on and mentions the railroads. 
is Mr. TERRY. Is that stated in the bill? 
Ph Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes, sir. 
‘ie Mr. TERRY. There was so much confusion I could not hear. 
; ay The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
: Mr. JOHNSON of California. I ask that the report be read, 


Bt) Mr. Speaker. 

ie) | Mr. TALBERT. I rise to a point of order. Wecan not hear 
H what is being said. 

| ' The SPEAKER. The Chair was about to ask the House to 


come to order. 

ee The report was read at length. 

SiR Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gen- 
esa man who wants to pass this bill will produce a letter from the 

is Secretary of the Interior saying that the bill is all right, I shall 

a $0 legisiete in thie way respecting this land, which belongs either 

5 4 te in way respecting w ongs er 
ts a _ to these railroad companies or to the United States. 
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Mr. HARTMAN. Let me just speak to the gentleman a », 
ment. I want to say that this bill isan exact duplicate of the } 
which the Fifty-third Congress ee for the examination a 


classification 


of the mineral lan<« 


s in the States of Montana ; 


Idaho. That bill is operuting to the satisfaction of the Secre+ 
of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land Of) 
And as a Representative from one of those States I want i 
that in conversation with the Secretary of the Interior and 
Commissioner of the General Land Office both of those ge 
men expressed themselves as entirely satisfied with the operati 
of that bill in those respective States. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Will the gentleman permit me to ask hi 


question? 


Mr. HARTMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has this bill ever been submitted to the ¢ 
retary of the Interior? 

Mr. LACEY. It has not been so submitted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Nor to the Commissioner of the General 
Has the opinion of either one of them been 
tained upon it? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Let me say to the gentleman from Tennesse 
that this is an exact duplicate of a bill which did meet th i. 
proval originally of the Secretary of the Interior and the Comiiis- 
sioner of the General Land Office in so far as it applied to Montana 

The same principle is involved in this bill,and it hig 
operated very advantageously in the States to which it is applied 

I have in my hand the report from two of the districts in \i.n- 
tana, wherein it is shown that in one of the districts the total 
cost per acre of the examination and classification has been r 


Land Office? 


and Idaho. 


2.3 cents. 


Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman wholly mistakes my intor- 
SF What I asked was whether or not this bill had n 
submitted to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iam informed by the gentleman from (Culi- 
fornia that it has not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why has it not been submitted to th 


retary? 


Mr. HARTMAN. I do not know. 


Mr. JOHNSON of California, Mr. Speaker, I will answer | 
question. Iam informed by members of the Public Lands ( 


| co 


mittee that inasmuch as the Secretary of the Interior and the C 
missioner of the General Land Office had favored a similar )i!! 


applicable to Montana and Idaho, and inasmuch as this bill » 


a 


simply for the purpose of extending the benefits of the provisions 


of that bill to the State of California, it was taken for gr: 
that this also would meet the approval of the Secretary and o 
Furthermore, the bill had worked so advanta- 
geously in Montana and Idaho that it was supposed it woul 
expected to work advantageously in California. The gentle 
from Arkansas [Mr. McRar] was chairman of the Public la 
Committee in the last Congress, and he recommended the bil! 
Idaho and Montana. He is a member of the Public Lands ‘ 

mittee in this Congress, and he favors the passage of this bill, 
I hope the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLin] will 


Commissioner. 


> & 


7 Sard 


object, but will let a bill of this meritorious character, which 


everybody interested is satisfied with, be considered and pa 
The miners want it; the railroad company is satisfied with it: | 
people of California, irrespective of party, want it. It will « 
great deal of good in California, and it will not do anybod) 


harm. The only objection I have heard to the bill is simply that 


it has not been submitted to the Secretary of the Interior; | 
am informed by my colleague from California [Mr. Bowr: 


om 


who is a member of the Public Lands Committee, that the 1 l 
it was not submitted was that it was supposed that the Secretary 
and the Commissioner would approve it because they had appr 
asimilar billfor MontanaandIdaho. The gentleman from Ark 
sas Mr. McRAg] is present and understands this matter and cin 
explain it, and I trust he will do so. 

r. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, a bill like this was introduce: by 
Mr. Caminetti, of California, at the last session of Congress. |! 
had to leave before the end of the session and can not state wh) 
did not become alaw; but this bill, Iunderstand, is, with one ex 
tion, identical in terms with the one reported from the commit 
tee in the last Congress as to Idaho and Montana. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. It is identical. 

Mr. McRAE. 
Montana-Idaho bill. I do not think the Department has b 
asked by the committee to consider it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I should lik 
ask the gentleman from California whether there are not differ 
conditions involved in this bill from those that were involve 
the other bill; whether there are not rights of the Government i! 
of the railroad compamies involved here that were not involv« 
licable to Montana and Idaho. a 
—_ — of Pm. No, sir. This bill especially 
guards e rights of the Government. 

Mr. BOWERS. 


in the bill a 
Mr. JO. 


I have stated that it is literally a copy of t! 


The fact is that the mineral lands that belong 


aes 





surveyor of customs to reside at said port, who shall receive a sa. 
Getormined by the Secretary of 





1896. 





to the United States are now being taken by the railroads, and we 
want tosave them for the United States and for the people. 
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That | 





The SPEAKER, 


Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 








js the whole matter. b P : : Mr. LOUD. I think we ought to have the report read. I see 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. If that be true, why did you | this creates a new office. 

not get the indorsement of the Secretary of the Interior for the} The report (by Mr. SHERMAN) was read, as follows: 

bill? = . ‘ | The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was referred 
Mr. BOWERS. The Secretary of the Interior and the Com- | the bill (H.R. riding that Syracuse, N. Y., 1 ed @ port of 

missioner of the General Land Office had approved the bill for a Cp be ae ae ack to the House with ana it a h 

Idaho and Montana, and this is a similar bill extending the pro-| “Insert after the word “by,” at the end of line 5, the words “ the ath 

visions to California, and I hope no one will object. ection of.’ 
i ‘ a. . * . . | 8 amendme is snecester vy the Tr enry Denartr rt th 
Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, in making the grants to these rail- } TI in nt is ug eat a by th he easury Department hue 
il, ” : ‘ ‘ | amended the Department approves the bil 

roads originally the mineral lands were reserved to the Govern- Phe part of said section 7 to which this amendment is intended t. —_ 

ment. There was for a long time a contention on the part of the | reads: 

railroads that they were entitled to all of the lands not known to | , I at the privileges of transportation herein conferred s woh ox i 


not until last year or the year before last that the Supreme Court 
passed upon the question. It has been held that the railroads take 
no lands known to be mineral at the time of the patent. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I want to say this to the gentle- 


man in charge of this measure: I knew so little about the bill that | 
I hardly felt at liberty to interpose an objection, but this is the | of the bill? 
first time I have ever known a billof this magnitude to go through | : 


the House without the opinion of the Department within whose 
jurisdiction the matter comes being called for. It seems to me 
peculiar that that was not done in this case, and we have had no 
sufficient explanation as to why it was not done. Thus much I 


wanted to say; thus much I think it is right to say; and I believe | 


now that it would be much better to let this bill go over until 
Monday morning. In the meantime the Secretary could be con- 
sulted. Itis not difficult to get to him. If this is a good bill, as 
is claimed, there will be no difficulty in getting the approval of 
the Secretary. If it is not agood bill the House ought to know it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee and other gentlemen for not objecting, 


and I want to say simply that whenever the California delegation | 


and people can agree upon anything, that ought to be the best 
evidence on earth and in heaven that it is a good measure, for we 
are the most factional fighters in the world. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I will ask the gentleman whether he 
knows what the Secretary of the Interior thinks about this bill? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. ‘I am informed that he is in favor 
of it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Who said that? 

A MEMBER. Mr. BOWERS. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman [Mr. BowErs] does not claim 
that he submitted this bill to the Secretary at all. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I will answer that by saying 
that in view of the fact that an exact duplicate of this bill apply- 
ing to Montana and Idaho had been submitted to the Secretary 
of the Interior and to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, and in view of the fact that they had approved that bill and 
were satisfied with the working of it, 1 suppose the gentleman in 


charge of this bill did not see fit to further burden the Secretary | 


and the Commissioner with the subject. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman’s statement bears out what 
ows: said, that they never asked the Department anything 
about it. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Exactly. That is perfectly true. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the bill is in such condition 
that its consideration can not be obstructed by a single objection, 
and in view of that fact I will ask the gentleman whether he is 
not willing to let it go over until Monday morning, in order that 
in the meantime the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior can 
be obtained? Let the bill go over with the understanding that it 
will come up at Monday’s session. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I do not know 
enough about the rules to know whether if this bill now goes over 
until Monday it will lose its place. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill go over until Monday, to come up for 
consideration immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PORT OF DELIVERY, SYRACUSE, N. Y. 


Mr. POOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 6) constituting Syracuse, 
Soi a port of delivery. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


hoeyit enacted, ete., That Syracuse, in the State of New York, be, and is 
eae, constituted a port of delivery and that the privileges of immediate 
the wportation of dutiable merchandise conferred by the seventh section of 

© act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘“An act to amend the statutes in relation to 
th edliate rtation of dutiable ee and for other purposes,” be, and 

© same are hereby, extended to said port; and there shall = agony a 
ry, De 
the Treasury, not exceeding $1,000 per annum. 


he mineral at the time of the definite route of location, and it was | f0,80Y place at which there are vot the nec 


| toinclude also the words “ or pension ’’? 








officers for the appratise- 
ment of merchandise and the collection . 

Syracuse is a city of over 100,000 inhabitan The passage of this bill is 
isked by her municipal government and all her large importing houses, of 
which there are many. The imports of the city last year, so far as reported 
to the manufacturers’ exchange, were $1,602,866, and estimating those n 
ported, the amount would exceed $2,000,000. The custodian of the United 
States public building writes that ‘ample room can be provided on 
ond floor of the building” to a comumodnte the proper officials if t 
enacted 

The bill merely mee 


The SPEAKER. 











ts the needs of largely increasing commerce at Syracuse, 


Is there objection to the present « onsideration 


There was no objection. . 

The bill was considered, the amendment recommended by the 
committee was adopted, and the bill as amended ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being read the third time, was 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. POOLE, a motion to rec: 
was laid on the table. 


nsider the last vote 


JOHN C. CUTTER. 

Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 83) for the relief of John 
C. Cutter, first lieutenant, Thirty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby. au- 
thorized and directed to revoke the order accepting the resignation of First 


Lieut. John C. Cutter, Thirty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, on 
January 2, 1864, ‘‘ for the good of the service,” d ue to him an } - 
able discharge as of said date: Provided, That nothing in this act shall 


construed so as to allow the said Cutter any pay, bounty, or other allowar 
» + 


towhich he would not have been entitled under the terms of his origina! 
discharge. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 
port in that case. 

The report (by Mr. PARKER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 88) 


I would like to hear the re- 





entitled ‘*A bill for the relief of John C. Cutter, late fir 1 ant Thirty 
sixth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry,” beg leave to rep« 

This isa bill to authorize and direct the Secretary of War to revoke the 
order accepting Lieutenant Cutter’s resignation on January 2, 1864 “ for the 
good of the service,” and to iss to him an honorable dischar m that 





date, with the usual proviso against pay, bounty, or other allowance 
Lieutenant Cutter was regimental quartermaster under Colonel DRAPER, 
who now introduces this bill. In retreat, November, 1863, fr . 





rom Leno 
Tennessee, he burned the officers’ baggage and some other effects. His af 
davit states that this was for want of wagons and by order of General Fer 
rero, to prevent its falling into the enemy’s hands. The Colonel 1 rted 
that it was from neglect to give personal attention to the transportation, 


| preferred charges of neglect of duty, and withdrew them on receiving his 
| 


resignation. Colonel DRAPER continues: 






“T found it would not go through by a mere ordinary indorsement il 
indorsed it ‘for the good of the service,’ and he was then discharged 

‘As there was nothing in Lieutenant Cutter’s 1 “1 of a dishonorable 
character, he having been a good soldic nd having failed I nat 
ter of carelessness, [ think it no more than fair that this stigma should be 
removed from his name.”’ 

The committee concur in this view, even if Lieutenant Cutter wa ul ‘3, 
which he denies. He could not, and did not, anticipate that his re nation 


would have been accepted dishonorably. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Would the gentleman from Massachusetts 
object to an amendment at the end of the bill, in addition to the 
relinquishment of any pay, bounty,or allowances named there, 
This party would be pen- 
sionable under this bill. 

Mr. DRAPER. I have no objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I offer that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is thereobjection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. McMILLIN was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. DRAPER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 
Under clause2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and joint 
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. him to make a new a but — to furnish the information, 
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resolutions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by 
the Speaker as follows: 

Joint resolution (8. R. 54) authorizing the National Dredging 
Company to proceed with the work of dredging the channel of 
Mobile Harbor, under the direction of the Secretary of War—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Joint resolution (8. R. 65) to print the annual report of the Gen- 
eral Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

A bill (S. 824) to require patents to be issued to land actually set- 
tled under the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the armed occu- 
ni and settlement of the unsettled part of the peninsula of 

‘lorida,” approved August 4, 1842—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

A bill (8. 1820) to confirm the title to certain lands in William 
Morgan and Harrison Moore, and to require the issue of patents 
therefor—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1698) for the rebuilding or repair of the public wharf 
at Sitka, Alaska—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

A bill (8. 1804) to authorize the First National Bank of Sprague, 
Wash., to change its location and name—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 


HARBOR OF MANITOWOC, WIS, 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors to submit a favorable report 
on a resolution of inquiry and ask for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read at length. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask that the report of the com- 
mittee be read. 

The report was read. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Theamendment recommended by 
the committee simply makes the House resolution a joint resolu- 
tion. 

I think there is no opposition to the resolution. The War De- 
partment has the information ready; it will involve no expense, 
and can be returned to the House in a very short time. 

Mr, LOUD. Let me ask the gentleman if the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors would not have that power—to call for any 
information in the hands of the Secretary of War—without this 
resolution? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. We would not have presented this 
resolution if we had the power. 

Mr. LOUD. The question in my mind is whether this resolu- 
tion does not warrant the Secretary of War in going beyond the 
power that you give him in the direction of surveys. If not, it 
seems to me that the committee could get all the information 
without coming into the House. The language is a little indefi- 
nite. 

Of course, I understand that they could not appropriate the 
money until they had the survey; but this is calling substantially 
for a survey not warranted by the law adopted in the last river 
and harbor bill. I can not help thinking that the committee 
would have abundant power to fet the information sought here 
without coming to Congress at all. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman is mistaken, I 
think. The committee discussed the matter very fully. This 
calls simply for the return to the House by the Secretary of War 
of such information as he has now in his possession. This is 
needed for the use of the House and the committee in the consid- 
eration of this matter. Of course the committee do not want 


such as the resolution calls for; a would say to the House and 
to the gentleman from California that the hearing on the matter 
is to come up before the committee on Monday next. A delega- 
tion from that city is present, the information is already in the 
possession of the War Department, and this information can be 
prepared and returned by the Department by Monday next, in 
time for the hearing. 

Mr. LOUD. I am satisfied that the power is already in the 
hands of the committee to get all the information of this kind that 
is available. The only objection is that it seems we are making a 
special case before Congress to authorize the Secretary of War to 
make an additional survey. I simply call attention to it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, I will state, Mr. Speaker, that 
the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors conferred 
with the Secretary of War, or rather with the Chief of Engineers, 
concerning this matter; and it is at na gn of the chair- 
man that the committee this morning p the resolution. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to make the change 
oo resolution from a simple House resolution to a joint reso- 

ution 

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. That is the purpose of the amend- 
ment that has been offered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment which makes the resolution a joint resolution. 

The amendment was adopted. 
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The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and rea] g 
third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the title of this resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that no title has }eoy 
appended to it. 

r. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask leave to withdraw the rego- 

lution, and I will prepare the title. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is withdrawn. 


VESSELS IN ST. MARYS RIVER. 


Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4779) relating to the 
anchorage and movement of vessels in St. Marys River. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he | by 
is, authorized and directed to adopt and prescribe suitable rules and 1 
tions governing the movements and anchorage of vessels and rafts iy 4: 
Marys River, from Point Iroquois, on Lake Superior, to Point Det n 
Lake Huron, and for the purpose of enforcing the observance of suc! 1- 
lations the said Secretary is hereby authorized to detail one or more revenue 
cutters for duty on said river. 


Sxo. 2. That all officers of the hevenue-Cutter Service who are directed to 
enforce the regulations prescribed by tne above rules are hereby em} i 
and directed, in case of necessity, or when a proper notice has bee: @ 
garded, to use the force at their command to remove from channels or stop 
any vessel found violating the prescribed rules. 

Sxc. 8. That in the event of the violation of any such regulations or rules 
of the Secretary of the Treasury by the owners, master, or person in «| ; 


of such vessel, such owners. master, or person in charge shall be liable tog 
penalty of $200, and the vessel, its tackle, apparel, furniture, and cx 
any time used or employed in violation of such regulations, shal 

feited to the United States: Provided, That the Secretary of the T: , 
may remit said fine or release said vessel on such terms as hemay prescribe, 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to hear the report read, or some ex- 
planation. 

Mr. BENNETT. The purpose of the billis simply to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Mocaemey to make regulations to provide 
against accidents in the St. Marys River, through which al! com- 
merce to and from Lake Superior must pass, comprising thou- 
sands of vessels, steam and sail. 

Mr. LOUD. Why do not the present regulations cover it’ 

Mr. BENNETT. Because of the peculiar circumstances exist- 
ing there. There is at present no law governing the movement 
of vessels on and through the St. Marys River beyond the steer- 
ing and sailing rules for the navigation of inland waters. Tho 
channel is only 300 feet wide, and in some places there is barely 
space for large ships to pass. Its enactment has become necessary, 
as rules may properly be made under the provisions of the bill 
which involve no expense in enforcing them. 

The SPEAKER. * there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BENNETT, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS LAKE ST. FRANCIS, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Speaker,I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R.3962) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across Lake St. Francis, in the State of 
Arkansas. 

The bill was read. It provides that the St. Francis Bridge and 
Turnpike Company is hereby authorized to construct, operate, 
and maintain a drawbridge across Lake St. Francis, at or near 
Lake City, in the State of Arkansas, in accordance with such plans 
as the Secretary of War may decide to be necessary in the interest 
of navigation; and the draw shall be constructed in accordance 
with such plans as may be approved by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. I now ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. PATTERSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, having considered 
House bill 3962, recommend that the bill be amended as follows: ; 

a In line 15, section 1, insert the words “ the said company ” before the word 

In ine 21, section 2, insert the words “from sunset to sunrise” after |! 
word bridge,” and in line 23 of same section strike out the words ** when any 
vessel shall s' to ; 

As amended, the committee recommend that the bill do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? : . 

Mr. MAHANY objected, but subsequently withdrew his ob- 
jection. 

, The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the am nd- 


ments copoers by the committee. : 
Mr. 5 GLEY. Is this lake wholly within the State of At 
kansas? 


o 
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Mr. McCULLOCH. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there a navigable river which connects it 
with other States? eee 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Yes; itisin the sunk lands of the St. Fran- 
cis River, which passes through Arkansas and into the State of 
Missouri. This bill has been submitted to the Secretary of War, 
and he has approved it. The committee also approve it. There 
is no objection from any source whatever. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Observing from the language that it was 
wholly within the State of Arkansas, I wished to know whether 
there were navigable waters which connected this lake with other 

ates. 

a McCULLOCH. Yes; there are navigable waters, but at 
this place scarcely any boats pass, and the provisions of the bill 
provide that the bridge shall be constructed in accordance with 
plans approved by the War Department. 

The amendments recommended by the committee, set forth in 
the report, were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McCULLOCH, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

DELIVERY OF LETTERS IN TOWNS AND VILLAGES. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Regular order. 

Mr. SPERRY. 
purpose of allowing 


than five minutes. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 


sideration of the bill (H. R. 5473) concerning the delivery of letters | 


in towns, villages, and other places where no free delivery exists. 
The bill has been unanimously reported by the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. SPERRY. I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ishall have to insist on the regular order. 
The consideration of that bill will take three or four hours. It 
will lead to a long debate. 

Mr. SPERRY. No, it will not; it simply gives people a chance 
to doa certain thing and pay for it themselves, and there ought 
to be no objection to it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There may not be, but I know it will 
lead to a long debate, and I shall have to insist on the regular 
order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ihave no desire to object to that bill, but I 
desire that it lie over. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


CERTAIN EMPLOYEES OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report 
from the Committee on Accounts. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred sundry resolutions, 
to wit: 

“1. Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed 
to appoint an additional reading clerk, whose term of office and salary, to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House, shall be the same as that now 
provided by law for a reading clerk of the House of Representatives. 

“2. Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be, and hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to employ J. Y. Jamieson as special employee, his duties to exchange 

mublic documents for members of the House, at a salary of $900 per annum, 
he same to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

“3. Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to appoint Fred S. Bishop as assistant clerk 
in the office which directs the special binding of = documents for the per- 
sonal use of members of Congress, at a salary of $1,600 per annum, to be paid 
out of the contingent fand of the House until other provision is made therefor. 

“4. Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency be, and is 
hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer and wearer, so long as may 
be necessary, for a period not to exceed three months from the adoption of 
this resolution, the same to be appointed by the chairman of the committee, 
subject to the aaron of the committee, and to be paid out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House at the rate of $6 per day. 

“5. Resolved, That the employees of the House of Representatives be paid 
bere salaries semimonthly instead of monthly, the same as the other Depart- 

ents. 

“6. Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to sais E. J. Totten as a clerk at a salary of $1,200 per 
annum, beginning on the Ist day of January, 1896, and also one skilled laborer 
at a salary of $800 per annum, such salaries to be paid cut of the contingent 
fund of the House of Representatives. The said employees to be assigned to 
duty in the Clerk's document room of the House and to attend to the folding, 
pe ing, sna shipping of the books and documents of the Fifty-second and 

ifty-third Vongresaee, and perform such other duties as may be required. 
nell Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and is 
pereby, authorized to employ a stenographer and ae so long as may 

> , for a period not to exceed three months from the adoption of 
this resolution, the same to be appointed by the chairman of the committee, 
= ect to the approval of the committee, and to be paid out of the contingent 
und of the House at the rate of $6 per day. 
e * Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and 
th ereby, authorized to employ 15 folders during the session and one month 
sereatter, at $75 per month each, and that the Clerk of the House be directed 
others the above a out of the contingent fund of the House until 

‘herwise provided for. 
wot Resolved, 'That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and is hereby, author- 

to PB & superintendent of the ladies’ reception room at a compensa- 
tion of per annum "— 


ris leave to report as follows: 
providing for an additional reading clerk is disapproved. 


I ask the gentleman to withhold that for the | 
me to present a bill which will not take more | 





| 


j 





The resolution providing for the appointment of J. \ 
employee for the exchange of public documents for 
disapproved 

rhe resolution providing for the appointm 
clerk in the office which directs the 


Jamieson as special 
members of the House is 


nt of 


l Fred S. Bishop as assistant 
bind 


special ft public documents for 





the personal use of members of Congress is disapproved 

The resolution providing for the payment of salaries to employees of the 
House semimonthly instead of mor chly is disapproved 

The resolution providing for the appointment of E. J. Totten asa clerk, 
and also one skilled laborer, both to be assigned to duty in the Clerk's docus 
ment room, is disapproved 

The resolution providing for the employment of 15 folders during the ses- 


sion, and one month thereafter, is herewith returned, with the r 
tion that the same be adopted 

Resokutions Nos. 4 and 7 authorize the Committee on | J 
and the Committee on the District of Columbia to each employ a stenographer 
and typewriter for a period not to exceed three months, at the rate of $6 per 
lay each 

Your committee are of the opinion that the exigencies of the situation jus- 
tify it in recommending that a reasonable amount be allowed these two com- 
mittees for the employment of stenographers for a limited period, and to that 
end submit the accompanying resolution as a substitute for those presented 


commenda- 


tanking and Currency 


to it, and recommend the adoption of same. 7 
Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the following 
resolution: 


That the chairmen of the Committees on Banking and Currency and the 
District of Columbia be authorized to expend not to ex 

pensation for the employment of stenographers anc 
current session of Congress, the same to be paid out 
of the House. - 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
resolution just read. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. ALDRICH, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the substitute was agreed to was laid on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I ask for the passage of the next resolution 
now, Mr. Speaker. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, a 
ized toemploy 15 folders during the session, and { 


cceed $150 each as com- 





typewriters during the 


I move the adoption of the substitute for the 







ne month ther 


per month each; and that the Clerk of the House be directed to pay the above 
employees out of the contingent fund of the House until otherwise provided 
lor 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. ALDRICH, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

EXPERTS FOR COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged 
report from the Committee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the aces mpany ing reso- 
lution authorizing the Committee on Ways and Meaus to employ a suitable 


expert or experts, and to have done such printing as may be necessary, the 
expense of such services and printing not to exceed the sum of $1,500, the 
same to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, beg to report and 
veonmanendl the adoption of the same. 

We attach herewith a report cf the Committee o1 
subject. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas it is desirable to foster and extend the export of the surplus agrt- 


1 Ways and Means on the 


cultural and manufactured products of the United States to foreign coun- 
tries; and 

Whereas in certain countries the importation of these products is pro- 
hibited or restricted and subjected to burdensome inspection, intentional 


overvaluation, or discriminating duties: Therefore 

Beit resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be, and is hereby, di- 
rected to prepare and submit tothis House a report which shall show in what 
countries such restrictions, regulations, or discriminations are in force, of 
what they consist, the causes alleged therefor, their effect upon our foreign 
commerce, and the effect upon the commercial treaties or agreements with 
foreign countries entered into after October 31, 189, upon our trade with 
those countries, and also the effect of the subsequent abandonment of such 
treaties 2 that trade. 

Resolved, That for the purposes of making such investigation and report 
the committee be, and hereby is, authorized to employ a suitable expert or 
experts, and to have done such printing as may be necessary, the expense of 
such services and printing not to exceed the sum of $1,500, the same to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. CRISP. 
Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Ona report from the Committee on Accounts, 

Mr. CRISP. The Committee on Accounts reporting a resolu- 
tion directing the Committee on Ways and Means to do something? 

TheSPEAKER. It was originally reported from the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and referred to the Committee on Accounts, 

Mr. CRISP. I make the point, Mr. Speaker, that the Commit- 
tee on Accounts has no jurisdiction to so present that resolution 
as to make it privileged. The rules provide that reports from the 
Committee on Accounts touching expenditure out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House are privileged, and no other report from 
that committee. 

The SPEAKER. This provides for payment out of the contin- 
gent fund. 

Mr. CRISP. But, Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this resolution is 
to direct another committee to perform another service, and inci- 
dentally — that in the performance of that they may use 
a sum of money from the contingent fund. Now, surely, Mr, 


The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
How did that resolution get before the House, 
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Speaker, it could never be contended that a resolution of that sort 
would be privileged under the rule which permits the Committee 
on Accounts to report a resolution disposing of the contingent 
fund. That is a mere incident. The purpose of this resolution 
is to direct another committee of the House to perform certain 
acts; and I submit, in the first place, that the Committee on Ac- 
counts has no such jurisdiction; and, in the second place, if the 
committee has jurisdiction, that they can not report it as a priv- 
ileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question as to the privilege might be sub- 
ject to discussion, the House having referred it to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

— CRISP. How did the House refer it to the Committee on 
ccounts? 

The SPEAKER. It was presented in a report from the Com- 
mittee on Ways -and Means, and as the Chair recollects, in open 
House it was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CRISP. You state that this was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means? 

The SPEAKER. It was reported from the Committee on Ways 
and Means and the question was raised in regard to the expense. 

Mr. CRISP. I did not so understand. Let me ask the gentle- 
man from Maine {Mr. DINGLEY], or some gentleman on the Com- 
mittee on Waysand Means, wasthis resolution favorably reported 
from the committee? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It was favorably reported by the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and being reported, the point of order hav- 
ing been made that it provided for an expenditure from the con- 
tingent fund, then, by the House, it was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts, which gives the Committee on Accounts 
jurisdiction, the only point being in reference to expenditure from 
the contingent fund. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I submit that the committee 
which has really-—— 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Georgia has the floor, 
unless he yields. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the Speaker be kind enough to direct that-the 
resolution be again read, so that some of my colleagues who were 
present may be able to remember something about it. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will again 
be reported. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, Mr. Speaker, the point is this: The House 
has never adopted this resolution. It was introduced, went to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, I am informed, was reported 
back favorably by that committee, and referred by the House, if 
you please, to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I will state 
exactly the status of the resolution. 

Mr. CRISP. I would be very glad for the gentleman to do so. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was reported wy the Committee on Ways 
and Means to the House by myself. e report was made in the 
open House, whereupon I asked unanimousconsent for the present 
consideration of the Objection was made by the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], and thereupon I asked unan- 
imous consent that resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Accounts, because it carried with it an appropriation from the 
contingent fund, and could not be eonathere in the House against 
an objection unless that committee had first considered it, and by 
unanimous consent it was referred by the House to the Committee 
on Accounts, and is now reported from that committee back to 
the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the rule provides, among the com- 
mittees that shall have leave to report at any time: 


The Committee on Accounts, of all matters of expenditure of the contin- 
gent fund of the House. 


Now, the resolution which has just been read is for what? It 
is a resolution to authorize and require a certain investigation. 
Incidental to that investigation is an expenditure which may or 
may not be made out of the contingent fund of the House. That 
resolution has been referred to the Committee on Accounts by 
unanimous consent. I concede, as suggested by the Speaker, that 

haps would give the committee jurisdiction of the whole reso- 
ution; but it does not follow that that would make the whole res- 
olution privileged when reported from the Committee on Accounts. 

The regular method would have been to introduce a resolution 

viding for the payment of the expenditures of the Committee on 
ays and Means to a given amount ——— this work. That 
would be proper after the House had authorized the Committeg on 
Ways and Means to perform the work. But the peculiar situation 
re here is that a resolution whichis referred to the Commit- 
on Accounts, no matter the House or by an individ- 
ual, and which instructs another committee of the House to enter 
upon & certain investigation, is reported back here as a matter of 
privilege, and it is contended that because it incidentally provides 


for the payment of certain expenses outi of the contingent fur, 


the House the resolution thereby becomes privileged. I subm 
the judgment of the Speaker, if he will reflect on it a momen} 
to whether that is a proper contention. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Let me ask the gentleman from Georgia | 
a report from the Committee on Accounts, recommending an 
propriation of $1,500 from the contingent fund to pay an ex) 
for the Committee on Ways and Means, differs in principle { 
a report by the Committee on Accounts providing for the pay 
of a stenographer or any other assistant required by a commit 

TheSPEAKER. The point the gentleman from Georgia m 
as the Chair understands it, is not in regard to the expendit 
but in regard to the resolution going beyond that and dire 
the Committee on Ways and Means to make a certain inves 
tion. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But that is a matter that has been alread 
termined by the Committee on Waye and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution directing the expendity 
$1,500 from the contingent fund of the House, taken alone, 1 
not be obnoxious to the objection; but the question is whet 
joined to the other proposition, which has not received the 
tion of the House, it can be the subject of a privileged report 
der the rule. That is a point on which the Chair would be ; 
have some authority cited. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, no recommendation of an a) 
priation from the contingent fund can come before the |! 
without being joined with some other proposition for the u 
that appropriation. The House has to vote upon that questi 
well as upon the question of expenditure, and the matters « 
intermingled that it seems to me they can hardly be separ 
When an expenditure is recommended for a certain pur): 


for instance, for an additional clerk, or whatever the purpose 11: 


be, the resolution always embraces both questions. 


The SPEAKER. But while the Committee on Printing ha 


the privilege of reporting upon all matters relating to the !! 
printing, yet if they or to print for an Executive Depart 
the resolution ceases to be privileged, even though it may in 
something for the House. The 
general course of the decisions. 


Mr. PAYNE. AsI understand it, the Committee on Printin 
has jurisdiction of all matters relating to printing and the aj) 


priations for that purpose. 


The SPEAKER. But it has not privilege as to all matt 


relating 2 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attentio: 
the Chair to two points. 
propositions. The first is, to expend a portion of the contin 
und, over which that committee has absolute jurisdiction. 
other is, to make an investigation over which that com» 
would have no jurisdiction in the world unless by jurisiic! 
having been conferred through the reference of the resolutic 


1 


hair thinks that has been the 


FEBRUARY 15, 


is 


e 


This resolution contains two distinct 


Now, the rules provide that, as to one class of its duties, the 


reports of the Committee on Accounts are privileged: bu! t 


means, at least by implication, that as to all other matters i 


not privileged. Therefore, when a report comes in embra 
two subjects-matter, one of which is privileged and the oth 
privileged, the nonprivileged matter carries the whole to 
ground so far as the question of consideration is concerned 


addition to that, to show to what extent we would go in absurdity 
if we should adopt the contrary rule, if the contention of the gun- 


tlemen who hold that this matter can be considered as privi! 


under the rules is true, then all that will be necessary to con 


jurisdiction on the Committee on Accounts to direct every « 
committee of this House as to what it shall consider and |: 


shall consider it will be to attach a little item of expendit\: . 


the resolution providing for the investigation, and that wi! 
the Committee on Accounts jurisdiction to report at any ti 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I have here a decision bea 
a this question by Mr. Speaker Carlisle, in the second s 
of the Fiftieth Congress, reported in volume 90 of the Co» 
SIONAL RECORD, page 47,in which was considered the quest 
to what effect nonprivileged matter in a report would have ' 
the privileged character of the report. 


this report just presented by the Committee on Accounts con' 


nonprivileged matter which in effect destroys the privileged 


acter of the report. Now, if that were true, I have no hesitan 


saying that the point of order is well taken; but the Speaker \ 


recognize the fact that the privileged part of this report '- 
appropriation of $1,500 from the contingent fund of the H. 
and that connected with that proposition is the purpose for w'! 
the appropriation is to be e. How can the ( 
counts present a report appropriating money from the contin: 


fund of the House without expressing the purpose for whic! 
money is to be expended? 5 
Now, that is all that that part of the resolution does which 


gentleman from Tennessee 


That, as I understand 
is the point which the gentleman from Tennessee now makes. | 


mmittee on - 


t 


Lhe 


he 


is nonprivileged. It is merely 











1896. 


an expression of the purpose for which the appropriation is to be 





made, and in the case which I have here Speaker Carlisle held 
that it the nonprivileged matter in a report was essential to the 
accomplishment of that which was privileged, then the nonprivi- 
leged matter did not destroy the privileged character of the report. 
The question arose in that case on a bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands for the protection of the public lands and 
forfeiture of certain land grants, but the bill contained other pro- 


visions which were claimed to be nonprivileged, and in the first | 


session of the Fiftieth Congress, upon the same bill, Mr. Cox, of 
New York, who was temporarily occupying the chair, ruled that 
the nonprivileged matter did destroy the privileged character of 
the report. Thesame bill came up at the beginning of the second 


session of the Fiftieth Congress when Mr. Carlisle was in the chair, | 


and he was called upon to pass on the correctness of the decision 
made by Mr. Cox, and he overruled that decision, and in doing so 
used this language: 

The second section, which directs the Attorney-General to institute suits, 
provides simply a means for the accomplishment of the object which the bill 
contemplates; and the Chair thinks that the point raised by the gentleman 


from New York, that nonprivileged matter can not be connected with ss 
,and | 


Jeged matter ina bill, does not arise in thisinstance. The Chair has held, a 
will continue to hold, that nonprivileged matter can not be connected with 
privileged matter, unless it be something which is essential to the accomplish 
ment of that part of the bill which is privileged; and the Chair thinks that is 
the case here. Withgreat respect for the opinion of the gentleman from New 
York who presided when this question was presented before, the Chair feels 
constrained to hold that this is a matter of privilege, and so decides. 


Now, in the present instance, I take it that the purpose for 


which the money is to be expended, being expressed in the same 


resolution, does not destroy, in accordance with the ruling I have 
just cited, the privileged character of the report. It is essential 
to the accomplishment of the purpose of the resolution, which 
itself is privileged; and being so, and necessarily so, is carried 
with that part of the report which is privileged; otherwise it is 
impossible, as suggested to me by the gentleman from Iowa, to 
divide the matter and make an intelligent report. 


Certainly the Speaker would not hesitate to hold that a report | 
simply to appropriate money out of the contingent fund, without | 


expressing any purpose for which it is to be ——— could 
not be entertained or considered by the House. } 


properly, too, by unanimous consent of the House, have consid- 
ered the advisability of making the appropriation for the purpose 
contemplated and expressed in the resolution. 
cumstances it seems impossible for the Speaker to hold otherwise 
than that that part of the resolution which does not relate directly 
to the expenditure of money from the contingent fund should be 
considered as privileged when connected with admittedly privi- 
leged matter, because it is an essential part of the resolution, which 
would otherwise authorize the appropriation of money from the 
contingent fund without providing any purpose whatever to which 
it is to be applied. 

In the Manual, on page 528, this reference is made to the ques- 
tion under consideration: 

Asa general rule the insertion of matter not privileged in a proposition 
otherwise a destroys the privileged character of the report. The 
rule is, however, liberally construed, and if the proposed addition is substan- 
tially in aid of the privileged object the whole matter is held to be privileged. 

And I think this resolution comes clearly within the rule here 
stated in the Manual, and is also supported by the ruling I have 
already cited made by Mr. Carlisle and the Fiftieth Congress. If 


the p for which the expenditure is authorized is not essen- | 
tial to the accomplishment of that part of the resolution which | 


authorizes the expenditure, then it would be such nonprivileged 


matter as would destroy the privileged character of the report. | 


But such is not the case. Take away the purpose of the resolu- 
tion or the object of the expenditure and nothing remains; hence 
it must be essential, and if essential, it does not have that effect. 

Mr. CRISP. If the Chair has any doubts whatever on the prop- 
sition I will ask to say a word or two. 

It seems tome, Mr. Speaker, that it must be so plain that there can 
be no doubt whatever about it. A resolution is introduced for the 
purpose of requiring the Committee on Ways and Means to perform 
a certain duty. That isthe object of the resolution. No man in 
looking at that resolution ever could have denominated it as a 


resolution to pay money out of the contingent fund of the House. | 


It was simply a resolution directing the Committee on Ways and 


Means to perform a certain duty. That resolution would be re- | 
ferred ty the Speaker, as it was referred by him, to the Commit- | 


tee on Ways and Means. That is conclusive of the idea that the 
Speaker thought that committee had jurisdiction of the proposi- 
tion. The committee considered it an reported it back. 


But the committee, mark you, did not ask the judgment of the | 


ouse upon it. If tae Committee on Ways and Means had re- 


ported that resolution back, striking out the appropriation, and | 


the House had adopted the resolution instructing the committee 


padetarm the duty that the resolution contemplated, then a reso- 


by the gentleman from Maine, or some other 
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mittee in this case, having had jurisdiction of the matter, and | 
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member of the committee, providing for the payment from the 
contingent fund of the House of a sufficient sum to enable the 
committee to perform the duty, would have been privileged. But 
to hold that this is privileged because it incidentally provides for 
a payment from the contingent fund would be to hold that if I 
| should introduce a resolution to-morrow directing the Committee 
on Agriculture to make an investigation and providing at the 
same time for an expenditure of $100 from the contingent fund, 
that no matter what the character of the resolution may be. the 
Committee on Accounts could take it because of that addition and 
make it privileged. If I introduce a resolution to investigate the 
Navy Department, or the construction of ships, and attach a pro- 
| vision that the incidental expense necessary to the investigation is 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, that, under the 
contention of my friend from Minnesota, would make it privileged. 

Now, this resolution reported from the Committee on Ways and 
Means is not privileged. The Committee on Ways and Means 
have the privilege of reporting at any time on certain measures. 


This is not a measure of that character. All bills or resolutions 
which the committee may repor* on are not privileged. But, by 
this mere act of referring it to the Committee on Accounts, the ven- 


| tleman contends that committee has jurisdiction to report it at 
any time,and makes privileged a matter that would otherwise 
not be privileged. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would ask the gentleman what 
effect the fact that the House had received by unanimous consent 
the report of the Committee on Ways and Means and acted upon 
it by referring it to the Committee on Accounts would have on the 
question of privilege? 

Mr. CRISP. How was it referred? 

The SPEAKER. It was referred to the Committee on Accounts 
by the House. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. 

The SPEAKER. 
highest form. 

Mr. CRISP. 
measure? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker Carlisle on a similar occasion 
held that such a reference was simply like a unanimous vote of 
the House referring the matter, carrying no other authority; and 
it will not be insisted upon that the House acted on the funda- 
mental proposition involved in this resolution at all. 

The SPEAKER. The point which the Chair is suggesting is 
the reception by the House and then committing it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But then, Mr. Speaker, the House was bound 
to receive it. We then presume that the House was not satisfied 
| with the action of the Ways and Means Committee and determined 
to try another committee, and it places iton no higher ground 
than if it had been introduced originally and sent to that com- 
mittee. It is a recommittal of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman allow me one 
| question? 

Mr. CRISP. But, Mr. Speaker, the point is this: Concede that 
the House referred it. Concede that the House referred it by a 
| vote, or by unanimous consent. Unless there went with it the 
right to report at any time, the Committee on Accounts acquire 
jurisdiction of it by the reference of the House simply as they 
would have acquired jurisdiction by a private reference; and when 
it reaches the Committee on Accounts its privileged character is 
to be determined by the resolution. Now, what is the resolution? 
What would you denominate it if you were speaking of that res- 
olution? Would you denominate it a resolution to appropriate 
money from the contingent fund of the House? Would you not 
denominate it a resolution authorizing the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee to make investigation? If you would, Mr. Speaker, then 
the Committee on Accounts has no right to report at any time a 
| resolution authorizing the Committee on Ways and Means to make 
| an investigation. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the question is too plain for 

| argument. The rule invoked by the gentleman would absolutely 
overturn the rules of the House, and overturn the decisions here- 

tofore made on these questions, that the insertion of matter not 

| privileged in a proposition otherwise privileged destroys the priv- 
| ileged character of the report. That is the general rule, the sensi- 
| ble rule, and if it be not now maintained, then, Mr. Speaker, 

around this Committee on Accounts, which was designed and in- 

tended merely to disburse the contingent fund of the House, can 

| be gathered and reported all the important business of the House 

of Representatives. 
| 
| 
| 
} 


By unanimous consent. 
That is action by the House, perhaps, in the 


How would that change the character of the 





Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. CRISP. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Suppose this resolution, having been reported 
by the Committee on Ways and Means of the House, had gone onto 
the Calendar and come up for consideration, being called up by 
| that committee. Does the gentleman say that it could have been 
| considered in this House against the objection of any member— 
| providing as it does for the appropriation of money from the con- 
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tingent fund of the House—without first having been considered 
by the Committee on Accounts? 
Mr. CRISP. That portion of it, perhaps, could not. 


Mr. TAWNEY. How can you separate the parts of the reso- 
lution? It would take away from it its purpose, and you would 
have no resolution at all. 

Mr. CRISP. Since I have been here it has been the uniform 
rule, so far as I know, that where a committee reports back a reso- 
lution for an investigation they either report it appropriating the 
money or they make no provision for it, and when the committee 
is directed to doa thing, the chairman of that committee intro- 
duces a resolution reciting that, whereas the committee has been 
directed to make an investigation, resolved, that a certain sum be 
appropriated out of the contingent fund for that purpose. That 
resolution goes to the Committee on Accounts; but they do not 
consider the propriety of making the investigation. That is no 
part of the business of the Committee on Accounts; but they 
merely consider the propriety of appropriating money to enable 
the expenses of that investigation to be paid out of the contingent 


fund. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman allow me one 
question? 

Mr. CRISP. Seeueee 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As I understand the gentleman 
from Georgia, his objection is not to the fact that the Committee 
on Accounts have now jurisdiction of the resolution? 

Mr. CRISP. That is — 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But his objection is to the ques- 
tion of its privileged character? 

Mr. CRISP. That is it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. When the House, by unanimous 
consent committed this resolution, it had embodied in it not only 
the appropriation of the money, but the direction for its expendi- 
ture. Now, did not that clothe this committee with authority to 
report the resolution? 

r. CRISP. Suppose you grant that. The question is, is it 
privileged? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The committee reporting a reso- 
lution which it has jurisdiction of, which provides for the expend- 
iture of money and states the purpose of expenditure, it seems to 
me carries with it the right to report it as a | presser om question. 

Mr. CRISP. To me it seems so plain that I do not caretoargue 
it further, merely suggesting that if you adopt that practice, it 
embarrasses or —_ of the socesdin gs of this House. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The faultmay perhaps be with the 
House in consenting to clothe this committee with the jurisdic- 
tion of the whole matter. 

Mr. CRISP. But that can not give authority to the committee 
to report at any time unless the House consents that they may 
report at any time. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. But the Housecommitted the reso- 
lution to the committee and the committee have that privilege. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Just one word in reply to the gentleman from 
Georgia. I fail to see, after reading paragraph 57 of Rule XI, how 
he can possibly attach to this report the limitations that he now 
seeks to attach to it: 


The following-named committees shall have leave to report at any time on 
the matters herein stated. 


Then it goes on to name the committees—and to the Committee 
on Accounts touching all matters of expenditures of the contin- 
gent fund of the House. Now, the only question is whether or 
not that part of the resolution which does not expressly relate to 
the expenditure of money from the contingent fund is nonprivi- 
1 , or, in other words, is not essential to that part of the reso- 
lution which is clearly privileged, and which the gentleman from 
Georgia himself admits is privileged in this resolution, and if itis 
essential tothe accomplishment of that which is made a privilege 
by the rules of the House, then it certainly retains its privileged 

ter, notwithstanding the fact that it directs a committee of 

this House to make a certain investigation which the gentleman 
“—* nonprivileged. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair thinks—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. One moment. I think that a great deal de- 
pends in this matter upon the force that is given to the resolution, 
which apparently directs the Committee on Ways and Means to 
do a thing which they are already authorized to do. It was en- 
tirely unnecessary that it should have been put in that form, 
because the Committee on Waysand Means have entire authority 
now to a this whole question of reciprocity and the effect 
of reciprocal legislation. They do not need any authority. The 
only thing they come to the House for is authority to appoint an 
expert in order to on their business, just the same as commit- 
tees come in here and ask for a sten her to carry on their 
business. If this resolution had been couched in this form: 


Ressiued, Zhoh Sor the purpose of airy inte the offsets of 

a t duties the Comfuittee on Ways aid Meats is of 's0. to be pala 
an an expense 

Pee cc aeet teht'es Eee 


there could be no question of its being privileged when reported 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 































































FEBRUARY 15, 


from the Committee on Accounts. It is simply the form in w) 
it is presented that gives an appearance of giving authority 
we are giving some authority to the Committee on Ways 
Means that they do not now have. We do give particular 
thority that the committee has not now. All that the Com 
on Ways and Means asks is that they shall have authority in 
ducting the investigation which they have determined to ; 
to expend not to exceed $1,500 from the contingent fund « 
House in the employment of experts or otherwise. 
Mr. GROUT. Then, if the gentleman will allow me a 
gestion, it is simply a question of expense. 
Mr. DINGLEY. There is noauthority given in this resolu} 
Mr. CRISP. Then the gentleman did not hear the resol; 
Mr. DINGLEY. I confess the resolution is couched in a | 
that appears to give authority to the Committee on Ways 4 
Means. , 
Mr. CRISP. It directs them. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I confess it does in that particular form: }); 
as the gentleman from Georgia is well aware, while it appea: 
the form as presented to give them authority, it is simply thy 
the Committee on Ways and Means shall have authority to ein)) 
an expert. That is all they ask for, and a mere change in { 
phraseology of the resolution would at once remove every 0))jec- 
tion that can be urged against it. 
Mr. LOUD. I would like to make a suggestion. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that the form is very 
distinct. It has within it the conferring of authority upon a com- 
mittee that is certainly not a privileged matter upon which the 
Committee on Accounts can report, and the fact that they haye 
the —- of reporting on expenditures out of the contingent 
fund does not give them the peivieg? of reporting upon nonpriv- 
ileged matters. That is the general principle that runs through 
the rules of the House. And the Chair is very glad, in deciding 
that the resolution is not in order, that it does not prevent the 
Committee on Ways and Means from presenting it, as the chair- 
man suggests, in proper form to obtain the report from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 
Mr. DINGLEY. The committee will simply changé the phrase- 
m4 to make it conform to the rules. 
r. LOUD. Thesuggestion thatI desired to make was to with- 
draw the resolution so as to avoid this contention. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I withdraw the report. 
The SPEAKER. The report is withdrawn. 


REPORT OF MAJ. ANSON MILLS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged resolution 
from the Committee on Printing. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc,, That there be printed at the earliest day practicable 500 copies, 
ih separate form, with paper covers, of the report of Maj. Anson Mills, United 
States Army, dated October 10, 1889, to the Director of the Geological Survey 


on the subject of his investigations and surveys foran international dam and 
reservoir on the RioGrande del Norte for the purpose of controlling the flood 
waters of said river and preserving the boundary between the United States 
and Mexico, with the five appendixes, A, B, C, D, and E, attached thereto, 
using the same plates for d. ams and maps that were used in the printing 
of the Annuals of the Geological Survey, eleventh, part second, pages 51 and 
56, and thirteenth, part third, page 410. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois who 
offered the resolution. 

Mr. HITT. The number of copies provided to be printed is 50. 
The document is one really having little or no interest to most of 
the members of the House. The resolution was introduced at the 
request of the Secretary of State, the minister from Mexico, and 
the commissioners who are now engaged upon the boundary ‘is- 

ute. The documents in question are technical in character. 
ow that they would be of very little concern to members, and 
therefore I move to amend by inserting after the word * printed” 
“for the use of the Committee on Foreign Affairs.” I can assure 
the House that the committee will have a proper number of thie 
documents sent to the Secretary of State fd the Mexican minis- 
ter, and to those gentlemen of the House who have districts t)at 
are concerned in the Southwestern portion of the country. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF TIME IN WHICH SUITS MAY BE BROUGHT TO VA‘ 
AND ANNUL PATENTS UPON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a priviles« 
report from the Committee on Public Lands, 
¢ bill was read, as follows: 

A bill to provide for the extension of the time within which suits may ' 
brought to vacate and annul patents upon public lands, and for otc 
purposes. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United >’ 
of America in Congress assembled, That suits by the United States to vaca 
and annul any patent to lands heretofore erroneously issued under as)" 
grant shall we be t within five years from the } eof this act, 
and suits to vacate and annul patents hereafter issued shall only be brows)t 
within ten years after the date of the issuance of such patents. But 5° 
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atent to any lands held by a bona fide purchaser shall be vacated or annulled, 

ut the right and title of such purchaser is hereby confirmed. 

SEC. 2. Phat if ony pore claiming to be a bona fide purchaser of any lands 
erroneously patented or certified shall present his claim to the Secretary of 
the Interior prior to the institution of a suit to cancel a patent or certifica- 
tion, and if it shall appear that he is a bona fide purchaser, the Secretary of 
the Interior shall request that suit be brought in such case against the pat- 
entee, or the corporation, company, person, or association of pees for whose 
benefit the certification was made, for the value of said land, which in no case 
shall be less than minimum Government price thereof nor more than the 
am the itle of such claimant shall stand confirmed. An adverse decision by 
the Secretary of the Interior on the bona fides of such claimant shall not_be 
conclusive of his rights, and if such claimant or one claiming to be a bona fide 
purchaser, but who has not submitted his claim to the Secretary of the Inte 
rior, is made a party to such suit, and if found by the court to be a bona fide 
purchaser’, the court shall decree a confirmation of the title and shall render 
a decree in behalf of the United States for the value of the land as herein- 
before provided. ang bona fide purchaser of lands patented or certified toa 
railroad company, and who is not made a party of such suit, and who has not 
submitted his claim to the Secretary of the Interior, may establish his right 
as such bona fide purchaser in any United States court having jurisdiction 
of the subject-matter, or at his option, as prescribed in sections 3 and 4 of 
chapter 376 of the acts of the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Sec. 3. That if at any time prior to the institution of suit by the Attorney- 
General to cancel any patent or certification of lands erroneously patented 
or certified, a claim or statement is presented to the Secretaryof the Inte- 
rior by or on behalf of any person or persons, corporation or corporations, 
claiming that such person or persons, corporation or corporations, is a 
bona fide purchaser or are bona fide purchasers of any patented or certified 
land by deed or contract, or otherwise, from or through the original patentee 
or corporation to which patent or certification was issued, no suit or action 
shall be brought to cancel or annul the patent or certification for said land 
until such claim is investigated in said Department of the Interior; and if it 
shall appear that such person or corporation is a bona fide a as afore- 
said, or that such persons or corporations are such bona fide purchasers, then 
no such suit shall instituted and the title of such claimant or claimants 
shall stand confirmed; but the Secretary of the Interior shall request that 
suit be brought in such case against the patentee, or the corporation, com 
pany, person, or association of persons for whose benefit the patent was issued 
or certification was made for the value of the land, as hereinbefore specified. 


Amendments recommended by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 


Line 4 of section 1, after the words “ under a,’’ insert the words “ railroad, 
Mexican, Spanish, or other.” 

Also,after the word ‘‘ patents,” in lines 8 and 9, insert “and the limitation 
of section 8 of chapter 561 of the acts of the second session of the Fifty-first 
Congress and amendments thereto is extended accordingly as to the patents 
herein referred to.”’ 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consideration 
of this bill. 
The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 


Jn the 17th day of January, 1896, the President sent to Congress a message 
in relation to the expiration of the limitation provided in the act of March 
8, 1891. Under the act of March 3, 1887 (24 Stat L., 256), the Interior Depart- 
ment was directed to adjust all the various railway and other land grants as 
speedily as practicable,and whenever it was ascertained that lands had been 
erroneously patented the law provided that actions should be brought to 
cancel the same. 

Provision:: are embraced in the act of 1887 to protect settlers and purchasers 
by giving them preferential rights in case of the cancellation of their patents. 

These pr ings of necessity caused much disturbance among land titles, 
and although the purpose involved was the laudable one of protecting the 
Government by correcting mistakes and overturning fraudulent patents, a 
sense of insecurity and loss of confidence in the integrity of patent titles be- 
came a serious drawback to the settlement and improvement of some parts 
of the country. 5 

In order that all these questions might be speedily adjusted, and that any 
proposed litigation for the purpose of annulling patent titles should be 
promptly brought, the limitation act of 1891 was passed, requiring that all 
such suits as to patents already issued should be commenced within five 
years, or prior to March 3, 1896, and that as to patents subsequently issued 
cuits oe ae the same should be brought within six years after the date of 

e patent. 

The Commissioner of the Land Office on the 18th of December, 1895, ad- 
dressed a communication to the Secretary of the Interior, suggesting an ex- 
tension of time by amendment to the act of 1891. The Secretary of the In- 
terior communicated with the President upon the subject, recommending 
the repeal of the limitation altogether. Thereupon the President sent a mes- 
mee on a potdect to Congress, asking for a repeal of section 8 of the act of 


arch 3, 1891. 

We will set out in an appendix to this report the message and other com- 
munications above referred to. 

The Committee on the Public Lands have patiently examined the whole 
subject and invited before them all persons interested in the question, as 
also the Assistant Attorney-General for the Department of the Interior and 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

There has been a large variety of land grants which will be affected by the 

roposed extension of the limitation. The Commissioner of the General Land 

fice was of the opinion that it would require ten years more to adjust the 
grant under the act of 1887, and therefore thought the limitation should be 
extended ten years. 

In the adjustment of these grants it is not practicable for more than from 
two to four clerks in the General Land Office to work at one time without 
hay duplicates made of certain lists or records. With this small force the 
adjustment has slowly proceeded for the last nine years, and over 60,000,000 
acres still remain w usted. It appears, however, that by active diligence 
about 12,000,000 acres have been adjusted in the last year. At this rate the 
work could be completed in five years more. 

But evenif it could not be done with the present force, the committee are of 

¢ opinion that duplicate copies of lists and documents or records ought to 

made to expedite this work, and that the time ought not to be extended 
more than five years. 

While it is important that the rights of the Government should be cared for, 
and that a reasonable time for adjustment of these patented grants should be 
given, it is alsoof the highest importance that the validity of the Government 
patents should be examined as speedily as practicable so that former settlers 
and those who wish to become settlers or purchasers of these lands may know 
that Government pat issued by the highest authority of the nation 


evidence of a final and complete character that the Government's 
title has been lawfully transferred. . 


XXVIII—111 





id by the purchaser to the original grantee of the United States, | 
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Under existing law, and in the absence of any limitation, a settler may 
buy a home upon one of these grants, and after occupying it for years, under 
the faith of a patent regularly issued and recorded, find himself made a party 
to a long, vexatious, and expensive litigation, and in the end be permitted 
to buy the land again from the Government or to enter it under the home 
stead laws. 

That such a thing may occur for a reasonable time is perhaps the necessary 
consequence of fraud and mistake in patents, but that such a condition 
should be kept open without limit is an intolerable blemish upon the titles 
purporting to come from the Government. If a private individual sells and 
conveys lands, and they pass into innocent hands, the purchaser is protected 
as against his grantor, and time will protect him against all comers. But as 
against the United States, in the absence of alimitation law, he is never secure 
and may be subjected to annoyance and expense and possible loss of his land 
at any time. 

A private individual may have obtained a patent for a homestead, tree 
claim, or preemption claim, and after selling the same the purchaser, who has 
bought upon the faith of the Government patent, may be harassed by pro- 
ceedings in the courts hundreds of miles away, with a possible appeal to the 
expensive forms of the court of appeals, and the still more expensive and 
clogged tribunal of the United States Supreme Court 

To remedy these defects the act of 1891 was enacted. On account of the 
large land grants involved, and the fact that it has not been found practicable 
to adjust them within so short a time, we think that a bill giving five years 
longer limitation ought to pass, but we do not believe that this extension of 
time ought to affect bona fide purchasers; that as to them the limitation of 
the act of 1891 ought to operate as a final bar when the time first limited shall 
expire. 

But as to the original patentees, no great injustice will be done to them by 
extending the time five years longer, and within that time we think that the 
grants can be all adjusted. The shortness of this time, it is true, may put 
the Interior Department to some inconvenience, and it may involve some 
extra expense for clerical work, but the importance of bringing to an end all 
disputes upon the part of the Government as against its own patent titles is 
so evident as to need but little argument in its support 

Your committee have prepared and presented a bill which will carry out 
the purposes outlined in this report, and we recommend its passage 

We can not agree with the President that public policy requires that there 
sbould be no limitation as against the Government in these cases 

We have had unpleasant object lessons in many of the Spanish grants, 
whose limits are as elastic and uncertain as the Venezuelan boundary. The 


| presence of these disputed titles has cast a blight over some of our most 


veautiful lands for more than a generation. There should be some time fixed 
when such a condition shall cease to exist. 

The limitation may perfect titles in some instances founded in more or less 
of fraud or mistake. So it happens with all such statutes, but universal ex- 
perience has demonstrated the necessity of such statutes 

Most of the States of the Union have adopted statutes which will bind the 
States themselves. Such statutes have been found to work well. To require 
the sovereign power to proceed in a reasonable time if it wishes to avoid or 
nullify its own acts isa just provision in behalf of itsindividual citizens. The 
absence of limitation excuses delays on the part of officials, and that which 
may be done at any time, however distant in the future, is much less likely 
to be attended to in the present. 

We are informed that as to some of these land grants the greater part that 
has been patented has been sold to third persons. That was the very pur- 

ose of the land grants. It was not intended that these grants in aid of pub 
ic improvements should be tied up indefinitely and withheld from settle- 
ment. 

It was the theory of the projectors of such enterprises that these lands 
would be brought into markets by the building of railways and that the rail- 
way companies would be interested in selling them on long time at low prices 
and at low rates of interest to actual settlers who would furnish a carrying 
business for the new lines. It ought not to be the policy of the Government 
to harass or annoy one of these settlers by any litigation whatever 

The policy of making railway grants has been long since abandoned. The 
adjustment of those made should proceed with all reasonable speed, so that 
the transactions may be closed. 

The railway companies themselves have encouraged delay by failing to pro- 
cure their patents, in order to avoid local taxation. One of the purposes of 
the act of 1891 was to encourage the patenting of such lands, so that they 
might become subject to such taxation,and that their sale and settiement 
might be encouraged. 

The bill which the committee presents with this report isas follows: . 

‘* Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That suits by the United States to 
vacate and annul any patent to lands heretofore erroneously issued under a 
special grant shall only be brought within five years from the passage of this 
act, and suits to vacate and annul patents hereafter issued shall only be 
brought within ten years after the date of the issuance of such patents. But 
no patent to any lands held by a bona fide purchaser shall be vacated or an- 
oaliel. but the right and title of such penehuner is hereby confirmed 

“Seo. 2. That if any person claiming to be a bona fide purchaser of any 
lands erroneously patented or certified shall present his dein to the Secre 
tary of the Interior prior to the institution of a suit to cancel a patent or 
certification, and if it shall appear that he is a bona fide purchaser, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall request that suit be brought in such case against 
the patentee, or the corporation, company, person, or association of persons, 
for whose benefit the certification was made, for the value of said land, 
which in no case shall be less than minimum Government price thereof, nor 
more than the amount paid by the purchaser to the original grantee of the 
United States, and the title of such claimant shall stand confirmed. An ad 
verse decision by the Secretary of the Interior on the bona fides of such 
claimant shall not be conclusive of his rights, and if such claimant. or one 
claiming to be a bona fide purchaser, but who has not submitted his claim to 
the-Secretary of the Interior, is made a party to such suit, and if fonnd by 
the court to be a bona fide purchaser, the court shall decree a confirmation 
of the title, and shall render a decree in behalf of the United States for the 
value of the land as hereinbefore provided. Any bona fide purchaser of 
lands patented or certified to a railroad company, and who is not made a 
parcvy of such suit (and who has not submitted his claim to the Secretary of 
the Interior), may establish his right as such bona fide purchaser in any 
United States court having jurisdiction of the subject-matter, or at his option 
as prescribed in sections 3 and 4 of chapter 376 of the acts of the second 
session of the Forty-ninth Congress. 

“Sec. 3. If at any time prior to the institution of suit by the Attorney-Gen 
eral to cancel any patent or certification of lands erroneously patented or 
certified, a claim or statement is presented to the Secretary of the Interior 
by or on behalf of any person or persons. corporation or corporations, claim- 
ing that such person or persons, corporation or corporations, is a bona fid 
ourchaser, or are bona fide purchasers of any patented or certified land, by 
deed. or contract, or otherwise from or through the original patentee or cor 

ration to which patent or certification was issued, no suit or action shall 

e brought to cancel or annul the patent or certification for said land an 
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jn my opinion, with the theory of our institutions, and seems likely to result 
almost entirely in benefiting the interests of the corporations and adversely 
to those of the Government. From time immemorial it has been held that 
limitations did not bar the sovereign power from the assertion of a right. 
‘And in this country, the highest judicial tribunals have uniformly held that 





jaches was not to be imputed to the Government, which could only act | 


through its agents. But in this matter the Government is barred from 
righting the wrongs, whether intentional or inadvertent, perpetrated by 
those agents against the people at large, by which much of the public prop- 
erty has been perverted to corporate uses. 

Statutes of limitations are regarded favorably because of the eapese they 
give against stale claims, the presumption being that after the lapse of a 
reasonable time they have been asserted and adjusted or waived. 
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x But this presumption does not arise where, from circumstances, no proper | 


opportunity has been afforded for the assertion of the claims, as, for instance, 
during the existence of the disabilities of minority, coverture, or the like 
And certainly such presumption can not arise in the matter of these land 
grants, where, as is abundantly shown, from the very nature of the case, the 
rights of the Government are ascertainable with so much difficulty. 


Tinder these circumstances it seems to me that the act of 1891 should be so | 


amended as not to apply to suits brought to recover title to lands certified or 
atented on account of railroad or other grants. And I respectfully request 
hat you urge upon Congress to take speedy action, as suggested, that there 
may be no delay in the adjustment of these grants and no bar, by lapse of 
time, against the right of recovery by the Government in a proper case. 
Herewith is transmitted copy of the letter of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office to me on this subject. Your attention is invited to the fact 


that in recommending the repeal of the existing law he suggests the reenact- | 


ment of limitations of enpenre within which suits are to be brought tosecure 
cancellation of patents. Ido not entirely concur in this suggestion of the 
Commissioner, but think, for reasons herein stated, it would be best to repeal 
the limitations absolutely, and leave the law as it existed prior to the passage 
of said act of March 3, 1891. 
Very respectfully, HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 18, 1895. 


Sir: On March 3, 1891, an act of Congress entitled “‘An act to repeal the 
timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,” was approved by the President. 
26 Stat., 1095.) Section § of said act provided, among other things, ‘“‘ that suits 


vacate and annul patents hereafter issued shaH only be brought within six 
years after the date of the issue of such patents.” And by another act, 
approved the same day (26 Stat. L., 1093), entitled “An act to amend section 
8 of an act approved March 3, 1891, entitled ‘ An act to repeal timber-culture 
laws, and for other purposes,’’ the same proviso was enacted. It will be 
observed that this section makes no exception, but applies to all patents. 

By act of March 3, 1887 (24 Stat. L., 256), directions were given for the adjust- 
ment of all grants by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads, and for 
the recovery by the United States of title to lands which from any cause have 
been erroneously certified or patented under such grants, and said act requires 
that the adjustments be made in accordance with the rulings of the United 
States Supreme Court. Therefore, as conveyances under these grants date 
as far back as 1850 and were made under various court and departmental 
rulings, it is not surprising that many of said conveyances have been and will 
be found, under the construction now given such grants by the Supreme 
Court, to have been erroneous. 

A number of these grants have been examined with a view to their adjust- 
ment, and rules have been laid to show cause why suits should not be insti- 
tuted for recovery of title in some cases, and demands for reconveyance have 
been made in others, but very few have been finally adjusted and closed, not 
more than a dozen; and most of these examinations, nearly all in fact, were 
made prior to the anes of the United States Supreme Court in the cases of 
Mary Bardon vs. Northe 
Taylor (158 U. S., 85), which so change the previous rulings of the court, as 
construed by this Department, as to make necessary a reexamination of all 
railroad land grants, excepting the few finally closed and some half dozen 
examined since the decision in the case of Whitney vs. Taylor, above referred 
to. The Department so held in its letters of July 18, 1895, in the case of the 
St. Louis, Iron Mountain and Southern Railway Company, and September 5, 
— in the case of the Burlington and Missouri River Railroad Company of 

owa. 

There are 79 land-grant railroads and 7 land-grant wagon roads. 

Under the provisions of section 8 of the act of March 3, 1891, as originally 
passed and amended as aforesaid, the time within which the United States 
can legally bring suit for the recovery of landserroneously patented prior to 
March 3, 1891, l expire March 3, 1896, unless an extension be made i Con- 
gress. 

‘The work of adjusting these grants is one of great magnitude, and the di- 
vision of the office charged with its execution is also charged with the con- 
sideration and determination of all questions relating to or arising out of 
conflicts between grants by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads, 
wagon roads, canals, and river improvements and rights of way over the 
public lands for railroads, canals, ditches, and reservoirs, and its current 
work must be kept up. It is also charged with the administration of the 
grant of desert lands to certain States. 

It isclear, therefore, that the time within which the United States may bring 
suit for the recovery of land erroneously certified or patented under these 
grants must be extended or that the interests of the Government, and in many 
instances those of private citizens, must suffer. 
to suggest that Congress be asked to extend such time ten years, or until 
March 3, 1906, for lands patented prior to March 3, 1891, and ten years from 
date of patent for lands patented subsequent thereto. 


Very respectfully, 
8S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that this 
is not a privileged matter. I would like to hear from the gentle- 
man from Iowa on that point. 

Mr. LACEY. It is undoubtedly a privileged report from the 
Committee on Public Lands under paragraph 57 of Rule XI, which 
poe that the Committee on Public Lands shall have the privi- 
ege of reporting at any time ‘bills for the forfeiture of land 
ants in the publiclands, and bills for the reservation of the pub- 

lands for the benefit of actual and bona fide settlers.” 


rn Pacific Railroad (145 U. 8., 535) and Whitney vs. | 


Ihaveaccordingly the honor | 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill is a bill for the reservation of the 
public lands for actual and bona fide settlers, lands that have been 
erroneously patented to somebody else. It provides means by 
which that erroneous patenting may be recalled and the lands may 
be reserved for the benefit of bona fide settlers, and it comes clearly 
within the paragraph of the rule I have cited. 

Mr. LOUD. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this bill merely ex- 
tends thetimein which suits may be begun, and there is a question 
in my mind as to whether it does come within the provision of the 
rule. This is a bill which I am rather inclined to think will pro- 
voke a good deal of discussion on this floor, and the question I now 





| raise is whether it comes within the rule as privileged. It isa 


bill which merely extends the time within which suits may be 
begun. 

Mr. LACEY. I will say to the gentleman that it is a matter of 
great importance to his State. 

Mr. LOUD. It is of great importance to my State. It opens 
up one of the greatest questions in California; it opens up all the 
old Mexican titles which we have heretofore regarded as settled. 
I doubt very much whether it is a privileged matter. 

Mr. LACEY. It does not open up that question, Mr. Speaker; 
the question is nowopen. This bill merely amends a limitation 
law which is now in force, the act of 1890, and is in response to 
the message of the President sent here on the 17th of last month, 
The limitation expires on the 3d day of next month, and if there 
is any question about the bill being privileged there certainly 
should be no question about its consideration at the earliest prac- 
ticable time. 

Mr. LOUD. I will not object to its consideration. 
tion I raise is as to whether it is privileged. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well; let it go. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe point of order is insisted upon, the Chair 


The ques- 


. | WOU ike erstan y the bill 3s come hin the 
y the United States to vacate and annul any patent heretofore issued shall | would like to undenstand how the bill does come within tly en 


only be brought within five years from the passage of this act, and suits to | 


visions of the rule. 

Mr. LACEY. In this way. The land grants have to be ad- 
justed under the act of 1887. That act required that the Secretary 
of the Interior should, as speedily as possible, adjust all of these 
land grants and determine the lands, if any, which had been 
patented erroneously, such as lands lying beyond the limits of the 
grants. Then the act of 1891 was passed, limiting actions to cancel 
such patents to five years, and this bill now proposes to extend 
that time five years more as to everybody except bona fide settlers, 
so that the lands which will be affected will be lands that will be 
reclaimed by the United States to be reserved for the benefit of 


| the public. 


This bill, therefore, reserves for public settlement erroneously 
patented lands, and that brings it within the privilege of the rule. 
{f it does not, of course the bill is not privileged. It opens the 
lands also to settlement, which brings it within the privilege. 

Mr. LOUD. Iadmit that that may be contingent: but the ob 
ject is simply to extend the time within which certain suits may 
be begun, which makes the mass of titles, which are now substan- 
tially perfected, for the next five years or more still under super- 
vision by the Government and subject to question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that that provision has 
always had a liberal construction, and will decide that it is a privi- 
leged matter. 


Mr. LOUD. Then TI raise the further point of order that this 


must have its further consideration in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. LACEY. It does not involve the expenditure of any public 
money. 

Mr. LOUD. It relates to the public lands generally, however. 

Mr. LACEY. It does not involve the giving away of the public 


| lands, but the reclaiming of public lands wrongtully patented 
I Yi ’ 
| and I do not think it is subject to that point. 


The SPEAKER. Onwhat ground does the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia claim that this must go to the Committee of the Whole? 
Mr. LOUD. Because it provides ultimately for the disposition 


| of the public lands. 


The SPEAKER. In what way? 

Mr. LOUD. Well, it takes land now in the possession of cer- 
tain parties back to the Government, which is an ultimate dispo- 
sition of the lands. 

The SPEAKER. But that seems to be not an appropriation 
of money, but an acquisition of money. 

Mr. LOUD. Iam not speaking of the money portion, but that 
it is ultimately a disposition of the public lands, which I assume 
involves a question that must be considered in Committee of the 
W hole. 

Mr. BOWERS. 
committee 

The SPEAKER. Before the gentleman proceeds the Chair will 
overrule the point of order. 

Mr. BOWERS. Then I have nothing further to say on the sub- 
ject at this time. 

Mr. McRAE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a substitute 
for the bill. 


If I may be allowed a minute, as one of the 
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Mr. LACEY. I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas to offer 
a substitute for the bill, so that both may be considered together. 

Mr. McRAE. I offer the following as a substitute: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill to repeal section $ of an act entitled “An act to repeal timber-culture 
ws, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891. 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 8 of an act entitled ‘* An act to repeal timber- 
culture laws, and for other pur .” approved March 3, 1891; the act entitled 
“An act to amend section 8 of an act approved March 3, 1891, entitled ‘An 
act to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,’ approved March 
8, 1891,” and the act entitled “An act to extend the provisions of section 8 of 
the act entitled‘ An act to repeal timber-culture laws,and for other pur- 
poses,’ approved March 3, 1891, concerning prosecutions for cutting timber on 
= ag lands, to Wyoming, New Mexico, and Arizona,” approved February 13, 

£93, be, and the same are here?»y, repealed. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the proposed substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Arkansas sounds very complex to hear it 
read, but isin fact avery simple matter. The act of 1891, March 3, 
poe a limitation against the Government in bringing suit 

cancel the patents to public lands previously stant to any- 
body, — that all such suits should be begun within five 

ears. This proposed substitute repeals that section without any 
imitation whatever, but continues the power on the part of the 
Government hereafter at any time to bring actions to cancel pat- 
ents either to railroad companies or others for any lands that have 
been granted heretofore. 

The committee bill, however, has been prepared with great care 
in response to the message of the President read to this House on 
the 17th day of last January. The President calls the attention 
of Congress to the fact that that limitation in the act of 1891 will 
expire on the 3d day of March, 1896, and that there are 60,000,000 
acres of land grants yet to be adjusted in order to determine what 
patents, if any, had been erroneously issued, and asks that the law 
may be repealed that fixed this limitation. 

he Committee on the Public Lands of the House, in response 
to the request of the President, pecoeees the bill now before the 
House extending the time as to these Mexican, Spanish, and rail- 
road land grants for a period of five years. We fixed upon that 
time for this reason: Last year the entire force of the division of 
the Interior Department engaged in this work succeeded in adjust- 
ing land grants to the extent of 12,000,000 acres. There are about 
60,000,000 acres of land grants yet unadjusted. The committee 
believe that in five years, with the same diligence shown by the 
Department during the last year, they could adjust all of the 
ae ants. If we gave them ten years to do the work in, 
instead of five, the committee believe it is likely that nothing will 
be immediately done; but if the time was limited to five years, 
active work will be done, and I think that the work will all be 
complete within that time. 

The previous adjustments of these grants have only been carried 
through the Department at the rate of about 3,000,000 acres a year 
until during the last year, when by active, diligent work, the De- 
partment succeeded in adjusting 12,000,000 acres. This bill, there- 
fore, in the judgment of the committee, gives ample time for the 
conclusion of the work. 

As to thesettlers now on the lands, we report that the individual 
settlers or purchasers who have bought land from the railroad 
companies und other parties, and who areinnocent holders of land, 
should not be disturbed, and that the limitation of the act of 1891 
shall be absolute after the 8d day of March next. 

There are in California, in Kansas, in Nebraska, and in other 
States very considerable quantities of these lands which have 
ag into the hands of innocent holders, and they are protected 

y the bill in its present form. I now yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRak]}. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Before the gentleman does that, I want to 
ask him a question. I am interested in this bill, as he is, and I 
favor the bill. There is only one thing about it that I want to 
ask his judgment upon. Commencing in line 12 of page 1, and 
es on line 15, page 2, the following language occurs in the 

Lil: - 

But no patent to any lands held by a bona fide purchaser shall be vacated 
or annulled, but the right and title of such purchaser is hereby confirmed. 

Now, in many instances purchasers of these lands have bought 
them prior to the issuance of the patent by the Government to the 
railroad company. I want to know whether their rights will in 
any way be affected by the provisions of this bill? To illustrate 
my point, I will say that there are now in the neighborhood of 
2,000 men in the State that I represent here who are bona fide pur- 
chasers of Northern Pacific Railroad lands. They have takenthem 
in 1 faith, made a partial payment, bought them on the five 
and ten year contract plan. ey have made partial payments on 
those lands, and have gone into possession and made improve- 
ments. Now, what I want to knowis, will their rights be entirely 
SS by this bill? If not, I desire to have it amended so they 


will. 

Mr. LACEY. It seems to me there is no question about that, 
as to sestlers who buy the land from rail companies having 
lands gray.tea to them byacts of Congress, After the settler buys 
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a patent is issued to the railroad company. That patent at once 
inures to the benefit of the purchaser, onal he having bought tho 
land and subsequently held it in good faith would be protecte| 
by the provisions of this bill. That was the intention of the )i\|, 
I think it is fully broad enough to cover it. In addition to tha: 
sections 3 and 4 have been added, giving opportunities for { 
settler to have his title confirmed in the Department of the Inte- 
rior. But we have in the closing words of this first section pr.- 
vided expressly that the title of bona fide settlers is not on) 
protected by the limitation, but it is affirmatively confirmed hy 
the act itself. , 

Mr. HARTMAN, You will observe, though, that the langua 
says that ‘‘no patent” to any lands held by a bona fide purchaser, 
and so forth, shall be affected. That contemplates the previous 
issuance of a patent. 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. 

Mr. HARTMAN. If there has been no issuance of a patent, but 
the railroad company have simply taken the land under the grant, 
and then have sold it to purchasers, and those purchasers have 
paid all or a portion of the purchase price, how are they protected? 

Mr. McRA#®. The gentieman from Montana must remem)er 
that this bill only deals with patented lands. As to the class of 
settlers he refers to, their rights will be determined under the for- 
feiture act of 1890 or any other act that may be applicable. 

Mr. LACEY. The act of 1887. 

Mr. McRAE. This only deals with erroneously patented lands. 

Mr.LACEY. Theclass of settlers referred to by the gentleman 
from Montana is not affected one way or the other by this bill 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to ask my colleague one question 
about this. There are, in the State which he and I represent in 
part, over 3,000,000 acres of land that might be affected by this 
statute. There is a provision here that the lands held by t 
bona fide purchaser shall not be harmfully affected, that is, so far 
as the annulment of the patent is concerned, but there may be a 
suit against every one of the holders of that land unless they do 
something to establish to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the 
Interior that they are bona fide owners. Will not this impose 
upon every one of these men the necessity of establishing that fact 
before the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. LACEY. No, it will not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Noman will be certain until the five years 
have elapsed that he may not be the defendant in a suit, for he 
can not tell what particular patents it is the purpose of the Secre- 
tary to attempt to invalidate, and his only safety in avoiding that 
litigation is by himself taking the initiative to satisfy the Com- 
missioner that he holds by a bona fide title. To my mind, Mr. 
Speaker, it throws the cloud that may result from the fear of liti- 
gation upon every one of these acres of land and continues it for 
five years, 

Mr. LACEY. Notatall. The cloud is simply in the mind of 
my friend. We have carefully considered that question. That 
limitation will expire absolutely on the 83d of March. It only runs 
about two weeks now, and the present bill does not extend it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Their title would then be perfected? 

Mr. LACEY. The title would then be perfected. It has been 
amply cared for, and if they desire to avail themselves directly of 
section 2 they may do so, or other persons can do it for them; and 
it is only, as [have said, torun two weeks longer. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But if this law runs what would prevent the 
Secretary of the Interior from bringing his action for the annul- 
ment of patents of every one of these acres during any part of the 
limitation fixed? 

Mr. LACEY. The act of 1887 and 1891 require that there shall 
be ninety days within which the settlers or any person against 
whom an action can be brought shall be notified and demand for 
reconveyance made, and the limitation expires in two weeks. so 
that it is impossible for the Government to make the demand, :s 
the ninety days expire within two weeks. The whole matter has 
been carefull arded in this bill. “a 

Mr. HEPBURN, Does not this simply extend the provisions 
of an act amended relating to where another party has gone on 
the land afterwards? as 

Mr. LACEY. It does as to the original patentees, while the 
land remains in their possession, but where the land has been 
sold to an outsider or a bona fide settler the rights of the bona 
fide settler are protected. . 

Mr. HEPBURN. But how about that? Is this changed in or- 
der to prevent litigation? Is it to put a limit upon the power! 
the Secretary to prevent these suits, which must be done by tho 
holder of the present title by showing to the Secretary that he is 
a bona fide settler? 

Mr. BOWERS. His ninety-days’ notification will expire before 
that time. ; 

Mr. LACEY. The limitation provided in the act of 1891 expires 
on the 8d day of next March, and these men are protected, ther: 
fore; and the second section was drawn after consultation wit! 
gentlemen from my friend's district, where the most of these lanv# 
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in Iowa are situated, and this section was put in to pees them | Mr. PICKLER. Well, does that in any way affect timber-cul- 
March; and | 


Tam ableand glad to say that the rights of the men now living in | 


the Eighth district of lowa have been carefully guarded by the bill. 

Mr. HARTMAN. In view of the fact that there seems some 
question as to whether the rights of the bona fide purchasers in 
lands which have been patented from the railroad companies are 
to be protected fully here, would the gentleman have any objec- 


tion to accepting an amendment to section 1 on this line, so that | 


the last clause should read, ‘‘ But the right and title of any pur- 


chaser of lands granted to any railroad company shall be, and | 


they are hereby, confirmed to such purchasers subject to the full 
navment of the contract price therefor?” Would the gentleman 
fo any objection to such an amendment as that, which elimi- 
nates all doubt? 

Mr. LACEY. That raises another question that was not con- 
sidered by the committee. It was not involved in our examina- 
tion, and not necessarily involved in this bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this bili only deals with patented lands. 
When a patent is issued for a quarter section of land held by some 
person whom my friend has in his mind now, under the act of 
1891, and an action may hereafter be brought at any time within 
six years from the time at which that patent may issue, and this 
bill changes the time to ten years instead of six, so that this bill 
does not affect them in any way injuriously as tothe patents here- 
after to issue, but only deals with patents heretofore issued. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Do you mean to say that within five years 
from the date it changes the time in which patents will issue in 
the future? How is that? 

Mr. LACEY. It was proposed both ways in the committee. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Do lI understand the gentleman to say this: 
If any purchaser of land for which patent has not already issued 
to a railroad company has made a part of his payments upon those 
lands, and we will say the next year patent issues, that within ten 
years from the date of the issuance of that patent an action can 
be brought against that bona fide settler? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Then I submit that you are not doing any- 
thing to protect the rights of the bona fide settlers. 

Mr. LACEY. Thegentleman does not understand the situation. 

Mr. HARTMAN. [have about 2,000 constituents who are in- 
terested in just such matter. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me explain, and I think you will agree with 
me. The bill contemplates that in a case where a railroad com- 
pany should have sold lands outside of its grant, and by mistake 
that land should subsequently be patented to the railroad, an ac- 


tion to cancel that patent will be limited to ten years; and the | 


act of 1887 fully protects the men who are situated like those you 
speak of. They are entitled to a prior right in their land, and 


their rights are fully protected by the act of 1887. But this bill | 


had no such purpose in view. It does not intend to confirm the 
title of the lands in the railroad company that may have been here- 
tofore sold beyond the limits of its grant. 

Mr, HARTMAN. Admitting that to be true, surely the gen- 
tleman does not pretend to say that the rights of a party who has 
bought land in good faith of a railroad company and paid his 


money for it, and gone on and made his improvements and ex- | 


pended large sums of money in that way, are protected by a bill 


which sim ives him a preference right to locate upon the land | 
yg l I 


and buy it again from the Government? 

Mr. LACEY. How could a man buy in good faith from a rail- 
road company lands that were 40 miles, or even 3 or 4 miles, out- 
side the limits of the grant? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Oh, that is an exceptional case. That does 
not apply to one case in a thousand. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, that is the only class of cases that will be 
affected by this bill. It isin the main a question of divisional 
lines, as to whether the grant covers the quarter section or falls 
short of it, and if a man bought lands before the grants were 


adjusted and patented, from somebody who did not own those | 


lands, he can, under the act of 1887, procure the patents to be 


issued to himself, and thus be fully protected. On the other | 


hand, in Montana a number of patents have been issued for lands 
that did not belong to the railroad company and which has sold 
them, and those purchasers are fully protected by this bill, not- 
withstanding the fact that the Government patented lands to the 
railroad company that the company was not entitled to. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRae]. 

Mr. MoRak rose, 

Mr. PICKLER. Before the gentleman from Arkansas enters 
into the discussion of this bill I want to ask him a question. I 
observe that his amendment contemplates an amendment of the 
timber-culture law. I want to ask him whether this bill or the 
substitute affects the timber-culture entrymen? 

Mr. McRAE. It proposes to repeal section 8 of that law, not 
the whole law. If the gentleman will read the substitute he will 
see that it applies only to section 8. 
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ture entrymen? 
Mr. McRAE. Notatall. Ishall not attempt, Mr. Speaker, to 
discuss’this billin detail. I think that in some respects it is very 
imperfect, even along the lines that the majority of the committee 
have agreed upon, but if the committee amendments are adopted 
it will be improved. The point to which I ask consideration of 
the House is this, that the statute of limitation should be repealed 
outright. I do not believe that there should be a statute which 
would prevent the Government from bringing suit to correct mis- 
takes and frauds committed by its agents or otherwise. In 1806 
there was a statute of limitation passed prohibiting suits brought 
on the bonds of United States marshals, and that is the only stat- 
ute of limitation passed during the history of this Government 
until the act of March 3, 1891, which is involved in this bill, and 
it produced such a condition of affairs in the Department of the 
Interior as made it necessary to call the attention of Congress to 
it by a special message from the President. Now, sir, the very 
presence of this bill is the strongest argument than I could make 
tor the position I assume. 
lt demonstrates the danger of all such legislation. It shows 
how easy it is to defeat justice and promote fraud when there is 
a statute of limitation that validates the latter. The experiment 
made by the Fifty-first Congress in passing the act of limitation 
ought to convince us that there should be none, because here we 
are with a large part of the railroad grants yet to be adjusted 
and the time fixed by that law practically out. We are urged 
by the Executive to act promptly, and yet on account of bonds and 
appropriations and other reasons it is a month before we get con- 
sideration in one branch of Congress. Millions of acres of land 
belonging of right to the homeless people will by reason of mis- 
takes and frauds be lost unless we can get the concurrence of both 
branches and the Executive to repeal or extend the limitation 
against suits. Therailroads want the bar to attach, and it will be 
hard to prevent it now. 
I introduced and the last House passed a bill to repeal section 8 
of the act of March 3, 1891, but no action was taken in the Senate. 
It may notactnow. I believe that the Government, which must 
act through its agents, will necessarily at times have some who are 
incompetent, careless, or dishonest, and that it should not be bound 
by the doctrine of estoppel or laches like individuals who have 
their free volition to act at once. 
Mr. TAWNEY. How much time has the Government had to 
adjust these patents? 
Mr. McRAE. Since when does the gentleman mean? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Since the mistakes of the Interior Department 
were made. The gentleman was speaking about not holding the 
Government responsible. 
Mr. McRAE. I do not know how many mistakes have been 
made. Wecan not tell until the adjustments are made. 
Mr. TAWNEY. But mistake is the basis on which the adjust- 
ments are asked for. 
Mr. McRAE. Theinvestigation and adjustment may show that 
a great many mistakes have been made. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Well, there ought to be some limitation. 
Mr. McRAE. That is the very point where the gentleman and 
I do not agree. Iam trying in my feeble way to show that there 
should be no limitation. 
I insist that a sovereign government which is compelled to act 
through its agents ought to be at liberty at any time to exp 
frauds perpetrated or mistakes committed by those agents. When 
the certification and listing of railroad lands was first inaugu 
rated the lists were made, not because they were regarded as 
patents, but simply as notice to all the world that the lands were 
claimed by the railroadcompanies. These lists were oftener than 
otherwise prepared by the railroad companies and signed by the 
Department officials without much examination, under the sup- 
position that it bound no one and that all errors could be corrected 
when patents were applied for. 
In the course of time, however, the Land Department, which 
has grown and increased in importance with the years, eventually 
decided that these certificates made after this imperfect examina- 
tion possessed the same binding force in law as patents. By the 
second section of this bill the certificates are treated as patents, 
and yet we are told that there should be a limitation against ex- 
posing and correctint; the frauds that have been carried or may 
be carried into certificates obtained inthis way. Itis a dangerous 
policy, and will cost us much in the end. No harm can come to 
any honest settler Who holds by purchase in good faith under the 
act of March 3, 1887, for by it he is secured in all of his rights. I 
do not object to any reasonable protection to settlers and honest 
purchasers, but I do not want corporations and syndicates to hide 
their frauds behind imaginary settlers. 
My proposition is to give the President what he asks for, to give 
the Department what it ought to have and what it has always 
had until the act of 1891,and then hold them responsible for errors 
and frauds. If you will do this you will hold over the heads of 
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all corrupt agents who might be induced to perpetrate a fraud the 
fear of exposure and punishment, but if you fix a limitation you 
offer a premium to corruption. Many of the sharp, shrewd rep- 
reséntatives of railroads will be able to cover up for a limited 
— frauds of the greatest magnitude, and thus dishonestly 

from the settlers millions of acres of land which they ought 
to have and could get but for the validation of such frauds by laws 
like the one proposed. 

I think the engl thing to do is to repeal the whole limitation 
clause; but if you can not see your way clearly to do that, the 
next best thing is to pass the first section of the bill the committee 
recommend. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. LACEY. I had an understanding with the chairman of 
the Committee on Agriculture, and also with the Chair, that this 
bili would have been called up earlier in the day, in time to be 
disposed of without re the Agricultural appropriation bill. 
I only ask now that the further consideration of this bill be post- 
poned, retaining its present status, until the Agricultural appro- 
priation bill is disposed of. 

Mr. LOUD. I have no objection to ove Se bill go over 
until we po of the agricultural bill; but I have no a 
in view of the fact that the Chair has already held it to ie 
leged, to agree that it shall retain its present status. I would not 
feel inclined to grant it any extraordinary privilege over ‘and 
above what the bill now carries. 

If it is amended to suit me, and as I have suggested to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, by striking out these allusions to the Mexican- 
Spanish grants, that will be another matter. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, that is a matter on which we can confer 
personally hereafter. I have no objection to it myself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Grout). e gentleman 
from Iowa asks unanimous consent that the further considera- 
tion of this bill be postponed till the conclusion of the agricultural 
bill, and then to be taken up, following it immediately, retaining 
its present status. Is there objection? 

r. LOUD. To the latter part of the proposition, Mr. Chair- 
man, I must object. 

Mr. LACEY. Then, objection is made, and we will have to go 
on with the bill. ’ 

Mr. McRAE. Weuld it be in order to Fe the further 
consideration of the bill until Monday or Tu y or any other 
day the gentleman from lowa may suggest? It will not lose its 
privilege, as I understand. 

Mr. LACEY. I will make the suggestion, in view of the ar- 
rangement with the chairman of the Agricultural Committee, 
that the bill go over. I move to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the bill until the Agricultural appropriation bill is dis- 


posed of. 

Mr. LOUD. If the request of the gentleman from Iowa had 
been put in that language I should not have objected to it. 

a LACEY. I understand the gentleman from California 
objects. 

Mr. LOUD. No; Isaid that I should not object to the language 
of the suggestion now made by the gentleman Towa that this 
bill simply go over until after the Agricultural appropriation bill 
is disposed of. What I do object to is the attempt that the gen- 
tleman has made to make it ee: 

Mr. LACEY. Iask also that it retain its privileged character. 

Mr. LOUD. But the Chair has already decided that the bill is 
entitled to a privilege which would not be interfered with, I 
suppose, by letting it go over. The bill would be entitled to the 
same privilege at any other time that it is entitled to now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentloman from Iowa? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not understand the request. Will 
the Chair please state it? 

The SP R pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked for 
the postponement of the further consideration of the bill until the 
conclusion of the consideration of the cultural appropriation 
bill, and then to be immediately resumed. 

Mr. LOUD. Ah, Mr. Speaker, but that was not the request, as 
I understand it, which the gentleman made. The motion was to 
postpone the bill until after the ——— bill was disposed of. 

The SPEAKER pro Compete. e Chair is conscious that he 
added thelatter clause. The request is that the further considera- 
tion of this bill be until the conclusion of the Agricul- 
iation bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. DERWOOD. DolI understand the Chair to hold that 
the bill does not lose its privileged character? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair understands that it 
loses no privilege which it now possesses. Is there objection to 
the request that the bill go over? 

There was no objection. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
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solve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of 
the Agricultural t's bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Before that motion is put, with the con- 
sent of the gentleman from New York, I desire to present a largo 
bundle of petitions. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand the petition 
of 8,652 Grand Army men of the State of Ohio, petitioning for a 

aded service-pension law, a measure which I most earnestly 
indorse. I a attention to the vast number of signers 
who ask this legislation, and ask that the petition take the usual 
course. They come to me with a favorable recommendation from 
the distinguished department commander of Ohio, Maj. Charles 
Townsend. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent to offer a petition. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave the right to introduce the petition 
and only asked unanimous consent to make the brief statement 
that I have already made. 

The petitions were sent to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, it was impossible to hear 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I presented a vast body of 
names of petitioners upon the subject of a service pension, and | 
simply asked permission to state that there were 8,652 of those 
names. 


LEAVE TO PRINT ON THE BOND BILL. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the ex- 
tension of the time for the printing in the REcorpD of speechcs 
upon the bill which has been under consideration (H. R. 2904) until 
the 22d instant, inclusive. It extends the time for one week longer. 
Under the agreement which was made the ten days’ time would 
expire to-day. I desire to extend the time for one week longer, so 
that speeches upon that bill, within the limitations of the original 
agreement, may be printed in the RecorD any time during tho 
coming week, including the REcorp of the 22d of February. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the House sufficiently un- 
derstand the request of the gentleman from Maine? 

Several Members. Yes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL.Y 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I now renew my motion 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of the Agricultural appropriation bill, and pending 
my motion, I ask unanimous consent that the general debate upon 
that bill close at 5 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. WapsworTH] moves that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the e for the consideration of the Agricultural ap- 
propriation bill, and ing that motion, he asks unanimous con- 
sent that the debate upon that bill be closed at 5 o'clock. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I object. 

Mr.WADSWORTH. How much time does the gentleman from 
Georgia desire? I am willing that the debate shall go on as long 
as it is desired, but I simply wish to have an agreement as to the 
= _ the general debate before we go into Committee of the 


ole. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I hope the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
Livingston] will not object, and I hope that nobody will inter- 
= any objection. I think the proposition to close the general 

ebate upon the Agricultural bill at 5 o’clock is a fair enough one. 
There will be plenty of time to discuss it, of course, under the five- 
minute rule. 

_Mr. WADSWORTH. I shall be very generous in extending 


time. 

Mr. STEELE. Icall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
for unanimous consent to close general debate on the Agricultura! 
——o bill at 5 o’clock? 

ere was no objection. 

Mr. STEELE. I thought that consent had already been given. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Wapsworrs, the House resolve: 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills, with Mr. 
HULL in the chair. 
, — The Clerk will report the title of the pend- 
i ill. 

Cierk read as follows: 


A bill R. 5161) riations for the Department of Agricul- 
ture for fiscal eS eT 30, 1897. ” 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask unanimous consent that the first 
formal reading of the bill be dispensed with. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I suppose the time will 























be equally divided between the two sides. 


I now yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. WILLIs}. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have no disposition to talk on this bill. I do 
not know that I shall take five minutes. This is a plain, straight- 
forward bill, the legitimate child of a company of honest farmers. 
[Laughter. ] They have caught the spirit of the times and have 
sailed close to the shore. The bill carries $145,000 less than the 
pill of last year, and I believe that the celebrated Mr. Holman, of 
Indiana, was in this House at that time. His fame has gone 
throughout all the land,if not throughout all the world, on the 
matter of retrenchment. 

The bill carries $234,000, practically, less than the estimates, and 
really $104,000 less. Now, sir, I do not know that I want to say 
anything more upon that. I am satisfied that you will be pleased 
with the bill until you come to the matter of the distribution of 
seeds, bulbs, and soon. It will be left in your hands, and I have 
no doubt you will be able to manage it to the satisfaction of men 
and angels. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman takes 
his seat I desire to ask him if there is anything in this bill which 
—s anything in regard to the appropriation for seeds during 
ast year? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I want tosay tothe gentleman it does not. 
A resolution has already passed the Senate and is now before the 
Committee on Agriculture on that subject, and will be reported 
next week. There is nothing in this bill touching the appropria- 
tion for seeds of last year. ‘The provisions in this bill are for the 
fiscal year ending 1897, and that is provided for. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand the gentleman to say that the 
resolution passed by the Senate which instructs the Secretary of 
Agriculture to proceed with the distribution is now before the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is before the committee now. 


Mr. PICKLER. When did I understand the gentleman to say | 


that it will be reported? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It will be reported next week. 

Mr. PICKLER. I simply desire to suggest that a great many 
of us would be glad to see that resolution reported. Now, there 
is another question. 

Mr. STEELE. I hope this will not come out of my time. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will yield you mine. AsI understand, the 
provision on this question in this bill is the same as the law that 
now exists? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is. 

Mr. PICKLER. Whatassurance has the gentleman or the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture that the Secretary of Agriculture, who has 
defied the law of the past year, that isin the same language, will 
not defy it the coming year? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. We have no assurance on the subject. 

Mr. PICKLER. Would it not be well to establish a parity be- 
tween the law and the Secretary? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. At the proper time an amendment will 


be offered to the section which I think will be satisfactory to the | 


gentleman and to the House. 
Mr. PICKLER. MHas the gentleman the amendment already 
prepared? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. 
amendment in charge. 
Mr. QUIGG. Will the gentleman from New York inform me 
whether there is anything in this bill appropriating any money for 
the publication of books? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Of course there is the same item as of 
_ year, on page 17, “‘Publications of Department of Agricul- 
ure.” 
Mr, QUIGG. I notice that in the past that Department has 
been competing with the general publishers of the country in the 
ublication of books. I happened to notice a few daysago a pub- 


My colleague [Mr. WILBER] has the 


ication on the “‘ Honeybee,” and I am informed by publishers that | 
there is absolutely nothing new in it; that is simply a book that | 


is got out by the Agricultural Department, in competition with 
books that are published on that subject, as other books have been 
got out by the Agricultural Department in competition with the 
regular publishers of the country; and it occurred to me that in 
this era of retrenchment, u 
the House agreed, it might be a good idea for the gentleman and 
his committee, who have already economized so admirably, if they 
would extend their economy to the publication department of the 
Agricultural ent and enable the publishers of the country 
to sell their books without the cheap-labor competition of the 
Department of iculture. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee a question. The gentleman from Montana is authority for the 
statement that efforts are now being made to cross the honeybee 
With the lightning bug, in order that the product may labor at 
night. I want to know if there is an appropriation here for that 

Langhion.j. the committee has taken that into consideration? 
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Mr. WADSWORTH. 
tion, Mr. Chairman. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from New York to control one-half of the time and the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs] to control the other half. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to take up the 
time of the committee in any general debate on this bill. The 
bill is a very good one, a very economical one in every respect, 
and I hope it will receive the favorable consideration of the House. 
When we come to the proper point in the debate under the five- 
minute rule I shall want to propose perhaps an amendment or two. 

I will now yield fifteen minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. CLarpDy]. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Chairman, I propose at the proper time to 
introduce an amendmént\to this bill which has reference to the 
sale and introdtiction of tobacco and other farm products in for- 
eign countries. I will say nw what I have to say upon that 
amendment, and also upon sonje other matters connected with the 
general bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I offer this aAnendment because in my judgment 
it has reference to a matter #vhjch has received little or no con- 
sideration. Not because it is little importance, but because it 
is not generally understood. My amendment may apply to other 
farm products, but it is my purpose to confine myself for the few 
moments I have to speak to the one product, tobacco. No other 
product of the greatest and most important of ali industries is so 
trammeled in its efforts to reach and supply the foreign 
demands. 

England and Germany are free markets and offer to the Ameri- 
can farmer an opportunity to sell this great staple without let or 
hindrance, and afford by far the best outlet for the surplus, espe- 
cially for certain grades of tobacco. Nearly allthe strips (that is, 
leaves with the stems taken out) made in this country are sold in 
England, and a considerable quantity of rich, dark tobacco is sent 
to Germany. This still leavesa very large proportion of the crop 
not needed in this country to seek other markets, or, | might rather 
say,to be sought by Government contractors to supply the demands 
of other foreign countries. The Governments of France, Italy, 
and Spain, and probably some others, buy entirely through what 
is termed ‘‘ Regie” contracts. These contracts are let to individ- 
uals and firms, they agreeing to furnish somany hogsheads of the 
particular types wanted at a stipulated price. The entire tradeis 
a government monopoly. Austria and Hungary buy through 
their consuls, but the monopoly is the same. 

Now, my object in offering these amendments is to try to open 
these foreign markets to the individual producers of tobacco in 
this country. In France and these other countries no individual 
is permitted to sell a hogshead of tobacco at all. Tobacco is 
treated differently in that respect from any other product, and 
this great industry is a very important one to a large part of the 
people of this country. These contracts are made with a few in- 
dividuals. These individuals set the price of the product in this 
country, and it must go into their hands, because there is no out- 
let for it except through these contractors. 

The contractors are lew in number—generally three « 
control the contracts for these Governments—and of courss 
an abundant supply they get together and fix the price on 
port grades, from which there is no appeal, as all this t 
must go into this trade or it can not be sold at all. 

Now, the object of this amendment is tostart an investigation of 
this matter and by friendly intercourse with these Governments 
seek in time to get them, for advantages offered them in the sale 
of their products to this country, to at least modify this method 
of supplying their wants, so as to allow our dealers in tobacco, or 
our farmers, if they think proper to do so, to ship and sell to! 
in these countries as freely as other products are sold, under 
such customs duties or restrictions as they may see proper to 
impose. 


That would not require an appropria- 
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England puts a very high tariff on tobacco; still it is 
our best market for certain grades. 

That this may not appear to be a trivial matter, I desire to pre- 
sent a few figures to show the importance of this crop, at least to 
Kentucky, Tennessee, and Virginia, and especially to Kentucky, 


United States. 
For the year 1895: 


Number of hogsheads of Kentucky tobacco sold at Louisville --.....-.- 174, 885 


Number of hogsheads of Kentucky tobacco sold at Cincinnati * 0), 000 
Number o? hogsheads of Kentucky tobacco sold at Hopkinsville ”* 15,000 
Number oz hogsheads of Kentucky tobacco sold at Clarksville *_.....-. 15, 000 


Number of hogsheads of Kentucky tobacco sold at Paducah * 12,000 
Number of hogsheads of Kentucky tobacco sold at Mayfield * 


Estimated bought loose and not resold in any of these markets 


anatase 


* Estimated. 
At 1,400 pounds to the hogshead equals 380,639,000 pounds. 
I am unable to state accurately the amount of ‘‘ Regie” tobacco 
taken from Ohio, Maryland, and Virginia, but state approximately 
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as the amount taken of Western tobacco, mostly from Kentucky 
and Tennessee. 


Hogsheads. 

IY iin itinaniftai anid wieunitvadabhacs Edam es atale 10,000 

DEY GED Rl podedih anclodie ves pabeasaidiiies Tasos stadiebonbes Jncoteedys 18, 000 

Spain conaeaiy) nia ienlibicactie that as wha ik ie a teins Aad ilbar ht aadinhate 16, 000 

ungary and Austria (annually, through their consuls) -................ 6, 000 
Making as a total 70,000,000 pounds, or 50,000 hogsheads. 


Under Government monopoly this tobacco is sold at enormous 
profits, ranging from 200 to 800 per cent, France, for instance, 
realizing upon this article alone a revenue of many times its cost 
in this country, amounting annually from sixty to seventy mil- 
lions of dollars, England does the same thing by a different 
method; not shutting off private shipments and inlen. but by an 
enormous tariff of 76 cents per pound. This is at least ten times 
the cost of the tobacco in thiscountry. Itmay be retorted that our 
tariff on tobacco is very high. On fine cigar wrappers it is $1.50 
to $2.25 per pound, and lower grades 35 to 50 cents per pound; 
but when we come to compare the real market value of these to- 
baccos it will be seen that our seemingly high tariff sinks into 
insignificance when compared with the enormous duty imposed 
by England, our rate being from 73 to 198 per cent of the value, Eng- 
land’s ten times the cost, or 1,000 per cent. Of course open mar- 
kets on the one hand and a lower duty on the other would greatly 
increase the demand by lowering the price to consumers, and cor- 
respondingly increasing the price to producers in this country. 

he provisions of this amendment kindly, gradually, but per- 
sistently carried to a successful issue would, in my judgment, bring 
greater benefits to the producers of this important farm product 
than all the legislation ever enacted in its interest. 

The importance of the improvement of agriculture in methods 
of sale, of culture, and of prices for products can not be exagger- 
ated. It is the basis of allindustries. It furnishes three-fourths 
of all our exports. Uponits broad and stalwart shoulders rest the 
most vital interests of every class, of every calling, and, indeed, 
of every individual citizen of this great country. Without agri- 
culture we could have no commerce, and of course would have no 
use for railroads or banks or other great institutions, which, un- 
der the benign influence and fostering care of a prosperous agri- 
culture, are capable of bringing such great benefits and blessings 
to the human race. These things being true, it can not be said 
that any legislation which fosters and benefits agriculture is in any 
sense class legislation. Washington said: *‘ Nogreater good could 
come to any country than the improvement of its agriculture.” 

Other causes, at least in the judgment of the farmers them- 
selves, have a most pernicious effect upon the price of farm 
products—one is the unsatisfactory financial system which pre- 
vails in this country at this time. No one seems to be satisfied 
with the present system, and no one seems capable of suggesting 
a better which would be acceptable to all sections or, in fact, to 
either party. One party imposing additional burdens upon the 

ople by a continuous bond system, the end of which no human 

oresight can determine; the other party doing the same thing by 
additional tariff taxation under the guise of providing an increase 
of revenue, which the disbursing agents of the Government declare 
we do not need. 

What is the result of the exhaustive discussion of this great 
uestion which has occupied the House for the past several days? 
ny conclusion reached? Any practical plan for a new or differ- 

ent financial system proposed? Certainly none which at all prom- 
ised the possibility of being enacted into law or satisfying even in 
an approximate — the great mass of the people. 

The ee political parties of the country stand disaffected 
and divided with folded arms, unable or unwilling to manifest 
that degree of patriotism or love of humanity which should in- 
duce every wellwisher for the real prosperity of the country to 
sacrifice at least something of personal opinion and agree to some 
plan which would oan Be cn to that great industry which, pros- 
perous itself, can alone bring prosperity to the country at large. 

We can speak with pride of our manufactories, our railroads, 
our commerce, our exports, three-fourths of which, as I have said, 
are furnished by agriculture; but all these great industries must 
languish and become unproductive unless the basal industry upon 
which they all rest is by some means rehabilitated and made more 
remunerative to the tillers of the soil. 

This depression is ndt only felt in this cua. but in others as 
well. The Queen of England, in her recent address to the Parlia- 
ment, said: 

I regret to say that the condition of husbandry is disastrous beyond any 
recent experience. Meusures will be laid before you with the object to 
mitigate the distress in that industry. 

It is easy to find fault, and it is said that farmers are proficient 
in this particular recreation. Whether these complaints are real 
(as we believe many of them are) or imaginary, the same effect of 
unrest and dissatisfaction is produced, and this great conservative 
class, amounting to about 30,000,000 of our population, have their 
eyes of hope turned to this Congress, with its overwhelming Re- 
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= majority, in mute appeal for relief. They have “ askeg 
read, will you continue to give them a stone?” 

Another prolific source of complaint is the gambling in far, 
products, by which it is made to appear that there is for sale, qy 
is sold, one thousand times as much of any stipulated product ag 
has been raised. However, it is not my purpose to discuss t))js 
subject now, as a bill will probably soon be before this Congress 
seeking to remedy this evil. 

In conclusion, I desire to say, as a real representative of {)\o 
American farmer, and without the slightest prejudice to ot})or 
callings and professions, all of which are needed and have an j)))- 
portant place to fill in this busy world of ours. Real farmer 
men of worth and integrity,and a proper understanding of {}\, 
situation, should not and will not coke any character of legislation 
which might be supposed to benefit them at the expense or di ri- 
ment of other classes of citizens. This amendment offered to this 
bill suggests the route through which good to this great inter:st 
may come. It is impossible, under any system of protection, that 
the staple agricultural products of this country, which are jro- 
duced largely in excess of our own needs, can be benefited or in 
any way protected against competition of other countries or the 
low prices of other markets of the world. The system of bounties 
proposed by some to be laid upon exports of agricultural products 
would, in my judgment, be fraught with far more evil than good, 
It is wrong in principle, and would be impracticable in execution, 
only bringing, it may be, benefits to the few to the detriment cf 
the many. We ask no legislation of this kind, but come modestly 
and say, only give us a fair chance. Take away the obstructions 
as far as it can be done by friendly conference and agreement with 
other countries; open to us, as wide as may be, the avenues of cvin- 
merce; give us open and unobstructed markets at home and 
abroad, and, aided by other reforms already indicated, we can and 
will successfully compete with the world. 

With the best country on the globe, the best farm machinery, 
and the best and most effective workers in the world, why should 
we fear competition with any other country or people on earth? 
[ Applause. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, before my cv!- 
league takes his seat, I would like to ask him to have the amend- 
ment which he proposes to offer read. 

Mr. CLARDY. will read it. It is this: 

Page 9, after line 6, insert the following: 

“And to secure as far as may be a change in the methods of supplying t: 
bacco and other farm products to foreign countries.” 

It will be seen that this does not add anything to the amount 
of the appropriation made by the bill, but simply enlarges th 
scope of the action vo be taken by the Secretary in introducin: 
our products into foreign countries. 

“Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. You referred in your speec! 
to the quantity of tobacco produced in Kentucky; was your refer- 
ence to the product of last year? 

Mr. CLARDY. Yes; 1895. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of n 
time. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes to 
the gentleman from New Hampshire |Mr. BAKER]. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. r. Chairman, it is not my 
ro at this time to indulge in any strictures upon the present 

cretary of Agriculture, but rather to give a brief and succinct 
statement of the seed question. For something more than thirts 
years it has been the policy of this Government to distribute sevds 
among the farmers of the United States, to make, as the present 
Secretary puts it, a ‘‘free, promiscuous distribution of seeds.” |n 
the appropriation act for the year 1866, under the head ** Depart 
ment of Agriculture” we find this language: 

For purchase of cereal, vegetable, and flower seeds, and for labor in put- 
ting up seeds, seed . and miscellaneous items, $60,000; Provided, That the 
Commissioner of Agriculture shall only purchase and distribute, with the 
fund herein appropriated for that purpose, such seeds as are rare anc un- 
common to the country, or such as can be made more profitable by frejucnt 
changes from one part of our own country to another. 

Prior to that time there had been distribution of seeds by the 
Department of Agriculture, but this, I believe, was the firsi lim 
tation put upon the Commissioner of Agriculture in regard to ‘he 
expenditure of the money appropriated for that purpose. [hat 
provision, somewhat elaborated, became section 527 of tlic ‘vc 
vised Statutes, which is in the following language: 

The purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department of Agriculture 
shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the coun! t 
such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes from one }! 
our own ne another; and the purchase, or propagation and distrou 
tion, of seeds, plants, shrubs, vines, and cuttings, shall be confined to sich 8 
are adapted to general cultivation and to promote the general intere 
hortioultare nia agriculture throughout the United States. 

These, Mr. Chairman, are the provisions of law upon that <1) 

ect found outsideof the necessary provisionsof the appropr'a''" 


I heartily agree that it is the duty of the Secretary 0! 
Agriculture in the purchase and distribution of seeds to cont)! 


to section 527 of the Revised Statutes, which I have just read, and 




















1896. 
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I believe there is no condition of affairs existing in the United 
States which makes it impossible, or even difficult, for him to exe- 
cute and expend the appropriation under that section of the Re- 
vised Statutes. To show something of the purpose of Congress 
and to show the view which members of Congress took of this 
subject in times that have passed, I send to the desk, to be read 


by the Clerk, an extract from the speech of Mr. Wilson, of Iowa, | 


delivered in the House of Representatives onthe 8th day of April, 
1876. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is, perhaps, not universally known that the country suffers more from 
worn-out seeds than worn-out land. When a field is partly seeded with oats 
received from the Department weighing 50 pounds to the bushel and partly 
with the best common oats that could be procured weighing 37 pounds to the 
bushel, and when the heavier oats produced 65 bushels an acre weighing 45 
younds to the bushel and the lighter oats produced 48 bushels an acre weigh 
ing 81 pounds to the bushel, it is time every farmer should know what is 
meant by worn-out seed, the percentage of annual deterioration, and the ne 
cessity of periodical renewal, where the best seed can be had, and what sec 
tions of our country are best adapted to this and other crops. . 

Individual effort can not supply this want. No journal in the land fur 
nishes a tithe of the information respecting the monthly condition of crops in 
all the States and foreign countries. 

About one-half of our people are engaged in agricultural em. This is 
the only Department of the Government that interests one-half of our people 
directly. The States can not supply the information for themselves, for while 
each State could very readily arrive at a knowledge of the condition of all its 
industries, such knowledge is comparatively valueless without like informa 
tion respecting all the others. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. After Mr. Wilson had spoken | 
those words he went on to give individual instances where the | 


Departmentof Agriculture had distributed seed which had proved 
immensely valuable to farmers. And right here, let me say 
proudly, Mr. Chairman, that I was myself a farmer’s boy, brought 
up on a farm, aud doing farm work with my own hands, and I 


know that in those boyhood days we always looked forward with | 


interest to the time when our Congressman should send us seeds, 
and I know that we found in actual practice that we could use 
those he did send with great profit. I may add that in my own 
neighborhood very many of the finest kinds of vegetables that 


were produced were raised from the seeds thus distributed, and | 


such is the fact down to this day in that locality. Even during 
the last summer I received very many thanks for seed which I 
had myself distributed. _ 

I now ask your attention while I read an extract from the 
report of Mr. King, who was in charge of the seed division of the 
Agricultural Department in 1888. He says: 

It is the aim of the Department to distribute enough seed to thoroughly 
test each valuable variety of wheat, corn, barley, oats, or other cereal, in 
every Congressional district in which it is probable that they can be suc 
cessfully grown. The increased production per acre, and the greater weight 
per bushel of asuperior quality that has resulted from the distribution by 
the Department would, if the facts could be aggregated, convince the most 
skeptical of its value to the country at large. he value of the seed distri 
bution is best evidenced by the records in the annual reports of the Depart 


ment. For instance, in that of 1868 it isshown that the wheat —_ poeoned | 
yushels; | 


224,036,600 bushels; acreage, 18,460,132: average yield per acre, 12. 
value of crop, $319,195,200; average price per bushel, $1.42. 

The reports 
Department show an average yield per acre of 25 bushels; the total yield at 


that rate, on the acreage of 1868, would be 461,508,300 bushels, an increase of | 
237,466,700 bushels, which at $1.42 per bushel would be a money-value increase | 


of $337,202,714. Ifthis wheat were totake the place of other varieties, however, 


and should be sown as the general crop is now sown, without the —— care | 
eclow 25 | 


usual in experimenting, the average yield would, of course, fa 
bushels; but if the average increase per acre could be raised to 15 bushels (a 


low estimate for the Tappahannock) the increase in bushels would be 55,380,- | 


396; in money value, $78,640,162. ; , 
Immediately after the introduction of the Fultz wheat in 1871 into nearly 
every county of Virginia, from 40 experiments in nearly as many counties, 


the lowest yield reported was 15 bushels to the acre, while the average yield | 


was 30 bushels. The average yield of the wheat crop in Virginia in 1871 was 
8 bushels per acre, and the price was$1.39 per bushel, making a total valuation 
of $8,852,910. If the Fultz wheat had been exclusively sown and the average 
yield had been but 15 bushels per acre, a gain of only 7 bushels, the resulting 
increase of the value of the wheat crop would have been $7,746,896, or about 
one-quarter enough to pay the existing State debt. As the direct result of 
the very general distribution of improved varieties the increase in the aver 
age yield of wheat during the years 1878, 1879, and 1880 was 2 bushels per acr« 

is in 40,000,000acreage yearly would be 50,000,000 bushels increase, or a gain 
to the country of about $75,000,000 annually. 


All that started from a distribution of seed by the Department 
of Agriculture. Again he says: 


The increase in yield of oats by the introduction of improved varieties im- 


orted or gree in localities especially adapted to their growth has been | 


rom 10 to 30 bushels per acre, sufficient to pay the entire cost of growing the 
crop, thus leaving the usual average crop one of clear gain to the producer. 

Again I quote from this report: 

The direct benefits resulting from the distribution of ayeeemnas seeds 
would, if aggregated, represent more millions than the seed has ever cost in 
thousands in 7 year of its existence. Wherever a marked increase of crops 

occurred the result has generally been attributed to the new and im 
proved varieties of seed distrib 
ae that the seed received by them had increased the yield of 
crops from 10 to 0 per cent. The records of the Department teem with evi- 


dences of the money value of the increased production due to the introduction | 


of new seeds. 


Many indirect factors of spent neral value can also be secured by astudy | 
< results of seed distribution. The benefits obtained from a mere change 


one climate to another, or from one kind of soil to another, are 

sometimes very marked. The records of the Department show that on 
farms where the wheat crop, from an average of 24 bushels per acre, has been 
ually diminished to 20 bushels or less per acre, a change of seed again 





of experiments with Tappahannock wheat distributed by the | 


uted. e statement is frequently made by | 































































} ran up theerop to its former average maximum yield, thus indicating that 
a diminishing production is not always attributable to soil deterioration 
alone, and that a systematic rotation of seed exchange is a potent factor in 
maintaining the productive capacity of the soil 

Not the least of the benefits resulting from the introduction of new varie- 
ties of seed is the mixed and varied husbandry made possible thereby. Inno 
Department of the General Government has the expenditure of sosmall asum 
| been productive of as much good as that expended in the introduction and 
dissemination of valuable seeds and plants 


Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman be kind enough to read 
that last paragraph again? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Certainly. 

In no Department of the General Government has the expenditure of 
small a sum been productive of as much good as that expended in th 
duction and dissemination of valuable seeds and plants. 


Mr. STEELE. What report is that? 

| Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It is in the report for 1888, 

the report of Mr. King, who was then in charge of the seed dis- 

tribution and had held that position under several Commissioners 
and the first Secretary of the Department. 

Such, Mr. Chairman, is the unvarying testimony of all who have 
had to do with this question until we come down to the year 1894, 
In the message and documents relating to the Department for that 
year we find a report of the special agent for the purchase of seed. 
We shall have occasion to refer to him more than once before we 

| get done with this bill. 
| Mr. Enos 8. Harnden, the special agent for the purchase of seed, 
says: 


| 


In the light of my experience as a former seed man, however, I consider 
the free distribution of seeds by this Department as an infringement upon 
and an interference with a legitimate business, and I believe it should be 
abolished. 

This gentleman claims that he was a seedsman himself and that 
it interfered with his former business. His impression was that 
the distribution should beabolished, and that no further distribu- 
tion of seed should take place to the citizens of the United States. 
That view either he transferred to the Secretary of Agriculture 
or the Secretary of Agriculture transferred it to him, for it seems 
to have become a settled policy ofthe Department. Which it was 
I do not know, but I think I am not transcending my duty as a 
member of the Committee on Agriculture in the last Congress 
when I say that there was a determined effort made before that 
| committee to get it not to recommend the usual seed appropria- 
| tion. 

The Department of Agriculture was heard before that commit- 
| tee as much as it desired to be heard, and when we decided to 
| report the bill appropriating money for the purchase of seeds I 

believe:there was not a dissenting vote in the committee. It came 
into the House, and probably not more than half a dozen Repre- 
sentatives opposed the appropriation. Ihave been told upon good 
| authority that a like condition of unanimity existed in the Com- 


mittee on Agriculture and Forestry of the Senate, and that there 
was no opposition in the Senate to the passage of the usual appro- 
priation bill. Therefore, up to last summer,there had been no 
adverse action taken, either in a legal or an illegal way, in con- 
| nection with the purchase of seeds. 
But we find from the Secretary’s own report that he was deter- 
| mined, if possible, not to execute the appropriation which Congress 
had made. And so, first of all, hoping to secure some kind of 
sanction for his intended action, he asked the Attorney-General to 
construe for him the law, especially the section of the Revised 
Statutes which I have read. In reply, the Attorney-General, the 
present Secretary of State, Mr. Olney, repeating the interrogatories 
submitted, says: 

You make two inquiries, as follows: 

‘**Can the Secretary of Agriculture legally purchase any other seeds than 
those described in section 527 of the Revised Statutes, to wit, seeds ‘rare and 
uncommon to the country, or such as can be made more profitable by fre 
quent change from one part of our own country toanother,’ under authority 
of the act of March 2, 1895? 

‘** Would it be proper and lawful for the Secretary of Agriculture, in view 








of the verbiage of the act of March 2, 1895,and the wording of section 527 of 
the Revised Statutes, to advertise for proposals to furnish the Department 
of Agriculture seeds, bulbs, trees, vines, cuttings, and plants, ‘rare and un 


common to the country, and for such as can be made more profitable by 

quent changes from one part of our own country to another,’ reserving 
j 2 ight to reject any and all bids?”’ 
| ‘The answer is: 

1. The seeds purchasable under the act of March 2. 1895, are limited to th 
described in section 527 of the Revised Statutes. there bei ! 
ground for claiming that the act of March 2, 1895, oper: 
to operate, as a repeal of the earlier statute 

2. If not obligatory upon the Secretary of Agriculture to purchase 





3, or wa ntendec 





trees, etc., conformably to section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, it is cert 
competent for him to make the purchases comformably to said statute 
right to reject any and all bids being reserved. But the formof the que 


is such that I think it proper to call attention to the fact that, while seeds 

chased must be such as are “rare and uncommon tothe country or sucha 

be made more profitable by frequent changes from one part of our own «« 

try to another,” the trees, plants, shrubs. vines, and cuttings to be | } 

| are such “as are adapted to general cultivation and to promote the general 

interests of horticulture and agriculture throughout the United Stat« 
Respectfully, yours, 





RICHARD OLNEY, Attorney-General 
I do. notsuppose there is a lawyer in the United States of America 
who wonld have given a different answer. I do not suppose there 
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is a resentative in the sound of my voice who would have 
wished the Secretary of Agriculture to have made his purchases 
in any other way than as was required by section 527 of the Revised 
Statutes. 

Can anyone find in that answer of the Attorney-General any 
liberty or license to the Secretary cf Agriculture not to carry out 
the appropriation? There is not a solitary word in it which indi- 
cutes any such suggestion, but its whole tenor and statement is 
that it is the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture to carry out 
that appropriation and to do it conformably te law. Now, let us 
see how the Secretary of Agriculture proposed to do it. The 
Attorney-General replied to him April 20. April 27 he issued 
proposals in the following language: 

Unirep STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., April 27, 1896. 
In accordance with section 527 of the Revised Statutes. which authorizes 


the purchase of “seeds rare and uncommon to the country or such as can 
quando more profitable by frequent changes from one part of our own country 





to another,” also “such trees, plants, shrubs, vines, and cuttings as are 
adapted to general cultivation, and to ote the general interests of horti- 
culture and agriculture throughout the United 8' — and in accordance 
with the terms of the appropriation (act approved 2, 1895) for the pur- 
saat, ts daplicate, aakdec 4p tem angel cnetbana, will be cotaived ty toe 
Recretary of Agriculture until 2p. m., July 1, 1895, for supplying to the United 
States Department of culture ng the fiscal a ending June 30, 1896, 
and to be delivered ore November 1, 1895, such valuable seeds, trees, 
plants, shrubs, vines, and cut , as are covered by section 527 of the Re- 
vised Statutes quoted above. Persons submitting bids should the 
kind and varieties, with full fo of each variety, of seeds and plants 
upon which they desire to submit bids and the quantities —_ are prepared 
to contract for, and must guarantee delivery of the same in Washington. 
The right is reserved to reject any or all bids. 
J. STERLING MORTON, Secretary. 

It is to be observed from this proposal that the Secretary of 
Agriculture—although it is presumed he had given great atten- 
tion to this subject—was not willing to specify in the proposals 
what he wanted, either in kind, variety, or quantity, and the 
subsequent correspondence, which is contained in Senate Docu- 
ment No. 40 of this Congress, shows that he received very many 
letters asking for information, and in no case did he send a letter 
in reply, but according to this very document, sent simply the 
advertisement again. 

Again, it is shown by the correspondence that the Secretary 
was informed that it would be impossible, if he was to have seeds 
of that year’s production, to cure them ——— be delivered 
in bulk at the Department by the ist of November, and he was 
asked if, in regard to those particular varieties, he would not be 
esse — ee wom = no nes did ae a di- 
rect and satisfactory rep) nquiry. gen reply was 
another copy of the civil ow then, could the + 
throughout this country know what the Secretary of Agriculture 
wanted or what he was willing to do? More than that, it has been 
told to me—I do not know accurately of the truth of it—that cer- 
tain seedsmen were confidentially informed by employees of the 
Department of Agriculture that it would be useless for them to 
bid, because no seeds were to be bought. 

ask that you give this document your full and careful consid- 
eration, because you will find in it from beginning to end a thor- 
ough, determined purpose not to execute the statute of the United 
States, not to buy the seeds, not to conform to the custom and 
— of his predecessors or to his own. More than that, this 

ocument shows that if a bid was a little irregular in form it 
was rejected for that reason only. If it was received a minute 
too late it was rejected. And in every instance after the time for 
the opening of the bids each person asking information was in- 
formed that there would be no seed distribution that year. 

Mr. BOATNER. I want to ask the gentleman how he expects, 
if the verdict of the Secretary is the same as last , that the 
Secretary of Agriculture will execute the law? He refused to 
expend the former appropriation or obey the provision directing 
the expenditure of this money, and he claims to be supported in 
that position by the decision of the Attorney-General. 

Now, if the committee merely reenacts the law of last year, 
what reason is there to expect that the as — ture 
will make the expenditure and distribution to which the gentle- 


man is ee himself? 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. In the first place, in reply to 
e t what I have al- 


pl ages gw from Louisiana, I wish to repea 
y said, that there is nothing in the opinion of the Attorney- 
General to justify the nonaction of the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and he, as a lawyer, if he will examine it, will agree with me in 
that statement; secondly-— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Win the gentleman allow me to ask the 
gentleman from Louisiana a question? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. In a moment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to ask him one question right now. 
It will be too late afterwards. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then, agua. it is impossible 
to tell what may transpire between now and the time for the exe- 
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cution of the next appropriation bill. There may be such object 
lessons as will lead to abandon his office or to execute the law. 

I find, also, that he appointed to open these bids and to pass 
upon them this same Enos S. Harnden, who had announced that 
he was the “late seedsman,” and that he was _— to the pur 
chase of any seed whatever. That he appointed, as second, the 
disbursing officer, and the third of that committee a clerk in his 
immediate office. That committee opened the bids at the tim: 
designated, and in a very few days after that they reported tha 
they had rejected them all; and appended to the bids, as printed in 
this document, there appears simply a memorandum of the ground 
upon which they rejected them, viz, “that they were not rare 0) 
uncommon.” And yet the Secretary, in his statement before thio 
Committee on Agriculture of the Senate, claimed that some 0; 
them were ‘‘so rare and uncommon” in relation to their prices 
that it would not be expedient to buy them. Then, upon that 
report, we find that on the 25th day of July he abolished the seed 
division and closed the door, so far as it was possible for him to do 
so, to any further purchase of seeds. 

Mr. PICKLER. What was the date that he closed the seed 
division? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The 25th day of July. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield the gentleman twenty minutes 
more. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then he directed the secd 
division of his Department to be closed, a division which had been 
regularly appropriated for by Congress, and he discharged the peo- 
ple who had been appropriated for and occupied the space which 
that division had previously occupied by other divisions of his 
office which were more in favor with him. 

Mr. PICKLER. What was the date, now, that the bids were 
opened and the seed division closed? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The bids were opened on the 
6th day of July and the seed division was closed on the 25th of 
that month. 

Mr. PICKLER. And they did not need any of those seeds until 
November to give to us? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Really not until January of 
the next year. 

And now comes the next question which immediately arises 
in all your minds. If the bids which were opened on the Ist day 
of July were not satisfactory, if they did not conform to the stat- 
utes, if they were not sufficient in number, if they were too hiz)h 
in a if there was anything else the matter with them, why 


did not he issue pro again? There was time for half a dozen 
pe to be i the bids to be put in, and the seeds to 
elivered before the time of the ordinary delivery, on the 10th of 


January of the next year, to Congressmen and Senators for their 
distribution. It was simply and solely that he did not desire to do 
it; and that, acting as Secretary of Agriculture, he preferred to 
nullify an act of Congress rather than to perform his sworn duty. 
There is no escape from that conclusion. 

Now, there are a few matters to which I wish to ask your atten- 
tion, which seem to come so directly from the Secretary himself 
that they show his animusin this matter. It was my privilege to 
offer a resolution in this House on the 6th of December last, upon 
this very seed question, ing — the Secretary of Agriculture 
for his reasons for nonaction. eresolution was objected to by 
the gentleman from Tennessee, and consequently under our rules 
went to the Committee on Agriculture without action by tlie 
House. Buta like resolution was a day or two afterwards passe 
in the Senate, and in reply to this resolution the document to 
which I have already referred was sent. But very soon after [ 
offered that resolution the Secretary had a long interview with « 
reporter of the Evening Star, which can be found in the issue 0! 
Saturday, December 21, 1895, in which he is asked in regard t» 
this matter; and some of the language he is reported to have usc 
on that occasion is so peculiar for a Secretary of a Departmen! 
that I beg the indulgence of the House while I read it. 

Turning to matters more personal to the Secretary’s Department, I asked 
him about the resolution of Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire to investigate tho 
seed question. The Secretary settled back in his chair, with a smile. : 

“Tam quite ready for them on that question,” he said. ‘‘ But there may be 
a good Republican or two on the anxious seat.” 

And now please observe this language: 

When I began to inv: te the sale of seeds by members of Congress I 
sent the —— agent of the seed bureau to the Capitol, with instru:- 
—" buy the quota of some member of the House and give his chec« 

Admitting that it would be culpable on the part of any member 
of Congress to sell his seed quota, what we say of a Secre- 
tary who sent his own official, probably with the Govern- 
ment’s money, to the Capitol to degrade and debauch a member «Tt 
members of 


Mr. MERED . Is that member's name given in any way? 
It ought to be given. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It is not. 














1896. 


Mr. MEREDITH. I would vote for a resolution to compel his 


ame iven. 
= % ie of New Hampshire (reading): 


. ifficulty in finding a seller of seeds among Congressmen, and 
= wn now is the check bearing the indorsement oF a millionaire 
= mber of the House—a check for $75. I have kept_the man’s name out 
Ce, annual report, and he is not mad about that. I have no wish to do 
¢ . any injury. I was not after him personally, but after the system of 
which he has become an “awful example.” 5 
If the House investigates the seed question of course the ex-member’s name 
y have to be made public. There also will be shown about a hundred 
may fers of seeds from one member to another recorded on the books of the 
Department. They do not prove, of course, that money was paid for the 
a Defers I suppose the members will say they exchanged public documents 
transfers. 4 ‘vice versa. One of the friends of this seed-selling millionaire 


for seec : ; . i i 
: had been used to buy copies of the horse book for gratuitous cir- 
ond ne Oe Tam told that he bought $75 worth of pocket knives for 


tati . he House. They had better harmonize their 
presentation to.the pages of matter, becoming public, would embarrass 
the defendant by adverse or antagonistic pleadings. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there, according to his own contention, in 
that interview is a condition of affairs which I presume never did 
exist before in this country. 

Mr. KEM. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Certainly. 

Mr. KEM. lf it would be proper, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if he knows who this man is he purchased this seed from? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I hope my friend will call for his name. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. He is an ex-member, and 
would be beyond the jurisdiction of this House. 

Mr. KEM. It seems to me that it would relieve a good many 
members of this House from suspicion, because there are a num- 
ber of us who were members of the last House. 

Mr. MOSES. Would they take you fora millionaire? [Laugh- 

r. 
ie KEM. It may be, Mr. Chairman, that I am not a million- 
aire; but there are a great many people in this country who may 
suspect thatI am. [Laughter. | 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Now, let me repeat, Mr. 
Chairman, that here is a peculiar condition of affairs, one which 
probably never before existed in the United States, certainly one 
which was never before brought to the attention of an American 
Congress, thata Secretary of one of the Executive Departments of 
the Government has, by his own admission, attempted to seduce 
and reduce to degradation a member of the Legislature of the na- 
tion. If Mr. Morton can explain that satisfactorily, I hope he will; 
for, as I said before, Iam not here to vituperate against him. I 
am here simply to defend the — of seeds and to explain the 
circumstances which surround and justify it. But the Secretary 
has gone a little bit further than that. He seems to be ready, not 
only to purchase the seeds of members of Congress and pay for 
them and then turn State’s evidence and claim glory for it, but he 
stands ready also to defy Congress, according to his own state- 
ment. 

I find in the Washington Post of February 9, 1896, another in- 
terview—and, by the way, this Secretary is great upon being inter- 
viewed—from which I read this language: 


Under the law, continued the Secretary, every head of an Executive De- 
partment, when he is in doubt as to the meaning of a statute, is required to 
apply to the Attorney-General for advice, and it was upon the opinion of Mr. 
Olney that I based my action. There is one way for them [referring to Con- 
gress} to satisfy their minds as to whether I have violated the law, and that 
is to bring articles of impeachment against me. If I have deliberately vio- 
lated the law, I should be impeached— 


l agree with him— 
and the sooner they go at it the better. If they can not impeach me, then 
they can not substantiate theirstatements. IfIam wrong, Iam ready to take 
the consequences. 

So, Mr. Chairman, we are confronted with this condition of af- 
fairs. The Congress of the United States has made an appropria- 
tion and hasexpressed its will time and time again as to the expendi- 
ture of that appropriation; one branch of Congress has passed a 
resolution demanding that the Secretary of Agriculture carry out 
that appropriation according to the law and the uniform practice, 
which resolution is now before a committee of this House and, 
Iam told, will soon be reported to this body for its action. If, in 
the opinion of the members of this House, the Secretary of Agri- 
culture is right, of course they will not pass the resolution. If, 
on the contrary, they believe, as I most certainly do, that he is ab- 


solutely and unconditionally wrong, and that the seed question is | 


of very small consequence in comparison with the right settlement 
of the question which the Secretary raises when he lays down the 
proposition that, he being the head of an Executive Department, 
it rests in his own sweet will either to execute or not execute an 
appropriation made by , and that, too, when he does not 
even claim that the tion is unconstitutional or that it is 
rere to the — the Government. If Representatives 

lieve as I do about that I trust they will take appropriate action. 

Mr. SWANSON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BAKER of New Ham ire. inly. 

Mr.SWANSON. Did not the Secretary recommend to Congress 
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not to make the appropriation for seeds? 
Representatives refuse to follow his recommendation and make 
the appropriation, and then, in complete violation of the recom- 
mendation he had previously made, did he not fail to use that 
appropriation after the will of this body and of the other branch 
of Congress on the subject had been ascertained? 


Did not the House of 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. All thatis true. His recom- 
mendations went to and were considered by the Committee on 
Agriculture of this House in the last Congress and to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry of the Senate in the same Con- 
gress, and I presume he has made a like recommendation in this 
Congress; but as to that I do not know. 

Now, as I have said, the question of seeds is of comparatively 
small importance, although I believe it to be important and one 
that the people of this country require action upon at our hands; 
but the great and overpowering question of all in this case is: 
Shall we, as the representatives of the people, permit the head of 
any Executive Department to disregard and, so far as is within 
his power, to nullify acts of Congress which we pass, and shall he 
go unscathed? That is the question before the House which we 
must meet in behalf of the people, that we may preserve our 
Government. [Applause. } 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I believe there are thirty-five 
minutes still remaining to this side of the committee. Of that 
time, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Georgia | Mr. 
Moss], ten minutes tothe gentleman from Louisiana { Mr. Boat- 
NER], and fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Georgia | Mr. 
LIVINGSTON]. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I shall use but little of the time 
which has been accorded me as a member of the committee, as 
there are other gentlemen who wish to be heard. I have been a 
member of the Agricultural Committee since i891, and I believe 
that the present is the smallest Agricultural appropriation we 
have had during that time. This is called an appropriation for 
the Agricultural Department, but the money which it carries is 
largely used for other purposes not strictly agricultural. 

For instance, nearly one-third of the entire amount, or more 
than $800,000, goes to the Weather Bureau. Not one of the Re- 
publican members of the committee has deemed it necessary to say 
anything about this bill or to give any indication that they be- 
lieved the farmers of the country expect them to say anything in 
behalf of their interests. They are ready at all times to advocate 
bonds and tariff and protection for the classes, but for the inter- 
ests of the plain people of the country they display no concern. 

The bill before us appropriates $130.000 for the purchase of valu- 
able seeds, plants, and the like, to be distributed among the people 
of the entire country. This has been the law for twenty years, 
and this amount was carried in the last bill. 

I remember that in the Fifty-third Congress the Secretary of the 
Agricultural Department urged our committee to strike out this 
appropriation. We refused toconcur with him. The matter was 
brought before this House and fully discussed. After hearing all 
that could be said by his friends both Houses almost unanimously 
directed that no change be made. Mr. Chairman,in this country 
it is the duty of the Congress to make the laws, and it is the duty 
of the Executive Departments to see that they are carried into 
effect, and not to nullify or abrogate them. If the Secretary of 
Agriculture was in doubt before as to the legisle‘ive will and 
intention, he certainly was not after the discussion liad here. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow a suggestion just 
there? 

Mr. MOSES. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. I wish to ask if the gentleman remembers the 
fact that the House increased the appropriation $30,000 for this 
very purpose? 

Mr. MOSES. Thatistrue. I offered the amendment myself in 
the committee. It was at first proposed to give only $100,000, and 
it was afterwards increased to $130,000, and $30,000 additional for 
the distribution of bulletins. We kept the same amount for seed 
distribution and did not cut it down one iota. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of this House 
to the growing tendency upon the part of the executive branch of 
this Government to ignore the laws of the land. Thwarted in 
his efforts to take this poor pittance from the farmers, he assumes 
the veto power and says the law shall not beenforced. No throne 
in constitutional Europe has such power. After a bill is passed 
in this and the other end of the Capitol and signed, these despots 
who sit in official positions in Washington, who, by the way, are 
never elected by the popular vote of the people, must sit in judg- 
ment upon our acts and say what shall and what shall not be the 
law of the land. [Applause.] And this is especially true when 
it is anything affecting the agricultural classes. 

I charge here that the laws of the country are often nullified, 
and more frequently misconstrued against the people's interest. 
I warn you that here lies the greatest danger to our country. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Harpy] was yesterday de- 
nouncing the old nullifiers of South Carolina. Why, sir, Calhoun 
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and his followers pale into insignificance compared with these. 


[Len hter.| The law says that sufficient silver shall be coined 
o redeem the Sherman notes. The Executive says gold shall be 
the only redemption money. In the Fifty-second and Fifty-third 
Con oo we directed that a small sum be expended in testing 
the feasibility of extending better mail facilities to the rural dis- 
tricts. They refuse to do so. 

Mr. Chairman, these few packages of seeds are about all the 
farmers of the country really get from the Government; every- 
body else gets protection. e appropriate $450,000,000 a year of 
the people’s money, and though one-half of the e of the coun- 
try are farmers, we can not give them this pitiful sum. As Sen- 
ator VEsT said, we can give thousands to raise rare flowers for the 
powers that be, but we must take from the poor man this small 
pittance that helped to feed his family. 

Mr. Chairman, the danger to democratic institutions of the 
United States is not so much that the people’s representatives will 
not do their duty as that those usurping powers, having no consid- 
eration for the welfare of the people, will nullify their will and 
will not carry out the laws which have been passed. 

The Secretary of Agriculture said with reference to the seed 
distribution that the — was objectionable because some metn- 
ber has seen fit to sell his portion of the seed. I do not believe 
that ~— member of Congress would do such a thing as that. I 
a is name, if signed to any such transaction as that, was 

orged. 

nderstand that I do not charge the Secretary with willful mis- 
representation of the members of this House. I believe he has 
been deceived or imposed upon. I do not challenge the word of 
the Secretary of Agriculture; but I do say, Mr. Chairman, that 
there has certainly been a mistake somewhere. I know city mem- 
bers who, having no use for their pro rata, have generously do- 
nated them to the other members. A member from Baltimore, 
in the Fifty-second Congress, came to me and voluntarily, as I 
was a country member, gave me a part of his apportionment of 
seeds. I noticed, too, that many of the seed went to gentlemen 
residing in the Secretary’s own State, and I do not believe that 
es bought one package of the seeds that were transferred to 
them. 

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BoATNER] asks why we 
have not changed the law. He asks why we did not make it man- 
datory. We have not done so because we know if we put any- 
thing of that nature into the bill that would change existing law, 
some ‘‘ cuckoo,” ever ready, would sound his note and raise the 
point of order against it. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. BOATNER. There is no rule of the House now that pro- 


hibits a change of existing law in appropriation bills, is there? 
a MOSES. We can not change existing law in appropriation 
ills, 


Mr. BOATNER. It was not so in the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Your claim is that under the existing law the 
seeds should be distributed, is it not? 

Mr. TUCKER. Under the present law. 

Mr. MOSES. Under the present law. He says there are no 
valuable seeds, and I say this—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. It would be no innovation to add a paragraph 
giving an explanation to that law, so that even the Secretary of 
Agriculture could understand it. 

r. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, the Secretary openly defies Con- 

ss and tells us toimpeach him, Something like this should 
nave been done long 2ge. The old Democratic ship will never 
ride the political seas safely until these Jonahs are cast overboard. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, the feature of this question 
which has aroused my indignation is the fact that the refusal of 
the Secretary of Agriculture to expend the appropriation made 
by the last Congress for the purchase and distribution of seeds is 
based upon a sort of false pretense. 

Antecedent to his decision that under the terms of the law he 
was not authorized to expend the appropriation, there emanated 
from the Agricultural rtment reports derogatory and dis- 
crediting to the Congress of the United States. 

The individual who has found his way into the Agricultural De- 

rtment under this Administration (laughter) considered it not 
inconsistent with the dignity of his position toallow reports to go 
out through the press, scattered broadcast through the Union, 
that he had discovered great frauds and abuses in the distribu- 
tion by members of the seeds allotted to them under existing 
laws, and whose names he did not give to the public. 

I do not know whether those statements were true or false, but 
I do know that it was an outrage to herd honorable men, incapa- 
ble of such conduct, with the few who might have been guilty of 
it, and I assert that the publication of any such scandalous charges 

ainst a body of gentlemen without the designation of the names 
of the individuals who had been found so small and so corrupt 
and so unfit for the positions that they occupied as to embezzle 
the property intrusted to them for distribution was not only an 
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insult to the Congress of the United States, but an unmanl, 
inconsistent with the dignity of 1 Cabinet officer. [Applay 
It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, however small and obsey; 
individual who, by chance or under Executive favor, shoul, 
= to be raised to the high position of a Cabinet officer, t! 
act of his elevation ought to raise him above any such cont 


ble littleness. [Applause.] For one, as a member of the |'i/ty. 


third Congress, I resent and denounce asa slander the imput ition 

that that body. or any considerable number of its members, worg 

tony of the crime of selling the seeds which were allotted to them 
or distribution among their constituents. [Applause. | 

This, Mr. Chairman, may be very strong language as apj)liod to 

a Cabinet officer. I do not know whether the Cabinet officer was 


responsible for these reports or not. I know that the report: were 
— broadcast in the press. They were never contradicted by 
the Agricultural Department. They purported to emanate fro 


the Agricultural Department, and I say, sir, the fact that this 
slander was sent out against Congress indicated a feeling 01) the 
part of the head of that Department toward it that was abs. \itely 
unaccountable. : 


So far as [am concerned, I care nothing whatever about 
seeds. I believe that to abolish the system of the distribut 
seeds through members of Congress would be advantag: 
the members. It is a burden and expense; it is no advantiay 
any member of Congress. The member of Congress receiy: 
few thousand packages of seeds. He has not one pack: 
every ten constituents. For every constituent who receives ; 
mo of seeds and who is gratified at the compliment t:1 are 

issatisfied because they have not been likewise favored, so that 
the pretense that this is an electioneering scheme of Congiessinie 
isa false one. No Congressman benefits anything by it. wiless 
under the old system he might use a considerable part «f his 
salary in buying seed and having them sent out through the \vri- 
—- Department, a system which I believe at one time pre- 
vailed. 

Mr. RAY. With the gentleman’s permission, I should like to 
ask him a question. 

Mr. BOATNER. With pleasure. 

Mr. RAY. Does not the gentleman know the fact that the hard 
heart of the Secretary of Agriculture has relented, and that out 


of the abundance of his ee oe of the appropriation—he 
is about to make most generous distribution? I received a letter 
this week from the Secretary of Agriculture announcing tliat he 


had complied with the law; that he had made an apportionment, 
under the appropriation act, of seeds, plants, and bulbs, aid that 
the pro rata coming to me for my district of 216,000 people would 
be 15 grape seeds and 25 strawberry plants. [Lang ater. | 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, justice to the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture requires that that admission should be made. I received 
a similar letter, advising me that there were 40 grape cuttings 
and 100 strawberry plants at my disposal for distribution in my 


district. I suppose the Secretary had found some rare kiid of 


rapes—— 
. Mr. RAY. I think the difference in the number distri)uted 


ter. 

tr, WILLIAMS. That is the only thing Democratic that the 
Secretary ever did. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOATNER. Iinfer from receiving this letter that he had 
found grape cuttings which were heretofore unknown, prola!ly 
discovered in Armenia or some foreign parts, and probally some 
Chinese strawberries. I could not account for it in any other 


way. [Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, coming down to the question at issuc, the 
main question, shall the House of Representatives continu: to 
permit an executive officer to discredit its authority? There is no 
principle better established in law than that after a statuic /ias 
received executive or judicial construction its reenactment in the 
saine language is a legislative indorsement and confirmation of 
that construction. This appropriation was made by reas» ol 
a section of the Revised Statutes that has stood for many yei"'s, 
one that was executed by the Commissioner of ~~ e before 
that Department was erected to the dignity of a Departmeit. «x 
cuted by the predecessors of the present Secretary of Agricu!ture, 
and executed by him for three successive years. The appropri 
tion to be expended under that statute was an indorsemen(, ) «00- 


firmation by Congress, of the construction which has been ))\'' 02 
it by the Secretaries of Agriculture. — 
Then, sir, the refusal by the present Secretary of Agricu!ture 
to execute the law, to expend the a was in deliberate 
contempt of the authority of the Congress of the United Stites. 
Iso construe it, and for one, as a member of Congress, | «2 
tired--I am ted with having this body brought into ‘is 


credit and its authority despised by mere executive officers. \\ 
sir, it has got to the point that a mere subordinate, a man W018 
known as Comptroller of the Treasury [laughter], declares an act 
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of Congress unconstitutional and refuses his ‘‘ royal assent” to its 
execution. [Laughter and applause.| It has come to the point 
that a second veto power has been discovered. While Congress 
sass a law which if the President should veto, might be 


may Audi 3 : 
passe _his objections to the contrary notwithstanding, a clerk 
the Treasury Department may turn it down, so that the par- 


in l : te 
j y e interestec ave 0 £0 UH 1e courts anc tain a JUudI1- 
ties who are int ted have to go to the rts and obtai jud 


cial indorsement of our action. A two-thirds majority can not 
reach him, because the Congress which enacted the law has passed 
out of existence, or may not be in session when the veto of the 
clerk is pronounced. 5 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
happened? 3 ‘ 

Mr. BOATNER. This has occurred just recently. 

Mr. SKINNER. I desire to makean inquiry of the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield two minutes of my time to the 
gentleman. : ; 

Mr.SKINNER. As I understand the gentleman’s purpose is to 
secure action on the part of the Secretary of Agriculture. I want 
to ask the gentleman if an amendment of this kind would not ac- 
complish that purpose and beinorder? Andif so, I wiil give notice 
toamend on page 20, after the word ‘ dollars,” in line 25, by adding 
the following words: 

And it is hereby made mandatory on the Secretary of Agriculture to make 
such purchase and distribution of seed as was done prior to 1895. 

Mr. BOATNER. I think that would cover the case if such an 
amendment should be adopted. 

I want to say that I suspected the Secretary of Agriculture 
would refuse to execute this law on the ground of the unconstitu- 
tionality of an act appropriating public moneys for this purpose. 
I believed he would have done so under the narrow construction 
jlaced upon the Constitution by some but for the fact that if he 
had instituted one investigation for this purpose he would have 
found there was no authority in that instrument for his Department. 
In other words, that while the expenditure of Congressional ap- 
propriations for the purchase of seeds might be unconstitutional, 
the office which he held was still more unconstitutional, and that 
may be the reason why he did not make the point that the pro- 
posed expenditure of money was unconstitutional. 

It has become fashionable in some quarters of late to discredit 
this body and its membership. Those who do so forget that the 
members of this House directly represent the people of the United 
States, and reflections upon them are reflections upon their con- 
stituents. No doubt the Secretary of Agriculture entertained a 
profound contempt for the Congress whose enactment he refused to 
execute, but it would be wise for him to remember that the people 
of the United States have not invested him with any authority to 
exercise his judgment about the wisdom of the laws which he is 
called upon to execute, and that until he is vested with legisla- 
tive powers he can better utilize his time in the execution of his 
official duties than in criticising the acts of the legislative depart- 
ment of the Government. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, this bill carries $2,500,000, 
in round numbers, for the support of this Department of the Gov- 
ernment that is supposed to be in the interest of the agricultural 
people of this great country. Certainly, Mr. Chairman, it was 
intended—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the gentleman allow me? Inad- 
vertently he stated the amount inaccurately. The amount carried 
by the bill is $3,158,192. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
had the figures from a member of the committee. 
I = not posted as to this bill, not being a member of that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Chairman, I was saying that three million and odd thou- 
sand in money is appropriated and has been appropriated for a 
specific purpose; and we all remember when the strife was on 
hand throughout this country to create the office of Secretary of 
Agriculture and make the Secretary a Cabinet officer, there was 
serious doubt as to the constitutional right and power to do so. 
But the farmers of this country, from one end to the other, peti- 
tioned Congress, and continued to do so until that Bureau was 
exalted, and instead of the chief of that Bureau being the Commis- 


May Iask how long it is since that 


Iaccept the correction, Mr. Chairman. I 





1 regret that | 


sioner of Agriculture he was promoted to Secretary of Agricul- | 


ture and a member of the Cabinet. 


Now, then, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that this country will | 


hold and should hold the Committee on Agriculture of this House 
responsible for the administration of that office and that Depart- 
ment of the Government. Those of us who belong to other com- 
mittees of the House can not understand this matter in detail, nor 
have we time under the regulation adopted by this House to un- 
derstand and discuss these bills in detail. 
was KEM. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly. 
Mr. KEM. I understand you to say that the country ought to 





hold the committee responsible. 
that this Congress ought to hold the Secretary responsible? 


Does not the gentleman think 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I said this committee ought to be held re- 
sponsible, and the House ought to hold the committee responsible, 
for the proper administration of this Department. I do not pro- 
pose to stirup the members of that committee and to answer all 
their questions. I have not the time. 

Mr. MOSES. I would like to ask my colleague, does he hold 
this committee responsible for the appointment of Secretary Mor- 
ton? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Would he put upon this committee the great 
burden of being either the conscience keeper or lip care of the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, sir; I would not. 

A MemBErR. Do you hold this committee responsible? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ido hald this committee responsible for 


| bringing back a bill into this House with this provision: 


Division of seeds: 
Purchase and distribution of valuable seeds: For the purchase, propa 


: i ition, 
and distribution as required by law. 


That is the very verbiage under which he took shelter before 
and dodged and refused to execute the will of this House and 
administer his Department as we directed him to doit. And yet 
you come back into this House with the same verbiage in your 
bill, as ambiguous as Mr. Morton or anybody else would like to 
have it. I have no excuse to offer for Mr. Morton, and I want it 
distinctly understood that I think he has gone a long way and cer- 
tainly has stretched his conscience and stretched the Constitution 
and the law a great deal more when he has refused to expend that 
money as the House directed him to expend it. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia a question. If the committee had changed that provision 
of the bill, would not the point of order have been raised against 
it that it changed existing h.w? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No,sir. I presume that every man on the 
floor of this House is ready to stand up here, when the occasion 
arises, as a friend of the farmer. [Laughter.] I have never yet 
seen it fail. The man does not come to Congress who dare make 
a point of order upon an amendment or a provision in a bill which 
directly affects the interests of the people who sustain this great 
Government of ours, who furnish three-fourths of our exports in 
time of peace, who furnish nine-tenths of our soldiers in time of 
war, and who, in their taxpaying capacity in its last analysis, 
which is the sweat of the face, pay nearly all the taxes. | Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. RAY. I want to suggest to the gentleman from Georgia, 
if he will permit me, that after March 4, 1897, we propose to have 
a Republican Secretary of Agriculture who will carry out the law 
as now written on the statute book. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
that. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, let the gentleman take heed that 
his party does have such a Secretary. We shall hold them to 
that promise; and I want to make a suggestion in that connection 
to my friend from New York who was so kind as to make that 
suggestion to me. I say to him: Put a man there who knows 
how to clean the mud off his own boots, how to manage a farm, 


We have not time to wait for 


how to work a farm, and not a politician, not a man who goes 
over the country singing either goldbugism or silverism. {Ap- 
plause.}] Give us a. man who is not only a scientific man, but a 
practical man; above all, a man who is in touch with the people 


who draw a line over a mule and plow from Monday morning 
until Saturday noon, and then ride 10 miles to get their mail, 


| receiving, perhaps, a weekly paper and a letter once a month. 


When such a man receives a few papers of seeds through the mail 
he goes home rejoicing in the fact, saying to himself, ‘‘I am a 
citizen of a great country, and I am not forgotten, though ever so 
humble.” [Applause. | 

Let them give us a Secretary who is in touch with that kind of 


people, for they are the great bulk of our people. What difference 
does it make to a man who lives in New York or in Atlanta, who 
has his mail dumped into his lap, by his own fireside, three or five 
times a day, whether he gets any seeds or not, when his property 


is all in stocks and bonds? But the poor farmer who does not know 
anything about the market, who can not know anything about the 
market, who has neither time nor money to buy agricultural 
books or periodicals to post himself about rare and valuable seeds 
it is for his benefit that the Secretary is placed in that Department 
to act as a trustee or medium through whom the seeds that we 
provide to be distributed shall go to a people who do not know and 
can not know about them, or procure them in any other way. I 
say to my Republican friends, therefore: If you do change the 
Secretary of Agriculture be sure and get a man who isin touch 
with the great mass of the people. Do that, whatever else you do. 
Mr. Chairman, [ want to ask this Committee on Agriculture 
why itis that they have recommended only the small sum of $130,- 
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000 for the purchase of seeds, bulbs, flowers, and rare penta. when, 
in the preceding section of the bill, they recommend $25,000 con- 
tingent fund for lamps, and twine, and brushes, and brooms, and 
maps, and oils, and paints, and such like? If Mr. Morton can 
afford to spend $25,000 for the articles enumerated in the preced- 
ing section without any compunctions of conscience, in the name 
of heaven why can not he spend $130,000 for the benefit of more 
than 9,000,000 of men, women, and children who never saw the 
city of Washington, who never will see it, who, many of them, do 
not get upon a railroad car once in their lifetime, who are isolated 
and separated from the great centers of this country, centers of 
intelligence as well as centers of commerce—why, I ask, could not 
the Secretary afford tospend $130,000 for those people? [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I repeat, I want to see every member of this com- 
mittee take hold of this bill and change and amend it as it should 
be changed and amended, so that,in the first place, it shall an- 
swer the purpose for which the Department was created and not 
for the benefit of the politicians or a nest place for officeholders, 
but for all the people who farm the land and till the soil. In the 
second place, I want to see them take the bill and amend it so that 
the servant—and Morton is nothing but a servant, and I want 
him to understand that pra and applause}]—to see that our 
——- _ Secretary of Agriculture, obeys the will of the House. 

plause. 

ow, this country has just about reached this point: There are 
three branches of the Government, and I am perfectly willing 
to let the legislative Seam attend to its own business, and, 
so far as I can, I am ined that the other departments of 
the Government shall attend to their own business and let ours 
alone. [Applause.] And we will draw the line and have it dis- 
tinctly understood that this is our branch of Government and is 
not under the control of -_ Comptroller of the Treasury or the 
Secretary of Agriculture, and that he can not undertake to nullif 
laws made by the House of Representatives. [Applause.] If 
the appropriation for seeds and pom as carried by the last bill, 
was unconstitutional we have a Department (judicial) authorized 
so todeclare. For the first time in the history of this Department 
we have an officer charged with the duty of executing the laws, 
nullifying the law; not only so, but abolishing the seed division, 
thus defying Congress again to attempt its restoration except at 
great expense. The Department has done great good in times 
past, not by lecturing or writing in favor of gold monometallism, 
silver monometallism, or bimetallism, but by a careful study as 
to how best to develop and build up our agricultural and kin- 
dred interests. Let us have liberal appropriations to this end 
and a Secretary that does not know so much more than Congress, 
and then we can again move on to success. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Mereprrs]. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time for debate on that side has been 
exhausted. 

Mr.WADSWORTH. There are five minutes of the general de- 
ae left, and I will yield three minutes to the gentleman from 

irginia. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield back any time I did not use. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Georgia occupied his 
entire time. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Baker] 
did not occupy all of his, and there are a few minutes yet remain- 
ing on that side. 

r. WADSWORTH. I yield part of that time to the gentle- 
man from Virginia and the rest to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Chairman, I have no controversy with 
the Secretary of Agriculture; I have no criticism upon the Com- 
mittee of iculture and no criticism of the bill which has been 
introduced here by the committee. But what I desire to empha- 
size is this: That when it was insinuated that members of the last 
Con s had sold their proportion of seeds that they had received 
for distribution anne — it was an insinuation against 
every member of the House unless the names of the parties who 
were guilty of that offense were made known. 

I think it due to the House and every member of it, and espe- 
cially due to the last House and to the ex-members who were here 
then as members, that the names of those who have done this act 
shall be made known; and I will support a resolution, if any - 
tleman wili introduce it, or will be glad at the proper time myself to 
introduce a resolution, calling on the Secretary of Agriculture to 
— the names as who have sold their proportion of seeds 

at were intended for distribution among the people. ; 

My reason is this: Like all members of this House, I am gettin 
dozens and dozens of letters from constituents asking me to sen 
them seed. I presume that is the case with every member pres- 
ent. It may be said that nobody would suppose that a member 
here would sell his seeds; but we all know very well that designing 
porte can go through the country and tell e that the reason 

ey do not get seed in response to their application is because that 
**darned scoun ” down there in W has been selling 
them, [Applause and laughter.) 
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Mr. WADSWORTH. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker havine ro. 
sumed the chair, Mr. HULL reported that the Committee o; 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under | 
sideration the Agricultural appropriation bill, had come | 
resolution thereon. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. ; 

Pending the motion to adjourn, by unanimous consent, leay of 
absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Sora, for three days, on account of important busi 

Mr. WATSON of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of import:nt 
business. 

To Mr. DANIELS, for ten days, for rest and on account of ex .\t- 
ing business. 

To Mr. Smiru of Illinois, for two weeks. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 4462) to extend the mineral- 
land laws of the United States to lands embraced in the north 
half of the Colville Indian Reservation will be laid upon { 
table, in the absence of objection, the Senate bill having passed 
the House to-day. 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WapswortH (at 5 o’clock p. in.), 
the House adjourned. 


ho 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Chippewa River, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, tran 
ting a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sul)it- 
ting an estimate for surveying lands in Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting acommunication from the Secretary of Agriculture relating 
to an appropriation for a director in chief of scientific bu 
and investigations—to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans: 
ting a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submit! 





a supplemental estimate of appropriation under ordnance | | 
ordnance stores—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
be to printed. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 


the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

* Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, from the Committee on lto- 
form in the Civil Service, to which was referred the bill 0! ¢! 
House (H. R. 6062) to amend section 3621 of the Revised Sta‘ 
relating to the deposit of revenues, reported the same wiliout 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 385); which said bil 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole Hous: on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, from the Committee on |\o- 
form in the Civil Service, to which was referred the bill of tho 
House (H. R. 6063) to amend section 12 of the legislative, es 
tive, and judicial eee act approved July 31, 1894.1 
ing to delinquent officials, reported the same with amendin i\t, 
accompanied by a report (No. 386); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. ., 

Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Labor, to whic! was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6119) authorizing the «)- 
pointment of a nonpartisan commission to collate inforimat«! 
and to consider and recommend legislation to meet the pro!)):s 
presented by labor, agriculture, and capital, reported the s10° 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 387); wi) 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the W! 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BOWERS, from the Committee on Revision of the Liws, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5915) to |r" 
vide for the revision and consolidation of the statute laws 0! ‘)” 
United States, reported the same with amendment, accomp:!)" 
by a report (No. 392); which said bill and report were referr | (0 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on the Public Lanus, 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 19) to grant land 
to the State of Alabama for the use of the Industrial School for 
Girls, of Alabama, reported the same without amendment, accom- 

anied by @ to (No. 393); which said bill and report were 
Peferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
; M :. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4706) to grant 
land to the State o: Alabama for the use of the Tuskegee Normal 
and Industrial Institute, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 394); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 2578) to refer the claim of the owners of the brig 
Tally-Ho to the Court of Claims. (Report No. 388.) 

The bill (H. R. 8576) seating $6,332.30 in payment of the 
claim of C. M. Kirkpatrick for paving the street adjacent to the 
United States arsenal at Indianapolis, Ind. (Report No. 389.) 

Bv Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H.R. 
1821) to reopen and adjust the account for service of Lieut. Col. 
Ww. A. Jones, Corps of Engineers. (Report No. 390.) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
1045) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance Company 
and others. (Report No. 391.) 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 1499) to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. 
Johnson, (Report No. 396.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 6125) making appropriation 
for improvement of the Tennessee River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 6126) for the purchase of 
letters patent of the Dickenson self-righting and self-bailing life- 
boat—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 6127) to establish a life-saving 
station at or near Salisbury Beach, Salisbury, Mass.—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LITTLE (by request): A bill (H. R. 6128) to authorize 
certain persons who have intermarried Cherokees to sue for their 
interest in certain moneys of the tribe from which they were ex- 
cluded—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 6129) donating one condemned can- 
non and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Jewell Post, 
No. 3, Grand Army of the Republic, Pleasanton, Kans.—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R.6130) to provide for the ex- 
amination and classification of certain lands in State of Oregon— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H.R. 6131) to take the United States 
Government out of the banking business, refund the national 
debt, reform the currency, and to improve our banking system— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

_By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 6178) for the erection of a peniten- 

tiary on the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, Kans.—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
_ By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: A bill (H.R.6179) for the 
incorporation of associations for the improvement of the breed of 
horses, and to regulate the same, and to establish a racing com- 
mission—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

_By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 6180) to authorize the city coun- 
cil of the city of San Antonio, in the State of Texas, to extend the 
street known as Dwyer avenue through the property of the United 
States, known as the arsenal grounds, in said city—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6181) to donate condemned can- 
non and condemned cannon balls for the monument to the Union 
Soldiers of Tennessee—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 116) directing 
the Secretary of War to submit a new survey, project, and esti- 
mate for the improvement of Coos Bay Harbor, in the State of 
Oregon, as recommended by the Chief of Engineers in his annual 
os September 28, 1895—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


Lick Mr. DRAPER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 117) authorizing 


neat. am McCarty Little to accept a decoration from the 
King of Spain—to the Gunmities on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. SHAW: A joint resolution (H. Res. 118) to pay heirs of 
David Heaton the remainder of salary of his unexpired term in 
Forty-first Congress—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: A memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Massachusetts, relative to the navigation of the Connecticut 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A memorial of the general assembly of the 
Commonwealth of Kentucky, for the passage of a law putting State 
guards on the same footing as regular United States soldiers as to 
pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A memorial of the general assembly of the 
State of Ohio, concerning the election of United States Senators— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. BROMWELL: A memorial of the general assembly of 
the State of Ohio, concerning the election of United States Sena- 
tors—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A memorial of the general assembly of 
Ohio, concerning the election of United States Senators by direct 
vote of the people—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. TAFT: A memorial of the general assembly of Ohio, for 
the election of United States Senators by a direct vote of the qual- 
ified electors—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A memorial of the general assembly 
of the State of Ohio, concerning the election of United States Sen- 
ators by the direct vote of the people—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a memorial of the legislature of Ohio, asking Government 
protection for Christians in Armenia—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORSE: A memorial of the legislature of Massachu- 
setts, asking the United States Government to reopen theConnect- 
— River for navigation—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

ors. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 6132) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas M. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S10nS. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6133) to remove the charge of desertion stand 
ing against Henry Remly and to issue to him an honorable dis- 
charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6134) granting an increase of pension to Caro- 
line E. Purdum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AVERY: A bili (H.R. 6135) to increase the pension of 
Stephen Bronson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. RK. 6136) for the relief of Alfred W. 
Kent, for the value of horses and services in the transportation 
department of the United States Army in the late war of the re- 
bellion—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H.R. 6137) for the relief 
of Joshua Bishop—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 6138) to amend the mili- 
tary record of James P. Kirby—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Abill (H. R. 6139) for the relief of Elizabeth 
Fulwiler—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 6140) to increase the pension 
of Mary C. Cook—to the Conamittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 6141) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of John 8. Stotts—to the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6142) granting a pension of $12 per month to 
David M. Fuller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 6143) for the relief of Peter 
Young—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 6144) for relief of Thierman & 
Frost—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 6145) for the relief of William 
Phillips—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6146) increasing pension of Jeremiah Loc] 
wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6147) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel S. Harmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6148) to pension George W. Wiggle—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6149) to correct military record of William 
Burke—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEM: A biil (H. R. 6150) granting a pension to Sarah 
G. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 6151) for relief of Jesse Tur- 
ner, of Crockettsville, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6152) for relief of John F. Kirtley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H.R. 6153) for the relief of the Import 
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ing and Exporting Company of the State of Georgia—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. oe) geantieg a pension to James 
Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. es charge of desertion from 
military record of John P. Fox, of Roanoke, Ky.—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6156) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6157) for the relief of Paul 
Leary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 6158) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to refund certain moneys collected by the United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: A bill (H. R. 6159) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Helen A. De Russy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 6160) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to John Woods, late a private in the United 
States Marine Corps, certain prize money due him—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 6161) removing the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Dennis Gunn—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6162) granting an increase of pension to Allen 
P. Haws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAW: A bill (A. R. 6163) for the relief of John B. 
Hawkins and W. H. Hawkins, of Onslow County, N. C.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6164) for relief of John Carver, sr., of Cum- 
berland County, N.C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6165) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in case of Turneyfold Mercer, of North Carolina—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr.SHANNON: A bill >on ee @ pension to 
Minnie Parker, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. S. Parker, late of the 
United States Army—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.SHERMAN: A bill (H.R. a to confer jurisdiction 
upon Court of Claims to adjudicate the claim of the heirs of Wil- 
liam Robinson, and to remove the bar of the statute of limitations 
therefrom—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6168) providing for the hearing and adjudica- 
tion by the Court of Claims of the claim of the heirs of John 
Clemson and John C. Cookson, for property seized or destroyed 
during the war of the rebellion, and removing the bar of the stat- 
ute of limitations therefrom—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SORG: A bill (H.R. 6169) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of Dennis Cain, Company I, Forty-fourth 
Ohio Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs’ 

Mr. STAHLE: A bill (H.R. 6170) for relief of James Coleman 
and Theodore H. N. McPherson—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H.R.6171) granting a pension to 
John Y. Klay ts the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 6172) authorizing the sale of 
the title of the United States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of 
Washington—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6173) to pension Wil- 
liam F. Davisson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 6174) for the relief of ——- 
= J. Parks, of Jackson County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R.6175) for the 
relief of Rufus M. Hodgkins—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H.R. 6176) granting a pension to Mar- 
tha E. Koller—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON (by request): A bill (H.R.6177) granting a 
— to Andrew L. Anderson—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H.R. 6182) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of John Mander—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 6183) to amend the military 
record of Henry Hartt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following a and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

oto Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Dr. J. H. Burket and others, 
o ) 


mington, Pa., praying for an amendment of the postal laws 
a to fo 


50 as to allow urth-class ters—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post ce and Post- s. 
By Mr. BANKHEAD): Petition of the heirs of Alvin R. Baker, 


eeceased, late of Walker County, wy i ow med reference of his 


claim to the Court of Claims—to the ttee on Claims. 


By Mr. 
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the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


asking for an appropriation to publish the records and paj.«rs 
the Continental Congress—to the Committee on Approprii 


BOUTELLE: Papers to accompany House bill to amend 
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= military record of Henry Hartt—to the Committee on Mi itary 


airs. 
By Mr. BULL: Petition of the Teamsters and Helpers’ | 


of Newport, R. I., in favor of the passage of the bill to rey late 
the manning of vessels on the Great Lakes—to the Commit; on 


Also, resolutions of the Rhode Island Historical Associ:{joy 


By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: Petition of M. E. Benton ani 


others, residents of Newton County, Mo., concerning bill for tho 
relief of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Cj; 


South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Joshua 
—— the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers relating to the claim of Pleasant 
H. Cook, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Black River, Clayton, Sandy Creek, Now 
Bremen, Theresa, Lowville, Houseville, Pulaski, Philad Iphia, 
Mexico, and the county of Jefferson, all of the State of New York, 
against the sale of intoxicants at Ellis Island, Bedloes Island, anq 
Fort Wadsworth, on Staten Island—to the Committee on Alco. 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of ex-soldiers of the Union Army residing in (s. 
wego County, N. Y.,relative to pensions of soldiers and their wid. 
ows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Peace Association of Friends, on the atti- 


tude of Congress relative to the Monroe doctrine—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of the Live Stock Exchange of Chi- 
cago, Ill., in regard to restrictions of the exportation of American 
live stock—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CORTIS of Iowa: Resolution passed at a mass mecting 
of citizens of Davenport, Iowa, favoring the recognition of Cubans 
as belligerents—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of L. N. Walter and others, of 
Elm Grove, W. Va., for a better class of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Charles L. White and others, of Clarksturg, 


W. Va., for the relief of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of L. G. Brock and 209 others, of Marshall County, 
W. Va., favoring a change of rate of first-class mail mattcer—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of Marion Palmer and 17 others, of 
Woodlawn, Oreg., asking for the passage of the Stone bill, restrict- 
ing immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

Also, petition of W. H. Royse and 46 others, of Hardman, Oreg., 


protesting against appropriations for sectarian purposes and ask- 
ing for a constitutional amendment to that effect—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ERD N: Petition of 395 citizens of Berks County, 
Pa., and 247 citizens of Lehigh County, Pa., praying for the pas- 
sage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on lnmi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FARIS: Papers to accompany House bill No. 2:70), for 
the relief of John Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Petition of 2,000 settlers in Oklahoma. asking 


for the ee of the free-home bill—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Four petitions, containing a total of 
8,652 names, surviving officers and soldiers of the war for the Union, 
urging the passage of a pension lawstrictly graded on the amount 
of service—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 7 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolution of Ben Kersey Post, No. 459, 
Grand Army of the Republic, New Providence, lowa, favoring 


the passage of a service-pension bill giving $8 per month to all 
honorably dischar, soldiers and sailors who served ninety days 
in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensicns. 

Also, paper from the Dubuque branch of the National Ass0.1a- 
tion of Post-Office Clerks, urging favorable action on the ) istal- 
clerk classification bill—to the Committee on the Post-Ofiice and 


Post-Roads. ee 

By Mr. HULING: Four petitions of a number of citizens of 
Kanawha County, W. Va., asking for the passage of a bill ‘0 10 
spect immigrants by the United States consuls—to the ‘ ommit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. : Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temp:rance 
Union of Nebraska, asking for the passage of a Sunday law for 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. os 

Also, a to accompany House bill granting a pensiva 
Sarah G. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. KULP: Petitions of A. D. Levann and 98 others, of Co- 
jumbia County, Pa., and J. S. Numan and 33 others, of Sullivan 
County, Pa., in support of the William A. Stone bill, restricting 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

on. 

. By Mr. LEWIS: Petitions and papers of citizens, of various 
church denominations, of Springfield, Elizabethtown, and Leb- 
anon, all of the State of Kentucky, in behalf of the book agents of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petitions of W. H. Hays Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Washington County, Ky., and also Union soldiers of 
the war of the rebellion, asking for the enactment of a service- 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John H. Badge, in behalf of James Renfrew 
and others, for increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
James Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
William M. Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Ellenville, N. Y., against the sale of beer to immi- 
grants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Poughkeepsie, N. Y., against the sale of beer at certain military 
posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Papers relating to the claim of N. M. Aldridge, 
of Rienzi, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of John W. Holmes and 
88 others, of Camden, N. J., favoring the passage of the Stone im- 
migration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Papers relating to the claim of John Lewis, 
of Paulding County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Samuel Hunt, of Floyd 
County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William A. Bray, of Gor- 
don County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of the John A. 
Myers Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Jackson, Minn., in 
favor of a service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCKENNEY: Petition of merchantsof Petersburg, Va., 
asking legislation in reference to traffic in adulterated cheese— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of Bushrod L. Fox, of Loudoun 
County, Va., praying reference of his war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5878, relating to the 
claim of the heirs of Silas Burke, deceased, late of Fairfax County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of E. C. Neal and others, of Tre- 
mont, Me., and vicinity, for the erection of a monument on 
Weavers Ledge, Bass Harbor, Maine—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. MOODY: Petition of Edward 8. Moseley and other citi- 
zens of Newburyport, Mass., asking the establishment of a life- 
saving station at Salisbury Beach, Massachusetis—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petitionof ex soldiers and sailors of the Union 
Army residing in the State of New York, favoring the service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petition of Vincent B. Clark and 20 other 
veterans of the late war, asking for the passage of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POOLE: Petition of citizens of Madison County, N. Y., 
against the sale of beer at certain military posts—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Madison County, N. Y., against the 
sale of intoxicating liquors to immigrants—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Onondaga County, N. Y., asking 
for the sage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of Mrs. M. E. Russell and other officers of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Windsor, N. Y., 
against the sale of beer at certain military posts—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Waverly, N. Y., against the sale of beer to immigrants—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of officers of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Windsor, N. Y., in behalf of the Sunday-rest law for 
= sat of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 

umbia. 


Also, resolutions of Babcock Post, No. 59, Grand Army of the 
XXVITI—112 


| citizens of Bad Axe, Mich., for a law equalizing pensions for those 


| of Thursday last, when, on motion of Mr. HANSBROUGH, and by 
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Republic, Department of New York, of Owego, N. Y., in favor of 
the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. SIMPKINS: Resolutions of the trustees of the public 
reservations of Massachusetts regarding the preservation of the 
Palisades of the Hudson—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

My Mr. SNOVER: Petition of George M. Deady and 106 other 


who have lost limbs, ete. —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SORG: Petition of W. H. Gordon and other citizens of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring the passage of the Stone immigration 
bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of S. S. Sullivan and ot 
Toledo, Ohio, for the improvement of Manitowoc Harbor 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Petition of ex-prisoners of war 
residing at Falls City, Nebr., in favor of the passage of House bill 
No. 306—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Lincoln, Nebr., urging the passage of the Sunday- bill 


Ss, of 
to the 






osery nce 


(H. R. 167)—to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
Also, petition of D. W. Hill and others, of Humboldt, Nebr. 
against the Sunday-observance bill (H. R. 167 to the Committee 


on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. SULLOWAY: Resolutions of the Dartmouth College 
Association, of New York, urging all lawful efforts on behalf of 
the Government for the suppression of Turkish barbarity in Ar- 
menia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: Papers relating to the claim of 
William Hinkle, of Rockingham County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 
Also, papers relating to the claim of Emanuel Suter, of Harris- 
burg, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, papers relating to the claim of Thomas H. Rollins, of 
Rappahannock County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, papers relating to the claim of Abraham Funkhouser, of 
Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
3y Mr. WILBER: Petitions of Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union, of Jefferson, East Worcester, Glenville, Sharon Springs, 
Amsterdam, and county of Schoharie, State of New York, against 
the sale of beer at certain military posts—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of 
Glenville, Jefferson, East Worcester, Amsterdam, Sharon Springs, 
and county of Schoharie, State of New York, against the sale of 
spirituous liquors to immigrants—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 
By Mr. YOAKUM: Papers relating to the claim of Ganet S. 
Chandler, of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 


SENATE. 

MonpDay, February 17, 1896. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mi_eurn, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 


unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 

tion from the Secretary of War, in response to a resolution of the 


6th instant, calling for information as to the probable cost of pro- 
viding a harbor of refuge at Cape Lookout, on the coast of North 
| Carolina, capable of sheltering the largest vessels, transmitting a 
report from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, on the 


subject, dated February 13, 1896; which, with the accompanying 
report, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 
He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
5th instant, certain information relating to the mail |! repair 
department of the division of mail equipment, Post-Office De- 
partment; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented sundry petitions of citizens 
of Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
1886, or some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and Sol- 
diers’ Home Railway Company to dispense with horses and adopt 
rapid transit on its lines, and remonstrating against the extension 
of the tracks of this company until its existing lines are modernly 
equipped and operated; which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 
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Mr. GORMAN presented a 
Methodist Protestant Teachers’ Meeti 
of the so-called Phillips bill, providing for the appointment of an 
impartial commission to investigate the labor problem; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


tition of the Baltimore (Md.) 
, praying for the passage 


He also presented a petition of the Baltimore (Md.) Methodist 
Protestant Teachers’ ing, and a petition of sundry citizens of 
Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
stricter divorce laws for the Territories; which were referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of the Baltimore (Md.) Methodist 
Protestant Teachers’ Meeting, praying for the enforcement of a 
compulsory educational law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Baltimore (Md.) Methodist 
Protestant Teachers’ Meeting, and a petition of sundry citizens of 
Baltimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation raising 
the age of consent in the District of Columbia and the Territories 
from i6 to 18 years; which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas M. Beadenkoff, secre 
a of the Presbyterian Ministers’ Association of Baltimore, Md., 
and a petition of the Baltimore (Md.) Methodist Protestant Teach- 
ers’ Meeting, praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for 
the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Thomas G. Addison and 
sundry other citizens of Washington, D. C., and the petition of 
Rev. John H. Elliott and sundry other citizens of Washington, 
D. C., praying for the pane Senate bill No. 1825, to incorpo- 
rate the Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church of the 
Diocese of Washington; which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR presented resolutions of the legislature of the Com- 
monwealth of thusetts, relative to the navigation of the Con- 
necticut River; which were read, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, as follows: « 


(Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In the year 1896.] 


Resolutions relative to the navigation of the Connecticut River. 


Whereas it is desirable that the attention of Congress should be called to 
the urgent need of reopening the Connecticut River, running through the 
States of Massachusetts and Connecticut, to navigation, as far up said river 
as the cities of Springfield and Holyoke in said onwealth, for the fol- 
lowing reasons: 

First. Because the reestablishing of navigationon the Connecticut River 
will restore to said river the shipping industry that formerly made up a 
large part of the business ot Bost eld. 

ond. Because the Connecticut River is the largest and most important 
river in New England. 

Third. use navigation on the Connecticut River would enable the Gen- 
eral Government to reach by water its arsenal and armory at Springfield. 

Fourth. Because, by the opening of navigation on said river, the General 
Government would save thousands of dollars annually in freight charges. 

Fifth. Because, by mremny by river navigable, millions of dollars would 
be saved in freight chatene the people living along its banks. 
eenek th. a it would benefit a territory populated by more than 500,000 

habitants. 

Seventh. Because it would advance the prosperity of a section of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts that is increasing in population with marked 


rapidity. 

Bighth. Because, by removing the present obstructions that impede navi- 
gation as well as the natural flow of the river, the health of the people living 
along its borders would be less liable to the Stents of malaria, resulting from 
= Crue of the said river in the spring of the year, caused by said ob- 

ructions. 

Ninth, Because, making said river navigable, it would furnish an 
inexhaustible sunply of shad and other atory fish, which formerly con- 
tributed to the yield of food for the inhabitants, and which are now totally 
unknown in its waters on account of said im nts to navigation; and 

Tenth. Beeause said Connecticut River a natural water highway, the 
people's rights to its use as such should not only be protected, but such im- 
provements should be made as would make more valuable their inherent 

hts to such a highway. 5 

esolved, That our Commonwealth can not be true to herself if she remains 
silent or inactive when her rights are encroached upon by acts within or 
without her borders. 

Resolved, That the yeovie of this Commonwealth have just cause of com- 
plaint on account of the exist impediments to navigation on the Con- 
necticut River, inasmuch as said river is a navigable body of water, in law as 
it would be in fact, were it not for the artificial obstructions placed in the 


wy of such navigation. j 

solved, That the inactivity of our Commonwealth in protecting the in- 
herent rights of her citizens in the great water highway which she bas re- 
cently ustice to citizens 


en under her protection is a manifest i 
who would save mil of dollars by the opening of said river to navigation. 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be requested 
to use their best endeavors to urge upon the im ce and jus- 
tice of reopening the Connecticut River to navigation as far up as the cities 
of Springfield and Holyoke. 

Resolved, That the secretary of the Commonwealth be requested to forward 
acopy of these resolutions, properly attested, to of our Senators and 
Representatives in Congrems. 

In senate, adopted February sme. 

In house of representatives, adopted, in concurrence, February 6, 1896. 

Atrue copy. Attest: 

WM. M. OLIN, 


Secretary of the Commonwealth, 


Mr. HOAR. I present a petition to which I desire to call the 
attention of the Genator from New York [Mr. Hii]. It is the 





oe of Marie A. a 4 of New York City, now residing in 
ugano, Switzerland, who is a very learned investigator and his- 
torical student, praying that the 24th of June, the anniversary o{ 
the discovery of the North American coast by the Cabots in 14\)7, 
be made a national holiday. 

My question is as to what committee the petition should prop- 
erly go. There is one measure at least before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee proposing to establish a national holiday, a bill which the 
Senator from New York himself introduced. Another one has 
come from the Committee on the Library. It seems to me that 
all these measures should go to one place. I will have the petit; 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary unless some oth; 
course be suggested, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on the Library used to have 
all such measures. 

Mr. HILL. I think this petition should go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and at the same time I suggest to the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HaNnsprouGH] that his bill relating to the 
establishment of Lincoln’s birthday as a holiday should also |e 
committed to the Judiciary Committee, where the whole subjec: 
can be examined, if the Senator from North Dakota has no o})j: c- 
tion to that course. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The bill referred to by the Senator from 
New York is already on the Calendar, having been reported by 
the Committee on the Library. I have no objection, however, to 
its going to the Committee on the Judiciary if it is the desire 
that the legal aspect of the measure shall be considered. 

Mr. HILL. It the Senator will make that motion, we might 
dispose of it now, if there is no objection. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that there is any objection, and yet 
these bills have heretofore been before the Committee on the Li- 
brary. The Lincoln holiday bill was sent to that committee, aud 
that committee considered it and it was reported to the Senate 
and went to the Calendar, where I propose to ask the Senate very 
soon to take it up. It would have been passed on the 12th but 
for the single objection of the Senator from Connecticut | Mr. 
HAWLEY], who has views upon increasing the nu nber of holidays. 
Under these circumstances, I see no reason why the bill should 
run the gauntlet of any other committee, it having already passed 
through the committee that ordinarily has charge of such mois- 
ures. I pronene to ask the Senate, perhaps to-day, to take up the 
Lincoln holiday bill as reported from the Committee on the Li- 
brary, and therefore at present I do not feel like assenting that it 
be sent anywhere else. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Maine will permit me to suggest 
that I think it will facilitate action upon the bill to which he re- 
fers to have it sent to the Judiciary Committee. Ido not say 
what action would be taken, but it would facilitate some disposi- 
tion of it. As tothe form of the bill, it strikes me that it is not 
incorrect shape. There is considerable question as to the pro- 
— if not the power of the United States to create a public holi- 
day except so far as concerns the District of Columbia and the 
Territories of the United States. 

All bills relating to the subject of national holidays passed prior 
to 1894 relate simply to the District of Columbia and constitute 
part of the Rovteal Statutesapplicable to that District. In is 
Congress passed a law relating to Labor Day which does not seein 
to be limited to the District of Columbia. That is the only ex- 
ception. Ido not know what committee reported it, but no very 
— attention was paid to the passage of that bill. I intro- 

uced a bill the other day relating to Jackson’s birthday, which 
has gone to the Judiciary Committee. Ishould assume that the 
Committee on the Library would be disposed to regard a bill relat 
ing to the establishment of a legal holiday as properly belonging 
to the Judiciary Committee. 

The petition which the Senator from Massachusetts has just pre- 
sented in reference to another holiday goes to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. The Jackson birthday bill is before thatcommittee. Jy 
suggestion was not made in hostility at all to the bill when I suz- 
gested to the Senator from North Dakota that his bill might with 
propriety be committed to that committee for such consideration 
as the Judiciary Committee propose to give it. That is all I have 
to suggest at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request of 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HALE. I have stated that I object for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. The pe- 
tition presented by the Senator from Massachusetts will be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Waukesha, Wis., pray- 
ing for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District °' 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants and Manufactur- 
ers’ Association of Sdiesmnien, Wis., praying for the establish- 


























ment of a department of manufactures; which was referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants and Manufactur- 
ers’ Association of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the passage of 
the Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. ae 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the speedy completion of the har- 
por of refuge at that port; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. ee f 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a joint resolution of the general as- 
sembly of the State of Ohio, concerning the election of United 
States Senators by a direct vote of the people of each State; which 


was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and | 


ordered to be printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 


Joint resolution. Concerning the election of United States Senators bya 


direct vote of the people of each State. 


Resolved by the general assembly of the State of Ohio, That the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States of America be memorialized 
as follows: The general assembly of the State of Ohio respectfully requests 
the Congress of the United States to submita constitutional amendment pro- 
viding for the election of United States Senators bya direct vote of the quali- 
fied electors of each State of the Union. 

The general assembly believes that such an amendment to the national 


Constitution will result in each State having atall times a full representation | 


in the national Senate, will prevent protracted and disturbing contests for 
membership therein, and will prevent all attempts to influence improperly 
or corruptly the selection of members to the national Senate. | ae 
The general assembly believes that as all political power in the United 
States comes from the people, that the sole right to select all legislative offi- 
cers should by the Constitution be vested directly in the people. 
Resolved, That the governor is hereby respectfully requested to forward a 


duly authenticated copy of this memorial, under the great seal of this State, | 


to the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this State, in order 

that the same may be brought to the attention of the Congress of the United 

States. . ; 

. sere CHARLES H. BOSLER, 
Speaker pro tempore of the House of Representatives. 

ASAHEL W. JONES, 
President of the Senate. 
Adopted February 3, 1896. 


Unirep STATES OF AMERICA, Ohio: / 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

I, Samuel M. Taylor, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do hereby cer- 
tify that the foregoing is an exemplified copy, carefully compared by me 
with the original rolls now on file in this office, and in my official custody 
as secretary of state as required by the laws of the Stat 
resolution adopted by the general assembly of the State of Ohio on the 3d 
day of February, A. D. 1896. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my | 


official seal, at Columbus, this 4th day of February, A. D. 1596. 
SAMUEL M. TAYLOR, 
Secretary of State. 
Tue STATE OF OnI0, Executive Department: 
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR. 
To the Senators and Representatives of Ohio in the 
Fifty-fourth Congress of the United States of America: 


In compliance with the terms of the foregoing resolution I herewith trans 
mit duly authenticated copy of the same, that it may be brought to the at- 
tention of the Congress of the United States. 

Witness my signature and the great sealof the State of Ohio, at Columbus, 
this 4th day of February, A. D. 1896. 

ASA 8. BUSHNELL, Governor. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a joint resolution of the general as- 


sembly of the State of Ohio, praying for the restoration of duty | 
on wool; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, and | 


ordered to be printed in the RecorpD, as follows: 


Joint resolution on the singling of wool for the free list. 


Whereas the singling out of wool for the free list in the present tariff law 
bas proven. calamit y of appalling proportions to the sheep husbandry of 
the United States, which should be rectified by the present Congress by the 
reimposition of a duty on that staple: Therefore 

Resolved by the general assembly of the Stute of Ohio, That our Senators and 
Representatives from Ohio in the National Congress, now assembled, are 
hereby requested to use all honorable means by infiuence and vote to secure 
the passage of the House bill which restores 60 per cent on the schedule in 
the McKinley bill on wools and woolen goods. 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to our delegation in 


ngress. 
DAVID L. SLEEPER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
ASAHEL W. JONES, 
President of the Senate, 
Unirep States or AMERICA, Ohio: 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
I, Samuel M. Taylor, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do hereby cer- 
tify that the foregoing is an exemplified copy, carefully compared by me 
with the original rolls now on file in this office, and in my official custody 
Secretary of state as required by the laws of the State of Ohio, of a joint res- 


olution adopted by the general assembly of the State of Ohio on the 6th day 
of February, A. D. 1896. 


an testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal, at Columbus, this 6th day of February, A. D. 1898. 
SAMUEL M. TAYLOR, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Warren County, Ohio, praying for the en- 
actment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which 
Was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 





of Ohio, of a joint | 
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He also presented a memorial of the National Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to provide military instruction in the public schools; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Elizabeth Hines, of Newbern, 
N. C., praying that she be restored to the pension roll; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I presenta petition 


of the Board of Trax 


le of 


the city of Port Townsend, Wash., praying for the passage of 
Senate bills No. 1172 and No. 1242, the one to amend tion 4131 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to improve the mer- 


chant marine engineer service, and the other to increase the effi- 
ciency of the Naval Reserve. The petition states that ** Port 
Townsend being the port of entry of Puget Sound collection 
trict, there are registered there a large fleet of vessels doing the 
carrying trade of the Pacific, and its citizens are all more or less 
interested in the making and the enforcement of good and pro- 
I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRICE presented a memorial of the general assembly of the 
State of Ohio, requesting the Congress of the United States to sub- 
mit a constitutional amendment providing for the election of 
United States Senators by a direct vote of the people of each State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of the National Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation designed to introduce and establish military 


cs- 


| tactics in the public school curriculum; which was referred to 


the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman's Christian 
perance Unionof Lincoln, Nebr., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to establish a bureau of military education and 
for promoting the adoption of a uniform military drill in the pub- 
lic schools of the several States and Territories; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia equal to the most 
efficient State Sunday law; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
board of directors of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 4447, to create an Execn 
tive Department to be known as thy 


Tem- 


department of commerce; 


which were referred to the Commiitee on Commerce. 

He also presente Lthe petition of Lewis Vau rhan and sundry 
other citizens of Livingston County, Mo., praying for tl nact- 
ment of legislation to prevent unwholesome and u table 
immigration to this country; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of sundry citizens of | is, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 


which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented sundry petitions of citizens 
of Oregon, praying for the early completion of the Nicaragua Ca- 


nal; which was referred to the Select Committee on the Construc- 
tion of the Nicaragua Canal. 
He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 


Portland, Ureg., praying for the improvement of the Clear Water 


River in that State; which was referred to the Co ittee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented sundry petitions numerously signed | ti- 
zens of Glass Valley, Oregon, praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing that 
**neither Congress nor any State shall pass any law respecting an 
establishment of religion. or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, 


or use the property or credit of the United States. or of any State, 
or any money raised by taxation, or authorize either to be used, 


for the purpose of founding, maintaining, or aiding, by appropria- 
tion, payment for services, expenses, or otherwise, any « rch, 
religious denomination, or religious society, or any inst ion, 
society, or undertaking which is wholly or in part under sectarian 





or ecclesiastical control”; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition numerously signed by citizens of 
St. Francois County, Mo., praying forthe passa f Senate bill No. 
1640, granting a pension to Catherine L. Nixon; which was referred 


to the Committee on Pensions. 








Mr. VILAS presented sundry petitions of the Christian En- 
deavor Union of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment of 


legislation to substitute volunteer arbitration for railway strikes 
and for the appointment of an impartial commission to investi- 
gate the labor problem; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented sundry petitions of the Christian Endeavor 
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Union of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion raising the age of consent and for the adoption of improved 
divorce laws for the Territories; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

He also presented sundry petitions of the Christian Endeavor 
Union of Milwaukee, Wis., and the petition of Mrs. L. A. Hodge, 
president, and Mrs. M. M. Wilber, secretary, of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Greenbush, Wis., praying for the 
enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia, and 
for the enforcement of the national compulsory educational law; 
which were referred to the Committee of the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. TELLER. I present resolutions adopted by the Farmers’ 
Institute of Camden County, N. J., favoring the free coinage of 
silver, which the memorialists have requested me to present to 
the Senate. I do not care to have the resolutions read, but I ask 
that they be printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the me- 
morial will be printed as a document and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. NELSON presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of 
J. B. Culver Post, No. 128, Department of Minnesota, Grand Army 
of the Republic, favoring the enactment of the Monroe doctrine 
into a fundamental law of this Republic; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Frank Nelson and sundry other 
citizens of Blue Earth County, Minn., praying for the nationaliza- 
tion of the telegraph business and the interstate commerce of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions of the legislature of the State 
of Massachusetts, urging Congress to reopen the navigation of 
the Connecticut River as far as the cities of Springfield and 
Holyoke; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
He also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the board 
of trustees of public reservations in Massachusetts, expressing 
the hope that the efforts being made for the preservation of the 
Palisades of the Hudson, opposite New York City, may be suc- 
cessful; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. McMILLAN presented the memorial of William T, Brown 
and sundry other citizens of St. Clair, Mich., remonstrating 
against the placing of bridge piers in the Detroit River; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GEORGE. I present a petition and accompanying resolu- 
tion of certain owners of cotton shipped from Natchez, Miss., in 
August, 1863, on the steamer Gladiator, praying that Senate bill 
No. 2222, a bill for their relief, be selersel to the Court of Claims 
for examination and report under the provisions of section 14 of 
the act approved March 3, 1887. I move that the petition and 
accompanying resolution be referred to the Committee on Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the — of 8S. K. Winn, John A. 
Barker, A. J. Fristoe, and sun 7 other citizens of Petersburg, 
Va., praying for the enactment of legislation providing relief for 
the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presenteda petition of thecommon council of Roanoke, 
Va., praying that the United States district court for the western 
district of Virginia be authorized to hold one or more of its terms 
in that city; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted at a meeting of the Board of Trade of Bridgeport, Conn., 
praying that an appropriation be made for the purpose of con- 
verting Great Salt Pond, Block Island, R. 1., into a harbor of 
refuge; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Illinois. 
praying for the passage of House joint resolution No. 11, to amend 
the Constitution prohibiting further appropriations toinstitutions 
under ecclesiastical control; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of Swan Pond Grange, 
No. 22, Patrons of Husbandry, of West Virginia, praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural 
staples by an export bounty in order to equalize the benefits and 
burdens of the protective system; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON presented resolutions adopted by Post No. 2, 
Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, favor- 
ing the peomna of House bill No. 306, ee soldiers and 
sailors who were confined in so-called Confederate prisons; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the American Academy of Medi- 
cine of Easton, Pa., and a petition of the Alumni Association of 
the College of Pharmacy of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the 
enactment of legislation raising the rank and pay of the Medical 
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Corps of the Navy; which were referred to the Committee on Nava) 
Affairs. ie 
He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Eri, 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting relief ; 
sufiering citizens in Armenia; which was ordered to li 

table. 

He also presented a petition of Shinar Commandery. No 
Associated and Independent Order Knights of Malta, of Delt 
praying for the enactment of legislation relieving the sufi, 
Armenia, for the speedy recognition of Cuba, and for the )) 
of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which was ordered | 
on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Adams}, 
Pa., remonstrating against the appropriation of moneys { 
tarian institutions; which were referred to the Commiiice o 
Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present resolutionssigned by W. D. Cha 
secretary of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo., statin it 
it is believed that the extension of foreign markets for Ain ' 
breadstuffs and the products of American agriculture ge, y 
would be greatly facilitated by the enactment of House hil] No 
$212, introduced by Mr. KERR of Ohio, and now being considered 
by the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Rep ‘ 
tives. The bill is approved by that body, and they pray that our 
Senators and Representatives be urged to work for its cnac! 
into law. The bill is not before the Senate, and I ask tii 
resolutions may be received and referred to the Committee on Pj- 
nanca, to which such a bill, I suppose, would properly 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be rc 
the Committee on Finance, in the absence of objection. 


ESTATE OF HAMPTON L. LEE. 


Mr. TELLER. I present a communication from the Secr 
of the Treasury, transmitting certain papers in connection with 
the bill (S. 1033) for the relief of the legal representatives of Ha 
ton L. Lee, deceased. I move that the communication and aceoin- 
panying papers be printed asa document and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, to accompany that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 492) for the « m 
of a public building at Meriden, Conn., reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1491) for the relief of Dr. Jolin B. 
Read, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


erl to 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.1872) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to exchange in behalf of the United States the tract of 
land at Choctaw Point, Mobile County, Ala., now belonging to 
the United States and held for light house purposes, with the 


Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City Railroad Company for any other 


tract or parcel of land in said county equally well or better adaj cd 
to use for light-house purposes, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2001) authorizing the sale « le 
of the United States to certain tracts of land in the Dish f 
Columbia to Margaret Shugrue, Caroline Lochboehler, and Jolin 
R. Scott, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam also directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1707) ce- 
fining the qualifications of chief inspector and deputy ins; 
plumbing in the District of Columbia, to submit an adverse repurt 
thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to call the attention of the 5 
from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN] to the bill just reported b n 
in reference to plumbing and the qualifications necessary ivr @ 
man to be appointed a plumber in this District. What ! : 
that that vin be placed upon the Calendar instead of being | 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. McMILLAN, 
Calendar. - 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to state that there are hundie's | 
thousands of men engaged in that calling in this country who 
intensely interested in the bill, and I think they ought to Haye 4 
chance to be heard in some way, if necessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill wil! '° 


I have no objection to its going upo 


placed upon the Calendar with the adverse report of the comuit 
Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co!n™> 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1786) for the rec ne 


legal representatives of John H. Crane, deceased, subuitt d an 











adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 


Mr. BACON. In behalf of the junior Senator from Rhode Is- 
land [Mr. WETMORE], who is providentially detained_from the 
Senate, and by instruction from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, I report favorably, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. 
5490) to license billiard and pool tables in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 

ndar. 
7 Mr. MANTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1935) providing for a commission to nego- 
tiate with the Crow and Flathead Indians for the cession of por- 
tions of their respective reservations in the State of Montana, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 477) to repeal section 553 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, requiring the district judge for the 
southern district of Florida to reside at Key West, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. 1 am also instructed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 501) to require the 

| 
| 





judge of the southern district of Florida to reside in Jacksonville, 
Fla., to report it adversely. I call the attention of the senior 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CAL] to this report. 

Mr. CALL. I could not hear the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. It is an adverse report. The Committee reports 
favorably upon the bill —— the law which requires the dis- 
trict judge to live at Key West, and adversely upon the bill intro- 
duced by the Senator from Florida, te the judge of the 
southern district to reside in Jacksonville. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator if he will please state the ground 
upon which the adverse report was made? Jacksonville is the | 
principal point, and I introduced the bill at the request of the—— 

Mr. PLATT. Wecan scarcely discuss the bill now. The bill 
may go to the Calendar if the Senator desires. 

Mr. CALL. Let it be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (5.268) for the erection 
of a public building for the use of the custom-house and post-office 
at Newport News, in the district of Newport News, Va., reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DUBOIS. from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom | 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1244) to confirm certain cash entries | 
of offered lands, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

r. DAVIS, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4052) approving certain acts of the legisla- 
tive assembly of the Territory of New Mexico authorizing the issue | 
of certain bonds of said Territory, reported it with an amendment, | 
and submitted a report thereon. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, to which was referred the petition of Henry A. Du Pont, | 
of the State of Delaware, claiming a seat in the Senate from that | 
State, have had the same under consideration, and instruct me to 
report the resolution which I send to the desk, and recommend its 
passage. I accompany the resolution with a report, and ask that | 
the report, without reading, may be printed in the Recorp for | 
the convenience of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. And also as a document. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And also asa document, as a mat- | 
ter of course. 

I give notice that I shall call the resolution up for consideration 
at as early a date as may seem to suit the convenience of the Sen- | 
ate, other matters being considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution appended to the re- | 
port will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: | 

Resolved, That Henry A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from the | 
State of Delaware for the full term ci mmencing March 4, 1895. | 

Mr. PALMER. Inconnection with the report submitted by the 
Senator from Oregon, I wish to state that the Senator from In- | 
diana [Mr. Turpie], who is not present this morning, will ask 





consent to present a report expressing the views of the minority 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections; and after confer- 
ence with the Senator from Oregon, I believe it is understood that 
the Senator from Indiana may file that report, and that the reports 
be printed together. 

r. MITCHELE of Oregon. I have delayed presenting the re- 
port for some two or three days for the accommodation of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, but I presume, for some unavoidable reason, 
he is detained from the Senate to-day. I shall not therefore ask 
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| wise, his report will have to lie upon the table until the views of 


| claim to the commissioners of Lincoln Park, in the county of Cook 
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to have my report printed until the Senator from Indiana is ready 
to submit the views of the minority. 
Mr. COCKRELL. And then let them be printed together in 
the REcoRD and in document form. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes; in both forms. 
Mr. HARRIS. Had the Senator not better withhold his report 
until the views of the minority can go into the Recorp? Other 





the minority are filed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will state that if the 
from Indiana does not come in during the day I shall withdr 
the report. 

Mr. GRAY. That is all right, then. 

Mr. PALMER. I may be allowed to state that I think 
Senator from Indiana has his report ready, and I 
accident prevents his being here this morning. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon that he 
withhold the request to have the report printed in the RECORD at 
present, and renew it when the views of the minority are ready, 
so that both may appear together. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have just stated, I will say to 
the Senator from Massachusetts, that unless the Senator from 
Indiana comes in during the day I shall withhold the request for 
the printing of the report in the Recorp. 

Mr. TURPIE entered the Chamber. 

Mr. HOAR. I see the Senator from Indiana is now here 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to call the attention of the 
Senator from Indiana to the fact that I just now submitted the 
report in the Du Pont case, stating that I desired to have the re- 
port and the viewsof the minority printed together in the Recorp 
and also as a document. 

Mr. TURPIE. I will state tothe honorable Senator that the 
report of the minority is not quite finished. I expect to finish it 
to-day, however, and shall submit it at least to-morrow. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then I ask that the whole matter 
be laid over until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
quested. 


senator 


aw 


the 


suppose some 
t 


The report will be withdrawn as re- 


BILLS 


Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2114) establishing gas buoys in 
the St. Lawrence River; which was read twice by its title, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 2115) to regulate the prac- 
tice in the circuit courts of the United States and to provide for 
winding &p corporations subject to their jurisdiction; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2116) for the relief of 
Wilber H. Graef & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2117) for the relief of Mrs. George 
Pauls; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2118) to protect public forest 
reservations; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Select Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection 
of Game. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2119) for the relief of John Brei 
ling; which was read twice by its title, and, with the acc 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2120) to release and quit- 


INTRODUCED. 


t- 


npany- 


and State of Dlinois, certain littoral or riparian rights belonging 
to the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2121) to provide for the better 
manning and equipment of vessels on the Northwestern Lakes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2122) to provide for the 
completion of the Washington Aqueduct tunnel; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2123) to test the improved methods 
for the disposal of sewage and water filtration of villages and 
cities; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2124) to authorize extension of the 
lines of the Potomac Light and Power Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also introduced a bi.) (S. 2125) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Frances C. De Russy; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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ion to Mrs. 

Laura A. Nelson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 

accompanying paver, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
LINGER 


He also introduced a bill (S, 2126) granting a 


Mr. GAL by request) introduced a bill (8S. 2127) pro- 
viding that all official advertising in the District of Columbia 
shall be placed in only one daily newspaper, and awarded to the 
lowest bidder; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2128) to make an ——_ adjust- 
ment of the grants of land to the several States of the Union for 
State normal schools, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2129) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Annie E. Nolan; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2130) to pro- 
my a a military peace establishment; which was read twice by 

ts title. 

Mr. HAWLEY. While I state that I present the bill by re- 

nest, I ask leave to say that it is without prejudice whatever to 
the bill. We have many projects of this kind, and out of them 
I hope we shall get something satisfactory. I move that the bill 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2131) to correct the military 
record of Charles A. Wahl; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill S 2182) for the relief of 
settlers upon lands within the indemnity limits of the grant to the 
a ne Pacific Railway Company; which was read twice by 

8 title. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I will state that this bill was drawn by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office upon a recommenda- 
tion to that effect by the Secretary of the Interior, and its purpose 
is to give relief to certain deserving citizens in Louisiana who 
had settled upon imdemnity limits within the grant claimed by 
the New Orleans Pacific Railway under an order issued by the 
Interior Department when Mr. Lamar was Secretary of the In- 
terior opening those lands to settlement. 

Subsequently it was found that those very lands so settled had 
been selected by the railroad company under its grant, and in a 
contest between the settlers and the railroad company the settlers 
were defeated. A great injustice would be perpetrated upon them 
= ae ocaeer — 2 not enacted intolaw. I aoe 

at the bi referred, wit @ accom i to the 
Committee on Public Lands. ae 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 2133) nting a pension 
to Mary E. Ely; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2184) to a the insignia of the 
National Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the J mien G 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 2135) to pay 
estate of Anna Irons for beef cattle furnished the Uni States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2136) for the relief of Joel M. Bryan 
and Rebecca Bryan, deceased, by Joel M. Bryan, her adminis- 
trator; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2187) for the relief of Francis 
8. Davidson, late first lieutenant Ninth United States Cavalry; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2138) granting a pension 
to all honorably discharged officers and enlisted men who served 
in the military and naval service of the United States ninety days 
or more; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 2189) providing that the circuit 
court of appeais of the eighth judicial circuit of the United States 
shall hold at least one term of said court ay in the city of 
Denver, in the State of Colorado, or in the city of Cheyenne, in 
the State of Wyoming, on the first Monday in September in each 
year; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2140) ¢0 remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John Grim; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2141) toamend an act approved 
August 24, 1894, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize purchasers of the 
property and franchises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Com- 
pany to organize a corporation and to confer upon the same all the 
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powers, privileges, and franchises vested in that company;” which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2142) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of John Boyle, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2143) for the relief of Rich- 
mond College, located at Richmond, Va.; which was read twico 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2144) restoring a pension 
to Mills T. Redman; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I desire to present tho 
petition of Mills T. Redman, a first-class pilot, praying for tho 
restoration to him of his pension and of his name to the pension 
roll. I move that the bill and accompanying petition be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S, 2145) fixing the time for 
holding the circuit and district courts in the district of West Vir- 
ginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the J er 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2146) to amend section 4 of 
the act approved March 2, 1895, being an act amendatory of an act 
with reference to the postal service; which was read twice by its 
Hye and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads, 

Mr. LODGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 76) authoriz- 
ing Lieut. William McCarty Little to accept a decoration from 
the King of Spain; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

AMENDMENT TO AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, PROCTOR submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Agricultural appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

SAC AND FOX INDIAN SCHOOL IN IOWA. 

Mr. GEAR. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed 
by me to the Indian appropriation bill when it shall be presented, 
I ask that the amendment Se referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs with the uest to that committee to refer the amend- 
ment to the Indian Bureau for report. 

It is, in brief, a proposition that Congress shall appropriate 
$35,000 in the Indian appropriation bill for the purpose of estab- 
lishing an Indian school at an Indian reservation in the State in 
which I live and represent in part. There is in that State, and 
has been for over fifty years, a small branch of the Sac and Fox 
Indians who were not in harmony with the Indians who, under 
Black Hawk, made war againstthe American people in 1832. They 
strayed off, leaving the main body, and went west of the Missouri 
River and purchased with their own money, received from the 
Government for their share of their land, a couple of sections or 
such a matter in Tama County, in my State. The Government 
has always had an agency at this small reservation, if I may so 
use the word, but the Indians have never had the advantage of 
any school. Those Indians now number 400, and they are gradu- 
ally increasing innumber. They had, in 1892, 80 children of school 
age; they had last year 117 children. 

To my mind it is most desirable that the Government should 
take some action and establish a school at that place. The good 
people of my State who are interested in the education of Indians, 
the people called the Indian Rights Association, have kindly 
taken this matter up and they present it to Congress through me. 
They have had a talk with the officers of the Indian Bureau, who 
are highly favorable to it. This is my only reason for detaining 
the Senate. I merely want to say further about the moral condi- 
tion of those people that it is most deplorable, and the only way we 
can make them better in future, it seems to me, is by taking the 
rising generation and teaching them as we teach other Indians in 
Indians schools, in order that eventually they may become self- 


en 5 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs and printed. 

THE COTTON-BOLL WEEVIL. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I submit an amendment intended to bo 
proposed to the Agricultural appropriation bill. I ask that the 
amendment be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Fete Baten peer the s ; and Se of pe. Np menor won a 
oneom or experimen 1 i estruchion AL 
(aelination. ita 000. ns . ” 


Mr. BLANCHARD. This matter has been called to my atten- 
tion by the ident of the Cotton Exchange of the city of New 
Orleans. I hold in my hand certain letters received by him and 
referred by him to me, which I ask, together with the amend- 
ment, be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
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This Mexican weevil, it seems from these letters, is a new enemy PRINTING OF TREATIES. 
of the cotton plant that has appeared during the past season in ; nin : , , 
southern and western Texas, and its depredations have been such Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution: which, with 
that the cotton attacked by it has not been worth the picking. the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Print- 
The farmers have discovered that the poison which exterminates | !8: 
other insect pests has had no effect upon this new enemy and that 
the weevil has extended rapidly. ' é 

It is further stated in these letters that those who are in a posi- 

tion to observe closely the ravages of the Mexican weevil fear 
that another season will witness a considerable advance in the 
est in the direction of the other cotton States. If unarrested 
the weevil will rapidly increase and extend its ravages in new di- 
rections, so that in time the entire cotton belt will be pretty cer- 
tain to be affected. 

It is further stated that how to arrest the ravages of this new 
enemy of cotton is now the problem which is worrying the cotton 
interests. The Mexican weevil, while as yet confined to a — 
of Texas, is actually a menace to the entire cotton belt. Hence it 
is considered that the matter is a fit subject for national legisla- 


Resolved, That the treaty of 1850, known as the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, and 
Articles XX to XXVIII, both inclusive, of the treaty of February 11, 1880, 
between Great Britain and Nicaragua, and the treaty of 1867 between the 
United States and Nicaragua, be printed together as a document for the use 
of the Senate. 

COLUMBIA RIVER SALMON FISHERIES. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present a resolution, which I 
ask may be read and lie on the table. I give notice that I shall 
call it up at an early day for the purpose of submitting some re- 
marks upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Whereas the salmon-fishing industry of the Columbia River is one of vast 





magnitude, the pack of last year amounting to 655410 cases of the aegregate 
tion. value of $3,542,928, giving employment to 1,574 ope tives and 3,775 fishermen, 
This new enemy of the cotton plant originated in Mexico, beyond | and giving investment to more than $3,040,000 capital; and 
the Rio Grande, and so great were its ravages in that section that sear dali kinaacaaiens entiee aoaten eee onan ee 
cotton planting there was abandoned. It has now transferred its | ana oe _ Le ee ee ee ee 
operations across the Rio Grande into the counties of southwest- | | Whereas from the fact that said Columbia River is partly within the juris- 
ern Texas, and its ravages are rapidly extending, so that it would | ~~ oS Se See at agen ane pasty wit hin the jurisd 1 of the State 
seem that this proposed legislation is timely. | of either Gtate, 16 becaunen of the wtmeut importance that Chater. a 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be referred to | tion is necessary looking to the protection and pr on of t arent 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and printed. ae on ene ieee ere Satine, Geueeied 
, ; . - Tha he Committee on a ax ~~ . nd it is hereb ba 
CONDITION OF THE TREASURY. | eee tonidadisand saast te tier teaeie ot ee 


i ; ‘ ask fori race . date whether or not the Congress of the United States has jurisdiction to 
Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present con- | legislate concerning the protection and promotion of the salmon fisheries of 
sideration. | the Columbia River. 
The resolution was read, as follows: ee aa a 
; The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, directed | . 14 be printed 
to inform the Senate of the amount of money in the Treasury on the 4th day | “* I . 
of March, A. D. 1889, including the gold reserve of $100,000,000, and the amount 
of money in the Treasury on the 4th day of March, A. D. 1893, including the 
gold reserve of $100,000,000, and if there was a decrease of the revenue between 
said dates, and the amount and cause thereof. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the | 
resolution. ee 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection tothe facts which the Senator 
from Nebraska inquires for, but it seems to me it is a little un- 
usual to ask the Secretary of the Treasury to state his opinion on The message also announced that the President of the United 
the disputed political question what is the cause of the diminu- | stares had on the 13th instant approved and signed the act (S 
tion of the revenues of the United States. I hope the Senator will | 1946) to amend an act entitled ““An act to authorize the Kansas 
strike out the words ‘‘and cause. ,, | City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad Company to construct and oper- 

Mr.ALLEN. Thatissatisfactory. Let the words ‘and cause” | oto°4 railroad, telegraph, and telephone line through the Indian 
be stricken out, so that it will read ‘‘and the amount thereof.” Territory, and for other purposes,” approved February 27, 1893 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection to the resolution in that form. | - . : ; : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. : 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 12th instant approved and signed the act (S. 708) to amend 
section 4 of an act to provide for the adjustment of land grants 
made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and for 
the forteiiure of unearned lands, and for other purposes. 


tl 
ALLEGED ASSESSMENTS IN THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


LAND PATENTS TO BOND-AIDED RAILROADS. resolution of the Se nat wr from Kansas Mr. PEFFER], coming over 
4 , a ee from a previous day, which will be read. 
Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present The Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 












: : i > > ; 
bam nn om Prrrer February 12, 1896: 
1e TES ows: : . 
eEenen was weet, ogee ee ‘ Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be. and it is 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested | hereby, instructed to inquire and report whether, during the year ( 
to suspend the further issuance of patents for lands granted by acts of Con- | any portion thereof. any of the employees of the Post-Oftice Deyjia t, 
gress in aid of the construction of what are commonly known as “the bond while receiving pay from appropriations for that Department, did th the 
aided railroads of the United States” to such roads, their grantees, or knowledge, connivance, or direction of any clerk or clerks, « ief ef3 
signees, as are in arrears to the Government until the accounts thereof with | of division, levy and collect assessments of money on and f1 i- 
the Gcvernment shall have been settled and their condition fully determined | ployees of the Department to be used, and which was used, for p r 
by act of Congress or other competent authority. poses in States where election campaigns were in progr ’ 
? . whether any pers norp rso! 5 W re mpioyea and borne on De} trnent 
_ The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- | rolls as employees and regularly paid as such who, while pretending to be 
sideration of the resolution? | ee a eee eee eee | dam gulidiaes eontian te oan 
ss mu vely engages I ld1Ing au as-isting one oT the pouiitical artie nh Salt 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Let it go over, Mr. President. election campaign; whether, during such time, in room 3 of the Interior 
rn T . : ‘3 \ , 4 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over and be | Department building, or in any other room or rooms in said building or in 
printed | any other building, any employee of the Department was directing or man- 
EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. and disbursing the moneys 30 assessed and collected, and whether such mana- 


ger or director kept an account of such moneys in his own name in any bank 
of the city of Washington or elsewhere. 
The committee will inquire and report, further, whether during the period 


Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 


| aging the employment of persons for the purposes aforesaid and receiving 
| 





. alae al covered by this resolution any person or persons were employed by any 
Expenses of the Senate: clerk or chief of division in the Post Office Department and k« on t De 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearing before the | partment pay rolls and paid out of the Department funds, which payment 

Committee on Patents of parties interested in the bill (S. 1453) for the relief | was not authorized by law or by any lawful! rule or regulation of the Depart- 
of Daniel Drawbaugh be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. ment, and for which services no appropriation had been made by Congress 


FUR SEALS IN BERING SEA. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
Considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to send to the Sen- 
ate copies of the paperte made by the agents, officers, or persons acting under 
the authority of t Secretary or the Department of the Treasury in the 

cars 1894 and 1895, which reports relate to the condition of the fur seals on 

© Pribilof Islands, or to the hunting of such animals in Bering Sea, or in 
the North Pacific Ocean, and the effect of such hunting upon the fur seals 
t resort to Bering Sea. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that that resolution be passed over 
without prejudice. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered, 
PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 


resolution submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Perrer], 
coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 
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The Secretary read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Perrer February 12, 1896: 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators, not more than two of whom 
shall belong to one political party, shall be appointed by the Vice-President, 
whose duty it shall be— 

First. To investigate and report generally all material facts and circum- 
stances connected with the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary of 
the Treasury in the years 18094, 1895, and 1896. 

Second. Folevestiqnne and report specially what amount of available funds, 
classified, was in the United States Treasury and on deposit in other places, 
subject to the order of the Secretary of the Treasury, at the time the bonds 
were sold or offered for sale; whether there was or was pot coin enough on 
hand to meet all coin obligations of the Government due at the time said 
bonds were sold or when they were offered for sale; what obligations were 
due at that time and the amount of each, stated separately; what was the 
reason for any unusual withdrawal of coin from the Treasury shortly before 
bonds were sold or offered for sale, if such unusual withdrawals were in fact 
made, and by what persons or classes of persons and for what purpose or on 
what account such withdrawals were made; who purchased the bonds, in 
what amounts, and where, whether in the United States or in foreign coun- 
tries, and in what proportions, and from what persons or classes of persons 
the gold was procured with which copay for the bonds, what the bonds sold 
for, and what was the market peire of our Government bonds at the time, 
and what effect the bond sales had on the credit and business of the people of 
the United States. 

Third. To investigate and report as to the manner of disposing of said 
bonds, by what authority, and what contracts, advertisements, or proposals 
were made by the Secretary of the Treasury in relation thereto; what agree- 
ments or contracts, and whether oral or in writing, and whether publicly or 
privately and secretly, were entered into by the retary of the Treasury 
and any other person or persons with respect to the sale and purchase of the 
bonds; whether ary officer of the Government, or any person or persons for 
such officer and on his behalf and in his personal interest, and with his knowl- 
edge or consent, entered into any contract, agreement, or arrangement, 
directly or indirectly, with any person or pe sons, partnership, corporation, 
company, or syndicate, for the purpose of affecting the price offered or to 
be offered for said bonds or any of them, with the intent and expectation to 
receive commission or personal reward by reason of such contract, agree- 
ment, or arrangement; whetber such contract or onan had any and 
what effect on the prices offered for the bonds, what the effect was, and who, 
if any person, profited by it and to what extent. 


Mr. CULLOM. I hope that resolution will be passed over, so 
that the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. ae may have the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. PEF FER. What is the objection? 

Mr. CULLOM. I ema en that the resolution may be passed 
over, as the Senator from Minnesota desires to address the Senate. 

Mr. PEFFER. Without prejudice? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, 


CATTLE QUARANTINE IN SOUTHWESTERN STATES, 


Mr. VEST. On the last day’s session of the Senate a communi- 
cation was received from the Secretary of Agriculture, in response 
to a resolution of the Senate, adopted at my instance on the 12th 
instant, in regard to the quarantine line recently established by 
the Secretary of Agriculture on the northern border of Texas and 
of other States. I ask the Senate to take it 7s the purpose of 
reference. It is Senate Executive Document No. 121. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, in response 
to resolution of the Senate, dated February 12, 1896, copies of the 
regulations establishing the quarantine line in the Southwestern 
States for the years 1895 and 1896, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I should like to call the attention of 
the Senate, and especially of Senators from the cattle-raising and 
cattle-feeding States, to the vast importance of this action of the 
Secretary of Agriculture. I willsay in a very few words that the 
effect of this order of the Secretary of Agriculture is to increase 
the price of beef tothe oe of the United States, and its specific 
effect upon States like Missouri, Montana, Idaho, Wyoming, Ne- 
braska, and Kansas is to deprive the cattle feeders of those States 
of their supply of beef from the southwestern portion of the Union 
for the coming year. We have now in those States the largest 
corn crop we have ever raised. Cornis worth from 10 to 12} cents 
a bushel at cattle depots in Missouri and Kansas, and in vther 
States it is worth even less. Our cattle supply is very deficient, 
because some years ago there was a panic in regard to the price of 
cattle, and cattle raisers sacrificed their entire herds, including 
cows and calves. They were rushed upon the market; the price 
went down abnormally, and the supply was exhausted. ein 
Missouri are now, and I take it to be the case in the other States I 
have mentioned, absolutely dependent upon the supply of cattle 
for feeding purposes from the great State of Texas. © supply 
from the other States, Colorado, Arkansas, the Indian Territory, 
and Arizona, is comparatively unimportant. If the Texas supply 
is shut off from the cattle feeders of the great corn States of the 
Northwest, it will result in a vast increase in the price of beef 
throughout the United States and in an absolute and specific loss 
to the cattle raisers of those States. 

In 1884 Congress passed an act in regard to the prevention of 
contagion among cattle. It was the act which established what 
is known as a Bureau of Animal Industry in the Agricultural 
Department. Senators who were here in service at that time will 
remember the discussion which occurred here for days in regard 
to State rights and the power of the Federal authorities to go into 
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a State for the purpose of destroying cattle supposed or charge 
to be infected with pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious ¢:/+\, 
diseases. The result of that controversy and argument was | 
we passed the act of 1884, which gave to the Bureau of A) | 
Industry in the Agricultural Department, or rather to the ( 
missioner of Agriculture, as the Secretary was then termed. 
poo to prevent the carrying of diseased cattle from one Stite oy 

erritory to another or to the District of Columbia. . 

That was the compromise effected between divers opinio: 
regard to the power of the Federal authorities. It was assumed 
then, in order to settle the question, that power should 1 
given to the Federal authorities to go inside of a State and | 
possession of infected cattle or cattle charged to be such { ‘ 
purpose of quarantining or destroying them. The law remained 
in that condition until 1891, when, at the instance of Genera! |? 
then Secretary of Agriculture, the Special Committee on the T 
portation and Sale of Meat Products, of which I was at that ti) 
chairman, introduced an amendment to the general appropri. 
bill of 1891 which was intended to give to the Secretary of Avri- 
culture the power to quarantine counties and districts inside of 
States, the Secretary reporting that it was absolutely im) 8 
for him to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneumonia unde 
original act of 1884, which we had enacted. That chang. ' 
law has been continued from 1891 up to the last appro) "1 
bill, and I ask the Secretary to read that law as it stand : 
with a few immaterial amendments, so that this matter can bo 
fully understood. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read as requested, 
in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to use any 
this sum he yr deem necessary or expedient, and in such mann«: 
may think best, in the collection of information concerning live stock, (a 
aud other animal products, and to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneun 
tuberculosis, sheep scab, and other diseases of animals, and for this purp 
to employ as many persons as he may deem necessary, including $1.(1¥) ; 
tional temporary compensation to the Chief of the Bureau of Anima! | 
try, and to expend any part of this sum in the purchase and destr f 
diseased or exposed animals and the quarantine of the same whene\: his 
judgment it is essential to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneumonis. t . 
culosis, or other diseases of animals from one State into another, et: 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the object of that legislation, as 
every member of the Committee on Transportation and Sale of 
Meat Products and of the Committee on Appropriations will tes- 
tify, was to extend this power so that the Commissioner of Avri- 
culture, now the Secretary of Agriculture, should have the right 
to quarantine counties inside of States in order to prevent the 
spread of pleuro-pneumonia outside. 

I ask the Secretary to read the reply of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to the resolution I offered, a Be shows that he denies 
that he has any power to establish quarantine inside of a Stat 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested, 
in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


In response to this resolution I send herewith copies of the reg 
establishing the quarantine line in the Southwestern States for t!) 
1895 and 1896. From these regulations it is seen that the quarantine |i: r 
the year 1895 crossed the territory of the States of Texas and Arkansas and 
the eee of Oklahoma, while the line as established for 1896 is 1 to 
conform with the boundary line of these States and this Territory 

The reason for the change is found in the act of May 29, J8$4, whic! 
hibits the shipment of live stock affected with any contagious, inf 
communicable disease from one State or Territory to another, or f: 


’ 


State into the District of Columbia, or from the District into any Stxt and 
provides a penalty for the shipment of such live stock in violation of (! v. 
I do not find anything in the statute mentioned or any other sta vhich 


directs or authorizes the Secretary of Agriculture to prevent the shi) 
or driving of infected live stock from one section of a State to any 0 


tion of that State, or to establish a quarantine line across the territury ofa 
State with the pur of preventing such movement of affected or l 
live stock, except by cooperation with the authorities of that State and in 
conformity with the laws thereof. 

In t years quarantine lines have been made across the territory 0! sev- 


eral States which were not authorized by existing law, but which we 
as a concession to the cattle industry, and in the expectation that t! 

ests of the communities involved would be sufficient to secure res) I 
such lines. Unfortunately, these expectations have not been realiz.d. !n 


fected cattle have been driven with impunity across such lines, endangering 

the cattle industry of the United States, and particularly the export trace 

in live cattle. : 
Violations of the regulations of this Department were brought to the atten 


tion of the governor of Texas last summer, and it appears from his coi 
cations in reply that under the Texas statutes the quarantine line can! 
enforced until after May 15 of each year. Such regulations shou!! - ) 
effect not later than February 15 in order to guard against the dissemination 
of Texas fever. If cattle can be shipped or driven from the infecte! sectiou 
of Texas to the healthy section without restriction until May 15, the: 

is likely to be disseminated over the whole State, and this contagio! \ 

main active until the following winter. It is therefore unsafe to allow «ny 
cattle from the State to be shipped into other States or Territories, es: i" 
for immediate slaughter, and in accordance with the regulations proviced YY 
this Department. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I dislike exceedingly to be again 
put in ths attitude of criticising the action of the Secretary of 
Agriculture. I do not question his motives. I sympat!ize ei 
tirely with his object in preventing the spread of pleure-pnes 
monia, a deadly di , and one which would destroy, if unre- 


y. : 
strained, the entire cattle industry of the country. Butit is most 
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unfortunate that, after establishing this quarantine line across 
States, across Texas, Arkansas, and Tennessee, and after three 
years’ operation of that order, the Secretary all at once discovers 
that he has not the legal power and the constitutional right to re- 
tain that line, and is now engaged in an acrimonious discussion 
with the governor of Texas with regard to the line as established 
inside of that State. I care nothing about the details of this dis- 
cussion between the governor of Texas and the Secretary of Ag- 
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riculture; but the result upon the cattle raisers of Missouri and | 


upon the other cattle-raising and cattle-feeding States is most dis- 
astrous. 
sible supply of corn we are shut off from the cattle supply of 
Texas, and the result is that the price of beef meat goes up 
throughout the entire country, and in this era of depression there 
is additional financial depression caused by reason of this order. 

Mr. BERRY. Willthe Senator from Missouri allow me tomake 
a statement in regard to this matter, as it is rather important to 
my State? 

Mr. VEST. 

Mr. BERRY. 


Certainly. 
I wish to state, Mr. President, that this quarantine 


a great deal of interest for the last four or five years. 
retary Rusk was in charge of the Agricultural Department I went 
to himand urged him to extend the quarantine line south so as to in- 
clude north of the line two tiers of counties in my own State. 
promised to do so, but the election came on and he failed to do it. 
I then, in connection with my colleagues in the House of Represent- 
atives. Mr. McCunuiocn, Mr. Dinsmore, and Mr. NEILL, urged 
upon the present Secretary of Agriculture the necessity of chang- 
ing the lines so as to reiieve from the operations of the quarantine 
regulations these two tiers of counties in Arkansas, because they 
operated as a great hardship upon the people in that section who 
own and raise cattle. In fact, the quarantine regulations resulted 
in taking from $2 to $3 off the price of every head of cattle that 
was shipped from northern Arkansas into St. Louis, although the 
character of country and the character of cattle were precisely 
the same as those in Missouri, the country being equally healthy 
and free from all cattle diseases. 

Finally the Secretary consented to make, and did make, an order 
dated, I think, February, 1893, extending the line south so as to 
relieve the two tiers of counties in Arkansas from the regulations 
of the quarantine. It was a proper order to make. It gave uni- 
versal satisfaction in twelve or fourteen counties in northern 
Arkansas. No possible hurt has ever come or could come from it. 
I was, therefore, greatly surprised on the 28th of January when I 
received a copy of a new order from the Secretary of Agriculture 
reestablishing the old line between Arkansas and Missouri, 
thereby placing those counties again under the quarantine regu- 
lations which entailed such a great hardship upon the people of 
northern Arkansas. In company with General NEILL and Mr. 
DinsMoRE, of the House of Representatives, I went to the De- 
partment about ten days ago and we urged upon the Secretary 
again to be relieved from this hardship, when he made the same 
answer as he had made to the Senator from Missouri, that he had 
no power to establish quarantine regulations inside a State unless 
he could have the consent and cooperation of the State authori- 
ties. We were persistent, however, and told him that we had 
passed a statute in the State of Arkansas to prohibit the crossing 
of that line where the quarantine line was made in the State, 
which would be enforced. He finally agreed with us, as I under- 
stood him, that he would correspond with the governor of our 
State, and if he could be assured that the State law would be en- 
forced he would modify this late regulation and reestablish the 
quarantine line so as to leave these two tiers of counties in north- 
ern Arkansas north of the line instead of south of it, as does the 
late order. 

I wished to make this statement in order that the people of 
northern Arkansas might know the precise condition of affairs. 
I hope and believe that when the Secretary of Agriculture hears 
from the governor of our State he will reestablish the line, leav- 
ing those two tiers of counties in northern Arkansas north of the 
quarantine line and the cattle not subject to quarantine regula- 
tions, which operates with such great hardship upon the cattle 
raisers in the northern part of our State. I hope he will reestab- 
lish that line. If he fails to do so, it will undoubtedly work great 
injustice and great hardship upon those people living in the counties 
Ihave mentioned. The cattle there are as free from disease as the 
cattle in any section of the Union, and there isno reason why they 
should be subject to quarantine regulation, and I am confident 
the governor of the State will give the Secretary the assurance 
that he requires as to the enforcement of the State law. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it will be noted in the reply of the 
Secretary of Agriculture to the resolution of the Senate that he 
distinctly affirms that he can find no law which authorizes him to 
establish a quarantine line inside of a State. I assume that the 

, y of Agriculture has seen the provisions in the appropria- 
tion bills from 1891 to 1895. He must have seen them, because his 
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attention is called specifically to the appropriation act of 1894 ina 
letter from the district aftorney, R. U. Culberson, I believe, of the 
western district of Texas. If the Secretary of Agriculture means 
to say that Congress had no right to make those provisions in those 
appropriation bills, Iam very sorry he did not say so in so many 
words. He says in a letter to Mr. Hughes, the president of a cat- 
tle association in Texas, who wrote to him earnestly remonstrating 
against this last order, that he is powerless to go into a State and 
establish a quarantine line without the cooperation and consent 





| of the authorities of that State; in other words, that if pleuro- 


In a year when, as I have said, we have the largest pos- | 


| or to that county. 


pneumonia exists in acounty or a district, unless the State authori- 
ties cooperate with the Federal authorities the Secretary of Agri- 
culture is powerless to confine pleuro-pneumonia to that district 
In these appropriation bills, as shown by what 
the Secretary has read, Congress intended to give, and did give, if 
the English language amounts to anything, the power to the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to go into any State, buy up the diseased 
cattle, and destroy them or quarantine them in that State, as he 
might see proper; and in every one of these appropriation bills so 


| much as is necessary out of the aggregate appropriation to the 
question in the northern part of my State is one that has excited 


When Sec- | 


} 





EEE 





Bureau of Animal Industry is devoted to that purpose. 
Now, under this ruling of the Secretary of Agriculture, I say, 
in conclusion, that from the Ist of February—because he says first 


| that the 15th of February ought to be the beginning of the quar- 
He | 


| antine in each year, and he afterwards says that the safest date 
would be the 1st of February—from the 1st of February to the 15th 
| of November in each year no cattle can be brought out of the 
State of Texas, or out of Arkansas, or any of the Southwestern 
States, for the purpose of being fed in the great corn States of the 


Northwest. 

I move now that the communication of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture be referred to the Committee on the Transportation and 
Sale of Meat Products. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ordered. 

Mr. PALMER. Iaskthat the communication of the Secretary 
of Agriculture, instead of being referred, be laid upon the table 
for the present. I hope to be able to-morrow or the next day to 
address the Senate upon the general principle involved. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the com- 
munication will lie upon the table. ; 

DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT COURTS IN TENNESSEE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution reported by the Senator from Minnesota | Mr. Davis} 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations, on which the Senator 
from Minnesota is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Minnesota kindly yields to 
me in order that I may ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
consider at this time House bill 1676, which changes the times of 
holding the terms of the Federal courts at Knoxville, in Tennessee. 
The first term of the court is to be held on the first Monday of 
next month. I therefore ask unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the consideration of the bill at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall not object if the bill does not lead to 
debate; but I do know that the Senator from Minnesota has been 
patiently waiting here for more than a half hour in the hope that 
he might be allowed to go on. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the bill leads tothe slightest debate, I shall 
not ask the Senate to consider it. I would not impose upon the 


If there be no objection, it will be so 


| Senator from Minnesota who is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I shall not interpose now, but I give notice 
that I will object to any other business, even if the Senator from 
Minnesota yields. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1676) to change and 
fix the time for holding the district and circuit courts of the United 
States for the northern division of the eastern district of Tenn 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
an amendment, to strike out section 3, as follows: 

Sec. 3. That this act take effect from and after its passage, the pul wel- 
fare requiring it; and that all laws and parts of laws conflicting with t 
be, and are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. HARRIS. That provision is wholly unnecessary, but it ig 
absolutely harmless; and, in view of the shortness of the time 
between now and the time at which the first term of the court is 
to be held, I appeal to my friend from Connecticut [Mr. PiLatr] 
to let the Senate disagree to the amendment, so that the bill may 
be passed at once. 

Mr. PLATT. This is a House bill, I believe? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is a House bill. 

Mr. PLATT. The committee reported an amendment striking 
out section 3, because the section was unnecessary, and, indeed, 
ridiculous; but if there is necessity for the immediate passage of 
the bill, we will withdraw the amendment and allow the bill to 
pass. 
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Mr. HARRIS. I should be glad to have that done. I 


aite 
agree with the Senator as to the unnecessary character of the 
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amendment. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on g to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The amendment was rejected, ° 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 2642) granting leave of absence for one year to 
homestead settlers upon the Yankton Indian Reservation, in the 
State of South Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. 2769) to authorize the leasing of lands for edu- 
cational purposes in Arizona; and 

A bill (H. R. 3553) to incorporate the National Society of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 1591) to extend the mineral-land laws of the United States to 
— embraced in the north half of the Colville Indian Reserva- 

on. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 2904) to main- 
tain and protect the coin redemption fund, and to authorize the 
issue of certificates of indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies 
of revenue. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R.6) constituting Syracuse, N. Y., a port of delivery; 

A bill (H. R. 83) for the relief of John C. Cutter, late first lieu- 
tenant Thirty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R.995) granting a pension to Kate A. Pitman; 

A bill (Hi. R. 2800) paetes ® pension to Martha Brooks; 

A bill (4. R. 3962) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across Lake St. Francis, in the State of Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. 4153) to grant the Fort Smith and Western Coal 
Railroad Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; and 

A bill (A. R. 4779) relating to the anchorage and movement of 
vessels in St. Marys River. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolutions; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 4145) to amend section 1309, Revised Statutes, pro- 
viding a chaplain for the Military Academy; 

A joint resolution (8. R. 17) providing for certain surveys in the 
State of Florida; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 39) making an aageentation, to defray 
the joint expense of locating the boundary line between the Ter- 
ritory of Alaska and the British North American Territory; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 59) extending the provisions of section 
79 of ‘‘An act providing for the public printing and binding and 
the distribution of public documents,” approved January 12, 1895, 
60 as to include monographs, bulletins, and reports of the Geolog- 
ical Survey published in 1894 and succeeding years. 

THE MONROE DOCTRINE, 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the con- 
current resolution submitted thy some time ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Chair lays before the Senate the 
concurrent resolution indicated by the Senator from Minnesota, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution reported by Mr. 
Davis from the Committee on Foreign Relations January 20, 1896, 
as follows: 


Corcurrent resolution relative to the assertion and enforcement of the Mon- 
roe doctrine. 
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) Whereas President Monroe, in his m to Congress of December 2, A. Dy 
1823, deemed it proper to assert as a ple in which the rights and inter- 
ests of the Unived States are invol that the American continents, by the 
free and independent condition which they have assumed and caniateined. 
were thenceforth not to be considered as subjects for future colonization by 
any European power; and 

Whereas President Monroe further declared in that message that the 
\ United States would consider ony tines by the Allied Powers of Europe to 
| ‘extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as 
| — and safety; that with the colonies and 
, Buropean power we have not in and should not 
' with the Governments who have declared their independence and 
| tained it, and whose independence we have on grea tion and on 
| Just principles acknowledged, we could not view any interposition for the 
| purpose of oppressing them or con in any other manner their destiny 
j any Ew power in any other t than as the manifestation of an 
i unfriendly disposition toward the United States; and further reiterated in 
| that message that it is impossible that the Allied Powers should extend their 
—-s tem to any portion of either continent without endangering our 
| - Whereas the doctrine and policy so proclaimed by President Monroe have 
| Since been repeatedly asserted by the United States by Executive declara- 
, tion and action upon occasions and exigencies similar to the 
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sion and exigency which caused them to be first announced, and have been 
ever since their promulgation, and now are, the rightful policy of the United 
States: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concur: ring), That tho 
United States of America reaffirms and confirms the doctrine and princip|es 
promulgated by President Monroe in his message of December 2, A. D. [s:"; 
and declares that it will assert and maintain that doctrine and those princ(: 
ples, and will regard any infringement thereof, and particularly any attempt 

y any European power to take or acquire any new or additional territory 
on the American continents, or any island adjacent thereto, or any right (i 
sovereignty or dominion in the same in any case or instance as to which the 
United States shall deem such attempt to be dangerous to its peace or safety 
by or through force, purchase, cession, occupation, pledge, colonization, pr - 
tectorate, or by control of the easement in any canal or any other meaus of 
transit across the American Isthmus, whether under unfounded pretension 
of right in cases of alleged boundary disputes or under any other unfounded 

retensions, as the manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward the 

nited States and as an interposition which it would > impossible in any 
form for the United States to regard with indifference. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, it is a matter of common observya- 
tion that each successive year our foreign relations increase in difti- 
culty, complexity, and importance. This results, of course, from 
the development of the power of this nation, from the growing and 
overpowering tendencies of modern times to bring all nations closr 
together in social and commercial intercourse, and from all the 
reasons Which prompt humanity, however divided by geograph- 
ical lines and governmental differences, to affiliate. The closer 
the relations of one government to another, the more natural it is 
that their international relations should become of increasing 
ee of recurrence and more difficult of solution. That fact 
explains why there are probably more questions unsolved bet ween 
us and Great Britain than exist between us and all other nations 
of the world combined. 

The present question is important and far reaching. It not only 
involves the adjustment of the controversy under consideration, 
but also the application and even the existence of the Monroe doc- 
trine itself. Of course it must be most gratifying to everybody 
that the conditions of the controversy apparently have been con- 
siderably ameliorated within the last seul, If that amelioration, 
when we are permitted to know its conditions, rests upon bases 
which do not concede anything from the Monroe doctrine, but 
recognizes and confirms it in its entirety, it will receive the warin- 
est approvai of the American people. But if, on the contrary, it 
is the result of any material abandonment of the principles enun- 
ciated by President Monroe, and to which the American people 
are — warmly attached, that people will rise up in condemna- 
tion of it. 

I wish to speak, Mr. President, with the utmost temperateness 
of expression, for in all controversies of this character it is best to 
do so. It isin the interest of harmony and ultimate peace that 
nations, through all their exponents, representative or legislative, 
speak with honest frankness in defining their policies and what 
they expect to assert. In away which will necessarily be discur- 
sive I shall consider briefly the origin of the Monroe doctrine, its 
character and nature, the various phases of our national existence 
in which it has been applied, and to some extent the present con- 
troversy. 

I understand the Monroe doctrine as promulgated by President 
Monroe in 1823 to be fairly summarized as follows: That the 
American continents are not to be considered as subjects for fu- 
ture colonization by any European power; that we should con- 
sider any attempt on the part of such powers to extend their sys- 
tem to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our peace 
and safety; that any interposition by European powers for the 
purpose of oppressing the independent nations of the American 
continents, or of controlling in any other manner their destiny, 
would be considered by the United States as the manifestation of 
an unfriendly disposition toward us; that there shall be noninter- 
ference by the United States with European possessions on tls 
hemisphere as they existed in 1823. 

This doctrine, which has become indelibly inscribed upon our 

licy, was submitted by President Monroe, three months before 

e proclaimed it, to Madison and Jefferson, then in their declining 

and in the retirement of private life. Mr. Madison approve! 
it in characteristic terms of philosophic moderation, while Mr. 
Jefferson, the most prescient of American statesmen, the far-sec- 
ing man who acquired by the Louisiana purchase more territory 
to the United States than he had assisted to wrest from Great 
Britain by conquest, most warmly approved it and pronounced it 
to be the most important matter that had been submitted to lis 
consideration since the Declaration of Independence. 

It may not be improper for me to state briefly, for it has been 
done more fully ae more ably here than I can possibly pretend 
to do, the origin of this doctrine and the connection of Great Brit- 
ain with it. Tt is well known that immediately after Great Britain 
and the Allied Powers of Europe had compassed the overthrow 
of the First Napoleon a treaty, autographically signed by the sov- 

of Austria, Prussia, and Russia, and which was not signe 
by , then regent of England, for the reason that the con- 
stitutional limitations of his authority required him to act throug! 
his committed the great powers of Europe to the forci- 
ble repression of any attempt by insurrection or revolt to change 
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Governments, which not only were asserted by the 
have been the legitimate result of their military tri- 
umphs, but which they also asserted were vested in them by Di- 
thority. : . 
various Songresses held after the convention by which this 
alliance was formed these provisions were put forward with unmis- 


the existing 
signatories to 


yine 


In 


takable distinctness. In the congress atLaybach it was promul- 
gated that all reforms effected by insurrection should be held null 
and void. In that of Troppau it was asserted that Divine law gave 
the European nations the mate Cog right to place themselves 
in open hostility to those States w 1ich, by change of their insti- 
tutions and Governments, should afford a dangerous example to 
other peoples. ; ; ; 

Under these sanctions Austria repressed with a cruel and 
bloody hand the popular uprisings in Naples and Piedmont. The 
Holy Alliance had restored the house of Bourbon, in the person of 
Ferdinand VII, to the throne of Spain. He found when he ac- 
ceded to that Kingdom the constitution of the First Napoleon 
striking down abuses and opening a career for talents—the con- 
stitution of that man who, whatever he was, left every country 
better governed than it was when he seized it. 

This constitution Ferdinand VII nullified and abrogated. <A 
revolt took place in Spain about 1820 which had for its object the 
restoration of Napoleon’s constitution. It was an uprising of 
popular right and conviction against the despotic acts of the mon- 
archical authority so recently instituted in the peninsula by the 
Allied Powers. And accordingly, as the result or by the instiga- 
tion of another congress held at Verona, France was commis- 
sioned to put in operation against the people of Spain the princi- 

les which had been declared by the Holy Alliance. She did so. 
Her armies traversed the peninsula and stood arrayed in triumph 
at its extremity at Cadiz. It was very natural under such cir- 
cumstances that, flushed with such an achievement, the Allied 
Powers and France, in vindication of the principles which they 
had announced, should purpose to take upon themselves the at- 
tempt to restore to the Crown of Spain the South American colo- 
nies which, in the years immediately succeeding the accession of 
Joseph Bonaparte to the throne of that Kingdom, had shaken off 
the Spanish yoke and had become free and independent states. 

The memoirs of Prince Metternich disclose that a congress, 
which was never held, was called to meet at Paris for that pur- 
pose. It was asserted that negotiations had been entered into be- 
tween France and Spain for the purpose of enabling and justify- 
ing Francein assisting Spain in the reconquest of her transatlantic 
dependencies. England was alarmed at this. The balance of 
power, to maintain which she had committed herself after the fall 
of Napoleon, had become overbalanced, or had threatened to be- 
come so,as to her. Accordingly Mr. Canning protested to the 
Court of France against the attempt which he supposed, and had 
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reason to suppose, was to be made against the independence of | 


the new nationsin the Western Hemisphere. Aggrandizement by 
France on those continents at the expense and with the consent of 
Spain was feared. Accordingly England sent a formidable fleet 
into the West Indian waters. This inspired the fear or apprehen- 
sion on the part of Mr. Rush, then our minister at the Court of 
St. James, that England had designs upon Cuba, while England 
had been inspired in her action by the fear that France had de- 
signs upon the same island. This was the beginning of the rela- 
=. or the understanding, between Great Britain and the United 
ates: 


Mr. Canning suggested that the United States notice this, and | 
proposed that England and the United States should enter into a | 


joint declaration of their status and intentions as to the new states 
on the Western Hemisphere. This was declined. This was the 
end of any joint action or understanding between Great Britain 
and the United States upon this subject. They proceeded sepa- 
rately thereafter upon their own lines. Great Britain notified the 


French Government that it would not permit the seizure or acqui- | 


sition by France of any territory belonging to Spain upon the 
Western Continent, and Mr. Monroe, proceeding independently 
upon American lines, made the declaration the substance of which 
[have attempted to give. 


I have never thought that the action of Mr. Canning in that cele- 


brated incident was inspired by any love on the part of that | 


statesman for free institutions or for our Government. The thing 
involved and feared — and by Great Britain was the dan- 
er to British trade. During the great continental wars Great 


sritain had become supreme upon the sea. No State of the con- 
tinent had a 


competition with her. She had engrossed the South American 
trade completely, and although failing and refusing to recognize 
the inde ce of those States, she had with a view to trade 
established consular relations wherever the performance of con- 
sular duty would aid her trade. : 

I say that I have never believed that any love for the spread or 
perpetuity of free institutions at all inspired the British Govern- 





mercantile fleet able t@ enter in the least degree into | 
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ment in what it did in this matter, and although Mr. Canning 
grandiloquently boasted that ‘‘ I sought the materials of compen- 
sation in another hemisphere, * * * I called the New World 
into existence to redeem the balance of the Old,” he also stated 
while he was attempting to identify English and American action, 
in a letter tothe British minister at Madrid, respecting the ephem- 
eral monarchy of Iturbide in Mexico, and the recently established 
Empire of Brazis, that ‘‘monarchy in Mexico and monarchy in 
Brazil would cure the evils of universal democracy which I most 
dread—America versus Europe.” 

Mr. President, it is unfortunate, and yet not to be wondered at, 
that among a people of so many and various convictions as our 
own attempts should be made to qualify or to entirely deny the 
Monroe doctrine. The doctrine itself stands challenged. The 
letter of the Secretary of State and the message of the President 
have been assailed. The concurrent resolution now pending has 
been attacked upon the ground that it commits the Government 
of the United States to too much in this or in any future contro- 
versy of like character. The resolution, embodying, as it 
the text of the Monroe doctrine, particularizes that doctrine as to 
cases existing or imminent. 

It does not commit the Government of the United States to 
any protectorate over the governments of Spanish or Portuguese 
America. We are not bound by that doctrine or by that resolu- 
tion toany guardianship over them. We have under that doc 
trine and that resolution no responsibility whatever for their con- 
duct as to foreign nations. Not one of the South American 
States can derive any exemption under that doctrine or that res- 
olution from the chastisement of war by any foreign power, the 
only limitation being under the policy of this Republic that acqui- 
sition of territory by such war, as the result of superiority in 
arms or conquest, shall not follow as a result. 

The a requires the United States to intervene when, and 
only when, it considers that the act threatened or proposed by a 
foreign power is dangerous to our peace or safety. This peace or 
safety may be threatened by the hostile action of a foreign power 
alone, or it may be menaced by the amicable, collusive, and coop- 
erative action of a European power with a South American State 
having for its object the results which are opposed to the peace 
and safety of the United States. In either case, as against either 
party or both combined, the United States should intervene and 
assert the policy now under consideration in any instance as to 
which it shall deem such attempts to be dangerous to its peave or 
safety. 

The principle of this doctrine is neither novel nor unprece- 
dented. The history of Europe ever since the peace of Westphalia 
is filled with its examples. Turkey is to-day a standing object 
lesson of its application, and has been for more than a century. 
Ever since the Crescent began to wane over Europe it has been 
the doctrine of the civilized powers of that continent that none of 
them by any means, whether by conquest or by arrangement with 
Turkey, shall acquire any portion of the territory of the Ottoma 
Empire. While it is true that the illustration afforded by Tur- 
key and the powers of Europe in relation to her fails to be justi 
fied by any such principle as that upon which the Monroe doctrine 
is based, the illustretion is one of particular cogency and perfect 
force. 

When the Marquis of Salisbury stated in his reply to Mr. Olney 
that the assertion of the American policy is not bused upon any 
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| canon of international law he did not state the entire fact. If 
from that statement it is to be inferred that the assertion of that 
policy is against the rules of international law, it is manifestly 
incorrect. While the right of intervention has not gone into the 
universal canon of international law as a right between nations, 
| it is nevertheless a right existing in any nation, under the princi- 
ples of that high system of jurispradence by which it can authori- 
tatively intervene upon the territory or in the affairs of any other 
State, whenever it deems that the situation is such as to endanger 
its peace and safety. And this application is nowhere so frequent 


; | dangerous to its peace and safety. 
These declarations were immediately self-efficient. The Holy | 
Alliance and France abandoned their attempt and their intention. | 





and nowhere so frequently justified as in cases where the acquisi- 
tion of territory by one power is deemed by another power to be 
No publicist states this more 


positively than Sir Robert Phillimore. In his chapter on interven- 
tion he says: 

The reason of the thing and the practice of nations appear to have sanctioned 
this intervention in the following cases. * * * 

More frequently and upon far surer grounds with respect to the territorial 


acquisitions or foreign relations, when such relations or acquisitions threaten 
the peace or safety of other States. 

From the day when the Monroe doctrine was first promulgated 
it has been the Executive policy of this Government, and no lead- 
ing American statesman that I am aware of, — Mr. Calhoun, 
ever denied the permanency of its application. Mr. Webster said 
immediately after the announcement: 

I look on the message of December, 1823, as forming a bright page in our 
history. I will neither help to erase it nor tear it up; nor shall it be by any 
act of mine blurred or blotted. It did honor to the sngacity of the Govern 
ment, and I will not diminish that honor. It elevated the hopes and gratified 
the patriotism of the people. Over those hopes I will not bring a mildew; 
nor will I put that gratified patriotism to shame. 
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He also said, and I read this as bearing upon the true interpre- 
tation of the doctrine, that it is to be invoked when, and only 
when, the United States may consider its peace and safety to be 
involved: 

It is doubtless true, as I took occasion to observe the other day, that the 
declaration must be considered on our rights and to spring mainly from a 
regard to their preservation. 

t did not commit us at all events to take up arms at any indications of 
hostile feeling by the powers of Europe toward South America. * * * If 
an armament had been furnished by the allies to act against the provinces 
the most remote from us, as Chile or Buenos Ayres, the distance of the scene 
of action diminishing also our means of effectual interposition, might still 
have left us— 

To do what? Not to acquiesce, but he says— 


to content ourselves with remonstrances. 

But a very different case would have arisen if an army equipped and main- 
tained by these power had been landed on the shores of the Gulf of Mexico 
and commenced the war in our immediate neighborhood. Such an event 
might justly be regarded as sengeeawe to oursejves, and on that ground call 
for decided and immediate interference by us. 

When these words were spoken our population was small; steam 
and electricity had not then begun the oceanic transference of 
thought and matter. The Nicaragua Canal was the chimera of a 
few enthusiastic visionaries; our possessions on the Pacific Coast 
weresmall and inconsiderable, and were protected by their isola- 
tion and remoteness. We had not thought of acquiring California. 

Under existing conditions what would Mr. Webster now say? 
These conditions would have made applicable to those States men- 
tioned by him his explicit declaration as to our duty in case hos- 
tilities should be commenced by a European power upon the shores 
of the Gulf of Mexico. But under conditions as they then were 
and now are Venezuela by her location, her relative situation to 
the United States, would eve been a case in point for Mr. Web- 
ster to declare for the effective interposition of this Government 
even at that time. 

The course of the executive department of the United States 
in the assertion of this doctrine has been consistent from the date 
of its promulgation. Nowhere does this appear more clearly than 
by the declarations of the various Administrations respecting the 
Island of Cuba. As I have stated in giving asketchof the history 
of this matter, so far as Great Britain and the United States were 
concerned, apprehensions concerning the acquisition of Cuba by 
France or England were the very origin of this declaration by 
notifications made by Mr. Rush and Mr. Gallatin, as I shall show. 
Mr. Clay, Secretary of State, as directed by President Adams, 
wrote to Mr. King in 1825 directing our ministers to the various 
European courts to announce ‘that the United States for them- 
selves desire no change in the political condition of Cuba; that 
they were satisfied that it should remain open, as it now is, to their 
commerce; and that they could not with indifference see it passing 
from —_— to any European power.” 

The Marquis of Salisbury observes in his letter that so far as he 
is aware the letter of Mr. Olney is the first written communica- 
tion that this Government has ever addressed to any foreign state 
asserting the Monroe doctrine. In a certain exact and literal 
sense that may possibly be correct, although I do not think it is. 
The United States had asserted that doctrine for more than seventy 
years by the messages of Presidents and by instructions to our for- 
eign ministers, and has inscribed its adhesion to it upon the pages 
of history so conspicuously and indelibly that it seems somethin, 
like a subterfuge at this time to make the point that the Unite 
States has never in a written communication submitted its pre- 
tensions to any foreign power. 

I think that this letter of Mr. Clay, by direction of President 
John a Adams, in 1825, enjoining upon our ministers to 
notify the foreign powers what our views were respecting Cuba 
and its acquisition by any of them was a distinct assertion of the 
Monroe doctrine in its entirety. 

Mr. Gallatin, in 1826, states in his memoirs that he “tried to 
impress strongly upon his (Mr. Canning’s) mind that it was im- 
—s that the United States could acquiesce in the conquest 
»y or transference of that island (Cuba) to any great maritime 

wer.” 
ve Webster wrote to Mr. Campbell, the minister at Madrid, in 
1848: 

The Spanish Government has long been in possession of the policy and 
wishes of this Government in regard to Cuba, and has repeatedly been told 
that the United States never would permit the acquisition of that island by 
British agents or forces upon any pretext whatever; and that in the event of 
any attempt to wrest it from her, she might securely rely upon the whole 
naval and military resources of this country to aid her in preserving or 
recovering it. 

Mr. President, the case of Cuba was one where the above decla- 
rations were made a the mere supposition that Spain might at 
some time wish to sell that island to a Euro: power. Noone 
then entertained the conception that if any European power pos- 
sessing a colonial dependency or any South American State deemed 
it advantageous to cede it to another European power, such cession 
would not be a violation of the principles promulgated by Presi- 
dent Monroe. Upon the mere apprehension that such a sale or 








cession was intended, Mr, Webster expressed the opinions ww), jo}, I 
have cited. = 
The Yucatan incident presents a very conspicuous defi)it; n 
and assertion of the principles enunciated by President M. yy, 
This was a case where a Central American State was eneno.) ;,, 
a war with her Indian tribes. She was unable, it seems. to yy.) 
head against them. She requested the interposition and s0)j.j+., 
the interference and dominion of England and Spain for hey yy», 
tection. On that and other occasions President Polk annoy)0, 1 
and defined the Monroe doctrine as I understand it to be 
definition by Mr. Polk produced, if I recollect correctly, ¢) 
markable and unaccountable statement by Mr. Calhoun that th 
Monroe doctrine was a merely ephemeral enunciation, dyin wit) 
the occasion which produced it, and that it did not preyey, 
South American or Central American power from anni)! 
its sovereignty by cession. In this statement Mr. Calhoun stands 
alone among American statesmen. 
Mr. President, take as an iliustration an event comparative) 
recent, It is but a short time since we were debating i: 
Senate with great earnestness and some acrimony the conduct of 
the present Administration toward the then recently instituted 
Republic of Hawaii. There is an instance in which in r 1 to 
an island remote from our shores, in the heart of the Paci 
Ocean, it has been proclaimed since 1840, repeatedly by variou 
Secretaries of State, and I do not know but in the messaves of 
various Presidents, that ultimate destiny has committed the 
Hawaiian Islands to coalescence with the United States, and that 
no foreign intervention or cession of that territory to any foreign 
power would be tolerated by us. As sustaining the propricty, the 
expediency, the necessity, of making a Congressional declaration 


of what are conceived by Congress to be the principles enunciated 
by President Monroe as applicable to existing conditions, | desire 
to read the resolution passed by this body, introduced by the 


Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurPI&], respecting Hawaii: 


Resolved, That of right it belongs wholly to the people of the Hawaiian 
Islands to establish and maintain their own form of government and 3 
tic policy; that the United States ought in no wise to interfere tli ith 
and that — intervention in the political affairs of these islands by any other 


government will be regarded as an act unfriendly to the United Stat 
When this resolution was passed, Hawaii was at peace with all 
the world. The newborn Republic had been recognized by al! the 


nations of the earth. There was no government upon the planet 
making any attack upon her sovereignty except the United States 
itself, who was engaged in the attempt to reseat upon an over- 


turned throne a sanguinary and barbarous queen. If it was 
proper for this body to pass a resolution of that character under 
such circumstances in regard to Hawaii, what objection can there 
be at the present time, under existing conditions, to Congress 


firmly, temperately, clearly, explicitly proclaiming by resolution 
its adherence to the Monroe doctrine and its application to such 
existing conditions? 

Everyone is familiar with the present controversy. It lias ex- 


isted for fifty years. It arises from the undetermined interior 
boundaries between British Guiana and Venezuela—bounidaries 
necessarily, perhaps, left somewhat obscure and indeterminate by 
the terms of the treaty which concluded the peace of Westphalia, 
and by the treaty of 1814, whereby Holland ceded to Great Britain 


a — of her possessions in Guiana. _ 
t is to be remarked that throughout this controversy Venezuela 
has always made one consistent claim. During all the time that 


this dispute has been carried on the claim of Venezuela has been 
consistent and unyielding that the River Essequibo is the !ound- 
ary which separates her possessions from those of Great Britain. 

As time has gone on in the course of this long-protracted «!ter- 
cation, the claims of Great Britain have increased immeasuri)ly. 
A map showing the various boundaries prescribed by Great Britain 
is perfectly bewildering in its intricacies and inequities. Sie has 
never laid a single definite boundary line and said, ‘‘ This, ai no 
other, is the line upon which I stand.” She has never any where 
along the whole course of this dispute set up the image of thos d 


Terminus and said, ‘‘ Here are my unalterable bounds.” She )as 
eee beyond the Essequibo to the Schomburgk line. She 


as gone beyond that in steady advance almost to the Orimoco 
River on its western and southern course, until by a growth of 
pretensions with which history has made us familiar by 1's °% 
amples, she claims 70,000 and more square miles of territory. und 
says as to arbitration, ‘‘I will arbitrate as to my claim west 0! [e 
Schomburgk line; I will not arbitrate any question as to territory 
east of that line.” ; 
The extreme claim of Great Britain in Venezuela is the entire 
river basin of the Essequibo, as indicated by the streams tht rua 
into that river from the west. It is an enormous expanse 0! [eT 
ritory. Yet the extension of the Schomburgk line to Poin' Ba- 
rima is not vindicated even by that geographical pretensi'. 
It is very interesting to consider how and where this claim o"s) 


nated. In all text-books of geography taught in schools. in all 
political manuals, in all encyclopedias and sources of inform tod 
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up to within a time comparatively recent, the boundaries between 
Venezuela and Great Britain were as plainly set down and known 
as any geographical fact which is not liable to be overturned by 
the aggressions of a strong power upon a weak one. I have here 
the book of Robert Schomburgk, sent to me by an esteemed con- 
stituent. It was published in London in 1840. It contains the 
original map to which such frequent reference has been made. 
Whether Robert Schomburgk at that time was in Venezuela as 
an agent of Great Britain for the purpose of setting up a bound- 
ary of any kind is not certain from the book. 

it is to be presumed that he was. But it does very clearly ap- 
pear from what he states on pages 2 and 3 of this volume how 
indeterminate the boundary between Venezuela and British Gui- 
ana was at that time, and upon what theory Great Britain main- 
tains her present contention, whatever it is, as to the line west of 
the Essequibo River. He says: 

The boundary which separates the British settlements from Venezuela and 
Brazil has never been determined. _ ' 

* * * Jf we follow the limits which nature prescribes by its rivers and 
mountains and include all the regions which are drained by the streams 
which fall into the Essequibo within the British territory, and, adopting the 
River Corentyn as its eastern boundary, the counties Demerara, Essequibo 
and Berbice, which constitute British Guiana, consist of 76,000 square miles 

It was there that the conception first appears that, by a con- 
tested rule sometimes, but not invariably, applied for the deter- 
mination of boundaries, where a State has taken possession of a 
river or of the mouth of a river, Great Britain could claim the 
entire basin of the Essequibo, which subtracts 70,000 square miles 
from Venezuelan territory and increases British territory to three 
or four times more than what fifty years ago it was almost uni- 
versally conceded to be. 

But there is something more to this than the mere acquisition of 
territory. Theseizure of Point Barima orits acquisition by Great 
3ritain involves the control by that power of the navigable chan- 
nel of the Orinoco River at its mouth. A consideration upon the 
map of the relative situation of that geographical point toward 


ourselves and our own interests will demonstrate in a moment | 


the importance of that occupation to us. 


The Orinoco is one of the most remarkable river systems in the | 


world. It is navigable for the largest vessels of war for 400 miles 
from its mouth. From its source it runs to the north and thence 
turning runs to the east until it empties into the Atlantic. Its 
upper waters connect with the navigable waters of the Amazon, 
and everyone knows how vast are the relations of that stream 
and its tributaries to the interior of South America. 

The mouth of the Orinoco River is the key to a great internal 
commerce, destined in the future to become more vast than the 
imagination even can attempt to foresee. 
Britain is upon that key. She has flanked and taken in reverse, 
in a military sense, the commercial advantages of one-third of 
the South American Continent. Themouth of the Orinoco isabout 
six days’ sail by a fast steamship from the city of New York. It 
is about three days’ sail from the entrance to the Nicaragua Canal. 
Its possession by Great Britain, in connection with her West India 
Islands, makes the Caribbean Sea an English lake and the possessor 
dominates all those waters. With a naval station at its mouth 
it has a commanding position as to all contingencies of peace or 
war, which can be apprehended by this Government. This is not 
pleasant to contemplate. It concerns our peace and safety, and 
demands an assertion of the principles of the Monroe doctrine. 

Considering the evidence as it is, it is impossible not to feel that 
this contention for territory, based upon the assertion that it is a 
mere dispute as to boundary, is not in good faith. We see the 
familiar processes of history repeated here. The thing that hath 
been it is that which shall be, and there is no new thing under the 


sun. 
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upon the basis of a passage in the President's message, to which I 
shall call the attention of the Senate, I assert that the people of 
the United States will never vindicate the policy foreshadowed by 
that portion of that document. 

I desire to consider for a moment the diplomatic correspondence 
as it stands before this body and before the people. The Marquis 
of Salisbury in his letter to Mr. Olney denied not only the appli- 
cation of the Monroe doctrine to the question of boundary, but 
denied that it had any efficient existence in any controversy that 
can arise between any foreign power and the South American 
State. I send to the desk and ask that the Secretary will read the 
printed portion of that memorandum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair), 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as foliows: 

The contentions set forth by Mr. Olney in this part of his dispatch are rep 
resented by him as being an application of the political maxims which are wel 
known in American discussion under the name of the Monroe doctrine. As 
far as lam aware, this doctrine has never been before advanced on behalf of 
the United States in any written communication addressed to the Govern 
ment of another nation; but it has been generally adopted and assumed as 
true by many eminent writers and politicians inthe United States. It is said 
to have largely influenced the Government of that country in the conduct of 
its foreign affairs, though Mr. Clayton, who was Secretary of Stat 





The 


under 


President Taylor, expressiy stated that that Administration had in no way 
adopted it. But during the pe riod that has elapsed since the message of Pres 
ident Monroe was delivered 1n 1823 the doctrine has undergone a very notable 
development, and the aspect which it now presents in the handsof Mr. Olney 
differs widely from its character when it first issued from the pen of its author. 
* * 7 e * * * 

The dangers which were apprehended by President Monroe have no rela 

tion to the state of things in which we live at the present day. There is no 


danger of any Holy Ailiance imposing its system upon any portion of the 
American continent, and there is no danger of any European State treating 
mn 
is intelligible that Mr. Olney should invoke, in defense of the views on 
which he is now insisting an authority which enjoys so high a popularity with 
untrymen. But the circumstances with which President 
Monroe was dealing, and those to which the present American Government 
is addressing itself, have very few features in common 

Great Britain is imposing no “system” upon Venezuela, and is not con- 
cerning herself in any way with the nature of the political institutions under 
which the Venezuelans may prefer tolive. But the British Empire and t! 
Republic of Venezuela are neighbors, and they have differed for sony 
past, and continue to differ, as to the line by which their dominions are sepa 
rated. It isa controversy with which the United States have no apparent 
practical concern. It is difficult, indeed, to see how it can materially affect 
any State or community outside those primarily interested, except, perhaps 
other parts of Her Majesty’s dominions, such as Trinidad 

The disputed frontier of Venezuela has nothing to do with any of the ques 





time 





tions deait with by President Monroe. Itis not a question of the colonizati 

by a European power of any portion of America. It is not a question of the 
imposition upon the communities of South America of any system of govern 
ment dovieed in Europe. It is simply the determination of the frontier of a 


British possession which belonged to the throne « 
Republic of Venezuela came into existence. 
* * * * * « os 

The Government of the United States is not entitled to affirm asa universal 
proposition, with reference toa number of independent States for whose con 
duct it assumes no responsibility, that its interests are necessarily concerned 
in whatever may befall those States simply bece use they are situated in the 
Western Hemisphere. It may well be that the i.terests of the United States 


if England long before the 





are affected by something that happens to Chile or to Peru, and that that 
circumstance may give them the right of interference; but such a contingency 
may equally happen in the case of China or Japan, and the right of . . 


ence is not more extensive or more assured in the one case than in 
« * * * * * 
They fully concur with the view which President Monroe apparently 





entertained, that any disturbance of the existing territorial distribution in 
that hemisphere by any fresh acquisitions on the part of any European State 
would be a highly inexpedient change. But they are not prepared to admit 
that the recognition of that expediency is clothed with the sanction which 
belongs to a doctrine of international law. They are not prepared to admit 
that the interests of the United States are nevessarily concerned in « ry 
| frontier dispute which may arise between any two of the States who po: 3 
dominion in the Western Hemisphere; and still less can they accept the doc 
trine that the United States are entitled to claim that the process of arbitra 
tion shall be applied to any demand for the surrender of territory which one 


A claim of right to an extended boundary, an overrunning | 


of frontiers, and occupation by the subjects of a foreign power, | 


suffered and encouraged to continue until the conditions have 
become inveterate, become a pretext that this is a just and valid 
acquisition of territory under the guise of a boundary dispute. 
The occasion for this controversy was not sought and has not 
been brought on by the United States. She has pleaded vainly 
for arbitration and for a peaceful composition of this matter; but 
Great Britain, asserting that in no event will she arbitrate any- 


thing east of the Schomburgk line, insisting that she must protect | 


and defend her colonies even beyond that line, has by actual seiz- | 


ure—for the extension of government and jurisdiction is seizure— 
laid hold of territory which Venezuela steadily, and with more 
than plausibility, asserts never was the property of the Dutch, and 
hever was, consequently, the property of England, but was al- 
py the property of Spain, from whom Venezuela derives her 
itle. 

Of course it is very pleasant to hear from the other side of the 
water in Parliamentary debate (and I wish to treat those pleasing 
words with the utmost possible respect and consideration) that 
this controversy is not what it was a month ago, and that great 
concessions have been made and will be made to the United States. 
I trust that may be so. I should like to see the basis upon which 





of those States may make against another 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, while those statements repeat fre- 
quently the denial that this Government has no right to interfere 
in a boundyry dispute, yet the opening portion of the statement 
which has been read, the concluding portion, and much of the 
remainder of this paper, which I regret that I have not time to 
analyze, but to which I call the careful scrutiny of the Senate, is 
a total denial of the existing efficacy or efficiency of the Monroe 
doctrine as applicable to any dispute which may arise between 
foreign power and a South American State 

Recurring to Lord Salisbury’s denial that thisis the first written 
intimation by this Government of an intention to assert the Mon- 
roe doctrine, I find on the 26th of September, 1863, Mr. Seward 
addressed the Government of France as follows: 

Nor do the United States deny that in their opinion their own safety and 
the cheerful destiny to which they aspire are intimately dependent on t! 
continuance of free republican institutions throughout America. Th h 
submitted these opinions to the Emperor of France on proper occasi 


a 





worthy of his serious consideration in determining how he would con nd 
close what might prove a successful war in Mexico. Nor is it necessary to 
practice reserve upon the point that if France should upon due consideration 
Setermine to adopt a policy in Mexico adverse to the American opinion and 


| which would be fruitful of jealousies which might ulttm 
| lision between France and the United States and other 


alleged concessions have been made, because if they are made 


sentiments which I have described, that policy would probably scatte1 
tely ripen into col 


American Republics. 
Mr. President, in any review of the present situation, or of the 
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discussions which have accompanied it, it becomes necessary to 
consider the message of the President of the United States upon 
this question. In doing this I wish to proceed with the utmost 
possible respect for any document emanating from that high 
authority which pemeny affects our foreign relations. It is of 


the utmost possible concern to us, so far as our relations with 
foreign powers are concerned, that, irrespective of party, we 
shall, so far as possible, all stand together. 

To a large portion of the President's message in assertion of the 
Monroe doctrine no possible exception can be taken, It has not 
veen frequent in recent times that the people have so unanimously 
approved what they supposed to be an unqualified assertion of 
national dignity and honor. But a noncritical scrutiny of the 
message discloses that it contains an exception and reservation 
which diminish and limit the force and application of the Monroe 
doctrine to an important extent which has never before been at- 
tempted by any American statesman excepting Mr. Calhoun. The 
President of the United States says: 

Great Britain's present ponaenes has never thus far been regarded as 

ough any adjustment of the boundary which that 
country may deem for her advan and may enter into of her own free 
will can not of course be objected to by the United States, 

I undertake to say that the American people will never vindicate 
that statement. It isnopart of the Monroe doctrine, and it never 
was, that any adjustment which a South American State might 
make of its own free will as to a cession of territory, under any 

retext whatever, could ‘not of course be objected to by the United 
States.” Mr. Caihoun is the only statesman in our history who 
ever asserted that the doctrine could not prevent a voluntary ces- 
sion of her sovereignty by a South American State. 

Mr. President, if the nullification of the Monroe doctrine con- 
tained in these four lines is suffered to stand as part of the policy 
of the United States, it is impossible to see, upon any fair con- 
struction of this message, why, under any circumstances, any 
cession of territory or sovereignty by a Central or South Amer- 
ican State can not be made without any right of question by this 
Government. In the case under present consideration, consider- 
ing the relations of Venezuela to Great Britain, how significant 
this concession and these words are, that ‘‘any adjustment of the 
boundary which that meer (Venezuela) may deem for her ad- 
vantage and may enter into of her own free will can not, of course, 
be objected to by the United States.” 

Wherein is the free will of Venezuela operative, looking at the 
matter sensibly and squarely as it is, when she is at this moment 
under the duress of an ultimatum by England for acts committed 
by Venezuela on this very territory, and is under a limitation of 
time for reparation by her, or for reprisals by Great Britain in 
case of refusal? 

If all this consoling talk from across the water, this temperate 
language from our adversaries, is based upon negotiations now 
pending upon the assumption that Venezuela can, of her own free 
will, by any act which she considers to her advantage, cede terri- 
tory, and that to such a cession the United States, of course, 
can make no objection, if the pretext that those negotiations are 
a boundary dispute, is a mere pretext under which the acquisition 
of territory is sought, and the real fact is that there is to be an 
acquisition of territory beyond the limits of the true boundary 
by means of a treaty between Great Britain and Venezuela, the 
people of the United States never will acquiesce in it. It is prac- 
tically a conquest. 

Great Britain has extended her jurisdiction, has applied force 
to a large portion of territory claimed by Venpuntin. She has 
said, ‘ I will arbitrate west of a certain line; I will not arbitrate 
east of it; as to that I will admit no question.” If Venezuela 
can make a cession under such circumstances, such duress, such 
surroundings, why not, under the principles of the few lines I have 
just read, can she not cede as the result of conquest and of foreign 
war, and wherein could we object? 

Mr. President, we have enormous interests in the stability of the 
South American Republics. We form with them a vast unity 
of interests, the like of which has never existed between any in- 
dependent systems of government since the world began. It is 
the unity of free Governments; it is the natural unity of trade and 
commerce. We called a great congress of these nations in Wash- 
ington a few years ago to effect more intimate relations—political, 
social, and commercial. Those ae that unity, have been 
attacked by the pretensions of Great Britain in the present in- 
stance. 

Unqualified disparagement of the Spanish-American people or 
their Governments is not justified by their character or their his- 
tory. To condemn them because they have not entirely sur- 
mounted their inherited difficulties is unjust in theextreme. The 
weaker they are the greater is the danger to our peace and safety 
by foreign = 

The struggle to throw off the yoke of Spain began in 1810. 
Brazil dissevered herself from Portugal in 1823. There was 
thenceforth not a vestige left of foreign monarchy from Canada to 
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Cape Horn. Those colonies became free and independent States 
and thus they have ever since remained, except during that }y).? 
yeriod of our own disability to enforce our foreign policy agair 

uropean intervention, when an Austrian archduke was se::. 
by the armies of France upon the throne of Mexico as the co) 
quence of a treaty between Great Britain, France, and Spa 
which was concluded upon the hope, expectation, and desire { 
the United States was about to vanish among the ghosts of dea: 
empires and republics. 

When the United States rose from its struggle, as strong in | 
created might and unity as it had seemed weak in its agony 
assertion of the Monroe doctrine drove the French from their ; 
quest and destroyed the Empire which they had instituted, 

The establishment of independent States in Spanish and Portu- 
guese America is one of the most momentous events of history. 

The achievements of our fathers were unprecedented. TT) 
have never been surpassed. But they did not emancipateta co) tj- 
nent. When their work was done the United States was found: 
on its landward side by the possessions of Great Britain and Sp. 
But our ancestors taught all the people of the south how to achieve 
their independence. hey did achieve it over a continental area 
so vast that from— 

Where Andes, giant of the western star, 


His meteor standard to the winds unfurl'd, 
Looks from his throne of clouds o’er half the world— 


we saw the crown in the dust, the scepter broken, the miter 


humbled, and millions of men, triumphant over the wreck of ¢s- 
as rejoicing in the temple of free institutions which they had 
uilt upon its ruins. 


They began their career of self-government. But they were 
impeded Py. enormous obstables. The founders of the United 
States had lived under a constitutional monarchy. They had on 
joyed liberty of speech, printing, and conscience. They had 
largely governed themselves, and were familiar with the ble 
of that stability which has always been the result of self-govern- 
ment when administered by men whose inheritance has been co 
stitutional liberty. Our progress was immediate, unbroken, and 
marvelous. 

But the Spanish colonies had been crushed under the most re- 

ressive and tyrannical autocracy that the world has ever secon 

hey had been governed from Europe by the comprehensive al)so- 
lutism of Charles and by the minute and inquisitorial abso- 
lutism of Philip, whose successors had adopted their methods. 
There was no self-government. Corrupt and cruel viceroys had 
oppressed the estates, liberties, bodies, and souls of that peo)! 
for three centuries. It is not surprising that when they emergu 
from that darkness of generations they did not and could not 
and act with the efficiency of men who had lived in the light of 
anancestralfreedom. But though their advances have been slow 
they have taken no step backward. For seventy years their })1 
ress has been from good to better. We can clearly see that dur- 
ing the last twenty years especially their governments have | 
come more solid, their people more stable. Mexico now stanis 
so firmly upon her yreat foundations that her stability is not 
thought of as a question. 

Chile has become a powerful, prosperous, and enduring Stat 
through and in spite of herrevolutions. She has possessed hers«!f 
of the instrumentalities of the highest civilization. She has 1 
tered the arts of peace, and she has also a fighting capacity equal 
to that of any people of the same numbers. The Argentine Re- 

ublic is powerful, enlightened, and progressive. Brazil is per- 

ectly composed, after having presented to the world the unex- 
ampled spectacle of the transformation of a monarchy into a 
republic by the people taking an emperor from the very citade! of 
his power, putting him on shipboard, and sending the imperi:! 
panne away, an exile from a bloodless revolution. 

To the science of international law South America has given 
Bello, Alcorte, Pando, and Calvo. Lessonsin naval warfare | 
been taught by the conflicts of her armored vessels. In her ow? 
wars the valor of her people has been illustrious on a hundr:! 
battlefields. Everywhere the church has been divorced from t 
state. Conscience acts with freedom. Speech and the press are 
free. Education has been secularized and made universal. ; 

Does anyone suppose—can anyone suppose, considering the uni- 
versal rapine of territory in every other quarter of the globe dur 
ing the last fifty years—that all this could have been brought ‘? 

ass and that these struggling yet progressive nationalities w uld 
Love been left wutnatantod had it not been an assured fact that tho 
United States was always ready to maintain and assert the prin '- 

les to which the message of James Monroe committed it in 1*-)- 

y all this the cause of free governments has been strengthen: 
everywhere. ; 

That cause is our cause. It is the cause of constitutional sc!'- 
government all over the world. It is the cause of that hierarcny 
of free states upon this hemisphere destined, in the long proces 
of time and in the competition of nations and their policies, ‘0 
bring to the aid of human progress and personal liberty all those 


ssings 





1896. 


omnipotent forces with which that Providence who presides over 
nations arms free men. 

It will become the cause of England herself—the most powerful 
of self-governing States. For that time is inevitable in the strug- 
gle for human rights when antiquam exquirite matrem will be a 
mandate to us more imperious than that of the oracle, and when 
the mighty mother will stand arrayed with her mightier son until 
of both it will be said: 

Hic domus Zirem cunctis dominabitur oris, 
Et nati natorum, et qui nascentur ab illis. 





It is one of the most striking features of this controversy, Mr. 
President, that the arbitration of this entire question by Great 
Britain has been steadily denied and refused. Arbitration was 
requested by this Government through the enactment of joint 
resolutions by Congress. It was requested by Spain. It has been 
requested by several! of the Spanish-American States in a manner 
equally formal; and the latest advice we have upon this subject is 
that there may be arbitration with negotiation. But as to what 
shall be settled by arbitration and what by negotiation there is 
no disclosure. 

If there can be arbitration of the entire + seeps of course 
humanity will rejoice; but if it is to be that illusory and partial 
arbitration which the English Government has hitherto expressed 
its willingness to allow, namely, the giving up without question of 
everything east of the Schomburgk line, and arbitrating those 
shadowy advancing and receding claims west of that line, it dues 
not touch at all the substance of this controversy, and may most 
seriously imperil our rights, our peace, and our safety. 

Why should not such a controversy be arbitrated? Does any- 
one suppose that Great Britain would not arbitrate such a case 
between her and a power anywhere nearly her equal? Disputed 
boundary cases are the natural and proper subjects for arbitration. 
Costa Rica and Nicaragua arbitrated their case before President 
Cleveland during his first term. Great Britain arbitrated the last 
northwestern boundary dispute with us before the Emperor of 
Germany. Theuniversal tendency of the most enlightened thought 
and the most advanced jurists, of the most experienced adminis- 
trators of governments, is to refer these questions to some tri- 
bunal that can pass upon the law, the right, and the facts, and 
make the decision final. It is to be sincerely hoped that the inti- 


mations we have seen in the newspapers that this result may be | 


brought about will not be without foundation. 
Mr, President, the Monroe doctrine has never been lonked upon 
with favor by any European power. The treaty of London in 


1861 and the invasion of Mexico by England, France, and Spain | 


were intentional contraventions of it, although a different pretext 
was expressed upon the face of the treaty. You may search the 
annals of our diplomatic intercourse from the time that doctrine 
was promulgated, and you will not find it assented to by any for- 
eign power outside of the Western Hemisphere. One of the argu- 
ments most frequently advanced against its validity is that this 
declaration of principles enunciated by President Monroe was 
for a special occasion in 1823, and that it was a temporary and 
ephemeral measure which died with the occasion which produced 
it; that it never has had since the cessation of the causes which 
generated it any living efficacy or force whatever. This argu- 
ment is especially reenforced by the statement that although 


Executives have, from time to time, enunciated and asserted the | 


doctrine, yet so little has it been thought of by the American 
people, and so clearly has it not entered, as they say, into their 
policy, that there has been no legislative declaration of its valid- 
ity and force since it was promulgated by President Monroe. 

_ That statement, Mr. President, is true. There has been no leg- 
islative declaration by both Houses of Congress that the Monroe 
doctrine is or is not a cardinal policy of the United States. For- 
eign jurists have expatiated upon this; foreign newspapers have 
repeated it whenever any controversy concerning it has arisen. 
They have been echoed to some extent in this country. It has 
been taught from professors’ chairs, too frequently, I am sorry to 
say, that because Congress had never put into the shape of resolu- 
tion or legislative enactment the Monroe doctrine it was a mere 
declaration of the policy of the Administration which went into 
history seventy years ago. 

I could cite the foreign jurists, reviewers, and pamphleteers to 
that effect to an extent which would weary the Senate. But I 
will give extractsfromtwo. Calvo,acontribution of South Amer- 
ica to international law, the Grotius of the nineteenth century, 
speaking of the Monroe doctrine, says: 

The principles thus promulgated by President Monroe nave never received 
any expresssanction. If the United States have often been inspired by them 
in this or that aet of their foreign policy, they have never made them legally 
obligatory by a formal legislative vote. This fact has always forbidden the 


the ribution of the character of a law to the maxims of Monroe, and has caused 
em to preserve the simple title of a ‘‘ doctrine.” 


That is the opinion of the most authoritative teacher of inter- 
national lawin continental Europe to-day. Sir Robert Phillimore, 
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in his work upon International Law, in discussing the Monroe 
doctrine, says: 


I may observe in passing that the doctrine contained in it, whatever that 
A truly British touch— 
has not been corroborated by an act of the Legislature of the United Statea 
Throughout the discussion of the foreign text writers upon 
international law the denial is persistent of its binding efficac y as 
a matter of continuous policy of the United States upon the 


ground that it was the mere declaration of an Administration for 
a special and transitory purpose, a declaration which served that 
purpose and became noneflicient from that moment. 

The pending resolutions do not add a single principle to the 
Monroe doctrine, nor do they take a single principle from it. 
They make it applicable by particularization to existing 
nent exigencies. They subtract nothing from its revered 
ciples, as I think has been subtracted by the message of the |] 
ident. The preamble is expressed in the words of President Mon- 
roe himself, with the exception of the recital that the doctrine and 
policy promulgated by him have been repeatedly enunciated by 
subsequent executive action of this Government. I will take the 
time of the Senate for a few moments to explain why the 
ology of the resolution as it is was adopted by the Committee on 


phrase- 


Foreign Relations. It has been said, as I have stated, by foreign 
authors, foreign statesmen, foreign publicists, that the Monroe 
doctrine died with the occasion of its birth, and therefore the 


resolution reaffirms and confirms it as an everexisting and con- 
tinuing principle from the day of its origin. It is stated that this 
Government— 

Will regard any infringement thereof, and particularly any attempt by 
any European power to take or acquire any new or additional territory on 
the American Continent or any island adjacent thereto F 

The phrase in regard to islands was put in to make more cer- 
tain what we deemed a fair construction of the expression of Pres- 
ident Monroe, who in his message spoke only of the continents of 
the Western Hemisphere. And yet, in the ight of the diplomatic 
papers of Mr. Webster and Mr. Clay, which I have read, who will 
| deny that it is a proper construction of the message of President 
Monroe to include the West India Islands, and Cuba especially, as 
| falling within its provisions? : 

There is a class of enthusiastic patriots in this country whose 
conceptions of the Monroe doctrine have been such that they deem 
| it the duty of this Government to interfere in case any foreign 
| power shall wage war upon any of the Central or Southern Ameri- 
| can Republics. Tothose whoconsider more carefully such an idea 
is extremely crude, dangerous, and far-fetched, but itisone which 
| has been exceedingly prevalent and has done more harm to the 
| efficient assertion of the doctrine itself than all other causes com- 
| bined. 

Accordingly the committee deemed it best to express in the 
resolution nearly in the language of Mr. Webster himself, and 
| certainly in the spirit of that language, that such a construction 
| of the Monroe doctrine ought no longer to be entertained, but 
that reserving to itself the right to judge, the United States would 
act ‘‘in any case or instance as to which United States shall deem 
| 
| 
| 





| such attempt to be dangerous to its peace or safety.” 

There is nothing radical, there is nothing aggressive, there is 
nothing warlike in the resolution. It is pacific in its intentions 
and its expressions, and it takes away the opprobrium which hos- 
tile writers have attempted to put upon the doctrine by their un- 


founded and reiterated assertions that we were establishing a 
| protectorate over the entire South American Continent; that we 
| vere their guardians, and yet nevertheless we were not responsi- 
| 


ble forthem; that our position was an absurdity and unwarranted 
] 


by any proper relations that should exist betw« 
The resolution proceeds: 


n nations, 


In any c2se or instance as to which the United States shall deem such at- 
tempt to be dangerous to its peace or safety, by or through force— 
Nobody can object to that— 


purchase, cession, occupation 





Those words were designed to cover just precisely the contin- 

| gencies 1 have described in my remarks, namely: That no Sonth 
American State can of her own free will by treaty with a foreign 
powes cede away her territory or sovereignty under the pretext 
of force, purchase, or cession in any case where such a transaction 
shall be deemed by the United States dangerously to involve its 
peace and safety. 

The word “‘ pledge” is used in the resolution, and with reason. 
‘*Pledge” in international law means the hypothecation of terri- 
tory to secure the payment of a debt or the performance of some 
act. It was stated some six weeks ago, apparently upon author- 
ity, that a treaty had been or was about to be negotiated between 
Great Britain and Spain, involving a loan to Spain by subjects of 
Great Britain, whereby certain ports of Cuba were to be pledged 
as security for the payment of the loan. Such a step would be 





cman! ST ee a a a ee i 
26 Ws REE FS eC GAR ap sale aR. “WTR, WY URIS OE I gee 


AEDES 


re 


ah RY LR Ants NPY Rea LIN AE ARM INE WOE POOR os 


lg: ON eae 8 AES a oe AE IRR CG OT 


ee STIs RL lee Billet, os 


nec te as edandae meneame Oils AEP et Relate car Bi mi oF 
> Pts. 2d 


n> 


1792 





the first act of acquisition. Such a step would be setting up the 


overnment of a foreign power toa certain extent in the Island of 
Juba. Such an act would be the controlling of the destinies of 
that island by afvreign power. All history teaches us with moni- 
tions that we can not disregard that to put the ports of Cuba in 
pledge to any foreign power such as England would be the be- 
ginning, and perhaps the designed beginning, of the utter extinc- 
tion of the sovereignty of Spain and its transfer to another 
ywer, 
PeThe word ‘‘colonization” is used, and why? Everybody sup- 
osed until recently that the prohibition by President Monroe as 
» colonization had done its work long since, and that by the 
passing of the American continents under the uncontradicted do- 
minion of civilized powers the question of colonization was no 
longer open. But upon looking into the correspondence between 
Venezuela and Great Britain on this subject it is seen thatin addi- 
tion to the rights which Great Britain claims under her treaty 
with the Dutch, she claims, and made the claim to Venezuela, of 
certain treaties and cession by Indian tribes. The whole and 
original basis of colonization upon these continents was then, in 
the light of the nineteenth century, asserted by Great Britain in 
a diplomatic correspondence as the foundation of a teritorial 
claim. More than that, Mr. President, notwithstanding this 
vast area of territory, 70,000 square miles, is in controversy, 
Great Britain, begging the entire question, begging the merits of 
the entire contention, says ‘‘some 40,000 British subjects have 
one into this disputed territory, and therefore I must protect 
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its western boundaries, like those of Venezuela, are as yet py»... 
termined, eo 

it is said that conditions have changed; that the Monroe dv. 
is no longer applicable. I understand the Marquis of Salis! 
say that in his dispatch, and those who echo him in this ¢ 
say the same thing—that it is better all around to permit t}) 
versal ascendancy of England to be established over the South 
American Republics whenever and wherever that power (sip. 
When did the conditions change? When did the change }eui), 

Do not these conditions operate on Cuba to-day? What \) 
can would see, and could see, with a proper regard for the poco 
the dignity, and the safevy of his own country, the transfer o¢ 
that island from Spain to Great Britain upon any terms or winder 
any circumstances? Were not these conditions justly operatiys 
as to Mexico in 1861, or Yucatan in 1848, or Hawaii in 1894» NN, 
Mr. President, the conditions and circumstances and dayvors 
which produced the promulgation of the Monroe doctrine in [323 
are emphasized and made stronger as every year goes by. 

Mr. President, there has been talk of war. To merely declare 
and define American policies and American rights has been dep: 
cated as tending to bring on war. There never has been the Jos! 
danger of war throughout thiscontroversy. Neither Govern, 
has ever threatened it or purposed it. The interests of Great 
Britain and the United States in the great and common cause of 
civilization are too enormous and too vital to each of them to 
bring about such a consummation. 

No American soldier will stand upon the soil of Cana 


ne 
ry to 


itry 


la ; ho 


: hem.” If 40,000 or any number, less or more, of British sub- | American militia force will burn a Canadian village, and wider 
Hl jects have gone into this territory, that gives Great Britain no | the pretext of retaliation no British army will again ajj)ly tie 
, right to protect them there as her subjects by virtue of her | torch to the Capitol, to the Executive Mansion, or to the archives 
t asserted sovereignty over that territory. They took their chances | of the United States. New York will not be laid under contribu- 
whether they went under the sovereignty of Vemseudla or under | tion, nor will Melbourne, Hongkong, Auckland, or Bombay. The 

the sovereignty of Great Britain. The declaration of the reso- | Canadian Pacific Railway will continue to transport its passen- 

lution respecting the control of the Nicaragua Canal no one can | gers and freights; the Welland Canal will not be seized, nor will 
| object to. the lock at Sault Ste. Marie. The English merchant marine will 
hat I have already said will construe the language of the reso- | sail the monopolized seas in peace, and the people of the United 


lution in regard to alleged boundary disputes and the cession of 
territory thereunder being a violation of the Monroe doctrine. 
My proposition is, and I believe it is the true American policy, 
that under no pretext, and by no means, whether of boundary dis- 
pute, or by war, or cession, or pledge, or colonization, or occupa- 


States will continue to pay annually $150,000,000 in gold to Eng- 
lish shipowners and underwriters for freights and premiums, 
These nations will adjust their differences amicably and with 
justice toeach. I shall extremely regret if I have said any word 
to inflame the feelings on either side. 


tion, or any other unfounded pretext, shall any European power But the question now is whether Congress, to whom in the very 
acquire any territory upon either of these continents, or impose | vestibule of the Constitution all legislative power is given, which 
upon the governments thereof its system, or control its destinies, | has the power to declare war and the authority to preserve peace 
in any case where the United States shall deem such an attempt | by its power to provide for the raising of armies and navies, rep- 
to be dangerous to its peace or safety. That policy, so defined, | resenting directly the will and sentiments of the people, will or 


applies just as much and just as thoroughly to a boundary dis- 
ute, or the pretext of a ee dispute, as it does to any other 
evice by which territory is sought to be acquired in violation of 


China and Cambodia. Siam, without a particle of warrant, except 


ought, in the exercise of these powers thus confided to and duties 
imposed upon it, declare that the Monroe doctrine is a vital, indis- 
pensable, and continuous policy of the United States? 


to state firmly our position. Under the ameliorated conditions 


the Monroe doctrine. Why should we not do it? Iam not aware that any principle 

Mr. President, wherever we look over the civilized and uncivil- | which these resolutions assert has been seriously controverted on 

ized world we see territorial aggrandizement going on everywhere | this side of the Atlantic, except by those who deny that the Mon- 

except on the Western Continent. The islands south of the equa- | roe doctrine has now any efficient existence. Executives have 

tor in the Pacific have been taken up by France, Germany, and | declared this policy; party platforms have declared it, and yet, 

England—Russia seeking to get an outlet to the south from her | from the time that it was first promulgated, Congress never has 

fl icebound railway terminus at Vladivostock—and heaven grant she | done so. There never was a time more propitious, more exacting 

re may get it; Japan, seizing the island of Formosa, is barred from her | than the present time for such a declaration. In time of danger 

; conquests on the Chinese mainland. France has overrun Cochin | it is necessary, and it is the surest path to peace and good feeling 
» 


in the law of conquest, is subjugating the Kingdom of Mada- 
ascar. 

. The territorial acquisitions of England throughout the world 
we all know. She dominates Egypt, and an English administra- 
tor presides over the administration of Egyptian finances. Italy 
is making her way into Abyssinia, and all of Africa, all of the 
desert heart of slaveland south of the equator, has been partitioned 
between the great European powers. The little Republic which 
has changed its place of existence repeatedly under pressure of 
English aggression has been attacked by processes which, though 
disavowed, are perfectly intelligible when the history of the last 
fifty years is read. 

As to the South American States, this, I believe, is the first in- 
stance in seventy years that any foreign government has attempted, 
under any prétense whatever, to acquire any territory or set up 
any dominion in that continent. The Senator from Massachusetts 


which this controversy seems to bear, it becomes more and 1ore 
expedient and necessary for us to declare exactly our convictions 
and the policy of the American people upon this subject. ' 

And, Mr. President, such a declaration is worthy of the dignity 
of this people. Abjectto the degradation of subjection is any na- 
tion that takes counsel of its fears and dares not declare its princl- 
ples. Such cowardice makes the cause of constitutional liberty a 
tolerated alien in its own heritage. [Applause.] 


HYDROGRAPHIC COMMISSION OF THE AMAZON. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the foll wing 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 


and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committce on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate of the United States; 


I transmit, vith the accompanying papers, a report from the Secretar) 
{ r. Hoar] suggests to me the case of the State of Honduras. I State, answerin the euetn of t by oeots of Fanuary 16, 1896, adresse d 
was limiting my remarks to South America, but I have always to him, calling for information concerning the claims against Peru! . I ~ 


thought the case of Honduras a most striking violation of the 
Monroe doctrine—not only of that doctrine, but of the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty. Developing as a territorial claim from the merely 
permissive right, which we call in the Northwest a logging permit, 
granted for the benefit of a few mahogany wood choppers, and 
which in terms napa the a of Spain, it has ex- 
tended into a claim of 7,500 square miles, dominating the Nicaragua 
Canal and our possessions on the Mexican coast. It is particu- 
larly to be observed that the latest official publications state that 


W. Sparrow, N. B. Noland, and others, members of the commissiv! wi 
as the Hydrographic Commission of the Amazon,employed by the Gover: 
ment of Peru, for compensation for their services on said commission. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 14, 1896. 


REPORT OF THE BUREAU OF THE AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the fol! —_ 
message from the President of the United States; which was 1" 
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and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the information of Congress, a communication 
from the Secretary of State covering the report of the Director of the Bureau 


rican Republics for the year 1895. 
oe GROVER CLEVELAND. 
7xXECUTIVE MANSION, 
- Washington, February 14, 1896. 
CLAIMS OF B. H. HENRY AND OTHERS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate: 

In response to the resolution of the Senate of January 7, 1896, I transmit 
herewitha report from the Secretary of State, with an accompanying report of 
the special agent of the United States sent to the Fiji Islands to investigate 
the claims of B. H. Henry and other American citizens for compensation for 
certain lands alleged to have been owned by them and claimed to have been 


iated by the British Government. 
are GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 14, 1896, 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 995) granting a pension to Kate A. Pitman; and 

A bill (H. R. 2800) granting a pension to Martha Brooks. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 6) constituting Syracuse, N. Y., a port of delivery; 

A bill (H. R. 3962) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across Lake St. Francis, in the State of Arkansas; and 

A bill (H. R. 4779) relating to the anchorage and movement of 
vessels in St. Marys River. 


FORT SMITH AND WESTERN COAL RAILROAD, 


The bill (H. R. 4153) to grant the Fort Smith and Western Coal 
Railroad Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, 
and for other porn ses, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the bill may lie upon the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


JOHN C. CUTTER. 


The bill (H. R. 83) for the relief of John C. Cutter, late first 
lieutenant Thirty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be 
taken up and considered at this time. 

Mr. TELLER rose. 

Mr. LODGE. It will not delay the Senate a moment. 
sary I can explain it in a few words. 

he Secretary read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some explanation of 
the bill. It properly belongs to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator will observe that the bill gives the 
soldier nothing except what he gets under the original discharge. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; it revokes an order dismissing him 
from service and sets a precedent for thousands of other cases. 

Mr. LODGE, If the Senator will allow me,I will explain the 
bill, Lieutenant Cutter was in the Thirty-sixth Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry. He was regimental quartermaster under 
Colonel DRAPER, who introduced this bill in the other House. In 
retreat, November, 1863, from Lenoir, east Tennessee, he burned 
the officers’ baggage and some other effects. His affidavit states 
that this was for want of wagonsand by order of General Ferrero, 
to prevent its falling into the enemy’s hands. The colonel re- 
ported that it was from neglect to give personal attention to the 
transportation, preferred charges of neglect of duty, and withdrew 
them on receiving his resignation. Colonel DRsaPER, who was the 
colonel in command and made the charge, says: 


I found it would not go through by a mere ordinary indorsement and I in- 
dorse it “for the of the service,” and he was then discharged. 
As there was nothing in Lieutenant Cutter’s record of a dishonorable char- 


If neces- 


acter, he having been a good soldier and ae failed only in this matter of 
prelcemness, I think it no more than fair that this stigma should be removed 
rom name. 


The committee of the House concurred in this view, and say that 
even if Lieutenant Cutter was careless, which he denies, they con- 
cur in the view. He could not, and did not, anticipate that his 
resignation would have been accepted dishonorably. The bill was 
introduced by his colonel, who made the indorsement which led 
to his being discharged dishonorably, when the colonel meant 
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nothing of the sort and was ready to accept the resignation. The 
House committee unanimously reported the bill. The House per 
mitted the bill to go through without any objection. It carries 
with it no appropriation of any character. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the last part of the bill be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

_ Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed so as to allow the said 
Cutter any pay, bounty, or other allowances to which he would not have been 
entitled ander the terms of his original discharge. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That does not change the status. That 
places the beneficiary in just the same position as if he had been 
honorably discharged, does it not? 

Mr. LODGE. It does not allow him to take anything that he 
can not take now under the existing discharge. It simply wipes 
from his record a stigma which he desires to have removed, which 
he thinks is unjust, which his colonel thinks is unjust, and which 
everybody is willing to have removed. It carries nothing withit. 

Mr. VILAS. It is very obvious that the bill ought to go to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection tothe present con- 
sideration of the bill, and it will be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 





MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TELLER. Iask that the Military Academy appropriation 
bill be now taken up and proceeded with. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me a 
moment to call up a little matter which I am confident will pass 
without objection? 

Mr. TELLER. I gave way Thursday, and I believe I shall have 
todecline to yield to anything that can possibly bring up any con- 
troversy. 

Mr. PEFFER. It willelicitno controversy, I am very confident. 

Mr. TELLER. If I yield now I must yield to others. I know 
half a dozen Senators who want to call up little bills that they 
think will take ns time. Let us goon with the appropriation bill 
for the time being. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R.4043) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1897, which had been reported from the Committee on Appro- 
priations with amendments. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that it was agreed to dispense 


| with the informal reading when the bill was called up on Thurs- 


day last. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order was then 
reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 1, line 3, before the word ‘‘ cadets,” to strike out ‘‘three 
hundred and seventy-one”; and on page 2, line 1, before the words 
‘‘one hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ at $540 each per annum”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

For pay of cadets, $170,000. 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 7, to insert: 

For additional pay of librarian, $120. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 14, after the word 
‘*thousand,” to insert ‘‘one hundred and twenty ”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

In all, for extra pay of officers of the Army on detached service at the Mili 
tary Academy, $22,120.51. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 16, after the word 
‘*musicians,” to insert ‘‘general army service, cavalry detach- 
ment”; so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of the Military Academy band, field musicis 


‘ Cia a 
service, cavalry detachment, and enlisted men on detached servi idextra 
pay for enlisted men on special duty. 


made. 


The 


"a rear 
if, g£ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was. on page 4, line 24, after the words 
‘one wagoner, $168,” to strike out ‘two musicians, $312 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 17, after the word “‘ at,” 


to strike out ‘‘ 30 cents per day, when employed, $840,” and insert 
**$26 each, $560”; so as to make the clause read: 

For extra pay of 28 enlisted men of cavalry detachment employed on ad 
ditional duty with the instruction battery of field artillery, United States 
Military Academy, at $20 each, $540. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 14, after the word 
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‘‘musicians,” to insert ‘“‘general army service, cav: detach- 
ment,” and in line 16, after the words Bi mew An emy,” to 
strike out ‘‘ fifty-eight thousand one hundred and fifty-four dollars 


and ten cents,” and insert “‘ fifty-seven thousand five hundred and 
sixty-two dollars and ten cents”; so as to make the clause read: 
In all, for the pay of the aaiitory Academy band, field musicians, general 
army service, cavalry detachment, and enlisted men on detached service, 
sar ae pay of enlisted men on special duty at the Military Academy, 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 9, to strike out: 


For compensation of librarian, $120, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 14, before the word 
dollars,” to strike out ‘nine nanioed and twenty” and insert 
“eight hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 


In all, for civilians employed at the Military Academy, $25,800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 19, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert: 

And any unexpended balance of the appropriation of $400 for two 36-inch 
terrestrial globes for section rooms, e by the Military Academy appro- 
priation act approved January 16, 1895, is hereby made available and may be 
used for the purchase of furniture for section rooms and of text-books, books 
of reference, maps, map cases, and for stationery for use of instructors. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For department of history, geography, and ethics: For text-books, books 
of reference, maps, map fixtures, stationery, and repairs, $150; and any un- 
expended balance of the appropriation of $400. etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 10, after the word 
** branches,” to insert ‘‘ and”; so as to make the clause read: 

For rough specimens, fossils, and for apparatus and material to be used in 
the practical determinations of mineralogical and geological specimens, pen 
cils and paper for the practical instructions in the same branches, and for 
gradual increase and improvement of the cabinet, $500. 

The amendment was to, 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 20, after the word 
“ dollars,” to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That so much of the act approved May 20, 1836, chapter 362, Stat- 
utes at Large, as requires oe text books at the Military Academy be, and 
the same is hereby, re b 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 11, after the word 
‘*stone,” to strike out ‘‘ wall” and insert ‘‘ walk”; so as to make 
the clause read: 


For continuing the construction and repairs of the roads between the 
south guardhouse and southern boundary line of reservation, and for con- 
tinuing the laying of a stone walk al same, and extending the same 
northward to a junction with the present concrete walks, $1,000. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 24, to insert: 


For completion of re and improvements to barracks of the detachment 
of arm _— men, Quartermaster’s Department, and for steam heating of 
Bame, >, 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 4, to insert: 

For cases, materials, fit fixtw and other appliances for ordnance 
museum in new Academy bafidine. $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 15, before the word 
*“‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ -nine ” and insert ‘‘sixty-one”; so 
as to make the clause read: 


In all, for public buildings and grounds, $61,770. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 15, to strike out: 


Total appropriations for Military Academy in this bill, $449,117.61. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs [Mr. HAWLEY] desires to offer an amendment 
on the first page of the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, a bill passed both Houses, and 
has, I think, been signed by the President by this time, which pro- 
vides for a chapla’ .t West Point, to be appointed for that spe- 
cial service, and nv. detailed from the body of chaplains. 
In the bill which passed he was given the allowance of a captain, 
mounted. That renders it n to make an amendment on 
page 1, in line 9, to strike out the word “eight,” before “ profess- 
ors,” and insert ‘“‘seven”; then, after the word “professors,” to 
insert ‘‘and a chaplain, with the pay and allowances of a —. 
mounted.” The total, then, must be changed from “$27,000” to 
** $26,000.” It is all practically one amendment, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e amendment will be stated, 
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The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 9, before the word “ prot 
ors,” it is proposed to strike out “‘eight” and insert “ sey, 
after the word “ professors,” to insert ‘‘and a chaplain, with +). 
ay and allowances of a captain, mounted,” and in the sam: \ p 
fore the word “thousand,” to strike out “twenty-six” a) 
sert ‘‘ twenty-seven.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. TELLER. On page 2, line 4, I move tostrike out ‘1 
nine” and insert ‘‘ninety-eight.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 
The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 4, before the word “do 
it is proposed to strike out “ninety-nine” and insert ‘nin 

eight”; so as to read: 


In all, for permanent establishment, $198,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. VILAS. I desire to submit an amendment to the bil] e 
which has been reported favorably with an amendment by the ki 
Committee on Military Affairs. Bs 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment be stated. fi 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted }, 


Senator from Wisconsin will be stated. 


The Secretary. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- PS 
lowing: e 
Src. —. That the Corps of Cadets shall consist of 2 from each State at re, a 


1 from each Congressional district, 1 from each Territory, 1 from the D t Be 
of Columbia, and 10 from the United States atlarge. They shall beapp i 7a 
by the President, and those appointed at large may be residents of an ; F 
in the Union. The two appointed at large from each State shall be ; ri 
residents of the State from which they are appointed, and the others s! ee 
actual residents of the Congressional or Territorial districts or the D 

of Columbia, respectively, om which they purport to be appointed 

Mr. VILAS. The amendment as I originally proposed i 
vided for the appointment of 20 cadets from the United Sta‘ 
large, but was reported by the Committee on Military A 3 . 
with an amendment reducing the number to 10, and I have off fe 
it in that form. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to hearsome reason why we < 1 ee 
increase the number of cadets. I understand that we have soe : 
cadets now whom we are not able to assign to duty. Ft 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the amendment which I have pr 

osed repeats the present language of the section of the Re 
Statutes upon this subject, with simply the addition of the word 
‘*two from each State at large.” So the only change proposed i1 
the existing lawis to add the appointment of 90 cadets at lar; 
be appointed by the President, as the law now provides with re! 
ence to all cadets, but probably, according to the usage which has 
always prevailed with reference to the appointments from ( 
gressional districts, the nominations of these cadets would be a 
made by Senators. : 

A word or two only in reference to this. It has been re 
mended by the successive Boards of Visitors year after year. It “4 
happened to be my fortune to participate in the examination last F 
year at the Military Academy, as one of the members of the Board cy 
of Visitors, and the necessity for the increase of the efficiency in t| 
Military Academy was very strongly impressed upon my mini, as 
well as upon the minds of those who were upon that board, and t! 
have recommended this amendment to the law. Indeed, they rec 
ommende< that the 10 from the United States at large, which are 
Ce a the appointments of the President, should be increased 
to 20. e Military Committee, however, thought it wise to leave 
that us it has been, and therefore the amendment now is limited 
simply to the additional 90 cadets. 

r. President, in the first place it will be observed that in 
the law as it stands, practically the greater number, almost al! 
the cadets, are appointed, one from each Congressional dis‘: 
That has been the law for a t number of years. During ' 
time, however, the population of the United States has so great 
increased that the population of a Congressional district is nov 
more than twice what it was when that provision was alo)t«! 
Thus the Military Academy does not now instruct probably : 
than one-half the proportionate number which it instructed at the 
time when the method of the appointment of the cadets ani ' 
limitation upon their number was provided. 

The Military Academy has grown to be one of the most u 
institutions in the country, and it ought to extend militar) 
struction so as to provide among the Gedy of the people a ! 
number of persons who, in times of necessity, would be ava 
for the military uses of the United States. It is a matter o! : 
mon knowledge to all that among the very best officers who 
their country during the war with the Southern States, those 

been instructed in the Military Academy and afterwards 
their places in civil life were among the most efficient. The ©". 
eral who commanded our armies and who led them to evens’ 
success was himself taken from the ranks of civil life. 
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The general 
who next succeeded him as General of the Army came from ‘"° 
ranks of civil life. Among some of the most illustrious charic 
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ters of the war were persons who had not served in the Army of 
the United States except for a brief period after their graduation 
from the Military Academy, but who had gone out in the world 
and who had taken their part in the ordinary duties of the citizen; 
but when occasion demanded they were found to be equipped and 
ready for the most useful service that could be rendered. 

The Military Academy is maintained at a considerable expense 
by the people of the United States. The last Board of Visitors 
made some inquiry into that expense, and I should like to read a 
few words from one of the reports, which will show something of 


the way in which the large expenditures for the Academy have 
grown up: 

The act for the support of the Military Academy, which has for many years 
been one of the regular approvriations hy the Congress, makes no provision 
for the pay of officers employ. 1 in the guvernment of the Academy, instruc- 
tion an discipline of cadets, aid command of the Army detachments there, 
except for nine professors, and the additions granted certain officers because 
of the service required of them, nor for the pay of enlisted men, except the 
extra-duty pay and the pay of the band and field musicians employed at the 
post. That part of its appropriation which is for such extra pay of officers 
and enlisted men of the Army, together with that for the payment of profes- 
sors and cadets, is disbursed by the Paymaster-General; while the moneys 
set apart by it for the more direct expenses of the Academy, and for the im- 
provement of the public property at West Point, are disbursed by the quar- 
termaster of the post. 


The appropriation for the support of the Military Academy 
for the year ended with June, 1895, carried for the payment of 
the instructional force $53,226.70, yet the actual disbursements 


to officers engaged in instruction and discipline of cadets was | 


$151,034.94, while to other officers and men there was paid $95,- 
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874.91, and the expenses of the instructional departments were | 


$13,752.63, besides ordinary expenses and repairs, $51,719.05. Mis 
cellaneous and incidental expenses, band and musicians, brought 
the total of the cost of what may be said to be the instruction and 
discipline at the Military Academy up to the sum, if I have added 
the amounts correctly, of $348,675.43, and that is exclusive of the 
pay of the cadets. So the regular appropriation for the support of 
the Military Academy does not by any means indicate the cost to 
the United States of the maintenance of the instruction and dis- 
cipline at the Academy. 

Sir, if you take the total actual cost to the United States of the 
maintenance simply of the instruction and discipline, you will 
find that it exceeds $1,000 apiece for each cadet actually receiving 
instruction. The total number of appointments which may be 
made is, I believe, 371, under the present law; but such is the re- 
suli of examinations—and they are by no means excessively rigor- 
ous, according to the best observation I could give the subject—that 
only about from two-thirds to three-quarters of the total number 
appointed are admitted to the Academy. Thus the graduating 
class, which was, I believe, rather larger than usual this year, was, 
if [remember correctly, in the neighborhood of 60—58 is my re- 
membrance, We are turning out annually then, from that Acad- 
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the maintenance of the Academy, the only addition of any conse- 
quence being simply the addition of the pay of such cadets as 
shall be admitted. I do not think that the number I propose is 
nearly so great as ought to be added to the Corps of Cadets in the 
Academy. I think it would be well if we at least doubled it, for 
it will prove that out of 90, which this amendment, if adopted, pro- 
vides for the admission of, probably not more than two-thirds or 
three-fourths can be admitted. That is the history with all ap- 
pointments. Thus, we should distribute through the course of 
four years only some 60 or 70 more students. The whole number 
of cadets actually receiving instruction in the Academy would 
then not be equal to the number of appointments the law now 
provides. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
number? 

Mr. VILAS. Yes; the quarters are substantially sufficient, as 
I was informed, for the accommodation of the additional number 
which would be appointed. There would be no difficulty, as I 
believe, in that respect. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that this amendment, from its 
very nature, so commends itself to the judgment of every person 





Are the quarters sufficient for such a 


; concerned who has inquired into the usefulness of the Military 


Academy that elaborate argument and discussion would rather 
tend to impair its strength than to increase it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator state the number 
now in the Academy? 

Mr. VILAS. If lremember correctly, the number of cadets at 
the time when the Board of Visitors wereat West Point was 266. 
I am not sure that I have the number exactly correct. Of those, 


of cadets 


| the graduating class, of course, retired at the last commencement, 
| and another addition from among the appointments made for the 


emy, which is maintained at a great charge, but a very small | 


number of instructed young men. Takeany college of this coun- 
try, and I think it will be found that the average cost to the foun- 
dation, or the appropriation for the annual maintenance of the 
college, does not exceed $125 per pupil, while the cost at the Mili- 
tary Academy runs to over $1,000 per pupil, not counting the pay 
of the cadets. Theinstructional force at West Point is ample now 
to furnish tuition and proper instruction to a very much larger 
number of young men than are admitted to that institution. 

It is said, as was remarked by the distinguished Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] in charge of this bill, that we do not now 
have placesin the Army to supply all the graduates of the Academy. 
I rather think that that is an error. I think they are substan- 
tially ap 
pene of this amendment. 

filitary Academy shall all be admitted tothe Army. If there are 
some now who can not be admitted tothe Army upon graduation, 
for the reason that there are not sufficient vacancies occurring reg- 
ularly to admit so many, those whoare not admitted must go into 
civil life. What is the reason why this Academy, which can 
furnish an education ample for any young man to begin civil life 
with, should not furnish that instruction toa greater number, even 
up to the full measure ofits capacity? We can not do better inthe 


way of preparation against the contingencies of war than to scat- | 


ter through the United States a number of well-educated young 
men, instructed in the military art as well as in other branches, 
fitting them for the ordinary duties of civil life, who shall be, as 
it were, a reserve corps of efficient, well-educated, intelligent men 
for the conduct of such business as the necessities of the country 
may intrust to them in the way of military service? Therefore, 
without elaborating at great length upon this matter, I hope the 
amendment will at once meet the approbation of the Senate. 

e amendment, as I said, has been recommended and recom- 
mended again. The recommendation has been reiterated by suc- 
cessive Boards of Visitors, by Secretaries of War, and by almost 
oe who is acquainted with the circumstances of the mili- 
tary establishment. It will add little or nothing to the cost of 





present collegiate year was made, but how large that addition 
was, how many were saved out of the examinations, I am unable 
to answer the Senator at this moment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The total of all the appointments is 366, and 
that gives—— 

Mr. VILAS. The number is 371, I believe. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That gives, we will call it, 90 to each class, 
The Senator says there were graduated at the Academy this last 
year about 58 or 60. ’ 

Mr. VILAS. Something in that neighborhood. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That,from my recollection, is about the way 
it runs ordinarily. Owing to casualties, death, resignation, dis- 
missal, or from failure to pass the examinations, the number is 
cut down, so that with this proposed addition to the number I 
think there would be graduating at the Academy scarcely more 
than perhaps about as many as the law now contemplates. 

Mr. VILAS. Probably not so many. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Only the usual complement, probably not so 
many as under existing law. Then we have a magnificent and 
costly plant there, to use a manufacturing term; fine grounds of 
immense value, fine buildings, and an unsurpassed corps of 
instructors, numbering how many? 

Mr. VILAS. I have not right at this moment the number, but 
as to the cost I have the figures. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Officers are detailed in addition to those named 
here. 

Mr. VILAS. There are but 9 professors for whom regular ap- 
propriation is made in the Military Academy bill, but there are, 
all told, some 60 officers of the Army detailed and paid from the 
Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Of course receiving their ordinary compensa- 


: | tion, with a little addition to it in some cases. 
inted to the Army; but Ido not care for that in the pur- | 
I am not seeking that the pupils of the | 


1] 


Mr. VILAS. If the Senator from Connecticut will permit me 
right there, I will call attention to the fact that although the Mili- 
tary Academy appropriation bill purports upon its face to provide 
for the Academy there was expended $387,000 out of the last 
appropriation bill, and up to the time when these figures were 
given me the Paymaster-General had paid, in addition to that 
sum, $198,754.91 to officers and men who were really assisting in 
the instruction at the Academy. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Itseemstomethat wearenotavailing ourselves 
of the great advantages there, and not getting the full benefit from 
the large sums of money that we have expended and an 






iually ex- 
pend in carrying on the institution. I have had within twenty- 
five or twenty years the honor to twice serve on the Board of Vis- 


itors, and that was one of the obvious remarks, one of the things 
the members of the boards were always saying might be improved, 
and that we might just as well educate a larger number of men 
there, and if places could not be found for them in the existing 
Army they could be honorably mustered out after a certain time. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I should like to ask the Senator from Con- 
necticut if he agrees with the Senator from Wisconsin that this 
increase in the number of cadets will involve no additional ex- 
pense for lodging? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand they can lodge them. You see 
we have now vacant beds to the number of eighty or ninety. i 
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think they can lodge them without any trouble and feed them. 
I do not see that a additional sum will be needed, except for 
board and the arinual allowance of $500 to each cadet. 

Mr. WALTHALL. There will be no necessity for additional 
instructors? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not know, but I should think not by any 
manner of means, nor, perhaps, for barracks. I think there is no 
necessity for any additional barracks. 

Mr. ELKINS. I favor the amendment, but it seems to me it 
should state ——— how the President shall nominate the two 
cadets from each State at large. Now, the law under which the 
present number of cadets is appointed is found in section 1315 of 
the Revised Statutes, and it says: 

They shall be appointed by the President, and shall, with the exception of 
the 10 cadets appointed at large, be actual residents of the Congressional or 
Territorial districts, or of the District of Columbia. 

It says nothing about their being nominated upon the recom- 
mendation of the Congressmen from the respective districts. 
That is taken for granted. But it seems to me we might as well 
settle that question right here. I do not think the President of 
the United States wants to be troubled with these appointments. 
I do not think he cares to be troubled about the 10 calite at large. 

We can settle the question by an amendment to the effect that 
these appointments shall be made upon the recommendation of the 
Senators. I suggest such an amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ifthe Senator from West Virginia will permit 
an interruption, I will state that I have prepared just such an 
amendment. 

Mr. ELKINS. If it in terms meets the point I make I will ac- 
cept theamendment. 

Mtr. ALLEN. With the consent of the Senator, I will send the 
amendment to the amendment to the desk and have it read. 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator will give me leave I will make one 
remark in regard to the matter. 

The amendment which I oe isa Oe eaggme of the language 
of the Revised Statutes, and the only addition consists in the in- 
sertion of the words ‘‘two from each State at large.” 

Mr. ELKINS. I am aware of that. 

Mr. VILAS. The custom has become as fixed as law that the 
appointments from the Congressional districts and the Territories 
are made upon the recommendation of the anes from 
the several districts, respectively, and the legates from the 
several Territories, respectively, and it did not seem to me that it 
would be quite becoming to insist upon the specific declaration 
here that the appointments of the two from each State at large 
should be made upon the recommendation of Senators. 

Mr. ELKINS. If that is our meaning, it would not hurt to put 
it in the law. 

Mr. VILAS. Notatall. It is merely a question as to whether 
we should take the course of being so specific in the matter where 
there can hardly be any occasion for that exactness and where, as 
it seems to me, we might be open to criticism. 

Mr. ELKINS. As to the custom, I knowit has the force of law 
in respect to the appointment of cadets from Congressional dis- 
tricts, but we are now making a new law or amending the present 
law, and we can be explicit, I think, without giving any offense or 
inviting any criticism whatever from any quarter. 

If it is the intention and the purpose of the Senate to have these 
cadets nominated upon the recommendation of Senators, it will 
do no harm to say so in terms; and that would set the question at 
rest. 

Mr. VILAS. I presume it would be necessary to add a similar 
provision in reference to Representatives and Delegates. 

Mr. ELKINS. Letthattakecare of itself. I hardly think there 
is necessity for such a provision, however. There the custom has 
the force of law. But I have no objection to it there, either. I 
do not think the President wants this right. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. aa the amendment submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin { r. ViLas] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the amend- 
ment the following proviso: 

Provided, That the two cadets at large shall be eppotnted only on the writ- 
ten recommendation of the Senators from the Sta’ which they are ~p amd 
ited, and all cadets, except those reserved to the President by general law, 


shall be made only on the written recommendation of the Representative of 
fae, Con gressional district or Territory to which they are respectively accred- 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask that the amendment to the amend- 
ment be again read, in order that we may see what effect it will 
have, and whether the recommendation is to be by one Senator or 
by both Senators from a State. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
— opto read ‘h dment to th d 
e reta, in the amendment to the amendment. 
PAULENEER Task the Senator from Nebraska whether 
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the amendment to the amendment does not require the 
action and recommendation of both Senators as to each of} 


r.ALLEN. The proposed amendment to the amendment 
require the joint action of both Senators from a State, and 
believe, wisely. I do not believe that because a State may | 
resented by two Senators entertaining different political \ 
they could not come together in a joint recommendation j) 
interest of the public service. I think there could be no obje 
to the amendment to the amendment from that source. — 

I wish to say, while talking upon this subject, that we in 
Western States especially feel a little bit jealous of the a 
ments that have been made to the Military Academy an 
The law as it exists has been construed 
o not know by whom, to authorize the Presi: 
if there is a failure to recommend within the time specified, ; 
art of the United States and acc: 
strict whose quota is not full. 
for instance, that during the last Congress, possibly the prace| 
Congress, there was appointed to represent my Congressiona! is- 
trict, the northeastern or Third district of the State of Nebra 
a boy from the District of Columbia, who perhaps was nev: 
miles west of this city, and the thousands of boys in that district 
who are competent and are perfectly willing to represent the dis- 
trict in the Military Academy were deprived of their right t 
so in consequence of that appointment. 

Now, it may be said as an excuse for this condition that Re} 
sentatives sometimes fail to make their recommendations wit 
rescribed and when they are called on. 
at even such a failure ought not to authorize the Presi- 
dent to select a boy from the State of New Hampshire, for inst: 


Naval Academy. 
some person, I 


select a cadet from’ any 
him to any Congressional 


to represent a district in the State of Nebraska, or vice versa; 
that he ought to be required to make his appointment from the 
State to which the appointee is accredited, or the district to w) 
he is accredited, if competent material can be found there to sel 


I was informed that in the case to which I referred no notice 
was received by the Representative to make the selection. lo 
not mean to say that the Secretary of War, or whoever had ' 
power, did not send a notice; I would not imply an) 
e kind; but the mails are sometimes uncertain in t 
country, and in that case I am informed that no notice was ey: 
received by the Representative to make a selection. 

I think the amendment to the amendment is in the inters 
keeping the representation of every State and Congressional dis- 
trict on a parity, if I may be permitted to use that expression, 
other State and district in the Union, and that the President, 
oever it may be, should be deprived of the power to take a! 
from the District of Columbia and accredit him toa Congressior 
district 1,500 or 3,000 miles west of this city. 
cases of that kind that I offer the amendment to the amendment 
Mr. President, I am very sorry to differ » 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], who has be 
later and better Secretary of War than I, and also with the 5 
Mr. ALLEN], who was a good soldier; bu 
1em as to the amendment to the amendu 

It seems to me very much wiser and better to hold this app 
ment in the hands of the Commander in Chief of the Arm) 
Every subsequent appointment is made b 
seems to me a fitting thing that this initia 
It is his duty to guard the Army and to prot: 
from any improper appointment, and I think the abuse of wh 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] speaks, if it proves 
an abuse, for I think the case he refers to must be an excepti: 
one, can be reached in some other way. 

The law now is explicit that the cadets shall be taken 
actual residents in each Congressional district. 
officer disobeys or evades the law there is a better way to reach 
it seems to me, than to change the law and inaugurate a syste 
which, I think, would he much less military and decidedly object 


1 
Mr. ALLEN. 
interrupt him at this point? 
Mr. PROCTOR. 
Mr. ALLEN. A question may arise in making the ap} 
ments as to whether the boy is an actual resident of a Sta‘ 
Our courts in this country have differed very materi: 
as to what constitutes residence, and between an actual resi 
and a legal resident there is a very broad distinction. 
might go into the State of Nebraska, for instance, or the Stat: 
Vermont, and live there for four or five years and not be a 


Mr. PROCTOR. Very well. 


It is only to. 


Mr. PROCTOR. 


tor from Nebraska 
can not agree with t 


the President, and - 
step should be u 


Will the Senator from Vermont permit me t 


Then strengthen that clause 


any way so as to make it clear that the appointees must be (« 
from the State. Make it ‘‘a legal resident,” if necessary. 
not care how strong that provision is made, but I do insist t 
the President, as 
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der in Chief of the Army, should be 
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charged with this responsibility, as he is in every other step in the 
career of an officer. Every commission must come from the 
President. I believe the present is a wise system and that we 
ought not to depart from it. 

Mr. ELKINS. The President can not appoint without the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate. He is not supreme in the appoint- 
ment of officers. ‘ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ver- 
mont a question. Why should there be any difference between 
cadets at West Point and cadets at the Naval Academy? The law 
explicitly provides that those appointments shall be made on the 
nomination of the Representatives and Delegates in Congress. 
The appointments are made by the President. Now, is the mili- 
tary arm of the service of a higher character than the naval arm? 
Is it important that the President should have this power unlim- 
ited by any statute, so that he may ae discipline and con- 
trol the Army, while he is not to have the same power over the 
appointment of naval cadets? 

r. PROCTOR. If the system in the Navy is wrong, it is no 
reason why that of the Army should also be made wrong. Let 
the Navy system conform to the one that has been so successful 
in the Army. ee 

Mr: CHANDLER. A fair answer to that, I think, is that the 
same system prevails in both cases. Inthe one case it is by statute 
and in the otheritisby custom. Ifthe system is to prevail, should 
not a statute so provide? 

Mr. PROCTO The statute guards against any possible abuses. 
That is why Iam in favor of the statute remaining as itis. I 
think the responsibility should be with the President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator whether it is possible for 
Senators or Representatives to commit abuses in that connection 
in this enlightened age. Is it necessary to give the President the 
power to refuse to make appointments according to the nomina- 
tion of a Senator or a Representative because they may do wrong 
and commit abuses? 

Mr.PROCTOR. I think there have been cases where, with very 
good reason, appointments were refused. For that reason I think 
the law ought to remain as it is. 

[am heartily in favor of the amendments proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLAs]. Fortunately, we are not war- 
like people; thatis, we do not maintain a great standing army and 
a great navy, and have no occasion to doso. But there is all the 
rore reason why we should be a military people; why we should 
diffuse as generally as possible military education and be prepared, 
if the time ever comes when the military strength of the nation 
must be called out, to manage it and handle it. 

There is no way to do this so well as to have a large number of 
men distributed throughout the country who are competent to 
take charge of the reserve force. As the Senator said, the lead- 
ing men in our war of the rebellion, the general who commanded 
the great armies of the West and led them to victory and also the 
general who commanded the armies of the East, were both gradu- 
ates of West Point who had gone into the civil walks of life. 

The education there acquired fits men admirably for other high 
positions. Thescientific education obtained there makes them able 
engineersfor great works of publicimportance. Verymany prom- 
inent men in the country who have taken leading positions in 
other walks of life owe their qualifications and their positions to 
their education received at West Point. It is my recollection 
that every board—I know every one that has given this careful 
attention—has earnestly recommended anincrease of the number 
of cadets at West Point. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not wish to occupy much 
time in discussing the amendment. Of course it will be borne in 
mind that the amendment is not in order, but I assume no one 
will make the point of order against it, as I think it is fair to dis- 
cuss it thoroughly. 

The proposition, I understand, is to add 90 cadets to the number 
of cadets now authorized 7 law, and the Senator from Wisconsin 
= VILAS] argues that there will be no additional expense to 

he Government except for the pay of the cadets. Thatis true, per- 
haps, in one sense, and yet I can hardly think it possible that we 
can add about one-third, according to the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin, to the number of cadets without increasing 
somewhat the expenses incident to their education. 

The Senator from Wisconsin shows that there are a large num- 
ber of _—— assigned to duty at West Point in educating these 
youths forserviceinthe Army. Thatistrue; and thecadets receive 
there a very careful and minute education as respects the num- 
ber in each class. So my apprehension is that if we shall enlarge 
the number of cadets there will also be a necessary enlargement 
of the number of those who are to instruct them. 

But the amendment seems to have in it the idea that this is a 
o time for us to educate young men for the Army, and when 

hey are educated at Government expense they shall either be idle 
in the Army or shall be permitted to resign fromit. As I under- 
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stand, the cadets are in the Army from the time they enter West 
Point. They are soldiers and officers of the Army from that time. 
In calculating the increased pay, what is called the longevity pay, 
their service or time at West Point is credited to them. 

Now, in addition to that, if there are not places for the cadets 
after their graduation, they are appointed as second lieutenants, 
receiving the pay and allowances of second lieutenants until such 
time as there are vacancies in the Army. It so happens that at 
the graduation last year there were 20 cadets who were unassigned 
because of the fact that there were no vacanciesin the Army, and 
they were made second lieutenants and received the pay of the 
arm of the service to which their graduation entitled them, as will 
be seen by the statute of 1886. Allow me to read the law. Here 
is the act passed in 1886, which is a modification of a former 
statute: 

That when any cadet of the United States Military Academy has gone 
through all its classes and received a regular diploma from the academic staff, 
he may be promoted and commissioned as a second lieutenant in any arm or 
corps of the Army in which there may be a vacancy and the duties of which 
he may have been judged competent to perform. 


That is to say, if a young man graduates and is entitled to enter 
the Engineer Corps of the Army because of his standing in the 
class, and at the time of his graduation there is no vacancy in the 
Engineer pe then he is made a second lieutenant with all 
the pay and all the allowance of a second lieutenant, and receives 
that pay and those allowances until he is assigned to duty whena 
vacancy occurs. 

I have a telegram here from the Secretary of War in response to 
a question directed to him. It is stated that there were 20 mem- 
bers of the last graduating class commissioned additional second 
lieutenants; that all these have since been assigned to vacancies 
except 8, 2 in the Engineer and 1 in the artillery corps; that 
there are besides 3 additional lieutenants of engineers, graduates 
of a former class; and that there are now in all 6 additional lieu- 
tenants, 1 of whom will be assigned to a vacancy now existing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There are 6 now? 

Mr. ALLISON. There are 6 now. When a graduate at West 
Point is entitled to enter the Engineer Corps or the artillery 
corps of the Army he is, under existing law, made an additional 
lieutenant, and receives the pay and allowances authorized by law 
until such time as there is a vacancy. The experience of the last 
few years discloses that the number of graduates at the West 
Point Academy is practically on an equality with the number of 
vacancies from year to year. 

Mr.SEWELL. Notquite. Therearesomeappointments made 
from noncommissioned officers in the Army. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is occasionally a sergeant in the Army 
promoted or one from civilian life gets an opportunity to enter 
the Army. But here it is proposed to add 90 lieutenants to the 
Army who are to graduate at West Point and become officers 
without an opportunity of serving in the Army. I submit that 
that is not a wise provision in our existing condition as to finances. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from lowa permit me to say that 
it is not proposed to add 90 lieutenants to the Army. It is pro- 
= to add 90 appointments to the number of cadets, who will 

e so distributed that probably only one-fourth of the number who 

are accepted after examination, and who finally sustain them- 
selves in the course, will become graduates. It will hardly add 
more than 15, or at the most 18, annually. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from Wisconsin say that only 
20 per cent of those who enter West Point graduate from West 
Point? 

Mr. VILAS. Annually? 

Mr. ALLISON. Twenty per cent annually. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes; that is 80 per cent in four years, and that is 
more than the proportion who graduate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the point the Senator makes, 
but I call his attention to the fact that it only postpones the time 
when this additional number appear. For the first four years, 
probably, none will be added, because none can graduate before 
that time, but at the end of four years 100, or whatever the num- 
ber is, will graduate, and then there will be 100 more graduates 
within a year. At the end of four years there will be 100 grad- 
uates, as I stated. For the present, of course, that will not be 
the case. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if he 
thinks that will probably distress our finances, commencing four 
years from now? 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not arguing against the amendment on 
the ground that it will distress our finances. I am only showing 
that at this time, with asufficient number of cadets at West Point 
to fill the vacancies in our Army, or practically so, it is proposed 
to add 90 cadets at an increased expenditure of certainly from 
$50,000 to $70,000 per annum, without including the additional 
cost of education; and I say this is proposed in view of the press- 
ing fact that the same Visiting Board at West Point recommended 
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for the convenience of the cadets who are already there $130,000 
more than the committee of the House or the committee of the 
Senate saw fit to aa for in the pending bill, because we sup- 
posed that could be postponed for another year. 

I call attention to this matter with great deference, because I 
see the Committee on Military Affairs believe it to be a wise pro- 
vision. It may be that they propose to increase the Army, or think 
the increased number of officers will be needed when the four 
years shall have expired, but I very much wish that this matter 
could have been more carefully matured, and could have been 
introduced here as a separate bill and have full discussion as a 
separate measure, without placing it on this appropriation bill. 
And I think there is some reason to believe that the other House 
would hesitate to put this provision on without an opportunity of 
ae debate in that body than can be had on an appropriation 

ill. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, I regret that the amendment 
has been offered. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move to amend the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin by adding at the close of his amendment: 

Any graduates unassigned to existing vacancies within one year after their 
graduation shail be honorably discharged from the service. 

This would obviate the continuous expense. 

Mr. VILAS. I shall be entirely willing to accept that amend- 
ment, especially if it would meet the objection which the Senator 
from Iowa urged in that particular. I wouldlike, by the kindness 
of the Senator from Connecticut, General HAWLEY, to have read 
at the desk the recommendation of the Adjutant-General of the 
Army upon this proposedamendment. It has just been transmitted 
by the Secretary of War to the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLeEy]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFTICE, 
Washington, February 8, 1896. 
Sir: Ihave the honor to return herewith an amendment intended to be 
roposed as a new section to the bill = R. 4043) making apeee riations for 

e anqpors of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
nny | ogg referred to the Department by the Senate Committee on Mili- 

The measure proposed by this amendment is to increase the maximum 
strength of the corps of cadets from 371 to 471 by adding to the present num- 
ber 2 cadets from each State at and 10 from the United States at large. 
The amendment is recommended to favorable consideration. The plant at 


the United States Military Academy is already sufficient for the purpose pro- 
posed and the measure is in the interest of the service. 


Very respectfully, 
sei teriaeai a GEO. D. RUGGLES, 
Adjutant-General. 
The SEORETARY OF WAR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the pend- 
ing amendment is that of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] 
to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Vias}. 

Mr. VILAS. I believe the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont can be uccepted, if there is no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not understand the 

Senator from Wisconsin to accept the amendment. It is now 
accepted. 
Mr. VILAS. If the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska 
is to be insisted upon, in view of what was so well said by the 
Senator from Vermont, I should like to suggest this to him as a 
better form of expressing the amendment, perhaps, to meet the 
idea he has in view: 

~vovided, That of the two cadets from each State at large one shall be ap- 
eines froms each Congraschgual Giusrict aud Terrtiery ahall be aphotuted on 
the recommendation of the Member of Congress from such district or the 
Delegate from such Territory. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, at this late hour I do not pro- 

se to detain the Senate for more than a few minutes. The 

nator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vrias] has given to this subject 
such laborious and intelligent research and presented the results 
of that research so clearly as to carry conviction to the Senate and 
the country. I think that the fate of this amendment might be 
safely trusted to the Senate without another word. But it has 
been suggested by some of the friends of the measure that a few 
words from me might not be out of place. 

I am not a West Pointer, Mr. President, and on this account 
perhaps any suggestions from me may be regarded of less tech- 
nical value; but they ought for the same reason, perhaps, to be re- 
ceived as also less ial than if made by a uate of that 
Academy. Whatever of military education it been my for- 
tune to receive was obtained in another school. It came only 
from the stern and somewhat checkered experience of a soldier's 
life in the field. Recalling that experience and ae impar- 
tially the considerations which favor this amendment, I am not 

itted to doubt that it ought to be adopted. It seems to me 
tin the present condition of the country—I mean as toits means 
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of defense—some such provision for increasing the educated so) 
diery of the country is imperative. 

Of course, Mr. President, we all regret—every lover of peace 
and friend of arbitration—every thoughtful man regrets the neces 
sity for military preparation in this age of enlightened progr. 
but we must recognize the fact that the necessity exists for in. 
creased coast defenses, increased naval power, as well as incres 
number of educated soldiers. 

Even with our isolation from the great military powers of the 
world by reason of our surrounding oceans, we can not afford t 
stand still while all the civilized nations of the globe are increas 
ing their armies and navies and the character and destructiveness 
of their armaments. 

This necessity for preparation, Mr. President, is emphasized hy 
the marvelous changes which have occurred and are still occur 
ring in the arms and implements of war. It is said by high au 
thority that these changes in the character of guns and engines 
war are far greater in the last twenty-five years than in the who! 
of our past history—since the fathers fought with crude arms at 
Lexington and won with them at Yorktown—greater, perhaps, 
than in the preceding half dozen centuries. 

Mr. President, I offer that fact as argument for this amendment. 
The necessity for action on the line indicated by this amendment 
and upon other lines of defense is further emphasized, Mr. Presi 
dent, byour recent experience. The country has just been aroused 
from its repose—startled from its fancied security as to its rela- 
tions to other nations by the possibility of war—war with the most 
powerful nation in some respects on the globe. Itis true that this 
experience h:s brought forth the renewed and gratifying assur 
ance of absolute unity among the American people in support of 
that American doctrine enunciated by President Monroe. It has 
demonstrated that every section, State, and township is ready to 
uphold and enforce the rightful construction of that law at any 
cost. But I apprehend, Mr. President, that it would greatly pro- 
mote the ccabience and comfort of our people to know we were 
— in all respects for whatever issue might be involved. 

This experience has also demonstrated that our people desire 
peace, are hoping and believing that some settlement will be 
reached on a basis just and honorable to both Great Britain and 
this Republic; but who doubts that these hopes of peace would be 
strengthened and our prayers for peaceful adjustment be more 
effective if backed “4 competent power? What surer guaranty of 

ace—may I not ask what nobler contribution to honorable, en 

ae peace—than thorough preparation for war? There is truth 
as well as grim humor in the homely aphorism, that war guns are 
peace preservers. But, Mr. President, our very deficiencies in 
these respects, the great cost of suitable defenses, and the long 
time required for their introduction, constitute another argument 
for this amendment. 

Mr. President, I trust that I shall not be misunderstood by the 
Senate, by the country, or by others who might read these sug 
—. I neither entertain nor mean to express or imply any 

oubt of our ability to successfully defend this country even in 
our present condition in caseof war. We defended it as separate 
colonies by unitedaction. Wedefendeditinitsinfancy and weak- 
ness. It has survived fifty years of sectional alienation and bitter- 
ness which culminated in the bloodiest of civil wars. Of course, 
therefore,in any emergency we should be able to take care of it 
now. Now that this alienation and bitterness is gone, now with 
sections and States all concordant and all hearts beating as the 
heart of one man we could bid defiance to the world in arms. 

But, Mr. President, it is not simply a question of ability to pro- 
tect our country from a foreign foe, but a question of defending it 
with the least tax in money, andespeciallyin men. Inthe chances 
of such inexpensive defense an educated soldiery for commanders 
is a mighty factor. Itis true that great emergencies call to the 
front great leaders in all fields—and that will be the experience 0! 
the future; but, sir, you had as well tell me that special training 
was valueless to the painter or sculptor as to the soldier. 

The advantages of trained leaders is demonstrated by all past 
experience. Even our war with Mexico, fought as it was so 
largely by volunteers, a war in which the South poured out its 
blood so freely, and in which we extended the borders of the Repub 
lic to the Pacific Ocean—even in that war the value of educate! 
soldiers, although many of them were not in the Regular Army, 
was abundantly demonstrated. I offer that asan argument. 

But, Mr. President, the policy of this Government, which | most 
cordially approve, of maintaining a small standing army further 
strengthens the reasons for the adoption of this amendment. W 10 
can tell when some unexpected and trying complications may 
arise calling for the rapid mobilization of great armies? It is in 
such a contingency, which may occur at any time in our future, 
that we shall need these educated soldiers scattered. among our 
people to drill and discipline the reserved military power in our 
patriotic youth. We need men who are themselves trained in the 
use of the new and destructive implements of war, trained to obe- 
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dience and self-restraint, inspired by the lessons they learn at West 

»oint and by a lofty spirit, to bring our untrained youth quickly 
to a high order of efficiency. Inthe words of Calhoun, when Sec- 
retary of War, the nation will need in such emergency educated 
skill to lead ‘its valor to victory.” 

Sir, weare not left without encouragement from highest sources. 
The early Presidexts, Washington, J efferson, Adams, Madison, 
and Monroe, all were impressed with the wisdom of the general 

olicy now in view. 

I therefore, Mr. President, as a means of future safety, whether 
in foreign war or domestic disturbance, give my approval and 
vote to thisamendment. — : 

Mr, ALLEN. Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin ee. 
Vis] has offered an amendment which he suggests as a substi- 
tute for my amendment, and he suggests in that connection that 
his substitute expresses my idea better than my own production. 
Iam very thankful to the Senator from Wisconsin to supplement 
my poor education with his superior education in this yeast, and 
to express my idea of the proposed amendment better and in more 
apt language than I am capable of expressing it myself; and I am 
inclined to acceptin lieu of my proposed amendment the language 
which he uses. ; 

However, there was a remark or two submitted by the honor- 
able Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] which I believe in 
fairness I ought to reply to. I do not think we disagree as to the 
facts that the President of the United States, by virtue of being 
Commander in Chief of the Army and the Navy, should have the 
armed power of the nation wellin hand. But I submit to the hon- 
orable Senator from Vermont that running along with that 
thought is the thought that every State in this Union shall be ap- 

ropriately represented and adequately represented in both the 

Javal and the Military Academy, and that the practice has been, 
to some extent at least, so much so as to call public attention to 
the fact that in the case of vacancies which may exist in many of 
the States by reason of the failure of the Representative to make 
a representation, young men taken from other sections of the 
Union, and especially from the District of Columbia, have been 
appointed to those positions and accredited to States and Terri- 
tories in which they never sojourned and in which their parents 
never lived, and that it is wrong. 

I am perfectly willing to give the President of the United States, 
or the Secretary of War, as representing him, power to fill every 
vacancy in the Military Academy that may take place from any 
cause, but in doing that I want to have the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives consulted from the State to which the appointment is 
accredited. I do not thinkit is the part of wisdom or good policy 
to permit the President of the United States to make an appoint- 
ment to either the Naval or Military Academy without a recom- 
mendation of the Senators or the Representatives in Congress 
from the State to which the appointment is accredited. 

Tam not going to detain the Senate very long, but let me ask 
what would be the consequence if we were to pursue the course 
pointed out by the honorable Senator from Vermont, whose vast 
experience in public life, and especially in the War Department, 
preeminently fits him to speak intelligently on this subject? The 
result would be that in a short time, if we should have a war with 
Great Britain, as seems to be imminent this evening, or a war 
with any other power, all the officers of the Army, or the great ma- 
jority of them, would come from the District of Columbia. All 
the officers, or a great majority of them, in consequence of this 
system of irregularity in appointment, and this discrimination 
against the States and Territories of the Union, would come from 
the District of Columbia or some locality in the eastern part of 
this nation, and the private soldier, the man who carries his 
musket and fights the battles, would come from the States and dis- 
tricts which have been ignored in the disposition of the appoint- 
ments in the Military Academy and in the Naval Academy. Iam 
pertecky willing that we should have an Army big enough and a 

‘avy big enough to protect the United States, although I am de- 
cid at this time against any proposed increase of either. 

Mr. President, I want the officers and private soldiers and non- 
commissioned officers to come from States and Territories accord- 
ing to their population and according to the districts represented 
in the Hallsof Congress. If a vacancy occurs in the State of Ne- 
braska or in the State of Vermont, why can not the President go 
to the State of Vermont or the State of Nebraska and get his ap- 
pointee and fill the vacancy? Why should he confine himself to 
a little District here, 10 miles square, and say that a boy who was 
born here under the shadow of the Capitol—— 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. In a moment. 

That a boy who was born here under the shadow of the Capitol, 
and who never has been as far west as the west line of this Dis- 
trict, should represent a district in the State of California, ora 
district in the State of Colorado, or a district in some other State? 
Now I will hear the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr.SEWELL. The case stated by the Senator from Nebraska 
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is an exceptional one. The universal practice is to appoint from 
the district. It is only when some member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, after repeated notice, has neglected his duty to ap- 
point thatan appointment is made outside of the particular district. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is no answer at all tothe argument. I say 
to the Senator from New Jersey that Iam perfectly willing the 
President should exercise this power; but when he exercises it, 
let me ask the honorable Senator why he should not go to the 
State of New Jersey, where the vacancy exists? Why should he 
take a boy from the District of Columbia and say, “I will ap- 
point him from the First district of the State of New Jersey and 
accredit him to that district”? Does it not, in the long run, give 
the District of Columbia or some other district or State undue 
representation in the Military and Naval academies of the United 
States? 

What I insist upon is, not that the President shall be deprived 
of this power if amember of Congress fails to exercise it, but that 
in exercising the power he shall be confined to the district or the 
State that is not represented in consequence of the failure of its 
Representative or Senator to make the proper recommendation. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin a question, if Imay. I am profoundly ignorant of most 
of the rules as to the appointment and promotion of officers, but 
I am under the impression that there has heretofore by law been 
an opportunity year after year, with perhaps the intermission of 
a year at times, of promoting men from the ranks to ofticership 
inthe Army. Iunderstand it is the blue ribbon that is given to 
meritorious privates, which impels them to their duty and leads 
them to hope that there is something for them beyond a corporal- 
ship or a sergeantship, and there is the one chance before them 
that, if they faithfully perform their duty for years, they may 
themselves wear the epaulets and rise to officership and command. 
Iam told this isso. Now,I desire to ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin, if this be so, whether the amendment which he proposes 
will not forever cut off and debar, unless our Army is increased, 
any further chance of promotion from the ranks? 

Mr. VILAS. I will answer the Senator from Colorado by say- 
ing that I think it will not. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Will the Senator please explain why it will 
not? If there are now, as the Senator from New Jersey [{Mr. 
SEWELL] said a few moments ago, in answer to some remarks of 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], but occasional vacan- 
cies, and some of those vacancies are filled from the ranks, if you 
double your appointments to West Point, and the vacancies are 
to be filled from West Point, what opportunities will there be for 
filling vacancies by promotion from the ranks? 

Mr. VILAS. Precisely the same there arenow. Whenever the 
President thinks that the circumstances are such that he ought to 
promote meritorious soldiers from the ranks, the power remains 
with him as it is with him now. 

Mr. SEWELL. By law the President has to take the appointee 
first from the Academy, second from those that are surplus, and 
after everything else is exhausted he goes to the ranks. 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator from Colorado desires—— 

Mr. BATE. If the Senator from Wisconsin will pardon me, it is 
likewise the law now that a noncommissioned officer may prepare 
himself to undergo a competitive examination and on successfully 
passing it he is entitled toa commission. It is confined to non- 
commissioned officers. 

Mr. VILAS. That, perhaps, is a better answer than the one I 
was about to make to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. SEWELL. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] has 
made a mistake as to the law. While the noncommissioned 
officer has the right to be examined for promotion, there are only 
about six or eight appointments a year, and the President has 
first to exhaust the Academy before hecan appoint from the ranks, 

Mr. BATE. I did not say that the noncommissioned officers 
had an absolute right to be appointed over the West Pointers, 
but they have the right to seek such promotion. 

Mr. SEWELL. As the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] said, 
there are to-day some of the brightest young men who were grad- 
uated last year simply serving with doubtful commissions, and 
are not assigned to duty. lam in favor of the increase proposed 
on general principles, but I want the Senate to take into considera- 
tion this idea, that if the increase is made to the number stated 
you will take away all hope from the young. men who are trying 
to perfect themselves in the Army in order to become commis 
sioned officers. 

Mr. GORDON. May I suggest to theSenator from New Jersey 
that possibly theamendment offered by the Senator from Vermont, 
retiring these officers from commission one year afterwards, might 
relieve the Army of the embarrassment he suggests? 

Mr. SEWELL. That raises another question entirely. That 
would be simply making a general eC ucational institution of West 
Point for other than military purposes at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment. I do not believe that @ young man ought to be dis- 
charged after having devoted himself to this special profession. 
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He ought to look forward to promotion in that profession, and he 

ought not to look forward to being discharged by reason of there 

being no vacancies. We had a case of that kind in the Navy a 

few years ago, where a whole class of roane, men were put out, 
i 


nine-tenths of whom have not succeeded in life by reason of the 
fact that the whole current of their ideas and thoughts of labor 
were changed by an act just like this. 

Mr. VILAS. One object of the amendment, in my opinion, is 
to provide that a good number of young men every year, who 
have been educated at the Military Academy, shal! leave the 
Army and go into civil life. It is to provide the means which are 
so abundant for military instruction at the West Point Academy 
for the use of the young men of the country, and I do not see that 
there is the least difficulty in retaining at the same time the 
authority and power of the President to promote from the ranks 
in meritorious cases, with whatever incentive may now exist, and 
if there be need for any change in the law to effect that, I should 
cheerfully agree to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Let me make » suggestion, as the Senator 
from Wisconsin was replying tome. If, under the amendment of 
the Senator from Wisconsin, the force would be doubled, then 
there would be absolutely no chance for an appointment from the 
ranks, for there would be no vacancies. The retiring of men to 
private life is only after vacancies are filled at the expiration of a 
year. If the Senator from Wisconsin desires that there should be 
any further promotions from the ranks he must certainly include 
in his amendment a provision that there shall be annually ap- 
pointed a certain number from the ranks. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Colorado hardly deals with any- 
thing less than hyperbole. An amendment which would add from 
fifteen to eighteen to an annual class can hardly be said to double 
the number of cadets at West Point. So faras the other amend- 
ment is concerned, it is enough, it seems to me, that we should 
deal with one thing ata time. We ought not to attempt in this 
section to endeavor to reform all provisions of law. 

Mr. TELLER. It is quite evident that if we should attempt to 
get a vote to-night it would not be very satisfactory. I therefore 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes 

. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 
8, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 17, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Rev. Henry M, CoupDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, February 15, was 
read and approved. 


CERTAIN LANDS IN THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from California [Mr. Jonn- 
80N] has a matter which, by consent of the House, comes up imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker I ask that the bill 
which was under consideration on Saturday (H.R. 5819) to pro- 
vide for the examination and classification of certain lands in the 
State of California, be put toa vote. I understand that Mr. Geary, 
an ex-member of this House, had a conversation with the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], and he had no objection 


to it. 
The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5819) to provide for the examination and classification of cer- 
tain lands in the State of California. 


The SPEAKER. Were there any amendments? 

Mr, JOHNSON of California. oO, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of California, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President had 
approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H.R. 2175) to extend the time for the completion of the 
incline railway on West Mountain, Hot Springs Reservation; and 
An act (H.R. 1464) to amend chapter 76, laws of 1893. 


/ 
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URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CANNON. By direction of the Committee on Appropr 
tions, I make the report which I send to the Clerk’s desk. , 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bil! 
4321) making appropriations to supply. urgent deficiencies in the appr \. 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes, to re 
with the amendments of the Senate thereto, having considered the sam 
leave to report as follows: 
They recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate num! i 
1,2.3,7.8, 10, 34. 
hey recommend nonconcurrence in the amendments numbered 5, 6,9, | 
18, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 35, 36, 37, 38,39, 40) 4)" 
42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, and 62. ; 
hey recommend concurrence in the amendment numbered 4, with 
amendment as follows: 
After the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
‘*For printing 500,000 copies of part 2 of the Annual Report of the Secretary 
of Agriculture for the year 1895, as required by section 73 of the act ent 1 
‘An act providing for the public printing and binding and the distributiog 
of public documents,’ approved January 12, 1895, $300,000.” 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I should be glad to have this )il] 
considered in the House, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Canyoy] 
asks unanimous consent to consider the bill in the House. {3 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Speaker, has this bill been printed 
with these amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Utah asks if this bill is 
printed with the amendments. 

Mr.CANNON. Oh, certainly; the gentleman can get it by send- 
ing to the document room. It is House bill 4821, with Senate 
amendments, and is printed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
is recognized. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, on the 2ist day of January the 
House passed what is known as the urgent deficiency bill. It car- 
ried $4,421,000. 

The practice has grown up in late years to pass two deficiency 
bills, one early in the session, to cover items required by the pub- 
lic service, the other near the close of the session, which takes up 
all items of deficiency. This practice grew up out of the necessi- 
ties of the Government service. 

The Committee on Appropriations took somewhat of a new de- 
parture when they reported this bill. Wherever we recommended 
appropriations at all we exhausted the subject, and aimed to cover, 
and substantially did cover, every item that was before the com- 


mittee by estimate. We included all items which we considered 
to be necessary for the public service before the close of the fiscal 
year. Hence the bill was over $4,000,000, the largest urgent dlefi- 
ciency bill that ever passed this House. It went to the other end 
of the Capitol. The Senate considered the bill and amended it 


and passed it so as to make it carry $1,623,000 additional, making 
the bill over $6,044,000. 

There has been a controversy for many years between the House 
and Senate as to what is the duty of the House touching appro- 
priation bills. We have always claimed—and that claim has been 


substantially concurred in between the two bodies, that the House 
of Representatives should originate the general appropriation 
bills. The Senate have always claimed that they could originate 


them, and under their power as a coordinate branch of Congress 
they have practically added to the House bills whatever seemed to 


them to be proper. This matter was discussed in the Senate upon 
this bill. Much was said that perhaps I ought not to consume 
time in repeating, and in fact perhaps it would not be in order for 


me to state what this Senator and that Senator and the other Sen- 
ator said. Suffice it to say,that when it was all said, with one 
exception the Senators seemed to be quite vigorous in protesting 
that the Senate had just as much power touching appropriation 
bills as had the House. 

There seemed to be a consensus of opinion that when they added 
$1,623,000 to this urgent deficiency bill they were performing 4 
duty that the House had failed to perform. Possibly something 
was said of a little capital that somebody desired to make. Wel, 
now, I think it is due to the House that I should call attention 
to this and see what are the facts with respect to this claim. I 
will just analyze this bill for a moment. he amount as the Dill 

assed the House was $4,400,000; as it passed the Senate, $6,044,000. 
The items added in the Senate are as follows: 


Preparing report of World’s Columbian Exposition -..........-- .-.- $18, 006. 10 
Reimbursement of T. W. Palmer, president World's Columbian a“ 
EL Seen bbewsenbviedescoe sce PEE ES TET TER EE 1, 998. do 
TO ONOM PUpISer MIOb, PIOTIES « «oo. n hoes nc ccee cc ncce cescncce ccs cceee 
ne nce nin nin Eating idicentdinbenadéccstbnccceee 50, (0 uv 
OS A” 8, eee eer $, GOW. Uf 
Naval War College, Rhode Island ........................-...-------- 2,000. O 
a ds hint, ecublbenddabedconsvenasewsececce BU), OOF 
Claims for surveying public lands....................-..-...-+------- 


BE OS Er 450), ( vs 
Library of Congress, assistants..............-.--------------------++- oh 123.0 
ST SUED IC ES iil acc duck cebicdcsewsescccalecsccebecccateccce 26,4! 

ga ag Sie ge sre eas TY Rae pedi ee gpl Si alt a ee 642, 300. Mb 
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Now, then, these items never were before the House commit- | from the Senate conferees as to the information or the estimates 


tee by estimate or otherwise. Gentlemen understand that under 
the rules of the House the Committee on Appropriations gets ju- 
risdiction through estimates submitted through the Secretary of 
the Treasury, referred through the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CANNON. If it is in this line. 

Mr. SAYERS. We can not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I understand that one of the Senate 
amendments is an appropriation to the president of the World’s 
Fair Commission for preparing a report. 

Mr. CANNON. I will come to that presently — 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I would ask if that is correct? 

Mr.CANNON. Oh, yes; nottothe president, but tothe director- 

eneral—— 
Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Yes, the director-general. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). Who deposits his report, and 
about which the House committee had no hearing and no esti- 
mate. Thatis put on and werecommend nonconcurrence. Now, 
then, let me call your attention to the items added of which the 
House or Committee on Appropriations were advised after the 
bill was under consideration or had passed the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
one moment? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will you also state in reference to the item for 





| 





the payment of letter carriers that that was not before our com- 


mittee? ; 
Mr. CANNON. Certainly; I am going to come to that. 
give the other items: 


To reimburse railroads for transporting certain negroes from 


Mexico... .. ...--- ---- ---- -- 000 22-2 one ee ene nee concen none nee nee ceceee $5, 087. 09 
MNNEES GOMMIOED 1D ETORBUTY.. .....0 occ ccccce conc cecece scene ccesenenneee 7, 500. 00 
i cancun bbs no esledbenkubecatnine Sabede Kaeanuas 7, 000. 00 
Doreen sor Coveney ONG artillery .... .......ccccesccwcccceccccccnncccs 30, 000. 00 | 
Ne Nhe chown cndscnes cnsuddguwnussesdcosecceoas cose 75, 000. 00 
Nee ee noe cuca diag ceed osdg dbeeEpetendescussudunnce 15, 000. 00 
I oo oni con ccnbdieabknudedeneckecdenséanneia 309, 739.19 
ow in vincld wn dine name bah abe a ween weenie 10, 000. 00 


22, 866. 25 


Judgments, United States courts 
441,591.80 


Judgments, Court of Claims 





ae 924, 084. 33 


So it will be seen that, of these matters that never were sub- 
mitted to the House until after our bill was completed, the Sen- 
ate, on its own motion and on estimates sent to it, put on this bill 
some $600,000; so that there were left only $56,000 that the Senate 
have put on by way of amendment that the House have had any 
juriediction of. Of that $56,000 a part of it was $20,000 for light- 
ing the insane asylum. The House committee did not recommend 
that for the reason that at the time, nor yet, while we are satisfied 
it ought to be lighted, we were not satisfied that it was being 
properly administered. The history of it, in a word, is this: In 
1893 they asked $20,000 for this purpose. That was the full esti- 
mate; we gave it. In 1894 they came back and said, “ It cost a 
little more than we expected and we want $10,000 more.” We gave 
it. Now they come by their estimates and say, ‘“‘ We want $20,000 
more,” making $50,000 for a little electric-light plant for the insane 
asylum, On inquiry we did not think that the Government was 
getting its money’s worth and we were tired of being paltered with; 
and to ascertain if the proposed expenditure of this sum was to be 
made with due diligence to protect the Government, we did not 
feel that we ought to recommend it; but the Senate put it on. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me just a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understood the gentleman to enumerate 
certain items there and to allege that the House committee have 
never had jurisdiction of those items. Does he mean to say that 
they would not have been in order under the rules of the House in 
the Committee on Appropriations to be considered, or is it the 
fact that they were not submitted to the committee? 

Mr. CANNON. Just as I meant to say, under the rules of this 
House the Committee on Appropriations gets jurisdiction upon 
estimates transmitted from the Secretary, through the Speaker, 
and referred to the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then,I understand the gentleman to say 
that these items were never transmitted to the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Exactly; at least not transmitted in time for 
consideration by the House Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not understand the gentleman. 

_Mr. CANNON. Never before the committee prior to the con- 
sideration of this bill in the House and its passage. 

You may say, ‘‘ Well, what is the matter?” Not much of any- 
thing, except the lecture which this House has received in another 
body. Iam inclined to believe that most of these items are cor- 
rect, though we have no official information about them. We 
ve recommended nonconcurrence for the purpose of hearing 


I will | 
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they may have to justify these items. We wrote into the bill as 
it passed the House every item of deficiency for this year and 
former years in the Department of Justice submitted up to the 
time we prepared the bill. I understand that after we had passed 
the bill here the Department of Justice certified to the Senate over 
$300,000 more. We shall find out about that. If that be so, it is, 
of course, perfectly proper for that amount to go in. As toa 
printing amendment put on by the Senate, we recommend that 
the House concur in that amendment with an amendment by the 
House carrying $300,000 for the publication of the Agricultural 
Report of 1895. This is made necessary by the Richardson printing 
bill, which provides for the printing of these reports, and as there 
is no money appropriated for the purpose we recommend this ap- 
propriation. Heretofore the appropriation has been made by a 
joint resolution reported from the Committee on Printing author- 
izing the printing and prescribing the number. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. A self-appropriating resolution. 

Mr. CANNON. The printing law authorizes the printing of 
500,000 copies of the report and provides how they shall be dis- 
tributed. After this bill passed the House the Public Printer sent 
in his estimate of $300,000. That estimate went to the Senate, but 
for some reason that coordinate branch of the Government, which 
claims to have just as much authority as we have to originate ap- 
propriation bills, did not put in the item. We sent for the Public 
Printer and found that $800,000 appropriated now would give us 
the report for distribution in June, whereas if we did not appro- 
priate the money available until the next fiscal year we should 
have to wait for it until October. For this reason we recommend 
this appropriation by way of a House amendment. 


Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman has answered my question. I 
wanted to know when the reports were to be ready. 
Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, a word in conclusion. I 


want to keep strictly within the rules of this House, but when I 
read the debates in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, speaking for the 
committee over which I have the honor to preside and for the 
House, I must say that when we are criticised in another body for 
alleged nonperformance of our duty,I do not look upon such 
criticism with delight, especially when every word of it is based 
on false premises. Far be it from me, Mr. Speaker, to seek to 
take away from any parliamentary body in this or any other 
country the privilege of trying to justify the wisdom of its own 
action and its own existence, and possibly that had better be done 
even upon a false foundation than not done at all. I have many 
times noticed that some people having great ability make their 
best speeches when they are not embarrassed by the facts surround- 
ing the matter considered. Having said this much,I shall ask 
that the report of the committee be adopted, that the House con- 
cur as the committee recommend and nonconcur in the items I 
have mentioned, in order that we may hear from the Senate 
conferees the reasons of that body for putting on these amendments, 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like a minute or two 
when the gentleman gets through. 

Mr. PICKLER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I will take the floor again and 
yield for my friend’s question, but I wish to yield now to the gen- 
tleman from Texas pak. SAYERS] as much time as he desires. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I donot rise to criticise the action 
of the majority of the Committee on Appropriations. In fact, sir, 
this is a unanimous report. I concur fully in what has been said 
by the chairman of the committee in reference to the bill and 
amendments. But I wish to make this further remark, that while 
this bill is much larger than any urgent deficiency bill that has 
heretofore passed, it contains, and will contain when it becomes 
a law, more than a million dollars of appropriations which are 
not, in the technical sense of the term, deficiencies. In other 
words, there will be more than a million dollars carried upon this 
bill and also upon the general deficiency bill which can not be 
properly charged to any dereliction on the part of the last Con- 
gress. My judgment is, and I believe the distinguished gentleman 
at the head of the Committee on Appropriations will agree with 
me, that the deficiency appropriations for this session of Congress 
will be far less than the Saiaieney appropriations of any preced- 
ing Congress for many years past. 

Another word in regard to the amendment which is proposed to 
the Senate amendment covering the appropriation of $300,000 for 
the publication of the Agricultural Report for the fiscal year 1895. 
The necessity for this appropriation ion not arise from any de- 
fault of the last Congress, because at the last session of the last 
Congress the sum of $300,000 was appropriated for the publication 
of the report for 1894, and that was the only estimate we had. 
The Public Printer now submits that if, instead of delaying this 
appropriation until the passage of the sundry civil bill, we give 
the $300,000 for the publication of the report of 1895, he will have 
it ready for distribution, as stated by the gentleman from Illinois, 
in the month of June next, instead of having it delayed until Oc- 
tober or November, as has been usual. 
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I will say further, in addition to what the gentleman from Illi- 
nois has said, that whatever reflection has been made upon the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House or upon the House 
iteelf, inany quarter whatever, is unjust and has no foundation in 
fact. Ofthemore thanamillion and ahalf dollars added to this bill 
by the Senate, only a very small sum was beforethe Committee on 
Appropriations of the House for consideration. As to the asylum 
appropriation of $20,000, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Dina- 
LEY] who sits before me, who was a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations in the last Congress and in the Fifty-second Con- 
= as well, will remember that the superintendent of the asy- 

um came before us and said that $20,000 would be amply suffi- 

cient for the asylum, and it was given to him av. In the next 
Congress he returned and said that he would need $10,000 more, 
and that also was given to him freely; but when he came before 
the committee at the present session and asked, in addition to 
these sums, $20,000 more, the chairman of the committee very 
properly required that he should furnish some facts which would 
show the necessity for such an increase. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In either of these Senate amendments is there 
an appropriation for an object in the nature cf a claim which, 
under the rules of the House, ought to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims for consideration there? 

Mr. SAYERS. There may be one or two; but I hardly think 
more, 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not recollect oF. 

Mr. SAYERS. Nor do I. As stated by the gentleman from 
Illinois, these amendments, or a large number of them, will be 
accepted by the House conferees; and the only object in consum- 
ing the time of the House with this explanation was to answer 
some very improper and unjustifiable reflections made upon the 
House and one of its committees in the other branch of Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Iyield now to the gentleman from Washing- 
ton [Mr. DooLiTr.z}. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention to 
Senate amendment No. 26, on page 17, which provides for an ap- 
propriation of $10,000 to be used in defraying the expenses of the 
so-called Puyallup commission. This coaumiuian was appointed 
three — ago to obtain the consent, so far as possible, of the 
Puyallup allottees and the Puyallup Indians to the sale of the res- 
ervation lands proper of the Puyallups. There areabout 600 acres 
of school lands—reservation lands proper. The balance of that 
reservation has been allotted to the Indians, who are holding in 
severalty and who are citizens of the United States. 

I had a conversation with the Secretary of the Interior about 
the time this bill was being considered in the Senate, and he stated 
to me that $7,500 would be sufficient for this purpose. He further 
said that he was inclined to believe that the restrictions upon the 
sale of these lands should be entirely removed by as early a date 
as the Ist of next December. There will be found in the Indian 
appropriation bill, when it is taken up here for consideration, a 
provision that the act of the legislature of Washington in relation 
- the removal of these restrictions shall be in force after Decem- 

er next, 

There have been three commissioners at work out there for three 
ears, They have been paid nearly $14 a day each for such serv- 
ces as they have rendered to the Puyallup Indians. The amount 

paid for these services is to be taken out of the proceeds of the 
sale of the Indian lands—a provision which I believe to be most 
inequitable and wrong in principle. I do not think these commis- 
sioners should be continued in office at their present very high 
compensation. If an appropriation is to be made here, I desire 
that it shall be made in the Indian appropriation bill and shall run 
parallel with the other provision to which I have referred. 

Mr.SAYERS. The gentleman refers to the Senate amendment? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ido. 

Mr. CANNON. Allow me to ask how much c/ this land of the 
Puyallups is there remaining? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Avery largeproportion of it—in fact, nearly 
all—remains unsold. There was, for a time, a good deal of ob- 
on the part of the allottees to the sale of any of these 

ids under the efforts and through the ministrations of these 
commissioners. I understand that recently the commissioners 
have obtained the consent to some extent—I do not know to what 
extent—of the Puyallup allottees. There never was any serious 
objection so far as the school lands, or, as we term them, the 
reservation lands proper, were concerned. The Indians desired, 
of course, as any other citizens would, to receive the fair purchase 
value of their lands. They are an intelligent body of Indians. 
They never have caused the Government any trouble or any 


expense. 

fT wish to state that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox], 

when the Indian appropriation bill comes up, will offer an amend- 

ment providing for an appropriation of $7,500, in accordance with 

the suggestion of the Secretary of the Interior, for the —- . 
ne 
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December, but reducing their number to two and their sala) 
to $10 a day, which would certainly be a very ample compensati 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then your idea is to cut out this am 
ment of the Senate? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir; I want it struck out altogeth 
unless it conforms to the honorable Secretary’s recommendati 
for $7,500. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Washington says h 
sires this amendment to go out unless the Secretary's suggesti 
are met? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes; unless the sum appropriated can 
cut down to $7,500, which I presume can not be done; and th: 
ought also to be a provision that the limitations provided by t 
statute of the State of Washington shall be accepted. 5 

Mr. CANNON. Haveallotments been made toall these India 
substantially? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Oh, yes; long since. And when these ; 
strictions have been removed the period of time remaining under 
the provisions of the law now existing will be only about six 


years. 

. Mr. DINGLEY. Then, as I understand from the statement 
the gentleman from Washington, this amendment of the Senate 
is, in fact, new legislation extending an old law. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The object is to continue these commis- 
sioners. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the time has expired under the law as it 
now stands. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, Oh, no; this was to be a continuing com- 
mission, I suppose, under the provisions of the law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Without any limit whatever? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. No, sir; but there must be a limit to this 
sort of thing, because the heart of these allotted lands is being 
eaten out, and the Indians are being deprived of their just rights 
Ido not propose, if any effort I may make can prevent it, that 
this thing shall go on indefinitely and forever until the value of 
the lands is destroyed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. According to the gentleman’s statement, this 
provision does not belong to a deficiency bill, but should be in- 
serted, if anywhere, in the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr.CANNON. Iunderstand from the gentleman’sexplanation 
that substantially all these Indians have received their allotments. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CANNON. That is, their homes? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. The amendment of the Senate reads: 

To select and appraise such portions of the allotted lands within the Puy 


allup Indian Reservation, Wash., asare not required for homos for the ludian 
allottees. 


s Now, they have been about three years at this, as I understand 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir; and the Secretary says that the 
result of their labors has been altogether disproportionate to the 
amount of money expended heretofore. 

Mr. CANNON. And as I understand the gentleman, he is in 
clined to the opinion that this commission should not be extended 
further? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Not unlimitedly, of course. I am willing 
that they shall continue for a few months longer. But there cer 
tainly ought to be a limit to the work. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand the gentleman to say that tl. 
Committee on Indian Affairs has this matter under consideration’ 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, Yes, sir; and will make a report upon it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Let me suggest also to the gentleman 
from Illinois that we have determined that the whole matter shill 
be wound up not later than next December. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam very glad to have the benefit of the gen 
tleman’s suggestion to take with us into the conference. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit 
mea moment? I do not understand whether the Committee « 
Appropriations recommend concurrence in the Senate amen- 
ment No. 11 or not. 

Mr. CANNON. No; we recommend nonconcurrence. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I would like to ask if it has been called 
to the attention of the committee that the report made by the 
director-general of the World’s Columbian Exposition has no! 
been signed by anybody, has not been referred to any committ: 
of the commission to pass upon, and that itis not, in the true 
sense of the word, authoritative. I have been informed that su 
are the facts in regard to the report—that it has never becnu 
brought before the commission, and has not been signed by the 
one who prepared it. Does the Committee on Appropriations 
think that it would be proper to make the appropriation under 
such circumstances? 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman from Utah that 
this is a Senate amendment put in on information given to the 
Senate committee. The House has had no estimate for its infor- 
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mation in the matter. I will state, however, that we apprehend 
it may turn out that the director-general, at his own expense, 
has made this report, as the law made it his duty to do. I appre- 
hend that it will turn out not to have been submitted to the 
national commission for the reason that the national commis- 
sion has not for a very long time had a meeting and can not have 
a meeting unless an amount is appropriated covering some twenty 
or twenty-five thousand dollars to pay its expenses. 

But we recommend nonconcurrence, and will give the matter 
consideration in the conference committee. When we consider 
the amendment, if we are to consent to it, or if we disagree, as we 
may disagree, we will be in a position to inform the House fully 

all the facts. 

“= PICKLER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him as 

to the amendment No. 27? I understand that this is a motion to 
onconcur. 

" Mr. CANNON. Asto most of the Senate amendments it is. 

We recommend nonconcurrence in the amendment No. 27. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not desire to combat the views of the 
committee, but wish to call attention to the fact that these sur- 
yeys have been performed, and this is the amount of some small 
balances due to the surveyors. I will be very glad if the com- 
mittee would give the matter very careful consideration. 

Mr. SAYERS. We had no information respecting the claim 
when we made up the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill say tothe gentleman from South Dakota, 
and in passing answer the question of the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Dinaiey], asked a little while ago, that possibly here is one 
of the items that is in the nature of aclaim; possibly not an audited 
account; but lam unable tosay. It has that appearance. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Which is that? 

Mr. CANNON. That is the item to which the gentleman from 
South Dakota calls attention. Whether it is an audited account 
or not I can not say, or whether it isa mereclaim. But I am 
inclined to the opinion that it is a claim. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is for work performed, and the accounts 
have been approved by the Commissioner of the Land Office. 

Mr. CANNON. We will ascertain, of course, all the facts in 
the conference committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman from Illinois will yield to me 
for a moment, the gentleman is well aware that it has been the 
custom of the other body, in considering the appropriation bills, 
frequently to place in them, and send into conference, appropria- 
tions for objects that are distinctly in the nature of claims, and it 
seems tome when it is found that distinct claims are thus inserted 
which, under the rules of the House, would be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims—the Appropriations Committee having jurisdic- 
tion of the matter in the House—that there ought not to be, on the 
ae of the Committee on Appropriations, any concessions to the 

nate giving advantage to one claim over others or the great 
body of claims. 

Mr. CANNON. I heartily concur with the remarks and sug- 
gestions of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. SAYERS. But the gentleman from Illinois knows that 
this is the very character of amendment that is the most difficult to 
dispose of or defeat in conference. 

Mr. CANNON. Gentlemen al! understand how difficultit is for 
somebody who, as a servant of the House, tries to carry out its 
rules, or for a committee that does the best it can to conform to 
the rules in its service of the House—how exceedingly difficult it 
is to observe the rules and perform its duties and stand against 
the urgent personal request of individuals from time to time. 

Mr. PICKLER. I wish to call the attention of the conferees of 
the House to these small sums for surveyors and deputy survey- 
ors. Of course there can be no question about the justice of these 
claims when properly presented. These claims are not visionary, 
but they are for money that has been well earned by very labo- 
rious work in the surveying of these public lands. These are poor 
men, who are dependent upon this money for their living, and 
they ought to be paid as soon as the items can be properly gotten 
at. I merely desire to call attention to the justice of the claim. 
Now, I wish to ask the gentleman in regard to amendment No. 
47, whether that amendment covers any of these judgments for 
Indian depredation claims? 

Mr.CANNON. Itdoes not cover any Indian depredation claims 
or judgments. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the character of these judgments? 

Mr. CANNON. Judgments in the Federal courts under the 
ducker-Edmunds Act, and also certain judgments of the Court of 

aims. 

Mr. PICKLER. I am not interested in those judgments under 
the Tucker-Edmunds Act. 

Mr.CANNON. Allof which judgments were certified since the 
bill passed the House, if certified at all. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote upon concurrence in the 
amendments recommended by the committee and nonconcurrence 
in the other amendments. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Cannon] 
moves that the following amendments be concurred in: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

They recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Ser 
3. 2, 3, ue 8, 10, 34 

Mr. SAYERS. 

Mr. CANNON, 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. 
House. 


ate numbered 


I ask that the vote be taken in g 
The report of the committee 


ross. 
identifies the 


The Chair desires that they be 


read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on con 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The remainder of the report of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was then agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. I move a conference. 

The motion of Mr. CANNON was agreed to; and the Speaker ap- 
pointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. Cannon, Mr. 
NortTHway, and Mr. SAYERs. 

SALE OF ETC, 

Mr. DALZELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Ways 
and Means to submit the report which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the resolution 


of inquiry hereinafter set out, having considered the san 
tute therefor, and recommend the adoption of said substitute 
SUBSTITUTE. 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform the 
ouse— 

First. What was the aggregate amount of bonds issued and sold under the 
resumption act of 1875, and also what was the aggregate sum realized there- 
from, specifying the character of coin received, between the passage of said 
act and March |, 1893; and also the aggregate amount of bonds offered and 
sold under such act, and the aggregate sum realized therefrom, between 
March 1, 1893, and January 1, 18%, giving amount, rate, character of bond, 
and sum realized for each issue; and also what was the amount of goldin the 
Treasury reserve for redemption of United States legal-tender notes January 
11, 1879, and what was the amount of gold reserved for such purpose March jl, 
1893, and also the amount reserved on January 1, 1896 

Second. What was theaggregate amount of United States legal-tender notes 
redeemed by the Treasury between January |, 1879, when the resumption of 
specie payments took effect, and March 1, 1893, and what was the aggregate 
amount redeemed between March 1, 1893, and January 1, 1806, specifying sep- 
arately the amount of greenbacks, so-called, and the amount of Treasury 
notes thus redeemed, and not including the Treasury notes thus redeemed, 
and not including the Treasury notes redeemed and canceled as provided by 
the act of July 14, 1890, and aiso specifying the kind of coin, whether gold or 
silver, used in such redemption. 

Third. What was the amount of greenbacks, so called, less currency certifi- 
cates held by national banking associations, and what was the amount of Treas- 
ury notes in the Treasury March 1, ae also January 1, 1896; also, what was 
the amount of United States legal-tender notes and currency certificates held 
in this reserve by national banking associations at each of dates, or at 
the time nearest to such date for which the Treasury has official returns 

Fourth. What was the amount of United States legal-tender notes on de- 
sosit in the Treasury March 1, 1893,and also January |, 1896, as the 5 per cent 
fund for the redemption of the notes of national banking associations 

Fifth. What disposition was made of such of the United States legal-tender 
notes as were redeemed from January 1, 1879, to March 1, 1893, and did not 
remain as cash in the Treasury at the latter date; and also what disposition 
was made of such of the United States legal-tender notes as were redeemed 
between March 1, 1893, and January 1, 1896, and did not remain as cash in the 
Treasury at the latter date. 

Sixth. What was the surplus or the deficiency of revenne, as the casi 
have been, each fiscal year, or part of year, from July 1, 1879, to Marc! 
and from March 1, 1893, to July 1, 1895, and for the first half of the fiscal year 
ended January 1, 1896; what disposition was made of the surplus in « 
fiscal year; and also from what source or sources the requisite means were 
obtained to pay so much of the current expense of carrying on the G ri 
ment, pensions, and interest on the public x bt as was in excess of the reve- 
nue in any such fiscal year or part of fiscal year. 

Seventh. What was the amount paid on account of the reduct 
principal of the interest-bearing public debt, including premium or 
redeemed each fiscal year and part of fiscal year from July 1, 1879, to M 
1, 1893; how much of such amount was derived from surplus revenue, a 
how much from the fund for redemption of notes of national banking asso 
ciations in liquidation or reducing circulation, etc., which was covered into 
the Treasury by the act of July 14, 1890; and also how much the interest 
bearing debt was increased between March 1, 1893, and January 1, 14% 

Eighth. What was the amount of legal-tender notes held in the Treasury 
as the deposit of national banking associations in liquidation or reducing or 
retiring their circulation for the redemption of their outstanding circulat 
ing notes, January 1, 1879, March 1, 1885, March 1, 1889, and also July 14, 1800 
when this fund was covered into the Treasury; what was the amount of 
such notes of national banking associations redeemed from the fund bet 
January-1, 1879, and March 1, 1885, and between March 1, 1885, and Maz 
1, 1889, and also between March 1, 1889, and July 14, 1800; also what wa ! 
amount of legal-tender notes paid into the Treas: by national banking 
associations in liquidation or reducing or retiri I 


suUrring. 


BONDS, 









such 
















i ulation tween 
July 14, 1890, and March 1, 1893, and between March 1, 1893, and January 1, 
1896; and also what was the amount of notes of such banks redeemed by the 
Treasury during each of these periods? 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker,I move the adoption of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask if the 
resolution is admissible of amendment. I would like to offer an 
amendment, which is perfectly harmless, and I think perhaps the 
gentleman would accept it. Is the resolution open toamendment, 
Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is open to amendment. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, I have not a copy of the resolution, aud 










Pa REE Ge IN 


ON re Salen te e+ RN EA a atte i Sema seed en lease eRS: tale * Iacicsapents 





it 


we tee 


I~ 
ee 


teas 
ep een nee eet Sree ee 


Riectaly 


ct te BT hip a Sag i cai te cl guns neat. > ithe PE pis 
- Rese pee: 


2 Rend wage 


a dp nat iret 


midleg We | titi 


2 
R 


is ea’ 










Ble 










SARE FRE PNT TPL OT BIE nw a gs 


e 


1804 


can not, therefore, indicate exactly to what line I would like to 
offer the amendment. I would like to amend the resolution so as 
to have the Secretary of the Treasury inform the House how bonds 
were sold between 1873 and 1879; whether they were sold to indi- 
viduals or to syndicates, or to banks, and to give the names of the 
purchasers 2nd the manner in which the bonds were sold, as well 
as the amounts realized. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is not germane to the resolution at all, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I do not see why it is not germane. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is a matter not necessary to go to the 
Secretary of the Treasury for at all. I demand the previous 
question. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I donot think the gentleman can take 
me off the floor to demand the previous question. The Chair had 
recognized me to offer anamendment. Ibelieve I was recognized, 
Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was recognized by the Chair. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I would like a cop 
of the resolution, so as to let the House see whether my amend- 

ment is germane. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must reduce his amendment 
to writing. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. If the Chair will indulge me for a 
moment I will doso. [After a pause.] With the permission of 
the Chair, I will read the snoendananh, as the Clerk might have 
some difficulty in locating where it is to goin, and then I will 
hand it to the Cierk. The amendment proposes to add after line 9 
the following: 

Provided also, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform 
the House to whom and in what manner bonds were disposed of which were 


sold between 1878 and 1879, giving the names of the nanens and corpora- 
tions to whom or through whom said bonds were sold. 





Now, Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, the infor- 
mation that is asked for by him from 1873 to 1879 is no part of 
the information sought by this resolution. The resolution does 
not aN wns mpm obtaining any information as to the manner in 
which bonds were sold. It simply asks what amount has been 
sold, what amount has been realized from them, and what dispo- 
sition has been made of the funds. That is entirely a different 
subject. If we were to inquire at all as to the bonds sold before 
1879 we certainly ought to inquire for all, but there is no propo- 
sition to inquire as to the others. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I beg leave to differ from my distin- 

1ished friend, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 

eans, in regard to my amendment. As I gathered from the 
reading of this resolution, which has not been printed, which is 
not on our desks, and the scope of which it was impossible to get, 
except as we could catch from the reading in the midst of the con- 
fusion that has been prevailing this morning, this resolution seeks 
to obtain full information from the Secretary of the Treasury in 
regard to the sale of bonds, the amounts realized, and what has 
been done with the funds gathered from the sale of those bonds 
from 1878 up to the present time. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Iam going to be perfectly candid with the 
House. It hasbeencharged repeatedly, and from different sources, 
that this Administration pursued a new and unusual method, and 
a method perhaps in violation of law, in selling bonds of a recent 
issue to a syndicate. Now, I desire that this House shall be offi- 
cially informed as to the manner in which the bonds sold between 
1878 and 1879, which made the resumption of specie payment a 
possibility, were marketed, whether they were sold upon adver- 
tisement to individuals alone, and to the people of the country at 
large in the form of a popular loan, or whether the bonds were 
sold to a syndicate in a manner similar to that pursued in the sale 
of bonds which this Administration found it necessary to adopt on 
a recent occasion when the credit of this country was trembling 
in the balance. 

Now, I can not see why my friends upon the other side upon the 
Ways and Means Committee can have the least objection to have 
the request for this information included in this resolution, as it 
is ey 4 on the same matter as that contained in the resolu- 
tion. It is begging the question to say that it isnot germane, when 
that lengthy resolution covers the whole ground of bond issues. 
This simply asks for another branch of the same information, very 
valuable to the House and to the country, and I hope that my 
amendment will have the support of not only our friends on this 
side, but all of those on the other side of this House who wish to 
see the light turned on all the financial transactions of the Govern- 
ment from 1873 to this hour. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I would he very glad now to 
support the amendment —— by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee if the House or if Congress would authorize the reprint of 
the document, the general publication of which was once sup- 
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pressed by a Democratic chairman of the Committee on A, 
priations of the House of Representatives, giving the entir, 
tory of the sale of bonds to support the resumption of 
—— from the ist day of January, 1879. 
presume the — does not want the information, or else 

he is not well advised as to the history of that historic eyony 
That was an event in the history of American financiering jo, 
the Democratic party —— that the resumption of specie 
payments was impossible, and we were told that it would rei jira 
the presence of the Regular Army around the subtreasury in New 
York to protect the little amount of money that would be on j),nq 
on the day fixed for resumption. But while we listened wit), jn. 
tense anxiety for the reports that should come on that me: 
ble day, the result was that there was more gold and silver jy, +} 
Treasury at sundown on that day than there was at sunrise on 
that day. I know nothing about any sale of bonds between {:73 
and 1879 except to protect the gold reserve, as we might say, in 
favor of the resumption of 7: le payments. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is it nota fact that at the time 
when, as the gentleman says, there was more gold in the Tres 
at sundown than there was at sunrise, the Government was iy 
receipt of ample revenues to meet all demands upon it? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Certainly. There wasa protective tariff in 
operation, and money was pouring into the Treasury. But as to 
that bond sale about which the gentleman from Tennessee ing uiires, 
that sale was an open book, and if the gentleman will only pro 
cure the publication of that docament—it was a Senate docu: 
quite a large one; I have it, and it is one of the most interesting 
in the financial history of the United States during our time—if 
the gentleman will procure the republication of that docu 
he will discover that the bonds were sold under a written contract 
with the same syndicate that bought the bonds of the United 
States a year ago at 104, and that that written contract had two 


DIO 
llg- 


ra- 


or three provisions in it which do not appear in the contract in 
1895. 
One provision was that the Secretary of the Treasury might put 


an end to the contract atany time when he thought he could d 

ter, and in fact he did put an end toit before the time expired. An- 
other provision was that for sixty days after the publication of that 
contract all the people of the United States should have an opyor- 
tunity to bid for those bonds at the same price at which th: 

dicate was to get them. Not only that, but they were to havo 
time to pay for them in four several installments. Not only that, 
but the expense of advertising in all the leading papers, the adver- 
tisements to be drawn by the Secretary of the Treasury, was to be 


borne by the syndicate, and the gentleman will learn that those 
advertisements were drawn by the Secretary of the Treasury and 
were published throughout the United States at great expense to 
the syndicate, and that the syndicate was allowed to have only 
such bonds as the popular subscription did not take. And he will 
learn another fact of importance, and one that I am sure he does 


not want to know just now, viz, that the total profit to the syndi- 
cate was not $10,000,000, as it was in 1895, but was one-fourth of 1 
per cent and no more, being so limited by the terms of the contract 
itself. That was the financiering of 1879, and that was the proud 
est act of the Republican party in all the history of resumption 
and I do not think the gentleman from Tennessee really wauts at 
this time to put that act on exhibition, in comparison, side by side, 
with the blundering, terrible downfall of the present Administra- 
tion in its efforts to protect the finances of the United States. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. hat was the premium paid under that con- 
tract of which the gentleman speaks? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The bonds were sold at par. 

Mr. McMILLIN. At par? Then less was obtained for them 
than was obtained for the bonds sold in the manner of which you 
are complaining. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Less was obtained. We lived then ata 
time when gold had been at a premium of almost 50 per cent and 
we were struggling on against the opposition of the Democratic 
party, the same party that to-day is attacking its own Adiinis- 
tration in the interest of the prostration of the credit of the (ov- 
ernment. We were then trying to get a gold equivalent for the 
greenback currency of the country, and we were being contended 
with and fought at every step by the solid vote of the Democratic 
eeey on this floor, and therefore it was that the achievemen! was 
all the greater and all the more glorious, because we had to 0ver- 
come not only the actual financial condition, but the oppos!tion 
of a party just emerging from defeat in other matters and seeking 
vengeance here, 

r. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, so far as the amendment 0! the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] is concern, 
would see no objection at all to it if it were inthe form ' 4 
separate resolution of inquiry addressed to the Secretary «! the 
Treasury. My objection to it is that it is not germane ti (0 
subject-matter of the pending resolution, but relaies to an enti!'y 
different subject. If the gentleman will introduce an indepen 
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ent resolution asking for the information he desires, so far as I 
am concerned, I shall — him to — it. i 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my colleague on the committee state 
why, if we are to have this information at all, pertaining to the 
same general subject, it should not be embodied in this same 
resolution? a s 

Mr. DALZELL. The point is that it does not relate to the same 
subject. It is entirely outside of the subject of this resolution as 
considered in the Committee, and as I was instructed to report it. 
For that reason I am opposed to the resolution of the gentleman 
from Tennessee as an amendment, and | hope that it will be voted 
down. Irenew the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I have had some confer- 
ence with other members of the committee besides the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. My amendment is pending, and I am utterly 
at a loss to see why the gentleman should so strongly object to an 
amendment like this, which reaches all the sales of bonds of the 
Government from 1873 up to this time, being made a part of the 
ending resolution. Itiscertainly,inmy judgment, germane. It 
is very pleasant, of course 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
WASHINGTON | inform the Chair whether his amendment, his orig- 
inal amendment, was presented to the House? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Yes, sir; I presented it to the House and 
read it myself. I now ask the Clerk to read it so that the House 
may understand it. 

The SPEAKER. Is this a second amendment? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. No, sir; it is the same; I have simply 
written it out so that it may be more intelligible and have also, 
at the suggestion of my friend from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], made 
a change of one or two words, which I ask may be incorporated; 
or, if there is any objection to that, I will ask that the amendment 
stand as I offered it. 

The SPEAKER. The trouble is that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DALZELL] has asked for the previous question. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. But my amendment, Mr. Speaker, was 
pending before he asked for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. It must have been the previous amendment. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Well, then, letit be the previous amend- 
ment just as I offered it, though the one I have offered does not 
differ materially. 

The SPEAKER. 
previous question. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Does that cut off my amendment? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I should be glad to have the amend- 
ment read. I have been endeavoring to ascertain what it is, but 
have been unable to find out. 

The SPEAKER. That matter can come up after the House has 
decided whether it desires the previous question to be ordered. 
The question now before the House is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question being taken, the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the amendment 

resented by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON]. 

he Clerk will read the original amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 12, page 1, after ‘‘ 1896,” the ee F 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to notify the House how 
and in what manner the bonds were disposed of which were sold between 
1878 and the present time, and all necessary facts as to the purchasers, 
whether persons or corporations, through which the bonds were placed.” 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Now, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The previous question having been ordered, 
the matter is not open to debate. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. If the House will indulge me a mo- 
ment-—— 

The SPEAKER. The matter is not open to debate, the previous 
question having been ordered. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. With your permission, Mr. Speaker, I 
will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether he insists upon 
a vote on this amendment, or will he accept it as a modification 
of his resolution? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not accept it. 
will be voted down. 

The Ss being taken on agreeing to the amendment, it was 
rejected; there being—ayes 30, noes 94. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon agreeing to the 
original resolution. 

_ Mr. PATTERSON. I hope the resolution will be read for the 
information of the House. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done by unanimous consent. Is 
there objection to the reading of the resolution? 

Mr. DALZELL. The reading will consume a great deal of 
time—probably ten minutes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I was not on the floor when the resolution 
was read before. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the reading of the reso- 
Jation? 





The question, of course, is on ordering the 





I hope the amendment 
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Mr. WADSWORTH. I object. ; 

The question being taken, the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. NEWLANDS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WADSWORTH] claim the floor? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I movethat the House itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to resume the 
consideration of the Agricultural appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly reso’ved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Hutt in the chair, and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5161) making appro- 
priations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate on this bill was exhausted 
on Saturday last. The Committee of the Whole will now pro- 
ceed to consider the bill under the five-minute rule. The Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


} 
resolve 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Office of the Secretary: For compensation of Secretary of A 
$8,000; Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, $4,500; Chief Clerk, who shall be 
superintendent of the Department buildings, $2,500; private secretary to the 
Secretary of Agriculture, $2,000; stenographer to the Secretary of Agricul 
ture, $1,400; private secretary to the Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, 
$1,600; one librarian, $1,800; one assistant librarian, $1,400; one appointment 
clerk, $2,200; one chief of Supply Division, $2,000; one telegraph and tele- 
— operator, $1,200; one clerk class 4, $1,800; three clerks class 3, $4,800; 


rriculture, 


oF 


‘our clerks class 2, $5,600; ten clerks class 1, $12,000; ten clerks at $1,000 each 
$10,000; six clerks at $840 each, $5,040; one engineer, who shall be captain o 
the watch, $1,600; one fireman, who shall be steam fitter, $4); one assistant 


fireman, $720; one assistant fireman, $600; four night watchm: 
$2,380; messengers, laborers, mechanics, day watchmen, and 
$20,000; im all, $94,540. 

Division of Accounts and Disbursements: Chief of division and disbursing 
clerk, $2,500; one assistant chief of division, $2,000; one cashier, $1,800; two 
ae class 3, $3,200; four clerks class 2, $5,600; one clerk class 1, $1,200; in all, 

6,300. 


Mr. BLUE. I wish to ask the chairmanof the committee [Mr. 
WADSWORTH] some questions in regard to the reductions made 
by this bill. The report shows, I believe, that there has bee 
thing like $145,000 of reduction. First, I will ask, has there been 
any reduction of salaries? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. In the first clause, the law clerk was 
struck out, for whom the amount estimated was $2,200. We also 
struck out one clerk of class 4, $1,800. This was done at the sug- 
gestion of the Department. Iunderstand the gentleman is inquir- 
ing now in regard to the first clause of the bill. 

Mr. BLUE. Are those the only reductions? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes, sir; the only reductions in that 
clause. , 

Mr. BLUE. Have there been any increases in the salaries of 
officers in that clause? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No, sir. 

A MEMBER. Or in the number of officers? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No, sir. 

Mr. BLUE. At this point I should like to be informed by the 
chairman of the committee where the reductions occur 

Mr. WADSWORTH. You mean throughout the bil 


1 at $720 each, 
charwomen, 


hn some- 


} 


Mr. BLUE. Yes, sir; if the gentleman has tho information 
conveniently at hand. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Wecan not hear the gentleman's question. 

Mr. BLUE. I haveasked the chairman of the committee where 
the reductions occur in this bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do you mean in this item? 

Mr. BLUE. Not only in this item, but through the entire bill, 
if the gentleman has a statement showing in detail where the re- 
ductions have been made. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would suggest to the ch 1 that 
there has been an increase in the Animal Bureau; a lerk 
dropped and an assistant chief of division added at an vased 
salary; a man who does not know hollow horn fi bott 
| Laughter. } 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Inthe Weather Bureau there has been 
a reduction of some $13,000 in salaries. That is the me: por- 
tant change in the matter of salaries inthe bill. Thereareanum- 
ber of minor changes, but these I can explain as we reach them in 
the different paragraphs of the bill. It will be more conv: it to 


adopt that course than to make a general statement now. 
Mr.BLUE. I would liketo have a detailed statement of there 
ductions, if the chairman will be kind enough to furnish it, because 
this is a billon which there should be no reductions e it for 
evident reason. It carries a small amount and ix for the benefit 
of a very large proportion of the population of the United States. 
The reductions, as far as I have been able to ascertain, would be 
wholly unnecessary; and I would be very glad to have the chair- 
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not object. If, on further presentation to the Senate, they 
agree to insert that amount I will concur. . 

Mr. LONG. That is, if the Senate increases it to ten thou 
you will not object? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why not put it in now? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. For the reason that I wish them | 
sent their further facts to the Senate, on which they may i 
the Senate to base the proposed action. : 


bill as it is now reported as soon as possible. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I should have to go all through the bill 
and take up each item for that purpose. 

Mr. BLUE. I would be glad if the gentleman would state the 
principal items, then. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. In the first section of the bill there is one 
law clerk stricken out—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the general debate 


t 
: 
i 
4 
man have the statement prepared of the exact condition of the 
{ 


jit has been closed, and the pending section, which has just been Mr. LONG. And you are willing for the increase? 
i j rea, is all that is before the committee. There is no amendment Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; under the circumstances | 
pending. stated. When these facts were stated to me this morning | 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. MayI ask, for information, if it is not the 
rule toread the entire paragraph through and then submit amend- 
ments to it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was just saying that if there is 
no objection, the chairman of the committee can make a statement 
covering the reductions in the bill, although the general debate 
has been closed, Otherwise it would have to be proceeded with 
by paragraphs. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I would prefer to explain the paragraphs 
as we reach them, 

; Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
ie tion? 


Secretary and Assistant Secretary, I was alone, and thoug! 
factory to me, I alone had no right to authorize the inserti 
the bill of such a proposition. 

Mr. KEM. I should like to ask the gentleman to explai: 
there is any necessity for this increase? Why does the gent! 
suspect that the Senate is going to ask to have it increas 
$10,000? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Assistant Secretary Dabney want 

resent certain facts to the Senate and to ask for the in 
hese facts he stated to me, and asI listened to him I wa 
fied that the increase ought to be made; but there was no 


ba member of the committee present, and I did not feel authori: 
— Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly. accept the amendment on my own responsibility. 
Mr. PICKLER. I wish to ask whether the reductions in the Mr. LONG. Do you object now to an amendment incr 
Lee Weather Service of which he speaks are recommended by the Sec- | it to $10,000? 


retary of the Interior? 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Personally, I have no objection, but 
Mr. WADSWORTH. They are recommended by the chief of 


the only member of the committee, so far as I know, who ha 
y ’ 


as the Bureau, and also by the Secretary of Agriculture. sidered the matter, and I do not feel authorized to a 

a eis Mr. PICKLER. Are all of the reductions made in the bill rec- | amendment on behalf of the committee. 

ah ommended by the Secretary of Agriculture? Mr. CANNON. Considering the extraordinary increases | 
3 Mr. WADSWORTH. With the exception of a few small ones. | have been made in this Bureau—this Department that used 
Bot 


In the main they were ail recommended by him, but a few were 
made by the committee on our own responsibility. I ask for the 
j reading of the bill. 


a bureau—from time to time, in the last three or four years 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do you mean the Department of / 
culture? 

Mr.CANNON. Yes;andtheextraordinary statement fro1 
to year of how much is being saved—that is, not expende: 
the Secretary of Agriculture, how much better he is than Con 
and how economical he is, does my friend from New York 
WADSWORTH] view withapproval a proposition to further inc 
this appropriation, even above the amount which the com 
have recommended to the House? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have said that individually I wa 
vinced that it ought to be done. But I was not willing to s 
I would favor it on the floor of the House, because none « 
other members of the committee had been consulted. 

Mr. CANNON. If thisincrease of $5,000 is made, has my { 
any assurance that it will not be just $5,000 more ‘saved 
this economical Secretary may proclaim to the country as a 
ing between this and the ides of November? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No amendment has been offered, a 
this talk is out of order. The gentleman from Illinois | M: 
a only purposed to give the Democratic party a little 
the face about the administration of that Department. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; I was reenforcing the vigorou 
guage of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] tou 
the Secretary. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And you were doing right. 

Mr. CANNON. I could not give gentlemen on that : : 
monopoly of all that business. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. This matter was fully di 
with the Secretary of Agriculture, and it was with his 
and approval that this reduction was made. 

Mr. LONG. Does the gentleman state that it was mad: 
suggestion of the Secretary of Agriculture? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. The explanation was that 
work that had formerly been done in this division was now 
done in other divisions, and that this amount was all th: 
needed. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is not the Secretary of Agriculture wil 
wipe out the whole Department? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. We are not trying the 
tary of Agriculture. 

Mr. PICKLER. [I think he ought to be tried. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. He is running that Depar' 
on business principles, and when he says that he thinks a p 
lar item can be reduced, and that the work is being doi 
where, I fail to understand why we should increase that iten 

Mr. PICKLER. Simply because on his recommendatio! 
whole Agricultural Department will go out of existence | 
soon, 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I think the matter was v 
derstood. The members of the subcommittee understood 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is there anything before the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. If no amendment is offered, the Clerk 4: 
read, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Bureau of Publications: Chief of Bureau, $2,500; assistant chief of Bureau, 
Fem; sn editorial clerk, $1,600; one proof reader and indexer, $1,400; one 
erk, $1,000. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, there is an amendment I 
wish to offer here to change the word ‘‘ Bureau,” in line 9, where 
it occurs the second time, to ** Division,” and also where it occurs 
inline 10. It is simply a typographical mistake in framing the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

& Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I offer the amendment I send 
oe % to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Add in line 14, page 3, after the word “dollars,” the words “in all, $8,300." 

Mr. WADSWORTH. lIaccept that amendment. It was sim- 
ply an error in not footing up the total of the paragraph. 


“he amendment was adopted, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


phe tai 


Pie eres 


eh A etal trie, Re 
Seid eae Mee 


Document section: One chief of section, $2,000; one foreman, $1,800; one 
chief folder, $1,200; one clerk class 1, $1,200; five copyists at $840 each, $4,200; 
seven folders at $600 each, $4,200; in all, $22,700. 

Mr.WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I moveas an amendment, 
in line 21, to strike out ‘‘ 22,700,” and insert ‘‘ 22,900.” It was an 
error in footing up the total. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Division of Chemistry: One chemist, who shall be chief of division, $2,500; 
one assistant chemist, $1,800; one assistant chemist, $1,600; one clerk class 1, 
$1,200; employment of additional assistants in Division of Chemistry when 
necessary, $5,000; in all, $12,100, 

; Mr. LONG. I would like toinquire of the gentleman in charge 
; of this bill if there is a reduction in the Division of Chemistry? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Under the title ‘‘employment of addi- 
tionalassistants in the Division of Chemistry when necessary ” there 
is a reduction of $5,000. That was done for the reason that a great 
deal of the work done heretofore by the Chemistry Division is done 
now through the different scientific divisions. They all need 
laboratories, microscopes, and so on, and the reduction was made 
because we thought the work could be done just as satisfactorily 
through the other divisions with the materials they have at hand. 
Mr. LONG. There is a reduction, then, of $5,000? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. But this morning, after a conver- 
sation with the Secretary of Agriculture aad with Mr. Dabney, the 
Assistant Secretary, I have agreed that I would consent to an 
increase of this item to $10,000, if the Senate would agree to it. 
Mr. LONG. Why do you not make that motion now? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Ido not wish to make it now because we 
have not the information. What I suggested was that if the De- 
i partment can furnish satisfactory assurances to the Senate that 
¥ would induce them to make this amount ten thousand, I would 
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The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


Division of Agrostology: One agrostologist, who shall be chief of division, 
s 500: one assistant chief, $1,800; one assistant, $1,500; one assistant, $1,400; 
one histologist, $900; in all, $8,100. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to strike out the Division of Agros- 
tology. I consider that a very important division, much more so 
than garden seeds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosve- 
nor] moves to strike out the paragraph just read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, during the years that have 


passed over our heads, which involved the discussion of the Mor- | 
rison tariff bill, the Mills bill, the bill of 1890, the law of 1894, and | «. 


the attempted legislation of the present Congress to relieve the 
Treasury from bankruptcy, a great deal has been said about the 
effect of our legislation upon the agricultural interests of the coun- 
try, and we were told, in language more eloquent than I can hope 
to use, that the great aim and purpose of the Democratic party on 
this floor and in the country was to enlarge the scope of our 
markets in foreign lands for the productions of our agricultural 
interests. 'We were told that we were, by the law of 1890, build- 
ing around the agriculturists of this country a Chinese wall. I 


remember listening with intense interest to a splendid argument | | 


by a distinguished member of this House. now a distinguished 
member of the United States Senate, in which he argued from 
premises as follows: 

If you buy abroad, you may sell abroad; but if you do not buy the commodi- 
ties manufactured in foreign lands, you can not have a market for the agri 
cultural products of your own land. 

That isan argument as old as the discussion of this question, 
which is a hundred years and upward in this country; and yet it 
has always had to me avery interesting sound, and if we were 
driven to the discussion of theories, it seems to me this side of the 
Chamber, having the views that I do, Would have difficuity in 
maintaining our position. 

The time has come at last in this country when we have some- 
thing besides theories to goon. Weare no longer driven to the 
consideration of theoretical propositions, of discussions that ema- 
nate from distinguished doctrinaires of the colleges. They have 
become utterly valueless to the ear of the American voter, because 
the American voter has a lesson now based upon actual facts, 
based upon actual knowledge, based upon actual conditions, that 
answers conclusively all the theories and relegates into the obscur- 
ity which they deserve to occupy upon this question the men in the 
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colleges, scientific men, who undertake to preach the doctrine of | 


“the fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man,” as applied 
to the question of the sale of the agricultural products of one’s 
country. 


I hold in my hand, Mr. Chairman, a brief statement showing | 


the effect upon the agricultural interests of this country in detail 
of the law of 1890, and the changes involved in the repeal of the 
law, the striking down of the section providing for reciprocity 
contained in the law known as the statute of 1890, the McKinley 


law, and I will add this statement to the remarks which I have 
here made: 


HOSTILE TO THE FARMERS—ASTONISHING RESULTS OF THE WILSON TARIFF 
LAW—A DEFINITE COMPARISON OF ITS WORKINGS WITH THOSE OF THE 
M’KINLEY LAW IN A GIVEN PERIOD NOW POSSIBLE FOR THE FIRST TIME—A 
FALLING OFF OF $83,000,000 IN THE VALUE OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS EX 
PORTED, WHILE THE IMPORTS HAVE INCREASED LARGELY. 


[By telegraph to the New York Tribune.] 


WASHINGTON, February 1) 
The great mass of citizens of the United States who are dependent on agri- 
culture for a livelihood will perhaps be astonished to find to how great an 
extent the new tariff law is discriminating against them, both in the matter 
of the importation of their own products and the importation of foreign prod 
ucts which compete with their own labor. They have had intimations of 
this in the fragmentary statements which it has been possible to present from 
time to time of the workings of the new law, but it is now possible for the 
first time to compare definitely from official publications the workings of the 
new law in a given period with those of the McKiniey law. And the state 
ment thus obtain 
ture the new law has placed the great 
Copendens on agriculture at a great disadvantage. 
he Treasury Department arranges its statements of the operations of the 
customs law in two different forms. At the close of the fiscal year, June 20, 
it presents a statement showing the amount and value of importsand exports 
during the twelve months ending at that date. At the close of the calendar 
year it presents a statement showing the imports and exports during the 
twelve months ending December 31. The operations of the McKinley law 
ended August 28, 1894; therefore, the last full year of its workings shown by 
any official statement in detail would be the year endin 
is usually termed the “fiscal year 1804." The Wilson law went into effect 
August 28, 1804; therefore, the first full year’s statement in detail which can 


shows that in practically every department of agricul- | 
opulation of this country who are 


June 8), 1894, which | 


ad of its operations is the calendar year 1895. Naturally, neither the old | 


nor the new law worked normally during the few weeks preceding or follow- 
ing the date at which the chan 


i ar beginning a few weeks after that date is essentially a fair one to both 
awe. des, it is the only method of comparing official statements of the 
ot we of the two laws during periods of equal length nearest to the date 
a which the old law ceased to be operative and the new one went into effect. 
comparison, therefore, of the imports and exports during the fiscal year 
= June 30, 1894, with those of the calendar year beginning January 1, 
, places side by side the two yearly official statements obtainable which 


was made—August 28, 1894—and a compari- | 
son of the fiscal year ending a few weeks prior to that date withthe calendar | 


. 
| 
| 








LSO7 


most nearly touch on either side the date at which the change was made from 


the old to the new law 


MISLEADING DEMOCRATIC PROMISES 


A good many of the 30,000,000 of people who are dependent on ¢ 
recall the fervor with which tl] 


as hostile tothe farmer 





in this country, and who 
men denounced the McKinley law 
the Wilson law as one which wo 
prised to learn that under the V 
competition with their own labor 

under the McKinley law, wh he expor 
since the repeal of the McKinley law : 
Kinley law and favored the Wilson law insisted that t} f in 
2 way that would protect the farmer and yet increase ! ales a id. That 




































their promises were misleading, inaccurate, and untrue is ap} I ? a 
mparison of the actual workings of the new law with th » McK y 
law 
In all the great articles of farm production, such as wheat, barley, w 
hides, tobacco, meats, flax, breadstuffs, hops, hay, hemp, cotton, ar 
the importations have largely increased under the new law, while it 
| Class of arti the exportations under the new law have decreased 
statements, it should be remembered, are based on official figures fi 
by the 7 isury Department, covering the years most nearly t 
date at which the change was made from the McKinley law the W 4 
Inthe fiscal year ended June 30, 1804, the last fiscal yearunderthe McK y 
law, the exports of products of domestic agriculture ar unted to S828.714.7 
in the year 1895, the first calendar yes Wilson law, tl x 
products of d estic agriculture am« 1 to only $45,714.39 h ‘ 
fal ft of 00,000 In the amount exported That the new law tua 
discriminates against the farmer is shown by the fact that but I 
the total exports of 18% under the new law were agricultura prod . 
over 72 per cent of the exports in the last year of the McKinley law ) 
agricultural products 
THE OFFICIAL FIGURES 
The following tables show, from official reports of the Treasury Depart 
ment, the imports and expor P 1 al ‘ 
the McKinley law compar é WV 
law it may be worth whil uly ma 
these two periods—the fiscal lend y 
beginning January 1, 1895 hich tl ul 
W ade from the old to the red 
of 7 year 184 i 
tw y iw 
had b 
‘ 
‘ t t! 
McKinley la W iw 
fiscal i 
year 1s04 year 1895 
Hi $17, 270, ¢ $6.4 89 
T 11, 8 | ls ) 
Wines | Loe 
Woo 6, 1 { | » 150 
Lea I - 0 | 745, O92 
( unmanufactured ‘ | O10, 205 5,171,009 
Ri H}4, 226 2, 955 ) 
Animals 411,006 8, 365, 123 
Seeds , m, 695 | 1 650.4500 
Breadstuffs (all) 1 1217 | o’ ga ‘ 
Provisions il l i. S44 “ww 
Flax (unmanufactured 1 336,845 | > ; 
Chees ] } | ] | 
Hay wer | = 
DIE sec irahoinccont 177 | | ) 
Feathe t | 3, Os 
Hops { 
Bari x 
Hem} uo ] } 
Eggs cits: stipacteans Cinraitiedd LOO, Soe 219, 459 
Exports of farm pr t 
a a $210, 869, 29 $ ~, O45 
Br iffs (a 1h J 1 466 
Pr iS (a 14 ] ; 
K) “i Ko 
W hea { 4 i 
Lard } »s 
B I s 4 
An al { 
Cattle hh, 45, OF ! I 
Corn Hw. ?11 { " a) 
Be jt we i } 
Oil cake and al 
Seeds (al ‘.? Ke) 
Cheese 7.1 p 
Distilléd spirits 5 ) 
Pork ‘ { u > 
Clover seed 4 ! ‘ 
4 > 
a 4 + { 
; ; A ; 
f } 
ti { 1.4 ( 
edihemaen >” OHM 1 88 > 
(ho; , M4 Ait , 
Vegetables 1, 740, 4 1,5 
Se go0 WB 608. GA 
SET IIE sein actinicinesctdp bn citinsinintes id dive arpa eriaceigiagipialatnadannafaiaie 210, 74 17 
Se iiicehinscicitlsniniasidenaicantlinn aio dupatctenbacdiinieiinaiiacsaata 126, 533 4 
This statement shows conclusively that low tariff, tariff reduec- 
tion, tariff for revenue without revenue, such as we have now, 
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has barred the access of American agriculturists to the markets of 
other countries of the world; that instead of the contention of the 
doctrinaires being worked out by actual observations and by actual 
conditions, we find ourselves being gradually driven out of the 
market and narrowed down in the sale of our agricultural pro- 
ductions to the markets of our own country, and those markets 
circumscribed and cut down to the aggregate demands for agri- 
cultural products under the depreciation in value of the manu- 
factured products of the country which are driven out of foreign 
markets, and hence the reduction and decrease in the expenditures 
of the American laboring man andconsumer. This is all I desire 
to say. The demonstrations which I will embody in my remarks 
are official, coming from Democratic sources alone, on they will 
more than prove the truth of my proposition. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then do I understand that low tariff 
benefits the home market? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I say that it destroys the home market. I 
think you will find it plain when you read it. 

The Clerk read down to and including line 24, page 6. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I reserve all points of order on the follow- 
ing paragraph—Salaries, Bureau of Animal Industry. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries, Bureau of Animal Industry: One Chief of Bureau, $4,000; one as- 
sistant chief of Bureau, $2,500; one chief of inspection division, $2,500; one 
assistant chief of papeeien division, $1,800; one chief of dairy division, $2,500; 
one assistant chief of dairy division, $1,800; one chief of pathological division, 
pan one assistant in pathological division, $1,400: one assistant in patholog- 
ical division, $840; one chief of bio-chemic division, §2,500; two assistants in 
bio-chemic division, at $1,400 each, $2,800; one assistant in bio-chemic labora- 
tory, $720; one chief of miscellaneous division, $2,250; one zoologist, $2,250; 
two veterinary inspectors, at $1,800 each, $3,600; two veterinary inspectors, 
at $1,400 each, ¥o. 8008 one assistant at veterinary experiment station, $1,000; 
one clerk, class 4, $1,800; one clerk, class 3, $1,600; one clerk, class 2, $1,400; five 
clerks, class 1, $6,000; seven clerks, at $1,000 each, $7,000; one clerk, at $840; two 
firemen, at $720 each, $1,440; four messengers, at $720 each, $2,880; two skilled 
laborers, at $660 each, ne for employment of artists, laborers, and char- 
women, $5,000; in all, $67,040. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I offer an amendment to that paragraph; 
but, first, Mr. Chairman, before my amendment is read, I desire 
to submit a point of order to the Chair. The act of Congress 
authorizing the establishment of this division distinctly states 
that the salary of the Chief of said Bureau shall be $3,000 per an- 
num, and the Commissioner shall appoint a clerk for said Bureau 
with a salary of $1,500 per annum. The act of March 2, 1891, 
increased the salary of that clerk to $2,000. In this bill that clerk 
is dropped, and you have one assistant chief of Bureau, at an in- 
creased salary over that of the clerk of $500. Therefore this bill 
changes existing law, drops the chief clerk at $2,000, and puts in 
one assistant chief of the division at $2,500. Thereis no law, Mr. 
Chairman, for an assistant chief of the division; no law authoriz- 
ing his appointment; no law authorizing his salary; and I must 
say, with all due deference to the chairman of the committee and 
the committee, there is no work for the assistant to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair would like to hear the chairman 
of the committee on the point of order. 

Mr, LIVINGSTON. refer the gentleman to the act of Con- 
gress establishing the Bureau. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I find that these salaries have heretofore 
all been paid out of a lump sum by the Secretary. He had abso- 
lute power to fix these salaries as he pleased. The gentleman is 
mnistaken. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The salary of chief clerk of the Bureau 
was fixed as provided in the law, and the officer that they propose 
to install here in his stead isnot providedfor. There has not been 
ge Ag he for it. 

. WADSWORTH. Irepeat, for theinformation of the House, 
that in the last appropriation bill all these salaries were paid from 
the lump sum re for the support of the Bureau, and a 
lump appropriation of §800,000 was provided, and the salaries of 
all the employees were regulated entirely by the Secretary and by 
the Chief of the Bureau. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, if the chairman of the 
committee will permit me, I suggest that all the laborers outside 
of those specified in the act were employed. They are not under 

ecified salaries. He was given $800,000 for expenditures, and 
the law says that he shall not have more than 20 employees. He 
had 700 outside of the city last year and 50 inside, making 750 em- 
ployed, when the law restricts him to 20. I will send the law up 
and have it read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Szc.—. The Com renee of Agriculture shall organise in his Department 
a Bureau of Animal Industry and shall appoint a chief thereof, who shall be 
a competent veterinary surgeon, whose duty it shall be to investigate and 
report upon the condition of the domestic animals of the United States, their 
rotection and use, and also inquire into and report the causes of contagious, 
ectious, and communicable d s among them, and the means for the 
vention and cure of the same, and to collect such information on those 
subjects as shall be useful to the agricultural and commercial interests of 
the country, and the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby authorized to 
employ a “ae sufficient for this pu , not to exceed & persons at any 
one time. @ y of the Chief of = Bureau shall be $3,000 per annum 
d the Commissioner shall appoint a clerk for said Bureau with a salary of 
per apnum 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, there are bu v0 
salaried officers provided for in that act, the chief and th: 
both whose salaries are fixed, but by an act dated March 2 
Congress increased the salary of the clerk to $2,000. The: 
been no assistant chief since 1893, but in January last, thi 
the Secretary appointed a certain doctor in this town—an ) 
not a veterinary surgeon—as assistant chief of that division, 
who knows nothing in the world about veterinary surge: 
though the act requires that this officer shall be a veterinary 
geon. There are several reasons why this provision is out of 
First, it changes existing law; second, it increases the apjn 
tion, and third, it puts an officer in that division who is not 
petent in the face of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gent]o. 
man from Georgia if he has investigated this subject and i is 
entirely certain that the act of 1884 has not been amended as to 
the number of employees that may be employed in this Burea 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It hasnot. Thesame act of May 29, 1x84. 
gave the Secretary of Agriculture a bulk sum of $800,000 wit 
specifying a single officer that was to be employed or a single sa)- 
ary that was to be paid, the money being used to pay laborers 
and experts at the different stock yards and stock pens through- 
out the country. That $800,000 has been dareed in that way, 
but the law recognizes only two officers of this Bureau and {fixes 
their salaries. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, it can hardly 
be that that statute of 1884 has not been amended at some tire 
with respect to the number of employees; for certainly 20. nor three 


times 20, nor five times 20 could not accomplish the work that this 
Bureau is set to do; but if the gentleman is correct as to that pro- 
vision of the statute remaining unchanged, of course the point of 


order would be a good one against the Bureau having more than 
20 employees. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iam not making a point agaiust the Bu. 
reau having more than 20 employees. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, in this connection, I want to 
suggest that I am glad that the Committee on Agriculture has 
undertaken to appropriately determine in each appropriation )ill 
the number of officials that there shall be in each of these burean 
of the Agricultural Department, just as is done with respect to 
every other Department of the Government,and to provide definitely 
for their salaries. There can beno more vicious method of making 
appropriations than appropriating a lump sum and giving ful! au- 
thority to the heads of Departments to determine not only the 
nuinber of officials and others that shall be employed, but their sal- 


wm 


aries. I commend very heartily the wisdom of the Committee on 
Agriculture in endeavoring, so far as this Bureau is concerned, to 
put an end to that practice and to provide specifically what cach 


official who is to be — out of these appropriations shall receive. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Unfortunately the committee does not da 
that. They give him the $800,000. 

Mr. WADS' VYORTH. No, sir; we donot. We reduce the ap 
propriation by more than the amount paid for salaries. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will refer the gentleman to the act ap- 
proved March, 1891, page 44, where the Secretary is given author- 
ity to employ as many persons as he may deem necessary, inciud- 
ing $1,000 temporary compensation to the Chief of the Bureau of 
Animal Industry. There is one amendment, and it is the only 
amendment that we have had to the act since its passage. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman does not hold that the 


law of 1884 is still applicable, confining this Bureau to 20 em- 
ployees? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have not made a point of order on that. 
I have merely suggested that the law authorized the employment 
of 20 persons, and that the Commissioner now has750, 1 mention 


that fact to bring it to the attention of the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Well, the gentleman must know that 
the Bureau of Animal Industry is probably the most important 
Bureau of the Department, and I think the law of 1884 must have 
been amended, because the Bureau has been going on for several 
years with a large number of employees. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If the gentleman will look at the act of 
1895, he will find all the change that has ever been made. That 
act gives the Commissioner $800,000, to be spent as he plea 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, the question is on the point 
of order, and it is entirely to that that I wish to direct atten- 
tion. The point of order is not that the Committee on Agniet- 
ture has classified the bulk appropriations hitherto made, «nd 
put it at the disposal of the Secretary of Agriculture, as the gen- 
tleman from Maine seems to think. The point of order i 
this changes existing law, inasmuch as it abolishes a sta‘ 
office that, in the act of 1884, was created. In thatact twos 
tory offices, and two only, were fixed—that is the act esta 
ing the Bureau of Animal Industry. One officer of that ! i 
was a clerk, whose salary was fixed at $1,500 perannum. sy 

Now, there has never a any change of that statute esta) s> 
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ing these statutory officers—and I ask the attention of my friend, 
the gentleman from Maine, because I do not believe that after he 
hears the grounds upon which the point of order is made, he will 
contend that it is not well taken—there has never been any change 
in the law to establish these statutory offices. There has been 
a change in a subsequent appropriation bill of the salary which 
these statutory officers were to receive. 

Now, the point made isthat hereis anamendment which changes 
an existing law oe a statutory office. It seems to me 
so clear that the abolition of a statutory office is a change of exist- 
ing law that it is not worth while to argue it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. But it does reduce expenditures. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No; it increases the expenditure $500 a 





year. 
: Mr. WILLIAMS. There are two answers to the suggestion of 
the chairman of the committee, the gentleman from New York. 
The first is, as I understand the rules of the present House, the 
limitation upon the point of order which may be made and which 
was made by the Democratic Houses—namely, that a point of order 
did not lie if the proposition reduced expenditures—is not a limita- 
tion under the present rules of the House. The second answer is 
one of fact, that it does not reduce the expenditures, because it 
provides, instead of the officer abolished, another officer with an 
increase of salary of two hundred and twenty or two hundred and 
fifty dollars per annum. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that the gentleman’s charge 
is entirely wrong in one respect. 
classifying the appropriations for this Bureau we have repealed 
the old appropriation for bulk sums and put them in the hands of 
the Secretary without any reduction. He is entirely mistaken in 
this. We have made a considerable saving in the total appropria- 
tions when we take everything into consideration. We have re- 
duced the bulk appropriation from $800,000 to $650,000, I think. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There is a reduction of $83,000 in that 
Bureau. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In that respect the gentleman from Maine is 
right. The work which the Agricultural Committee has done is 
a work worthy of all praise. There is nothing in the Government 
operations that I know of that seems to me to be more wrong in 
principle than the idea of leaving vast sums of money under the 
control and to be expended exclusively at the discretion of the 
executive officers of the Government. 


But the point of order is not directed to that. The point of 


order is that there is a change of existing law, and the point of | 


order is sustained by the assertion that the existing law embodies 
the establishment of a statutory office and that this changes that 
statutory office. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the point of order to 
be first to the whole of this paragraph with reference to the salary 
of the Chief of this Bureau? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No; only to that part of it dropping the 
chief clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That you are abolishing an office here by 
creating another one, namely, one assistant chief of division. My 
point of order is that you have no right to abolish the chief clerk, 
who is provided for by statutory law, and substitute an assistant 
chief of division in his stead. 

ae CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks the point of order is well 
taken, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, I offer the amendment Isend up, so 
as to provide for the deficiency thus created. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Does the gentleman maintain that the 
point of order will lie to the simple omission to make an appro- 
priation to pay asalary? This is not a proposition to abolish an 
office, it is not a proposition to change the law, but simply an 
omission to make an appropriation for a salary. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The Chair has already ruled on the point 
of order. 

_The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands this to be the abo- 
lition of an office entirely and the creation of another with an 
increase of salary of $500. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, I ask that the amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 1 of page 7, after the word “dollars,” strike out “one assistant 


chief,” and irsert in lieu thereof “one chief clerk’’; and in line 2 strike out 
$2100 hundred”; so that the clause will read “one chief clerk of Bureau, 


Mr, LIVINGSTON. That amendment puts back the officer as 
authorized by law and at the salary authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests to the gentleman from 
Georgia that as the words ‘‘ two thousand five hundred” have been 
struck out on the point of order, it will be necessary to make the 
language of the amendment somewhat broader. The reason the 


Chair did not decide the point of order before was that he under- | can draw just as well as I can, 
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He says that while we have been | 
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stood it was reserved, with the understanding that if the amend. 
ment were voted down the point should be insisted on. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then I offer the whole proposition. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I understand that the words ‘* 
sistant chief of Bureau at $2,500,” in line 1, page 7, have been 
eliminated on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And now I move an independent amend- 


one as- 


ment, to insert, after the word “dollars,” the words “ one chief 
clerk of Bureau at $2,000.” 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. LIvINGsTon. . 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I hope the amendment will not be 


adopted. The Department does not need that officer, and so 


formed the subcommittee. Certainly this House does not want 
to force upon the Secretary of Agriculture, or any other Se 
tary, an officer that he does not need to transact the business of 
the Department. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. In answer to that remark, I wish to say 
that the present chief clerk has been serving since 1893 under the 
law. Prior to that, for eight years, a gentleman by the name of 
Cowing held the place of chief clerk. This officer is provided for 


in- 


re- 


by law; and the other officer whom the gentleman so generously 
inserted in the bill was not provided for by law. I will ask the 
| gentleman whether there is any necessity for an assistant chief? 
Mr.WADSWORTH. Why, the gentleman from Georgia knows 
himself that one chief of that division can not properly transact 


its business. As I have said, this is probably the most important 
Bureau of the whole Agricultural Department. It deals with mil- 
lions and millions of dollars’ worth of meat exports. This Bureau 
is, in my view, of more practical value to the agriculturists of the 
country than all the other bureaus of the Agricultural Department 
put together. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
assistant? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ihave met him; that is all. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does the gentleman know that he is noth- 
ing but an M. D.—a medical doctor? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Iam not aware of that fact. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does the gentleman know that he super- 
vises the work of eight or ten scientific men? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No doubt he performs the duti 
ing upon him as assistant. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture claim on this floor that it is suitable for such a man 
to supervise the work of those eight or ten scientific men‘ 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman makesa statement in re- 
gard to the character of this officer. I know nothing 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Not astatement about his character. 


Does the gentleman know the present 


res 


s devoly- 





Mr. WADSWORTH. I presume he is competent for the posi- 
| tion, or he would not occupy it. 

| Mr. LIVINGSTON. He is not a veterinary surgeon or a scien- 
tific man. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I doubt whether the gentleman is cor- 

rectly informed on that point. I doubt whether the Secretary of 
| Agriculture or Dr. Salmon, the Chief of the Bureau, would delib- 
| erately violate the law and employ a man not a veterinary sur- 
|; geon. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I understood you thought differently the 
| other day about the possibility of the Secretary violating the law 
| when we were discussing his refusal to use the appropriation that 
the House had made. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Entirely. 

Mr. KEM. Iwishtoask the gentleman from Ge 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will answer it if I can. 

Mr. KEM. This is a matter of some importance, and I should 
like to ask the gentleman this question while it is in my mind: | 
understood him to say a moment ago that the Secretary of Agri 


That is another matter. [Laughter. | 
That is a gray horse of another color? 


rgiaa quest 


m. 


| culture had in his employ over 700 men of a certain class, while 
| the law provided for the employment of but 20. Now, the chair- 
man of the committee has just asked the gentleman froin Georgia 


whether he supposed the Secretary of Agriculture would violate 


the law. I want to ask the gentleman whether, if that statement 
be true, the Secretary has not violated the law in that respe: 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well. the act of 1895, as I stated, gave the 
Secretary of Agriculture $800,000 in bulk, to be expended, I 


am 
sorry to say, just as he pleased, without any responsibility to any- 
body. 

Mr. KEM. Does not the law specify that there shall not 
more than 20 men employed at one time in that branch of h 
| Department? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It does. 

Mr. KEM. And if he has employed over 700 has he not vio- 
lated the law? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Thatis aninference which the g: 


ntleman 
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Mr. KEM. It seems to me it does not require any drawing of 
ihiferences. The fact stands out for itself. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman will bear in mind that we 
are dealing with an officer who is very strict in his construction 
of constitutional law and all that—so much so that he sometimes 
sets aside a statute of Congress. 

Mr. KEM. But my point is that the chairman of the commit- 
tee rose and asked whether it was to be supposed that the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture would violate the law—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want tosuggest to the chairman of the 
committee, in all good faith, that if we do not insert this provision 
for one chief clerk there will be no salary appropriated for this, 
an officer provided for by law—the chief clerk. the provision 
for the assistant chief clerk has been ruled out on the point of 
order, the Department will be left in a dilemma unless the amend- 
ment I propose be adopted. 

Mr. WADSWORTE . I will guarantee that they will get along 
without it. 

Mr, LIVINGSTON. As they did under the eight-hundred- 


thousand-dollar appropriation. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. A clerk will be detailed for this service, 
if necessary. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Lagain call the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact that G. M. Brumbaugh, an M. D. of the city of Washing- 
ton, a practicing physician, was taken from the ranks of the med- 
ical profession in this District, and without any knowledge of 
veterinary surgerygwithout any preparation for that line of work 
- -. was put in there in place of this law clerk provided for 

y law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. My objection is ——* this—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to submit any 
observations by way of criticism of the committee, inasmuch as 
Iam not familiar with the duties of the office sought to be abol- 
ished or the duties of the proposed office. I do not know whether 
either office is essential. t do insist, however, that it is fair to pre- 
sume that the office of chief clerk is necessary, because there is an 
express provision of the statute,as I understand it, creating the 
office. Mr. Chairman, it may be necessary,in the reorganization 
of this Bureau, to create the office just stricken out on the point 
of order raised by the gentleman from Georgia, but I submit that, 
under the rules of the House, the rule having been invoked, and 
this eae office having been eliminated from the bill, that we 
should now execute the. law authorizing a chief clerk for this 
Bureau, If that officer is net necessary, if there are no duties for 
him to perform, then, as an individual member on this floor, I shall 
not interpose a point of order if the chairman of the committee 
wiil now submit an amendment repealing the law creating the 
office. It seems to me clear, however, that Congress, when the 
original act was passed, thought this office a necessity. It has now 
an en statutory position that bee gives it an impor- 
tance that does not attach to some other positions in this same 
paragraph. 

I submit, therefore, in equity and in fairness, that this officer's 
salary be provided for, or else the chairman of the committee 
should at this time submit a proposition to repeal the law creating 
the office. It seems to me that this is the analysis of the situation: 
If the office is not necessary—and I do not assume to speak on this 
question, because I have no information—then the statute should 
be repealed; but do not repeal it by indirection, because the rules 
absolutely forbid such action. I shall vote to repeal the law if the 
chairman submits the proper motion. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. The Chair has ruled very prop- 
erly, doubtless, that this provision should be stricken out, upon 
the point of order raised by the gentleman from Georgia, who 
assured me only as recently as Saturday evening that no points of 
order would be raised on this bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Not against a farmer; that is what I said. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I trust this matter will be 
allowed to remain just as it is. This action was taken by the 
committee after full consultation with Dr. Salmon and with the 
honorable Secretary of Agriculture, and if there is any politics in 
the matter it has been injected by the Secretary of Agriculture. 
Both the shiefs of division and the Secretary say that they do not 
care for this official, and I know of no reason why we should 

sist. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then why not repeal the law? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I know of no reason why we 
should insist on retaining an official that neither the head of the 
Department nor the chief of division cares to retain. 1 hope the 
matter will be allowed to rest just as the Chair has left it, with 
this section stricken out, and I certainly hope that gentlemen on 
this side of the House will fully understand that if there is any 
politics in the matter it is injected by the other side of the House. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I should like to ask my friend one ques- 
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tion before he takes his seat. 
ot Agriculture, and the Assistant Secretary, and the committ, 
combined, have the right to repeal a law? 
Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I am not discussing that issue 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is just what you propose. 


Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. 
orable Secretary of Agriculture. 


Iam not here to defend the h 


Does he believe that the Secreta; 






I believe he is capable of takine 


care of himself. He has possibly been somewhat ungracious an j 
hasty, but I want to say this: After a careful examination of tho 


several divisions of the Department of Agriculture, I believe go 
and efficient work is being done in all of those departments, » 
it has been the effort of this committee in making appropriatio 
to give them all the money they could efficiently use, not to m 
the efficiency of any department, and we think in presenting t} 
bill we have done so. The action taken here by the comiit 
was taken entirely at the suggestion of the Secretary of Agri 
ture. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] rules ito 


upon a point of order, and I hope this side of the House will stan 


by the committee. 
Mr. WADSWORTH, Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Wap 


WORTH] has the floor. 

Mr. WADSWORTH, I yield to the gentleman from Sou 
Dakota. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to ask a question for information, as 
whether this clerk who is legislated out is named Mr. Lyle? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not know his name. 


Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman from Georgia know as { 


that? 


5 


| 


Mr. LIVINGSTON, Ibelievetheclerk’sname is Lyle. I think 


he is a free-silver man, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PICKLER. The question I want to ask is, whether t 
clerk who is legislated out was not put into the Agricultural | 
partment upon the recommendation of the Senators from Missou 


and whether this arrangement to legislate him out has been gott: 


up by the Secretary of Agriculture since the debate on the reso) u- 


tion in the Senate a few days agoin regard toseeds? Has the gen- 


tleman ae in regard to that? 
Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. 


We have no information exce)) 


that the recommendation for this legislation was made long befor 


the debate in the Senate. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. What is tke question of the gentlemar 


from South Dakota? 


Mr. PICKLER. As to whether the clerk legislated out by this 
bill was not a clerk put into the Agricultural Department ujon 


the recommendation of the Senators from Missouri? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. On that point the committee have n 
formation. 

Mr. PICKLER. Wait until I finish my question. I ask | 
ther if this proposed legislation is not upon the recommendati 
of the Secretary of Agriculture, and if it has not been mack 
him since the debate in the Senate a few days agoon the seed 1 
olution? 


Mr. WADSWORTH. To the second part of the gentleman's 


question I will say that this bill was framed at least ten days ! 


fore the Senator from Missuri submitted his celebrated speec! | 


which he attacked the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it not further true that in the first estin 
submitted by the Secretary of Agriculture this clerk was estimat 
for by name, and that he has changed that since the debate t: 
place in the Senate? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That estimate was not made by nai 
but there was in the estimates an appropriation for a chief clon 


just as there were many other estimates that are not contained 11 


the bill now. 
Mr. PICKLER. Why did the Secretary make the change? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. 


mind. 
Mr. PICKLER. Is that rot since the debate in the Senate too! 


place? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. No, sir. 


I am not thecustodian of the Secretary’ 


} 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I would suggest if the gentleman from 


South Dakota should address his inquiry to the gentleman | 
Missouri { Mr. DocKERY] he would be more apt to get informat 
on the subject than by addressing his inquiry to the gentile 
from New Yerk. [Laughbter. } 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, so far as concerns the int 


fy 


rogatory submitted by the gentleman from South Dakota, | w!! 


say it is true that when the estimates came from the Secretary « 
Agriculture they came there with an estimate for this office, « 


that subsequently, upon advice of the chief of the Bureau, th. 


estimate was chang 


, in which advice the Secretary of Agric 


ture coincided. It is also true, as was said by the chairman 0! 


the committee, who never goes beyond the limits of the strict: 
truth in making any assertion, that the committee has no oflici«: 








6. 


ge of the state of facts mentioned by the gentleman from | 
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knowled Ate 2 nn 7 
Sonth Dakota; but it is a fact that this man whose office is being 


attempted to be abolished by this resubmission in an estimate from 

the Department of Agriculture is a free-silver Missouri Democrat. 
aughter. 

La TINGSTON, That is the trouble with him, too. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of 
the House toafew facts bearing upon the question asto whether this 
office is nece:'sary in the absence of another office, namely, that of 
assistant chief of Bureau, to take its place, which attempt fell 
pefore the point of order. No matter what may be said of the 
officer, the office is necessary to the administration of the business 
of the Department of Agriculture. If the Secretary of Agri- 
culture wants to get rid of the man who is holding the office, 
let him, in God’s name, discharge him. He has the fuil right to 

) it. 

a PICKLER. He is under the civil service, and he can not 
discharge him. \ ' 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, hecan. The civil service does not keep 
aman from being discharged [laughter]; it keeps a man from 
being appointed. Let him discharge him, and let him meet the 
full responsibility of that position. As I understand, this gentle- 
man is not making any sort of point about this. But my pointis 
that if this office is abolished that it tends to cripple the adminis- 
tration of the Department, as the duties of the office are abso- 
Iutely necessary for the proper administration of theaffairs of that 
Department. e Secretary of Agriculture advises the abolition 
of the office, but he proposes another officer in the place of that 
one, and if he is appointed he will attend to precisely the same 
dutiesamong others. Now, under a point of order the new officer 
can not take his place, but the duties remain and they must be 
attended to. 

Now, if there is to be a lick struck at this man because of his 
indorsers, or because of his views, or because of what not, let this 
gentleman, the Secretary of Agriculture, who has never been 
cowardly and never hid himself behind anything, strike bis blow 
from the open. I do not assert that such is his purpose. But if 
the objection lie to the officer, let him abolish the officer; if the 
objection lie to the office, will the business of the Bureau suffer? 
Now, let us see. This position of chief clerk of the Bureau of 
Animal Industry has existed for eight or ten years, held by Judge 
W. J. Cowing, now deceased, during the administrations of Sec- 
retary Rusk and Secretary Colman. Its duties are practical, stat- 
utory, and executive. Distribution of mail; that duty has not 
ceased. Distribution of publications of Bureau; that duty has 
not ceased. Keeping time and supervising work of clerks; that 
duty must be attended to. Examining requisitions and purchase 
of supplies; that is absolutely indispensable. 
comparatively similar to the Weather Bureau, which has a chief 
clerk, at a salary of $2,250. The Weather Bureau has no assistant 
chief of Bureau. 

Now, with respect to the office attempted to be legislated into 
this bill. The duties of the assistant chief are not required except 
in the temporary absence of the chief, as his work is scientific, and 
the law requires him to be a veterinarian. Now, I am informed, 
and I do not stand sponsor for the information upon my own 
knowledge, because I have no personal knowledge in that respect, 
but Iam informed that the man sought to be legislated into this 
= instead of the other man, and who would be required to have 

nowledge of veterinary science, is a man who has no veterinary 
knowledge whatever. I am informed that he is not a veterinary 
surgeon. I therefore beg gentlemen on both sides of the House, 
irrespective of party politics, to remember that the duties of this 
office are necessary; that the office is necessary, whether it be un- 
der that particular officer or not. There should be a provision in 
the bill for such an office. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man may have further time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr, WILLIAMS. One other word, somewhat personally to my- 
self. Iwas upon the subcommittee; [ was upon the main com- 
mittee; I followed in the lead of the gentleman from New York; 
and if anybody upon the committee is to be blamed for this part 
of the bill just as it appears here, I do not want to shirk my part 
of the blame, because at the time, with insufficient information of 
what I now believe to have been behind it, I stood where the gen- 
tleman from New York now stands, and therefore can have no pos- 
sible criticism to make upon him. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentle- 
man from Songer a who, perhaps, rather leads the House to sup- 
pee that this was the only item estimated for that we threw out, 


call his attention to the fact that we threw out a law clerk rec- 
ommended by 


mended by 
4 estimated 


the Secretary, we threw out an electrician recom- 


~ Secretary, and we also threw out a clerk of class 
or. 





This Bureau is | 
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: When 
this Bureau was first organized there may have been need for a 
chief clerk, but that need has ceased, so the Secretary tells us and 


Now, a word in answer to the gentleman from Missouri. 


so the Chief of the Bureau tells us. Is it for this House to puta 
man in that Bureau against the judgment of the Secretary and 
the chief? Ido not care who the man is or what his polities are, 
because that has nothing to do with the subject, in my judg- 
ment. 

Mr. BRODERICK. DolI understand the gentleman from New 
York to say that this official has not any duties to perform there 
now? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. His duties are so light that the Secre- 
tary and the Chief of the Bureau say that he can be dispensed 
with. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It occurs to me, Mr. Chairman, that if 
we do not adopt the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Georgia we shall be in this attitude: We shall have this clerk pro- 
vided for by law, and as we do not abolish the office in this bill 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The best way to abolish an office is to 
take away the salary, is it not? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is exactly the point I am coming 
to. The clerk goes along and discharges the duties of the office, 
although you do not provide his salary, and, as I understand it, 
the Government will still owe a salary and he can sue for it in 
the Court of Claims and recover. 

The fact that you do not provide his salary does not abolish the 
office. The Government will owe him the salary at the end of 
the year, and it strikes me that we either ought to adopt the 
amendment of the gentleman from Georgia and continue this 
officer, with the salary, or else we ought to repealthe law. As 
suggested by the gentleman from Missouri, if the oftice is not 
needed in the Bureau I trust that no man here will make a point 
of order against an amendment to abolish it, for certainly no gen- 
tleman would desire to continue an officer in the employ of the 
Government who is not needed. Onthe other hand, if the object 
is indirectly to get rid of this chief clerk by providing an officer 
to be called an assistant chief of the Bureau, and, by a kind of 
juggle, to devolve upon him the duties of the chief clerk, it seems 
to me that that is an indirectness which Congress ought not to be 
guilty of. I think we ought to go ahead and legislate directly for 
the attainment of the end we have in view. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman will pardon me, I understand 
that while that attempt is being made, as the gentleman says, yet 
the law as proposed here does not even devolve the duties of the 
former clerk upon this assistant chief. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is correct in that. The 
language of the law does not, but I suppose it is intended that the 
Secretary of Agriculture may assign this assistant chief of the 
Bureau to discharge the duties of the chief clerk. Otherwise you 


will have the Bureau of Animal Industry without a clerk. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, the situation is simply this: 
The Secretary of Agri ulture does not want the man,and have 
provided him no salary. Now, do you not think the thing will 
last until next Congress? 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. 


we 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I suppose the point of order must 
be sustained, but I hope the amendment will be adopted. 1 know, 


Mr. Chairman, that the duties of this Bureau of Animal Industry 


have grown to be among the most important in the Government, 
in the work that is done by it and the amount of money that is 
expended, and I hope that this House will not, by refusing to ap- 


propriate asalary for an officer that the law provides for, do any- 
thing that will cripple this very important Bureau. We know, Mr. 
Chairman, upon what small pretext the Governments of the Old 
World keep our meat products out of their markets, and we have 
to provide very carefully and guardedly for showing them that our 


meats have been properly inspected, or else they will make some 
pretext toexcludethem. I knowthat for several years the Bureau 
of Animal Industry has been gradually growing, and while 20 em- 


ployees, as suggested by the gentleman from Nebraska, were origi- 
nally provided for, yet we all know that the great work of this 


Bureau can not be done now by 20 men. I suggest to the gentle- 
man from Nebraska, also, that .° the work of this Bureau had been 
confined to 20 men his constituents would now be howling as 


loudly as any people in this country. 

Mr. KEM. I do not want the gentleman from Georgia to mis- 
apprehend my meaning in what I said a few moments ago. The 
point I wanted to bring out was, not that 20 men were sufficient 
to do this work, but that the Secretary of Agriculture was vio- 
lating law in employing a greater number; that if more than 20 
men were required, the law should be amended so as to permit 
him to have more; but the fact that he may need more than 20 
men does not justify him in violating the law. There has been 
too much of that done in all branches of our Government, from 
the President down. 
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Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, we have put this work upon the 
Secretary of Agriculture. The law failed to make provision for 
increasing the number of officers; and where he is not to blame 
we should not hold him responsible. This work must be done, 
and, Mr. Chairman, I hope this Committee of the Whole will not 
cut off one item of this bill. If we make any change, we should 
rather increase these appropriations from year to year, instead of 
striking anything out. I say this not because my section of the 
country is interested in the exportation of meats or other prod- | 
ucts, but because I think this measure is but justice to the West- | 
ern farmers, who pay their pro rata part of the taxes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask for a vote on my amendment. 

Mr. MOSES. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, LrvINGsTON, 
there were—ayes 31, noes 35. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I call for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered, 44 voting in favor thereof; and Mr. Liv- | 


INGSTON and Mr. WADSWORTH were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
64, noes 50. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Collecting agricultural statistics, Division of Statistics: Collecting domestic 
and foreign agricultural statistics, compiling, writing, and illustrating sta- 
tistical matter for monthly, annual, and special reports; special investiga- 
tions and compilations; subscriptions to and purchase of statistical publica- 
tions containing data for permanent comparative records, maps and charts, 
stationery supplies, blanks, blankbooks, circulars, paper, envelopes, postal 
cards, postage stamps, freight and express charges, and necessary traveling 
expenses: Provided, That the monthly crop repert issued on the 10th day of 
each month shall embrace a statement of the condition of the crops, by 
States, in the United States, with such explanations and comparisons with 
other months and years as may be useful for illustrating the above matter, 
and that it shall be submitted to and officially approved by the Secretary of 
Agriculture before being issued or published: Provided also, That $10,000 of 
the amount hereby appropriated, or so much thereof as the Secretary of 
Agriculture may deem necessary, may be expended in continuing the inves- 
tigations concerning the feasibility of extending the demands of foreign 
markets for the agricultural products of the United States, $110,000. 


Mr, PICKLER. I move to amend by adding the following: 


For the publication of the work known as the Special Report on Diseases 
of the Horse. to be distributed as such publications have heretofore been 
distributed, $30,000, 


Mr. RICHARDSON, I raise a point of order against the 
amendment. 
Mr. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman will reserve his point of 





order for a moment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will, if the point is understood to be 

nding. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let it be regarded as pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to take up time in 
discussing the gentleman's point of order. I sincerely hope, how- 
ever, he will not press it, but will allow us to vote on this amend- 
ment. It provides for the publication of the book known as the 
Special Report on the Diseases of the Horse. As is well known, 
this is the most popular publication ever issued by the Agricul- 
tural Department. There is not a member of this House who is 
not interested in it; there is not a member whose constituency are 
not anxious to secure these books. This question has been dis- 
cussed time and again, and on no occasion when a vote has been 
had here on this proposition has it been voted down. This is a 
book for which there is a constant demand from the farmer, from 
the carriage man, from the drayman, from the man interested in 
fine horses, and from the man interested in ‘ scrub” horses. 
These books are in demand everywhere; we can not have toomany 
of them. I assure gentlemen who have not yet had a great many 
publications for distribution that this proposition will give them 
the most valuable work that they will procure while they are in 
Congress. It is a book that will suit their constituencies. I hope 
the gentleman from Tennessee will withdraw his point of order 
so that this amendment may be inserted in the bill. The amend- 
ment provides that these books shall be distributed as heretofore. 

Mr. SWANSON. For how many copies of this book does your 
amendment provide? 

Mr. PICKLER. The sum proposed to be appropriated is $30,- 
000. I do not know exactly how many copies that sum ought to 

»xrovide for. The chairman of the Committee on Printing [Mr. 
Paaxine] has information on this subject, which I am sure will 
be appreciated by the House, if he will Ss kind enough to state it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have information from the Public Printer 
that 75,000 copies will cost about $43,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Fifty-eight cents a copy was the estimate 
furnished us, [ think. 

Mr. PERKINS. About that sum. 
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Mr. COOPER of Texas. The plates were worn out? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; the old stereotype plates 
entirely worn out. 

Mr. PICKLER. That may be. But certainly with all 
divisions of the Agricultural Bureau and the great expen 
investigations that all these Bureaus are making in all of t 
partments, with the inquiries they are conducting, it cert: 
a very mistaken notion, it seems to me, after having gone 
expense that we now stop short and not furnish the res 
that information to the people. I have already said that th 
a work of great importance to the people. 

ro ag it does take new plates to reprint it? That only ; 
that the publication was so popular among the people | 
present plates were used to such an extent as to wear them 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Let me suggest tothe gentlema 
South Dakota that if the point of order is well taken agai 
amendment, he can provide for the publication of the work 
Agricultural Report. That will have the effect of increasi 
number of copies, too, very largely. 

Mr. PICKLER. That might be possible, and yet I pres 
same point would lie there. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will state to the gentleman from 
Dakota that if he desires to offer an amendment instruct 
Secretary of Agriculture to insert this matter in the annua 


| for the next year, although it may change existing law, | 


object, and in that way he gets an edition of 500 copies, 


| make the Agricultural Report at the same time of som: 


the people. But to insert it in every bill that comes al 
not think right or proper. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Put it in the Agricultural Rep 

Mr. PICKLER. I would be glad to hear from the chain 
the committee on that point. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will state to the gentleman that 
make no objection, and will be glad to accept an amend 
that kind. 

But let me suggest to the gentleman that he propose th 
ment, not at this point, but under the head of ‘‘ Publication 
page 17, where it properly belongs. 

Mr. PICKLER. That seems to be the desire of the comm 
and I will try to conform to it. But at the same time | 
like to say—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expi! 

Mr. PICKLER. Ishould like to proceed for alittle while | 
and move to strike out the last word. 

a CHAIRMAN. The Chair hardly thinks that woul 
order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that t! 
_tleman from South Dakota is now occupying the floor on 
of order, and would not be limited to five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam discussing the point of order. [1 
ter. 

I dant to say that I do not understand that the gentlem:a 
Tennessee is to forget, or at all events I hope he will not forg 
resolution before his committee for a publication of a sc} 
edition of this book. A great many people do not care to h 
in with the Agricultural Report, while at the same time that 
suit a great many. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the «1 
ment at this point? 

Mr. PICKLER. No; I will not withdraw it. Let it go « 
the point of order if it is insisted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have to sustain the p 
order. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 9, after line 6, insert: 
“And to secure, as far as may be,a change in the methods of su] 
tobacco and other farm products to foreign countries " 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I have no objection to that amen 
Mr. CLARDY. It only seeks to place tobacco on the sa1 
ing and in the same category with all other products of t) 
in foreign countries. It is now trammeled by exactions lid 
in a number of countries, and is excluded from some, and t! 
object of the amendment is that it shall be placed in th 
category with other farm products as far as that may be | 

-_ restored to similar conditions now existing with re 
them. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, CLaAr 
was adopted. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman will remember that the! Biological survey, Division of Biological Survey: For biologica! i 
Public Printer reported that the plates from which the old volumes | geticns. including the geographic distribution and migrations of « 


had been printed were worn out, and thatit would be necessary 
to make new electrotype plates. 


s,and plants, and for romotion of economic ornithology and 
malogy, an investigation of the food habits of North American bi 
mammals in relation to agricuiture, horticulture, and forestry; for } 
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‘ toati § i illus ions, fieldw , anc 
tion and publicnion expences in the practical work of the Division, $17,500. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in at the end of line 4. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That section 3 of the act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the resumption of 
specie payments,” approved January 14, 1875, is hereby amended by striking 
therefrom the words “city of New York’ where they occur and inserting 
in lieu thereof the words “ city of St. Louis.” 





(Laughter. : 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I make the point of order against the 
amendment. ; 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, I hope the gentleman will not do that. 
[Laughter. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 

Laboratory, Department of Agriculture, Division of Chemistry: Chemical 
apparatus, chemicals, laboratory fixtures and supplies, repairs to engine and 
apparatus; gas and electric current, purchase of samples and necessary ex 

yenses in conducting special investigations, including necessary expenses, 
labor and expert work in such investigations, $4,000; for rent of laboratory 
building, $900; in all, $4,900. 

To investigate the adulteration of foods, drugs, and liquors, when deemed 
by the Secretary of Agriculture advisable; employing such assistants, clerks, 
and other persons as the Secretary of Agriculture may consider necessary 
for the purpose named; preparing, illustrating, and publishing reports and 
exhibiting the results of such investigations, and to enable the Secretary of 
Agriculture to continue an investigation relative to the various typical soils 
of the United States to determine their chemical characteristics, and espe 
cially the nature of the nitrifying organisms contained therein; the prepara 
tion of reports thereon; apparatus and materials required in conducting such 


investigations; employment of the necessary investigators; freight and ex 
sress charges, and necessary traveling expenses, $5,000; in all, for Division of 
Yhemistry, $9,900. 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, I wish to inquire of the gentleman 
in charge of the bill whether there is any reduction in this item 
from the appropriation of last year; and if so, the reason for it? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The total amount submitted last year 
was $14,900, and the amount submitted this year was the same. 
We have reduced it $5,000, in view of the fact that investigations 
into adulterated food have, in the opinion of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, been abused in this, that a great many people hav- 
ing yeast and other articles of commerce for the market would 
come to the Agricultural Department and have them analyzed, 
and put them on the market as perfectly pure on the authority of 
the analysis of the Agricultural Department, and would use that 
as an advertising medium. 

Mr. LONG. Then this reduction is at the suggestion of the 
Secretary of Agriculture? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. LONG. What is the total reduction in the Division of 
Chemistry in this section and in the former section? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The total reduction in this section is 
$5,000. 

Mr. LONG. And in the preceding section, covering salaries, 
the reduction is also $5,000? . 

Mr.WADSWORTH. Not statutory salaries, but for extra em- 
ployees, to be employed when necessary. 

Mr. LONG. The total reduction is $10,000? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. LONG. I believe the gentleman is willing that $5,000 shall 
be added to the other section? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. LONG. That is, if the Senate will place that amendment 
on the bill the gentleman will not oppose it? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is correct; but I could not consent 
to that amendment now, because I have not consulted any other 
members of the committee. 

Mr. LONG. You are not in favor of the appropriation of an 
additional $5,000 on this section, I believe? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No, sir. 

Mr. LONG. And it is not the intention to ask for that? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; notonthissection; but on the other. 

Mr. LONG. What other divisions have you reduced from the 
appropriations of last year besides the Division of Chemistry? 

r. WADSWORTH. We have reduced the Division of Botany 
and the Division of Roads. We have reduced the forestry investi- 
tion $5,000, for the reason that the sum of eight or ten thousand 
ollars been spent each year in testing the strength of timber. 
These tests are practically finished, and there is no need of the 
larger sum. We have reduced the appropriation for experimental 
gardens and grounds $4,500, because experience in the last three 
or four years shows that this can be done. The appropriation for 
public road inquiries has been reduced by $2,000, for the reason 
that we have taken the printing formerly dc -e under this appro- 
ac and added it to the Division of Publication and Printing. 

@ have reduced the Division of Agrostology, or rather they esti- 
mated $15,000, and we gave $10,000, for the reason that the $15,000 
heretofore paid the salaries and the general expenses of the divi- 


sion. There were no statutory salaries in that division under the 
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) 
last bill, but the salaries are now made statutory and appropria- 
| tion is made for their payment, A lump sum of $10,000 is appro- 
| priated for the general expenses of the Seiies. 

Mr. LONG. And these reductions have all been made with the 
consent or at the suggestion of the Secretary of Agriculture? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. All but one. 

Mr. LONG. Which one? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think in the Division of Botany he did 
not quite consent to that reduction. He thought it was a little too 
| great. 
| Mr. DOOLITTLE. In regard to the investigation of the 
| strength of timber, what reduction has been made and under 
what subdivisions of the bill does that come? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Under the Division of Forestry. They 
have had an appropriation for general expenses of that division 
| Of $25,000. This bill carries $20,000. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. And it is cut down now to that? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The sumof eight or ten thousand dollars 

has been spent every year for several years in testing the strength 
of timber. Those tests are practically finished. 
_ Mr. DOOLITTLE. I do not think the investigations are fin- 
ished so far as Western timbers are concerned, and there is a great 
desire expressed here that these experiments be continued until 
the Pacific Coast timber is thoroughly inspected. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The Department informs the committee 
that practically these tests have been finished, and that, if not 
actually finished, there is enough money left in the appropriation 
of 1895 to complete them. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


Fiber investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue 
the investigations relating to textile fibers indigenous in or adapted to the 
United States, including their economic growth, cleansing, and decorticat 
ing, preparatory to manufacture; the testing machines and processes for 
said cleansing and decorticating; for the purchase of material for said tests: 
for the purchase of fiber plants and seeds for distribution, propagation, and 
experiment, and for the labor and expenses incident thereto; and for trav- 
eling expenses in connection with said duties, $5,000 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
Clerk’s desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 





I offer the amendment which I send to the 


In line 19, page 14, insert the following: 

“And the Secretary of Agriculture shall use, in his discretion, such portion 
of said sum as he may deem advisable for the purchase of fiber flaxseed, to be 
distributed for use in the State of Washington.” 


Mr. WADSWORTH. 
that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to 


Agricultural experiment stations, Office of Experiment Stations: To carry 
into effect the provisions of an act approved March 2, 1887, entitled ‘*An act 
to establish agricultural experiment stations in connection with the colleges 
established in the several States under the provisions of an act approved 
July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto,” and to enforce the exe 
cution thereof, $750,000, $30,000 of which sum shall be payable upon the order 
of the Secretary of Agriculture, to enable him to carry out the provisions of 
section 3 of the said actof March 2, 1887, and the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
prescribe the form of the annual financial statement required by section 3 of 
said act of March 2, 1887, shall ascertain whether the expenditures under the 
appropriation hereby made are in accordance with the provisions of the said 
act. and shall make report thereon to Congress; and the Secretary of Agri 
cultureis hereby authorized to employ such assistants, clerks, and other per- 
sons as he may deem necessary, and to incur such other expenses for office 
fixtures and supplies, stationery, traveling, freight. and express charges, 
illustration and publication of the Experiment Station Record, bulletins, and 
reports as he may find essential in carrying out the objects of the above acts, 
and the sums apportioned to the several States shall be paid quarterly in ad 
vance. And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to furnish to 
such institutions or individuals as may care to buy it copies of the card index 
of agricultural literature prepared by the Office of Experiment Stations and 
charge for the samea price covering the additional expense involved in the 
preparation of these copies, and he is hereby authorized to apply the moneys 
received toward the expense of the preparation of the index, $750,000 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, I desire to propound an inquiry to 
the gentleman in charge of this bill. I tind by examination of 
the bill at this point passed by the last Congress there was an ap- 
propriation of $15,000 for irrigation investigation. I desire to 
know whether anywhere in this bill, as reported by the committee, 
there is an appropriation for the continuation of that investiga- 
tion? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the item for the investi- 
gation of irrigation was stricken out from the bill for this reason: 
¥or a certain number of years the question of irrigation was an 
experiment in this country. The Department of Agriculture has 
gone as far as it possibly can in instructing the people living on 
the streams throughout the arid regions how to irrigate. From 
now on it is more the duty of the Geological Survey to take the 
matter up and ascertain the sources of water and the quantities 
of water from the watersheds, and we can depend upon that 
service to attend to the matter. The Secretary of Agriculture be- 
lieves that his Department can render no further service to the 
people living along the streams of the far West in practical irriga- 
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tion. I know it, as I am interested in irrigation to a limited ex- 
tent 657 é ; 
Mr. LONG. I would like to inquire whether this provision was 


struck ovt at the suggestion of the Secretary of Agriculture? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think he said that he could do without 
the appropriation. 

Mr. LONG. I desire to offer an amendment at this point. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. _ I desire to make an inquiry as to what 
was done with the former appropriation, for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1896, of $15,000. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is being used. There is $6,000 or 
$8,000 of it used in salaries at the Bureau in Washington. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. How was the rest of it used? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. In certain investigations. I can not tell 
you in detail. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. 
light on it? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. On the ist day of July, 1895, there was 
a balance unexpended of $2,160.42. On the 1st day of February, 
ease is, up to date—there was an unexpended balance of 

1,069.23, 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho, That, still, does not enlighten this 
oe as to what was done and what the appropriation was 
used for. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ican not tell the gentleman. There are 
$6,000 or $7,000 paid in salaries of clerks of the Department. I 
think there was one chief clerk, and a chief of division at $2,500. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Then I simply say that the condem- 
nation of the administration and not the principle is involved. 

Mr, WADSWORTH. That may be the gentleman’s judgment. 

Mr. KEM. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. LONG. I offer the following amendment. 
aon CHAIRMAN, Let the amendment be reported to the 

ouse, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 3, page 16, the following: 

Vv “Irrigation investigation: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to con- 


tinue the collection of information as to the best modes of agriculture by 
irrigation, $15,000." 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is identical with 
the provision of the appropriation act for the present fiscal year. 
I am not here to indorse the methods employed by which this ap- 

ropriation was expended by the present Secretary of Agriculture. 

t has done some good. I do not believe that the investigation of 
the proper course to pursue and what cau be done by irrigation is 
completed. I believe it is possible to do something else in that 
direction. There is one gratifying thing about this, and that is 
that the appropriation now being made will be expended not en- 
tirely by the present ae of Agriculture. [Applause.] His 
successor will expend part of it, and I am in favor of inserting 
this provision for the continuation of the investigations. The re- 
port of the committee shows that there has been a decrease in the 
appropriations over the present fiscal year of $145,358, but their 
ae also shows that this decrease is not in salaries, but that the 
salaries have been increased, as shown by their report, $61,180. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman does not want to mislead 
the committee I am sure. 

Mr. LONG. Iam taking your report. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is caused entirely by the classifica- 
tion of the salaries in the Bureau of Animal Industry, and making 
certain ones statutory. 

Mr. LONG. That is a reclassification which requires a larger 
amount than was paid before. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. We take this out of the lump sum for 
the Bureau of Animal Industry, and the actual saving in the 
Bureau of Animal Industry is $87,000. 

Mr. LONG, Yes, sir; this decrease of $145,318 is brought about 
in what way? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have named a number of the items to 
the gentleman. : 

Mr. LONG. It is brought about by the decrease of items _ 
like this $15,000, throwing out entirely this provision of the bill, 
which was in the bill for this fiscal year. lam in favor of the 
continuation of this investigation. It has been of some benefit to 
the people that I represent, and I believe that if the Secretary of 
Agriculture will administer this provision in a proper way it will 
benefit largely the people of the Western portion of the United 
States. I am opposed to its being stricken from the bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho, Mr. Chairman, d am in favor of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kansas, and it is not fair to 
criticise the purposes of this amendment by saying that the 
Secretary of Agriculture has heretofore used these appropriations 
— for the purpose of paying clerk hire in the ty of Wash- 

ton. 


Can not you give this committee some 


r. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman misunder- 
stood me. 


I did not say that. Isaid that a portion of it, $6,000 
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or $8,000, had been so used. I did not mean to cast any slur upon 
the use of the appropriation in that way. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Well, Ido not mean to cast any slur 
upon the committee; neither do I mean to cast any slur upon th, 
administration, for i: does not need it. [Laughter.] But I ¢ 
venture to say that if $6,000 out of a total of $15,000 was used he: 
in Washington for the payment of clerk hire, manifestly thers 
was maladministration so far as that appropriation was concerne| 
though perhaps not any more than can be found in the Depart 
ment generally. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say to this House that thr 
fifths of the United States is arid in character. The future gran- 
ary of the world is to-day arid and desert in character. Irrigation 
is yet in its infancy. This appropriation has been made in t 
past, and it ought to be made now, and there ought to be and w 
be future appropriations to enable the Secretary of Agriculture t> 
continue the investigations as to the best modes of promoti: 
agriculture by irrigation. That is the object of making this a, 
propriation, and it 1s no reason against it to say that the Geologic::] 
Survey does this work. The Geological Survey is charged wit 
the ascertainment of the supply and volume and flow of our river 
but that work does not cover this point, because the Geologi 
Survey does not investigate the question of irrigation as applied 
to the development of the agricultural resources of thearid regio1 
Linsist, Mr. Chairman, in the interest of three-fifths of the ar 
of the United States, which is yet to be the garden of the world, 
that we ought to have this small appropriation, and I insist thai 
it is not proper to criticise our claim for it upon the ground that 
in the past the money appropriated for this purpose has not been 
properly applied. I trust that in the future it will be applied 
properly in the direction for which it was intended, and not f 
the purpose of paying some clerks here in the city of Washington 
for doing nothing. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I coincide with what has been 
said here by the two gentlemen who have just spoken, and | 01 
wish this committee could realize the importance of even a sma! 
amount of work in this direction. The chairman of the Commi 
tee on Agriculture intimates that this irrigation work is about 
finished. I can notagree to that statement. In my section of the 
country, where we have the greatest artesian-well belt in the 
world, we want this appropriation continued. We sayit ought to 
be larger, so that the Agricultural Department might send out 
practical irrigators, men who understand the distribution of the 
water over the fields, to instruct our people, because, even after 
the wells are put down, our farmers do not understand the pro) 
distribution of the water. 

It is a scientific matter. It is a kind of work which the G 
ernment ought to do, a kind of work which the Government ( 
do in every other direction. The Government investigates as | 
minerals and mineral lands and informs the people as to wher 
will be profitable to mine; in commerce it assists by coast surveys 
by warnings as to rocks and points of danger, and in many way 
as to weather; adaptability of different sections for different put 
poses it investigates and reports in the interest of the people, and 
certainly it ought to do the same in this matter of irrigation. 

I have no criticism to make upon the Secretary of Agriculture 
so far as this Bureau is concerned. I believe it has done a good 
work so far, and the only reason why it can be said that so lary: 
a proportion of the appropriation has been expended in payii 
clerks in Washington is that Congress has always refused to 
make an adequate appropriation for this work. It is only by ag 
tating the question and keeping it before Congress that we hay 
been able to get any appropriation for irrigation, and I want to 
say that it is going to be before Congress until something is done. 

In the last Ceres bill we had the pitiful sum of $15,000 
it ought to have been $150,000—and that seems to have b 
stricken out now at the suggestion of the Secretary. It ought t 
have been kept in the bill. I do not want to have it understo 
that I am finding fault with the committee or with the chairm:: 
of the committee that have had this billin charge. I know ve1 
well the pressure that comes upon those who are responsible fv 
the amount carried in these appropriation bills, and I know how 
necessary it is for them to refuse many things that are asked of 
them, but at the same time I believe some discernment ought to 
be used in making these appropriations. This bill certainly con- 
tains appropriations of much less importance than this one for ir- 
rigation. e make provision for agrostology and for botanical 
and entomological investigations, for investigations for the Divis 
_ Vegetable Physiology and Pathology, and matters of that 

nd, 

Now, I say that while you are making appropriations in this 
direction, gentlemen, the interests of neikentvare proper are over 
looked, and in fact they are always the ones thatsuffer, You can 
always get money here to build a gunboat, you can get money 
here for the improvement of rivers and harbors, or for fortifica- 
tions along the coast, or for building ships, but it seems that as 





os 
oe 


Be 
Ka ‘ 








1896. 


soon as the farmers call for the publication of the horse book, or 
something with reference to cattle or sheep, or an appropriation 
like that which I am now advocating for scientific investigations 
along the lines that the —— are demanding, the question of 
“economy ” comes to the front and we are cut out of those appro- 
priations. Itisnotright. Theagricultural classes of this country 
pay more taxes and receive less return from the Federal Govern- 
ment than any other class in this country. 

Here are matters for which there is an emphatic demand on the 

art of the le. 
Po ropriations are notmade. Men write to us, ‘‘ Why do you not 
send us these books?” One man writes to me, “ I had a valuable 
horse that died the other day. 
could have saved him.” 
matters interest them. 
fited by them. 

In reference to this matter of irrigation, we want this appropri- 
ation to stand. The Secretary of Agriculture has sent out in this 
service scientific men who understand ‘the distribution of these 
waters. After our people have gone to the expense of putting 
down wells—a work in which the Government ought to have 
helped them, and in which it must help them—they are entitled 
to have these investigations made. As the population of the coun- 
try increases, as your cities become larger and larger, and concen- 
trations of large populations therein, there will come a demand for 
more tillable land, for homes for these people who must leave the 
cities and find homes in the West. In these arid and semiarid 
regions of the country fine soils exist, none better anywhere; and 
the Government will have to take up these investigations so that 
those fine soils may be utilized. It ought not to take the back 
track on such a question. 
that throw up water as high as 60 to 70 feet, and as high as 4,000 
gallons per minute, and it must make our rich country a garden 
spot, and we want the Government to do its duty by our people. 

These investigations, the expense of which is comparatively 
small, should be continued. This is only what the Government 
has done in other directions. It should instruct our people upon 
the distribution of these waters, so that they may realize benefi- 
cial results from the money they have expended. I hope the 
amendment will be sustained. 

The chairman of the committee says that this is legitimately 
the work of the geological department. Sir, that is no answer. 
That department has been moving out on these lines; but I desire 
that this matter shall receive the attention of both branches of 
the Government. It is an agricultural matter, and appropria- 
tions for this purpose should be contained in the Agricultural 
appropriation bill. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. ANDREWS. I wish to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee whether a report has been made by the Department with 
reference to the expenditure of this money appropriated for the 
present fiscal year; and whether any specific statement has been 
made as to the results of these investigations? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have not such a report; nor has it 
been furnished to the committee. 

Mr. ANDREWS. The committee does not know anything 
about what has been done with the money? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Not in detail. 

Mr. ANDREWS. I understand the chairman of the committee 


They understand how they are to be bene- 


to say that something like six or eight thousand dollars of this | 


sum of $15,000 has been expended for clerk hire. Is that correct? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. It is. 


Mr. ANDREWS. Now, Mr. Chairman 





Mr. WILLIAMS. May I interrupt the gentleman a:noment, in | 


justice, as I believe, to the Secretary of Agriculture? 

Mr. ANDREWS. I wish to inform the gentleman that I am 
not seeking to cast any reflection upon the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture or bees else. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I merely wanted to correct 

Mr. ANDREWS. Iam trying to ascertain the practical results 
which have been realized from the expenditure of this money, and 
I claim the right to the floor. 

The CH. MAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. An- 
DREWS] declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. ANDREWS. I simply wish to say that for a large portion 
of the country lying to the west no more valuable appropriations 
can be made than those which seek to promote an extensive devel- 
opment of feasible modes of irrigation. While I shall support this 
amendment, I believe that the amount specified should be much 
larger than $15,000. I believe active measures should be pursued 
for the development of this question in its relations to the millions 
of acres of territory to the west that could be brought wuder profit- 
able cultivation by irrigation. 

Those who have led the westward march of civilization in this 
country have waged a brilliant warfare against the adversities and 
hardships incident to frontier life. Their successes have enriched 
the nation with untold millions that would have remained unde- 





If I had had this book I believe I | 
Our constituents understand how these | 


| 





| and harbors, and we expect to do so within reas 
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| nor the present holds a monopoly of knowledge. 
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veloped had it not been for their deeds of patient toil and sacrifice, 
It is not unreasonable, therefore, to ask the Federal Government 
to assist in the discovery of ways and means whereby large por- 
tions of arid and semiarid districts of the West may be trans- 
formed into gardens and fields of plenty. 

A certain gentleman sitting at my left shakes his head and says, 
‘No, no; we already know all there is to be known on this sub- 
ject of irrigation.” Well, perhaps he does, but I assume that he 


| | will not be seriously offended when I call his attention to the fact, 
Ali over the country they are asking why these | 


that the crowned heads and literati of the Old World talked like- 
wise when Columbus declared that the earth is round and that by 
sailing westward land could befound. In spite cf the self-assumed 
wisdom of that age, a new continent flashed into view, and time 
has established within its limits the greatest republic known to 
human history. 

Numerous instances can be cited to show that neither the past 
You ask West- 
ern members to vote for appropriations for coast defenses, rivers, 
mable limits. 


But, speaking for myself, I believe that the Federal Government 


| should assist in the discovery and promotion of feasible modes of 


irrigation in the arid and semiarid portions of the West. 


Give as liberal aid to the West in this direction as the West has 
always accorded to the East for the purposes mentioned, and 
western Kansas, and Nebraska, Colorado, Wyoming, and their 
neighboring States will return to the wealth of the nation more 
than a hundredfold for every dollar so invested by the Federal 


Government. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 


| mittee, I entirely agree with all that has been said in favor of this 
In my own State we have artesian wells | 


amendment. We have in this bill a total appropriation approxi- 


| mating $3,000,000 for the Department of Agriculture, and we have 
| an appropriation suggested of only $15,000 to cover the investiga- 


tion of irrigating methods, 
of the arid region. 


Now, gentlemen, all know the extent 
It comprises one-third of the entire area of this 


| country. It is the field of effort and of enterprise in the future. 
| The great agricultural depression which has prevailed for some 
time past, bringing about the low prices of agricultural prod- 


ucts has temporarily blocked the progress of irrigation in this 
country. But we are in hopes that the proper economical laws 
will be passed that will restore in part, at least, the values of agri- 
cultural products which have been lost in the past few years. 

We all know that the increasing population of this country will 
demand that larger areas be put under cultivation. It is com- 
paratively easy to cultivate land that is watered from the heavy- 
ens; it is difficult to cultivate arid land, which must be watered by 
scientific methods, involving large expenditures of money, expen- 
sive surveys of lands and of sources of water supply, requiring, too, 
the storage of water, the construction of dams, and the diverting of 
ditches and canals. Even if this work of practical irrigation does 
not proceed now with the vigor that it should, it is important that 
we lay up a storehouse of information upon this subject while this 


| great work is temporarily delayed. It is important that the De- 
| partment of the Government having control of the agricultural 

investigations of the country and expending in a given year 
| $3,000,000 should expend a part, at least, of that sum in attention 





| propriation ought to be increased. 


to the needs of this vast area, which is hereafter to be a thickly 
populated portion of the country. 

For my own part, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this ap- 
3ut at ail events the present 
organization that has investigated this subject should be permit 
ted to continue in the same direction. I am very well aware of 


the necessity which exists for economy in expenditures for the 
coming fiscal year, we all know that the revennes of the Govern- 
| ment will not permit of any extravagent expenditu: and we all 
know the difficulties that beset the different Appropriation Com- 
mittees of the House insecuring necessary revenues that they may 
appropriate properly for the expenses of the Government. Butat 
the same time, when we are making an appropriation covering a 


| general subject, of about $3,000,000, an organization costing only 


$15,000 per annum, and whose objects are so far-reaching and im- 


| portant, should certainly be maintained asthe nucleus of a larver 
, - 


and more efficient organization in the future. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I agree with what has been 
said on this question of the importance of the subject of irrigat*on 
in the Western country, but it seems to me that Congress bas 
never undertaken to do quite the practical thing in reference to 
it. Irrigation is not an experiment. It has been practiced for 
centuries in some countries. It is not experiments that we want. 
We have had small appropriations several years, but have had no 


{| Applause. | 


practical results from expenditures. We want an appropriation; 
| and it seems to me that Congress will certainly authorize it and 





appoint some official whose duty it shall be tu secure sites for 
reservoirs and rights of way for distributing ditches in the semi- 
arid region and the arid regions of the country. 
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Everyone who has given any thought to the question under- 
stands that there can be irrigation-where water can be obtained if 
there is a sufficient expenditure of money; and the thing to dois to 
authorize some official of the Government to secure the sites for 
reservoirs where the water may be stored, and secure the rights 
of way for distributing ditches, and get to work in a practical way. 
I repeat that that is what ought to be done. : 

I am not opposed in any sense of the word to this proposition, 
because there is a very large district of country west of us which 
must depend upon irrigation. Irrigation has done much for the 
State that I have the honor in part to represent here. The western 
part of Kansas needs irrigation; and the State herself has made 
appropriations and is taking steps to irrigate there, and is doing 
much to reclaim that semiarid country. While I favor this propo- 
sition, | fear that the appropriation will probably result, just as 
all the other appropriations heretofore made by Congress have 
resulted, in being paid out largely as salaries without any prac- 
tical advantage to the people. If there is any report of what has 
been done under provisions similar to the one ee no one has 
produced it. In view of what has been done, I think the thing to 
do is to authorize an expert to investigate and report and give us 
something that will result in good to the country and to the ad- 
vancement of the important work that is proposed to be done. 
[{Applause. ] 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word con- 
cerning the statement made by the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture that we know all about irrigation. I must deny the 
gentleman’s proposition. Isay that we know nothing, practicaily, 
of irrigation yet in this country. When the gentleman says that 
he, with ten years’ experience in practical irrigation, has learned 
all of it, he shows to this House that he knows nothing whatever 
about the subject. 

The people of Utah have been studying the practical question of 
irrigation for fifty years, and they do not know it all. There are 
many things which the Government can investigate and which 
the Government should investigate; how much water should be 
used on land of a oe kind, how much water should be * oe 
to a given crop, how much water should be used at different 
ros sof the year. These things are not known and have not 

n investigated, and would be worth much to the agriculture of 
the arid ont subarid regions to understand; and this appropria- 
tion, if properly used—the appropriation proposed by the pending 
amendment—should be used, in part at least, to obtain some knowl- 
a on this very question. 

hope, therefore, the amendment will prevail. We have not 
reached the depth of knowledge here that the gentleman from New 
York seems to think we have on this subject. 





Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, this amendment proposes an insig- 
nificant appropriation. It seeks to put into the bill what has been 
the law heretofore, for the purpose contemplated. It has been 
dropped from this bill upon the —— of the Secretary of 
Agriculture. I have been informed that he believes that the west- 
ern portions of Kansas and his own State ought to be abandoned 
to the herdsmen and the cattle men. But the people who inhabit 
these regions have put into them their industry, capital, and 
energy. Such persons as they are can not be found in any other 
portion of this great Republic. Year after year in these semiarid 
regions they have remained by their farms and homesteads striv- 
ing even against the laws of nature to test to the utmost of their 
ability the possibility of raising crops successfully there. 

So far as irrigation is concerned in these regions, it is an unsolved 
problem. In the valleys of the great streams like the Arkansas 
there is no longer any question of the sufficiency of the under- 
flow; but when you reach the higher altitudes in the western half 
of the State of Kansas, in that region not supplied by any great 
streams, the question there as to whether those people can suc- 
cessfully irrigate by sinking wells and raising the water to the 
surface is a very important one. It has been tested to a certain 
extent and has been in a degree successful, but it has been by the 
people themselves putting in their knowledge, their energy, and 
capital in sinking wells and building reservoirs to control the 
water and apply it to the soil. The Agricultural Department 
should join hands with the Geological Survey in assisting the peo- 

le in solving this problem. The State of Kansas has contributed 

iberally to aid her citizens in experimenting with and testing the 
underflow, 

All that is asked for in this smail appropriation is that the 
Government shall experiment and give the people the necessary 
information. It is of the utmost consequence to all those people 
of that region that the Government shall determine for them 
where they can sink wells with a certainty of finding the underflow 
and save them the disastrous expense of testing for themselves. 

The sites of the earliest civilization were in the irrigated regions 
of the world, and there sre no more co us, industrious, or 


patriotic people under the sun than those who cultivate the soil 
near the ditches of the great arid and semiarid regions of the 
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West. Successful irrigation is one of the great problems of tho 
future, and it is here for solution. 

This bill, it has been stated, carries about $3,000,000. Thislimit.q 
appropriation of $15,000 is for the benefit not only of the agricy|- 
tural classes of this nation, but for all the people, and it is t 
used to reclaim these arid lands, not by absorbing a great ay) 
priation from the Government, but elton that the Governn 
experiment and point out where these wells may be successf1]|y 
sunk and how this irrigation may be profitably practiced. Whey 
that is done the people will put into it their energy and their 
capital, a thousandfold in proportion toevery dollar that is asked 
from the National Treasury. These men who have gone into 
western third of Kansas and Nebraska, and have located ho 
steads there, are entitled to this recognition from the Govern- 
ment. The same is true of the heroic people who have gone into 
every arid region in the Republic. 

{ ere the hammer fell. 

r. GROSVENOR. t. Chairman, I simply desire to say that 
this is a matter about which appropriations have been made | 
tofore. These experiments have been pushed under the auspi: 
of appropriations to the Agricultural Department. Now, here are 
the Representatives of a great section of the Union, representing, 
as they must, truthfully and properly, the particular interests of 
their section. They are not particularly interested in very many 
of the matters carried in this bill, in which other sections of the 
country are especially interested. Now, these gentlemen c 
here representing a great body, in acres, of the Union, a s n 
of the Union to which we must look in the future for the creat 
necessities of food products. These gentlemen seem to underst:nd 
what they want. They seem‘to understand the necessity. Nov, 
why should they be deprived? Whyshould this matter be cut out 
of this bill when they are protesting that it is indispensable to the 
development of their country? That is all I have to say. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish 
to unnecessarily prolong the discussion, but representing a dist: 
which has been somewhat benefited by these experiments, I hardly 
think I should remain entirely silent until the discussion is closed, 
If we refuse to insert this amendment we should do it understand- 
ingly and deliberately, not with the idea that we have finished the 
work, but with the deliberate admission that we are not willing 
to commence it. Weare just commencing. Gentlemen, are you 
aware that more than one-half of the people of the world live 
on account of irrigation? In Asia the great bulk of the crops are 
raised as the result of irrigation. Shall we remain behind the 
partly civilized or less civilized nations who inhabit China, India, 
and Arabia? Not only that, but a little investigation has devel- 
oped the fact that we shall find in the reports published at the ex- 
pense of the Government that there lived in America a race of 
men before the Indians came here, known as the mound builders 
who practiced irrigation on an enormous scale, beyond anything 
that been dreamed of here in Congress. 

Now, the surveyors have great irrigation ditches on the western 
coast that were evidently dug by the mound builders, which could 
not have been built by the Indians. They have traced them ! 
thousands of miles. Shall we, as proud progressive American | 
izens, be behind Asia? Shall we be behind the mound builiiers in 
having the sense to make proper use of these blessings which (#0 
has given us in the land which we have been given to occupy? 
The Indians were anere away because they did not make a proper 
use of the blessings which God placed within their reach. Must 
we be swept away on account of some little thing of that kind 
cause we do not apply scientific methods to the means of obtaining 
a living for the people? 

Why, my friends, in this Democratic House I have seen this ap- 
propriation made for four years without a question, without making 
a fight for it. Shall you signalize the return of the Republican 
arty to power in this House by wiping out this little picayune 
item of $15,000, intended for the advancement of agriculture and 
civilization in America? 

Mr. SHAW. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COLSON. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order now. The gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. SHAw] offers an amendment, wlict 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the sum of $15,000 be also appropriated to make investigations in re- 
gard to the best methods of ditching and draining lowlands. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I make the point of order against that 
amendment that it is new legislation. Sane 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York rais’s the 

int of order against the amendment offered by the gentleman 

om North Carolina. Does the gentleman desire to say anything 
on the point of order? 

Mr. SHAW. No; I think not. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must hold that the point of or- 
der is well taken. It is new legislation entirely. 

Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Chairman, it is pleasurable to me to see 
education in this country extending along Populistic lines, be- 
cause for myself I can not conceive of a more paternal measure 
than the one we are now considering, and because 

Mr. ANDREWS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 





If the 


appropriation, as contemplated in this amendment is paternalism, | 


what would you call the appropriation of millions of money to 
keep water off certain lands of the country, referring more par- 
ticularly to river and harbor appropriations? 

Mr. SKINNER. I will anticipate the gentleman’s question and 


tions, and if I had the power I would make it ten times as large 
{applause}, but at the same time I am inclined to draw no dis- 
tinction between irrigation and ditching swamps and making 
canals for the purpose of clearing and cultivating our lowlands. 
You will excuse me for that, when I tell you that I am the rep- 
resentative upon this floor of the very cradle of this Government, 
and yet at the same time it is lowland country. It is the country 
of the Dismal Swamp, where the ‘‘ fox fire” 
lamp; and if we had some governmental aid extended to us we 
would have as prosperous a country as you possibly could have in 
the Northwest. At the same time, I shall favor your measure; 
and after you have had experience and profited by governmental 
aid in this way, I know that your hearts will be big enough to 
extend the same ratio of benefit to the lowlands of the country. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, speaking from memory 
a few minutes ago with respect to the salaries in the division I 
said they amounted to between $6,000 and $8,000. I find that 
they were $4,100, and I desire to correct my former statement. 

N ow, Mr. Chairman, I believe very thoroughly that irrigation 
has gone beyond the line of experiment. I reassert that I believe 
that the people out in the irrigated regions know more about the 
subject of irrigation than any gentleman who has spoken on the 
floor of the House. I believe it can be left with them, and that 
this appropriation would be absolutely useless and serve no good 
purpose. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why does the gentleman say that? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
about this question than we do. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I want to ask the Chairman first whether 
the amendment now pending is an amendment providing for the 
payment of $15,000 for the purpose of advancing the cause of irri- 


gation? 
The CHAIRMAN. It is. 
Mr. HARTMAN. Is that amendment subject to amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN. It is. 


Mr. HARTMAN. Then I move to amend that amendment so 
that it will read: ‘‘ Thirty thousand dollars, payable in silver dol- 
lars of 412} grains of standard silver.” [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. [raise the point of order on that. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, by a large vote this House 
announced the other day 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman 
from Maine reserves the point of order on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Certainly. 
the House announced its opposition to standard silver dollars; and 
we were informed by a large number of the speakers that those 
dollars were worth only 50 cents on the dollar in gold. I am per- 
fectly willing that instead of the $15,000 we should appropriate 
$30,000 in these 50-cent dollars. 





is seen strong as a | 


I think the people there know more | 





| 
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Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire, I will say that heretofore the printing 
for that division has been paid from the sum appropriated under 
this head, but that the printing has now been transferred to the 
Publication Division. The money appropriated for the causo of 
good roads is, therefore, practically the same. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is all right, then. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Publications, Department of Agriculture, Division of Publications: For the 
printing, illustration, publication, and distribution of bulletins and reports, 


$85,000, as follows: Farmers’ bulletins, which shall be adapted tothe interests 
of the people of different sections of the country, an equal proportion of two- 


' ee . | thirds of which shall be supplied to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates 
say this: That I propose to vote for these irrigation appropria- | a eth ecu, ; 


in Congress for distribution among their constituents, $10,000: Provided, That 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall notify Senators and Representatives of the 
character and number of each bulletin and each other publication of the De- 
yeeemens of Agriculture (not sent to the folding rooms of the Senate and 
{ouse) to which each Senator and Representative may be entitled for distri- 
bution on the basis herein provided; for the distribution of bulletins, illus 
trations, and engravings; ie the pay of artists, draftsman, engravers, and 
additional proof readers when necessary; the purchase of tools, instruments, 





paper, ink, pencils, paints, and other necessary materials; for labor, printing, 
printing proofs, necessary traveling expenses, and for dr: Ss, engravings, 
lithographs, paintings, other illustrations, and electrotyp 30,000; for distri- 
| bution of documents; for the purchase of paper, envelopes, gum, twine, and 


other necessary materials, $5,000; in all, $85,000 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a correc- 
tion in line 9, page 17. Insert the word “ preparation” after the 
words ‘‘for the.” That is to correct an omission in the printing. 
In line 23 of the same page, at the end of the line, the word 
** draftsman ” should read ‘‘ draftsmen.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendments will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COLSON. Mr. Chairman, I now desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


) 
} 
i 


hi- 


insert the following: ‘* Arc! 
hods 


In line 11, page 17, after the word “ dollars,” 
and plans for the construction of farmhouses, the sum of $20,000." 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I make the point of order that that is new 


| legislation and increases expenses. 


The CHAIRMAN, 
the point of order? 

Mr. COLSON. Ido. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Iwill reserve the point of order if the 
gentleman wants to speak to his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman can discuss his amend- 


Does the gentleman desire to be heard on 


| ment. 


Mr. COLSON. Mr. Chairman, if there is one thing that has 
more firmly impressed itself upon my mind than all others it is the 
fact that the people living in the agricultural districts throughout 


| the country need information as to the best plans and methods of 


constructing dwellings in which to live. 
In passing through the rural districts in my travels throughout 
the United States, I have often observed large houses on which 


| had been expended ample labor and material to construct com- 


fortable dwellings when in fact, notwithstanding that large ex- 
penditure of labor and material, there was no comfort in those 
houses. If there is one thing more than all others that is enjoy- 


| able; if there is one thing more than all others that contributes to 


By a large vote the other day | 


I hope the House will have no | 


objection to inserting $30,000 in silver; and I trust they will be | 


worth just as much in the opinion of the gentlemen who voted 
here against silver as $15,000 in gold. [Laughter.] I prefer it 
that way, and I am satisfied that gentlemen will accept that amend- 
ment. [Laughter. | 

Mr. PERKINS. But the House decided that it was opposed to 
50-cent dollars. 

Mr, HARTMAN. I withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kansas. 

e€ amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Public-road inquiries: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to make in- 


quiries in regard to the system of road management throughout the United 
States; to make investigations in regard to the best methods of road making: 


for labor, traveling, and other necessary expenses, and for preparing and | 


pablishing bulletins and reports on this subject for distribution, and to enable 
m to assist the agricultural colleges and experiment stations in disseminat- 
ing information on this subject, $8,000. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would like to have the gen- 
tleman in charge of this bill explain why, when the matter of good 
roads is in its infancy in this country, the appropriation is cut 
down $2,000? 


domestic comfort and happiness, it is a dwelling house constructed 
with all the modern conveniences. It is about as easy to have 
such a dwelling house in the country as itis inthe city. This fact 
is not realized, however, by the people living in the rural dis- 
tricts. 


The result of this lack of information is that the people are leav- 
ing the farm and going to the cities. This is unfortunate. The 
country population is the strength of the nation. It is in the 


country that you find 0 page that is not measured in dollars 
and cents. About one-half our people are engaged in agriculture, 
and this part of our population is the rockbed of our political and 


social fabric. Wecan not do too much for this class of our popu- 


lation. The point of order made by the gentleman may be well 
taken, and I understand that the Chairman of this committee may 
so-hold, but I desire to put myself on record as favoring the dis- 


tribution of the information contemplated by my amendment. 

We appropriate money for the distribution of publications on 
various subjects and for the distribution of seeds, all of which is 
right and proper, and I think the Congress could do no better 
thing than make provision for the distribution throughout the 
country of information as to the best methods and plans for the 
construction of farmhouses. This Government ought to con- 
tribute in every possible way to improve the condition of the 
farmer. Ifitcan give him any suggestion as to improved methods 
of building, heating, and providing water supply for his country 
house it ought to do so. 

The pending bill carries $145,358 less than the Agricultural De- 
partment appropriation bill forlastyear. It carries only $3,158,192, 
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This is too little consideration for the farmers of the country. It 
is nothing, sir, compared to the contribution made by the farmers 
of the country to the support of the Government. e appropri- 
ate each year more than $25,000,000 for the aoepere of the Army; 
about the same amount for the support of the Navy; and for the 
support of the whole Government the great sum of $433,000,000. Of 
this great sum we give only a little more than $3,000,000 for the Ag- 
ricultural Department. How very liberal weare to the farmers of 
the country! Mr. Chairman, before this bill is reported I hope I 
will have an opportunity to speak further upon this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired. 

The Chair must rule out the amendment as new legislation. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 18, line 8, after the word “ dollars,” add: 

“ Provided, That the work known as the Spoal Report on Diseases of the 
Horse shall be incluced in the publication of the Agricultural Report: Pro- 


vided further, That said Agricultural Report shall not exceed the size of the 
same for the last fiscal year.” 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I have put that amendment 
in the form in which it is at the suggestion of some gentlemen 
near me. I believe we each get about 900 copies of the Agricul- 
tural Report. This amendment would put the horse book into the 
Agricultural Report, but as some question has been made as to the 
size of the volume, at the suggestion of some gentlemen here I 
have provided in the amendment that the Agricultural Report 
with the horse book included, shall not exceed in size the Agricul- 
tural Report for the last fiscal year. I believe that amendment is 
feasible and I believe it is proper. I would a great deal prefer to 
have the horse book in a separate volume, but some gentlemen 
whom I have consulted seem to think that is not practicable at 
the present time. I believe that a good deal of the matter usually 
contained in the Agricultural Report can be omitted, and that it 
will be better for our constituents to have those matters omitted 
and this horse book inserted in lieu of them. I would be glad to 
hear from the chairman of the Committee on Printing and from 
other members of that committee on this subject. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I haveon my deskand I exhibit 
to the House a copy of the Year Book, and also a copy of the Re- 
port on the Diseases of the Horse. The committee will observe 
that the two volumes are very nearly equalin size. The proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from South Dakota is to insert this volume 
(the horse book) in this one (the Year Book), and yet to have the 
latter volume no larger than it is now; which is obviously im- 


practicable. 
Is that the Agricultural Report which the gen- 


Mr. PICKLER. 
tleman has there? 

Mr. PERKINS, I have here the Agricultural Report. 

Mr. PICKLER. For what year? 

Mr. PERKINS. Itis the Agricultural Report for the year 1894, 
the last one issued, and the Special Report on the Diseases of the 
Horse which I have here was issued in 1890. If you vote to insert 
this Special Report on Diseases of the Horse in this Agricultural 
Report, and at the same time provide that the latter shall be no 
larger than heretofore, then you simply provide for the printing 
of 500,000 copies of the horse boek to the exclusion of the Year 
Book, and at an expense of $300,000. Now, the Year Book is 
intended to cover the whole agricultural field. It is supposed 
that all farmers and ail who are interested in agriculture are 
interested in that volume, while for the horse book only those 
care who are interested in the horse; so that this amendment pro- 
vides for a great extravagance. All that is required, at the most, 
is 75,000 copies of the Report on the Diseases of the Horse, which 
ycan be pre acel in a separate volume at 56 cents per copy, whereas 
provision is made for 500,000 copies of the Agricultural Report at 
an expense of $300,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the Agricultural Report is not required, 
then we have done a foolish thing here to-day in providing in the 
deficiency bill for an expenditure of $300,000 for the production 
of that report for 1895. On the other hand, if it is desirable, if it 
is a volume the publication and circulation of which ought to be 
continued, it ought not to be supplanted by this horse book merely 
to accommodate the desire of some g2ntlemen who want copies of 
the latter. We ought to proceed understandingly in this matter, 
and we can not carry out the provisions of this amendment with- 
out excluding the report of the Secretary of Agriculture for the 

year to which the law shall apply. Again, if both volumes are to 
be printed, if this horse book is to be included with the report of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, making two volumes in place of one, 
then we must make an appropriation of $600,000 in place of the 
$300,000 we have already appropriated. 
, Now, sir, in my judgment, it would be very much more econom- 
| ical, if this House desires an additional number of copies of ihe 
, horse book, to make an appropriation of $43,000 for 75,000 copies 
, ef that book, and have them printed separately, instead of sup- 
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eee the Agricultural Report with the horse book, in which. 
have said, comparatively few persons are interested. 

Mr. MOSES. I will ask the gentleman whether in his opinion 
if the horse book were included as a part of the Agricultural Repo 
it would not be practically lost anyway? The recipients, if th, 
do not read the Agricultural Report, would never know the ho; 
book was included therein. 

Mr. PERKINS. As to that, members desiring the horse bo 
would find it in the Agricultural Report, and members wou 
send the volume to their constituents as the Agricultural Report 
whereas in fact it would be the horse book. 

Mr. MOSES. But he would have to write a personal lette: 
every constituent. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no; the title could be amended so as 
avoid that trouble. 

Mr. PICKLER. I like very well what the chairman of the C 
mittee on Printing [Mr. PerRKINs]hassaid. Iwould much pr. 
to have this information in a separate volume, as undoubted 
every other member would. The Agricultural Report displa) 
here is a much smaller volume than those reports ordinarily a 
They generally are about twice that size. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, I think the gentleman is mistaken. I! 
will send out and get the Agricultural Reports fora series of 4 
he will find that the size of the volumes is pretty nearly unifo: 

Mr. PICKLER. All I have to say is that I get a much fu 
and larger Agricultural Report than the gentleman from Iowa d 
because I am persuaded that my report is usually twice the six 
the volume he has exhibited. But I do not care to discuss t! 
matter further. 

It was upon the suggestion of a gentleman who has a good deal 
of technical knowledge as to the printing of these reports that 
provision was inserted that the size of the volume should not he 
greater than heretofore. I shall be very glad to substitute for: 
amendment the proposition suggested by the chairman of the Cvi- 
mittee on Printing. Of course we do not wish to interfere with 
the Agricultural Report, but this is a matter which has come 1))- 
again and again, which has been fought off in one direction or jin- 
other until the expiration of one term of Congress after anotlicr, 
so that we have not obtained the books. If the gentleman fro: 
Iowa, the chairman of the Committee on Printing, will agains 
his proposition I shall be very glad to offer it in lieu of my ori 
nal amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Public Printer estimates that the co 
75,000 volumes will be $42,350. ° 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ishall be in favor of the amendment 
stated by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. PICKLER. I modify my amendment so as to read as 
follows: 


For publication of the work known as Special Report on Diseases of 
Horse, to be distributed as heretofore under resolutions of Congr >ss, $1” 


The amendment of Mr. PICKLER as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent to make a 
statement, which I am aware is not in order, in reference to the 
amendment just disposed of. That amendment ought to provide 
in so many words the method of distributing the publication. 1 

rovides for distribution in the manner heretofore made, whe 
act the distribution has not always been uniform. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New’ Hampshire | \! 
BAKER] has been recognized and has sent an amendment to | 


desk, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iask unanimous consent that the am: 
ment just adopted be modified so as to provide that 50,000 copies 
of these reports be for the use of the House and 25,000 for 1 
Senate. 

Mr. PICKLER and Mr. PERKINS. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment 
will be modified as suggested. 

There was no objection. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the amendi 
sent to the desk by the gentleman from New Hampshire [™ 
BAKER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 10 and 11, page 17, strike out * eighty-five” and insert “ sixty-fi\ 
in line 16,same page, strike out “fifty” and insert “thirty ’’; so that 
clause will read: : 

“ For the printing, illustration, publication, and distribution of bulletins « 
reports, $65,000, as follows: Farmers’ bulletins, which shall be adapted to the 
interests of the _— of different sections of the country, an equal pro} 

ow 


tion of two-thi hich shall be supplied to Senators, Representati' 
and Delegatesin Congress for distribution among their constituents, $30.) 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, Mr. Chairman, my purpos? 
in offering this amendment is to call attention to the manner 11 
which the money has heretofore been expended for farmers’ bu 
letins and to show that the amount here proposed to be appropr- 














1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





ISI9 


ce aS 


ated is unnecessarily large, in view of the practice of the Depart- 


9 ofore. 
pent a mares of the Department of Agriculture, we find on 

oe 37 that the entire amount expended for farmers’ bulletins 
Paring the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, was only $25,639.65. 
The appropriation for that year was $30,000; and under that 
appropriation about 22 or 23 farmers’ bulletins were issued. 

In the last appropriation bill, the bill for the year ending on the 
a0th of June next, $50,000 was sees as proposed here; but 
under that appropriation, up to the present date, there have been 
only seven or eight new bulletins issued. In the document which 
the Secretary of Agriculture sent to the Senate, known as Docu- 
8, nas. with that appropriation. It appears by that report that 
he had expended in nearly half of the fiscal year—in nearly all of 
the six months ending on the 3ist of December last, only $7,820.62. 
it is therefore evident that there is no necessity for so large an 
appropriation as is here proposed. The making of such an appro- 
sriation simply gives the Secretary of Agriculture an opportunity 
to claim, as heso volubly does, how much he has saved from year to 
year. The amount named in the bill will not be needed, and con- 
sequently I do not think we should appropriate so large a sum. 
We have already added some $40,000 to this clause, and it seems 
to me proper, as it is of no use, that we should take off the $20,000 
I propose in the amendment, and I think that no one will object 
to the adoption of the amendment when these facts are taken into 
consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. Had you not better cut it a little further? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Well, this is something, and 
it is something in the right direction. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, there is no increase in 
this item. The appropriation of last year was $67,000. In this 
bill we have done away with an item of $15,000 for illustrations, 
and added it to the $67,000, which would make $82,000; and we 
have taken $2,000 from the road inquiry, and added it to this, 


making $84,000. We have also taken some other small items from | 


different divisions, making in all $85,000; so that it is an apparent 
increase only, but not an actual increase. 

With that explanation, if the committee desires to cut it down 
$20,000, certainly the Committee on Agriculture will not make 
any objection. . ; : 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The Chairman will readily 
assent when I show that the deduction comes entirely from the ap- 
propriation for farmers’ bulletins, and does not touch the items 
to which he has referred, leaving $30,000 for that purpose; and as 
only $20,000 has been expended heretofore in any one year it would 
seem to be ample. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not object to the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Division of Seeds, purchase and distribution of valuable seeds: For the pur- 
chase, propagation, and distribution, as required by law, of valuable seeds, 
bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, and expense of labor, trans 
portation, paper, twine, gum, printing, postal cards, and all necessary mate 
rial and repairs for putting up and distributing the same, and to be distrib 
uted in localities adapted to their culture, $130,000. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. 
that this provision, with reference to the distribution of seeds, be 
postponed until after we have concluded the remainder of the bill. 

Mr. COUSINS. I object. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, in line 
20, on page 20, the words ‘‘as required by law.” 


n Document No. 25 of this session, showing 


| 


| 








Mr. Chairman, I ask wnanimous consent | 


[ think that this is necessary in order to make the appropriation | 


available. If these words are not omitted from the bill the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture will probably do as he has done herctofore 


on a similar occasion, where complaint has been made that he has | 


not executed the law. He has taken, I understand, the opinion 
of the Attorney-General, who has said that under the provisions 
of the law now existing the Secretary may elect to say that he can 
not find any seed of the character proper to be distributed. 
_ Now, if we strike out the words I have mentioned, here is an 
independent statute, an appropriation, and the purpose of the ap- 
propriation is specifically set out in the statute itself. 
Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
= the desk as a substitute for that offered by the gentleman from 
owa. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend on page 20,after the word “dollars,” in line 25, by adding the words: 
“And it is hereb made mandatory on the Secretary of Agriculture to make 
such purchase and distribution as was done in the years prior to 1895.” 


Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the lan- 


| the purpose of bringing about such. legislation. or by thé 


| try was intended to administer practical. relief to the peopl 


even obtained from the law Department of the Government an 
opinion that the law is directory simply, and not mandatory, and 
he chooses to avail himself of that decision. 

Now, I think the former action of the Secretary of Agriculture 
is sufficient to demonstrate that we should speak to him hereafter 
in a language that he can not misunderstand, in language com- 
manding him to execute the will of the people. We should leave 
no room whatever for him to hinge a doubt upon about our will 
in connection with the matter. 

The distribution of the seed by the Congressmen to their re- 
spective constituents in this country is a question of prescriptive 


| right, both of the people and of the Congressmen themselves; and 
No. 40, he states what he had done up to that date, December | 


while it may entail additional labor on the Representatives to 
send out seed, yet it is a recognition, to the remotest district and 
hamlet of the country, of their constituents who receive the seed 
at their hands. 

And, Mr. Chairman, permit me to say that outside of that mat 
ter, while I have no assault whatever to make on the Secretary of 
Agriculture, while I have no assault to make upon the bill, yet-at 
the same time it does seem to me that the only assistance that the 
Secretary of Agriculture has been to the farming classes of the 
country is to conspire with Grover Cleveland and Mr. Carlisle for 
tion of such financial projects, as to practically halve the price of 
all their products, and takes up his time in planting trees through- 
out the country or lecturing upon the rostrum upon what we 
commonly call the ‘‘ gold-bug” side. [Applause. | 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Agricultural Department of this coun 
, and 
I can not conceive any more available manner of making the dis 
tribution of this intelligence or of improving farming than by the 
proper distribution and improvement of seeds. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me 
that the passage of either of these amendments, especially the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from lowa |Mr. Herpurn}, 


| would concede the position taken by the Secretary of Agricultur 


If would, it strikes me, be an admission that what has heretofore 
been done was not required by law. If we strike out the words 
‘‘ required by law” that will concede the correctné pos 
tion now taken by the Secretary of Agriculture. Therefore it 
would be taking a position which we upon this side—and I also 
think gentlemen upon the other side—do not wish to assum 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa {[Mr. Hrersvrn}. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ILask that the amendment be 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ss of th 


again read. 


Strike out, in line 20, page 20, after the word “ distribution,” the words “as 
required by law.” 


i 


The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending which 
was offered by the gentleman from North Carolina {Mr. SKINNER}. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Lask to have it reported. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

Amendon page 20, after the word “‘ dollars,” in line 2%, by adding the v 
“And it is hereby made mandatory upon the Secretary of Agriculture 
said purchase and distribution as was done in the ye: rior to 1 


Mr. TRACEY. I offer a substitute for the amei 
by the gentleman from North Carolina. 
The substitute of Mr. TRACEY was read, as follows: 


make 


iment offered 


And the Secretary shall purchase the seeds, bull 
and plants, and distribute the same as her 
otherwise. 


Mr. TRACEY. 





snrTru bs 


Mr. Chairman, I offer that amendment simp! 
because I think it makes the law more explicit. If thatisad 

there will be nothing to construe, and there will be no question 
about it. It will be a plain direction to the 
the appropriation made by Congress for that purpose, an appro 


Secretarv to exe 


| priation which, in my opinion, is as useful as any that is made for 


| Secretary shall have no discretionary power not to } 
trees, vines, cuttings, and plants 


guage of section 527 of the Revised Statutes, as well as the former | 


appropriation bill and this one, should be clear enough to be man- 


datory on the Secretary of Agriculture, but at the same time we 
find that the Secretary of Agriculture is so opposed to distributing 


| districts of North Carolina. 


this relief, or making available this appropriation, that he has | 


the entire Department of Agricalture. 
The substitute of Mr. TRacry was rejected. 


Mr. SHAW. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a substitute for 


| the amendment of the gentleman from North Carolina. 


The substitute of Mr. SHAW was read, as foliows: 


* insert the follo 


20, after the word “ dollars 
shall be expended as prov 


Tn line 25, page 
** Which said sum ided for in th tion, and the 
ha eds 


the s1ine 


pi 
but shall purchase and distribute 
when it is possible to obtain them.”’ 


Mr.SHAW. Mr. Chairman, I represent one of the agricultural 
The question of the distribution of 
seed is exceedingly important to my people. I am daily receiving 


letters from my constitnents asking me to send them seeds. IL 


have not time to answer the numerous letters which [ have re- 
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ceived. They come from people who pay their full pro rata of 
the taxes of this Government. They want these seeds, and most 
respectfully, representing the people of North Carolina, we ask that 
the Secretary of Agriculture be compelled to send the seeds out as 


—- by aw. 

r. TALBERT. I desire to say a word or two right here as a 
farmer, and in the interest of the farmers of this great nation of 
ours. And I am not ashamed of the fact that I am a farmer, 
although there are very few in this House. I do not, however, 
claim to be such a great farmer as it is said my distinguished friend 
from Georgia [Mr. LiviInasTon] told his people he was on one 
occasion when he was stumping his districtfor Congress. He said 
he was born between the show handles. [Laughter.] I was not 
exactly born between the plow handles, Mr. Chairman, but I got 
there mighty soon afterwards, and stayed there a long time, too, 
after I did get there. [Laughter. ] 

I desire to say right here that I shall favor the amendment 
offered by my friend from North Carolina because of the simple 
fact that unless an amendment of that sort shall be passed by this 
House the Secretary of Agriculture will proceed to do as he has 
done this season, and will repudiate and nullify the law, instead 
of acting as he ought to act and obey it; and I for one am dis- 

sed to place him where he will be obliged to dance to the music. 
TAppianse.| 

hy, sir, to show you his audacity, after he abolished this de- 
partment under the advice of the Attorney-General, he immedi- 
ately took possession of the hall where the work had been done 
and made use of it for other showing that it was his 
evident intention never again to have the seed department opened. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that the farmers of our coun- 
try deserve some consideration at the hands of this Congress and 
protection from such base usurpation and tyranny of Cabinet offi- 
cers, And why dol say this? It is because they make that which 
feeds and clothes the world, and as a general thing a great many of 
them go nearly naked and half starved themselves from being dis- 
criminated against. 

Mr. Chairman, the only way that a great many of them know 
they have a Government is by sometimes receiving a package of 
seeds or going to the post-office occasionally and getting a few 
documents. think, sir, it is an outrage to allow a Cabinet 
officer to have the law so construed as to deprive this class of 
people of that small privilege, and right here and now this House 
should say to Mr. estes, “Thus far shalt thou go, and no 
farther.” 

In 1888 the very last act of President Cleveland was to sign the 
bill giving to the farmers of the United States a Cabinet office. I 
must say that that was one good thing which he did, and I am 

lad to be able to say he did one good thing; but the worst thing 

e ever did for the people, especially for the farmers, was to put 
this fellow in there who has destroyed the usefulness of the Depart- 
ment to the people of the country. [Applause. ] 

It reminds me of the fable of the dovecote where they asked 
for a king, having a hawk as ruler, and he destroyed so many doves 
that they asked to have a new king, anda kite was given them; 
but he ate in one day more doves than the hawk did in many days. 
TheSecretary has acted even worse thanthe kite. He has destroyed 
the usefulness of the whole Department to a certain extent. Isay 
that some restrictions ought to be put upon him, so that he will 
follow the wishes of the people of the country. Now, why should 
the farmers have this consideration? Let me read from his own 
report. He says of the farmers: 


The same farmers have with part of their surplus products also fed all the 
urban population of the Uni States, poor and rich alike. Cereals, meats 
vegetables, fruits, eggs, milk, butter, cheese,and poultry have been supplied 
the village and city markets of the United States in abundance. It is proba- 
bly safe to say that more than 40,000,000 of American citizens not living on 
farms have been so furnished with all the necessities and luxuries known as 

omacts of the varied soil and climate of the States and Territories of the 
nion, 


Now listen further to this: 


During the fiscal year 1895 the United States exported to foreign countries 
domestic commodities, merchandise, and products aggregating in value 
$793,000,000. The war value of the agricultural products included in 
that sum was $553,215,517. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has e 

Mr. TALBERT. I just want to say a word,if the 
give me one or two minutes more. 

Mr. WILLIS. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
permitted to continue his remarks, 

Mr. SWANSON. Iask that the gentleman's time be extended 
five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TALBERT. I thank the gentleman and the committee for 
their indulgence, and will not detain them long by what I have 
to say. 


ired, 
ouse will 
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Of the total exports, Europe received a valuation of $628,000,000, or ‘ 
cent of the whole. or 

Thus American iculture, after feeding itself and all the towns. . 
and cities of the United States, has also sold in the outside world 
more than $500,000,000 worth of products. So the farmers of th: i 
States have furnished 69.68 per cent of value of all the exports fr 
country during the year 1895. 

_ And now, after that very magnificent showing, he refus 
little pitiful sum of $130,000 to give them a few garden 
by his arbitrary ruling. 

In the presence of these facts, in front of these figures, i 
strating that agriculture in this Republic has, during the , ed 
itself, supplied all citizens of the Union engaged in othe: 
tions, and then shipped abroad a surplus of over $500,000,000 
of ae then are these not reasons for some considerat 

ow is it that the 42 per cent of the population of the United 
States which feeds the other 58 per cent and then furnish: re 
than 69 per cent of all the exports of the whole people must in 
addition to that burden be deprived of even this small luxy 
a few seeds for gardening purposes? 

If 42 per cent of the citizens of the United States have fed and 
clothed these other 58 per cent, and then furnished the p1 
for exporting $500,000,000 of money, how can you refuse to | 4 
mandatory clause here that will force that gentleman to < 


duty whether he wishes to do it or not? You have got to put the 
harness on him and make him work. [Applause. | 
Now, one word further. The farmer’s wants seem to me to ba 


ignored in this Hall and himself belittled. Every other industry 
has received protection at the hands of the Government, while the 
agriculturists have been left out to battle with climate, soi!, and 
adverse circumstances. We should take care of that class in its 
adverse circumstances and let it come in and have a little consid- 
eration here. 

Why, sir, the farmer has been alluded to here with a view of 
belittling him in various ways. The gentleman from Kentucky 
ye a wish he was in his seat—said the other day, and 

do not hardly know what he meant, speaking of a little bug ast 
farmers’ little lieutenant, thereby throwing, apparently, discredit 
on them. He was comparing a gentleman at the other end of the 
Capitol, as I suppose, to a little bug which bore its burdens back- 


ward. He must have meant (and God forgive him for injecting 
such a remark) that species of bug which, when you strike up 
with him, you are not able to tell whether you have overtaken 


him or met him. [Laughter.] Be that as it may, I want to say 
to the gentleman that if he ever meets the gentleman referred to 
at the other end of the Capitol, whether it be in public or in pri- 
vate, on the stump or in the forum, he will know very well 
whether has met him or has overtaken him. He will find, if he 
meets him or overtakes him, that he will have his hands full. 
[Laughter.] And don’t you forget it! [Laughter. | 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I desire that this amendment shall 
be passed as an act of justice to the great producing element of 


this great country, and I shall give it my vote and hope it will be 
passed, [Applause.] 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. GROSVENOR having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 1676) to change and fix 
the time for holding the district and circuit courts of the United 
States for the northern division of the eastern district of Ten- 
nessee. ; 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL.” 

The committee again resumedits session (Mr. HuLLinthechair), 

Mr. McEWAN. I desire to offer an amendment. 

: The CHAIRMAN. There are two amendments already pend- 
ing. 

Nir. PEARSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask if there is no 
one here who will undertake to defend the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture. Among all these Republicans, Democrats, Populists, and 


Tillmanites, is there none so low as to speak for him? 
and cries of ‘‘ No!” 
The CHAIRMAN. 


[Laughter 


The question is on the substitute for tue 


amendment. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it. the 
—- is now upon the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
orth Carolina for an amendment offered by his colleague. ‘T)iatis 
correct, believe. The amendment and the substitute are intended 
to reach the same result; that is, to put the distribution of t's 


seed as it was in former years by the Secretary of Agriculture. 
Now, it occurs to me that the amendment offered by the gentle 
man from North Carolina [Mr. SKINNER] is the proper ainend- 
ment toadopt. Thesubstitute of the other gentleman from N«rth 
Carolina simply says that it shall not be discretionary in the Sec 


retary of Agriculture, as I caught his amendment as read ‘rom 
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the desk, to distribute this seed. Now, the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, as I understand it, does not claim to make this distribution 
in the exercise of any discretion. He doesnotclaim to put it upon 
his option or his discretion to distribute the seed, but he said t hat 
the law did not require him to distribute such seeds as were offered 
to him in the market, and that they were not such as word re- 
quire him to make the distribution by law. 

The section of the Revised Statutes providing for this distribu- 
tion of seeds provides for the distribution of rare and valuable 
seeds, bulbs, trees, plants, etc. Now, when the Secretary adver 
tised for that class of seeds, as I understand the matter, he sub- 
mitted the question of the advertisement and the kind of seeds 
that were offered in response to the advertisement to the Depart- 
ment of Justice, and the Attorney-General decided that the seeds 
offered were not rare, not uncommon, not improved, and therefore 
the Secretary rejected all bids. 

Mr. COX. When the Attorney-General decided that they were 
not rare seeds, was it a question of law or a question of fact that 
he was deciding? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, the gentleman is a good lawyer, 
and he can answer that question for himself. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish tosay, Mr. Chairman, 
that the Attorney-General did not pass upon the quality of the 
BE eds at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That may be true. I am only stating 
what the Secretary claimed, which was that the seeds did not come 
up to the requirements of the law, or did not meet the conditions 
set forth in the advertisements that he had published. That being 
true, it seems to me that the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from North Carolina covers the question, because it provides that 
it shall be made mandatory upon the Secretary of Agricultur 
hereafter to purchase similar seeds to those which have been pur- 
chased in prior years. That removes all doubt in the matter, and 
there can be no question but that the Secretary will be compelled 
to make the purchase. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will say to the gentleman 
that the Secretary raised exactly the same objections before he 
sought the opinion of the Attorney-General that he did afterwards. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I suppose he wanted to have his 
action backed up by a decision of the chief legal officer of the Gov- 
ernment, and he got it,or thought he got it, and was satisfied 
with it. Ithink the amendment of the gentleman from North 
Carolina ought to be adopted. 

A MemBer. Let the amendment be read again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment as above. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the proposed 
substitute for that amendment. 

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Chairman, after listening to the argument of 
the gentleman from Tennessee as to the discretionary power of the 
Secretary, I will, with the consent of the committee, withdraw my 
substitute. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.McEWAN. Mr. Chairman,I desire to offer an amendment 
in the nature of a substitute. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert in line 25, page 20, after the word “ dollars,” the following: ‘ The dis- 


tribution to be made in the same manner as was done by the previous Secre- 
taries of the Department of Agriculture.” 


Mr. WADSWORTH. That is covered by the amendment of 
the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr.RAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard for a minute upon 
the proposition now before the House, the amendment just read. 
The trouble that we find with the law as now written upon the 
statute book is that the Secretary of Agriculture so construes it 
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that he refuses to carry out the true spirit and intent of that law | 


as we all understand it. Now, for this body to insert into this bill 


a worse provision than is already found there would be, to my | 


mind, mere nonsense. Every lawyer knows that when you write 
in the statute book something that is so indefinite that it can not 
be executed it amounts to nothing and the executive officers are 
at perfect liberty to disregard it. When you propose to say in this 
bill that the usual purchase of seeds shall be made, that the 
Secretary shall purchase seeds under the law and distribute 
them as former Secretaries of Agriculture have done in years 
gone by, it is an indefinite provision which will amount to 
nothing, 

Such a provision would impose no obligation upon the Secretary 
of Agriculture. He would not be under any obligation to hunt 
through the acts performed by previous Secretaries to ascertain 
in what particular mode or manner they had executed the law, 
and he would not do it, but would shield himself under the rule 
which alllawyers understand, that such a provision pointing out 
no paiticular thing that the officer is to do, but only generally 
directing him, to imitate the conduct of someone who has gone 
before him is so indefinite that it can not be executed, and may be 
disregarded by the executive officer. 


| inatic conditions of their districts. 








PS - 


Now, I am as anxious as any member of this House can he to 
have a provision inserted inthis bill which will compel the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to purchase seeds as has been done heret 
and to distribute them tothe farmers of this country, becau 
there is a general demand from the farmers all over the land fi 
this distribution of seed. 
to be wise. 


} 
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se 
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But I want our action on this subject 
I want a provision inserted in this bill that there shall 
‘no mistake or question about, and 1 want it prepared with 
more care than has been devoted to the one now before this com- 
mittee. I want it to be explicit. I want it to tell the Secretary 
of Agriculture just what he shall do, and notsend him on a wild- 
goose chase, to ascertain what has been done by someone in the 
Department in prior years, because if we put it in that form I re- 
peat that he probably will refuse to execute the law because of its 
indefiniteness. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from 
New York is in error in the construction which he puts upon the 
amendment offered by thegentleman from North Carolina, Ordi- 
narily such an amendment as that now offered would be subject 
to the criticism which the gentleman from New York has passed 
upon it. ButI submit to him that the Secretary of Agricult 
can not claim that he misunderstands the intention of the House 
of Representatives in the enactment of this law, or that he has 
any doubt about the construction of the law, when he is com- 
manded to execute it as he did execute it for two successive vears 
and as it was executed by his predecessors. He knows that for 
two years after his induction into the office he now occu] he 
expended this appropriation in the purchase of all sorts of garden 
and field seeds, distributing them in various sections of the coun- 
try, allotting them to members of Congress according to the cli- 
He knows how he executed t 


ira 
il 


ne 


law. Herefused toexpend the last appropriation upon the ground 
that the manner in which such an appropriation had before been 
expended was inconsistent with the statute under which the ap- 


propriation was made, 
Now, then, since his refusal to expend the appropriation in a 
cordance with the custom which had prevailed because of | 
ontention that it was not in accordance with the statute, this 
Elouse legislatively declares that it was in accord with the tern 
and the spirit of the statute and commands him to continue the 
execution of that statute as he had executed it during the two pre 
ceding years. If heshould fail toexpend the appropriation under 
the terms stated, in accordance with the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from North Carolina, he would be acting in delib- 
erate and willful contempt and disregard of the legislative man- 


date; he would be refusing to execute a law of Congress about 
the meaning of which there could be no misconception. 
Now, we can not in an act of this kind direct him as to the par- 


ticular classes of seeds which he shall purchase. We can not say 
he shall buy so much of this kind of seed and so much of the 
other; so many trees of this sort andso many of another. Wecan 
not go into such particulars; but we can command him to exercise 
under the law the discretion which he did exercise during two 
years of this Administration, and which was exercised by his prede- 
cessors in office. I think, Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from North Carolina sufficiently covers the case, 


and that if the Secretary of Agriculture should refuse to execute 
such a provision he would refuse to execute any law which we 
| might pass on the subject. 
Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the various amend- 
ments now pending may either be voted down or heldin abeyance 


for the present until the reading of the paragraph pertaining to 
this subject has been completed. Ihave an amendment at the 


desk which I think will satisfy the gentlemen who have spoken on 
| the subject and those who have moved the amendments now 
pending. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. ’ 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speake r having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HULL reported that the C 
Whole House on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 5161) making appropriations for the Depart 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


minittee the 


AMERICAN LIFE INSURANCE COMPANIES IN GERMANY, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read. and, 
with the accompanying documents, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

To the House of Representatives; 

I transmit herewith, in compliance with the resolution of the House of Rep 

resentatives of February 1, 1896, a report from the Secretary of State. with 


copies of the correspondence of record in the Department of State in relation 
to the exclusion of life insurance companies of the United States from trans- 


acting business in Germany. ; 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 17, 1896. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. LEISENRING, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Money, for one week, on account of important business. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1442) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the re- 
lief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Min- 
nesota”’; 

A bill (H. R. 2769) to authorize the leasing of lands for educa- 
tional purposes in Arizona; 

A bill CH. R. 2642) granting leave of absence for one year to 
homestead settlers upon the Yankton Indian Reservation, in the 
State of South Dakota, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 2654) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to punish 
false swearing before trial boards of the Metropolitan police force 
and the fire department of the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes,” approved May 11, 1892; 

A bill (H. R. 3553) to incorporate the National Society of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution; 

A bill (H. R. 4810) extending the time within which the Mary- 
land and Washington Railway Company shall be required to com- 
plete the building of the road of said company under the pro- 
visions of an act of Congress approved August 1, 1892, as amended 
by an act of Congress approve Stirch 2, 1895; and 

A bill (8.1591) to extend the mineral-land laws of the United 
States to lands embraced in the north half of the Colville Indian 
Reservation. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WapswortTsH (at 5 o’clock and 5 
minutes p.m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the assistant clerk 
of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings filed 
by the court in the case of Alfred Duplantier against The United 
States, was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. KULP, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 626) providing for dis- 
= of lands on abandoned portions of the Fort Assinniboine 

ilitary Reservation in Montana, and for the relief of certain se’:- 
tlers thereon, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 400); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state o* the Union. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8719) to provide for ap- 

ointment by brevet of active or retired officers of the United 

tates Army, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 401); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 








——— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
8673) for the relief of Calvin Gunn, (Report No. 397.) 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 3562) for the relief of the persons who sustained dam- 
age by the explosion of an ammunition chest of Battery F, Sec- 
ond United States Artillery, July 16, 1894. (Report No. 398.) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (S. 227) 
to authorize the Auditor for the War Department to audit certain 

uartermasters’ vouchers alleged to belong to John Finn, of St. 

ouis, Mo. (Report No. 399.) 

By Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 5259) for the relief of George T.Simpson and Louis 
Shaw. (Report No. 402.) 

By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: 
By bill (H.R. 4082) for the relief of Jacob A. Henry. 

o. 408.) 

The bill (H. R. 2744) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administra- 
trix of the estate of James L. Day, deceased. (Report No. 404.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 


(Report 


the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 


By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H.R. 
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1289) for the relief of the heirs of William W. Dougherty. (j 
port No. 405.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS 


Ungler clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo: 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa (by request): A bill (H.R. 6184) 
viding that all official advertising in the District of Colun 
shall be placed in only one daily newspaper, and awarded to | 
lowest bidder—to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 6185) authorizing the purch 
of a building and lot for the use of the Post-Office Department 
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Asbury Park, N. J.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 6186) to provide for the cond 
nation of allotted lands in Oklahoma Territory—to the Comm 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 6187) to authorize the locati 
a Branch Home for Volunteer Disabled Soldiers in Jeffe 
County, Ky., and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6188) to am 
uu act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the servic 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1) 
approved July 16, 1894, amending the third proviso thereof 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 6189) to authoriz: 
exploration and purchase of mines within the boundaries of ; 
vate land claims—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 6190) to increase subt: 
ury facilities of the Northwest, and for other purposes—to 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6191) to place on 
retired list certain officers and enlisted men in the United S 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ODELL: A bill (H. R. 6192) to provide for addit 
fog bells at Iona Island ana Fort Washington, upon the Hu 
River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comme: 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 6193) to authorize and en 
age the holding of a transmississippi and international e) 
tion at the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, in th 
1898, and making an appropriation therefor—to the Comm 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 6194) to prohibit fraudul: 
conveyances, und for other purposes—to the Committee on | 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 6195) amending the stat 
relating to the sale of printed copies of patents—to the Commit 
on Patents. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 6196) to create a department 


commerce, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate 


and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 6197) to provide for the er 
of a custom-house in the city of New York—to the Committe: 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 6246) to provide topogra) 
surveys and mark elevations on the arid lands—to the Commit 
on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. LACEY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 119) authoriz 
and directing the Secretary of the Navy to furnish one conden 
cannon for the use of Wisner Post, of Montezuma, Iowa, Gi 
Army of the Republic, for the Department of Iowa—to the Con 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A joint resolution (H. Res. 120) to provid 
the presentation of medals of honor to the militia and volun! 
troops of. the several States who volunteered their services fo 
defense of the States of Maryland and Pennsylvania in the ) 
1863, prior to and after the battle of Gettysburg, Pa.—to the © 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A resolution allowing stenographer 
typewriter to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, at a sa 
of $100 per month during the sessions of the Fifty-fourth ( 
gress—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr.SOUTHARD: A memorial of the general assembly of 
State of Ohio, favoring restoration of duty on wool—to the ‘ 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAFT: A memorial of the general assembly of the S 
of Ohio, favoring the restoration of the wool schedule—to | 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A memorial of the general assembly 0! 
State of Ohio, requesting Congress to submit a constituti 
amendment providing for the election of United States Sena' 
by direct vote of the qualified electors of the several States 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Lend: A memorial of the gener 
assembly of the State of Rhode Island concerning the constru 
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tion of a channel into Great Pond Harbor, Block Island, R. I.— | 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A memorial of the legis- | 
lature of the State of Massachusetts, in favor of improving the 
nav ication of the Connecticut River—to the Committeeon Rivers | 
and Harbors. ; ad 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A memorial of the general assembly 
of the State of Ohio, asking Congress to submit a constitutional | 
amendment providing for the election of L nited States Senators 
py a direct vote of the people—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

“Also, a memorial of the general assembly of the State of Ohio, | 
requesting Congress to restore the duty on wool—to the Commit- | 
tee on Ways and Means. . ’ 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: A memorial of the Ohio general assem- | 





ply, in favor of the choice of United States Senators by popular 
yote—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, a memorial of the Ohio general assembly, favoring the 
wool schedule in the Dingley bill—to the Committee on Waysand | 

feans. . : . 
I By Mr. BROMWELL: A memorial of the Ohio legislature on 
the singling out of wool for free trade—to the Committee on W ays | 
and Means. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as | 
follows: ” ' / : 

The bill (H. R. 5985) granting pension relief to John A. Taylor— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee | 
on Invalid Pensions. ; ‘ 

The bill (H. R. 5986) granting pension relief to Francis M. Ross— | 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referre¢. tothe Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ‘ ; : 

The bill (H. R. 5987) granting pension relief to Ross Wheatley— | 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ; : 

The bill (H. R. 5988) granting pension relief to Matthew D. 
Cochran—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

‘he bill (H. R. 5609) granting an honorable discharge to Albert 
Locke, alias Shipley—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| Sharrock 


| A. Eubank 


| of the Court of Claims in the case of Joseph U. Orr 
| mittee on War Claims. 


The bill (H. R. 3862) for the relief of John Green—Committee 


on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 


The bill (H. R. 5470) for the relief of James W. Holt—Commit- | 


tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee | 


on Claims. 


The bill (H. R. 5544) granting a pension to John Heniff—Com- | 


mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY: A bill (H. R.6198) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue a duplicate bond to Benjamin H. March, 
guardian of Ruth March—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R.6199) for the relief of Francis S. Davidson, 
late first lieutenant, Ninth United States Cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 





Nimrod H. Harman—to the Committee on Pensions. 





By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 6201) for the relief of Patrick J. 


Sullivan, John B. Dillon, Jeremiah McCarthy, and Bartholomew | 


Shea, of Newport, R. I.—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 6202) to remove the charge of de- | 


sertion standing against Alexander Nugent, Louisville, Ky.—to| 4 MM. Dobbelaere—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6203) for the relief of Mary L. Piatt—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 


to Ellen Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEN DRICK: A bill (H.R. 6205) for the relief of Mrs. 
Catharine Dudley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, abill (H. R. 6206) for the relief of J. H. Stovall and William 

ughes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H.R. 6207) granting a pension to 

Caroline M. Tryon, widow of Charles Tryon—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 6208) for the relief of James C. 
Slaght—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6209) for the relief of John Groom, late a 
pirate in Company F, One hundred and sixty-fourth New York 

olunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H.R. 6210) for the relief of the heirs 


of Asa Chilson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


| Boatwright 


| teers 


: ; y : | of Parkes & Ward, of Yell County, Ark. 
By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 6200) granting a pension to | ’ 
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By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 6211) for the relief of William 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 6212) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Alfred George Towers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 6213) 
Loudavick Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6214) granting a pension to Robert 
Akridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6215) to increase the pension of Ambrose D. 
Manion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6216) to restore Jesse P. Cox to the pension 
roll of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6217) granting a pension to William L. ¢ 
berlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 6218) for the relief of the estate 
of John H. Nelson, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6219) for the relief of Otis 
-to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6220) for the relief of Granville J. 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H. R. 6221) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mary E. Chamberlain--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H.R. 6222) granting an increase of 
pension to Czar Dunning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 6223) for the relief of Wil- 
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| iam F. Gibson—to the Committee on War Claims. 


3y Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 6224) to correct the military 
record of Ephraim E. Dean—tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6225) granting increase of pen- 
sion to Edmund Woog—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R. 6226) to carry out the findings 
to the Com- 


By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 6227) to pension Malissa La 


| Flesh, widow of Capt. Isaac La Flesh, Ninth Indiana Volunteer 


Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6228) to correct the military record of James 
Mally—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 6229) grant- 
ing a pension to John McLaren—tothe Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 6230) granting a pension to 
Tim Clifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6231) to restore Jonathan Hess to the pen- 


sion roll and pay him $12 per month—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6232) granting an honorable discharge to 
George W. Bowling—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6233) granting increase of | sion toJohn J, 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6234) to restore the name of J. R. Pack to the 
pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 6235) to grant increase pension to 
Ira Bacon, Company A, Fifty-second Indiana Infantry Volun- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6236) to grant a pension to Mrs. Helen Funk- 
houser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICK; A bill (H. R. 6237) for the relief of John 
W. Peek—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 6238) for the relief of the estate 
to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. AITKEN: A bill (H. R. 6239) to increase the pension of 
Elwin A. Scutt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6240) to correct the military record of Wil- 
liam H. Barrett—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6241) to amend the military record of Capt. 


3y Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 6242) for the relief of Mary 
Smith, late a nurse inthe Medical Department, United States Vol- 


| unteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


sy Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R.6204) grantizg a pension | 


By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H.R. 6243) for the relief of Henry 
Snider, of Moundsville, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ODELL: A bill (H. R. 6244) for the relief of Patrick De 
laney and Albert U. Chambers. composing the firm of P. Delaney 
& Co,—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 6245) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Isaac Conley—to the Commit- 


| tee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. A. 6247) to grant a pension to 
Miss Jennie E. Moore—to the Committee Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XX1T]I, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. AITKEN: Papers to accompany House bill to correct 
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the military record of William H. Barrett—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to correct the military 
record of Capt. A. M. Dobbelaere—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to increase the pension of 
Edwin A. Schutt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: Petitions of the various churches 
of Corinth and Columbus, Miss., in behalf of the book agents of 
= Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: Petition of citizens of Wash- 
ington County, R. I., in favor of the passage of the Stone immi- 
gration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion, 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of the Wisconsin Christian En- 
deavor Union, representing over 500 societies, urging tie enact- 
ment of the Erdman bill for the arbitration of railway strikes; 
also, asking the passage of the Phillips bill for a commission to 
investigate the labor problem—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Wisconsin Christian Endeavor Union, favor- 
ing the Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; also, the 
national compulsory education law, and the suppression of child 
ene w in the District—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Also, petition of the Wisconsin Christian Endeavor Union, to 
raise the age of consent in the District of Columbia, and extend 
the same to the Territories; also, to repeal the ninety-day divorce 
law of Oklahomaand Arizona, and to substitute the stricter divorce 
law of the District of Columbia by extending it to all the Terri- 
tories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARHAM: Petition of citizens of Humboldt County, 
Cal., praying for the restriction of immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Santa Rosa, Cal., for the relief of 
the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the 

Jommittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition of the board of aldermen of 
Aspen, Colo., also of the town trustees of Silverton, Colo., on the 
Nicaragua Canal construction—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: Petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Ghent, N. Y., against the sale of liquors 
to immigrants—to the Committee on Inmigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Ghent, X. Y., against the sale of beer at certain military posts— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Memorial of C. W. Palmer, of Riga, 
Monroe County, N. Y., regarding the sale of public lands—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of ex soldiers and sailors of the 
Union Army during the rebellion, now residing in Mississippi, 
for the passage of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of 82 citizens of Livermore, Ky., 
and vicinity, asking the passage of the Stone bill on immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COBB of Alabama: Petition of T. Y. Abernathy and 
others, of Macon County, Ala., for the relief of the book agents of 
= Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

By Mr.CRU“MP: Petition of William L. Bond and 52 others, of 
Fairview, Mich., praying for the passage of joint resolution No. 
11, toamend the Constitution of the United States, and prohibiting 
further appropriations to institutions under ecclesiastical control— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of F. W. Cowley and 11 clerks in the post-office at 
Lansing, Mich., for the passage of the Sperry classification bill 
(H. R. 3273)-—-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Two petitions of sundry persons of Alle- 
gheny, Pa., in favor of the passage of the Stone immigration bill— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of the Peace Association of Friends, on the atti- 
tude of Congress relative to the Monroe doctrine—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of several hundred citizens of 
various States, for an appropriation for aid in the building and 
establishment of a home for superannuated and disabled soldiers 
of the late civil war in the United States, of both the Union and 
Confederate armies, at Eureka Springs, Ark.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of A. J. Culbertson and others, of 
Stewartsville. Mo., urging the passage of the service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FLYNN: Petition of Union soldiers of the late war re- 
siding in Newton County, Mo., in favor of the service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, petitions of 1,000 settlers in Wood County, Okla.. 
for free homes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of church members of Kn , 
Tenn., in favor of the claim of book agents of the Met}),,;.) 
— yal Church South—to the Committee on War Claiy , 

y Mr. GROUT: Resolutions adopted by the Vermont 
Sheep Breeders’ Association, in favor of the tariff bili noy 
consideration in the Senate—to the Committee on Waysand ‘ 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Boston (Mass.) Cha) 9 
Commerce, in favor of the bill to remove discrimination 
American vessels used in the coastwise trade—to the Con 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HART: Petition of Albert Broadhead, Abram ( 
and 92 other citizens of Bethlehem, Pa.; also, petition of \ 
H. Brink, William Hay, and 37 other citizens of Tobyhanna \\ 
Pa.,in favor of the passage of the bill providing for the in n 
of immigrants by United States consuls—to the Comm 
Immigration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. HATCH: Petition of Union soldiers and sailo 8 
late war residing at Brookston, Ind., favoring the passa 9 


service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Protest from the National \W in’s 
Christian Temperance Union, against military instructi: the 
public schools of the country—to the Committee on Edu 

Also, resolution of a mass meeting held at Davenport 
urging Congress to recognize the belligerent rights of the C es 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of the California Woman’ 
tian Temperance Union, asking for the enactment of a 


law for the national capital—to the Committee on the |) i 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of C. D. Mosher, of Chicago, ] for 
the establishment of United States national coupon og 


banks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-R: 

Also, petition of the National Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union, dated Chicago, February 7, 1896, protesting against thy: 
passage of any measure to provide for military instru n 
_ public schools of the country—to the Committee on | 
ion. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper 


ance Union of Almond, N. Y., relating to the sale of beer at cer- 
tain military posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of Edward D. Owen, John Ish 1, 
and 31 other citizens of Pennsylvania, in favor of the pa of 
the bill introduced by Hon. W1LLIAM A. STONE, providii 18 


inspection of immigrants by United States consuls—to t! 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, letter, numerously signed by representative citi of 
Pennsylvania, and indorsed by Governor Hastings, ur; 8 
passage of a bill granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Searle Me- 
Cartney, of Wilkesbarre, widow of the late Gen. W. H. Mec‘ 
ney—to the Committee on Pensions. 


y Mr. HURLEY: Petition of Alice Ward, mother of James 
Ward, Company G, One hundred and fifty-eighth New York Vol- 
unteers, asking for a special act to grant her a pension—to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, — of Mary Syers, widow of John Syers, of the Twen- 
tieth Independent Battery, New York Volunteers, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of citizens of Davenport, Iowa, 
favoring the recognition of Cuban belligerency—to the Comittee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Protest of the National Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, against any measure which aims to provi 
military instruction in the public schools of the country t 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: Petition of Mrs. Helen A. Palmer and 
other officers of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Plattekill, N. Y.,against the sale of beer at certain military }osts— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Mrs. H. A. Palmer and others agains! th 
sale of spirituous liquors to immigrants—to the Committ: Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of John McDermott, of Va in, 
Tex., for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of the St. Paul 
(Minn.) Chambér of Commerce, favoring the location of a |: ted 
States subtreasury at St. Paul, Minn.—to the Committee on Pul- 


lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. McLAURIN: Petition of various churches of Menon, 
8. C., in behalf of the book agents of the Methodist E) opal 
Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper 
ance Union of Lincoln, Nebr., against military instruction 11 pus 
lic schools—to the Committee on Education. ee 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Letters to accompany House bill relating 
to the claim of Otis A. Eubank—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NEILL: Petition of citizens of Yellville, Ark., for thé 
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relief of book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South— | violations of the State temperance laws—to the Committee on 





to the Committee on War Claims. ; ee 
By Mr. ODELL: Papers to accompany House bill providing Also, petition of H. B. Scott, of Disko, Ind., asking that pen- 
additional fog bells at lona Island and Fort Washington—to the | sion checks be cashed by postiaasters—to the Committee on Inva- 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. _ __ | lid Pensions. 
Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Patrick | Also, petition of Pat. F. Fitz and 40 other citizens of Howard 
Delaney and Albert A. Chambers, comprising the firm of P. | County, Ind., in behalf of Warren Parker—to the Committee on 


Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 





Delaney & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. Military Affairs. 
By Mr. OTEY: Resolution of the city council of Roan ke, ask- Also, petition of Paul L. Bahr, of Marion, Ind., for a pension— 
ing for a term of the United States court—to the Committee on | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
the Judiciary. By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of Edward Tucker and 73 
By Mr. OTJEN: Resolutions of the Merchants and Manufac- | other citizens of Marquette County, Mich., praying for the pas- 
turers’ Association of Milwaukee, Wis., asking that the harbor of | sage of the Stone bill for the inspection of immigrants—to the 
refuge at said city be completed—to the Committee on Rivers and | Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
Harbors. By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Resolution of the Chamber 
Also, resolutions of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa- | of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., for the completion of the har- 
tion of Milwaukee, Wis., asking the establishment of a depart- | bor of refuge at Milwaukee—to the Committee on Rivers and 








ment of manufactures—to the Committee on Manufactures. Harbors. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Remonstrance of the Woman’s Christian Tem- Also, letter of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., 
perance Union of Auburn Central, N. Y., against the sale of beer | favoring the passage of House bill No. 3212 to secure a better 
at certain military posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. foreign market for grain and other agricultural products—to the 


Also, remonstrance of the Woman’s Christian Temperance | Committee on Ways and Means. 

Union of Auburn Central, N. Y., against the sale of beer and Also, letter of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., 
spirituous liquors to immigrants—to the Committee on Immigra- | to provide for the enrollment and organization of naval reserve 
tion and Naturalization. forces—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. POOLE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance | __Also, protest of the National Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Onondaga Valley, N. Y., against the sale of beer at cer- | Union, against military instruction in the public schools—to the 
tain military posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Also, resolutions of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa- 
Onondaga Valley, N. Y., against the sale of beer and liquors to | tion of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring the passage of a bankruptcy 
immigrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- | law—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
tion. Also, resolutions of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa- 

By Mr. PUGH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6161, for | tion of Milwaukee, Wis., to establish a department of manufac- 
the removal of the charge of desertion from the military record of | tures—to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Dennis Gunn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

Also, petition of Wilmina Gunn for widow’s pension, to accom- | perance Union of the State of New Hampshire, praying for the 
pany House bill No. 6161—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | enactment of a Sunday law for the District of Columbia—to the 
Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5946, granting an | Committee on the District of Columbia. 
increase of pension to Abraham H. Parker—to the Committee on Also, remonstrance of Frances E. Willard, president of the 
Invalid Pensions. Woman's Christian Temperance Union, and others, against the 
Also, petitions of J. F. Hatten and 30 other citizens, and R. F. | passage of any measure which aims to provide military instruc- 
Burns and others, all of Lawrence County, Ky.; also William D. | tion in public schools of the country—to the Committee on Edu- 
Welburn and others, of Bath County, Ky., for the relief of the | cation. 
book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the By Mr. TRACEY (by request): Petition of churches in Colum- 
Committee on War Claims. bia, Mo., in support of the bill for relief of the book agents of the 
Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6108, granting a pen- | Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on War 
sion to Tilburn E. Taber, of Carter County, Ky.—to the Com- | Claims. 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 6194, relating to the 
Also, petition of sundry citizens of Carter County, Ky., pray- | Spanish land-grant swindle—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 6162, for an increase of pen- Also, affidavit of P. L. Hurt in support of House bill No. 3303, 
soin to Allen P. Haws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to grant a pension to Thomas S. Daugherty—to the Committee on 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Memorial of the Peace Association of | Invalid Pensions. 








Friends, on the attitude of Congress relative to the Monroe doc- By Mr. WARNER: Petition of Frank D. Orme in support of 
trine—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. House bill No, 6172—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: Resolution adopted in annual town meet- iaene 
ing of the citizens of Provincetown, Mass., urging Congress to ieee re 
make an appropriation for the survey and protection of the har- SENATE. 
bor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. TUESDAY, February 18, 1896 

By Mr. SHAW: Papers to accompany House bill No. 164, for ee ae , , ‘ 
the relief of John Carver, sr., of Fayetteville, N. C.—to the Com- Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitseurn, D. D. 
mittee on War Claims. THE JOURNAL—COIN REDEMPTION BILL. 

Also, petition of F. A. Pitman and other citizens of North Car- The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 
olina, for life-saving station at Bogue Inlet, North Carolina—to Mr. ALLEN. Before the minutes are approved I rise to a par- 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. liamentary inquiry. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Nelson Kane and 55 citizens of I observe on page 1786 of the Recorp, in yesterday’s proceed- 
Newport, N. Y., asking for the passage of House bill No. 2626, | ings, thata message from the House of Representatives announced 
for the protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty—to | to the Senate ‘‘that the House had disagreed to the amendments 
the Committee on culture. of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 2904) to maintain and protect the 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of | coin redemption fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of 
Hlion, N. Y., and Trenton, N. Y., against the sale of liquor toim- | indebtedness to meet temporary deficiencies of revenue.” The 
migrants—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. | Kecorp is silent as to whether the House requested the appoint- 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of | ment of a conference committee or not, and I take it that this is 
Ilion, N. Y., and Trenton, N. Y., against the sale of beer at certain | a proper time to call the attention of the Senate Finance Commit- 
military posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. tee to this matter and ask them if there is any intention upon the 
. Also, resolutions of [lion Council, No. 56, Order United Amer- | part of that committee to request a conference with the House of 
ican Mechanics, of Ilion, N. Y., in favor of the passage of the Stone | Representatives upon the disagreement arising between the two 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- | Houses with respect to this bill. 
ization From the votes which have been taken in the Senate from time 

to time during the present session of Congress, and from the fact 


By Mr. SMITH of Mlinois: Petition of Robert Lewis and others, 
of Stonefort, Ill., against the Sunday-observance bill (H. R. 167)— | that, I think with the single exception of the chairman of the 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. Finance Committee, every member of that committee has an- 
By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of James Coleman and Theodore H. | nounced that he is a bimetallist and in favor of the use of both 
- McPherson, for the ent of aclaim for legal services—to | gold and silver in our money, I infer that some effort will be 
aici made upon the part of the Senate Finance Committee to bring 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Charles E. Underwood, J. L. Lord, | about an adjustment of the differences between the Senate and 
and 60 other citizens of Grant County, Ind., in favor of the | House upon the bill. That has been the course which has been 
pursued since I have been a member of the Senate in regard to 


passage of House bill No. 2764, looking to the prevention of 
XXVUI—115 
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every bill where thers is a disagreement between the two Houses. 
I think this is the only instance I have ever known where there 
was a failure to request a conference, and I infer that it was an 
oversight, possibly of the chairman of the Finance Committee or 
of some member of the committee, when the announcement of the 
action of the House was made to the Senate. Before the minutes 
are approved I should like to know if that be true. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ican say to the Senator from Nebraslea that 
we are waiting for some action on the part of the other House. If 
they desire a conference I suppose they will ask for it, and their 
ae will be responded to here. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to express the hope that there is no pre- 
meditated intention on the part of the Senate Finance Committee 
and the House Finance Committee to let the matter drop at this 
time for political purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the Secretary 
read an extract from the Journal by way of explanation. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 1/,, 1896. 

Resolved, That the House nonconcur in the amendments of the Senate to 
House bill 2004, entitled “An act to maintain and protect the coin redemption 


fund, and to authorize the issue of certificates of indebtedness to meet tempo- 
rary deficiencies of revenue.” 


Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to make a parliamentary in- 

quiry. Iask whether on that report being =a to the Senate it 

would be in order for the Senator from Nebraska to move to reced< 

from the Senate amendments, or whether he would be obliged to 

-_ until after the bill itself should come back from the other 
ouser 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the first thing in order is to approve 
the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings, if there is no objection to 
the manner in which it is, made up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will determine the par- 
liamentary question when it arises. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal stands approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a cummunica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 10th instant, certain information as to whether 
any person or persons in the employ of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment has applied for or has received any patent for an invention, 
or improvement of existing invention, made or received since his 
entry into the employ of the Post-Office Department, etc.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting a letter of the 14th instant 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to the use of 
unexpended balances of appropriations for subsistence and civi- 
lization of the Northern Geevsmnes and Arapahoes for the fiscal 
years 1895 and 1896 not needed for that purpose in the purchase 
of stock cattle for the benefit of that portion of these tribes located 
on the Tongue River Reservation, in Montana, and requesting that 
the matter receive the favorable action of Congress; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to some 
and disagreed to other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4821) making appropriations to supply w t deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for 
prior years, and for other pu . 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 4 to the bill (H. R. 4821) mak- 
ing appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for prior years, 
and for other purposes, with an amendment; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4321) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for 

rior years, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Cannon, Mr. Nortaway, and Mr. Savers 
managers at the conference on the of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 5819) to provide for the examination and classification of 
certain lands in the State of California; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 1442) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the re- 
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lief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Min- 
nesota”’; 

A bill (H. R. 1591) to extend the mineral-land laws of the Unit. 
States to lands embraced in the north half of the Colville Indi, 
Reservation; 

A bill (H. R. 2642) granting leave of absence for one year { 
homestead settlers upon the Yankton Indian Reservation, in tls 
State of South Dakota, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 2654) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to puni 
false swearing before trial boards of the Metropolitan police f 
and fire department of the District of Columbia, and for other p 
poses,” approved May 11, 1892; 

A bill (H. R. 2769) to authorize the leasing of lands for edu 
tional purposes in Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 3553) to incorporate the National Society of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution; and 

A bill (H. R. 4810) extending the time within which the Mary 
land and Washington Railway Company shall be required to 
plete the building of the road of said company, under the 
visions of an act of Congress approved August 1, 1892, as amend 
by an act of Congress approved March 2, 1895. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWELL. I present a memorial of the Peace Associat 
of Friends of Philadelphia to the President and Congress of { 
United States, on the attitude of Congress relative to the Mon 
doctrine. Coming from a very distinguished association, I 1m: 
that the memorial lie on the table and be printed in the Rec: 

By unanimous consent, the memorial was ordered to lie on 1 
table and to be printed in the REcorD, as follows: 

To the President of the United States 
and the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 

The Poace Association of Friends of Philadelphia respectfully represent 

That they have been deeply moved by the menace of war between ou: 
loved country and the parent nation, and earnestly entreat you to tak 
step which may increase the danger of such a calamity. 

We also respectfully protest against the passage of the resolution report cd 
by the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, giving the sanction of | 

ress toa development of the sentiment originally enunciated by Pr 

onroe, but hitherto advocated without color of law. By implicat 
not directly, there appears to be thus claimed for the United States « 
constitutec a over all the other Republics in this hemispler: 

We urge that the attitude assumed by the resolution above referred t 
without sanction in international usage, without historic authority, and 
warranted by the other nationsconcerned. Furthermore, we believe it i 
rendered necessary, as alleged, because of any threatened danger to 1! 
country, while it is in its spirit belligerent and unchristian. We there 
feel that the deliberate assertion of what must be regarded as a virtual | 
tectorate, established by the lawmaking power of the United States, would 
be a grave mistake, and that it were far wiser to leave the subject, as he: 
fore, an unformulated popular sentiment. , 

We submit that the position taken by President Monroe, but since 1 
diated by eminent statesmen, is franght with too momentous consequences 
to be safely adopted by Congress under the stimulus of the present exci! 
controversy as to the boundary of Venezuela, while its importance dem 
long, careful, and cool discussion. Weare persuaded that the maintena 
of peaceful relations with all nations is far more in barmony with the spi: 
of our institutions and more worthy of a truly enlightened people than a 
question of boundary or ownership among the Republics of South Amer 

Let us therefore entreat you to listen to the teachings of the “ Prin: 
Peace,” as plainly set forth in the gospel, and not commit our hitherto favor 
country to a sentiment and line of foreign policy inimical to its highest in- 
terests. 

Signed on behalf of the Peace Association of Friends of Philadelphia. 

SAMUEL MORRIS, President. 
PHILIP C. GARRETT, Vice-President. 

PHILADELPHIA, PA., Secondmonth 3d, 1896. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of Mrs. V. F. Cox, superin- 
tendent of the department of Sabbath observance of the New 
Jersey Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, and the petition 0 
Mrs. H. H. Logan, president, and Mrs. C. H. Green, secretary, 0 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Morristown, N. J., 
praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District 0 
Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. : ; 

He also presented the memorial of Joshua Matlack, jr., of Mount 
Holly, N. J., relative to the war in Cuba and the assertion o! 
Monroe doctrine; which was ordered to lie on the table. __ 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of C. D. Mosher, of Chicago, 
Ill., praying for the establishment of United States national post«! 
coupon savings banks in every post-office in America; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of L. P. Plummer Post, No. 
50, Department of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republic, pray- 
ing for the _— of House bill No. 306, granting a pension ‘0 
soldiers and sailors confined in so-called Confederate prison: 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trace 
of Kansas City, Mo., indorsing House bill No. 3212, providing ! 
the extension of foreign markets for American breadstuffs; whic! 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
ado by Sedgwick Post, No. 16, Grand Army of the Repub! ic, 
of Evart, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation donat- 
ing to them one condemned cannon for use on Memorial Day and 
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other patriotic occasions; which was referred to the Committee 


ilitary Affairs. 

pe leo presented a petition of the Michigan Association of 
Union ex-Prisoners of War, praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 306, granting a pension to soldiers and sailors confined in so- 
called Confederate prisons; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. ts z 

Mr. PEFFER. Ipresent the petition of Mrs. Alfaretta Mitchell, 

re sident of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Varck, 
er ae., representing a large number of people, praying Congress 
to pass what they call a Sunday-rest law for the District of Co- 
jumbia, and also praying Congress not to pass any legislation to 
establish a bureau of military education and promote the adop- 
tion of uniform military drill in the public schools of the several 
States and Territories. I move that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I present a letter addressed to me, in the nature of 
a petition to the Senate of the United States, with the request that 
Ishould ask that it be printed as a miscellaneous document for 
the information of the Senate and of the committee that may have 
charge of this subject. ~ 

The letter states that an American citizen, Mr. Clune, the treas- 
urer of the American Railway Union in Los Angeles, Cal., is im- 
prisoned by Judge Ross in the Los Angeles County jail under a 
sentence of eighteen months for an alleged conspiracy, the only evi- 
dence of which was the fact of his being an officer of the Ameri- 


ailway Union and engaged in a strike or withdrawal of | 
can Ra y gag 


services from the Southern Pacific Railroad corporation, without 


any violence or any detention of the United States mails, and | 
without any trial by jury or being confronted with witnesses. I | 
am requested to have it printed for the purpose of informing the | 


Senate and of aiding in obtaining such legislation as will prevent 


the arbitrary imprisonment of American citizens under judicial | 





process, and also to create a public opinion favorable to his release | 


from confinement through a pardon by the President. 


This proceeding, if the statements of the letter of Mr. Clune, | 


written from Los Angeles jail, be true, demand the immediate 
consideration of the Senate. 

The authority to deprive a citizen of the United States of his 
ersonal liberty, take him forcibly from his family and incarcerate 
im in jail for eighteen months, without a jury trial and without 

witnesses, on the order of a single judge, and the denial of appeal 
to any other tribunal, is a violation of all constitutional provisions 
for the security of personal liberty, and is nothing less than the 
lettres de cachet of the French kings. 

The statements of this letter should receive from the Senate, 
charged with the duty of protecting ali the guaranties of the Con- 
stitution by proper legislative provisions, the most serious consid- 
eration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. PLATT. To what? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To printing the letter as a docu- 
ment, TheChair hears no objection. The petition will lie on the 
table for the present. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented resolutions adopted by the 
Maryland Division, Sons of Veterans, United States Army, of 
Baltimore, Md., praying Congress to pass the bill making the an- 
niversary of the birth of Abraham Lincoln a national holiday; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GORDON presented the memorial of Mast, Crowell & Kirk- 
patrick, publishers, of Springfield, Ohio, remonstrating against 
the proposed increase of postage on serials, books issued in serial 
form, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. C. C. Cary, of Forsyth, 
Ga., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 239, to prohibit the 
collection of special liquor taxes from persons other than those 
who are duly authorized by State laws to traffic in intoxicating 
liquors; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Immigration, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 301) to amend the immigration laws of the 


Is there objection? 


United States, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was post- | 


poned indefinitely. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
Lill (8. 210) establishing additional regulations concerning immi- 
ration to the United States, reported adversely thereon; and the 
ill was postponed indefinitely. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (8. 2147) 


establishing additional regulations concerning immigration to 


the United States; which was read twice by its title. 
; Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
erred the bill (S. 1716) for the relief of W. H. Ferguson, admin- 


es - estate of Thomas - Millsaps, reported it without 





| bill (8.918) granting an increase of pension to 


He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1726) to approve and ratify the construction of 
a bridge across the Red River, between the States of Arkansas 
and Texas, at a point above the town of Fulton, in Arkansas, on 
said river, built by the Texarkana Northern Railway Company, 
but now owned and operated by the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company, and to authorize the latter company to main- 
tain said bridge over said waterway, subject to certain stipula- 
tions and conditions, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (H. R. 3962) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Lake St. Francis, in the State of Arkansas, reported it without 
imendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2053) to provide better facilities 
for the Federal courts in New York City, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 768) for the relief of James A. Moore, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 34) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith Lee, 
Florence P. Lee, Mary 8. Sheldon, and Elizabeth Smith, heirs of 
Lewis Smith, deceased, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WHITE. The bill (S. 1079) to amend an act entitled “‘An 
act to prevent the extermination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska,” 
and for other purposes, was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
but the Committee on Foreign Relations now being engaged in 
the consideration of the same subject-matter, Iam instructed by 
the Committee on Finance to ask to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the matter, and that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 281) for the relief of F. M. 
Vandling, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1891) for the relief of James Petty, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was ref the 
bill (S. 823) granting an increase of pension to John B. Meigs, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8S. 1682) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, 
Sarah B. Leet, reported it with amendments, and da 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1414) granting a pension to Emma Brough Gerard, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S.1288) for the relief of John Stull, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEF FER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.1790) granting a pension to Mrs. Hypolite 
Huard, of New Orleans, La., widow of Hypolite Huard, deceased, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S.916) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Cornelia I. Skiles, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committe: 


rred 


1 
nhmitt 
subpmitt 


ferred the 
. Kate Ezekiel, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1342) granting a pension to Lena D. Smith, 
reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 568) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann M. Madden, reported 
it with an amendment. 

Mr. MANTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S.1985) to provide for the disposal of the 
abandoned Fort Shaw Military Reservation, in Montana, under 
the homestead and mining laws of the United States, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 460) for the relief of the executor of C. M. Shaf- 
fer, deceased, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 


», to whom was re 
Mrs 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. On behalf of the Committee on 


Privileges and Elections I present the resolution and report I sub- 
mitted yesterday and then temporarily withdrew in the matter of 
the claim of Henry A. Du Pont, of the State of Delaware, to a seat 
lask that the resolution and re 


in the Senate from that State. 
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port, without reading the report, be printed in the Recorp in full, 
and I give notice that at an early date I shall ask the Senate to 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution appended to the re- 
port will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That Henry A. Du Pont is entitled toa seat in the Senate from the 
State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam authorized by the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections to submit the views of the 
Senators composing the minority in the case of Henry A. Du Pont 
upon his re for a seatin this body, and to ask that the views 
be printed as a part of the Recorp. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And that the report and the views 
of the minority be printed together as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
tion will be placed on the Calendar. 

The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Henry A. Du Pont, of the State of Delaware, 
claiming a seat in the Senate from that State in virtue of an elec- 
tion by the legislature thereof on May 9, 1895, having had the same 
under consideration, beg leave to submit the following report: 

STATEMENT OF FACTS. 

There is in this case no material contention as to the facts. 
It is conceded the petitioner, Henry A. Du Pont, was, at the date 
of his alleged election, a citizen of the United States and an 
inhabitant of the State of Delaware, over 30 years of age, and in 
all respects qualified to become a Senator. 

The legislature of the State of Delaware consists of a senate, 
composed of 9 senators,3 of whom are elected from each of the 
three counties of the State, and a house of representatives of 21 
members, 7 of whom are elected from each of the three counties 
of the State. When there are no vacancies in the membership, 
and all are present in joint assembly of the two houses for the 

yurpose of electing a United States Senator, such joint assembly 
1s CC aren of 30 members, thus requiring the votes of 16 members 
to elect. 

In the event of one vacancy, caused either by death, resignation, 
inability to act, or for any other reason, then the joint assembly, 
all others being present, would be composed of 20 members, 1n 
which event the votes of 15 members would be sufficient to elect. 

At the meeting of the joint assembly of the legislature of Dela- 
ware on the 9th day of May, 1895, which assembly, it is conceded, 
was in all respects regularly called and held in pursuance of law, 
the final vote was as follows: 

Joint meeting proceeded to another ballot, which resulted as follows: 


The resolu- 


Mr. Alrichs, of the «zuate, voted for..................- H.A. Du Pont. 

PE DN wierd suttincbannentursnutoens ttinnnetenern Ed. Ridgley. 

SE, SET niincnati ivi dipniiaaca Ginn baboons waipwiie nie San neeT J.Edward Addicks, 
Es PETER nc cciccngiices Hivebbesdédtcdhemses sous Ed. Ridgiey. 

St ND o pitt ends sebgoteedaceiendnrtassnbhekooenindic H. A. Du Pont. 

Bh REED Lecenehphigniquestathanminmncenayaaneneaheiied H. A. Du Pont. 

BE. Eee cyacsercauskstachahenv’ thhadunkodsnabéwedensa esha Ed. Ridgley. 


Sth; SEs .rchnthinkimveaticbuvliheecibddaaees cnet 
REET RSE pe 
Mr. Ball, of the house, voted cor .. 

Ph MND és ccccivectad saken wndave 
Pd cxttnclinnon tees 
SS I os ca daciings tpidel ibe 
BN STEN Aspe wene Sees 
Mr. Fleming... 
Mr. Jolis.... 





















.-Ed. Ridgley. 
Ed. Ridgley. 
..J. Edward Addicks, 
..H. A. Du Pont. 
.-H. A. Du Pont. 
Ed. Ridgley. 
Ed. Ridgley. 
H. A. Du Pont. 


Mr. Killen.. Ed. Ridgle 

Mr. Money .-.. --H. A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Moore...... .-John Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Morgan........- .H. A. Du Pont. 

A SE orcnsnkevosenew enn’ Ebe W. Tunnell. 

(5 SE H. A. Du Pont. 


x 


. A. Du Pont. 

.J Edward Addicks, 
.Edward Ridgley. 
H. A. Du Pont. 


Mr. Reybold...... 
Mr. Robbins ...... 
Mr. Sypherd.... 
Mr. Tawnsend 


Mr. Walker... H. A. Du Pont. 
SU HUI ic nas eeodeaambens ho .Ed. Ridgley. 

TS te ch tei nninikteihigieesi .H. A. Du Pont. 
UII iis tanisrhs siesta inland pbleniopsanterediniaiianinnee ant H. A. Du Pont. 


The vote as above ascertained having been announced, as follows: 
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as aforesaid, 29 of them were so qualified. It is contended 
ever, that 1 of the 30, namely, William T. Watson, clai 
be a senator from the county of Kent, and claiming 1 
speaker of the senate, and claiming the right, as such sen 
be present and participate in the proceedings of such joint 
bly, and to cast his vote for Senator, was not entitled, w 
constitution of the State of Delaware and the laws of th 


| to be present in such joint assembly, had no right to be « 


therein in making up the number present, and had no 


| . . . ~ ‘ 
| cast his vote in such assembly for any person for Senator. 


If this contention upon the part of Mr. Du Pont is correct 
it is conceded, provided the right to inquire into Watson’ 
fications to vote in such assembly now exists, that, inas) 
in that event there were but 290 members of the legislature «| 
State of Delaware present entitled to vote, and as it is con 
Mr. Du Pont received the votes of 15 of such members, n 
which was that of Mr. Watson, thus receiving a clear ma‘ 
all the votes cast entitled to be cast, he was duly elected S 
and is entitled to his seat. 

The whole question involved, then, in this case is as to th: 
of Watson to be present in such joint assembly, and to be counted 
therein in making up the number present, so as to requi 
votes of 16 members to make an election. 

The ground upon which it is claimed upon the part of Mr. Dy 
Pont that Mr. Watson was ineligible to a seat in such 
assembly, and should not have been counted therein in 1 
up the number constituting the same, is based on the fact t 
although he had been duly elected a senator from the coun 
Kent, and from the commencement of the session in January, 
1895, until April 9 of that year had held and occupied a seat in 
the senate, and had been elected speaker thereof, and served iy 
that capacity, he had, on the 9th day of April, 1895, the govern 
of the State of Delaware, Joshua H. Marvil, having died ¢) 
previous, succeeded to the governorship of the State in 
a provision of the constitution of that State, and from that dato 
until the 9th day of May following had continued to exer 
functions and duties of executive of the State, and has e\ 
and still continues to exercise the office of governor of said S 
and that, therefore, on that date, May 9, 1895, he, then | 
the office of and being the governor of the State of Dela\ 
was ineligible to a seat in said joint assembly, and had 1 
whatever, under the provisions of the constitution of the State and 
of the laws of the land, to be present, either to participate by his 
vote or otherwise, or to be counted therein. 

Your committee hold that this contention on the part of Mr. 
Du Pont is well founded. 

The clause in the Delaware constitution, in pursuance of which 
Mr. Watson, as speaker of the senate, became governor on April 
9, 1895, and which will be commented on later in this re} 
found in section 14 of Article III, and is as follows: 


Upon any vacancy happening in the office of governor by h ut 
removal, resignation, or inability, the speaker of the senate shal! ex«! 
the office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly quailiti 


It is conceded a vacancy in the office of governor occurred on 
April 8, 1895, by the death of the then governor of the State, 
Joshua H. Marvil; also that Senator Watson was then and on 


April 9, 1895, speaker of the senate, and that on this latter date 
he took the required oaths, was inaugurated, and entered upon 
the exercise of the office of governor, and has continued to hold 


and exercise such office ever since. 
PROCEEDINGS OF THE LEGISLATURE. 

The legislature of the State of Delaware met in biennial ses- 
sion on the first Tuesday of January, 1895, and on that day organ- 
ized by the election of speakers and other officers for the 
and house of representatives. There were at that time { mem- 
bers of the senate and 21 members of the house of representa 
tives, 3 senators and 7 representatives having been chosen trom 
each of the three counties in the State. At the organization of 
thesenate William T. Watson was duly elected speaker and con- 
tinued in the discharge of his official duties as speaker of the 
senate, saveduring occasional absences, until the 9th day of A) 


Votes. : ; 
1895, the day following that on which Joshua H. Marvil, gov- 
Ba Riteley bake | emnor of the State of Delaware, died. 
J. Bdward AAGicks Nad . .........00.2-.es0ne-n-cnconenesenecosen nw sees woeeeess 4| Thislegislature being charged with the duty of electing a Senator 
Ebe W. Tunnell had ........-...--~--++----0+---000--0-000eennasnenennnees snes 1 | of the United States for the constitutional term of six years ¢v1- 
There being present in such joint assembly, and each casting a | mencing on the 4th day of March, 1895, and having failed to elect 


vote, 30 persons, each claiming to bea member of the legislature of | such Senator on the second Tuesday after the meeting and « 


the State of Delaware end entitled to vote for United States Senator. 


ization of such legislature, convened in joint assembly on the 


It is conceded by Mr. Du Pont, and by your committee, that if | next day, being the 16th day of January, pursuant to the }r\ 
this contention is true; that is, if each of the 30 persons so present | sions of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the |imes 
in such joint assembly, and each of whom cast a vote for Senator, | and manner of holding elections for Senators in Congress, 4) 


was a duly qualified member of the legislature of the State of 
Delaware, and under no disability, as such, which would deprive 
him of his right to a seat in such assembly, and to cast a vote for 


Senator, then Mr. Du Pont was not elected Senator, and is not | lature, pursuant to the provisions of said act, convened in } 


entitled to a seat in the Senate. 


roved July 25, 1866, and proceeded to vote for a United Stites 
nator. 
No one having been elected to that office on that day, the !es1s- 


assembly on the following and succeeding days, Sundays ex: 


It is admitted upon the part of Mr. Du Pont, and such is the | until and including Thursday, the 9th day of May, 1895. Noone 
fact, that of the 30 persons so present and claiming a right to vote | was elected Uni 


States Senator prior to the day last named. 
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On the 9th day of April aforesaid, immediately after the joint 
assembly of the two houses had separated, Senator William T. 
Watson, who at the time of the death of Governor Marvil, which 
occurred on the preceding day, had been speaker of the senate, 
took the official oaths prescribed for the governor of the State of 
Delaware, and forthwith entered upon the exercise of that office. 

It is conceded that from the commencement of the voting for a 
United States Senator until and including the 9th day of April, 
Senator William T. Watson took part in such voting except during 
occasional absences. 

Furthermore it is a conceded fact, and if not conceded, fully 
borne out by the journal entries and other testimony, that from 
the time he took the oaths of office and assumed the functions of 

overnor in the exercise of such office until the final joint assem- 
bly of the two houses on the 9th day of May, Governor Watson 
did not upon any occasion take any part either in the proceedings 
of the Senate or of the joint assembly. 

And further, it is clear to your committee from the record and 
other evidence submitted that from the hour of his inauguration 
as governor, by taking the constitutional oaths required of a gov- 
ernor, his name was dropped from the roll call of the senate and 
was never once called, either as of speaker or as of a senator, on 
any roll call had on any bill, resolution, or motion until the final 
adjournment of the Senate. Senator Alrichs, in his affidavit of 
date January 28, 1896 (Document 9, part 6, page 1), shows this 
conclusively, and it is not contradicted by any affidavit filed in the 
case. The following is Senator Alrichs’s affidavit in full: 

AFFIDAVIT OF SAMUEL ALRICHS. 
STATE OF DELAWARE, Newcastle County, ss: 

On this 28th day of January, A. D. 1896, before me, Edward G. 
Cook, a notary public for the State of Delaware in and for New- 
castle County, personally comes Samuel Alrichs, who, being by me 
first duly sworn according to law, deposes and says: 

That he is a member of the senate of the State of Delaware, as 
stated by him in a previous affidavit made in the above matter; 
that he took his seat in said senate on the ist day of January, 
A. D. 1895, for a term of four years ; that, after William T. Wat- 
son took the oath of office as governor of the State of Delaware, 
upon the death of Governor Marvil, to wit, on the 9th day of 
April, A. D. 1895, to the expiration of the last session of the senate 
on the 9th day of May of said year, the clerk of the senate did nol 
call the name of William T. Watson as a member of the senate. 
He was neither on the call of the roll at the assembling of any 
session, nor upon the taking of any roll call upon bill, resolution, 
or other motion. He was not reported by the clerk as either present 
or absent; neither was his name called or recorded upon the taking 
of any yea or nay vote as being present or absent. William T. 
Watson’s name was thus dropped from the rolls after he became 
governor by reason of no special order, or action, or motion, or 
otherwise, taken in respect thereto by the senate. It must have 
been done by order of the speaker protempore. It was, however, in 
accordance with the general understanding of the members of the 
senate that William T. Watson was nolonger a member of that body. 


SAMUEL ALRICHS. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me the aa and year first above 
written, as witness my hand and official seal. 
[SEAL. } EDWARD J. COOK, 
Notary Public. 
It is conceded, however, that Governor Watson did, on the 9th 
day of May aforesaid, enter the final joint assembly and assume 
the right to be counted as a member of such assembly, and the 
right to vote therein for a United States Senator. During this 


final assembly 28 ballots were had for United States Senator. The 
vote upon each ballot, as shown by the record of such assembly, 
was as follows: 
= as Votes. 
en: i E lmatieniiiidli dada aalindvembedt 5 
Ed. Ridgel = 0 
J.E. Addic + 
E. W. Tunnell 1 





William T. Watson, tne governor of the State of Delaware, as 
aforesaid, cast his vote each time for Ed. Ridgely. 
THE VITAL QUESTION. 
It will be seen, therefore, the whole question of the right of Mr. 
Du Pont to a seat in the Senate, as claimed, turns upon the single 
uestion: Had William T. Watson, then holding and exercising 
the office of governor of the State of Delaware, a right, under the 
constitution of the State and the laws of the land, to exercise the 
office of State senator, and as such to sit in the joint assembly on 
y 9, 1895, to be counted therein in making up the number con- 


stituting such joint assembly, and to vote therein for a United 
—— ; nator? Your committee are clearly of the opinion he 
not. 


PROPOSITIONS INVOLVED. 
In determining this question three different propositions are 
presented for our consideration: 
First. Did the offices of senator and speaker of the senate, held 
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by William T. Watson from the commencement of the session of 
the Delaware legislature in January, 1895, until April 9, 1895, be- 
come absolutely vacant on the inauguration of said William T. 
Watson as governor of the State by taking the oaths of office re- 
quired of a person entering apon the exercise of that office? Or, 

Second. If such offices of senator and speaker of the senate did 
not become absolutely vacant upon such inauguration as governor, 
was the right of Watson to exercise the functions of both speaker 
of the senate and senator held in abeyance and suspended for and 
during the time he should continue to hold and exercise the office 
of governor? Or, 

Third. While holding and exercising the office of governor, did 
said William T. Watson not only continue to hold the offices of 
senator and speaker of the senate, but did his right to exercise all 
the functions of such senator and speaker of the senate while 
holding and exercising the office of governor continue to exist? 

The answer to either or both of the first two propositions in the 
affirmative settles the question in favor of the right of Mr. Du 
Pont to a seat, while an affirmative answer to the third proposi- 
tion, which of course negatives the other two, would be a denial 
of his right to a seat. 

In discussing these several propositions, therefore, it becomes, 
in the view taken by your committee, wholly unnecessary, in 
reaching a correct conclusion as to the merits of the present con- 
troversy, to determine the question as to whether the offices of 
senator and speaker of the senate became absolutely vacant upon 
the accession of the speaker of the senate to the office of governor, 
so as to entitle the electors of Kent County to fill such vacancy by 
election, or so as to prevent his resuming his place as senator and 
speaker at the termination of his term of office, and of his right ‘J 
exercise the office of governor, as it is clear, if the right of Wat- 
son, while holding the office of governor and exercising that 
office, to exercise the functions of a senator, whether for the rea- 
son that his office as such senator had ipso facto become vacant, 
or for any other reason, based on a fair construction of the various 
provisions of the constitution of the State of Delaware, and the 
well-known rule of law relating to incompatible offices, was su 

vended, then in either of such events the presence of Governor 
Vatson in the joint assembly May 9, 1895, and his voting fora 
United States Senator therein while holding and exercising the 
office of governor, were wholly illegal, and in such event his vote 
in such joint assembly should not be counted. 


Go 


WHETHER THE OFFICES HELD BY MR. WATSON AS SENATOR AND SPEAKER 


OF THE SENATE DID OR DID NOT BECOME ABSOLUTELY VACANT ON HIS 
BECOMING GOVERNOR, IT IS CLEAR THAT WHILE HOLDING AND EXERCIS- 
ING SUCH EXECUTIVE OFFICE HIS RIGHT TO EXERCISE ANY OF THE FUNC- 

TIONS, EITHER OF THE OFFICE OF SENATOR OR SPEAKER OF THE SENATE, 

WAS ABSOLUTELY SUSPENDED. 

Whether the offices held by Mr. Watson as senator and speaker 
of the senate did or did not become absolutely vacant on his 
becoming governor, it is clear that while holding and exercising 
such executive office his right to exercise any of the functions, 
either of the office of senator or speaker of the senate, was abso- 
lutely suspended. 

This conclusion is based on what seems to your committee to 
be— 

First. The:only reasonable and fair construction of various pro- 
visions of the constitution of the State of Delaware; 

Second. Because it is sustained and supported by the well-rec- 
ognized rule of the common law, which inhibits either the holding 
or exercising simultaneously by the same person two incompatible 
offices, and also by the principles of our American system, that 
legislative and executive offices are incompatible; and 

Third. Because the uniform unbroken usage observed in Dela- 
ware by its governors, legislators, and people for more than one 
hundred years is to this effect; that is to say, that the right to exer- 
cise the offices of senator and speaker of the senate is suspended 
and held in abeyance during the time he is exercising the office of 
governor, and that both offices can not by such person be exer- 
cised simultaneously and in perfect harmony with the constitu- 
tional provisions of the State, which, in our judgment, expressly 


| forbid the simultaneous exercise by the same person of the offices 


of governor and State senator. 
LEGAL 

Before proceeding to analyze these various constitutional pro- 
visions in their application to the present controversy, your 
committee respectfully submit the following propositions, the 
soundness of which it will endeavor to maintain: 

First. It is a well-settled rule of the common law that the same 
person shall not exercise simultaneously two incompatible offices; 
and further, the acceptance of one is ipso facto a resignation of 
the other. 

Second. Under the American system, executive and legislative 
offices are incompatible, and the same person can not exercise both 
simultaneously in the absence of either express or clearly implied 
statutory or constitutional authority, and the acceptance ofa 
second such is ipso facto a resignation of the first. 

Third. There is no express or implied authority in the Delaware 
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constitution for the simultaneous exercise by the same person of the 
offices of governor and senator; on the contrary, the constitution 
expressly interdicts such exercise of those two offices, and there- 
fore at the time when Mr. Du Pont received 15 votes in the joint 
assembly, Mr. Watson, being then governor of the State, holdirg 
and exercising that executive office, was incapable of exercising 
the office of senator. 

Fourth, The theory that Mr. Watson can exercise the office of 
governor of the State and State senator simultaneously involves 
innumerable constitutional repugnancies, perplexing difficulties, 
and endless absurdities, while the opposite theory reconciles and 
harmonizes all the provisions of the Delaware constitution relating 
to the subject under consideration, 

Fifth. Whether or not the offices of State senator and speaker 
of the senate became absolutely vacant when Speaker Watson took 
the oaths of office, was inaugurated governor of the State, and 
entered upon the exercise of that office, there can be no doubt, on 
a fair construction of the several constitutional provisions of the 
State of Delaware, that his right to ewercise the office of senator 
or speaker of the senate, or any of the functions connected there- 
with, while he continued to hola and exercise the office of governor 
was absolutely suspended. 

Sixth, That Governor Watson’s exercise of the office of senator 
in the joint ay rem and of the office of president of the joint 
oo, was illegal, and his vote for United States Senator a 
nullity. 

Seventh. The journal entries of the proceedings of the Dela- 
Ware senate on May 9, 1895, are conclusive as to the number and 
names of senators present, the motions submitted, the votes cast, 
and of all the proceedings had, and can not be contradicted by eax 
parte affidavits. 

Eighth. The right which undoubtedly belongs exclusively to 
the Delaware senate to judge of the elections, returns, and quali- 
fications of its members, does not vest in such senate any such 
exclusive right as would conclude the Senate of the United States, 
to determine by construction whether the constitution of the State 
does or does not recognize a certain seat as subject to occupation, 
nor does it include the power to admit members to seats not recog- 
nized by the constitution of the State as subject to occupation, or 
if subject to occupation, to fill them in a manner or by a person 
which the State constitution forbids. 

This latter proposition will receive first consideration at the 
hands of your committee. 

PROVISIONS OF THE DELAWARE CONSTITUTION, 


The following are the several more important provisions of 
the constitution of the State of Delaware which have, as it is 
believed, any bearing upon this controversy. They are all, for 
convenience of the Senate, inserted here and will be considered 
and construed in pari materia. Certain other clauses will be 
cited and commented on later in this report: 


ART. 2. Suc. 1. The jegisiotive power of this State shall be vested ina 
5 neral assembly, which shall consist of a senate and house of representa- 
ves. 
Ant, 8. Sec. 1. The supreme executive powers of the State shall be vested 
in a governor. 


Art. 6. Src. 1. The judicial power of this State shall be vested in a court 
of errors and appeals, a superior court, a court of chancery, an orphan’s 
court, a court of oyer and terminer, a court of — sessions of the peace 
and jail delivery, a register’s court, justices of the peace, and such other 
courts as the general osoemety with the concurrence of two-thirds of all the 
members of both houses, shall, from time to time, establish. 


Section 14, of Article III, is as follows: 


Src. l4. Upon any vacancy happening in the officeof governor, by hisdeath, 
removal, resignation, or inability, the speaker of the senate shall exercise the 
office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified. If there be 
no speaker of the senate, or upon a further vacancy happening in the office 
by his death, removal, resignation, or inability, the speaker of the house of 
representatives shall exercise the office until a governor elected by the people 
shal! be duly qualified. If the person elected governor shall die, or become 
disqualified before the commencement of his term of office, or shall refuse to 
take the same, the person holding the o, shall continue to exercise it until 
a governor shall be elected and duly ¢ ified. If, upon a vacancy happening 
in the office of governor, there be no other person who can exercise said office 
within the provisions of the constitution, the secre = state shall exercise 
the same until the next meeting of the general assembly, who shall immedi- 
ately proceed to elect, by joint ballot of both houses, a person to exercise the 
office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified. If a vacanc 
occur in the office of governor, or if the governor-elect die or become disquall- 
fied before the commencement of his term, or refuse to take the office, an elec- 
tion for governor shaii be held at the next general election, unless the vacancy 
soppen within six days next preceding the election, exclusive of the = of 
the happening of the vacancy and the day of the election; in that case, if an 
election for governor would not have been held at said election without the 
happening of such vacancy, no election for governor 1 be held at said 
election in consequence of such vous. If the trial of a contested election 
shall continue longer than until the third Tuesday of January next ensuin 
the election of a governor, the governor of the last year, or the speaker 0: 
the senate or of the house of reprcsentatives, who may then be in the exer- 
cise of the executive authority, shall continue therein until a determination 
of such contested election. The governor shall not be removed from his 
office for amaneeaty but with the concurrence of two-thirds of all the members 
of each branch of the legislature. 


Section 12, Article Il, provides as follows: 
Sro. 12. * * * No person concerned in any army or navy contracts, nor 





meinber of Congress, nor any person holding any office under this State or 
the United States, except the attorney 
by the courts of justice, respecti 


officers usually appointed 


vely, a ys at law, and officers in the 
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militia holding no disqualifying office shall, during his continuance in (on- 
gress or office, be a senator or representative. 

Section 5 of Article ITI: 

Sxc. 5. No member of Congress, nor person holding any office under the 
United States, or this State, shall exercise the office of governor. 

The following is the oath of office taken by each of the governors 
of the Siate of Delaware upon his accession to office. It is pre- 
scribed by Article VIII of the constitution: 

Members of the general assembly and all officers, executive and judicial 
shall be bound by oath or affirmation to support the constitution of this Stats 
and to perform the duties of their respective offices with fidelity. 

The following are the journal entries of the Delaware senate of 
proceedings therein on April 9, 1895: 

The Hon. James L. Wolcott then administered, in the presence of the mem- 
bers of the senate, to Hon. William Tharp Watson, speaker of the senate, th) 
following oaths of office as governor, to wit: “I, William T. Watson, do 


emnly swear, on the holy evangels of Almighty God, that I wili support the 
Constitution of the United States of America. So help me God.” 

“I, William 'T. Watson, do solemnly swear, on the holy evangels of Almig} ty 
Gon, re I will support the constitution of the State of Delaware. So help 
me God.” 


“TI, William T. Watson, do solemnly swear, on the holy evangels of Almighty 
God, that I will perform the duties of the office of governor of the State of 
Delaware with fidelity. So help me God.” 

Thereupon the speaker called Mr. Pyle to the chair and retired from the 
senate chamber. 


Section 1, Article VI, of the constitution is as follows: 


Sxc.1. The judicial power of this State shall be vested in a court of errors 
and appeals, a superior court, a court of chancery, an orphans’ court,a court 
of oyer and terminer, a court of general sessions of the peace and gaol 
delivery,a register’s a of the peace, and such other courts as 
the general assembly, with the concurrence of two-thirds of all the members 
of both houses, shall from time to time establish. 


It is provided in Article II, section 3, that— 


The governor shall hold his office during four years from the third Tuesday 
= coaneey next ensuing his election, and shall not be eligible a second time 
said office. 


And in Article ITI, section 4, that— 


Sec. 4. He shall be at least thirty years of age, and have been a citizen and 
inhabitant of the United States twelve years next before the first meeting 
the legislature after his election, and the last six of that term an inhabitan 
of this State, unless he shall have been absent on the public business of the 
United States, or of this State. 


Article ITI, section 11, provides as follows: 

He shall, from time to time, give to the general assembly information of 
affairs concerning the State, and recommend to their consideration such 
measures as he shall judge expedient. 

_It is further provided in section 9 of Article III of the constitu- 
tion, as follows: 

Suc. 9. He shall have power to remit fines and forfeitures and to grant 
reprieves aad persona. except in cases of impeachment. He shall set forth 
in writing, fully, the grounds of all reprieves peetons, and remissions, to be 
entered in the register of his official acts and laid before the general asscm- 
bly at their next session. 

The following are the provisions of the constitution of the State 
of Delaware bearing upon the election of senators and the consti- 
tution of the senate of that State: 


Art. 2. Sec. 3. The senators shall be chosen for four years by the citizens 
residing in the several counties. * * * 

There shall be three senators chosen in each county. When a greater num 
ber of senators shall by the general assembly be judged necessary, two-thirds 
of each branch concurring, they may by law make provision for increasing 
their eaeer, bet the number of senators shall never be greater than o1 


half nor less than one-third of the number of representatives. 

Sec. 2. The representatives shall be chosen for two years by the citizens 
residing in the several counties. * * * 

There shall be seven representatives chosen in each county, until a greater 
number of representatives shall by the general assembly ' judged neces- 
sary; and then, two-thirds of each branch of the legislature concurring, they 


may by law make provision for increasing their number. 

The qualifications of a senator of the legislature of the State of 
Delaware are prescribed by section 3 of Article IT of the consti- 
tution of that State, as follows: 

No person shall be a senator who shall not have attained to the age of 
twenty-seven years, and have, in the county in which he shall be chosen, 
freehold estate in two hundred acres of land, or an estate in real or personal 

roperty, or in either, of the value of one thousand pounds ut least, and have 
een a citizen and inhabitant of the State three years next preceding the first 
meeting of the legislature after his election, and the last year of that term 
an inhabitant of the county in which he shall be chosen, unless he shal! have 
been absent on the public business of the United States or of this State. 

While the qualifications of a representative in the legislature of 
the State of Delaware are set forth in section 2 of Article IJ, as 
follows: 

No person shall be a representative who shall not have attained the age 
of 24 years, and have been a citizen and inhabitant of the State three ye: 
next preceding the first meeting of the legislature after bis election, and t 
last year of that term an inhabitant of the county in which he shall be chosen, 
unless he shall have been absent on the public business of the United Stuiecs 
or of this State. 

While section 1 of Article IV provides that— 

All elections for governor, senators, representatives, sheriffs, and coroners 
shall be held on the Tuesday next after the first Monday in the month of 
November of the year in which they are to be held, and be by ballot. 


Section 2 of Article II provides that— 


The representatives shall be chosen for two years by the citizens residing 
in the several counties. 


Section 3 of Article IT provides that— 


The senators shall be chosen for four years by the citizens residing in the 
several counties. 


Section 4 of Article II provides that— 
The general assembly shall meet on the first Tuesday of January, biennially, 
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Jags sooner convened by the governor. The first meeting of the general 
b= yably under this amended constitution shall be on the first Tuesday of 
vanuary, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and thirty- 
three, which shall be the commencement of biennial sessions. 


It is provided in Article II, section 6, that— 

Each house shall judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
own members. | 2 

While Article V, sections 1 and 2, are as follows: 

ARTICLE V. 

gecrron 1. The house of representatives shall have the sole power of im- 

saching; but two-thirds of all the members must concur in an impeachment. 
All impeachments shall be tried by the senate; and when sitting for that pur- 
ose the senators shall be upon oath or affirmation to do justice according to 
the evidence. No person shall be convicted without the concurrence of two- 


-ds of all the senators. ade 
“aoe 2. The governor, and all other civil officers under this State, shall be 


liable toimpeachment for treason, bribery, or any high crime or misdemeanor 
in office. Judgment in such cases shall not extend further than to removal 
from office and disqualification to hold any office of honor, trust, or profit 
under this State; but the —— convicted shall nevertheless be subject to 
indictment, trial, jadgment, and punishment according to law. 


It is provided in Article III, section 14, as follows: 


The governor shall not be removed from his office for inability, but with 
the concurrence of two-thirds of all the members of each branch of the legis- 
lature. 2 S 

Article II, section 5, provides that— 


Fach house shall choose its speaker and other officers; and also each house, 
whose speaker shall exercise the office of governor, may choose a speaker pro 
tempore. 

Article II, section 7, provides that— 

Each house may, * * * with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a 
member, etc. . 

Article VU, section 3, provides that— 


The legislature, two-thirds of each branch concurring, may vest the 
appointment of sheriffs and coroners in the governor. 


Article III, section 14, is as follows: 


If upon a vacancy peopening. in the office of governor there be no other 
rson who can exercise said office within the provisions of the constitution, 
he secretary of state shall exercise the same until the next meeting of the 
eneral assembly, who shall immediately proceed to elect, by joint ballot of 
Both houses, @ person to exercise the office untila governor elected by the 
people shall be duly qualified. 


A PRELIMINARY QUESTION—THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES MAY 
INQUIRE INTO THE RIGHT OF GOVERNOR WATSON TO A SEAT IN THE JOINT 
ASSEMBLY AND TO VOTE FOR A UNITED STATES SENATOR THEREIN. 

At the threshold in this investigation we are confronted with the 
question, Has the Senate of the United States the constitutional 
power to inquire into the question as to the right of Watson, then 
govérnor of the State, to a seat in the State senate, and to be pres- 
ent in the joint assembly, and to vote for a United States Senator? 

Those opposing the claim of Mr. Du Pont insist no such power 
exists, and the reason advanced in support of this contention is 
that the senate of Delaware passed judgment upon Watson’s 
qualifications as a member of that body, and that such decision 
is conclusive. 

Counsel, in opposition to the claim of Mr. Du Pont, cite sec- 
tion 6, Article Ll, of the constitution of the State of Delaware, as 
follows: 


Each house shall judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
own members. 


Then, conceding that in order to conclude the United States 
Senate, the State senate must have either actually or constructively 
acted, and rendered judgment upon the question of his right to a 
seat therein, it is by the opposition assumed, and the declaration 
is made, that such action was had, such judgment in this case was 
rendered, and hence the Senate of the United States is concluded. 

Your committee deny this contention. They deny that the 
Delaware senate ever at any time after Watson became governor, 
either actually or constructively, passed upon his qualifications to 
a seat in that body. And it is upon this branch of the case there 
is any controversy whatever as to the facts. 

It is conceded by your committee that Governor Watson, after 
having studiously refrained from attempting to exercise any of 
the functions of senator or speaker of the senate from the date of 
his inauguration as governor, April 9, 1895, until May 9, 1895, a 
fact also conceded by those opposing the claim of Mr. Du Pont, 
did on this latter date, May 9, 1895, the legislature being about to 
adjourn sine die, enter the senate chamber a few minutes before 
the hour of 12 o’clock meridian, at which time the senate was to 
proceed to the hall of the house of representatives to meet the 
members of the house in joint assembly for the purpose of elect- 
ing a United States Senator, and after conversing with two or 
more members until a few moments before 12 o’clock meridian, 
did then, the president pro tempore leaving the chair, take the 
chair of speaker of the senate, al 
ing been concluded, and immediately made this announcement: 
§oi dey ! fn having arrived, the senate will proceed to take part in the 

That, while occupying the chair as speaker of the senate, Gov- 
ernor Watson took no part whatever in any of the legislative 

nections of the senate, other than what related to proceeding to 
the hall of the house of representatives by the senate for the pur- 
pose of attending the joint assembly to elect a United States Sen- 
ator. These are the facts and all the facts in reference to this 

as found by your committee. 


matter, 


1 the business of the senate hav- | 
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SENATE JOURNAL ENTRIES ARE CONCLUSIVE AS AGAINST EX PARTS 
AFFIDAVITS AS TO WHAT OCCURRED IN THE SENATE MAY 9, 1895. 

This brings us to a consideration of the seventh proposition 
hereinbefore stated, namely: That the journal entries of the pro- 
ceedings of the Delaware senate on May 9, 1895, are conclusive as 
to the number and naines of senators present, the motions sub- 
mitted, the votes cast, and of all the proceedings had, and can not 
be contradicted by ea parte affidavits. 

The law is well settled by more than 120 adjudicated cases in 
the courts of last resort in more than twenty of the States in the 
American Union, as also by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, that where a State constitution prescribes such formalities 
in the enactment of laws as require a record of the yeas and nays 
on the legislative journals, those journalsare conclusive as against, 
not only a printed statute published by authority of law, but also 
against a duly enrolled act. The principle now contended for 
falls far short of going to this extent. 

The questién involved in the case under consideration is not 
whether the legislative journals are conclusive against a printed 
statute or an enrolled act, but whether they are conclusive as 
against ex parte affidavits by which such journals are sought to 
be contradicted. 

Your committee, without indulging in argument upon this point, 
beg to attract attention to the following authorities, national and 
State, which hold to the doctrine that legislative journals are con- 
clusive as against a duly enrolled act. Surely, if this be so, it can 
not be otherwise than they are conclusive against ex parte afti- 
davits, the reason for this application of the rule being infinitely 
stronger than for the other. 

The following is a list of the authorities, 124 in number, re- 
lied on. It is believed few Federal or State authorities can be 
found to conflict with these. Decisions can be found, as, for 
instance, in Field v. Clark (143 U. S., 649-678), to the effect that 
where the constitution contains no provision requiring entries on 
the journal of particular matters, such, for example, as calls of the 
yeas and nays on a measure in question, the enrolled acts can not 
in such case be impeached by the journal. That, however, isa 
very different proposition from the one involved here. 





THE 


The authorities are as follows: 

Alabama—28 Ala., 466; 43 id.,721; 48 id., 115; 54 id., 599; 57 id., 49; 58 id., 546; 
60 id., 361; 77 id., 587; 77 id., 608; 78 id., 411; 78 id., 517; 82 id., 562. 

Arkansas—19 Ark., 250; 27 id., 266; 28 id., 317; 31 id., 701; 22 id., 496; 33 id., 17; 
35 id., 237; 40 id., 200; 41 id.. 471; 44 id., 536; 48 id., 370: 49 id., 325; 51 id., 559 


California 
Colorado 
Florida 
Illinois 


8 Sawyer, 238; 54 Cal., 111; 69 id., 479; 80 id., 211. 
5 Colo., 525; 11 id., 489. 
20 Fla., 407; 24 id. 293. 


14 T1l., 297; 17 id., 151; 19 id., 283; 19 id., 324; 25 id.,181; 35 id., 121; 88 


id., 174; 43 id., 77; 44 id., 91; 45 id., 119; 62 id., 253; 63 id., 157; 68 id., 160; 70 id., 
166; 70 id., 659; 74 id , 361; 77 id., 11; 81 id., 288; 93 id., 191; 98 id., 156; 120 id., 
332; 122 id., 420: 94 U.S., 260; 108 U. S., 683; 1038 U.S., 687; 105 ULS.. 667 





Kansas—12 Kans.,384; 15 id.,194; 17 id., 62; 24 id., 700; 26 id., 724; 
35 id., 545; 41 id., 200. 

Maryland—Al Ma., 446; 42 id., 203; : 

Michigan—2 Gibbs, 287; 1 Douglass, 351; 2 id., 191; 13 Mich., 481; 16 id., 254; 
22 id., 104; 47 id., 520; 55 id., 94; 59 id., 610; 64 id., 385; 72 id., 446; 79 id., 59; 79 
id., 595; 80 id., 508; 83 id., 13; 84 id., 408 

Minnesota—2 Minn., 350; 24 id., 78; 31 id., 472; 38 id., 145; 45 id., 451. 

Missouri—60 Mo., 33; 71 id., 266. 

Nebraska—4 Nebr., 503; 9 id., 125; 9 id., 462; 17 id., 389; 18 id., 236; 20 id., 96; 21 


28 id., 243; 


48 id, 292 








| id., 647; 24 id., 586. 
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Ohio—5 Ohio, 358; 3 Ohio State, 475; 20 id.,1; 44 id., 348; 45 id., 254. 
Oregon—11 Oreg., 67, 71; 14 id., 365. 

South Carolina ’., 150; 11 id., 262; 12 id., 200; 13 id., 46. 
Tennessee—3 Lea, 332; 4 id., 608; 6 id., 549; 86 Tenn., 732; 87 id., 16% 
United States—% U 260; 103 id., 683; 103 id., 697; 105 id., 667. 
Virginia—79 Va., 269. 

West Virginia—} W. Va., 85. 
Wisconsin—20 Wis., 501; 45 id., 543; 
Wyoming—l Wyo., 85; 1Lid., 96. 





5. 


64 id., 323. 


The constitution of Michigan contained the following clause: 
No public act shall take effect or be in force until the expiration of ninety 
days from the end of the session at which the same is ed the leg- 


of the members elected 


islature shall otherwise direct, by a two-thirds vote 
to each house. 


In People v. Mahany (13 Mich., 481, 492) Mr. Justice Cooley, 


| delivering the opinion of the court, said: 


As the court are bound judicially to take notice of what the law is, we have 
no doubt it is our right, as well as our duty, to take notice not only of the 


printed statute books, but also of the journals of the two houses, to enable 
us to determine whether all the constitutional requisites to the validity of a 
statute have been complied with. The printed statute is not even prima 


facie valid, when other records, of which the court must equally take notice, 
show that some constitutional formality is wanting. 

The constitution of California contained the following pro- 
vision: 

No bill shall become a law without the concurrence 
members elected to each house. 

In the Railroad Tax Case (8 Sawyer, 238, 293) Judge Sawyer, 
with the concurrence of Mr. Justice Field, said: 

On March 4 the house considered the senate amendment, and, upon a call 
of the yeas and nays, as required by the constitution, thirty-nine members 


of a majority of the 





voted for the amendment and thirty-tv- -gainst it, there being four paired 
and-not voting; thus the votes,in favor of the amendment, were two less 





than a majority of members elected to the house, and the bill failed. * All 
i Sees upon the journal. * The bill, therefore, was never constitu- 
tionally passed, and never became alaw. Under the decisions of the courts, 





upon constitutional provisions in all respects similar to that in the present 
constitution of California, it is settled that the court, to inform itself, will 
look to the journals of the legislature. 


| 
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In Spangler v. Jacoby (14 I1., 297, 800) the court said: 


The act in question was signed by the speakers of the two houses, and it 
received theassent of theexecutive. Prima foes therefore, it became a law. 
But the journal of the house of representatives tails wholly to show that it 
was ever put upon its final passage in that house ; in other words, it does not 
appear that it passed with the concurrence of a majority of the members- 
elect of that body. The act did not become a law in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of the constitution, and it is therefore null and void. The judgment 
is reversed. 

In Berry v. R. R. Co. (41 Md., 446, 463, 465), Judge Alvey, deliv- 
ering the opinion of the court, said: 

The question has repeatedly arisen, in several of the State courts of the 
highest authority, and in all cases, with but few exceptions, it has been held 
that neither the printed statute book nor the ordinary authentication of the 
statute after its passage would preclude the inquiry into the fact whether 
the statute, as published, had in truth passed the legislature; and, as evi- 
dence upon the question, the legislative journals and the bills as acted upon 
by the legislative assembiies have been consulted. * We can have no doubt 
whatever that the third section of the act in question, as that act was sealed 
and approved by the governor, is materially different from the third section 
of the act as it passed the two houses of the legislature, and we must there- 
fore declare that particular section of the act to be null and void. 

The constitution of the State of Delaware, Article I, section 
17, contains the following clause: 

No act of incorporation, except for the renewal of existing corporations, 
shall be hereafter enacted without the concurrence by two-thirds of each 
branch of the legislature. 

This provision requires the yeas and nays to be recorded in the 
journals on the passage of every new act of incorporation. 

THR DELAWARE SENATE DID NOT, EITHER ACTUALLY OR CONSTRUCTIVELY, 
JUDGE OF THE QUALIFICATIONS OF GOVERNOR WATSON TO A SEAT IN THE 
SENATE AT ANY TIME SUBSEQUENT TO HIS BECOMING GOVERNOR OF THE 
STATE, 

As bearing upon the question as to what occurred either of a 
legislative or quasi-judicial character in the Delaware senate on 
May 9, 1895, Mr. Du Pont presents a certified copy of the senate 
journal entries of the proceedings of the senate of that date 
(Doc. 9, Part II, pp. 481), and insists such journal entries are 
conclusive upon that question. Mr. Du Pont, however, as is his 
right, presents also the ex parte affidavits of certain State sena- 
tors and others, not for the purpose, however, of contradicting, 
but confirming such journal entries; while those opposing Mr. Du 
Pont present certain ex — affidavits tending strongly to 
impeach and contradict such journal entries in certain respects. 

Should these affidavits tending to impeach the journal entries 
be considered as competent evidence, then there is a slight con- 
flict of testimony in respect to the exact time and manner in 
which Governor Watson attempted to resume and did resume his 
seat as speaker of the senate on said 9th day of May, 1895. 

Your committee, however, while protesting such ex parte affi- 
davits can not be considered in so far as they tend to impeach the 
journal entries, regard this conflict as immaterial and as not im 
any manner materially affecting the merits of the case, whatever 
view may be taken of the testimony. 

Upon the part of those opposing Mr. Du Pont and denying his 
right to a seat in the senate it is contended, which contention it is 
sought to maintain by these ex parte affidavits contradictory of 
the senate journal entries, and which is, in the judgment of your 
committee, not sustained, but, on the contrary, clearly contradicted 
by the senate journal entries and other evidence submitted, except 
so far as hereinbefore conceded, that Governor Watson entered 
the senate chamber on said 9th day of May ‘‘ between the hours 
of 11 and 12 o’clock”—just how long before 12, whether fifty-nine 
minutes or five seconds before, is not stated in the affidavits filed— 
the senate being in session, and took the chair as speaker of the 
senate; that he presided over the senate until 12 o’clock m., the 
hour for the two houses to convene in joint assembly; how long 
he so presided, whether fifty-nine minutes or one minute or one 
second, is not stated in any of the affidavits filed, nor is it disclosed 
by the record; that while he presided over the senate, it is claimed 
in one or more of these affidavits, he ‘‘ voted in the affirmative 
upon at least one corporation bill,” and declared that such bill had 
passed the senate, it having received the required constitutional 
majority. What corporation bill it was which it is alleged he so 
voted on is not disclosed, either by the affidavit of Governor 
Watson himself, which is filed in the case, or by any other testi- 
mony. 

It ‘e further claimed he, while presiding in the senate, ‘‘ put 
motions made by senators,” but what motion or motions he so 

ut is not stated either in briefs of counsel or in any of the evi- 

ence submitted. In so far as these several affidavits filed in 
opposition to Mr. Du Pont relate to the exact time when Governor 

Watson assumed the speaker’s chair in the senate they are not 

contradictory of the affidavits filed by Mr. Du Pont. The latter 

say it was after all the legislative business was ended and just as 
the senate was about to proceed to the hall of the house of repre- 
sentatives to take part in the joint assembly (which all agree was 

12 m.), while the Conon are to the effect that he entered the sen- 





ate chamber between the hours of 11 and 12 o’clock—how many 

moments before 12 m, is not stated—and that he, of course, sub- 
uently took the chair. 

“That precisely what Governor Watson says on this subject may 
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aay seen, your committee present herewith his affidayit jp 
ull: 


AFFIDAVIT OF WILLIAM T. WATSON, SPEAKER OF THE SENATE OF THE sr, TE 
OF DELAWARE. 
STATE OF DELAWARE, Kent County, ss: 

Be it remembered that on this 28th day of January, A. D. 1396 
personally came before me, William E. Riggs, jr., a notary ; io 
of the State of Delaware, resident in Kent County, William 1. 
Watson, who, being by me duly sworn according to law. diq 
depose and say that he was elected speaker of the senate on the 
ist day of January, A. D. 1895, and on the 9th day of April of the 
same year, after the death of Joshua Marvil, the duly elected ang 
qualified governor of the State of Delaware, assumed the exer ise 
of the office of governor; that on the 9th day of May, A. D. 1s9)5, 


between the hours of 11 and 12 o'clock m., this affiant entered the 
senate chamber, whereupon William T. Records, speaker pro 
tempore, vacated the chair, and he, this affiant, took the same and 


presided over the senate until the hour for the two houses t) as- 
semble in joint meeting arrived, and then announced the «aime 


and proceeded at the head of the senators into the hall of the 
house of representatives, where he presided over the joint as- 
sembly from the beginning to the end thereof, and voted upvn all 
questions which arose during the session, no objection having |jecn 


made to his so presiding or voting until at or about the tiie the 
last ballot was taken, when Senator Alrichs read a written protest 
against his right to so vote and preside ; that while he }: } 
over the senate on that day in its chamber he voted upon l 
at least and announced its passage by the senate; that he reccived 
and put motions made by senators, and was addressed as s; r 
of that body, and that no objection from any quarter was 1iaile to 
his acting as presiding officer of the senate and otherwise jaritici- 
pating in the proceedings thereof while in session during th: 


aforesaid. 
WILLIAM T. WATSON 
Sworn to and subscribed before me the day and year afor 
[SEAL. ] WILLIAM E, RIGGS, Jx., 
Notary Pui 


It will be seen Governor Watson admits in this affidavit his 
riglit to vote and preside in said joint assembly was challenge! in 
writing. 

SENATE JOURNAL ENTRIES AND EX PARTE AFFIDAVITS 

As bearing upon this question of fact, Mr. Du Pont has pre- 
sented the following testimony: 

(1) A copy of the journal entries of the proceedings 0! 
senate of that date. (See Senate Document No. 9, pari 
session Fifty-fourth Congress.) And also, in corroboration of an 
support of senate journal entries, the following: 

©) The affidavit of John M. C. Moore, a state senator of the 
Delaware senate from Sussex County. (See Doc. id., 31.) 

(3) The affidavit of George F. Pierce, a state senator of 
Delaware senate from Sussex County. (Doc. id., 33.) 

4) The affidavit of Samuel Alrichs, a state senator of the s 

elaware from Newcastle County. (Doc. id., 34.) 

(5) The affidavit of Edgar T. Hastings, clerk of the hous 
representatives of the State of Delaware. (Doc. id., 35.) 

(6) The affidavit of John S. Prettyman, jr. (Doc. id., 36.) 

(7) The affidavit of Frank Reedy. (Doc. id., 37.) 

(8) The affidavit of George L. Townsend. (Doc. id., 38.) 

(9) The affidavit of William Michael Byrne. (Senate Doc. 9, 
Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, part 4, pp. 1-3.) 

(10) Second affidavit of State Senator Samuel Alrichs. (Doc. 
9, part 6, p. 1.) 

hile in opposition to these journal entries, and contradictory 
thereof and of these several affidavits, those opposed to the claim 
of Mr. Du Pont have presented the following: 

(1) The affidavit of Robert J. Hanby, State senator in the sen- 
ate of Delaware from the county of Newcastle. (Doc. 9, parts, 


. 1.) 
" (2) The affidavit of William T. Records, State senator from Sus- 
sex County and speaker pro tempore of the Delaware senate. (Doc. 
9, part 3, p. 2.) 
(8) The affidavit of Charles A. Hastings, clerk of the senate of 
the State of Delaware. 
(4) The affidavit of John B. Pennington (Doc. 9, part 3, p. 2:) 
(5) The affidavit of Edward D. Hearne, assistant to Charles A. 
Hastings, the clerk of the senate (Doc. 9, part 3, p. 4). ; 
(6) The affidavit of William T. Watson, claiming to be speaket 
of the senate of the State of Delaware (Doc. 9, part 5, p. ! ’ 
(7) The affidavit of Cyrus Cort, chaplain of the senate 0: (40 
State of Delaware for the session of 1895 (Doc. 9, =: 5, p. 2 
For the convenience of the Senate this copy of the senate j0U 
nal entries of the proceedings of the senate of the State of ria 
ware on May 9, 1895, also these affidavits, also the certificat the 
election of Mr. Du Pont, signed by the speaker of the Delwware 
house of representatives and attested by the clerk of th: st 
(see Doc. 9, pp. 1-5), together with the affidavits of Edgar +. 
Hastings, clerk of the Delaware house of representatives, [ely 
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McMullen, speaker of said house, and Samuel Alrichs, a State 
senator, attached thereto (Doc. 9, pp. 3-8), are printed together 
in an appendix hereto attached, marked A, and made a part of 
the report of your committee. ; 

It will be observed from the inspection of the journal entries of 
the proceedings of the Delaware senate of May 9, 1895, that at the 
convening of the senate at 11 o’clock a. m., Thursday, May 9, 1895, 
but 8 senators were present, including ‘* Mr. Speaker pro tempore.” 
No mention is made of the presence of Senator Watson or Speaker 
Watson (Doc. 9, part 2, p. 4), while the names making up the 8 
senators alleged to be present are all given, as follows: Messrs. 
Alrichs, Fenimore, Hanby, Harrington, Moore, Pierce, Pyle, Mr. 
Speaker pro tempore. 

It will be noticed, furthermore, that the yeas and nays were 
taken that date on but six different measures, as follows: 

(1) On house bill entitled ‘‘An act to amend sections 5 and 10 
of the act entitled ‘An act to incorporate the town of Frederica.’” 

On this question there were, yeas, 8; nays, 0. 

(2) On house bill entitled “An act to incorporate the Acetyline 
Light Company.” 

On the passage of this bill the vote was, yeas, 8; nays, 0. 

(3) On house bill entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Silver- 
brook Cemetery Company,” on the passage of which the vote was, 
yeas, 8; nays, 0. : ; ; 

(4) On substitute for house bill entitled ‘‘An act to-incorporate 
the Masonic Hall Company of Lewes.” 

On the passage of this bill the vote was, yeas, 7; nays, 0—Sen- 
ator Hanby being either absent or not voting. The 7 voting for 
the bill did not include the name of Watson. 

(5) On house bill entitled ‘‘An act relating to certain lands of 
the Wellman Iron and Steel Company, in Newcastle County.” 

On the passage of this bill the vote was, yeas, 8; nays, 0. 

(6) On house bill entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Calhoun- 
Jones Company, of Georgetown, Sussex County.” 

On the passage of this bill the vote was, yeas, 8; nays, 0. 

The foregoing were the only bills placed upon passage in the 
senate on May 9, 1895, on which the yeas and nays were taken 
and entered on the journal, and in each instance, except one, there 
were but 8 votes cast in all, including the speaker pro tem- 
pore, so called, and entered on the journal; and Watson was not | 
present, either as senator or speaker of the senate, nor is his name 

} 





| 


anywhere mentioned, nor is his vote recorded on any of these 
bills, nor is he named as putting any motion to the senate or trans- | 
acting any other business whatever. 

In the one case above mentioned—that is, on the passage of the 
house measure entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Masonic Hall 
Company of Lewes,” there were but 7 votes cast, including the 
speaker pro tempore, Senator Hanby not voting. Watson was 
not present or voting. 

The only other proceedings had in the senate on that date, May | 
9, 1895, subsequent to the vote on the last house bill, on which the 
yeas and nays were called as above—that is, on the house bill | 
entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Calhoun-Jones Company, of 
Georgetown, Sussex County” (Doc. 9, part 2, p. 7), are best stated 
by quoting in hee verba the whole of the subsequent journal 
entries of the proceedings of that day, as follows: 

Ordered, That the House be informed thereof, and the bill returned to that 





y. 
Mr. a clerk of the house, being admitted, informed the senate that 
the house had passed and uested the concurrence of the senate in the fol- 
lowing house bill entitled ‘An act to divorce Benjamin O. Jacobs from his 
wife, Victoria W. Jacobs." 

Mr. Hastings, clerk of the house, being admitted, presented for the signa 
ture of the speaker of the senate the following duly and correctly enrolled 
house bills, the same having been signed by the speaker of the house. 

An act to incorporate the Silverbrook Cemetery Company. 

An act relative to bonds, undertakings, and other obligations withsurety or | 
sureties, to the acceptance as aeners or guarantor thereupon of companies 
qualified toact as such and to provide a uniform system of procedure by and 
standard of qualifications for such companies. 

Mr. Hastings, the clerk of the house, being admitted, returned to thesenate 
the following duly and correctly enrolled senate bill, the same having been 
signed by the speakers of both houses: 

An act to divorce Ellen Tatem Pusey from her husband, Joshua B. Pusey. 

Mr. a clerk of the house, being admitted, informed the senate that 
the house passed the following senate bills: 

An act relating to certain lands of the Wellman Iron and Steel Company, 
in Newcastle County. 

An act to incorporate Calhoun-Jones Company, of Georgetown. 

An act to incorporate the North American Construction Company. 

An act to divorce Elzey D. Richardson from his wife, Jennie A. Richardson. 

And returned the same to the senate. 


From the above record it will be observed no further measures | 


nays or otherwise. It was simply ordered that the house be 
advised of the passage of the above-named house bills. 

The clerk of the house informed the senate— 

(1) That the house had passed a bill to divorce Benjamin O. 
Jacobs from his wife, Victoria W. Jacobs. 

(2) He presented for the signature of the speaker two bills. 

(3) He announced that two certain bills had been signed by the 
Speakers of both houses. 

(4) He informed the senate that the house had passed four 
senate bills, and he returned the same to the senate. 


were placed upon their passage, either by a call for the yeas and 
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From the beginning, therefore, until the end of the journal entries 
of the proceedings of the Delaware senate on May 9, 1895, thereis 
not only no mention of the fact that Governor Watson was present 
and voted on any corporation or any other bill, either in the affirm- 
ative or negative, or that he put any motion or announced any re- 
sult, but, on the contrary, the record discloses the fact he was not 
present,or at least did not vote on any roll call,during that entire day. 

The only other bills placed on their passage in the senate May9,1895, 
other than those above mentioned, on which the yeas and nays were 
taken, and not one of which was a corporation bill, and all of which 
were acted upon prior to the action upon any one of the bills above 
named,on which the yeas and nays werecalled, were the following: 

(1) An act relating to the salary of the attorney-general. (Doc. 
9, part 2, p. 4.) 

(2) An act for the relief of Robert Cook, deceased. (Id.) 

(3) Joint resolutions in relation to paying William T. Smithers, 
and John D. Hawkins, secretary of state. (Id.) 

(4) An act to prevent bogus sales within the State of Delaware, 
etc. (Doc. id.) 

Your committee, therefore, in response to the contention of those 
opposing Mr. Du Pont, to the effect that the Delaware senate, as a 
matter of fact, acted upon and passed judgment May 9, 1895, on 
the qualifications of Governor W atson to a seat in the senate, say: 

First. This is a question which can alone be determined by an 
inspection of the record of the journal entries of the senate, 
which record can not be contradicted by eax parte affidavits; and 
that such record is not merely silent on the subject, but aftirma- 
tively shows that Governor Watson took no part whatever, either 
as senator or speaker of the senate, in any of the proceedings of 
the senate on May 9, 1895, and furthermore, that no question as to 
his qualifications to a seat in the senate was submitted or acted 
upon, either directly or constructively ; and 

Second. Were it proper to admitex parte affidavitsin opposition to 
the record, a proposition denied by your committee, even then, giv- 
ing tosuchaffidavits every consideration and weight which should 
be accorded to them ascompetent testimony in the case, and taking 
into consideration all the evidence presented on both sides, the pre- 
ponderance of such evidenceis clearly totheeffect that, asa matter 
of fact and law, the Delaware senate did not, on May 9, 1895, inany 
manner act or pass judgment, either actually or constructively, upon 
the qualifications of Governor Watson toa seat in the senate, and 
hence, for this reason,the Senate of the United States is not concluded 
from determining, in its own right, as to his qualifications to such 








| seat. 
THE JOINT ASSEMBLY HAD NO POWER TO ADJUDICATE UPON THE QUALI- 
FICATIONS OF THE GOVERNOR TO A SEAT IN THE STATE SENATE, DID NOT 


ATTEMPT TO DO S80, BUT PROTESTED AGAINT HIS RIGHT 
The joint assembly for the purpose of electing a Senator had no 


power to judge of the right of the governor to a seat in the State 
senate; no power whatever resided in that body to judge of his 
qualifications, and his presence there and voting and presiding 


could not possibly have conferred any rights, even if there had 
But there 
was no acquiescence, but, on the contrary, a vigorous protest. 

The record shows (see affidavit of Senator Alrichs, supra) that 
he, on behalf of himself and fourteen other members of the joint 
assembly who had voted for Mr. Du Pont, presented in said joint 
assembly the following protest: 


After the last ballot had been taken in said final joint assembly and before 
the houses separated I, on behalf of myself and the fourteen other senators 
voting for the said Henry A. Du Pont, arose and presented the following 
challenge, protest, and demand : 

“I very respectfully challenge the correctness of the announcement of this 
vote and divers preceding votes, and do now most respectfully insist and 


demand that Henry A. Du Pont be now declared elected Senator for the unex- 
pired term of six years commencing on the fourth day of March, A. D. 1895, 
inasmuch as it is now respectfully insisted that this joint assembly consists 


of twenty-nine members, the honorable gentleman now undertaking to pre- 

side and participate therein being governor of the State, and not nowa 

senator.” , : 

After the presentation of the foregoing challenge, protest, and demand, 
and without taking any further ballot, the joint assembly finally separated, 
with a declaration from William T. Watson that no person had been elected 
Senator in Congress for said term. 

SAMUEL ALRICHS. 

Sworn and subscribed before me this 25th day of November, A. D. 1895, 
And witness my hand and official seal. 

[SEAL. ] JOHN H. FRAZER, Notary Public. 

Even had Watson been senator and speaker of the senate on 

May 9, 1895, both de facto and de jure, he would not from these 

circumstances have had any preference right over that of any 

other member of the joint assembly to preside over that body. 

He would have been there simply as a senator, without any au- 

thority whatever in virtue of any law to preside, except by the 

consent of his associates. This consent was not given, but pro- 
tested against. 

THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES IS NOT CONCLUDED BY ANY CONSTRUC- 
TION PLACED UPON THE CONSTITUTION OF THE STATE OF DELAWARE 
CONCERNING THE QUESTION AS TO WHETHER A CERTAIN SEAT IN THE 
SENATE IS, UNDER THE CONSTITUTION OF THAT STATE, OPEN TO OCCUPA- 
TION, AND THE RESULTANT RIGHT OF THE GOVERNOR TO OCCUPY SUCH 
SEAT. 

But your committee respectfully insist that any judgment, 
either actual or constructive, of the Delaware senate as to the 
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right of a person to a seat in such senate to be conclusive on the 
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qualification. But it proceeds upon the theory that when certain 


Senate of the United States, must relate to a seat in the senate | facts are found to exist, although such finding may be erroneou 


subject to occupation. 

the senate of the State of Delaware, while possessing the ex- 
clusive right to determine as to the qualifications of its members 
to all seats open to be filled, does not include the right or power 
upon the part of such senate to judge as to the number of seats in 
that body, or as to what shail constitute a constitutional vacancy, 
or a constitutional suspension of the right of a particular seat to 
be filled by anyone, either temporarily or permanently. 

The authority given the senate in virtue of the constitutional 
provision is to judge of the qualifications of members who apply 
for admission to seats, which seats are provided for by the consti- 
tution, and not by the judgment of the senate. 

If, therefore, the senate undertakes to determine either that 
there is a tenth pane in the senate open to occupation by a mem- 
ber, and proceeds to fill that tenth place with a member, when the 
constitution declares that the senate shall consist of but nine 
members, or if it undertakes to declare that one of the nine seats 
is open to occupation, and proceeds to fill that seat, when the con- 
stitution declares that, by reason of the senator who occupied that 
seat having under the constitution become governor, such seat is 
not open to occupation, and can not be held or its functions exer- 
cised by such governor while he continues to hold and exercise the 
office of governor, then, in either of such cases, it is respectfully 
submitted, the judgment of the senate of the State of Delaware, 
however formal and solemn such a judgment may have been, does 
not conclude the Senate of the United States. 

THE DISTINCTIONS BETWEEN THE DU PONT CASE AND THE TURPIE CASE. 

The question for consideration here is widely different from 
that presented to this committee in the Turpie case, in the first 
session of the Fiftieth Congress. 

In that case there was no statutory, much less constitutional, 
question involved as to the nwmber of seats in the Indiana senate 

m to occupation. The rights of two sets of claimants to two 
ifferent seats confessedly open to occupation were in issue. 
There was no question, constitutional, statutory, or otherwise, 
as to their right to be filled, or as to the duty upon the part of the 
senate to fill them, provided persons having the requisite qualifi- 
cations were legally elected and returned. It was not only the 
right, but the duty of the Indiana senate, under the constitu- 
tional provisions in that State, to judge as to which set of claim- 
ants was legally elected and returned, and whether these had the 
proper qualifications. In the performance of this duty the Indi- 
ana senate held the two sitting members were not entitled to their 
seats and that the two persons claiming the same were, and the 
sitting members were ousted and the claimants seated. And this 
committee and the Senate very properly held that in such case the 
action of the State senate was conclusive. 

Here the question rises to one of infinitely greater importance, 
involving an inquiry not only as to the 
claiming a seat, but the question as to whether, under the consti- 
tution of the State of Delaware, there was any seat to be occupied. 
Argument to show the distinction between the two cases is unnec- 
essary. The mere statement of the difference in the cases carries 
with it all the argument required 

But still further® In the Indiana case it was not questioned that 
the senate of Indiana had actually passed upon the question and 
judged actually of the right of the two claimants who were 
admitted to the seats to which they were admitted, while here it 
is clear there were no judgment of the senate of the State of Dela- 
ware, either actual or constructive, upon the right of the governor 
of the State of Delaware to hold or exercise the duties of senator. 
THE SEAT FILLED BY GOVERNOR WATSON IN THE STATE SENATE OF DELA- 

WARE, MAY 9, 189%, WAS NOT, IN ANY CORRECT INTERPRETATION OF THE 
DELAWARE CONSTITUTION, OPEN TO OCCUPATION ON THAT DATE. 

It is clear, if under the constitution of the State of Delaware, as 
our committee believe it is, that one of two things is true: Either 
hat the office of senator held by Mr. Watson become absolutely 

vacant on his accession to the office of governor, or otherwise, 
that his right to exercise the functions of senator was held in 
abeyance and absolutely nded for and during the time he 
should continue to exercise the functions of oe then in the 
former case there was a vacancy in the office of senator which 
could only be filled by election, and the right of the governor to 
fill it was one not open to the consideration or determination of 
the senate, because that matter is already determined by the con- 
stitution, while in the latter case there is by the provisions of the 
constitution no seat open to occupation. It can not in such case 
be filled by anyone, much less by the governor, and if the senate 
undertakes to fill it, either with the governor or anyone else, it is 
a judgment that is ultra vires and does not conclude the Senate 
of the United States, 

in this connection it may be conceded that instances might 
occur where the judgment of a State senate as to the qualifica- 
tions of one of its members may be binding on the Senate of the 
United States, although confessedly the effect of such judgment 
may be to admit a person to a seat who is lacking in an essential 


lifications of a person ° 


the State of Delaware prescribes as a qualification for State se 
ator that he shall be 27 years of age. Suppose the senate ad) 
a person to a seat in the senate who, as a matter of fact, is but 20 
years of age, but there is nothing in the record, nothing in the 
jyadgment of the senate passing upon his qualifications that dis 
closes the fact that he was but 20 years of age; in such case, it 

believed, the judgment of the senate would conclude the Unit 

States Senate. But in such case, suppose the record, the jude- 
ment of the senate upon the question of qualification, found as a 


the judgment is binding. As, for instance, the constitution of 
I 


fact that the applicant was but 20 years of age, and then on suc! 


finding admitted him to a seat, is it not entirely clear that such 
a judgment would not be conclusive upon this body? 

But three other States—namely, Pennsylvania, Maine, and Colo- 
rado—have ever had constitutions embracing in corresponding 
provisions the same qualifying words of the Delaware constitu 
tion, namely, ‘‘ during his continuance in office.”” Therefore it is 
that in those States only can we look for judicial decisions or 
authorities on the question whether Governor Watson can exerciso 
the office of senator during his incumbency of the office of go 
ernor. 

On the 14th of January, 1830, Joshua Hall was chosen president 
of the Maine senate. Soon thereafter the governor died, and ho 
became the governor. Sixteen senators, including Mr. Hall, }ad 
been admitted and sworn. On the 26th of January the senate 
decided that there were four vacancies. Under the constitution 
these vacancies were to be filled by a joint assembly of the two 
houses of the legislature. On February — the house of represent 
atives sent a message to the senate requesting that body to meet 
the house in joint assembly for the election of senators to fill the 
vacancies. On the 2d of February, the senate being in session, a 
senator moved an adjournment to enable the senate to meet the 
representatives in joint assembly. Mr. Hall, who was then exer 
cising the office of governor, appeared in the senate and claime 
the right “to act as president. The vote was taken by yeas and 
nays. Hall voted in the negative. His vote being counted the 
result was, yeas 8, nays 8, and the motion was lost. On the 13th 
of Februaty Mr. Jonathan G. Hunton, having been in the mean- 
time elected governor, submitted certain questions to the supreme 
court in pursuance of the Maine constitution. Oneof these ques- 
tions was the following: 

2d. Has the president of the senate, when the office of governor is vacant, 
and when he ought to be acting as governor, a right to preside and vol 
the senate board? 

The answer to this question was given by the chief justice, with 
the concurrence of the other justices, in the following words: 

As to the second question, my opinion is that while the president of the 
senate, in virtue of his office as such, is clothed with the power of exercising 
the office of governor, he has no right to preside over the senate or to vole as 
a member of that body. (Opinion of the justices, 7 Greenleaf, 483.) 

The provision of the Maine constitution, it will be seen, is in 
substance and effect, in fact almost literally, similar to that of 
the Delaware constitution. 

It is as follows: 

Art. IV. Sec. 14. Whenever the office of governor shall become vacant by 
death, resignation, removal from office, or otherwise, the president of tho 
senate shall exercise the office of governor until another governor shall be 
qualified. 

There is a provision of the Maine constitution which to some 
extent impairs, but by no means destroys, the value of the decision 
of the Maine court, supra, as an authority in the case now under 
consideration. It is to the effect that while the president of the 
senate exercises the office of governor, his duties as president of 
the senate shall be suspended and a president pro tempore elected, 
The provision is not that his powers and duties as president of the 
senate shall be suspended, but merely that his duties as such shall 
be suspended. Itis very clear, of course, that if a man’s power 
to perform certain acts is suspended, his obligation to perform 
them must also be suspended. He can not be charged with the 
obligation while stripped of the power to perform them. But 
is not so clear that the suspension of the obligation is also the sus- 
pension of his power to perform the acts. He may have the powcr 
without being required to exercise it, except at his discretion or 
convenience. It is not clear that the suspension of the obligatic: 
to act as president of the Maine senate did not leave it in the power 
of the officer, to perform or not perform, at his discretion o* con- 
venience, the duties not of senator, but of president of the sena'e. 

But if this peculiar provision of the Maine constitution dors, 1 
truth, suspend the acting governur’s power and duty to pres) 
over the senate, it certainly does not suspend or purport to suspen! 
his power, or his duty, to vote as senator. If his power or duty to 
vote as senator is suspended, it must be suspended by some other 

rovision of the State constitution. That other provision is to be 

ound in a clause, which is common to both the Maine and tho 
Delaware constitutions, to the effect that ‘‘no person holding an) 
office under the State, shall, during his continuance in office, be @ 
senator or representative.” And this gives great value and weight 
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sendin 
to the Maine decision as an authority in the case under considera- 
ti n. for it makes the Maine case and the Delaware case, so far as 

mu, + “a e48 . 
thi ointis concerned, closelyanalagous. The prohibition against 
sot — senator is the same in both constitutions. 

"The following is the provision of the Maine constitution, which 
is the duty of the governor fo preside over the senate: 

r. 4, Seo.14. Whenever the office of governor shall become vacant by 
As ’ resignation, removal from office, or otherwise, the president of the 
de ach, shall exercise the office of governor until another governor shall be 
snalified; and, in case of the death, resignation, removal from office, or 
disqualification of the president of the senate so exercising the office of 
rnor, the speaker of the house of representatives shall exercise the office 

»+i) yresit eS 
vovernor, president of the senate, and speaker of the house shall become 
Bort, in the recess of the senate, the person acting as secretary of state for 


suspen 





seni 


dul 
othe! 





yacan 
av be chosen to exercise the office of governor. And whenever either the 
pees, tbh of the senate or speaker of the house shall so exercise said office, 
Sohal receive only the compensation of governor; but his duties as presi- 
dent or speaker shall be suspended; and the senate or house s.all fill the 
wat ancy until his duties as governor shall cease. 
THE CONSTITUTIONAL STATUS OF THE OFFICE OF A DELAWARE SENATOR 
WHO HAS SUCCEEDED TO THE OFFICE OF GOVERNOR IS ESSENTIALLY THE 
SAME AS THAT OF THE OFFICE OF A SENATOR OR REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS DURING THE INTERVAL BETWEEN THE 4TH OF MARCH, THE 
COMMENCEMENT OF HIS TERM, AND THE DATE OF HIS RESIGNATION OF 
ANOTHER FEDERAL OFFICE HELD BY HIM AT THE COMMENCEMENT OF 
HIS TERM. ; ; 
The constitutional status of the office of a Delaware senator 
who has succeeded to the office of governor would seem to be 
essentially the same as that of the office of a Senator or Repre- 
sentative in Congress during the interval between the 4th of 
March, the commencement of his term, and the date of his resig- 


nation of another Federal office held by him at the commence- | 
In each case the office is in abeyance whether | 


ment of his term. 
it be characterized as a temporary vacancy or as @ suspension. 
If in one case the office of State senator remains in abeyance dur- 
ing the State senator’s continuance in the office of governor, so in 
the other case does the office of Federal Senator or Representative 
remain in abeyance during the Federal Senator’s or Representa- 
tive’s continuance in the prior Federal office. 

It is true that in one case the prior office has been actually exer- 
cised, while in the otber it bas not. But this difference would not 
seem to affect the princip!+ involved, for the following reasons: 

First. The constitations of Delaware and the United States are, 
on this point, substantially identical. The words of the Delaware 
constitution are— 

No * * * person holding any office under * * * this State shall, dur- 
ing his continuance * * * in office, be a senator or representative. 

The following is the corresponding clause of the Federal Con- 
stitution: 

No person holding any office under the United States shall be a member of 
either House during his continuance in office. 

Second. The seatin the Delaware senate which had been occupied 
by the governor must, during his incumbency of the latter office, 
be either (1) subject to occupation, or (2) absolutely vacant, or (3) 
in abeyance. Thereis no other possible status of the senatorial 
office from which the speaker of the senate is transferred to the 
office of governor. So also the seat of the Federal Senator or 
Representative must, during the interval between the 4th of March 
ard his resignation of his other office, be either (1) subject to occu- 
pation, or (2) absolutely vacant, or (3) in abeyance. If the office 
of the State senator is subject to occupation by the governor 
while he is governor, so also is the office of Senator or Represent- 
ative in Congress subject to occupation by the holder of another 
Federal office while he holds such office. If the office of Federal 
Senator or Representative becomes absolutely and permanently 
vacant, so also does the office of State senator become absolutely 
vacant, If the office of the Federal Senator or Representative is 
in abeyance, and the right to exercise it suspended, so also is the 
office of the State senator in abeyance, and the right to exercise it 
suspended, 

The law provides for the payment of the salaries of the Federal 
Representatives from the commencement of their terms on the 4th 
of March. This means that they hold their office from that date, 
provided they hold no other Federal office. But they are not 
sworn and do not exercise their office until Congress meets after 
the lapse of eight months. If they hold other Federal offices on 
or after March 4, their office of Representative is not absolutely 
vacated, but is only placed in abeyance. It is then in abeyance 
for precisely the same reason for which the office of State senator 
18 in abeyance when he exercises the office of governor. In each 
case the office is in abeyance because of the temporary exercise of 
another office. The Federal Representative may not be sworn 
until the expiration of eight months after his term begins. But 
the oath does not confer the office. It is not a prerequisite to the 
— of the office. It is only a prerequisite to the exercise of the 

e, 

The decisions of the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States, fixing the status of the office of Senator or Repre- 
sentative during the interval between the 4th of March and the 
Tesignation of another Federal office held on that day, will there- 
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fore be valuable authorities for the case now under consideration. 


st 
James H. Lane was chosen United States Senator by the Kansas 


legislature in April, 1861. On the 20th of June, 1861, he was ap- 
| pointed brigadier-general of volunteers by the President, and he 
accepted the office. On the 4th of July, 1861; he took his seat in 
the Senate, having previously resigned the office of brigadier-gen- 


eral. On the &t 


h of July, 1861, the governor of Kansas, a 
that Mr. Lane I : 


uming 


's acceptance of the office of brigadier-general had 
‘ 





vacated his office of Senator, appointed Frederic P. Stanton to fill 
the vacancy. Mr. Stanton pre sented his « redentia rd laim “dd 
| the seat, but the Sen varded the seat to Mr. Lan Yumerous 


lent of the senate shall have been chosen; and when the office of | 


il House of Representatives are to the same 


cases in the Nation 


| effect and recognize the same principle. 


the time being shall, by proclamation, convene the senate, that a president | NO QUESTION OF FACT IN THIS CASI 


LPON WHICH 
WAS CALLED UPON TO ACT 


In the case under considerati 


THE DELAWARE SENATE 


n there 


is no question of fact upon 


| which the Delaware senate could act or did act, and which action, 





| States: 


| sist of but nine members. 


although erroneous, would conclude the Senate of the [ 


Tnited 
upon the contrary, the senate, assuming for the present it 
passed judgment on the qualifications of Watson, and taking the 
facts as they were and are, open, notorious, conceded by all, and 
disclosed as well by the journals of the senate, and in reference to 
which there can be no dispute, namely, that Senator and Speaker 


| Watson was then governor, essayed to place him in a seat in the 


senate which the constitution on these conceded facts declares to 
be not subject to occupation, any more than would be a tenth seat 
in the senate when the constitution declares the senate shall con- 
Hence this is such a judgment, it is 
believed, as is not binding on the United States Senate. The Sen- 
ate is not concluded by such a judgment any more than it would 
be concluded by a judgment which on its face disclosed the fact 
that the senate of the State of Delaware had on the 9th day of May, 
1895, instead of admitting Governor Watson to a seat, had admit- 
ted President Cleveland or a tent/i member to that body. 

While it is the exclusive right of the senate of Delaware to 
determine, or, in the language of the constitution, judge, as to the 


| qualifications of a senator, this does not include the right or 


power on the part of such senate to declare the kind or number 
of qualifications a person must have to entitle him toa seat in the 
senate. These are determined by the constitution itself. The 
senate can neither add to nor detract from them, can neither 
increase, reduce, nor modify their number or character. What 
the senate can do, what it has a constitutional right to do, is to 
judge whether a particular person is possessed of the qualijica- 
tions which the constitution and the statutes have prescribed. 
Hence it is if the constitution declare that a certain person for 
any reason is ineligible to a seat in the senate, and the judgment 
of the senate discloses on its face this fact of constitutional ineli- 
gibility, and the senate thus admits to a seat a person whom the 
constitution declares is debarred, then such judgment, however 
formal or solemn, it is submitted, does not conclude the Senate of 
the United States. 

As bearing upon and in support of this view, your committee 
attract attention to the following authorities: 


AUTHORITIES. 


In Prouty v. Stover (11 Kans., 235) the validity of the election 
of a State printer by a joint assembly of the Kansas legislature 
was assailed. The question arose whether the action of the State 
senate, admitting and retaining certain senators, was made con- 
clusive of their right to sit in the senate and vote in the joint 
} 





assembly by the constitutional provision which made each house 
‘‘the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
own meinbers.” This action of the senate practically construed 
the law of Kansas to recognize certain seats in the senate as sub- 
ject to occupation. It was claimed that this was conclusive on 
the courts. But the court held that the power of the senate to 
judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own 
members did not include the power to conclusively construe the 


law to recognize the seats as subject to occupation, or to admit 
or retain the occupants of thos: Judge Brewer, now an 
associate, justice of the Supreme Court of the United States 
delivering the opinion of the court, said: 


seats. 


, 


Defendants claim that this court can not look beyond the action of the 
house to inquire whether persons, admitted as members, we gall 
tled to seats. Article 2, section 8, declares that each house ‘s!} udge of 
the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own members it termi 
nation is not the subject of repeal or review. Itis final and concludes every 
one. But what is concluded in this power? Does the power to judge of the 
qualifications of its members include the power to increase such nu rship? 
Can it enlarge its members without limit? Is it like an academy of nee, or 


a lodge of Odd Fellows, capable of indefinite expansion? If the law fixed the 
number of senators at twe nty-five could those twenty five admit tiventy-five 
more, on pretense of judging ‘of the elections and qualifications of its own 
members,” and thus create a senate of fifty members? If this power exists. how 
easily could a partisan majority secure to itself a two-thirds vote by simply ad- 
mitting new members. To create a representative or senatorial district re- 
quires a law—the consent of both houses. Neither house tself, can create 
The district must exist 








a district and then admit someone to represent it 
before it can be represented. 


In State v. Francis (26 Kans., 724) it was contended that a cer- 
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tain act of the legislature had failed to receive a constitutional 
majority of votes, and was, therefore, void. 

The question was whether four of the representatives whose 
votes were decisive in favor of this act, in the house, were lx wful 
members of that body. The house of representatives, by its action 
admitting and retaining these four members, had construed the 
law and constitution to recognize their seats as subject to occupa- 
tion at the time. The court overruled this construction, held that 
there were no seats in the house for these four representatives, 
and declared the act in question to be void. The court said: 

Therefore, whenever the house of representatives consists of more than 
one hundred and twenty-five members some of such members must be there 
illegally. Such was the case in 1879. The house of representatives, at that 
time, consisted of one hundred and twenty-nine members. Four of these 
members, to wit, the four from Rooks, Rush, Harper, and Kingman counties, 
who were not provided for by law, and who were the last members admitted 
to seats, were not entitled to their seats. And the act in controversy was 

assed only by the assistance of their votes. Except for their votes, or at 

east three of their votes, the act would not have received a constitutional 
majority of the votes of the members of the house; and, not counting their 
votes, the act did not receive a constitutional majority. Now, we do not 
think that their votes should be counted; and, therefore, we think the act in 
controversy must be held as not having passed the house of representatives, 
and as void. 

In Yard v. Meeser (44 Pa. St., 341) the common council of 
Philadelphia, which was invested with the power to judge of the 
elections, returns, and qualifications of its members, had construed 
the law to recognize two seats as subject to occupation by repre- 
sentatives of the Fifth Ward, and had admitted a second member 
from that ward. The court, in an action to restrain the payment 
of the salary of the second councilman from this ward, overruled 
the construction given to the law by the common council, held 
that the law did not recognize the second seat, and declared that 
its occupant was not a lawful member of the common council. 
The court said: 

This court has no authority to judge whether the election was regularly 
conducted or not, for that duty is assigned by law to the councils. Our duty 
must be confined to the decision of the question whether there was an office 
or vacancy to be filled. 

Judge Cooley, in his Constitutional Limitations, pages 52-55, 
says: 

It follows, therefore, that every Department of the Government, and every 
official of every Department, may, at any time when a duty is to be per- 
formed, be required to pass aes a question of constitutional construction. 
Sometimes the case will be such that the decision when made must. from the 
very nature of things be conclusive and subject to no repeal or review, how- 
ever erroneous it may be in the opinion of other Departments or of other 
officers; but in other cases the same —— may be required to be d 
upon again before the a is completely performed. The first of these 
c 8 is where by the Constitution a particular question is plainly addressed 
to the discretion of some one Department or officer, so that the interference 
of any other Department or officer, with a view to the substitution of its own 
discretion or judgment, in the place of that to which the Constitution has 
confided the decision, would be impertinent and intrusive. * * * But there 
are cases in which the question of construction is equally addressed to two or 
more Departments of the Government; and it then becomes important to know 
whether the decision by one is binding upon the others, or whether each is to 
actuponitsown judgment. * * * But ort aside now those cases to which 
we have referred, when from the nature of th ngs, and perhaps from explicit 
terms of the Constitution, the judgment of the Department or officer acting 
must be final, we shall find the general rule to be that, whenever action is taken 
which may become the subject of a suit or proceeding in court, any question of 
constitutional power or right that was involved in such action will —_ for 
consideration in such suit or proceeding, and, as the court must finally settle 
the particular controversy, 80 also will they finally determine the question of 
constitutional law. 


This isa case, therefore, if there can be said to be any question 
open to construction, in which, in the language of Judge Cooley, 
“the question of construction is equally addressed to two or more 
Departments of the Government.” It is in all respects similar in 
principle to that class of cases referred to by this eminent jurist 
wherein action is taken which may become the subject of a suit or 
proceeding in court. Any question of constitutional power or 
right that was involved in such action will be open for considera- 
tion in such suit or proceeding, and the court must finally settle 
the particular controversy; so also will they determins the ques- 
tion of constitutional law. Here the Senate of the United States, 
being called to act judicially under the constitutional grant author- 
izing it to judge of the elections and qualifications of itsmembers— 
and this necessarily involves a construction of the Delaware con- 
stitution—hence, it is not bound, it is respectfully submitted, by 
any judgment of the Delaware senate on that subject. 

it, as a matter of constitutional law, the office of senator and 
speaker of the senate held by Watson became absolutely vacant 
when he succeeded to the executive office, any judgment of the 
State senate seeking to clothe him with power to hold or exercise 
the office of State senator would be a mere brutum fulmen, an act 
in all respects ultra vires, for the plain reason it would be a judg- 
ment assigning him a seat in the senate which, under the constitu- 
tion, is not assignable or subject tooccupation, Such an act upon 
the part of the Delaware senate would be something infinitely more 
in scope and effect than simply to judge of the lifications of a 

rson to a seat in the senate. It would be to declare a seat sub- 
wr occupation which the constitution declares shall not be occu- 
pied. 

And this view is equally applicable to this case whether the 
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office of senator becomes absolutely vacant on the speake: 
senate becoming governor, or whether the right to exer; 
office of senator while exercising the office of governor is ; 
held in abeyance and suspended. And any such judgme) 4 
respectfully submitted, is not binding on the Senate of the ()iteq 
States, and can not deprive that body under its power to judyo of 
the qualifications of its members of determining wheth: 1 
the constitution of the State of Delaware the governor 
State can be permitted to hold or exercise the office of sentir at 
the same time he holds and exercises the office of governo: 


AT COMMON LAW THE SAME PERSON SHALL NOT HOLD OR } 
SIMULTANEOUSLY INCOMPATIBLE OFFICES. 


In support of our first proposition that it is a well-settled rye 
of the common law that the same person shall not exercis: ul- 
taneously incompatible offices, and, further, that the acceptance 
of an office incompatible with the one held is ipso facto Y 


nation of the other, we attract attention to the following 
ities: 


In the case of Milward v. Thatcher (2 T. R., 81) it was hela 
that accepting the office of town clerk vacated the office of jurat 
of the corporation of Hastings, although the office of cl: vas 
inferior to that of jurat, the a sitting as judges of a t of 
record; and the court, Mr. Justice Bulwer, in announcine the 
opinion said: 

Now, if the offices be incompatible, his being a jurat before is no 5 
to his election; and if they be incompatible, the election to the lat flice 
is good, because the acceptance of the second vacates the first offic: ‘2 
The case of The King v. Sir W. Trelawney, so far as the question w red 


into,isan authority. There the court did not distinguish between a erior 
and inferior office; but Lord Mansfield expressly said that ‘‘if the t eg 
were incompatible, the acceptance of the latter would imply asui r of 
the former.” 


Mr. Justice Bulwer further, in the opinion in that case, 


If two offices can not be held by the same person at the same time. the ae- 
ceptance of the latter office vacates the former. 

In The King v. Pateman (2 Durnf. and East, 777) Lord Chief 
Justice Kenyon said: 

If an alderman be also a magistrate, and the town clerk act mi: ly 


under him, then, indeed, these two offices can not be held by the sa D 
Now, here is a question whether the town clerk’s accounts are n i 


by the alderman; if they are, I think the two offices are incompat nd 
this information should be for the purpose of trying that fact. 

In The King v. Tizzard (9 B. and C., 418) Mr. Justice Builey 
gives the following as one definition of incompatible offi 

The two offices are incompatible when the holder can not tn every ce 


discharge the duties of each. 


And further says Mr. Justice Bailey: 


The acceptance of the second office therefore vacates the first 1 man 
shall lose his office if he accepts another office incompatible. 

Can it be said that any man can in every instance discharge the 
duties of both governor and state senator, much less those! yoy- 
ernor, senator, and speaker of the senate. 

Chief Justice Appleton, in Stubbs v. Lee (64 Me., 195), decided 
in 1874, in discussing what constituted incompatible offices, and 
also the effect of the acceptance of an office incompatible with one 
already held, referred to the common-law doctrine, and citing the 


foregoing English authorities, says: 

“The offices in question must be regarded as incompatible. I think,” re- 
marks Bailey, J.,in The King v. Tizzard (9 B. and C., 418), ‘that the t ffices 
are incompatible when the holder can not in every instance discharge | ties 
ofeach. * * * The acceptance of the second office therefore vu » the 


rst. * * * Soa man shall lose his office if he accepts another office incom- 
patible; as if one be under the control of the other; as if the remem |)rancer 
of the exchequer be made a baron of the exchequer.” (5 Com. |) tit. 
* Officer’ (K. 5).) The appointment of a person to a second office in pati- 
bie with the first is not atsolutely void, but on his subsequently accepting 


the sppetenmen) and « palitying. the first office is ipso facto vacated. (The 


People v. Carrique, 2 Hill, 93.) ; E he 
A vacancy may arise in an office from an implied resignation, as vy the 
incumbent's accepting an incompatible office (Van Orsdale v. Hazard, 3 Hill, 
243). The acceptance of the office of constable of a town by a perso! ling 
at the time the office of justicgof the peace is of itself a surrender of ! tter 
office (Magie v. Stoddard, 25 Conn., 565). 
Mr. Justice Appleton, in further discussing this question 11 casé 


supra, says: 


Where one has two incompatible offices, both can not be retained. The) ub 


lic has a right to know which is held and which is surrendered. It should 
not be left to chance or to the uncertain and fluctuating whim of the) 4 
holder to determine. The general rule, therefore, that the acceptance ! a 


ualification for an office incompatible with one then held is a resignation ' 
the former is one certain and reliable as well as one indispensable fo: pr 
tection of the public. 


The defendant having been appointed and sworn asa deputy shen! ! aust 
be regarded as having accepted that office. By that acceptance he ‘ 
dered the office of ustice, a judicial office incompatible with 


oF 


ay sheriff. His judicial authority, therefore, as a trial justice was at a2 
end. 
“ . ‘ : font of th 
Justice Cowen in discussing the question as to the effec! 0! 
acceptance of one office upon the other, in The People v. G4 


2 Hill, 97), says: : 

This is an absolute determination of the original office, and ' vee 2 
shadow of title to the possessor, so that neither quo warranto Or : oa 
is necessary before any other may be elected (vide Millcock on_*!\! re 
Corporations, 240, pl. 617; to the same point Lord Mansfield, in a XU, 
lawney, 8 Burr., lols; Butler, J., in Milward v. Thatcher, 2 T. R., 6/). 
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Also in Van Orsdall v. Hazard (3 Hill, 248) the court said: 


A vacancy sometimes arises from amere implied resignation by accepting 

an office incompatible with that which is claimed to be vacated. 

THE AMERICAN RULE IS THAT LEGISLATIV EB AND EXECUTIVE OFFICES ARE 
INCOMPATIBLE. 

Your committee recognize the doctrine as enunciated in the 
foregoing authorities as being the well-settled common law and 
American rule upon the subject of ince mnpatible offices, both as to 
what constitutes incompatibility and as to the effect of the accept- 
ance of an incompatible office in operating ipso facto a resignation 
of the former. A vacancy in such case is at once created, and it 
is not necessary there should be any legislative or judicial declara- 
tion to that effect. It is such a vacancy as may be filled at once 
by the proper appointing power. And your committee further 
hold that the American rule is that legislative and executive 
offices are incompatible; that this general rule, so far from being 
weakened, is strengthened and confirmed by the fact that in a 
number of instances, for special reasons, the same person, and 
sometimes the same legislative body, is, by specific constitutional 


or legislative provision, clothed partially with both legislative and | 


executive powers. F : : 

John M. Clayton, a leading and influential member, as stated by 
counsel in their brief in opposition to Mr. Du Pont, of the consti- 
tutional convention of the State of Delaware of 1831, recognized 
and strongly urged recognition of this doctrine by that conven- 
tion. He said: 

Ihave a high opinion of the senators as men; but I object to the principle 
of conferring on them executive powers. It is highly important to keep as 
distinct as possible the legislative and executive departments. This princi- 

le is recognized in all our bills of rights. But here we should be blending 

egislative and executive powers. 


THERE IS NO EXPRESS OR IMPLIED AUTHORITY IN THE DELAWARE CON 
STITUTION FOR THE SIMULTANEOUS EXERCISE BY THE SAME PERSON OF 
THE OFFICES OF GOVERNOR AND STATE SENATOR. 


There is no express or implied authority in the Delaware consti- 
tution for the simultaneous exercise by the same person of the 
offices of governor andsenator. On the contrary, the constitution 


expressly inhibits such exercise of those two offices, and therefore, | 


at the time Mr. Du Pont received 15 votes in the joint convention, 
Mr. Watson being then governor of the State, holding aad exer- 
cising that executive office, was incapable of exercising the office 
of senator. 

Section 12 of Article II of the Delaware constitution, among 
other things, provides as follows: 


Sno. 12. * * * No person concerned in any army or navy contracts, nor 
member of Congress, nor any person holding any office under this State or 
the United States, except the attorney-general, officers usually appointed by 
the courts of justice, respectively, attorneys at law, and officers in the militia 
holding no disqualifying office, shall, during his continuance in Congress, or 
in office, be a senator or representative. 


Your committee regard this provision as absolutely disqualify- 


ing the governor of the State of Delaware, whether elected by the | 


ople or having succeeded to the office to fill a vacancy caused 
by the death of the governor, from being a senator, or from exer- 
cising any of the functions of a senator. The provision is clear 
and specific, open to no ambiguity in its declaration that no per- 
son holding any office under the State, or of the United States, 
with certain exceptions, which are stated, shall ‘‘ during his con- 
tinuance in such office be a senator or representative.” 
Mr. Watson was, on the 9th day of May, 1895, confessedly the 
overnor of the State of Delaware. He was therefore on that date 


olding an office wnder the State of Delaware. As the governor | 


is not named in the exceptions, namely, ‘‘ the attorney-general, 
officers usually appointed by the courts of justice, respectively, 
attorneys at law, and officers in the militia holding no disqualify- 
ing office,” he was therefore disqualified from being a senator in 
the senate of the State on that date. In other words, there was a 
place made vacant in the senate, either absolutely, or for and dur- 
ing the time the speaker of the senate should continue to exercise 
the o of governor, which, by express constitutional provision, 
he, the governor of the State, was prohibited from filling—a va- 
cancy such as was open only to occupation, if at all, by a person 
elected by the qualified electors of Kent County. 

But not only so. It is further provided, in section 5 of Article 
III of the Delaware constitution, as follows: 

Sec. 5. No member of Congress nor person holding office under the United 
States or this State shall exercise the office of governor. 

What is the effect of this provision? Is it not clear, unambigu- 
ous, specific, to the effect, among other things, that no person 
holding any office under the State of Delaware shall exercise the 
office of governor; or, in other words, no senator (because a sena- 
tor holds an office under the State) shall be governor or shall exer- 
cise the office of governor? 

A senator under the constitution of Delaware may be and is by 
specific a eligible to the office of governor, but once the 
office of governor is accepted, its duties entered upon by such 
senator, he unquestionably, in virture of section 12 of Article II 
of the Delaware constitution, ceases to be a senator either abso- 
lutely or by ion. 

He ceases to be a senator for two reasons: 
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(1) Beeause section 12, Article IT. of the constitution declares 


| 


that no person holding office under that State (and the governor 
holds office under the State) shall be a senator: and 
(2) Because the moment he becomes governor he necessarily— 


the two offices being incompatible—ceases to be senator. Other- 
wise, moreover, under section 5 of Article IIL of the constitution, 


he can not, if he is a senator, exercise th office of governor. 
Phere is no conflict or repngnance between these two clauses of 
the constitution of the State of Delaware, unless an unreasonable 


construction should be given to them. Should they be construed 
as to make one, a declaration that the senator who happens to be 
speaker of the senate when the governor dies shall thereupon 
become governor, and the other a declaration that no senator shall 
ever become governor, then there would be a repugnance and a 
gross incongruity. Such a construction, therefore, should not be 
given if they are susceptible of another construction more rea- 
sonable and which would harmonize the two provisions. 
In the judgment of your committee the two clauses taken 
| together mean simply this: 
In the event of a vacancy in the office of governor, the speaker 
of the senate is eligible to become governor. He is not empowered 
| to exercise the office of governor ex officio, but he is eligible to fill 
| the office of governor. If he takes the oath and enters upon the 
duties of the office of governor, then he ceases to be senator, if 
not absolutely, by suspension for such time as he shall exercise the 
office of governor, because the constitution declares, in substance 
and effect, that inasmuch as he then holds the office of governor, 
that being an office under the State, he can no longer, at least not 
so long as he continues to exercise the office of governor, be a 
|} senator. 
| The constitution of Delaware, taken as a whole, maintains with 
| great distinctness the lines of separation between the three great 
branches of government—legislative, executive, and judicial—and 
this upon the well-recognized principle in America that legislat. ve, 
executive, and judicial offices are incompatible with each other, 
| and are not to be exercised simultaneously by the same person. 
While in a few instances there is slight encroachment in one sphere 
| of these branches upon another, there is no instance in which the 
constitution authorizes the same individual to exercise the power 
of governor and that of either judge or legislator simultaneously. 

This general rule and requirement of the constitution of that 
State as keeping distinct and separate the three branches of gov- 
ernment are but emphasized and strengthened by the exceptions 
provided for in the constitution, as, for instance, it is provided 
that in case of a tie vote in the election of a governor by the peo- 
ple the two houses of the legislature are by joint ballot to choose 
one of the candidates to be governor. 

Again, contested elections of governor are to be determined by 
a joint committee of one-third of all the members of each branch 
| of the legislature. 

Again, each house of the legislature is made the judge of the 
elections, returns, and qualifications of its own members. 

And still further, all impeachments are to be tried by the 
senate. 

But still further, section 14 of Article III of the Delaware con- 
stitution provides, as we have seen, that— 

Upon any vacancy es in the office of governor by his death, etc., 
* * * the speaker of the senate shall exercise the office until a governor 
elected by the people shall be duly qualified. 

There is nothing in this clause or any other clause of the consti- 
tution which declares affirmatively or by fair inference that the 
person thus exercising the office of governor shall continue to 
exercise the office of speaker or of senator. 


| 

| SOME ADDITIONAL CITATIONS FROM THE DELAWARE CONSTITUTION SHOW 
| ING THE INCOMPATIBILITY OF THE OFFICES OF GOVERNOR AND STATE 
} 





SENATOR. 

For instance, Article VI, section 14, provides that— 

The governor may, for any reasonable cause, in his discretion, remove an 
of them (judges) on the address of two-thirds of all the members of each 
branch of the general assembly. 

If the governor can be governor and senator at the same time, 
| exercising both offices simultaneously, then he may be one of the 
senators making up the two-thirds of all the members of each 
| branch of the general assembly to address the governor, in virtue 
| of which address alone he as governor acquires jurisdiction to 
| remove a judge. 

Again, Article ITI, section 11, provides that the governor— 

Shall, from time to time, give to the general assembly information of affairs 
concerning the State, and recommend to their consideration such measures 
as he shall judge expedient. 

It would be rather an anomaly in our American system of gov- 
ernment to permit a governor to vote in favor of measures in the 
senate which he as governor deemed expedient and had recom- 
mended to the senate. 

But still further, Article III, section 12, provides that the gov- 
ernor may— 

In case of disagreement between the two houses with respect to the time 


of adjournment, adjourn them to such time as he shall think proper, not 
exceeding three months. 
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Hence it is, if the governor can also be senator at the same time, 
and exercise both offices simultaneously, he is clothed with power 
to create a disagreement between the two houses by his vote in the 
senate, which Jact alone would give him jurisdiction as governor 
to adjourn the general assembly to such time as he should think 

roper. 

* Article TL, section 1, provides as follows: 

The supreme executive powers of the State shall be vested in a governor. 

While, there*>re, the constitution designates the speaker of the 
senate as an eligible person to fill the office of governor, and as the 
person to fill it in the event of a vacancy, it is clear he can not 
and does not fill the office as senator, or because of the fact that 
he is speaker of the senate, for the reason that the supreme execu- 
tive powers of tae State are by the constitution vested in a 
governor and not in the speaker of the senate. 

Again, it is provided in Article V, section 1, that— 

All impeachments shall be tried by the senate; and when sitting for that 
urpose the senators shall be upon oath or affirmation to do justice accord- 
ng to the evidence, No person shall be convicted without the concurrence 

of two-thirds of all the senators. 

The governor, moreover, is, in virtue of this same article, sub- 
ject to impeachment by the house of representatives. If Watson 
Was governor on May 9, 1895, and is yet, and this is conceded, 
then he was and is liable to impeachment, and under the theory 
that he is still senator, and eligible as such to ewercise the func- 
tions of senator, he would sit in judgment on himself, and by his 
vote might defeat a two-thirds vote in the senate and thus render 
a verdict of not guilty as impeached. Can such incompatibility 
in office receive the sanction of the Senate? 

Article Il, section 7, provides: 

Each house may * * * with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel a 
member. 

While Article ITI, section 14, provides that— 

The governor shall not be removed from his office for inability, but with 
fe concurrence of two-thirds of all the members of each branch of the legis- 

ure. 

Here again, if permitted to exercise the office of senator while 
exercising the office of governor, he may by his vote in the senate 
defeat a two-thirds vote necessary to remove him as governor for 
disability. 

It is also provided, in Article II, section 16, of the Delaware 
constitution, that— 

In case of vacancy in the office of State treasurer in the recess of the gen- 
eral assembly, either through omission of the general assembly to appoint, or 
by the death, removal out of the State, resignation, or inability of the State 
treasurer, * * * the governor shall fill the vacancy by appointment to 
continue until the next meeting of the general assembly. 

It is obviously obnoxious to all sense of governmental propriety 
to permit a governor in such case to act as a legislator, and thus 
by his vote, and, what is seer ge | more potent, by his executive 
influence in the senate, defeat the election of the head of the 
exchequer in the State, and thus enable him to appoint a man of 
his sole choice to the office. 

Again, Article VII, section 1, provides that— 

Certain officers * * * may beremoved * * * on the address of both 
houses of the legislature— 

While Article VI, section 14, provides that— 

The governor may for any reasonable cause in his discretion remove any of 
the judges on the address of two-thirds of ali the members of each branch of 
the general assembly. 

Here, again, the gross engeenctety is made clearly apparent in 
recognizing a construction that will enable the governor of the 
State to exercise his vote and his influence as governor of the State 
in the State senate in making up the two-thirds vote that will en- 
able him as governor to remove or appoint judges and a number 
of other officers of the State. 

WHAT HAS BEEN THE USAGE AND WHAT ARE THE PRECEDENTS? 

While in the judgment of your committee there is no such 
uncertainty or ambiguity in the different provisions of the consti- 
tution as to require resort to usage or precedents in giving con- 
struction, it is well to consider just what the precedents and usage 
have been. 

Since 1792 nine speakers of the senate and one speaker of the 
house of representatives have succeeded to the office of governor 
pursuant to the provisions of section 14 of Article III of the Dela- 
ware constitutions of 1792 and 1831. Four of these were under 
the constitution of 1792 and six under the constitution of 1831— 
the present constitution. 

In not one ef these ten cases cited has any person who has suc- 
ceeded to the governorship in the last one hundred and four years 
in virtue of this section 14, which, so far as this question is con- 
cerned, is substantially similar in the constitutions of 1792 and 
1831, whether of the house of rep- 





ker of the senate or —— 
resentatives, taken any part whatever during his continuance in 
the governor’s office in the proceedings of the senate or of the house 
of representatives, with the single exception of the present governor 
of Delaware, Mr. Watson, and whose act in thus breaking over the 
precedents of one hundred a 
and the legislature of the State 


’ standing, has involved the people 
of Delaware and the Senate of the 
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United States in this controversy. During all this time the ten 

persons, including Governor Watson, thus exercising the office of 

governor have during such time drawn the governor's salary and 
have not drawn the salary of senator or member. ‘ 

THE FACT THAT THE DELAWARE CONSTITUTION PROVIDES FOR THE Fr) 
TION OF A SPEAKER pro tempore OF THE SENATE WHEN THE SPEAK 
SUCCEEDS TO THE GOVERNORSHIP DOES NOT IMPLY THAT THE 1 
CONTINUES TO BE SPEAKER OF THE SENATE. 

Counsel in opposition to the claim of Mr. Du Pont contend that 
the use of the words, ‘‘speaker pro tempore,” in the clause of | 
Delaware constitution which provides ‘‘ That either house w] 
speaker shall exercise the office of governor may choose a spea 
pro tempore,” carries with it the implication of the contem) 
neous Official existence of another speaker, and it is also contended 
that the use of the words, ‘‘ may choose,” in the latter part of s 
clause, implies simply a discretion in, and not a duly wpon, ihe 
part of the senate to elect a speaker pro tempore in such a cas 

Your committee can not concede either of these proposition 
the result of a proper legal construction of such provision, 
if the provision stood alone, and still much more difficult w 
it be to consent to such a construction when considered, as 
clause must be, in connection with other clauses of the const 
tion. And as bearing upon the latter proposition it may be }: 
erly said that inasmuch as the public interests are invol\ 
being unquestionably for the public interest that the senate should 
at all times have a presiding officer, and as it is plain to all that 
the governor of a State if he would properly discharge the « 
of executive, could not possibly, in the very nature of things. 
any part of the time, much less at all times be present and pri 
over the senate, it follows, under the well-settled rule of law. 1 
the word ‘‘ may,” as used in that clause, should be construed 
‘“‘shail.” 

‘The rule is,” said the court in Rex vs. Inhabitants of Der) 
(Skinner, 370), and in Rex et Regina vs. Barlow (2 Salkeld, 609 
‘where a constitution or a statute directs the doing of athing 
the sake of justice or the public good the word ‘ may’ is the saine 
as the word ‘shall.’” 

This rule has been followed both in England and the United 
States without any respectable dissent. 

A statute of Illinois reads as follows: ‘‘The board of supervisors 
may, if deemed advisable, levy a special tax,” etc., and the Supr: 
Court of the United States, in construing this statute in the case 
of Supervisors vs. The United States (4 Wall., 435), opinion | 
Mr. Justice Swayne, said: 

The conclusion to be deduced from the authorities is that where pow 
oo to public officers in the language of the act before us, or in equiva 


enguese, where the public interest or individual rights call for its exe: 
the language, though permissive in form is in fact peremptory. 


In Steines vs. Franklin Co. (48 Mo., 167), the court held that 
when a statute provides that the county court ‘‘may” submit the 
uestion to the voters, before incurring certain expenses, it m 
oso. In Mitchell vs. Duncan (7 Flor.,12),it is held that ‘‘7 
is construed ‘‘ shall” where a statute directs the doing of a thing 

necessary to the ends of justice. 

In People v. Brooklyn (22 Barb., 404) it is held that ‘‘may” will 
be construed ‘‘ shall,” where the good sense of the entire enactincit 
requires it. In Mayor v. New York (3 Hill, 612), the Supreme 
Court said: 

Where a public body, or officer, has been clothed, by statute, with } 
to do an which concerns the public interest, or the rights of third } 


the execution of the power may %e insisted on as a duty, though the | 
ology of vhe statute be permissive merely. 


The theory that provision in a statute or constitution for the 
election of a speaker pro tempore implies the existence at the same 
time of another speaker is wholly dissipated by the precedent 
the innumerable American instances of the election of a sp 

ro tempore when there is no regular speaker. A speaker pv 

empore is simply a speaker for the occasion—for the time bei 
There may or may not be another speaker in existence at the sa 
time. A speaker pro tempore may be, and frequently is, cho 
and so Soteguaied and called when there is no other speak 
There is, therefore, no argument in opposition to the theor) 
this report to be drawn from the use in the provision quot 
either of the words ‘‘may choose” or pro tempore. 

To hold the same person could exercise at discharge the dut 
and functions of governor and State senator and speaker of | 
senate simultaneously would be to strike down ruthlessly the 
that separates the executive and legislative branches of the ‘ 
ernment and to declare a union of these two branches in the 
person. This could not be so under the well-recognized Am 
can rule, even in the absence of express prohibitory clauses; | 
in this case such prohibitory clauses exist, as we have shown. 

The constitutional provision is not that no person holding «1 
office under the State of Delaware shall be elected governor by ‘ 
people, but that no person holding such office shall ‘‘ exercis: 
office of governor.” 

It is quite immaterial how he comes to be governor, whether | 
election by the people or by virtue of the constitutional prov 
making the speaker of the senate eligible in a certain contingency; 
in either case it is considered he is the governor of the State, 
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conceivable sense of the term, and hence it is clear he can 
t. while exercising such office of governor, hold any other 
off ‘. under the State of Delaware. e therefore can not be a 
7 tor; he can not ewercise senatorial functions while exercising 
on cutive functions. ane ; 
The court of errors and appeals of the State of Delaware, in the 
case of Rice vs. Foster (4 Harrington, 485-487), drew with clear- 
vane and distinctness the line of separation between the three 
branches of the government established by the constitution of the 
State of Delaware, and among other things said: 


every 


If we consider the peculiar situation of the United States, and go to the 

neg of that diversity of sentiment which pervades its inhabitants, we 
ey ae i great danger to fear that the same causes shall terminate here in 
7 on fatal effects which they produced in those republics. To guard 
th Se aaa dangers and the evil tendencies of ademocracy, our republican 
Seaman was instituted by the consent of the people. Thecharacteristic 
coven distinguishes it from the miscalied republics of ancient and modern 
aes 18 that none of the powers of sovereignty are exercised by the people, 
wat all of them by separate, coordinate branches of government in wl 
those powers are vested by the Constitution. These coordinate branches are 
jawed a to operate as balances, checks, and restraints, not only upon each 
oth r, but upon the people themselves; to guard them against their own 
rashness, precipitancy, and misguided zeal, and to protect the minority 
against the injustice of the majority. ‘ 

“The legislative, executive, and judicial pr »wers compose the sovereign power 
of astate. The people of the State of Delaware have vested the legislative 
power in a general assembly, consisting of a senate and house of representa 
tives; the supreme executive powers of the State in a governor; and the 
‘udicial power in the sev eral courts mentioned in thesixth article. Che sov 
ereign power, therefore, of this State resides with the legislative, execut ive, 
and judicial departments. Having thus transferred the sor ereigu power, 
the people can not resume or exercise any portion of it. Todoso would bi 
an infraction of the constitution and a dissolution of the government. Nor 
can they interfere with the exercise of any part of the sovereign power, ex 
cept by petition, remonstrance, or address. They have the power to change 
or alter the constitution; but this can be done only in the mode prescribed by 
the instrument itself. The attempt to do so in any other mode is revolution 
ary. And although the people have the power, in conformity with its pro 
visions, to alter the constitution, under no circumstances can they, so long 
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GOVERNOR WATSON 


DID NOT RESUME THE CHAIR OF SPEAKER OF THE 
SENATE ABOUT 12 M., MAY 9, 189%, AFTER A CONTINUED ABSENCE OF A 
MONTH FROM DATE OF HIS INAUGURATION AS GOVERNOR, ON APRIT, 9, 


1805, AS THE RESULT OF A sense of public duty oR believing he had any right 
to do so, BUT AS AN AFTERTHOUGHT AND AS fle sult of press from 
political associates and of a partisan conspiracy, AND FOR THE sole PUR 
POSE OF DEFEATING THE ELECTION OF A REPUBLICAN UNITED STATES 
SENATOR. 


Senator John M. C. Moore, in his affidavit of January 14, 1896 
(see appendix), states that Governor Watson said to him in the 
senate chamber on May 9, 1895, shortly before he resumed the 
speaker's chair: 

** Mr. Moore, I want to talk with you. I believe you will tell me 
just asitis. Is Mr. Masseyout of this thing?” (Mr. Massey was 
one of the Republican candidates being voted for for United States 
Senator.) Senator Moore states he said to him in reply: **Gov 


ernor, we are not going to cast another 


ballot for Mr. Massey nor 


no other who has been balloted for except Henry A. Du Pi 
He will be elected on first ballot in the jointsession, to which the 
governor replied to me: ‘If that be the case, I shall take my ‘.” 


Against this I remonstrated, an id to him: ‘Governor, I hop 
you will not do it; I think too much of you asa man for you todo 





it.’ That was the last of our conversation. He1 leno? 
my remonstrance. He arose and went over to the di of Georg 
Fisher Pierce, a senator and one of my colleagues m IssexX 
| County, where I saw him take a seat near Senator Pi 
Senator George Fisher Pierce in his affida filed herein, of 


as the Constitution of the United States remains the paramount law of the | 


jand, establish a democracy, or any other than a republican form of govern 
ment. Itisequallyclear that neither the legislative, executive, nor judicial 
department, separately, nor all er mmbined, can dev lve on the people the exer 
cise of any part of the sovereign power with which each is vested. The 
assumption of a power to do so would be usurpation. The department arro 
gating it would elevate itself above the constitution, overturn the foundation 
on which its own foundation rests, demolish the whole frame and texture of 
our republican form of government, and prostrate everything to the worst 


species of tyranny and despotism, the ever-varying will of an irresponsible | 


multitude. 

IT I8 CONCEDED WATSON WAS GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF DELAWARE MAY 
9, 1896 
TERM. 
It is not denied but conceded by counsel, in opposition to the 

claim of Mr. Du Pont, that William T. Watson was, on the 9th 

day of May, 1895, and had been since April 9, 1895, governor of 

the State. In their able and elaborate brief filed in the case (p. 

80), in a reference to certain statements in the brief of counsel 

for Mr. Du Pont, we find the following: 

Thus counsel devote thirty pages of their brief (pp. 34-63) to a demonstra 
tion of the fact that the speaker of the senate,in case of a vacancy m the 
oftice of governor, becomes governor of the State. The matter counsel pre- 
sent on this head attests their industry and may interest the curious, but it 
supports a proposition which we do not contest. 

It is conceded, therefore, by those opposing the claun of Mr. 
Du Pont, that Mr. Watson, on his inauguration as governor, 
became the governor of the State. He was not merely to exercise 
the office of governor ex officio. Not merely to act as governor in 
the manner the President pro tempore of the United States Senate 
would have acted in the case of vacancies in the offices of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President under the act of 1792. 
this: If an office be appendant, as the expression is in 1 Leon, 321, 
to another office, the determination of the first office will deter- 


mine the second. This is where a person holding any office is | 


ex officio entitled to perform the functions of some other office, 
as was the case perhaps of President pro tempore of the United 
States Senate under the act of 1792. In such case the right to 
exercise the functions of the second office ceases upon the deter- 
mination of the office held in virtue of which he exercises such 

ex officio functions of the second office. 
_ li, however, the nomination or appointment to an office, as it is 
in the case under consideration by descriptio personam, of one who 
holds another office by the title of which he is described, and who, 
on a contingency, is to enter and fill another office, he answering 
the description at the time the contingency arises, designates him 
as the person who is to fill the office, and when, as thus designated, 
he enters into the office, he holds it in his natural and not in his 
oficial capacity. And hence in this case of Watson, even in the 
adsence of any affirmative constitutional declaration, he would 
continue to hold the office of governor—if the term continued— 
of ler his term of senator had expired, his office of governor not 
cing appendant to that of senator. But in this case the Dela- 
— constitution, recognizing this principle, declares, in section 
» Article III, not that he shall exercise the office of governor so 
"g a8 his term of senator shall continue, but ‘‘ until a governor 
le shall be duly qualified.” (Chadwick v. Ear- 

» 11 Oregon, 394.) 


AND HAD BEEN SINCE APRIL 9, 1895, IN THE FULL SENSE OF THAT | 


The distinction is | 


| and vote for a United States Senator.” 


| 





date January 13, 1896 (see appendix), says: 


\bout ten minutes before the hour of noon, May 9, 1895, Wil- 
liam T. Watson, governor of the State of Delaware, being in 1 
ch unber (the senate being presided over by Willi wm T. Re 
its speaker), came and took a seat alongside of this deponent and 
said to him: ‘‘l am going into the joint assembly and ve for a 
Senator.” This deponent said: ‘‘ You are going to do what He 


answered: ‘‘I am going to preside over the joint assembly to-day 
This deponent then said: 


‘*Do you think that is right?” Governor Watson answered: *'\ 

Ido not, but my party has overruled me.” This deponent answered: 
‘Then, I suppose, there is nothing I can say now that would 
change your mind;” to which Watson replied, ‘‘ No, my mind is 


fully made up.” 
J. 5S. Prettyman, jr., in his affidavit filed herein, dated Januar 


14, 1896 (see appendix), after reciting that he met and walked 
with Governor Watson from the railroad station at Milford, D 
into the center of the town, a distance of about one-quarter of a 


mile, about 6.45 o’clock p. m., May 9, 1895, the day the Delaware 


legislature adjourned, says: ‘‘During this walk Governor Watson 
said to me that when he went to Dover on the morning of that 
day he did not expect to preside as speaker of the believing 


that he did not have a legal right to act as governor and s¢ 


nator. 


After reaching Dover, in response to the influence of party leaders, 
he reversed this decision and consented to enter the senate and 


claim his rights as speaker. In doing this he said he put aside his 
own judgment, and acted upon the judgment of those whom he 
regarded as well qualified to advise.” This witness further states 
in this affidavit that on the Friday following the above conversa- 
tion he had another conversation with Governor Watson, when 
the latter, becoming somewhat excited, drew from his pocket a 
paper and handed it to witness, saying, ‘‘Read this!” 

Deponent says: ‘I took the paperand read the writing through. 
It was an agreement between Robert J. Hanby, Newall Ball, 
Charles Moore, and John Robbins, members of the Delaware legis- 


| lature, signed with their names, and to the effect that they would 
» e 
vote for J. Edward Addicks for United States Senator. and that 


| they would not vote for anyone else, even though no Scnator 


should be elected. As I passed the paper back to the governor, he 
said: ‘Wouldn’t you have acted as I did, under suc! 
stances?’ I evaded his question by saying, ‘Are the 


signatures 


genuine?’ and he replied, ‘Of course they are; look again;’ and 
he passed the paper to me for the second time. I read it through 
again, and examined the signatures, remarking that I was not 
familiar with the autographs of these men, but that the names 
were in different handwritings. He said he was not familiar 
with the autographs of the men, but that he was sure the names 
were genuine. The governor also said that this agreement was 
brought to him to induce him to take part in thelast joint nbly 


of the legislature, and, influenced by it, through the advice of 
others, he consented to preside as speaker of that body, and did so 
preside on the day mentioned. 

‘He further said the Republicans had every opportunity to elect 
a Senator, and had failed to do so, and of course he preferred that 
the Democratic party should have a representative in the United 
States Senate from Delaware, rather than the Republican party.” 

Frank Reedy, in his affidavit of date January 23, 1806, filed 


herein (see appendix), states he had a similar conversation with 
Governor Watson on May 10, 1895, in which he showed him the 
same or a similar paper. 

From the foregoing uncontradicted testimony it is clearly evi- 
dent Governor Watson did not reenter the speaker's chair and the 
joint assembly May 9, 1895, from any sense of public duty, or m 
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the belief that he had any legal right to do so, but rather in pur- 

suance of a partisan conspiracy and for the sole purpose of defeat- 

ing the election of a Republican in the United States Senate. 

IT I8 CONCEDED A CERTIFICATE OF DU PONT’S ELECTION FROM THE GOV- 

ERNOR OF DELAWARE IS NOT AN ESSENTIAL REQUISITE. 

Mr. Du Pont’s election is not certified by William T. Watson, 
then holding the office of governor of the State of Delaware, but 
is certified to by Henry H. McMullen, speaker of the house of rep- 
resentatives, and attested by Edgar T. Hastings, clerk of the house 
of representatives. (See Senate Ex. Doc. No. 9, first session Fifty- 

fourth Congress. ) 

It is conceded, however, and, in fact, in view of the precedents, 
could not well be contested by those opposing the claim of Mr. 
Du Pont to a seat in the Senate. His title to such seat is not 
impaired by the fact that he fails to present a certificate of elec- 
tion from M r. Watson, the then governor of the State, as evidence 
of his election, provided he received a majority of the legal votes 
cast in the joint assembly. (See argument in opposition to Mr. 
Du Pont’s claim, p. 5.) 

THE UNION OF EXECUTIVE AND LEGISLATIVE FUNCTIONS IS ABSOLUTISM OR 
DESPOTISM ON THE ONE HAND AND SLAVERY ON THE OTHER, WHETHER 
UNITED IN ONE MAN OR THE MANY. 

Dr, Lieber, in his work on Civil Liberty and Self-Government, 
says: 

A principal and guaranty of liberty, so acknowledged and common with 
the Anglican people that few think of its magnitude, yet of really organic 
and fundamental importance, is the division of government into the three 
distinct functions, or rather the moons of these functions clearly apart. 

It is, as has been mentioned, one of the greatest political blessings of Eng- 
land that from a very early period her courts of justice were not occupied 
with “administrative business,” for instance, the collection of taxes, and that 
her Parliament became the exclusive legislature, while the Parliaments of 
France united a judicial, legislative, and administrative character. The 
union of these functions is absolutism or despotism on the one hand and 
slavery on the other, no matter in whom they are united, whether in one 
despot or in many, or in the multitude, as in Athens after the time of Cleon 
the tanner. The English litical philosophers have pointed out long ago the 
necessity of keeping the three powers separate in a “constitutional govern- 
ment. ose, however, who have no other difinition of liberty than that it 


is equality, discard this division, except, indeed, so far as the mere conveni- 
ence of transacting business would require (pp. 154, 155). . 


MR. WEBSTER'S VIEWS ON MAINTAINING CONSTITUTIONAL RESTRAINTS AND 
JUST DIVISIONS OF POLITICAL POWER. 





Counsel for Mr. Du Pont, in their brief, quote the following |. 


statement from a speech of Mr. Webster in the Senate of the 
United States, May 7, 1834, on the ‘‘ Presidential protest,” which 
your committee deem worthy of consideration in connection with 
the questions involved in this case: 


The first object of a free people is the poepervetion of their liberty; and 
Bberty is only to be preserved by maintaining constitutioual restraints and 
just divisions of political power. Nothing is more deceptive or more danger- 
ous than the pretense of a desire to simplify Gyveremens. The simplest gov- 
ernments are despotisms; the next simplest, limited monarchies; but all re- 
a all governments of law, must impose numerous limitations and quali- 

cations of authority, and give one ae and many qualified rights. In 
other words, they must be subject to rule and regulation. This is the very 
essence of free political institutions. 

The spirit of liberty is, indeed, a bold and fearless spirit; but it is also a 

ghted spirit; it is a cautious, cngnccns, discriminating, far-seeing 
intelligence; it is jealous of encroachment, jealous of power, jealous of man. 
It demands checks; it seeks for guards; it insists on securities; it entrenches 
itself behind strong defenses, and fortifies itself with all possible care against 
the assaults of ambition an peace. It does not trust the amiable weak- 
nesses of human nature, and therefore it will not permit power to overstep 
its prescribed limits, though benevolence, intent, and patriotic purpose 
come along withit. Neither does it satisfy itself with flashy and temporar 
resistance to ille authority. Far otherwise. It seeks for duration an 
permanence. It looks before and after; and, building on the experience of 
ages that are past, it labors diligently for the benefit of to come. This 
is the nature of constitutional ei and this is our liberty, if we will 
rightly understand and preserve it. Every free government is necessarily 
complicated, because al vernments esta’ restraints, as well on the 
ao of government itself as on that of individuals. If we will abolish the 
istinction of branches and have but one branch; if we will abolish jury 
trials and leave all to the judge; if we will then ordain that the le tor 
himself shall be that judge, and if we will place the executive power in the 
same hands, we may readily simplify government. We may easily bring it 
to the simplest of all forms—a pure despot: But a separation of d t- 
ments, so far as practicable, and the preservation of clear lines of division 


between them, is the fundamental idea in the creation of all our constitu- 
tions; and doubtless the continuance of ted liberty depends on main- 
ing these boundaries. (Works of el Webster, Vol. IV, p. 122.) 


And still further— 
Mr. President, the contest for ages has been to rescue liberty from the grasp 


of executive power. Whoever has engaged in her sacred cause, from the days 
of the downfall of those great aristocracies which had stood between the 
king and the ple to the time of our own independence, has struggled for 
the accom ent of that single object. On the long list of thec pions 
of human om there is not one name dimmed by the reproach of advo- 
eating the extension of executive authority; on the contrary, the uniform 
and s urpose of all such champions has been to limit and restrain it. 
To this end the spirit of liberty, growing more and more enlightened and 
more and more vigorous from ba ‘or centuries 


age to age. has been a 

against the solid butments of the feu m. To this end all that could 
be gained from the imprudence, snatched from the weakness, or wrung from 
the necessities of crowned heads has been careful)y gatiiered up. secured, 
and hoarded, as the rich treasures, the very jewels of liberty. 

this end poplar and representative right has nop ap, tt warfare 
against prerogety with various success; sometimes writing the history of 
a whole > blood, sometimes wi a martyrdom of Sidne 


a, baffled and gaining on the whole, 
what it with a Ww but the com 
te own could compel, it to reling ihe 
quest over executive power 

accomplished. The feudal 


and 
hold- 


At length 
states of 
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ages, is known only by the rubbish which it has left behind it 
heads have been compelled to submit to the restraints of law. and + 
with that intelligence and that spirit which make their voice res 
been able to say to prerogative: **Thus far shalt thou come, and | 
I need hardly say,sir,that into the full enjoyment of all which 
reached only through such slow_and painful steps we sprang at ; 
Declaration of Independence and by the establishment of free re}, 

overnments; governments borrowing more or less from the mod 

ree states, but strengthened, secured, improved in their sy) 
deepened in their foundation by those great men of our own cou 
names will be as familiar to future times as if they were written , 
of the sky. 

Throu s all this history of the contest for liberty executive poy 
regarded as a lion which must be caged. So far from being the o 
lightened popular trust, so far from being considered the natura 
of popular right, it has been dreaded, uniformly always dreaded, as 
source of its deomer. 

And now, sir, who is he, so ignorant of the history of liberty, at | nd 
abroad; who is he, yet dwelling in his contemplations among the 
and dogmas of the Middle Ages; who is he, from whose bosom al! 0; 
fusion of American spirit has become so entirely evaporated and ex 
he shall put into the mouth of the President of the United Stat 
trine that the defense of liberty naturally results to executive p 
its peculiar duty? Who is he that, generous and confiding tows 
where it is most dangerous, and jealous only of those who can r: 
who is he that, reversing the order of the state and upheaving the ha i 
poise the pyramid of the political system upon its apex? Who ; 
overlooking with contempt the guardianship of the representati 
people, and with equal contempt the higher guardianship of the x 
selves; whois he that declares to us, through the President's lip 
security for freedom rests in executive ue’ Who is he that the 
blood and libels the fame of his own ancestors by declaring that they, with 
solemnity of form and force of manner, have invoked the execut 
to come to the protection of liberty? Whois he that thus charges t 
the insanity or the recklessness of putting the lamb beneath the lio: 

No, sir. o,sir. Our security isin our watchfulness of executive | r. 
It was the constitution of this department which was infinitely the most 
difficult pase in the great work of creating our present Govern: lo 
give to the executive department such power as should make it | l and 
yet not such as should render it dangerous; to makeit efficient, ind 
and strong, and yet to prevent it from ewsereg away everythi: y its 
union of military and civil authority: by the influence of patrons ind 
office, and favor; this, indeed, was difficult. They who had the w to do 
saw the difficulty, and we see it; and if we would maintain our s) we 
shall act wisely to that end by preserving every restraint and ey: urd 
which the Constitution has provided. And when we and those 


7 
i 


after us have done all that we can do and all that they can do, it 1 
for us and for them if some popular executive, by the power of patronage 
and party, and the power, too, of that very popularity shall not hereafter 
rove an overmatch for all other branches of the Government. (Works of 

aniel Webster, Vol. [V, pp. 133, 134, 135.) 

Montesquieu, in his Spirit of Laws, volume 1, page 152, says: 

When the legislative and executive powers are united in the su rsor 
or in the same y of magistrates, there can be no liberty; becaus ( 
sions may arise, lest the same monarch or senate should enact tyra il 


laws, to execute them in a tyrannical manner. 
Again, there is no liberty if the judiciary power be not separated 


legislative and executive. Were it joined with the legislative, tl: d 
liberty of the subject would be exposed to arbitrary control, for t go 
would be then the legislator. Were it joined to the executive | he 


judge might behave with yiolence and oppression. 

There would be an end of everything were the same man or the san: 
whether of the nobles or.of the people, to exercise those three powe: ‘ 
of enacting laws, that of executing the public resolutions, and of trying the 
causes of individuals. 


CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND FACT. 


(1) It is a well-settled rule of the common law that tlic same 
person shall not exercise simultaneously two incompatille ojjices; 
and further, the acceptance of one is ipso facto aresignation of the 
other. 

(2) Under the American system executive and legislative ofiices 
are incompatible, and the same person can not exercise both simul- 
taneously in the absence of either express or clearly implied stat- 
utory or constitutional authority; and the acceptance of the second 
is ipso — a resignation of the first. 

(3) ere is no express or implied authority in the constitution 
of the State of Delaware for the simultaneous exercise by thie same 
person of the offices of governor and senator; on the contrary. such 
constitution expressly interdicts such exercise of those two offices. 

(4) Whether or not the offices of State senator and speaker of 
the senate became absolutely vacant when Speaker Watson took 
the oath of office, was inaugurated governor of the State, ani en- 
tered upon the exercise of that office, there can be no doubt, ona 
fair construction of the several constitutional provisions of the 
State of Delaware, that his right to exercise the office of Sew!" or 
speaker of the senate, or any of the functions connected (/ = 

’ Wa 


while he continued to hold and exercise the office of gover: 
held in abeyance and absolutely suspended. ; ' 

(5) The theory that Mr. Watson can exercise the office »! “ov 
ernor of the State and State senator simultaneously, involves 1- 


numerable constitutional repugnancies, perplexing difficu!! ind 
endless absurdities; while the opposite theory reconciles «ni 'aT 
monizes all the provisions of the Delaware constitution re!i'1ng 
the subject under consideration. , 
(6) t Governor Watson’s exercise of the office of senator 2 
the joint assembly on the 9th day of May, 1895, and of ' _ 
of president of such joint assembly was illegal, and !'s vo" 
therein for United States Senator a nullity. weil 


In determining the above propositions, your committ: 
the further following conclusions: : 

(7) In determining the question as to whether the Delawar “ . 
ate on May 9, 1895, acted upon or judged, either actual!) °' - 
structively, the qualifications of Governor Watson to a se!» t 
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senate, the journal entries of the proceedings of the Delaware sen- 
ate of that date are conclusive as to the number and names of 
senators present, the motions submitted, the votes cast, and of a u 
the proceedings had, and can not be contradicted by ex parte affi- 
davits. : : 

(8) Theright which undoubtedly belongs exclusively to the Dela- 
ware senate to judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 
of members does not vest in such senate any such exclusive right 
as would conclude the Senate of the United States to determine 
by consiruction whether the constitution of the State of Delaware 
does or does not recognize a certain seat in the senate as subject to 
occupation; nor does it include the power to admit members to 
seats not recognized by the constitution of the State as subject to 
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occupation, or if subject to occupation, to fill them in a manner 


or by a person which the State constitution fc rbids. 

(9) Your committee, applying these rules, find as a matter of 
fact the Delaware State senate never judged of the qualifications 
of Governor Watson to a seat in the senate, either on the 9th day 


of May, 1895, or at any other time subsequent to the date of his | 


inauguration as governor. 

(10) That on May 9, 1895, the date on which Mr. Du Pont claims 
to have been elected, the legislature of the State of Delaware con- 
sisted of but 29 members; there were in the joint assembly on that 
date but 29 members of such legislature entitled to seats in such 


ioint assembly and entitled to be counted and vote therein. As | 


r. Du Pont received 15 votes, being a majority of the whole nuin- 
ber entitled to be cast in such joint assembly, and a majority of 


all the legal votes cast therein, he was legally elected Senator from | 
the State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895, | : 
| made the following announcement: 


and is entitled to be seated. 

(11) The fact that such election is not certified by the governor 
of the State in pursuance of the statute on that subject does not 
invalidate such election in any respect. 

Your committee therefore report to the Senate the following 
resolution and recommend its adoption: 

Resolved, That Henry A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the 
Senate from the State of Delaware for the full term commencing 
March 4, 1895. 


APPENDIX, 


Exuisit A.—Copy of journal entries of the proceedings of the 
Delaware senate of dates April 9 and May 9, 1895, and of the 
proceedings of the joint assembly of May 9, 1895, and affidavits 
of John M. G. Moore, George Fisher Pierce, Samuel Alrich, Edgar 
T. Hastings, John S. Prettyman, jr., Frank Reedy, and George 
L. Townsend relative to the case of Henry A. Du Pont, claiming 
to have been elected a United States Senator from the State of 
Delaware for the term commencing March 4, 1895. 

TUESDAY, April 9, 1895—11 o’clock a, m. 

Senate met pursuant to adjournment. 

Prayer by the chaplain. 

Rollcalled—Members present: Messrs. Alrichs, Fenimore,Hanby, 
Harrington, Moore, Pierce, Pyle, Records, Mr. Speaker. 

On motion of Mr. Records, the reading of the journal was dis- 
pensed with. 

JOINT MEETING. 

The hour of 12 o’clock m. having arrived, 

The senate, preceded by the speaker and attended by the clerks 
and sergeant-at-arms, proceeded to the hall of the house of repre- 
sentatives, for the purpose of voting for a United States Senator 
in obedience to the act of Congress entitled ‘An act to regulate 
the time and manner of holding elections for Senators in Con- 
gress,” passed July 25, 1866. 

The clerks were directed to call the rolls of the respective houses, 
and the members, as their names were called, responded by viva 
voce vote as follows, viz: 

Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Anthony Higgins, 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgel y- 

Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely, 

Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for George V. Massey. 

Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for George V. Massey. 

Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks, 

Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Anthony Higgins. 

Mr, Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr, Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for George V. Massey. 

Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Anthony Higgins. 

M.. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Anthony Higgins. 

Mr. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks, 

Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for James Pennewill. 


XXVIII—116 






ECORD—SENATE. 





S41 


Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 
Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Anthony Higgins. 
Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Anthony Higgins. 
Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Anthony Higgins, 
Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Anthony Higgins. 
Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely 
Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Anthony Higgi 
Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for George V. Massey. 
; The vote as above ascertained having been announced as fol- 
lows: 





Votes 
For Edward Ridgely ............ 10 
For Anthony Higgins 9 
For J. Edward Addicks ) 
For George V. Massey e 4 
For Ebe W. Tunnel a 
For James Pennewill ; 1 

Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that no person 


having received a majority of all the votes c: 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 

On motion of Mr. Records, of the senate, the two houses sep- 
arated, and the members of the senate returned to the 


r chamber. 
Mr. Hastings, clerk of the house, being admitted, informed the 


ist for United States 


senate that the house had passed and requested the concurrence 
of the senate in the following joint resolution, entitled ‘ Joint 
resolution in relation to the death of His Excellency Joshua H. 


Marvil, late governor.” 
Hon. Nathaniel B. Smithers, secretary of state, being admitted, 


Mr. SPEAKER: The issues of life and death are in the hands of 
the Almighty. His will has been made manifest, and it has 
become my painful duty to announce to the senate the death of 
Joshua H. Marvil, governor of the State of Delaware, which 
occurred last night at his home in Laurel, at about 9.15 o'clock. 

Mr. Records offered a resolution which, on his motion, was read, 


| as follows: 


Resolved, That the i2on. James L. Wolcott, chancellor, be, and he is hereby, 
invited to administer the appropriate oaths of oflice to William Tharp 
Watson, speaker of the senate, who, by reason of the death of the governor, 
the Hon Joshua Hopkins Marvil, shall, under the constitution, exer« the 
office of governor until a governor elected by the people shall be duly quali- 


fied 

On the further motion 
adopted. 

On motion of Mr. Records, the clerk of the senate was directed 
to notify the chancellor of the adoption of the resolution and con- 
duct him to the senate chamber. 

The Hon. James L. Wolcott then administered, in the presence 
of the members of the senate, to Hon. William Tharp Watson, 
speaker of the senate, the following oaths of office as governor, 
to wit: 

I, William T. Watson, do solemnly swear on the Holy Evangels of Almighty 
God, that I will support the Constitution of the United States of America 
So help me God 

I, William T. Watson, do solemnly swear on the Holy Evangels of Almighty 


9 Mr. Records, the resolution was 


God, that I will support the constitution of the State of Delaware. So help 
me God. 
I, William T. Watson, do solemnly swear on the Holy Evangels of Almighty 


God, that [ will perform the duties of the office of governor of the State of 
Delaware with fidelity. So help me God 

Thereupon the speaker called Mr. Pyle to the chair and retired 
from the senate chamber. 

Mr. Pierce offered a resolution, which, on his motion, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the thanks of the senate are eminently due, and are hereby 
tendered, to Hon. William T. Watson, speaker of the senate rth surtesy, 
intelligence, impartiality, and fidelity which have uniformly characterized 
the discharge of the delicate and responsible duties of said office 

On the further motion of Mr. Pierce, the 
adopted. 

On motion of Mr. Harrington, the senate proceeded to elect by 
ballot a speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. Harrington moved that two tellers be appointed. 

Which motion prevailed. 

Whereupon Messrs. Moore and Fenimore were appointed said 
tellers. 

Upon the ballots being counted, it appeared that Mr. William 
T. Recordshad received 4 votes and that Mr. George F.. Pierce had 
received 4 votes. 

Whereupon the speaker pro tempore declared that no person 
having received a majority of all the ballots cast, there was no 
election to said office, and directed that another ballot be taken. 

Upon the ballots being counted, it appeared that William T. 
Records had received 7 votes and that ‘** blank” had received 1 
vote. 

Whereupon William T. Records, having received a majority of 
all the votes cast, was declared to be duly elected speaker pro 
tempore. 

Ordered, That the house be informed thereof. 


was read 





resolution was 


ee - si 
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Messrs. Hanby and Pierce were appointed a committee to con- 
duct the speaker pro tempore to the chair. 

rt Records, the speaker pro tempore, then addressed the senate 
as TOLLOWSB: 

Senators: I desire to express to you my appreciation of the 
honor shown me and the coniidence expressed toward me in mak- 
ing me your speaker pro tempore. I feel that the position will 
entail much responsibility upon me, and will require from you 
possibly at times some forbearance. However, I feel confident 
that we will be able to understand one another thoroughly, and 
any difficulties that may arise can be easily adjusted. 

Again thanking you for the honor conferred, and asking your 
cooperation in the discharge of my duties, I now declare the sen- 
ate ready for business. 

On motion of Mr. Pierce, house joint resolution was read as 
follows: 


Resolved by the senate and house of representatives of the State of Delaware 
dn general assembly met, That the members of the general assembly have 
heard with the deepest sorrow of the death of his excellency, Joshua H. 
Marvil, mate guenentt of the State of Delaware; 

Resolved, That, ew tender their sincere sympathy to the family and rela- 
tives of the deceased; 

Resolved, That, as a mark of respect, the statehouse be draped in mourning 
and the flag displayed at half-mast until after the funeral; 

Resolved, That, asa further mark of poupaes, the members of the general 
assembly will attend the funeral in a t and that no business be trans 
acted in the meantime except the daily balloting for United States Senator; 

Resolved, That a eopy of these resolutions be spread on the journals of 
both houses and be forwarded to the family of the deceased. 


On the further motion of Mr. Pierce, the joint resolution was 
concurred in. 
Ordered, That the house be informed thereof and the joint reso 
lution returned to that body. 
On motion the senate adjourned until 11.50 a. m. to-morrow. 
+ 


THURSDAY, May 9, 1895—11 o'clock a.m, 


Senate met pursuant to ajournment. 
Se by the chaplain. 
Roll called—Members present: Messrs. Alrichs, Fenimore, 


Mr. Pierce, on behalf of the committee on accounts, presen 1 
the following report: 

The committee on accounts recommend the following allowances to ; 
bers and officers of the senate and to others for services rendered, as {| 


William T. Watson, speaker, 100 days, 27 miles....-.....-......-.2.2.... $4 
W.'T. Records, speaker pro SIRE GNID, nnnsceciesciccenncntncone. i 
W. T. Records, 9 days, 43 miles i 


NT hae Niet sie Ee. a, $i 


John Pyle, 131 days, 47 miles 

Samuel Airichs, 131 days, 36 miles 

Robert J. Hanby, 131 days, 53 miles 

Hezekiah Harrington, 131 days, 2) miles 

John W. Fenimore, 129 days, 7 miles-.-.- 

George F. Pierce, 131 days, 27 miles. .....-.......- 

John M. C. Moore, 131 days, 46 miles 

Charles A. Hastings, clerk of senate.-..........- 

E. Baldwin T. Springer, reading clerk 

William T. Parvis, enrolling clerk 

Rey. Cyrus Cort, chaplain 3 

Samuel J. Thomas, sergeant-at-arms.............-..-.-------.-.-2--... 
8. Harry Boyer, eS senate 

George Carter, clerk to divorce committee 

nn EE, ON GUN i on cinco eninnbeswaceémooncecccece 
Scie D. POMMIRSLOM, DOOR BOTVIOEG... ccccnccccecccccccceccee ce. -..----. 
Nee io ins cenkin whbbocnpbenesocecusccece 
Sussex Countian, printing 

William Saulsbury, printing 

McFarlane & Co., printing. ... 

Thomas F. Dunn, printing-.-...................-... 

Joshua D. Dean, newspapers for senate 

Rev. Cyrus Cort, expenses of minuit committtee -...............2... 


We, the undersigned, members of the committee on accounts. have « 
ined the foregoing report and find the allowances therein made to he « 
GEORGE F. PIERCE, 
JOHN PYLE, 
J. W. FENIMORE, 


Comn 


Mr. Alrichs, on behalf of the committee on judiciary, to 
had been referred the house bill entitled ‘‘An act to pr 
bogus sales within the State of Deleware, being a suppleme: 
chapter 68 of the Revised Code of the State of Delaware, 
ported the same back to the senate favorably. 

On motion of Mr. Pierce, the bill just reported was taken 
for consideration, and, on his further motion, was read a 
time by paragraphs in order to pass the senate. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass the senate? the qu 


Cais ine ins lc dee tail ies ls keds ass. 


Tas = seo 
eee 


Hanby, Harrington, Moore, Pierce, Pyle, Mr. Speaker pro tempore. 
On motion of Mr. Alrichs the reading of the journal was dis- 


required majority, passed the senate. 

Ordered, That the house be informed thereof, and the bi 
turned to that body. 

Mr. Harrington, on behalf of the committee on corporatio: 
whom had been referred the house bill entitled ‘‘An act toa 
sections 5 and 10 of the act entitled ‘An act to incorporat 
town of Frederica,’ passed at Dover, March 8, 1865, and reen: 
March 26, 1885,” reported the same back to the senate favors 

’ On motion of Mr. Fenimore, the bill just reported was tak 
for consideration, and on his further motion was read a third | 
by paragraphs, in order to pass the senate. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass the senate? the yeas 
nays were ordered, which, being taken, were as follows: 

Yeas: Messrs. Alrichs, Fenimore, Hanby, Harrington, M 
Pierce, Pyle, Mr. Speaker pro tempore—8. Nays: None. 

So the question was decided in the affirmative, and the 
having received the required constitutional majority, passed 
senate. 


Mr. Alrichs, on behalf of the committee on judiciary, to whom 
had been referred the house bill entitled ‘‘An act to amend ‘An 
act fixing the salary of the attorney-general, and for other pur- 
poses,’ passed at Dover March 23, 1871, and amended by the act 
entitled ‘An act to amend chapter 36, volume 14, of the Laws of 
Delaware,’ passed at Dover March 24, 1873,” reported the same 
back to the senate favorably. 

On motion of Mr. Pyle the bill just reported was taken up for 
consideration, and, on his further motion, was read a third time 
by paragraphs in order to pass the senate. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass the senate? the question was 
decided in the affirmative; and the bill having received the re- 
quired majority passed the senate. 

Ordered, That the house be informed thereof, and the bill re- 
turned to that body. 

Mr. Alrichs, on behalf of the committee on judiciary, to whom 
had been referred the house bill entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
of Robert Cook, deceased,” reported the same back to the senate 
favorably. Ordered, That the house be informed thereof and the bil! 

On motion of Mr. Moore the bill just reported was taken up for | turned to that body. 
consideration, and on his further motion was read a third time by Mr. Harrington, on behalf of the committee on corporat 
paragraphs in order to the senate. to whom had been referred the house bill entitled ‘“‘ An ac 

On the question, Shall this bill = the senate? it was decided | incorporate the Acetyline Light Company,” reported the 
in the affirmative; and the bill having reseived the required | back to the senate favorably. 
majority passed the senate. On motion of Mr. Pierce, the bill just reported was take: 

Ordered, That the house be informed thereof and the bill re- | for consideration, and, on his further motion, was read a | 
turned to that body. time, by paragraphs, in order to pass the senate. 

Mr. Hastings, clerk of the house, being admitted, informed the On the question, Shall this bill pass the senate? the yeas 
senate that the house had adopted and requested the concurrence | nays were ordered, which, being taken, were as follows: 
of the senate in the following joint resolution entitled: Yeon Messrs. Alrichs, Fenimore, Hanby, Harrington, M: 

Joint resolution in relation to paying William T. Smithers; Pierce, Pyle, Mr. Speaker pro tempore.—8. Nays: None. 

Joint resolution to pay John D. Hawkins, secretary of state. So the question was decided in the affirmative, and the 

On motion of Mr. Hanby, the joint resolution just reported was | having received the required constitutional majority, passe 
taken up for consideration, and further on his motion was adopted. | senate. : 

Ordered, That the house be informed thereof, and the joint reso- Ordered, Thatthe house beinformed thereof,and the billretu 
lution returned to that body. to that body. 

Mr. Hastings, clerk of the house, being admitted, presented for Mr. Harrington, on behalf of the committee on corporat! 
the signature of the speaker of the senate the following duly and | whom had been referred the house bill entitled ‘‘An act to 1: 
correctly enrolled house bills, the same having been signed by the ey the Silverbrook Cemetery Company,” reported the 
speaker of the house: ck to the senate favorably. 

An act to repeal the act limiting judgment liens upon real On motion of Mr. Pierce, the bill just reported was taken 1) 
estate, and for other purposes, at Dover May 4, 1893. consideration, and, on his further motion, was read a third 

An act to amend the act entitled ‘“‘An act fixing the salary of | by paragraphs in order to pass the senate. 
the attorney-general, and for other purposes,” passed at Dover | On the question, Shall this bill pass the senate? the yea 
March 28, 1871, as amended by the act entitled ‘An act to amend | nays were ordered, which, being taken, were as follows: 
chapter 86, volume 14, Laws of Delaware,” passed at Dover Yeas: Messrs. Alrichs, Fenimore, Hanby, Harrington, 
March 24, 1875. Pierce, Pyle, Mr. Speaker pro tempore.—8. Nays: None. 


pensed with. was decided in the affirmative, and the bill, having received 1 
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It was decided in the affirmative, and the bill, having received 
the required constitutional majority, passed the senate. 

Ordered, That the house be informed thereof, and the bill 
returned to that body. : . 

Mr. Hanby, on behalf of the committee on finance, to whom had 
peen referred the house joint resolution entitled ‘‘ Joint resolu- 
tion in relation to paying John R. Nichols: m and Edward Ridgely 
one hundred and twenty-five dollars,” reported the same back to 
the senate favorably with an amendment. : 

Mr. Hastings, clerk of the house, being admitted, returned to 
the senate the following duly and correctly enrolled senate bills, 
the same having been signed by the speaker of both houses: 

An act to divorce Margaret McNabb from her husband, John 
Edward McNabb; - : as 

An act providing for an addition to the State library building. 

Mr. Hastings, clerk of the house, being admitted, informed the 
senate that the house had passed the following senate bills, en- 

itled: 
a act to divorce Katie T. Morris from her husband, Charles 
T. Morris; , 

An act to divorce Bettine McKean Rogers from William H. 

ogers; 
~~ returned the same to the senate. 

Mr. Hastings, clerk of the house, being admitted, informed the 
senate that the house had passed and requested the concurrence 
of the senate in the house bills entitled ‘‘An act relating to the 
defacing of private property; an act to legalize a certain flower as 
the floral emblem of the State.” Also the senate substitute for 
house bill entitled “‘An act in relation to disorderly houses and 
houses of ill fame and assignation.” 

Mr. Harrington, on behalf of the committee on corporations, to 
whom had been referred the second substitute for house bill en- 
titled ‘An act toincorporate the Masonic Hall Company of Lewes,” 
reported the same back to the senate favorably. 

On motion of Mr. Pierce, the bill just reported was taken up for 
consideration, and, on his further motion, was read a third time, by 
paragraphs, in order to pass the senate. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass the Senate? the yeas and nays 
were ordered, which, being taken, were as follows: 

Yeas: Messrs. Alrichs, Fenimore, Harrington, Moore, Pierce, 
Pyle, Mr. Speaker pro tempore—7. Nays: None. 

So the question was decided in the affirmative, and the bill, 
having received the required constitutional majority, passed the 
senate. 

Ordered, That the house be informed thereof and the bill re- 
turned to that body. 

Mr. Alrichs, from the committee on judiciary, to whom had 
been referred the house bill entitled ‘‘An act relating to certain 
lands of the Wellman Iron and Steel Company, in Newcastle 
County,” reported the same back to the senate favorably. 

On motion of Mr. Hanby, the bill just reported was taken up 
for consideration, and, on his further motion, was read a third 
time by paragraphs in order to pass the senate. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass the Senate? the yeas and 
nays were ordered, which, being taken, were as follows: 

Yeas: Messrs. Alrichs, Fenimore, Hanby, Harrington, Moore, 
Pierce, Pyle, Mr. Speaker pro tempore—8. Nays: None. 

It was decided in the affirmative, and the bill, having received 
the required constitutional majority, passed the senate. 

Ordered, That the house be informed thereof, and the bill re- 
turned to that body. 

Mr. Harrington, on behalf of the committee on corporations, 
to whom had been referred the house bill entitled “An act to 
incorporate the Calhoun-Jones Company, of Georgetown, Sussex 
County,” reported the same back to the senate favorably. 

On motion of Mr. Pyle, the bill just reported was taken up for 
consideration, and, on his further motion, was read a third time 
by paragraphs in order to pass the senate. 

On the question, Shall this bill pass the senate? the yeas and nays 
were ordered, which, being taken, were as follows: 

Yeas: Messrs. Alrichs, Fenimore, Hanby, Harrington, Moore, 
Pierce, Pyle, Mr. Speaker pro tempore—8. Nays: None. 

It was decided in the affirmative, and the bill, having received 
the required constitutional majority, passed the senate. 

Ordered, That the house be informed thereof, and the bill re- 
turned to that body. 

Mr. Hastings, clerk of the house, being admitted, informed the 
senate that the house had passed and requested the concurrence 
of the senate in the following house bill entitled ‘‘An act to di- 
vorce Benjamin O. Jacobs from his wife, Victoria W. Jacobs.” 

Mr. Hastings, clerk of the house, being admitted, presented for 
the signature of the speaker of the senate the following duly and 
correctly enrolled house bills, the same having been signed by the 
speaker of the house: 

An act to incorporate the Silverbrook Cemetery Company; 

An act relative to bonds, undertakings, and other obligations 
With surety or sureties, to the acceptance as surety or guarantor 
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thereupon of companies qualified to act as such and to provide a 
uniform system of procedure by and standard of qualifications for 
such companies. 

Mr. Hastings, the clerk of the house, being admitted, returned 
to the senate the following duly and correctly enrolled senate bill, 
the same having been signed by the speakers of both houses: 

An act to divorce Ellen Tatem Pusey from her husband, Joshua 
B. Pusey. 

Mr. Hastings, clerk of the house. being admitted, informed the 
senate that the house had passed the folk 1 UJ 

An act relating to certain lands of the Wellman Iron and Steel 
Company in Newcastle County; 

An act to incorporate Calhor 

An act to incorporate the 
pany; 

An act to divorce Elzey D. Richardson from his wife, Jennie A. 
Richardson; 

And returned the same to the senate. 





Wing senate bills 


in-Jones ( compan y _of George 


town; 


North American Construction Com- 


JOINT MEETING. 

The hour of 12 o’clock m. having arrived, 

The senate, preceded by the speaker and attended by the clerks 
and sergeant-at-arms, proceeded to the hall of the house of repre- 
sentatives for the purpose of voting for a United States Senator, 
in obedience to the act of Congress entitled *‘ An act to regulate 
the time and manner of holding elections for Senators in Con- 
gress,” passed July 25, 1866. 

The two houses being convened in joint session proceeded, ac- 
cording to the provisions of the Constitution and laws of the United 
States and the laws of Delaware, to ballot in joint session for 
United States Senator. 

The speaker of the senate directed the clerks to call the rolls of 
the respective houses, and the members, as their names were called, 
responded by viva voce vote as follows, viz: 

Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely, 

Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely, 

Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely, 

Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 

Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. DuPont. 

Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks, 

Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 
Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks, 
Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridge! 

Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont.. 
Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 


The vote, as above ascertained, having been am nced as 
follows: 

Votes. 

Por Henry A. Du Pont. ......cccco<cesee oa a a la Re a 15 

For Edward Ridgely .-.............--- ‘ Sjettatitimapiaia., ae 

For J. Edward Addicks = ae alain 4 

For Ebe W. Tunneil 7” eae <0 


Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United States 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 

The joint meeting then proceeded to a second ballot, 
resulted as follows: 

Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted f 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely 

Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Harrington, of the senate. voted for Edward Ridgely, 

Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks 

Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 


which 


r Henry A. Du Pont. 
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Mr. 
Mr. 





Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 
Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
ownsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows: 


For Henry A. Du Pont 
For Edward Ridgely -.-.... 
For J. Edward Addicks .. 
Pe Fi IE nda d ace dice nthe testis sacsdncedisenseccedhonmen gumdiniicde 

Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that,no person 
having received a majority of all of the votes cast for United States 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 

The joint meeting then proceeded to a third ballot, which resulted 
as follows: 

Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely, 

Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for John Edward Addicks, 

Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

M:. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mv. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

M+. Morgan, of the house, voted-for Henry A. Du Pont, 

Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 

M~. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

M>-. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 

Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

he vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows: 





Votes. 
Bor Beary A. DG POO 2. .ncceccccccccsccen censtaecctes coccnccccceses seccse 15 
For Edward Ridgely ....... en Rdadevhineonse ancamnt 10 
Fo: J. Edward Addicks .... 4 





For Ebe W. I An ee gee ae ee ea 1 


‘Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person hav- 
in., received a majority of all the votes cast for United States Sen- 
at, there was no election to said office. 

Che joint meeting then proceeded to a fourth ballot, which 
resulted as follows: 

Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for John Edward Addicks, 

Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward a: 

Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ri gely. 

Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 
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Mr. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 
Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 
Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks, 
Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 
Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 
Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont 
The vote as above ascertained having been announced as { 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr 


Vor Heary A. Du Pont... ............0..... Unsisbubbidudeieadctacee oe 
For Edward Ridgely - x 
For John Edward Addicks 
en ee eae che swecedbbaguitesasaceeu<seon 1 

Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no | 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, moved that the two hous 1- 


rate. 
The 


directed the clerks to call the rolls of their respective hoi 
the members having answered as their names were cal! 


result was as follows: 

Yeas: Messrs. Fenimore, Harrington, Pyle, Records, a Mr, 
Speaker, of the senate, and Messrs. Daly, Davis, Killen. Sypherd, 
Watson, of the house—10. 

Nays: Messrs. Alrichs, Hanby, Moore, and Pierce of th: te, 


and Messrs. Ball, Brown, Burton, Fleming, Jolls, Money. \J 
Morgan, Mustard, Pyle, Reybold, Robbins, Townsend, \W\ a 
Wilson, Mr. Speaker, of the house—20. 

So the motion was declared lost, and the joint meeting then 
proceeded to a fifth ballot, which resulted as follows: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


NE PE ONE onan anatea canned tesecuseteccccabesescccccccccse----2ce 19 
For Edward Ridgely ........-... gt a i 10 
For J. Edward Addicks wi 

For Ebe W. Tunnell 


Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no }erso! 
having received the requisite number of the votes cast for Umited 
States Senator, there was no election to said office. 

The joint meeting then proceeded to a sixth ballot, which re 
sulted as follows: 

. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

. Harrington, of the senate, vote] for Edward Ridgely. 
. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

r. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

r. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 


r 
Mr. 


Mr. 


. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Port. 

The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows 
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yeas and nays being called for, the speaker of th« 


Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Burton, of the house voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mustard,of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 
Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 








Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
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Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. i of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 

Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Robbins, of tle house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows: 


Votes 
For Henry A. Du Pont -.-...-..--------- Seinhatsenebeasnen sont iecntnawensgsnd 15 
toe inks cns seen cied ones audancccssndscesvaceesnsencceseusees . 10 
i  nisiwin oncendcscecensconncnctencasece Te eaten anata 4 


ie ciivkidendisase cécncantsssineseavecntenscecasccsanese 


Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United States 


Senator, there was no election to said office. 


The joint meeting then proceeded to a seventh ballot, which 


resulted as follows: 
Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks, 
Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely, 
Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 
Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 
Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks, 
Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows: 


Votes. 
ES RlapenasiNadmer caches 15 
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Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United States 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 

The joint meeting then proceeded to an eighth ballot, which 
resulted as follows: 

Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
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Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 

Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
The vote as above ascertained having been arnounced as follows: 
Vote 


2p 


For Henry A. Du Pont 
For Edward Ridgely .............. 
For J.Edward Addicks 
For Ebe W. Tunnell 


“eon 


Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United States 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 

The joint meeting then proceeded to a ninth ballot 
resulted as follows: 

Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely, 

Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 

Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 

Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Heney A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows: 


, Which 


VY otes 
For Henry A. Du Pont-.-..........- ini ahaa alan a Lh 
For Edward Ridgley --.....-...-. aie i jeiahiinied a lO 
For J. Edward Addicks--.....-.-- t 
For Ebe W. Tunnell -...--.-..-. “ l 


Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United States 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, moved that the two houses sepa- 
rate. 

The yeas and nays being called for, the speaker of the senate 
directed the clerks to call the rolls of their respective houses, and 
the members having answered as their names were called, the 
result was as follows: 

Yeas: Messrs. Fenimore, Hanby, Harrington, Pyle, Records, 
and Mr. Speaker, of the senate, and Messrs. Daly, Davis, Killen, 
Mustard, Sypherd, and Watson, of the house—12. 

Nays: Messrs. Alrichs, Moore, and Pierce, of the senate, and 
Messrs. Ball, Brown, Burton, Fleming, Jolls, Money, Moore, Mor- 
gan, Pyle, Reybold, Robbins, Townsend, Walker, Wilson, and Mr. 
Speaker, of the house—18. 

So the motion was declared lost, and the joint meeting then pro- 
ceeded to a tenth ballot, which resulted as follows: 

Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for John Edward Addicks, 
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Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edwa a ; 

Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ri gely. 

Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Pont. 
Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 
Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 
Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted f-* J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted fur “dward Ridgely. 
Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted fo. Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows: 


Votes. 
Ne eee schist eiiinabse Keema meee 1 
I a as sipaaiaalaadimaibdlaauniin ial 10 
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Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person 
having received a tnajority of all the votes cast for United States 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 

The joint meeting then proceeded to an eleventh ballot, which 
resulted as follows: 

Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Punt. 

Mr. Pierce of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Burton, of the houses vote¢ ‘or Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Daly, of the house, voted icr Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ri i 

Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 

Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 

Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows, 


Votes, 
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Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United States 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 

The joint meeting then proceeded to a twelfth ballot, which 
resulted as follows: 

Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward a , 

Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks, 

Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for wes A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edwar yO , 

Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward idgel > 

Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward oe y; 

Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 

Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ri y. 

Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Pont. 
Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
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. Killen, of the house, voted fc - Edward Ridgely. 
, Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks, 

. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell, 

. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks, 

. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 


Mr, 
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Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 


The vote as aboveascertained having been announced, as follo 
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Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no per: 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United Stat, 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 
The joint meeting then proceeded to a thirteenth bailot, whi 
resulted as follows: 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
'. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

', Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

, Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely, 

. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

-, Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

*. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
r. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
r. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
. Jolis, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

r, Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

r. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

‘. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 


Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tumnell. 
Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Watson, of the house, voted for Edgar Ridgely. 
Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 


The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows: 


Vv 
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Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no per 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United Sta 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 


Mr. 


Fenimore, of thesenate, moved that the two houses separ! 


The yeas and nays being called for, the speaker of the sen: 
directed the clerks to call the rolls of their respective houses, a1 
the members having answered as their names were called, 1 
result was as follows: 

Yeas: Messrs. Fenimore, Harrington, Moore, Pierce, P) 
Records, Mr. Speaker, of the senate, and Messrs. Daly, J 
Sypherd, of the house—10. 

Nays: Messrs. Alrichs, Hanby, of the senate, and Messrs. D 
Brown, Burton, Davis, Fleming, Killen, Money, Moore, Morg 
Mustard, Pyle, Reybold, Robbins, Townsend, Walker, Wat: 
Wilson, Mr. Speaker, of the house—20. ‘ 

The motion was declared lost, and the joint meeting procee 
to a fourteenth ballot, which resulted as follows: 


. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 


Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 


. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

. Ball, of the house, voted for John Edward Addicks. 
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Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Moore, of the house voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 
Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 


The vote, asaboveascertained, having been announced as follows: 


For Henry A. Du Pont 


For Edward Ridgely - -...-------------------+-----220----2---- +2 22+ ee 2 eee 


For J. Edward Addicks. .......--..-.- we encewewenwecenensnececencenecceeeee- 
For Ebe W. Turmell..-..-..----- gen Seectaccrecerecccconwoese 


Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no persor 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United States 


Senator, there was no election to said office. 


The joint meeting then proceeded to a fifteenth ballot, which | 


resulted as follows: 
Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for John Edward Addicks, 
Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr, Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 
Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 
Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 


The vote, asabove ascertained, having been announced as follows: 
Votes 


For Henry A. Du Pont 


Ce nc cececceanedacdesacces 


Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person | 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United States | 


Senator, there was no election to said office. 


The joint meeting then proceeded to a sixteenth ballot, which 


resulted as follows: 
Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr, Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr, Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr, Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. re of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 
Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
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Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 
Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont 
Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 


. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 


Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. \/ilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont 

The vote as above ascertained having been announcedas follows: 

V otes 

x Henry A. Du Pont -......-. ee 
‘or Edward Ridgely ......... , a 
r J. Edward Addicks , « = 
‘or Ebe W. Tunnell . l 


Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person 
ay ing received a major ty 
senator, there was no election to said office 

The joint meeting then proceeded to a seventeenth ballot, which 
resulted as follows: 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


of all the votes cast for United States 


Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely, 
Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Px ; 
Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridge! 


mit. 


\ 


Records, of the senate, yoted for Edward Ridgely, 


. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 


gall, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addivks 
Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Burton, of fhe house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely 
Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Jolis, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 
Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 
Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A Du Pont. 


Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows 

Votes 

‘or Henry A. Du Pont . ‘ ‘ . b 
‘or Edward Ridgely . 10 
‘or J. Edward Addicks 4 
‘or Ebe W. Tunnell l 

Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that. no person hav- 
ing received a majority of all the votes cast for United States Sen- 

| ator, there was no election to said office 

The joint meeting then proceeded to an eighteent! t, which 
resulted as follows: 

Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A Du Pont. 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Add 

Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely, 

Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 

Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgels 

Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgel 

Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Dr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 

Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks, 

Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 

Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 

Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
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Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows: 





Votes. 
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Thereupon, the speaker of the senate declared that, no person 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United States 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, moved that the joint meeting take 
a recess for one hour. 

Tho yeas and nays being called for, the speaker of the senate 
directed the clerks to call the rolls of the respective houses, and 
the members having answered as their names were called, the 
result was as follows: 

Yeas: Messrs. Fenimore, Hanby, Harrington, Pyle, Records, 
and Mr. Speaker, of the senate, and Messrs. Daly, Davis, Killen, 
Mustard, Sypherd, and Watson, of the house—12. 

Nays: Messrs. AlJrichs, Moore, and Pierce, of the senate, and 
Messrs. Ball, Brown, Burton, Fleming, Jolls, Money, Moore, 
Morgan, Pyle, Reyboid, Robbins, Townsend, Walker, Wilson, 
and Mr. Speaker, of the house—18. 

The motion was declared lost and the joint meeting then pro- 
ceeded to a nineteenth ballot, which onlied as follows: 

Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. ‘+ 

Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 
. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
, Robbins of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks, 
. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 


Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Speaker, of the house, veted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows: 

Votes. 
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Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United States 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 

The joint meeting then proceeded to a twentieth ballot, which 
resulted as follows: 

Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely, 

Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks, 

Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward ‘Addicks. 

Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Pont. 
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Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

r. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 

. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell, 

. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks, 
. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 

Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

The vote as above ascertained having been announced as fo] 
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Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United States 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 

The joint meeting then proceeded to a twenty-first ballot, which 
resulted as follows: 

r. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely, 
. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 





Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for John Edward Addicks, 
Mr, Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Burion, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 


. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 
Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgley. 

. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks, 

. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 

. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows: 
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Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person 
having received a majority ot all the votes cast for United Stat 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 

Mr. Records, of the senate, moved that the two houses sepa! 
The yeas and nays being called for, the speaker of the 
directed the clerks to call the rolls of their respective houses 
the members having answered as their names were callo 

result was as follows: 

Yeas: Messrs. Fenimore, Harrington, Pyle,Records, Mr. Sp: 
of the senate, and Messrs. Daly, Davis, Killen, Mustard, Sy} 
Watson, of the house—11. 

Nays: Messrs. Alrichs, Hanby, Moore, Pierce, of the senat 
Messrs. Ball, Brown, Burton, Fleming, Jolls, Money, Moo 
gan, Pyle, Reybold, Robbins, Townsend, Walker, Wilson, \r. ; 

speaker, of the house—19. 

The motion was declared lost, and the joint meeting then pro 
ceeded to a twenty-second ballot, which resulted as follows 

Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
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Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 
Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
wr. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Heury A. Du Pont. 
The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows: 


Votes 
For Henry A. Du Pont... .--...--..22---000-- 22-220 -002 ene one e ene eee 5 
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For Ebe W. Tunnell -....- a dis é Sedan cKduaaans <scewsenacece l 
Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person 


having received a majority of all the votes cast for United States 


Senator, there was no election to said office. 
The joint meeting then proceeded to a twenty-third ballot, 
which resulted as follows: 
Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 
Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 
Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted for J..-Edward Addicks, 
Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 
Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows: 





Votes 
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Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person | 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United States | 


Senator, there was no election to said office. 
The joint meeting then proceeded to a twenty-fourth ballot, 
which resulted as follows. 
Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely, 
Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
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1849 
Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 
Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks, 
Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Tewnsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows: 


Vi tes 
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Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person 
| having received a majority of all the votes cast for United States 
Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, moved that the two houses separate. 
The joint meeting then proceeded to a twenty-fifth ballot, which 
resulted as follows: 
Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
| Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for John Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks, 
Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 
Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Wilson, of the house, veted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows: 


Votes, 

lt i i Se ass Cccnuibemmemdmadueibedidn Site hiaicaledeas 1S 
0 ID oi cccnccsteaieiasceesdnensiewessosnncncases 10 
| For J. Edward Addicks piled saath ite abe eile we aa 4 
For Ebe W. Tunnell . .......-..... itech ; : aa 1 


Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United States 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 

The joint meeting then proceeded to a twenty-sixth ballot, which 
| resulted as follows: 

Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for John Edward Addicks, 
Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely 
Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Meore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
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Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 


Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows: 


; wine, 
For Henry A. Du Pont . neaktiidemvae eintshimiiatwidpeanengowuin 
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Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United States 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 

Mr. Dal y, of the house, moved that the joint meeting take a 
recess for ten minutes. 

The yeas and nays being called for, the speaker of the senate 
directed the clerks to call the rolls of their respective houses, and 
the members having answered as their names were called, the 
result was as follows: 

Yeas: Messrs. Fenimore, Harrington, Pyle, Records, Mr. 
Speaker, of the senate, and Messrs. Daly, Davis, Killen, Mustard, 
Sypherd, Watson, of the house—11. 

Nays: Messrs. Alrichs, Hanby, Moore, Pierce, of the senate, 
aad Messrs. Ball, Brown, Burton, Fleming, Jolls, Money, Moore, 
Morgan, Pyle, Reybold, Robbins, Townsend, Walker, Wilson, 
Mr. Spenker, of the house—19. 

The motion was declared lost and the joint meeting then pro- 
ceeded to a twenty-seventh ballot, which resulted as follows: 

Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edward er: 

Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Edward. Ridgely. 

Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont, 

Mr. Jolis, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Money, of the house voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Moore, ‘of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 

Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Reybold, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 

Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

The vote as above ascertained having been announced as follows: 

votes, 
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Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no person 


having received a majority of all the votes cast for United States 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 
The joint meetin 
which resulted as follows: 
Mr. Alrichs, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Fenimore, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Hanby, of the senate, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Harrington, of the senate, voted for Edward Ridgely. 
Mr. Moore, of the senate, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pierce, of the senate, voted for ae A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Pyle, of the senate, voted for Edwar —E y- 
Mr. Records, of the senate, voted for Edward aay: 
Mr. Speaker, of the senate, voted for Edward Ri 
Mr. Ball, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addic 
Mr. Brown, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Burton, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Daly, of the house, voted for Ed: vard Ridgely. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





then proceeded to a twenty-eighth ballot, 
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Mr. Davis, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Fleming, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Jolls, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. Killen, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Money, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Moore, of the house, voted for J. Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Morgan, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Mustard, of the house, voted for Ebe W. Tunnell. 
Mr. Pyle, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 

Mr. ae ey of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Robbins, of the house, voted for ? Edward Addicks. 
Mr. Sypherd, of the house, voted for Kdwuard Ridgely. 
Mr. Townsend, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Walker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Watson, of the house, voted for Edward Ridgely. 

Mr. Wilson, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
Mr. Speaker, of the house, voted for Henry A. Du Pont. 
The vote as above ascertained having been announced as folloy 
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Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared that, no pe: 
having received a majority of all the votes cast for United Sta 
Senator, there was no election to said office. 

Mr. Records, of the senate, moved that the two houses separa 

The yeas and nays being called for, the speaker of the sen 
directed the clerks to call the rolls of their respective houses, :11 
the members having answered as their names were called, t! 
result was as follows: ‘ 

Yeas: Messrs. Fenimore, Hanby, Harrington, Pyle, Recor 
Mr. Speaker, of the senate, and Messrs. Daly, Davis, Killen, M 

tard, Sypherd, Watson, of the house—12. 

Nays: Messrs. Alrichs, Moore, and Pierce, of the senate, 
Messrs. Ball, Brown, Burton, Fleming, Jolls, Money, Mo 
Morgan, Pyle, Reybold, Robbins, Townsend, Walker, Wil: 
and Mr. Speaker, of the house—18. 

The motion having failed to receive the required majority \ 
declared lost. 

Mr. Davis, of the house, moved that the joint meeting tak 
recess for five minutes. 

The yeas and nays being calied ‘for, the speaker of the s 
directed the clerks to call the rolls of their respective houses, a 
the members having auswered as their names were called, 
result was as follows: 

Yeas: Messrs. Fenimore, Hanby, Harrington, Pyle, Records, } 
Speaker, of the senate, and Messrs. Daly, Davis, Killen, Must: 
Sypherd, Watson, of the house—12. 

Nays: Messrs. Alrichs, Moore, Pierce? of the senate, and Mes 
Ball, Brown, Burton, Fleming, Jolls, Money, Moore, Morg 
Pyle, Reybold, Robbins, Townsend, Walker, Wilson, Mr. Spea 
of the house—18. 

The motion having failed to receive the required majority, \ 
declared lost. 

Mr. Records, of the senate, moved that the two houses separ: 

The yeas aud nays being called for, the speaker of the se: 
directed the clerks to call the rolls of their respective houses, « 
the members having answered as their names were called, | 
result was as follows: 

Yeas: Messrs. Fenimore, Harrington, Pyle, Records, and ° 
Speaker, of the senate, and Messrs. Daly, Davis, Killen, Must 
Sypherd, and Watson, of the house—11. 

Nays: Messrs. Alrichs, Hanby, Moore, and Pierce. of the 
and Messrs. Ball, Brown, Burton, Fleming, Jolls, Money a 
Morgan, Pyle, Reybold, Robbins, T ownsend, Walker, Wils 
Mr. Speaker, of the house—19. 

The motion having failed to receive the required majority 


1 declared lost. 


The hour fixed for adjournment sine die having arrived, | 
aad of the senate declared the legislature adjourned wit 
day. 

Attest: 

C, A. HASTINGS, 
Clerk of the Sena 


AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN M. C. MOORE. 


In the matter of the claim of Henry A. Du Pont toa seat in 
Senate of the United States as Senator from the State of 
ware for the term beginning on the 4th day of March, A 
1895, and ending on the 4th day of March, A. D. 1901. 


STATE OF DELAWARE, Newcastle County, ss: 

Be it remembered that on this 14th day of January, A. D. |* 
before me, Edwin R. Cochran, jr., a notary public for the St 
of Delaware for the county oresaid, personally comes Jo! 
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M. C. Moore, who, being by me first duly sworn according to law, 
2S says: 
deposes anv esides in the town of Bethel, Broad Creck Hundred, 
cussex County, and State of Delaware; that he was elected sena- 
tor of said State from Sussex County at the last general election, 
held on the 6th day of November, A. D. 1894, and took his seat as 
J — < D. 1895; that he was present in the senate chamber 
tT over, Del., on Thursday, the 9th day of May, A, D. 1895, at 
11 o'clock a. m., that being the time and place at which the final 
legislative session of the said senate for the session of 1895 was 
held; that he was present when the said legislative session was 
called to order, and remained in the senate chamber until the 


senate proceeded to the hall of the house of representatives to 
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f the senate of the State of Delaware on the ist day of | 


take part in the proceedings of the joint assembly for the election | 


of a United States Senator; that when the senate convened in the 
said final legislative session, at 11 o'clock a. m., on the said 9th 
day of May, A.D. 1895, William T. Records, speaker pro tempore, 
occupied the speaker's chair and presided over the session, received 
and put motions, and voted on bills; that the said William T. 
Records, speaker pro tempore, continued to occupy the speaker's 
chair until near the hour of 12 o’clock noon, and until the senate 
was just about to proceed to the hall of the house of representa- 
tives to take part in the joint assembly for the purpose of electing 
a United States Senator; that while the said William T. Records, 
speaker pro tempore, occupied the speaker’s chair as aforesaid, 


being from the beginning of the session at 11 o’clock until within | 


afew minutes before 12 o’clock noon, Governor William T. Wat- 


son did not receive and put motions, and did not vote on bills | 


then pending before the senate, and did not in any manner par- 
ticipate in the legislative functions of a senator; that on the day 
of the said last session of the senate of Delaware, while William 
T, Records, speaker pro tempore, occupied the speaker's chair, 
near the hour of noon on that day, being, so far as I can remem- 
ber. about 15 minutes of 12 o’clock, Governor William T. Watson 
came into the senate chamber and occupied a chair beside me at 
my desk. 

The conversation which occurred between us was as follows: 


Governor Watson said to me, ‘‘ Mr. Moore, I want to talk with | : 


Is Mr. Massey out 


you. I believe you will tell me just as it is. = 
° 


of this thing?” I said to him in reply, ‘‘ Governor, he is. 


are not going to cast another ballot for Mr. Massey nor no other | 
man who has been balloted for except Henry A. Du Pont. He 


will be elected on the first ballot in the joint session.” To which 
Governor Watson replied to me, ‘‘If that be the case, I shall take 


my seat.” Against this I remonstrated, and said to him, ‘‘Gov- | 


ernor, I hops you will not do it. I think too much of you asa 
man for you to do it.” That was the last of our conversation. 
He made no reply to my remonstrance. He arose and went over 
to the desk of George Fisher Pierce, a senator and one of my 


colleagues from Sussex County, where I saw him take a seat near | 


Senator Pierce. That deponent remembers that William T. 
Records, speaker pro tempore, just about the hour of 12 o'clock 
noon on the said 9th day of May, A. D. 1895, left the speaker's 
chair, whereupon Governor William T. Watson proceeded to 
occupy the said speaker’s chair; and this deponent remembers 
that after the said Governor William T. Watson took his seat as 
aforesaid he took part in no legislative functions of the senate 
other than what related to proceeding to the hall of the house of 


representatives, by the senate, for the purpose of attending the | 


joint assembly to elect a United States Senator; that Governor 
Watson announced, “‘ The hour of 12 having arrived, the senate 
will proceed to take part in the joint assembly;” that the said 
depouent attended the session of the legislature of Delaware from 
the dayon which it was convened, to wit, onthe Ist day of January, 
A. D. 1895, until the day of its adjournment without day on the Ist 
day of May, A. D. 1895, excepting a period covering about a 
week occurring during the lifetime of Governor Marvil, and ex- 
cepting about one day during the period following the taking the 
oath of office as governor by William T. Watson; that after the 


said William T. Watson took the oath of office as governor at | 
the time of the death of the then Governor Joshua Marvil he | 
never took part in the legislative functions of the senate; that he | 


never joined the senators in the discharge of their duties except 
on the last day of the session, as hereinbefore set forth; that dur- 


ing the session of the legislature of Delaware, convened at Dover | 


on the ist day of January, A. D. 1895, and lasting until the 9th 
day of May, A. D. 1895, it was well known to Governor William 
T. Watson that this deponent had, with others, throughout the 


said session of the legislature, voted for George V. Massey for | 


United States Senator, and your deponent was led to believe 
by the acts and words of Governor William T. Watson, and does 
lieve, that he, Governor Watson, would not have undertaken 
to participate in the election of a United States Senator on the 


last day of the session as above set forthif he had not assured | 


famenll that this deponent would not continue voting for the said 
torge V. Massey, and that the said deponent was led to believe 
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| by the acts and words of Governor William T. Watson, and does 
| believe that he, the said Governor Watson, undertook to participate 
in the election of a United States Senator on the said last day of 
the session of 1895, to wit, on the 9th day of May, 1895, inorder to 


prevent the election of Henry A. Du Pont a 
from the State of Delaware. 


s United States Senator 


JOHN M. C. MOORE. 
Sworn and subscribed to before me the day and year first above 
written, as witness my hand and official seal. 
[SEAL. ] EDWARD R. COCHRAN, Jr., 
Notary Public. 


AFFIDAVIT OF GEORGE F. PIERCE. 


In the matter of the claim of Henry A. Du Pont to a seat 
Senate of the United States as Senator from the State of Dela 
ware for the term beginning on the 4th day of March, A. D. 
and ending on the 4th day of March, A. D. 1901 

STATE OF DELAWARE, New 
On this 13th day of January, A. D. 1896, before me, Edward G. 

Cook, a notary public for the 


at 
in tne 


LSU, 


astle County. ss: 


State of Delaware for the county 

aforesaid, personally comes George Fisher Pierce, who, being by 
| me first duly sworn according to law, doth depose and say that 
he resides at Milford, Sussex County and State of Delaware; that 


he is a member of the senate of said State, having been elected a 


the general election held on November 6, 1894, and took his seat 
in said senate on the ist day of January, 1895; that he was ] 
| ent in the senate at its final session, which convened at 11 a. m 
| on Thursday, May 9, 1895, and after a session of one hour ended 


at noon on said day, when the senate, without motion, proceeded 
to the hall of the house of representatives and took part in the 
joint assembly then convened for the election of a Unit 
Senator; that during said hour—from 11 until 12 o’clock—t! 

senate was presided over by William T. Records, its speaker; 


1 States 


that about ten minutes before the hour of noon William T. Wat 
son, governor of the State of Delaware, being in the chamber 
| came and took a seat alongside of this deponent, and said to hin 


‘l am going into the joint assem ily and vote for a n 


This deponent said: ‘‘ You are going to do what?” He answered: 


| ‘I am going to preside over the joint assembly to-day and vote 
for a United States Senator.” This deponent then said: ** Do you 
think that is right?” Governor Watson answered: ** No, I do 


not; but my party has overruled me.” This deponent answer 
‘ Then I suppose there is nothing I can say now that would chan 
your mind,” to which Watson replied: ‘* No; 
made up.” 

| Throughout the hour William T. Records presided as speak 


my mind is fully 


| put all motions, and performed all the duties belonging to f 

| fice. Just as the hour of 12 arrived, and the senate we D to 
proceed to the hall of the house of representatives take part in 
the joint assembly, William 7 Records left the speak s cl iT, 
William T. Watson took it, and all he did, to the best of | 
ponent’s recollection, as speaker, was to announce that, ‘* The 


hour of 12 having arrived, the senate 
the joint assembly.” 

On the day following, between the hours of 11 and 12, in the 
town of Milford, where we both reside, I met Governor Watson 
at the Central Hotel. Several persons were pri t { 
I recollect Napoleon Gray, though I can not rem er who 
| Others were. They were sitting in 

mercial travelers for exposing their sampilé 

was sitting there, William T. Watson took a paper ont } 

pocket, and without saying anything handed i 

and handed it back to him without saying anything. The 

as I recollect it to th 
as follows: ‘* We, the 

John Edward Addic! 


will proceed to take part in 


aroom generally u l by com 


best of my knowledg 
undersigned, pledge outselves to -vote for 
s first. last, and all the time Lt} 






was a line or two more, but I can not recollect w it w This 
paper was signed by Newell Ball, Charles M , John Robbins, and 
Robert J. Hanby. The first three were members of the house of 
representatives, and Mr. Hanby was a member of the senat 


GEO. F. 


and year a 


PIERCE. 


Sworn and subscribed before m: foresaid. 
Witness my hand and seal of offi 
[SEAL. ] EDWARD G. COOK, 


Notary Publie. 


AFFIDAVIT OF SAMUEL ALRICHS 


In the matter of the claim of Henry A. Du Pont to a seat in the 
Senate of the United States as Senator from the State of Dela- 
ware for the term beginning on the 4th day of March, A. D. 
1895, and ending on the 4th day of March, A. D. 1901. 

STATE OF DELAWARE, Newcastle County, 8s: 

Be it remembered that on this 13th day of January, A. D. 
before me, Edward G. Cook, a notary public of the State of Dela- 
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ware for the county aforesaid, personally came Samuel Alrichs, 
who, being by me first duly sworn according to iaw, deposes and 


78: 

That he resides at Glasgow, in Pencader Hundred, Newcastle 
County and State of Delaware; that he was elected senator of said 
State at the last general election, held on the 6th day of Novem- 
ber, A. D. 1894, and took his seat as a member of the senate on the 
ist day of January, A. D. 1895; that he was present at the final 
legislative session of the senate, held between the hours of 11 o’clock 
a. m. and 12 o’clock noon on the 9th day of May, A. D. 1895; that this 
deponent was present throughout the entire session; that he pre- 
sented, as chairman of the committee on judiciary, a number of 
bills during that session, and that he voted on all bills and motions 
that were before the senate; that William T. Records was the 
speaker in the chair when the motions were put by this deponent 
on the bills aforesaid; that William T. Watson entered the cham- 
ber shortly before the hour of noon, but did not take the chair 
until just after the legislative business was ended, and just as 
the senate was about to proceed to the hall of the house of repre- 
sentatives to take part in the joint assembly for the election of a 
United States Senator; that this deponent has norecollection that 
the said William T. Watson presided, or undertook to preside, 
over the senate during said session that morning, or that he put 
any motigns, voted on any bills or other motions whatever as sena- 
tor or speaker until just as the senate was about to proceed to the 
hall of the house of representatives to take part in the joint assem- 
bly, when he took the chair, and made the announcement that 
the hour jad come for that purpose, and proceeded at the head of 
the senats: to the hal! of the house of representatives. 

SAMUEL ALRICHS. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 13th day of January, 
A. D. 1885. 
- witness whereof I have hereunto affixed my hand and official 
seal. 
[SEAL.} EDWARD G. COOK, 
Notary Public. 


AFFIDAVIT OF EDGAR T. HASTINGS. 


In the matter of the claim of Henry A. Du Pont to a seat in the 
Senate of the United States as Senator from the State of Deia- 
ware for the term beginning on the 4th day of March, A. D. 
1895, and ending on the 4th day of March, 1901. 


STATE OF DELAWARE, Newcastle County, 8s: 


Be it remembered that on this 14th day of January, A. D. 1896, 
before me, Edward G. Cook, a notary public of the State of Del- 
aware, for the county aforesaid, personally appeared Edgar T. 
Hastings, who, being by me first duly sworn according to law, 
doth depose and say: I reside at Millsboro, in Sussex County, in 
the State of Delaware. Iam 47 years of age and upward. Iam 
the clerk of the house of representatives of the State of Delaware, 
having been elected thereto at its organization on the 1st day of 
January, A. D. 1895. As clerk of the house, I recorded the pro- 
ceedings of the legislative sessions of that body, and also of the 
joint assembly of the two houses of the legislature of the State of 

laware as convened for the election of a United States Senator 
from the State of Delaware. Both the house of representatives 
and the senate held their last legislative session between the hours 
of 11 a, m. and 12 noon on Thursday, the 9th day of May, A. D. 
1895. 

From the time of the death of Governor Marvil, William T. 
Watson, theretofore speaker of the senate, took no part in its meet- 
ings, and did not preside in said body at any time that I was there- 
in, nor did he take any part in the legislative proceedings until 
the reassembling of the joint assembly for the election of a United 
States Senator at noon on the 9th day of May aforesaid, when he 
appeared and presided, and voted in said joint assembly until he 
declared it adjourned sine die at 3 p.m. During the hour be- 
tween 11 a. m. and 12 o’clock noon on the 9th day of May, I had 
occasion frequently to present to the senate various legislative 
messages from the house, as appears by the record of the senate 
for that hour and day. At no time during that hour when I was 
present did Gov. William T. Watson occupy the chair as speaker 
or take any part in the business of the Senate. 

There were a t many bills pending at the time of the ad- 
journment sine die of the legislature on that day, and a great deal 
of legislative business was left unfinished. The adjournment 
sine die took place by reason of a joint resolution of the two 
houses, passed a week or two previously. This left a great pres- 
sure upon each house on the part of those interested in legislation 
to get their bills passed before the meeting of the joint assembly 
at noon on that day, and each house was kept busy by nn 
proceedings until the very moment of the meeting of the joint 
assembly. At no time during which I was present in the senate, 


conveying messages from the house of representatives as i 
from the beginning of the session of the senate at 11 0’ 
that day until the last day I was there previous to the ; 
sembly meeting, did I see Governor Watson in the chair 
wise acting as speaker of the senate. 

EDGAR T. HASTIN«s. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 14th day of Jannapy 
A. D. 1896. 


In witness whereof I have hereunto affixed my hand and ial 
seal. 
[SEAL. } EDWARD G. COOK 
Notary | ¢, 


AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN 8S. PRETTYMAN, JR. 
STATE OF DELAWARE, County of Sussex, ss: 
Be it remembered that on this 14th day of January, A. D. {x9 


before me, Philip 8S. Graham, a notary public of the State 
ware, for the county aforesaid, personally comes John S. P; 
man, jr., who, being first duly sworn by me according tv |,w. 
deposes and says: 

oo 35 years of age and upward, and reside in the 
Milford, Sussex County, and State of Delaware. 

On Thursday, the 9th day of May, A. D. 1895, upon the arri 
of the 6.45 p. m. train, I walked from the railroad station at Mj 
ford, Del., into the center of the town, about one-quarter of a 
mile in distance, with William T. Watson, governor of Delaware, 
This was the day the Delaware legislature adjourned aft:r ¢) 
contest for the election of a United States Senator, in whi 


governor presided in the joint assembly as speaker. During this 
walk Governor Watson said to me that when he went to Dover 
on the morning of that day he did not expect to preside as speaker 
of the senate, believing that he did not have a legal right to act 


as governor and senator. After reaching Dover, in response to 
the influence of party leaders, he reversed this decision, and con- 
sented to enter the senate and claim his rights as speaker. In 
doing this, he said, he put aside his own judgment, and acted 
upon the judgment of those whom he regarded as well qualified 
to advise. He also said that if anyone would convince hii that 
he had acted illegally in the matter he would sign Mr. Du Pont’s 
certificate of election. 

On Friday, following this conversation, I met Governor Watson 
about 11.30 a, m. in T. F. Hammersley’s drug store, in Milford. 
I said to him that the fact of the Speaker of the United States 
Senate abandoning his functions as Senator upon becoming Presi- 
dent of the United States might have some weight with the Senate 
in considering the seating of Mr. Du Pont. He seemed indignant, 
and blurted out in an angry manner: ‘‘ What’s that got to do with 
it? If you would read alittle you might know something.” I 
replied quietly that his remark was a very foolish one; that [ did 
not know that he had ever been credited with superior wisdom 
or learning, and that neither of our opinions was worth very 
much in the matter. He then quickly and excitedly drew from 
his pocket a folded piece of writing paper and said: ‘‘ Read this.” 
I took the paper and read the writing through. It was an agree 


ment between Robert J. Hanby, Newall Ball, Charles Moore, and 
John Robbins, members of the Delaware legislature, signe with 
their names and to the effect that they would vote for J. Edward 
Addicks for United States Senator and that they would not vote 
for anyone else, even though no Senator should be elected. As 


I passed the paper back to the governor he said: ‘‘ Wouldnt you 
have acted asl did under such circumstances?” I evaded his 
question by saying, ‘‘Are the signatures genuine ?” and he replied, 
**Of course they are; look again;” and he passed the paper to me 
for the second time. 

I read it through again and examined the signatures, remarking 
that I was not familiar with the autographs of these men, !)uii that 
the names were in different handwritings. He said that he was 
not familiar with the autographs of the men, but that he 
the names were genuine. The governor also said that this 
ment was brought to him to induce him to take part in | 
joint assembly of the legislature, and, influenced by it, t 
the advice of others, he consented to preside as speaker 
body, and did so preside upon the day mentioned. He ! 
said that the Reputticnns had every opportunity to elect a> 
and had failed to do so, and of course he preferred that the |) 
cratic party should have a representative in the United >tat 
Senate from Delaware rather than the Republican party. 

J.S. PRETTYMAN, Jk. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 14th day of January, 
A. D. 1896. 
Witness my hand and official seal. 
(SEAL. ] PHILIP 8S. GRAHAM. 
Notary Public 


i ne i 
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AFFIDAVIT OF FRANK REEDY.” 


In the matter of the claim of 
Senate of the United States as Senator from the State of Dela- 


ware for the term beginning on the 4th day of March, A. D. 1895, | 


and ending on the 4th day of March, A. D. 1901. 
STATE OF DELAWARE, Newcastle County, ss: 


Be it remembered that on this 13th day of January, A. D. 1896, 


before me, Edward G. Cook, a notary public of the State of Dela- | 


ware for the county aforesaid, personally comes Frank Reedy, 


who, being first duly sworn by me according to law, deposes and | 


says: 
[am ] 
Milford, in Kent County and State of Delaware. 


On Friday, the 10th day of May, A. D. 1895, about 10 o'clock | 
a. m.,1 met William T, Watson, governor of the State of Delaware, | 


in the town of Milford, where we both reside, that being the day 
after the adjournment of the general assembly and the ending of 
the contest for the election of a United States Senator. Governor 


Watson said to me, ‘* You fellows ought not to be so hard on me | 


for not electing a United States Senator; you ought to blame those 
other four men.” 


did if you had not gone before.” 
go in until I had the best legal talent of the party advising me so 
to do, and not until I had got this;” and he handed me a paper. 
This paper, as well as I can remember, read about as follows: 
«“ We, the undersigned, hereby pledge ourselves to vote for John 
Edward Addicks first, last, and all the time.” There may have 


been a couple more lines, but I can not remember where or what 


they were. ; 

This paper was signed by Charles Moore, Newall Ball, John 
Robbins, and Robert J. Hanby. The first three were members of 
the house of representatives of the State, and the said Hanby 
was a member of the senate. 

Squire Robert J. Beswick came up about that time and I handed 
the paper back to Governor Watson without anything further 
being said by either of us. 

FRANK REEDY. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 13th day of January, 
A. D. 1896. 

Witness my hand and official seal. 

[SEAL.] EDWARD G. COOK, 

Notary Public. 


AFFIDAVIT OF GEORGE L. TOWNSEND. 


In the matter of the claim of Henry A. Du Pont to a seat in the | 


Senate of the United States as Senator from the State of Dela- 
ware for the term beginning on the 4th day of March, A. D. 
1895, and ending on the 4ih day of March, A. D. 1901. 

UnrITeD STATES OF AMERICA, District of Delaware, ss: 

On this 13th day of January, A. D. 1896, before me, S. Rod- 
mond Smith, United States commissioner, duly appointed by the 
circuit court of the United States for the district of Delaware, 
personally appeared George L. Townsend, who being by me first 
duly sworn according to law, doth depose and say: 

That he resides at Odessa, in the county of Newcastle and State 


of Delaware; that shortly after 12 o’clock noon on the 9th day of | 
May, A. D. 1895, he entered the hall of the house of representa- | 
tives of the State of Delaware, in the State capitol at Dover, | 


while the joint assembly of the two houses of the general assem- 
bly was convened in said room in the election of a United States 


Senator from the State of Delaware, and remained in said room | 
most of the time until the final adjournment of that body at 3 | 


o'clock p, m. on that day. 
That the chair was occupied by William T. Watson, the gov- 
ernor of the State, as speaker, while this deponent was present as 


aforesaid, and that, while the said William T. Watson was thus | 


peaane as the speaker of the senate, this deponent saw William 
'- Records, the speaker pro tempore of the senate, in the act of 
signing sundry enrolled bills that had theretofore been passed by 
the two houses of the said general assembly. 

GEORGE L. TOWNSEND. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 13th day of January | 


A. D. 1896. 
8. RODMOND SMITH, 
United States Commissioner, District of Delaware. 


AFFIDAVIT OF WILLIAM MICHAEL BYRNE, OF WILMINGTON, DEL., RELATIVE 
TO THE CASE OF HENRY A. DU PONT, CLAIMING TO HAVE BEEN ELECTED 
A UNITED STATES SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


In the matter of the claim of Henry A. Du Pont to a seat in the 


Senate of the United States as Senator from the State of Dela- | 
ware for the term beginning on the 4th day of March, A. D. | 


1895, and ending on the 4th day of March, A. D. 1901. 
STATE oF DELAWARE, Newcastle County, ss: 

Be it remembered, that on this 23d day of January, A. D. 1896, 
before me, John A, Kelley, a notary public for the State of Dela- 
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Henry A. Du Pont to a seat in the | 


47 years of age and _ upward, and reside in the town of 


I replied, ‘‘We do not blame you altogether, | 
but we think you ought not to have gone in there at the time you | 
Watson then said, ‘‘I did not | 


| tery Company” was duly enrolled and signed by W. T. Rec« 


| husband, John Edward McNabb,” was duly enrolled and 
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) ware for the county aforesaid, personally comes William Michael 
Byrne, who, being by me first duly sworn according to law, de- 
| poses and says: 
[ am 30 years of age and reside in the city of Wilmington, New- 
castle County, and State of Delaware. On Tuesday, the 21st day 
of January instant, | visited the office of the secretary of state 
of the State of Delaware, in the city of Dover, Kent County and 
State of Delaware, and by permission of the secretary of state 
examined all acts, bills, and resolutions mentioned in the senate 
journal for the session of the senate of Delaware held on May 9, 
| 1895, between the bours of 11 o'clock a. m. and 12 o'clock m., 
cepting joint resolution in relation to paying William T. Smithers, 
joint resolution in relation to paying John D. Hawkins, secretary 
of state, and an act to divorce Benjamin O. Jacobs from his wife, 
Victoria W. Jacobs, all three of which, upon search, I was unable 
to find, the act above named having failed of passage and not 
appearing in the published pamphlet of the laws of Delaware for 
1805, 
The bill entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act fixing the salary of 
the attorney-general, and for other purposes, passed at Dover, 
March 23, 1871, and amended by the act entitled ‘An act toamend 
chapter 34, volume 14, of the laws of Delaware.’ passed 
March ?4, 1873,” was duly enrolled, but was not signed eith 
Governor Watson, Speaker pro tempore Records or 
person on behalf of the senate. 
The bill entitled ‘“‘An act for the relief of Robert C 
ceased,” was duly enrolled, but was not signed by Governor 
son, Speaker pro tempore Records, or any other person on ly 
of the senate. 
The bill entitled ‘‘An act to repeal an act limiting 
liens upon real estate, and for other purposes,” passed at 
May 4, 1893, was duly enrolled and signed by W. T. R: 
speaker pro tempore, on behalf of the senate, and not by Governor 
| Watson. 
The bill entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act fix- 
ing the salary of the attorney-general, and for other purposes,’ 
passed at Dover March 23, 1871, as amended by the act entitled 
| ‘An act to amend chapter 36, volume 14, laws of Delaware,’ passed 
| at Dover March 24, 1875,” was duly enrolled, but was not signed 

by Governor Watson, Speaker pro tempore Records, or any other 
| person on behalf of the senate. 

The bill entitled ‘‘An act to prevent bogus sales within the State 
of Delaware, being a supplement to chapter 68 of the revised code 
of the State of Delaware,” was duly enrolled and signed by W. T. 
Records, speaker pro tempore, on behalf of the senate, and not by 

| Governor Witeun. 

The bill entitled ‘‘An act to amend sections 5 and 10 of the act 
entitled ‘An act to incorporate the town of Frederica,’ passed at 
Dover March 8, 1865, and reenacted March 26, 1885,” was duly en- 
| rolled, but was not signed by Governor Watson, Speaker pro 
| tempore Records, or by any other person on behalf of the senate. 

The bill entitled ‘‘ An act to incorporate the Acetyline Light 

Company” was duly enrolled and signed by W. T. Records, speaker 
pro tempore, on behalf of the senate, and not by Governor Watson. 

The bill entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Silverbrook Ceme- 


» OX- 


it Dover 
by 


any her 


judgn 


rds 


speaker pro tempore, on behalf of the senate, and not by Governor 
Watson. 

The joint resolution entitled ‘‘ Joint resolution in relation to 
paying John R. Nicholson and Edward Ridgely one hundred and 
twenty-five dollars” was duly enrolled, but was not med by 
Governor Watson, Speaker pro tempore Records, or any other 
person on behalf of the senate. 

The bill entitled ‘‘An act to divorce Margaret McNabb from her 
igned 
by W. T. Records, speaker pro tempore, on behalf of the senate, 

and not by Governor Watson. 

The bill entitled ‘‘An act providing for an addition to the State 
library building ” was duly enrolled and signed by W. T. Records, 
speaker pro tempore, on behalf of the Senate, and not by Gov- 
ernor Watson. 

The bill entitled ‘‘An act to divorce Katie T. Morris from her 
| husband, Charles T. Morris,” was not signed by Governor William 
Watson, Speaker pro tempore Records, or any other person on 
| behalf of the senate. 

The bill entitled ‘‘ Anact to divorce Bettine McKean Rogers from 
William H. Rogers” was signed by Speaker pro tempore Records 
on behalf of the senate, and not by Governor Watson. 

The bill entitled ‘‘An act relating to the defacing of private 
property” was not enrolled and was not signed by Governor 

| Watson, Speaker pro tempore Records, or any other person on 
behalf of the senate. 

The bill entitled ‘‘An act to legalize a certain flower as the 
floral emblem of the State” was not enrolled and was not signed 
by Governor Watson, Speaker pro tempore Records, or any other 
person on behalf of the senate. 

The bill entitled ‘‘An act in relation to disorderly houses and 
| houses of ill fame and assignation” was duly enrolled, but was not 
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signed by Governor Watson, Speaker pro tempore Records, or 
any other person on behalf of the senate. : 

The bill entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Masonic Hall Com- 
pany of Lewes” was duly enrolled and signed by W. T. Records, 
a pro tempore, on behalf the senate, and not by Governor 

/atson. 

The bill entitled ‘‘An act relating to certain lands of the Well- 
man Iron and Steel Company in Newcastle County,” was not en- 
rolled and was not signed by Governor Watson, Speaker pro tem- 
pore Records, or any other person on behalf of the senate. 

The bill entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Calhoun-Jones Com- 
pany, of Georgetown, Sussex County,” was duly enrolled, but was 
not signed by Governor Watson, Speaker pro tempore Records, 
or any other person on behalf of the senate. 

The bill entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Silverbrook Ceme- 
tery Company,” mentioned twice in the said journal of said ses- 
sion, was, as above mentioned, duly enrolled and signed -by W. T. 
Records, speaker pro tempore, on behalf of the senate, and not by 
Governor ate. 

The bill entitled ‘‘An act relative to bonds, undertakings, and 
other obligations with surety or sureties, to the acceptance as 
surety or guarantor thereupon of companies qualified to act as 
such, and to a a uniform systemof procedure by and stand- 
ard of qualifications for such companies,” was duly enrolled and 
signed by W. T. Records, speaker pro tempore, on behalf of the 
senate, and not by Governor Watson. 

The bill entitled ‘‘An act to divorce Ellen Tatum Pusey from 
her husband, Jostiua B. Pusey,” was pong beer pry and signed by 
W. T. Records, speaker pro tempore, on behalf of the senate, and 
not by Governor Watson. 

The bill entitled ‘An act relating to certain lands of the Well- 
man Iron and Steel Company in Newcastle County,” already men- 
tioned in said journal for said session, was not enrolled and was 
not signed by Governor Watson, Speaker pro tempore Records, 
or any other person on behalf of the senate. 

The bill entitled “An act to incorporate the Calhoun-Jones 
Company, of Georgetown,” already mentioned in said journal for 
said session, was duly enrolled, but was not signed by Governor 
Watson, oe pro tempore Records, or any other person on 
behalf of the senate. 

The bill entitled ‘An act to incorporate the North American 
Construction Company” was duly enrolled, but was not signed by 
Governor Watson, Speaker Pro Tempore Records, or any other 

‘rson on behalf of the senate, and the bill entitled ‘‘An act to 
cee Elzey D. Richardson from his wife, Jennie A. Richard- 
son,” was duly enrolled, but was not signed by Governor Watson, 
Speaker pro tempore Records, or any other person on behalf of 
the senate. 

That deponent was unable to find any act, bill, or resolution 
mentioned in thesenate journal for said session signed by William 
T. Watson in any capacity, whether as governor, speaker of the 


senate, or otherwise. 
WILLIAM MICHAEL BYRNE. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me the day and year first above 
written, as witness my hand and seal of office. 


(SEAL, ] JOHN A. KELLEY, 
Notary Public. 
Affidavits of Robert J. Hanby, William T. Records, Charles A. 
Hastings, John B. Penington, and Edward D. Hearne, members 
of the legislature of the State of Delaware, relative to the case 
of Henry A, Du Pont, claiming to have been elected a United 
States Senator from that State. 
AFFIDAVIT OF ROBERT J. HANBY. 
STATE OF DELAWARE, Newcastle County, ss: 


On this 9th day of January, A. D. 1896, personally comes before 
me, Howell 8S. England, a notary public for the State of Delaware, 
Robert J. Hanby, who, being by me first duly sworn according to 
law, deposes and says as follows: 

At the general election held in the State of Delaware on the 
Tuesday next after the first Monday in November, A. D. 1894, I 
was duly elected to the office of senator in the general assembly 
of said State from Newcastle County, for the term of four years. 
Upon the organization of the general assembly, in January, 1895, 
I duly qualified and took my seat in the senate of paid State, and 
have continued as senator ever since. I took part in the proceed- 
ings of the senate from day to day, and I was present and partici- 
pated in the proceedings of the final joint meeting of the senate 
and house 0 eeninnn on the 9th day of May, A. D. 1895. 
Agreeably to and in pursuance of a law passed by Congress for 
such cases made and provided, the senate and house of repre- 
sentatives, comprising the general assembly of the State of Dela- 
ware, met in joint meeting on the morning of May 9, 1895, and 
took a number of ballots for the purpose of trying to elect a 
United States Senator from the State of Delaware for the term 
beginning March 4, 1895, 


After taking six ballots for such Senator, without electin; 
one, the joint meeting separated to meet again at 12 o'clock , 
of the same day. The members of the senate returned +. 
chamber and there resumed the exercise of their ordinary |, 
tive functions. Some time between the hours of 11 o’cloc] 
of that day and 12 o’clock noon, and while the senate was i 
sion in its own chamber attending to the regular levis] 
functions imposed upon it by the constitution of the si 
Delaware, William T. Watson, speaker of the senate, and a 
time exercising the office of governor, entered the senate ch: 
and resumed the speaker’s chair, which was thereupon vacat 
William T. Records, who had been elected speaker pro tem) 


| the senate during the absence of William T. Watson, s) 


No word of protest was heard from any senator, questioni: 
right of William T. Watson to resume the speaker's chair a 
exercise his functions as a senator. 

William T. Watson continued to preside as speaker of t] 
ate until 12 o’clock noon of May 9, 1895, when he declared 
the time had arrived for the reconvening of the joint meeti) 
the two houses of the general assembly, in compliance with ; 
tion to that effect adopted at the morning session of th: 
meeting on the same day. William T. Watson, speaker | 
senate, accompanied by all the other senators, then proc: 
the chamber of the house of representatives, where the joint 
ing reconvened. 


ROBERT J. HANB\ 


Sworn to and subscribed before me the day and year first ; 
written, as witness my hand and official seal. 

(SEAL. ] HOWELL 8. ENGLAND, 

Notary Pubi 
AFFIDAVIT OF WILLIAM T. RECORDS. 
SratTe or DELAWARE, Kent County, ss: 

On this 4th day of January, A. D. 1896, personally came } 
me, William E. 
ware, residing in Kent County, William T. Records, who, bei 
me duly sworn according to law, doth depose and say as fo 
That he is a citizen of the State of Delaware and a senator 


Sussex County in the general assembly of said State; that he y 


elected speaker pro tempore of the senate of said general a 
bly on the 9th day of April, A. D. 1895; that between the | 


iggs, jr., a notary public for the State of |) 


FEBRUARY | 8, 


va 


r 


a 
nh 


of 11 and 12 o’clock on the morning of the 9th day of May, A. | ) 


1895, William T. Watson entered the senate chamber, the s: 
being then in session, and took the chair as speaker of the s~ 
that he continued to preside over the senate until 12 « 
meridian; that while he continued to so preside he voted i1 
affirmative upon at least one corporation bill and declared th 
said bill had passed the senate, it having received the req: 
constitutional majority; that when the hour had arrived f 
senate and house of representatives to convene in joint ass: 
William T. Watson, as speaker of the senate, so announced, 
that then the senators, preceded by the said William T. Wa 
went into the hall of the house of representatives, and he, 
said William T. Watson, took the chair as the presiding ofti 


the said joint assembly; and that while the said William T. \\ :t- 


son was 80 presiding over the senate as aforesaid no objection 
made by any senator to his so presiding or voting, nor was | 
any objection made to his presiding over and voting in the . 
assembly until after the last ballot for a United States Se 

had been taken, when Senator Alrichs presented a formal pro 
against the action of the said William T. Watson, upon \ 

protest no action was taken by the said joint assembly. 


WILLIAM T. RECORDS 


Sworn toand subscribed before me the day and year first : 
written, as witness my hand and seal of office. 
(SEAL. ] WILLIAM E. RIGGS, Jr.. 


Notary Public. 


AFFIDAVIT OF CHARLES A. HASTINGS. 
STATE OF DELAWARE, Kent County, ss: 

On this 4th day of January, A. D. 1895, personally ap) 
before me, William E. Riggs, jr., a notary public for the * 
Delaware, residing in Kent County, Charles A. Hastings, 
being by me duly sworn according to law, doth depose and - 
follows: That he is a citizen of the State of Delaware and wii 
is now the clerk of the senate of the general assembly of sai: 
at its session commencing January, A. D. 1895; that betw: 
hours of 11 and 12 o'clock on the morning of the 9th day 0! 
A. D. 1895, and while the senate was in session, William 1. 
son entered the senate chamber and took the chair as 5s} 
that Edgar T. Hastings, clerk of the house of representat1 
said State, was announced and admitted to the senate on th: 
and under the direction of the said William T. Watson, 2: 
dressing Mr. Watson as ‘‘ Mr. Speaker,” reported several ) 
ee passed the house of representatives; that while tl 


T. Watson so presided over the senate at least one ! 
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ag passed upon which a yea-and-nay vote was taken, and that | 
Mr. ty ateon, upon the calling of the roll and the name ‘‘ Mr. 
S coker,” voted in the affirmative; and that he, Mr. Watson, con- 
anol to preside over and take part in the proceedings of the sen- 
ate without any objection on the part of any of the senators until 
the hour arrived for the two houses to meet in joint assembly, 


when he proceeded to the house of representatives, followed by 

the other senators and the officers of the senate. ae 
CHARLES A. HASTINGS. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me the day and year aforesaid, | 

as witness my hand and seal of office. 

“ WILLIAM E. RIGGS, Jr., | 

Notary Public. | 

' 

| 


(SEAL. ] 


AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN B. PENINGTON, 
SraTe OF DELAWARE, Tent County, ss: 

On this 4th day of January, A. D. 1896, personally appears be- 
fore me, William E. Riggs, jr., a notary public for the State of | 
Delaware, residing in Kent County, John B. Penington, who, be- | 
ing by me duly sworn according to law, deposes and says as 
follows: ; ee : 

That he is a citizen of the State of Delaware, residing in Dover, | 
the capital of said State; that on the morning of the 9th day of | 
May, A. D. 1895, the legislature of said State being then in session, | 
he entered the senate chamber between the hours of 1t and 12 
o'clock, and that at the time he entered the senate chamber Wil- 
liam T, Watson was occupying the chair and acting as the speaker 
of the senate, receiving and putting all motions which were made; 
that upon entering the senate chamber upon the time aforesaid, 
he took a seat close on the left of Mr. Alrichs, a senator from the 
county of Newcastle, and that in a brief time Senator Alrichs 
arose, and addressing Mr. Watson as speaker, reported a bill from 
the judiciary committee, of which he was a member; and that | 
upon the question of the final passage of said bill Mr. Watson 
ordered and directed the clerk to call the yeas and nays, and upon 
the clerk calling the names of the members of the senate he called | 
“Mr. Speaker,” and Mr. Watson voted aye, and announced to the 
senate that the bill, having received the required constitutional 
majority, had passed the senate; that afterwards another bill was | 
taken up by the senate upon the passage of which the yeas and 
nays were ordered, but that at the time the roll was being called 
upcn the passage of said last-mentioned bill this affiant was engaged 
in conversation with some one in the senate chamber and did not 
notice particularly who voted upon the roll call; that he remained | 
in said senate chamber until nearly 12 o’clock, when Mr. Watson, | 
as speaker of the senate, announced that the hour for the joint 
meeting of the general assembly having arrived, the senators | 
would proceed to the hall of the house of representatives, and 
that he, Mr. Watson, speaker of the senate, with the gavel of the 
senate in his hand, passed by this affiant, followed by the other | 
senators, and went directly to the hall of the house of represent- | 
atives. 

JOHN B. PENINGTON. | 

Sworn to and subscribed before me the day and year first herein 
written, as witness my hand and seal of office. 

[SEAL | WILLIAM E. RIGGS, Jr., 

Notary Public. 


AFFIDAVIT OF EDWARD D. HEARNE. 
STATE Oo DELAWARE, Kent County, ss: 

On this 4th day of January, A. D. 1896, personally appears 
before me, William E. Riggs, jr., a notary public for the State of 
Delaware, residing in Kent County, Edward D. Hearne, who, 
being by me duly sworn according to law, doth depose and say 
as follows: 

That he is a citizen of the State of Delaware; thaton the morning | 
of the 9th day of May, A. D. 1895, he was in the senate chamber 
while the senate was in session, assisting Charles A. Hastings, the | 
clerk of said senate; that between the hours of 11 and 120’clockon 
that morning William T. Watson entered the said senate chamber 
and took the chair as the speaker of the senate, and presided over 
that body until 12 o’clock meridian, at which time the two houses | 
convened in joint assembly; that while the said William T. Wat- 
Sol was so presiding over the senate as its speaker he received and 
put a number of motions as speaker of the senate, and was ad- 
dressed by the clerk of the house of representatives, when report- | 
ing the of a number of bills by the house, as ‘* Mr. 
Speaker”; that the said William T. Watson continued to pre- | 
side over the senate as its speaker until 12 o’clock meridian, at 
which time he announced that the hour nad arrrived for the two 
houses to meet in joint assembly, and thereupon all the other sen- 
ators, preceded by Mr. Watson, passed into the house of represent- 
atives, and Mr. Watson then immediately took the chair as the 
presiding officer of the joint assembly and received and put mo- 
tions as such officer; and that no objection was made by any sen- | 
Stor while he presided over the senate as aforesaid, nor by any | 


| qualified governor of the State of Delaware, assumed the exer 


| house of representatives, where he presided over the 


| questions which arose during the session, n 


| over the senate on that day in its chamber he vot« 


| STATE OF DELAWARE, Kent Co 


| me, Henry R. Draper, a notary public for the State of 


| of the two houses of the general assembly on May 
| was an eyewitness to the proceedings of those two bodie 


| part in the proceedings of the senate, 


| Watson, as speaker of the senate, announced to the 


member of either of the two houses while he so presided over the 
joint assembly until after the last ballot for a United States Sen 
ator had been taken, and that no action was taken by the said 
joint assembly on the objection or protest then made. 
EDWARD \). HEARNE. 
and subscribed before me the day and year first hi 
Witness my hand and seal of office 
WILLIAM E. 


Sworn to 
written, as 


rein 


RIGG 


Affidavits of William T. Watson, speaker 
of Delaware, and of Cyrus ¢ rt 
State of Delaware for the s i 
claim of Henry A. Du Pont to a 
from the State of Delaware. 


of 


, chapla 
seat in the { 


AFFIDAVIT OF WILLIAM T. WATSON 


STATE OF 


SPEAKER 
DELAWARI 


OF 


rATE OF DEI 
Be it remembered, that on this 28th day of Jan 

personally came before me, William E. Riggs 

lic of the State of Delaware, resident in Kent County, | 

Watson, who, being by me duly sworn according to 

pose and say that he was elected speaker of the senate on th 

day of January, A. D. 1895, and on the 9th day of April of the 

same year, after the death of Joshua Marvil, the duly elect 


AWARE, Ke 


; 
tc 


“<d and 
ise 
of the office of governor; that on the 9th day of May, A. D. 1895, 
between the hours of 11 and 12 o’clock m., this affiant entered the 
senatechamber, whereupon William T. Records, speaker pro tem- 
pore, vacated the chair, and he, this affiant, took the same and 
presided over the senate until the hour for the two houses to as- 
semble in joint meeting arrived, and then announced the same 
and proceeded at the head of the Senators into the 


f 


hall of the 
JOINT assem- 
bly from the beginning to the end thereof and voted all 
m having been 
made to his so presiding or voting until abont the time the 
last ballot was taken, when Senator Alrichs read a written pro 
test against his right to so vote and preside; that while he preside 


1 
d upon on ill 
ved 


upon 
) objec T 


it or 


at least and announced its passage by the senate; that he 
and put motions made by senators and was address 


| of that body, and that no objection from any « 


to his acting as presiding officer of the senate 
ticipating in the proceedings thereof while in 
hour aforesaid. 
. WILLIAM 
Sworn to and subscribed before me the day ; 
[SEAL. | WILLIAM E. 


AFFIDAVIT OF CYRUS CORT, CHAPLAIN OF 


DELAWARE 


rH 


nty, 8s: 
On this 25th day of January, A. D. 1596, personally came 
Delay 
Cyrus Cort, who, being by me first duly sworn accord 
deposes and says as follows: 

| am a resident of the State of Delaware, living at W vomin: 
in said State. I was elected chaplain of the senate of the Stat 
Delaware for the session of 1895, and in such capacity I pert 
my functions whenever the senate was in session. I w: 
and witnessed the proceedings of the senate and thi 


iIngg to 


iol pi 
jyomt me 


9, 1895, ¢ 


day. On the morning of May 9%, 1895, while the senate 
session in its own chamber attending to its 
functions, between the hours of 11 o'clock in the n 
o'clock noon, William T. Watson entered the senate chamber 
and resumed the speaker’s chair, which was vacated by William 
T. Records, speaker pro tempore. The said William T. Watson 
did pteside in the senate, voted on motions, and otherwise 
without objection froin 


de and to 


t 


ordinary | 


orminyg an 


tooK 
any 


senator questioning his right to pres perform his func- 


| tions as a member of that body. 


W hen the hour of 12 o'clock noon arrived. the said William T. 


mem of 
reassembling of 


the senate that the hour had arrived for the 


| the joint meeting to ballot for a United States Senator. and at the 
| head of the other senators, with gavel in hand, the 


said William 
nresent: 


T. Watson went to the chamber of the house of rey 
and presided over the joint assembly during the numerous ballots 


+i 
LL1VesS 


| taken for the purpose of trying to elect a United States Senator. 


At the conclusion of each of said ballots the members of said joint 
assembly acquiesced without protest in the announcement of the 
said William T. Watson that *‘ No person having received a ma- 
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jority of the votes cast for a United States Senator, there has been 
no election. The clerk will proceed to call the roll for another 
ballot,” or words to that effect. Senator Alrichs presented his 
protest after all the ballots had been taken. His protest was de- 
clared out of order, and the few moments remaining before the 
joint meeting was aomees were consumed in motions and roll 
calls to adjourn or other dilatory motions. 

I opened the senate with prayer on the morning of May 9, 1895; 
was eo in the senate chamber while William T. Watson pre- 
sided, voted, and performed his other legislative functions; joined 
the members of the senate when they proceeded to the chamber 
of the house of representatives, and sat with Dr. W. L. 8. Murray, 
chaplain of the house, alongside the speaker’s stand, throughout 
the time required to take the fruitless ballots on the afternoon of 


said May 9, 1895. 
CYRUS CORT. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me the day and year first above 
written, as witness my hand and official seal. 
[SEAL. } HENRY R. DRAPER, 
Notary Public. 





2.—CERTIFICATE OF THE ELECTION OF MR. DU PONT SIGNED BY THE 
SPEARER OF THE DELAWARE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES AND ATTESTED 
BY THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


I, Henry H. McMullen, speaker of the house of representatives 


of the State of Delaware, do hereby certify that on Tuesday, the 
fifteenth day of January, A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety-five, 
that being the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization 
of the general assembly of the State of Delaware, the senate and 
house of representatives of the said State, respectively, proceeded 
to vote for a Senator in Congress from said State for the term of 
six years beginning on the fourth day of March, A. D. eighteen 
hundred and ninety-five; that at twelve o’clock meridian of the 
day following the members of the said two houses duly convened 
in joint assembly, and the journal of each house having been then 
read and it appearing therefrom that no person had received a 
majority of the votes in each house for said office, the said joint 
assembly did then proceed to vote for a person for Senator, and no 
person having received on said last-mentioned day a majority of 
all the votes of the joint assembly, the said joint assembly did meet 
at twelve o’clock meridian of each succeeding day during the 
session and did take at least one vote, without any person having 
received such majority until the ninth day of May of said year, 
when Henry A. Du Pont received fifteen votes, Edward Ridgeley 
received ten votes, John E, Addicks received four votes, and Ebe 
W. Tunnell received one vote; that the general assembly of the 
State of Delaware, theretofore duly elected, duly organized on the 
first Tuesday of January, A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety-five; 
that the members of the house of representatives of the State of 
Delaware who were returned as duly elected thereto from the sev- 
eral counties in said State, and took their seats therein at the time 
of the organization thereof as aforesaid, were Henry H. McMul- 
len, Frederick Pyle, William Wilson, Francis M. Walker, George 
W. Reybold, Walter 8. Money, and John W. Jolls, representa- 
tives from Newcastle County; Horace R. Mustard, William R. 
Davis, Clarence D. Sypherd, Alexander M. Daly, Ellwood C, Killen, 
Thomas A. Watson, and Ezekiel Fleming, representatives from 
Kent County; and John M. Robbins, Newell Ball, Edward 8. Bur- 
ton, George H. Townsend, Charles L. Moore, Horace Brown, and 
Henry L. Morgan, representatives from Sussex County; that the 
members of the senate of the State of Delaware, who were re- 
turned as duly elected thereto from the several counties in said 
State at the general election held on the Tuesday next after the 
first Monday in the month of November, A. D. eighteen hundred 
and ninety-four, or continued in the office of senator by virtue of 
their election to said office at the general election held on the 
Tuesday next after the first Monday in the month of November, 
A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety-two, and who took their seats 
in said senate at the time of the organization thereof on the first 
Tuesday of January, A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety-five, 
were Samuel Alrichs, Robert J. Hanby, and John Pyle, senators 
from Newcastle County; John W. Fenimore, Hezekiah Harring- 
ton, and William T. Watson, senators from Kent County; and 
John M. C, Moore, George F. Pierce, and William T. Records 
senators from Sussex County; that all the said senators an 
representatives, save in so far as hereinafter stated to the con- 
trary, continued to act as senators and members of the house of 
representatives, respectively, from the first Tuesday of January 
A. D. eighteen hun and ninety-five, to the adjournment of 
the general assembly on the ninth day of May, A. D. eighteen hun- 
dred and ninety-five, except during occasional absence, or during 
the recess or adjournments of the respective houses. 

That Joshua H. Marvil was elected governor of the State of 
Delaware on the Tuesday next after the first Monday in November 
A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety-four, and thereafter, onthethird 
Tuesday of January, A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety-five, duly 
qualified as governor of said State for the term of four years, be- 
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ginning on the day last aforesaid and ending on the third Ty.) 
of January, A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety-nine, and , 
upon the exercise of said office of governor; that ther: 
the eighth day of April, A. D. eighteen hundred and ni: 
the said Joshua H. Marvil, while continuing to exercise { 
of governor, died; that on the day following, to wit, on { nt 
day of April, A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety-five, the s:iij \y3)) 
iam T. Watson, who, upon the organization of the sen; i 
the first Tuesday of January, A. D. eighteen hundred ani! 
five, had been duly elected and qualified as the speaker of tho se). 
ate, duly took the oath of office as governor of said State, anq 
thereupon entered upon the exercise of the oftice of govern ’ 
State of Delaware; that the said William T. Watson, du 
said session of the general assembly, and until he assu 
office of governor as aforesaid, was and remained the s) 
the senate, and as such presided over that body and voted t), 
and participated and voted in the sessions aforesaid of { 
assembly of the two houses, convened for the purpose of 

a Senator from the State of Delaware in the United Stat 

that upon his qualifying and entering upon the exercise 0 
office of governor as aforesaid the said William T. Watson ceas 
to have the right to act as a member of the senate of said Stat, 
to vote in the said joint assembly for the election of a Se: 
Congress as aforesaid; that one of the ten votes so as ai 
received in said joint assembly on the ninth day of May, A. p, 
eighteen heated and ninety-five, by Edward Ridgely, was they 
and there given by the said William T, Watson. at that time the 
governor of the said State; that said vote so given for Edward 
Ridgely was given by the said William T. Watson illegally and 
in violation of the constitution of the State of Delaware, and 
that Henry A. Du Pont, on said ballot having received fifteey 
votes, and Edward Ridgely having received only nine legal yotes, 
John E. Addicks having received four votes, and Ebe W. Tun. 
nell having received one vote (no person having theretofore leon 
elected to the office of Senator in Congress from the State of 
Delaware for said term), the said Henry A. Du Pont haying 
thereby received a majority of the votes of all the senators an 
representatives then constituting the legislature of the Stat: 
Delaware, they es all present and voting, was duly elect 
Senator in Congress from the State of Delaware for the term. 
six years from the fourth day of March, A. D. eighteen hundr 
and ninety-five, and was then and there duly declared elected t 
said office for said term by me as speaker of the house of represeut- 


atives as aforesaid. 
HENRY H. McMULLEN 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


d 
f 
d 
d 


Attest: 
EpaGaAr T. HAstINGs, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 





3.—AFFIDAVIT OF THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
In the matter of the claim of Henry A. Du Pont to a seat in the 

Senate of the United States as Senator from the State of Dela- 

ware for the term beginning on the fourth day of March, A.D. 

eighteen hundred and ninety-five, and ending on the fourth day 

of March, A. D. nineteen hundred and one. 
STATE OF DELAWARE, Newcastle County, ss: 

On this twenty-seventh day of June, A. D. eighteen hundred 
and ninety-five, personally comes before me Edward T. Price, a 
notary public for the State of Delaware, Edward T. Hastings, who, 
being by me first duly sworn according to law, doth depose and 
say as follows: 

hat deponent is a citizen of the State of Delaware, residing at 
Millsboro, in Sussex County, in said State, and that he was, upon 
the organization of the general assembly of the State of Delaware, 
on the first Tuesday of January, A. D. eighteen hundred and 
ninety-five, duly elected clerk of the house of representatives of 
said State, which office deponent forthwith accepted and lias ever 
since held and now holds; that the members of the house of repre- 


sentatives of the State of Delaware who were returned as ‘uly 
elected thereto from the several counties in said State, and tvs 
their seats therein at the time of the organization thereof as afore 


said, were Henry H. McMullen, Frederick Pyle, William \V1!s02, 
Francis M. Walker, George W. Reybold, Walter S. Money. and 
John W. Jolls, representatives from Newcastle County; !orace 
R. Mustard, William R. Davis, Clarence D. Sypherd, Alexander 
M. Daly, Ellwood C. Killen, Thomas A. Watson, and Ezekiel 
Fleming, representatives from Kent ae and John M. Rob 
bins, Newell Ball, EdwardS. Burton, George H. Townsend, (hares 
L. Moore, Horace Brown, and Henry L. Morgan, represen (ates 
from Sussex County; that the members of the senate of the >tt 
of Delaware who were returned as duly elected thereto from the 
several counties in said State or continued in the office of senator 
by virtue of their election to said office at the general elect!) held 
on the Tuesday next after the first Monday in the mont! 0! No 
vember, A. D, eighteen hundred and ninety-two, and who took 
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their seats in said senate at the time of the organization thereof 
ninety-five, were Samuel Alrichs, Robert J. Hanby, and John 
>vle, senators from Newcastle County; John W. Fenimore, Hez- 
elkiah Harrington, and William T. Watson, senators from Kent 
County, and Sohn M. C. Moore, George F. Pierce, and William 
T. Records, senators from Sussex County; that all the said sena- 
tors and representatives, save in so far as hereinafter stated to 
the contrary, continued to act as senators and members of the 
house of representatives, respectively, from the first Tuesday 
of January, A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety-five, to the ad- 
journment of the eneral assembly on the ninth day of May, 
‘A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety-five, except during occasional 
absence or during the recess or adjournments of the respective 
houses; that Joshua H. Marvil was elected governor of the State 
of Delaware on the Tuesday next after the first Monday in No- 
vember, A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety-four, thereafter on 
the third Tuesday of January, A. D. eighteen hundred and 
ninety-five, duly qualified as governor of said State and entered 
upon the exercise of said office of governor; that thereafter, on 
the eighth day of April, A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety- 
five, the said Joshua H. Marvil, while continuing to exercise the 
office of governor, died, and on the following day, immediately 
after the taking of a ballot for United States Senator in the joint 
session of the general assembly, and the separation of the two 
houses, the said William T. Watson, having had administered to 
him the oath of office by Hon. James L. Wolcott, chancellor of the 
State of Delaware, entered upon the exercise of the office of gov- 
ernor of the State of Delaware; that the said William T. Watson 
during the said session of the general assembly and until he assumed 
the office of governor was the speaker of the senate, and as such 

resided over that body and voted therein; that the said William 

. Watson, until he assumed the office of governor, as aforesaid, 
participated and voted in the joint sessions convened for the pur- 
pose of electing a Senator from the State of Delaware in the United 
States Senate; that after the said William T. Watson assumed 
the office of governor, as aforesaid, and until the last joint session 
convened for the purpose of electing a Senator as aforesaid, held 
at noon on the ninth oy of May, A. D. eighteen hundred and 
ninety-five, the said William T. Watson never participated or 
voted in any of the joint sessions convened for the purpose of 
electing a Senator as aforesaid, and as deponent is informed and 
believes, never during that period presided over or voted in or 
took part in the ae of the senate; that at the final joint 
session convened for the purpose of electing a Senator as afore- 
said the said William T. Watson assumed the right to preside 
over and vote in said joint session; that in each ballot during said 
last joint session, commencing at noon on the said ninth day of 
May, A. D. eighteen hundred and ninety-five, Henry A. Du Pont, 
of Christiana Hundred, Newcastle County, and State of Delaware, 
received fifteen votes, and that the said William T. Watson, 
assuming to act as a member of the said general assembly, did, at 
each and every of said ballots so had during the said last joint 
session, vote for Edward Ridgely for Senator from Delaware in 
the Senate of the United States; that aside from the vote of the 
said William T. Watson, Henry A. Du Pont at each and every 
ballot had during said last joint session received fifteen votes, 
being a majority of all the votes cast exclusive of the vote so cast by 
William T. Watson as aforesaid; that upon the same day on which 
the said William T. Watson took the oath of office and entered upon 
the exercise of the office of governor, and immediately teassalien 
William T. Records, senator from Sussex County, as aforesaid, 
was elected speaker pro tempore of the senate, and as such con- 
tinued to precide over the deliberations of that body until the 
final adjournment of the general assembly on the ninth day of 
May, A. D. 1895; that after each and every ballot had during the 
last joint session, although the said William T. Records, speaker 
pro tempore, was present and voting, the announcement in each 
case that there had been no election was made, not by the said 
William T. Records, speaker pro tempore, but by the said William 
T. Watson, assuming to preside over the vote in said joint session; 
that the said fifteen votes cast as aforesaid for Henry A. Du Pont 
at the said last joint session of the legislature was the highest 
number of votes cast for any one person for Senator during the 
entire biennial session of the legislature; no person having prior 
to the day of the last joint session at any time during the joint 
sessions of the said legislature received so high a number of votes 
for Senator from the State of Delaware in the Senate of the United 


Btates. 
EDGAR T. HASTINGS. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me the day and year first above 
written, as witness my hand and seal of office. 
[SEAL.] EDWARD T. PRICE, 
Notary Public. 
Insertions on second page made before execution. 
EDWARD T. PRICE, 
Notary Public. 
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| 4..-AFFIDAVIT OF THE SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
on the first Tuesday of January, A. D. eighteen hundred and | In the matter of the claim of Henry A. Du Pont toa seat in the 


Senate of the United States as Senator from the State of Dela 

ware for the term beginning on the fourth day of March, A. D. 

eighteen hundred and ninety-five, and ending on the fourth day 

of March, A. D. nineteen hundred and one. ; 
STATE OF DELAWARE, Newcastle County, ss: 

On this thirteenth day of July, A. D. eighteen hundred and 
ninety-five, personally comes before me, Howell S. England, a 
notary public for the State of Delaware, Henry H. McMullen, 
who, being by me first duly sworn according to law, doth depose 
and say as follows: 

That deponent is a citizen of the State of Delaware, residing in 
New Castle Hundred, in Newcastle County, in said State, and that 
he was upon the organization of the general assembly of the State of 
Delaware, on the first Tuesday of January, A. D. 1895, duly elected 
speaker of the house of representatives of said State, which oftice 
deponent forthwith accepted and has ever since held and now holds; 
that on the 9th day of April, A. D. 1895, after the death of Joshua 
H. Marvil, andimmediately after the taking of a ballot for United 
States Senator in the joint session of the general assembly of the 
State of Delaware, and the separation of the two houses, William 
T. Watson, who, upon the organization of the general assembly 
on the first Tuesday in January, in the year last aforesaid, had 
been elected speaker of the senate, had administered to him by 
Hon. James L. Wolcott, chancellor of the State of Delaware, the 
oath of office as governor of the State of Delaware, and there- 
upon entered upon the exercise of the oflice of governor as afore- 
said; that the said William T. Watson, during the last session of 
the general assembly and until he assumed the office of governor, 
was the speaker of the senate, and as such presided over that body 
and voted therein; that the said William T. Watson, until he as- 
sumed the office of governor as aforesaid, participated and voted 
in the joint sessions convened for the purpose of electing a Sen- 
ator from the State of Delaware in the United States Senate; that 
after the said William T. Watson assumed the office as governor 
as aforesaid, and until the last joint session convened for the pur- 
pose of electing a Senator as aforesaid, held at noon on the 9th day 
of May, A. D. 1895, the said William T. Watson never partici- 
pated or voted in any of the joint sessions convened for the purpose 
of electing a Senator as aforesaid, and, as deponent is informed 
and believes, never during that time presided over or voted in or 
took part in the proceedings of the senate; that at the final joint 
session convened for the purpose of electing a Senator as aforesaid 
the said William T. Watson assumed the right to preside over and 
vote in the said joint session; that in each ballot during said last 
joint session, commencing at noon on the said ninth day of May, 
A. D. 1895, Henry A. Du Pont, of Christiana Hundred, Newcastle 
County and State of Delaware, received fifteen votes, and that the 
said William T. Watson, assuming to act as a member of the gen- 
eral assembly, did at each and every of said ballots so had during 
the said last joint session vote for Edward Ridgely for Senator 
from Delaware in the Senate of the United States; that aside from 
the vote of the said William T. Watson, Henry A. Du Pont, at each 
and every ballot had during said last joint session, received fifteen 
votes, being a majority of all the votes cast, exclusive of the vote 
so cast by the said William T. Watson as aforesaid; that upon the 
same day on which the said William T. Watson took the oath of 
office and entered upon the exercise of the office of gevernor, and 
immediately thereafter, William T. Records, senator from Sussex 
County, was elected speaker pro tempore of the senate, and as 
such continued to preside over the deliberations of that body until 
the final adjournment of the general assembly on the ninth day of 
May, A. D. 1895; that after each and every ballot had during the 
said last joint session, although the said William T. Records, 
speaker pro tempore, was present and voting, the announcement 
in each case that there had been no election was made, not by the 
said William T. Records, speaker pro tempore, but by the said 
William T. Watson, assuming to preside over the vote in said joint 
session; that the said fifteen votes cast as aforesaid for Henry A. 
Du Pont at the said last joint session of the legislature was the 
highest number of votes cast for any one person for Senator dur- 
ing the entire biennial session of the legislature, commencing on 
the first Tuesday in January, 1895, no person having prior to the 
said last joint session on the ninth day of May, A. D. 1895, atany 
time during the joint sessions of the said legislature received so 
high a number of votes for Senator from the State of Delaware 
in the Senate of the United States as the said Henry A. Du Pont 
received during said last joint session; that during the said last 
joint session sundry enrolled bills which had been signed by depo- 
nent as speaker of the house of representatives as aforesaid were 
also signed by the said William T. Records, speaker pro tempore, 
and not by the said William T. Watson, although the latter was 
then present; and that deponent also saw the said William T. 
Records, speaker pro tempore as aforesaid, sign one or more en- 
rolled bills during said last joint session which was or were there- 
after signed by deponent as speaker of the house as aforesaid. 

HENRY H. McMULLEN, 
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written, as witness my hand and official . 
[SEAL.] HOWELL 8. ENGLAND, 
Notary Public. 





5.—AFFIDAVIT OF SAMUEL ALRICHS. 

In the matter of the claim of Henry A. Du Pont to a seat in the 
Senate of the United States as a Senator from the State of Dela- 
ware for the term beginning on the 4th day of March, A. D. 
1885, and ending on the 4th day of March, A. D. 1901. 

' STATE OF DELAWARE, Newcastle County, 83: 
; On this twenty-fifth day of November, in the year of our Lord 
{ one thousand eight hundred and ninety-five, personally comes 
| before me, John H. Frazer, a notary public for the State of Dela- 
' ware, Samuel Alrichs, who, being first by me duly sworn accord- 
ing to law, doth depose and say as follows: At the general election 
held in the State of Delaware on the Tuesday next after the first 
| Monday in November, A. D. 1894, I was duly elected to the office 
of senator in the general assembly of said State from Newcastle 
County, for the term of four years. Upon the organization of the 
general assembly on the first Tuesday of January, A. D. 1895, I 
duly qualified and took my seat in the senate of said State, and 

ever since have continued senator as aforesaid. I took part in 
, the proceedings of the joint assembly of the senate and house of 
) representatives of said State held for the ae of electing a 

Senator in Congress from said State for the term of six years 
beginning on the fourth of March, A. D. 1895. I was present and 
participated in the proceedings of the final joint assembly of said 
two houses on the ninth day of May, A. D. 1895, and in each 
ballot taken during said final joint assembly voted for Henry A. 
Du Pont for Senator in Congress from said State. The said 
Henry A. Du Pont, on each ballot taken during said final 
assembly, received fifteen votes including my own. William T. 
Watson, who upon the organization of the Senate on the first 
' 





‘ 
‘ 


Tuesday in January, A. D. 1895, was elected speaker of the sen- 
ate, and who upon the death of Joshua H. Marvil, governor of 
‘the State of Delaware, in April of that year, succeeded to the 
§ office of governor of said State, wrongfully and without author- 
ity, as I believe, participated in the proceedings of said final joint 
assembly and voted for Edward Ridgely for Senator in Con- 
ess for said term of six years. Including the vote of William 
. Watson the result of each and every ot taken during said 
last joint assembly was as follows: Henry A. Pont received 
fifteen votes, Edward ay received ten votes, John E. Addicks 
received four votes, and W. Tunnell received one vote, the 
said William T. Watson in each and every ballot taken during 
said final joint assembly voting for the said Edward Ridgely. 
Prior to said final joint assembly no person had been elected Sen- 
’ ator in Congress from said State for said termof six years. After 
, the last ballot had been taken in said final joint assembly and be- 
: fore the two houses separated, I, on behalf of myself and the four- 
; teen other senators voting for the said Henry A. Du Pont, arose 
. and presented the an challenge, protest, and demand: 
1 “] very st challenge the correctness of the announce- 
{ ment of this vote and divers preceding votes, and do now most 
| respectfully insist and demand that Henry A. Du Pont be now 
, declared elected Senator ‘or the unexpired term of six years com- 
mencing on the fourth day of March, A. D. 1895, inasmuch as it 
is now respectfully insisted that this joint assembly consists of 
twenty-nine members, the nonorable gentleman now undertaking 
. to preside and participate therein being governor of the State, 
' and not now a senator.” 

After the presentation of the foregoing challenge, protest, and 
demand, and without taking any further ballot, the joint assem- 
bly finally separated, with a declaration from William T. Watson 
that no person had been elected Senator in Congress for said term. 

SAMUEL ALRICHS. 

Sworn and subscribed before me this twenty-fifth day of Novem- 
ber, A. D. 1895, and witness my hand and official seal. 

[SEAL. ] JOHN H. FRAZER, 

Notary Public. 
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VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
submitted the following views of the minority in the case of Henry 
A. Du Pont: 

The legislature of the State of Delaware is composed of 30 mem- 
bers—9 senators and 21 representatives. The senators are elected 
for four years, the representatives for two years. 

A regular biennial session of the general assembly of said State 
began, in pursuance of law, on the first Tuesday in January, 1895, 
on which devolved the election of the United States Senator to 

a vacancy made by the expiry of the term of Hon. Anthony 
appeared, ond both h y aforesaid all the members of a 


a ,and both houses were duly organized for the 
ot usiness. 
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Sworn to and subscribed before me the a and year first above 


Among the members of the senate so appearing was the H. 
William T. Watson, who had been duly elected at the gen 
election held in November, 1892, a senator from the county 


Kent, in said State, for the term of four years, who was dv 


sworn andadmitted to a seatin the senate on the last day afores: 
and — subsequently, on the same day, chosen speaker of 
senate. 

Afterwards, upon April 9, 1895, the legislature having |. 
officially informed of the death of the Hon. Joshua H. Mar, 
ee of Delaware, the speaker of the senate, upon w! 

evolved, under the constitution, the duty to ‘excercise the of 
of governor” until a governor should be elected by the peo 


was in open senate, and in the public session thereof, sworn { 


support the Constitution of the United States, of the Stat. 
Delaware, and to perform ‘‘the duties of the office of gover: 
with fidelity.” 

On the same day, immediately thereafter, the senate elected | 
Hon. William T. Records, a senator from the county of Suss 
as speaker of the senate pro tempore, in accordance with the ; 
vision of the constitution of the State, ‘“Each house wi) 
speaker shall exercise the office of governor may chose a spe: 
pro tempore.” 
while and whenever the speaker of the senate was absent duri 
the remainder of the session. 

The members of the two houses so organized met in joint c 
vention on the second Tuesday after their organization, pursu 
to the law of Congress July 25, 1866, to elect a Senator of 
United States. Two ballots were taken on that day, and at | 
close of each the announcement was made by the speaker 


the senate, who acted as president of the joint convention, an 


who continued so to act whenever he was present at the sess 
of the same, ‘‘that no person having received a majority of all | 
votes cast for United States Senator, there was no election.” 
On each succeeding day of the session, except Sundays, 
members of the two houses met in joint convention, voted | 
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The speaker pro tempore thus chosen presid 


y 


qa 


nh 


l 


United States Senator, 7 to and including the 9th day of Muay, 
a 


1895, which was the last day of the session. 
On this last day of the session 28 ballots were taken for Unit 
States Senator, and at the close of each ballot the same result 


no election, for the same reason, was declared in the same wor: 


as those above quoted. 
The last ballot cast for United States Senator, on the last « 


-of the session aforesaid, is recorded as follows: 


Vi 
i laine eaiaeninedoaennnnne sce 
RSE RES a RA Sy A I 
For BH. A. Du Pont 
For Ed. Ridgley 


@ perme 


It shows that there were 30 votes cast, and of these votes Mr 


Du Pont received 15; an equal number of votes were cast for ot! 


persons—for Mr. Addicks 4, for Mr. Tunnell 1, and for Mr. Ridy) 


10. 


Thereupon the speaker of the senate declared, no person having 


5 


received a majority of all the votes cast for United States Senator, 


there was no election, and the two houses adjourned sine die. 


In this opinion, action, and decision of the joint convention, th: 
there was no election, we concur. It is not conceived how 15 ca 


be a majority of 30. 


That a majority of all the members of the legislature is necessa1 
to a choice when all are present and voting we think is clear, no 
only from the act of July 25, 1866, but from the language of 1). 


Constitution itself upon this subject, prescribing that “two Sei 


tors from each State shall be chosen by the legislature.” Such 


choice is made by preference and is only indicated by a number 
votes greater than that cast for all or any others voted for. 


OBJECTIONS TO THE VALIDITY OF THE ACTION AND VOTE OF THE SPEAKI! 


OF THE SENATE. 


The record shows that Hon. Mr. Watson, the speaker of the s: 


n- 


ate, —_ qualified, and took his seat in the senate on the first 


day o 
act as a senator and as speaker of the senate, whenever he \ 
present, up to the time of the final adjournment. 


The action of the senate in allowing him to be qualified a1 
seated as a senator from the county of Kent was in effect an «d- 
judication of the most public and solemn character that he was | 


senator, a member of the senate, and entitled to actassuch. Su 
adjudication remains unchanged. There are only three ways 
which he could lose or be deprived of his right to vote or act 
a senator, and, by consequence, of his right to vote and act a 
member of the joint convention. One of these is the act of Gou 
death; the second by his own act—resignation; the third is by ' 
action of the senate adjudging the vacation of his seat, either 
ouster or ulsion, for such causes as the senate of the Stat 


the session, without protest or objection, and continued to 


Delaware might adjudge sufficient to disqualify him as a sengt'. 
There has been neither death, resignation, nor adverse adjudic:\- 


tion in his case, and he remains in all respects a senator, as fu 
qualified and as lawfully entitled to act as such as upon the d 
when he first appeared and was sworn as a senator. 
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It is claimed that when the exercise of the office of governor de- 
volved upon him as speaker of the senate, that, ipso facto, he lost 
the office and rights of such senator; that these dual functions 
are incompatible. ea 

We think it clear, from the language of the constitution of the 
State of Delaware, that these dual functions are expressly made 
compatible and competent by the terms of that instrument. We 
do not think incompatibility, in legal terms or effect, such as to 
oust a man from one office and to confer upon him another, is to 
be derived from general considerations resting in nubibus; but 
that such incompatibility must be plainly inferred from the text 
of the constitution or statutes of the State or Government to be 
affected thereby.  —s_—. Oe . p Q 

Besides this, nothing is more familiar to us in American legis- 
lation than the enactment of statutes in contravention of the com- 
mon law. Statutes in aid of the common law are quite frequent, 
but we think that statutes in contravention thereof are more 

ous. 
mrt an formerly held at common law that one could not be a 
witness in any case where he had a pecuniary interest. Thecom- 
mon law held that there was a sharp and natural incompatibility, 
founded upon grounds of the highest public policy, between the 
two positions of a witness in a cause and an interested party 
therein. In direct contradiction to this principle, and in complete 
neutralization of its effect, statutes now provide that the parties in 
suits, and all others, notwithstanding their interest therein, may 
testify as witnesses. So that the question is not what may be in- 
compatible at common law, but what is the statute in any given 
case. The statute takes the place of the common law and abro- 
ates it. 

oT he constitution of the State of Delaware is a statute of the 
highest character, enacted by the people themselves. 

it was entirely competent for the makers of that instrument, 
and for the people in its adoption, to abrogate any common law 
incompatibility, if such existed, and to make it competent that 
the speaker of the senate should, notwithstanding any natural or 
common-law incompatibility, take upon himself for the time “ the 
exercise of the office of governor,” still retaining his office of sena- 
tor and speaker. In any conceivable case the common law must 
yield to the statute—much more must it give way to a constitu- 
tional enactment. 

The constitution of Delaware does not provide that the speaker 
of the senate, on the death of the governor, shall either be or be- 
come governor, but only that such speaker ‘shall exercise the 
office of governor.” It does not provide that he shall in such an 
event cease to be speaker, or cease to be senator, or that a vacancy 
exists in either position; and we do not think that we can amend 
the constitution of a State by the process of anargument in acon- 
tested seat here. 

Not only is no vacancy created in such instance by the devolu- 
tion of “the exercise of the office of governor” upon the speaker 
of the senate, but the constitution of the State expressly provides 
that ‘‘each house, whose speaker shall exercise the office of goy- 
ernor, may choose a speaker pro tempore ’’—that is, a temporary 
speaker to preside in the room of the permanent speaker when he 
may be absent, thus plainly implying that there is no vacancy in 
the office of speaker, and that there is no vacancy in the office of 
senator or representative (as no one could be speaker except a 
member of one of the houses) by this devolution of the exercise of 
the office of governor. 

In section 14 of the constitution, where it is provided that the 
speaker of the house ‘‘shall exercise the office of governor” if there 
be no speaker of the senate, the distinction between the speaker of 
either house exercising the office of governor, andthe governor as 
such, is very clearly implied in the phrase, “until a governor 
elected by the people shall be duly qualified.” And in the same 
section, afterwards, the person aaa governor is distinguished 
from the temporary occupant exercising the office of governor by 
the recurrence three times of the vhrase, ‘‘the person who exer- 
cises the office of governor.” And when the contingency arises 
of a vacancy in the office of governor, and there be no other per- 
son who can exercise the office of governor within the provisions 
of the constitution, the general assembly shall proceed to elect ‘‘a 

rson to exercise the office of governor until a governor elected 

y the people shall be qualified.” 

This person so chosen is not called governor, but a “‘ person to 
exercise the office of governor.” 

And when, in the case of a contested election, some one is to be 
designated to perform gubernatorial duties, it is provided ‘‘ that 
the speaker of the senate or the speaker of the house who may then 

in the exercise of executive authority ” shall continue therein 
until a determination of the contest. it is manifestly expressed 
that the person exercising the executive authority is not the gov- 
ernor, but that he is, and remains, and must continue to be, speaker 
of the senate, or speaker of the house, notwithstanding the fact 


py ienanen of the office of governor” may for the time be- 
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If this interpretation of the constitution of the State were atall 
doubtful, itis abundantly sustained by practical, contemporaneous, 
and continuous construction in the actua! administration of the 
government of Delaware. Three persons, upon each of whom at 
different times devolved. under this clause, the exercise of the 
office of governor (John Sykes, Jacob Stout, and Caleb Rodney), 
speakers of the senate, who temporarily exercised the executive 
authority as sich speakers, after they had exercised the office of 
governor ad interim, returned to the senate and served out the 
terms for which they had been elected as senators in the senate. 
No suggestion was made that they had vacated their office as sen- 
ators or had become governors of the State of Delaware by reason 
of the temporary exercise of executive duties imposed upon them 
by section 14, article 3, of the constitution. 

As to the provisions of section 2, article 12, of the constitution, 
and section 5 of article 3, we think there is no real conflict between 
them and the other provisions cited as to the succession of the 
executive authority. 

One of the main provisions in the constitution of Delaware, de- 
clared and provided for by three fundamental clauses in the instru- 
ment, is that in certain contingencies the speaker of the senate 
‘shall exercise the office of governor” for the time 
designated. be gov- 
ernor, or that no governor shall be senator at the same time is not 
in any conflict with the provisions for the temporary exercise of 
the executive authority by the speakers of either house. 

Section 12 of article 2 and section 5 of article 3 evidently relate 
to the regular elective term of the offices therein named, and pro- 
vide that such official terms of these positions shall not be held by 
the same person at the same time. They do not at all relate to 
casual vacancies in the executive office or to the constitutional 
means of supplying them. As these two sections contain no allu- 
sion to temporary vacancies, so they are not and can not bein 
conflict with the provisions of the instrument elsewhere appear- 
ing intended to provide for such contingencies. 

Besides, we understand it to be well-settled law that the differ- 
ent clauses of a written instrument, even those of an ordinary 
contract, must be always construed so as to be consistent with 
each other. With such a grave public State paper as the con- 
stitution of Delaware the rule is yet more imperative. We sub- 
mit, therefore, that a proposed construction of this constitution 
which makes a direct and unavoidable conflict and contradiction 
between the clauses and sections of the same must be 
unfounded. 

It is not to be presumed, and indeed it is in our view preposterous, 
that the people of that State should have placed in their organic 
law contradictory provisions on any subject. 


being therein 
Teo say that a provision that no senator shall | 
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WHO ARE LAWFUL JUDGES OF QUALIFICATIONS AND INCOMPATIBILITY 


The senate of the State of Delaware is made by law the judge, 
of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own membery 
In the case presented by Mr. Du Pont against the legality of the 
vote of Mr. Speaker Watson as a member of the joint convention, 
no question is made as to the election and return of Mr. Watson 
as asenator. The whole case rests upon the question of his quali 
fications. And even upon the subject of qualification it is not 
denied that at the time he took his seat in the senate he was fully 
and legally qualified to act and vote therein. But it is earnestly 
insisted that after he had taken his seat he did and performed 
certain acts and duties which deprived him of his legal qualifica- 
tions, and had rendered him unqualified, disqualified, and incom- 
petent to vote or act as a member of the senate oint 
convention. 

This position of the claimant, Mr. Du Pont, raises the most se- 
rious question in this case, which is, as to who can lawfully de- 
cide and determine as to whether or not the acts of Mr. Speaker 
Watson referred to destroyed or suspended his qualifications as 
a senator, and by consequence as a member of the joint conven- 
tion. 

We think that the senate of the State of Delaware, whereof he 
was a member, is the sole tribunal which could either hear or de- 
termine lawfully these objections to the qualifications of Senator 
Watson. 

It is charged that he was absent from the senate from the 9th 
day of April, 1895, until the day of the joint convention. If he 
were absent in discharge of any duties, executive or official, by 
the law of Delaware incompatible with the office of senator, or if 
his absence was contumacious and perverse, this might have con- 
stituted a causefor the judgment of the State senate for his ouster 
from the senate, his suspension as a senator,or the vacation of his 
seat. If, whether present or absent, during his term he had com- 
mitted any act in violation of the laws and constitution of his 
State, or of the United States, this might have constituted a cause 
for the judgment of the State senate against him for his suspen- 
sion or for his expulsion, the vacation of his seat and office, and 
for the issuing of a writ of election for the choice of his successor 
as senator from the county of Kent. 
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Causes for judgment of suspension, ouster, vacation, or expul- 
sion against a sitting member or senator are not, however, well- 
founded judgments. They have legally none of the force or effect 
of ju(jigments or adjudications. There is no judgment or adjudi- 
cation shown in the record or journal of the senate of Delaware 
on any of these a to the qualifications of Mr. Watson as 
a mejnber of that body. ~ 

If these charges or objections to his qualifications had been pre- 
sented and heard in the State senate and judgment of suspension, 
ouster, and vacation had been rendered against him, the case of 
Mr. Du Pont might have been fully made out. This Senate and 
court of the United States would have been bound thereby. If 
such a hearing had terminated in his favor, the same result would 
have followed. The judgment of the State senate is a finality. 

As there was no hearing or judgment in respect to such charges 
in the State senate, the seat and oftice of Senator Watson remains 
undisturbed and unaffected thereby. 

Because the State senate did not pass upon these charges or 
objections to the qualifications of their fellow-member, we in this 
body are not by Jaw in any way authorized to take jurisdiction. 
We have no authority to originate, hear, or determine any objec- 
tions to the qualifications of those who acted and voted as mem- 
bers of the senate of the State, or to revise or review their action 
or nonaction in the premises. 

These considerations rest upon the great doctrine of the due dis- 
tribution of powers and of the distinctive provinces of independ- 
ent powers, to which the claimant in this case has so strongly 
appealed, and which we now justly invoke as showing the error of 
his position. 

The constitution of Delaware, like that of the other States and 
of the United States, declares that *‘each house shall judge of the 
elections, returns, and qualifications of its own members.” 

Each House of Congress is a court in such cases for the judg- 
ment of its own members, but neither is a court or can be in any 
form a tribunal to judge of the qualifications of any member of 
the State legislature. 

It would be just as reasonable and lawful that the State senate 
of Delaware should adjudge and decide a contested seat in this 
body from that State as that we should decide here a contested 
seat in the senate there. 

Especially is this the law when it is sought by a kind of ex — 
facto sentence to unseat by a judgment of the United States Sen- 
ate a member of the State senate of Delaware after he has acted 
and voted there. 

The Senate of the United States has often considered and de- 
cided the question as to which of two bodies claiming to be the 
legisbature of a State is a lawful legislature entitled to hold a joint 
convention for the election of a United States Senator. The mem- 
bers of this body, sitting as a court, as we are now sitting, has 
frequently decided as to two a branches of a legislature 
which was the lawful senate or house of the general assembly, but 
the Senate has always declined to take jurisdiction or to adjudi- 
cate the title of any individual member of the State legislature 
who acted and vated as such in the joint convention. 

In Sykes vs. Spencer (page 521 of Taft’s Senate Election Cases) 
the following is the opinion of the majority: 

In the opinion of your committee it is not competent for the Senate to in- 
quire as to the right of individual members to sit in a legislature which is 
conceded to have a quorum in both houses of eeety elected members. But, 
undoubtedly, the Senate must epers inquire whether the body which pre- 
tended to elect the Senator was the legislature of the State or not, because a 
Senator can only be elected by the legislature of a State. 

And the minority opinion in the same case, upon the same point, 
is as follows: 

Each house of the general assembly of Alabama is the exclusive judge of 
the election returns and qualifications of its ae and any inquiry into 
such question by the Senate of the United States would be as unwarranted 
po as it would prove dangerous in practice. 

a contest like the one now under consideration between two persons 
elected to the Senate by different bodies, each claiming to be the | lature of 
the State, the Senate may look into the constitution and laws of the State to 
ascertain which of the two bodies, if either, has been organized in conformity 
with their provisions, but it can not rightfully inquire into the election re- 
turns and qualifications of the members of either body. 

If the Senate could enter see such inquiry, where would be the limitation 
upon its pre tives? Could it not as legitimately inquire into the manner 
in which any election officer had performed the duties of his office, and even 
into oe quali cation of the electors who had voted for members of the State 

e unde ed would not restrict the Senate in its constitutional right to 
judge of the election returns and qualifications of its own members, but would 
regret its assumption of powers belonging exclusively to the two houses of 
the State legislature. (Sykes vs. Spencer, page 528.) 

The case of Sykes against Spencer was heard and determined in 
1878 and the principle thus decided has been constantly adhered to 
since that time. In that case no action or adjudication had taken 
s upon the contested cases of individual members subsequent 

their admission, and the decision of the ———, and majority 
upon this — rests upon the action and ion of persons 
voting in the joint convention as members of either the senate or 
house, and eel of the ee 

In the case of David Turpie, ded in May, 1888, the same 
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point is decided where there had been an adjudication by the Ty. 
diana State senate unseating one of its members and seatiny | 
contestant. This Senate decided that it would not revise «;, 
adjudication—that it would not inquire into the motives or pu ; 
poses of the adjudication. : 

The committee are of the opinion that the facts offered, if proved, will 
warrant the Senate in declaring the sitting member not entitled to his 
There can be no doubt that the body in question was the constitutional senaa 
of Indiana. ; 

‘The journals of both houses of the legislature of the State have been 
mitted tous. It appears that the body was recognized as the senate |) 
governor and by the house of representatives. Statutes to which its. 
tutional assent was necessary were enacted and have become part of the jaw 
of the State. ‘ies 

We also think that the judgment of the senate of Indiana as to the tit 
Messrs. Branahan and McDonald, the two members in question, to their « 
is binding upon the Senate of the United States. This body is made })y ; 
Constitution the judge of the election, qualifications, and returns of its )), 
bers. The senate of Indiana is likewise the judge of the election, qualificat 
and returns of itsown members. We must determine all questions a; 
out of the proceedings of the electors. But who sustain the characte: 
electors is to be determined by the legislative body of the State. 

We can not inquire into the motives which controlits judgment. In ren 

ing that judgment, whether it shall give a hearing to parties, permit «i 
examine witnesses, act upon evidence or without evidence, are matters wit 
its own discretion. If that discretion were exercised in the manner cha; 
by the remonstrance, a majority think that a public crime was commit? «| 
for which the offenders are responsible to the people of Indiana. But we can 
not try the question. (Case of David Turpie, page 625.) 
_ It is thus made very plain that the common law of the United 
States Senate is well settled. When the title of an individual] 
member of the legislature who has once been seated has been deter- 
mined by a subsequent adjudication of the house to which he }»- 
longs, such judgment will not be here disturbed or inquired int. 
And if there has been no such subsequent adjudication by the 
State senate or house, the title of the senator or representatiy: 
rests upon the record of his original credentials and qualifications 
as a member, and will not here be questioned. 

When a person claiming to be a member of the legislative body 
presents his credentials of election, and the record shows that he 
was thereupon admitted to a seat and sworn in as a member of 
the same, his title to the seat is absolute, unquestioned, and so 
continues until the house of which he is a member has adjuii- 
cated that he is not entitled to his seat, or that some other person 
is entitled thereto. Such is the decision of the Senate in the fol- 
lowing case: 

The majority of persons having a right to seats in the house of representa- 
tives havea right to organize that house and to transact allits lawful business, 
including the enactment of laws and the election of Senators. Persons who 
have the certificates of election have such right to seats. Every act of the 
assembly in which bees Awe part, and to which their consent is necessary. has 
as absolute validity as if their title had been affirmed by an adjudication of the 
houseitself. Their title is not, as is sometimes carelessly said, a prima faciv 
title. It is an absolute title, continuing until the house itself has adjudicated 
that some other person be admitted to their place. This adjudication is only 
operative for the future, and has no retroactive effect whatever. When the 
house makes the inquiry on the merits, it may treat the credentials as prima 
facie evidence upon that question. But until the house tries the case the 
credential is conclusive to all the world. (Case of Clark and Maginnis vs. 
Sanders and Power, page 637.) 

These decisions and judgment of the Senate are founded upon 
the principle that the States, by constitutional ordinances, have 
made each house of the State legislature the judges of the clec- 
tions and qualifications of their own members; it is ultra vires of 
our powers to revise, review, consider, or pass upon any questions 
of this character. 

If the senate of Delaware had made any adjudication upon the 
objections alleged against the qualifications of Mr. Speaker Wat- 
son, we would have been bound by such adjudication, whether 
adverse or favorable to his title. If they made none, this does not 

ive the United States Senate any authority to adjudge the case. 

e jurisdiction of the two houses of the State legislatures, by 
their own authority, is original and exclusive. 

These constitutional enactments have such effect as not only to 
make the members of each house the judges in each case, but also 
to forbid that the members of any other tribunal shall be judg: 
therein. ae 

The evidence in this case shows that William T. Watson, on the 
first Tuesday in January, 1893, held credentials signed and cer- 
tified by the sheriff of the county of Kent, in the State of Dela- 
ware, and by the inspectors of the elections in said county, show- 
ing that he had been duly elected senator from said county at the 
general election held in November, 1892, in said county, for the 
term of four years—that is, until November, 1896. E 

The record of the journal of the senate of the State of Delaware 
shows that on the Tuesday of January, 1893, aforesaic, the 
day fixed by law for the meeting of the general assembly, William 
T. Watson, aforesaid, a and presented this certificate 0! 
election as the qroteaiiats of his seat and title as a senator. 

The journal shows that these credentials were read and spread 
at large upon the record of that day, and that thereupon he, the 
said Watson, was sworn and admitted as a senator. Mr. Watson 

t holds these credentials; the record thereof and the proceed- 

thereupon are yet remaining, and these credentials so remat"- 
ing of record are, as is said in the case of Clark and Maginnis ts. 
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full, complete, and absolute title until the senate of Delaware has 
for some cause pronounced and adjudged them to be no longer 
valid. 


As the senate of the State of Delaware were lawfully, in the first | 


instance, the exclusive judges of the validity of these credentials, 
so they continue to be the exclusive judges of their invalidity, if 
from any cause whatever disqualifications have occurred which 
might vitiate or destroy their legality. Any adjudication by the 
Senate of the United States upon such a subject is beyond our 

rovince. Such action upon our part would be «an intrusion, an 
interference, an unwarrantable usurpation of power vested in 
another body, ruinous to th; autonomy of the States, and disas- 
trous to the character of this body, whose members purport not 
to be chosen by their own action, but by that of the legislatures of 
the States. 

There is not and has not been up to this day any adjudication 
by the senate of the State of Delaware adverse to the title of Mr. 

atson as a member of that body. A careful search and inspec- 
tion of the record and journal of the State senate shows no such 
adjudication. It could only be shown by the record. 

The journal does show, as above recited, that he was admitted, 
sworn, and seated upon his aforesaid credentials. It shows that 
he was afterwards chosen speaker of the senate; that he continued 
to act as senator and as speaker whenever he was present, up to 
and including the last day of the session, when both houses ad- 
journed sine die; that during the entire session, whenever he was 
present, he voted and acted as a senator in the joint convention of 
the two houses, and acted as presiding officer of such convention. 

If the senate of the State of Delaware were to-day convened, and 
had adjudged in this case in hearing before them that Mr. Wat- 
son’s seat was, for any or all of the causes alleged in the claim of 
Mr. Du Pont, vacant, and that he was no longer a senator, such a 
judgment at this time could not affect in any manner his action 
or vote in the senate or joint convention while he acted asa senator. 

No one would contend for a moment that such a judgment is 
retroactive. The acts of the senator de facto are as valid as if de 
jure. How much less could any adjudication in this body at this 
time legally invalidate his former vote, seat, or title as a senator. 

We therefore conclude in this case— 

First. That if there be any questions as to the lawful qualifica- 
tions of William T. Watson to act and vote as a senator and, by 
consequence, as a member of the joint convention, this is not the 
place, the time, or the tribunal to either hear or determine such 
questions. 

Second. The senate of the State of Delaware had paramount 
and exclusive jurisdiction to adjudge such questions, and whether 
they exercised such jurisdiction or not, the Senate of the United 
States has no jurisdiction in the premises. 

Third. That Mr. Watson, having acted and voted as a senator 
and asa member of the joint convention at the time when the 
vote was taken under which Mr. Du Pont claims his election toa 
seat in this body. he is to be counted as a member of the legisla- 
ture of Delaware in joint convention assembled; tbat the whole 
number of members voting, being the whole number of members 
of both houses, was 30; that Mr. Du Pont did not receive a major- 
ity of this whole number; that we can not make his vote of l5 a 
majority of such whole number by subtracting therefrom the 
vote of one whose right and title to vote is not shown by the record 
to have been adjudged against by the body of which he acted as 


& member, 
DAVID TURPIE. 
JAMES L. PUGH. 
GEO. GRAY. 
JNO. M. PALMER. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BATE introduced a bill. (S. 2148) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of P. M. Craigmiles, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2149) to increase the pension 
of James M. Rifenberick; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2150) granting a pension to 
George W. Emery; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2151) for the relief of James 
Parker, formerly a lieutenant-commander in the Navy of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2152) granting a pension to Reuben 
P. Stephens, late of the United States Navy; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2153) to abolish days 
of grace on promissory notes, drafts, etc., in the District of Co- 
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Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 2154) for the relief of Mrs. 
Sabina O'Callaghan, administratrix of the estate of Denis O’Cal- 
laghan, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 2155) for the relief of the Selma 
and Meridian Company; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2156) granting a pension 
to Richard Richardson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2157) granting a pension to Laura 
C. Vandergriff; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2158) granting a pension to Abra- 
ham Rhodes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2159) granting a pension to 
John M. Hill; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2160) granting a pension to Irvin 
Dickison; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2161) to place Maj. Robert P. 
Barry on the retired list of the Army; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE. During the last Congress pretty serious charges 
were made against the Steamboat-Inspection Service by one of the 
New York daily papers. Those charges led me to make an investi- 
gation, a limited one, to be sure. I found that there were a great 
many laws obsolete, that there were other statutes which ought 
to be obsolete, and that there was a necessity for additional legis- 
lation. I found that the only justification for the causes of com- 
plaint arose, in my judgment, from the fact that the inspectors of 
hulls and boilers were made political officers; that they were ap- 
pointed because they voted in one direction and were removed 
because they voted in another, which of course is utterly absurd 
in a service which has control of and care for the protection of 
human life at sea. 

I called the attention of the Supervising Inspector-General, Gen- 
eral Dumont, to these various matters which I had investigated, 
and I asked him to spend ample time and prepare a bill which 
would cover all of these points and whatever else he from his 
own experience could discover which needed reform. The bill 
which I hold in my hand is the result of his investigation and 
was prepared by him. I submit it to the Senate with the request 
that it be read twice and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 2162) to amend certain sections of Title LII of the 
Revised Statutes, relating to steam vessels, and to codify: therein 
all existing amendments to the same enacted by Congress since 
the close of the Forty-fourth Congress was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2163) to increase the pension 
of Jason Booth; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2164) for the relief of 
Ellen A. Dunn; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2165) for the 
relief of James A. Johnston; which was read twice byits title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2166) for the relief of Mr. and Mrs. 
J. T. Strother, of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2167) granting a pension 
to Joseph T. Bemis; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2168) to expedite the delivery 
of imported parcels and packages not exceeding $500 in value; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 77) authorizing 
persons in the Navy and Marine Corps, when serving at sea, to 
make allotments of their pay; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 78) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to distribute the medals and 
diplomas awarded by the World’s Columbian Commission to the 
exhibitors entitled thereto; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Select Committee 
on International Expositions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a joint resolution (S.R.79) directing 
the Secretary of War to furnish an estimate for deepening the 
channel from Hampton Roads to the navy-yard at Norfolk, Va., 
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and also for eee the Western Branch of the Elizabeth River; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 
Mr. CALL (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 80) 
niring the lapsed bids of the latest Treasury loan to be as- 
signed to the highest bidder at the time of the approval of this 
resolution; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr, CULLOM submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
ed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered 
to be printed. 
Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be pr 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
—_ to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in regard to the bill in behalf of Charles P. Alli- 
son be withdrawn from the files of the Senate under the rules of the Senate, 


SACRAMENTO RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

Whereas Cc A 18, 1894, passed an act making ti 
for the construction, repair, and been a certain Sal works on 
rivers and harbors, ard for other purposes; and 

Wherees it was provided that no preliminary examina 

designated in 


new works other than those said act should be made; and 
ereas it was further ded that after the regular report on any ex- 
amination or survey submitted no supplemental report or estimate 
for the same fiscal year shall be e without a resolution of Congress; and 
Whereas sinco the Chief of eers, United States Army, made his re- 
t on the Sacramento River, ornia, t floods have wash- 
away the banks of that crevasses through w the 
water finds its way to the lowlands, bed of a portion of the river 


ving 
nearly dry,and thereby rendering navigation difficult and at low water 
aumesh ion ble: The : 


refore 
Re. . That the Secretary of War be, and is , directed to inquire 
as to the present condition of said Sacramento River the effect upon nav- 
igation of the recent floods therein, and to estimate the cost of such improve- 
ments as may be necessary to restore said river to its natural channel and to 
t generally as to the nature and extent of such work as in his opinion 
the circumstances of the case require. 


A. H. LAZARE, 
Mr. GORDON submitted the following resolution; which was 
agreed to: 


considered by unanimous consent, and 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and heis hereby, directed toinform 
the Senate whether the ublic of Haiti has paid the amount heretofore 
found to be due said Republic to A. H. Lazare, a citizen of the United 
States, said amount found due by the Hon. William Strong, justice of the 
United States Supreme Court, in his award as arbitrator. 


” INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. GEAR. I wish to make a brief statement in regard to a 
resolution introduced by the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] and considered a day or two ago at a time when I was 
unavoidably absent. The resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pacih c Railroads, of which Iam chairman. In the course 
of his remarks the Senator from Nebraska spoke as follows: 

I have noticed by the from time to time that the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads has had witnesses before them for examination, and I hope 
the committee will not construe —- et ne upon them when 
I say that I have failed to observe tany of patrons of the road have 
been brought before the committee and exaiained. Their examinati 
far seem to have been confined to stockholders and bondholders of the road, 
er agents and attorneys, who come here for the purpose of being 


I wish to say in regard to these hearings that a full general no- 
tice has been given to all parties in interest. The notice of the 
hearings, the information as to the hearings, was published in all 
the dai i from ocean to ocean. Every person, whether he 
may be a bondholder, a stockholder, or a patron of the road, has 

full and ample notice of the hearings. I do not know of any 
other way to give the information desired. In all the committees 
in the other branch of Congyess of which I had the honor to be a 
member, and which have covered investigations of t magni- 
tude lasting for months, it is the only way in which notice 
been given so that the parties in interest might come before the 
committee and state their case, and that is the way the informa- 
tion was given in this case. 

I wish to add, in addition, that no one has been requested to 
come before the committee except two gentlemen who will be here 


- in the course of time. Certain gentlemen in New York represent- 
reorganization 


ing the revisory board on the proposed of the Union 
Pacific Railroad came of their own accord to present their scheme 
to Congress, which is being entertained and will be entertained by 
that committee. Gentlemen not connected with these roads in 
any capacity whatever, but connected with other roads, have come 
of their own accord before the committee. 

I simply wished to call the attention of the Senator from Ne- 
braska to this fact, so that he and the country may know that 


everybody had the proper notice. 
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Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, just oneword. I think the chair- 
man of the Committee on Pacific Railroads has not anticipated 
fully the meaning of what I said, and I want to repeat it now so 
that there may be no mistake as to my position. The Committee 
on Pacific , as I am informed, has sent ont no invitation 
to any person to appear before the committee except to one or two 

3 who have already appeared. 

Mr. GEAR. That isa mistake. The Senator certainly did not 
understand what I said. A general notice was given through the 
Associated Press dispatches to everybody who wished to come 
before the committee. The committee sent out no specific notice 
to aT: 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not think we ought to be confined to tho 
Associated Press. At the city of Omaha is the third if not tho 
second largest packing house and stock yards in the world. At 
the city of Omaha, which is a city of almost 200,000 people, is a 
board of trade, a board of commerce, and an association of whol: 
sale merchants. At the city of Denver and other cities there are 
like institutions. These patrons of these roads ought not to be 
invited to come here simply by a dispatch sent out by the Asso- 
ciated Press or the United Press, but they ought to have a spe- 
cial invitation from the committee either to send a representative 
here to lay their claims before the committee or to furnish to the 
committee, in document form, valuable information which is in 
their possession. 

Mr. GEAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. , 

Mr.GEAR. What information has the Senator that the gentle- 
men in Omaha to whom he refers, with whom I am personally 
well uainted, want to come before the committee, may I ask? 

Mr. LEN. Iinfer that the patrons of the road—— 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator simply infers that he knows. 

Mr. ALLEN. No;I do not infer that I know. I know. 

Mr. GEAR. The committee know—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I know; I livein that country; I am acquainted 
with those e, and I know their wishes as expressed to moe 
hundreds and thousands of times. 

Mr. GEAR. I livein that country myself, and know something 
of those le. 

Mr. AL . I know the Senator lives in the West. 

Mr, GEAR. But I have no specific knowledge that any man on 
the line of these roads from Council Bluffs to Sacramento wishes 
to come before the committee. Certainly the Senator does not 
expect the committee to send notices broadcast to individuals all 
over that country, not knowing whether or not they may be 
patrons of the road. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not expect anything of the kind. 

Mr. GEAR. They have had the ordinary notice, and the only 
notice they can have. 

Mr. AL . The honorable Senator does not live in that coun- 
try. I know where he lives. I have known him for thirty-five 

ears. He lives about half a mile west of the Mississippi River, 

ardly that far, at the city of Burlington, when he is at home. 
He lives 300 miles east of the eastern terminus of the Union Pacitic 
Railroad, which terminates about two miles and a half on the east 
side of the Missouri River. 

I know very well that there are associations of merchants and 
shippers of all kinds in the State of Nebraska who are vitally 
affected by the action to be taken by Congress upon the Pacilic 
railroads, to whom the honorable Senator admits that no special 
invitation has been extended to appear here by representative or 
to furnish the information that may be in their possession relative 
to their wishes or relative to the condition of these roads. 

Mr. GEAR. Will the honorable Senator state how notice is to 
be a to those people? ; 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, I could state how, and very easily. The 
State Farmers’ Alliance of the State of Nebraska has much valu- 
able information in its possession, gathered through reliallo 
sources, as to the effect of the present rates upon the farmers of 
the State of Nebraska and other States of the West. Why not 
address a letter to the presidents of the State farmers’ alliances 

-of the State of Nebraska and to the farmers’ alliances in the States 
of Kansas and Colorado and ask them to lay before the committee 
the information they have? 

. GEAR. I will state that the committee does not know °f 
any such organization. Thecommittee have no official knowledye 
of any such organization. ; 

.ALLEN. That will not do, Mr. President. The committes 

have actual knowledge. 

Mr. GEAR. That is a mistake. 

Mr. ALLEN. It will not do to stand here and say that the 
committee has no official knowl . Itis a matter of common 
history that we have a national alliance, that met in this city two 
ae 


R. Let me say that it is a matter of common history 
that those people have had notice through the daily press, aud 
they read the papers, as I know. 
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Mr. ALLEN. They may have had notice through the daily 
press, but even the notice that has gone out through the daily 
press has not specifically invited these men and the farmers’ or- 
ganizations to appear. — 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Why does not the Senator from Nebraska 
state that the hearings are now going on and are open to every- 
pody? The Senator from Nebraska need not be afraid that any 
class of men who have any special scheme or any special informa- 
tion which they desire to present will fail to come here at their 
own expense and be present at the hearings before the committee. 
We have had propositions presented to the committee to take 
these bonds and transfer them to a new line of road, which the 
Government was to build from North Platte to Sioux City, Iowa. 

If the Senator is of the opinion that anybody is being shut out 
from the committee hearings, if he will notify the representatives 
of the Farmers’ Alliance and others who have propositions to pre- 
sent to the committee, there will be plenty of time for them to 
come and be heard. I know the Senator desires that we shall get 
through with the hearings in time to make some kind of a report. 
He does not expect us to summon these people at Government 
expense, and so far as the members of the Farmers’ Alliance are 
concerned they would probably repudiate the idea of coming to 
Washington at Government expense. They have the opportunity 
of coming and of being heard, but the Senate is not called upon 
to give specific notice to the whole United States, individually and 
personally, that there is a hearing going on. 

Mr. GEAR. Let me say to the Senator from Colorado that the 
committee is not empowered by this body to summon persons here 
at Government expense, but they have the right to come. 

One more word in regard to these hearings. I had the honor of 
being on a committee in the other House that had hearings for five 
months, and there were probably 1,500 people, more or less, per- 
haps more, who came before that committee just in the way these 
notices have been given—by invitation in the press—and they 
came from California, from Maine, and from every State in the 
Union to make their case before that committee. I have many 
friends in the State of the Senator, I am glad to say, and I proba- 
bly know almost as many people in that State as the Senator him- 
self. They have the same opportunity to come as have others, 
and they will be heard with the same cordial attention we give to 
everybody else. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, that will not do, nor will the sug- 
gestion of the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorrt}, 
although it is couched in words which carry with them a slight 
insinuation against the Farmers’ Alliance. 

Mr.WOLCOTT. Not the slightest. I have the highest regard 
for that organization. 

Mr. ALLEN. There has been no invitation extended to any 

rson except to the representatives of the railroad interests. I 
o not say that for the purpose of reflecting on the committee at 
all, but I say the only persons at least who have come here have 
been Mr. Collis P. Huntington, Mr. Pierce, and other gentlemen 
who are representing the financial interests of these railroad com- 
panies. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, no. 
makes a misstatement. 

Mr. ALLEN. Who are they? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Coombs, who represents Sioux City and 
that great section of the Northwest, wants the Government to go 
into the building of another road from North Platte 

Mr. ALLEN. Where does Mr. Coombs live? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I donot know. He lives all over, I suppose. 

Mr. ALLEN. He lives in Boston, I think. 

Mr. GEAR, I will tell the Senator where Mr. Coombs lives, 
and who his clients are. Mr. Coombs lives, as I understand, in 
the city of Brooklyn, and his clients are 400 bankers, scattered in 
every State of this Union, who have invested money in northwest 
Iowa and northeast Nebraska, who have been interested in build- 
ing a railroad to Sioux City, which has cost $2,500,000. He comes 
here now of his own accord, in response to the public notice given, 
and makes certain propositions before the committee. He is not 
interested in the Pacific railroads to the extent of a penny, or in 
their transportation, or anything of the kind. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not know where Mr. Coombs lives, but I 
know what his business is. He is a broker. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLEN. I know that Mr. Coombs represents a great 
many bankers in the northeastern portion of this country, and 
represents the financial interests of a great many people in these 
railroads. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. Coombs is one of the best-known lawyers in 
all New England, and one of the best. 

Mr. . He is a lawyer and a broker. 





The Senator never intentionally 





I do not care 
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whether he is a lawyer or not. That does not make him any bet- 
ter or any worse, for that matter. I know he represents here 140 
different banks. 
Mr. FRYE. 
Mr. ALLEN. 
pany. 
Mr. FRYE. Certainly, but as a lawyer. 
Mr. ALLEN. | His being a lawyer is a side issue with him. 
is a financial lawyer. 


Over 200. 


In whi © is called the Credit Commutations Com- 


He 
I do not think he has ever tried many causes, 
Mr. HOAR. I know Mr. Coombs very well. 

Mr. ALLEN. That man is the representative of the financial 
interests of these railroads, and his representation is strictly in 
line with the representation of Mr. Huntington, Mr. Pierce, and 
other gentlemen of that kind. 

Mr. GEAR. One word. I beg to state that the Senator is la- 
boring under a gross mistake. Mr. Coombs is not the represent- 
ative of any of the Pacific railroads. Mr. Coombs is before the 
Pacific Railroads Committee asking this Congress to appropriate 
money out of the sinking fund, which has accrued to the Govern- 
ment under law from those roads, to construct a road 250 miles 
ina southwest direction from Sioux City to connect with the main 
line of the Union Pacific. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator diverts me; but let me call his at- 
tention to the fact that either Mr. Coombs represents some finan- 
cial interest in this road or he represents the patrons of the road; 
and I will say that he does not represent a solitary patron of the 
road. What he wants is that this Government 

Mr. BRICE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him at 
that point to correct him? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRICE. Mr. Coombs does not represent any Pacifie rail- 
road, or any investment heretofore made in any Pacific railroad, 
or any financial institution, or any persons who are concerned in 
any way with the stocks, bonds, securities, or other properties in 
the Union Pacific or any other Pacific railroad. 

Mr. ALLEN. What does he represent? 

Mr. BRICE. He represents an investment in the northeastern 
corner of the Senator’s State and represents an investment in the 
northwestern corner of the State of Iowa; he represents a bridge 
which has just been built from Iowa to Nebraska, and he asks 
that the sinking fund belonging to the Government be contrib- 
uted to his people for the development of the State of the Senator 
from Nebraska and the State of Iowa. 

Mr. GEAR. May I add to what the Senator from Ohio has said, 
that Mr. Coombs asks this in the name of the Farmers’ Alliance of 
the State which the Senator from Nebraska represents on this 
floor? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam inclined to believe the honorable Senator 
from Iowa on almost all occasions, and I do not want to express 
any doubt of his veracity upon this occasion, but I should need 
corroborative proof of the fact that Mr. Coombs represents the 
Farmers’ Alliance. 

Mr. GEAR. I will refer the Senator to the printed testimony 
taken before the committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. It may be Mr. Coombs’s testimony. 

Mr. FRYE. Allow me to say that Mr. Coombs appears practi- 
cally in opposition to any of the proposed settlements with the 
Pacific railroad companies, and argues against any of the proposed 
settlements with those companies, unless the law by which the 
settlement is provided for shall compel the Union Pacific and Cen- 
tral Pacific railroad companies to permit a union southwest at 
the one hund?edth meridian, and at the same time that they shall 
be compelled practically to assist him in completing the south- 
west connection between Sioux City and the one hundredth par- 
allel, which they do not want to do. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I want to answer the interroga- 
tories which have been put to me by Senators as briefly as possi- 
ble, for I have no desire to consume the time of the Senate in 
needless discussion. 

The Senator from Iowa, the chairman of the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads | Mr. Gear], supplemented by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Brick] and the Senator from Maine [ Mr. Frye], says 
that what Mr. Coombs wants—and they are not sufficiently satis- 
factory nor lucid in their explanation of whether he is a patron 
of the road or not—is that a sufficient amount of the earnings of 
these roads shall be set apart fer the construction of a line of 
railway from Sioux City, Iowa, to near the city of Kearney, in 
the State of Nebraska, to intersect with the main line of the 
Union Pacific at that point; but these Senators are singularly 
silent upon the question why that road was not constructed in 
1867 under the act of 1864, which provided for its construction 
upon exactly that line. 

No, Mr. President, that involves the integrity of the Republican 
party or the Republican Administration in carrying into execu- 
tion thatlaw. The law expressly provided, and provides to-day, 
for the construction of that line from Sioux City, Iowa, to the 
hundredth meridian, a little west of the present city of Kearney, in 
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the State of Nebraska. No attempt was ever made to construct it 
there, and the _— of that country for twenty-odd years have 
been deprived of the benefit to be derived from the construction 
of that road in comsozuanes of its diversion. The honorable chair- 
man of the Pacific Railroads Committee knows quite well that 
that road was diverted from the original line of its construction 
to be a road from Sioux City to Missouri Valley, in the State of 
Iowa, on the east side of the Missouri River. Now, Mr. Coombs 
comes here, so we are told, as a representative of the Farmers’ 
Alliance. He is not the representative of any alliance in this 
Union, national, State, or local. 

Mr. GEAR. I beg pardon of the Senator for interrupting him. 
I did not mean to state that he came here as the representative of 
the Farmers’ Alliance, but that he came here practically in the 
interest of the people of the farming community, who are gen- 
— supposed to be members of the order to which the Senator 
refers. 

Mr. ALLEN. He did not come here in the interest of the peo- 
ple of that order or the people of the State of Nebraska or of any 
other State. He came here in the interest of the Credit Commu- 
tations Company, which holds securities to the amount of several 
hundred thousand dollars, if not several million dollars, arising 
out of the construction of the new bridge at Sioux City. He 
wants, in the interest of that bridge company, a road constructed 
from Sioux City to Kearney, so that it may be tributary to the 
bridge represented by his clients. He is not concerned in the sod 
houses of Nebraska. 

Mr. GEAR. Does not the Senator think that if the road were 
built in that direction, through that great rich portion of the 
State he represents so well, it would bea great thing for the Farm- 
ers’ Alliance? 

Mr. ALLEN. Of course I do. 

Mr. GEAR. Of which I suppose the Senator is a member? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, I am not a member of it. 

Mr. GEAR, The Senator ought to be. 

Mr. ALLEN, I wish I was. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator is not eligible. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should consider myself as highly honored by 
being a member of that organization as I consider myself hon- 
ored now. 

Mr. GEAR. The Senator is not eligible by virtue of his pro- 
fession, as I understand. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I am eligible. I ama farmer, and all I 
have is in farms. 

I think that part of the State of Nebraska would be benefited, 
and I should glad to see the construction of a road there, 
although we have one road running to the southwest now. 

But that is no answer to the point I make that the Republican 
Administration, which had it in its power to compel the construc- 
tion of that road twenty-odd years ago, (ailed to do so, and now, 
when it advances the interests of the clients of Mr. Coombs in the 
Sioux City Bridge Company, then Mr. Coombs comes here as the 
ostensible representative of the horny-fisted granger to have that 
road constructed. That is all there is to that. 

What I wanted to say, and what I wanted to emphasize, was this: 
The Committee on Pacific Railroads will have failed to perform 
its duty, in my judgment—and that may count for nothing, and 
it probably does—it it fails to send to the organized farmers of 
the States whose interests are affected by the operations of these 
roads an invitation to come here by representative, or to send the 
valuable information they have gathered up in the form of docu- 
— and place these things before the committee for its infor- 
mation. 

What is to be said of the great stockyards that furnish so much 
transportation to these companies? t is to be said of the 
wholesale merchants of Iowa and the wholesale merchants of the 
States of Nebraska, Colorado, and Kansas, whose interests are so 
vitally affected by the solution of this problem? The committee 
will have failed to discharge its duty, in my judgment, unless it 
directs its clerk to send to the officers of these associations and 
pram map a ific request to appear before the committee or to 
furnish it with the valuable information they . 

I want to say, Mr. President, that, in my judgment, the Pacific 
Railroads Committee can not hide its action, actual or proposed, 
behind the assumption that it has sent out by the Associated and 
United Press agencies a oo invitation to everybody toappear 
and worship at their shrine. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to make one statement, if Imay. I under- 
stand the universal custom in the Senate, since I have been a 
member of it, is that when there is pending before any committee 
of the body a matter in which the constituents of any Senator are 
interested, if he thinks they ought to be summoned, he informs 
them that the hearing is goig on, and he finds out the time when 
they can be heard, and makes the arrangements for them to ap- 

I have done that in a great many matters in whieh people 





: fn my own State were interested, and should have felt myself 


ct in duty if I had not done so, 
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Mr. GEAR. The Senator has stated the precedents exactly, 
The committee gave this notice, understanding and expectir, 
that Senators who had friends who wished to appear before t}, 
committee would notify them. Notice that the hearing has been 
going on has been generally disseminated all over the country, ani 
the persons referred to by the Senator from Nebraska have 1, 
appeared. 


+ 
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HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 5819) to provide for the examination and classi- 
fication of certain lands in the State of California was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 4821) making ly hn to supply urgent de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year tating June 30, 
1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes, and asking a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr.HALE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
to the bill disagreed to by the House of Representatives and agree 
to the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
— the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Harp, 

. ALLISON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


ALLEGED ASSESSMENTS IN THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Prrrrn}, 
coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Prerrir 
February 12, 1896, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and it is 
hereby, instructed to inquire and report whether, during the year 185, or 
any portion thereof, any of the employees of the Post-Office Department, 
while receiving pay from appropriations for that Department, did. with the 
knowledge, connivance, or direction of any clerk or clerks, or chief or chiefs 
of division, levy and collect assessments of money on and from other em- 
ployees of the Department to be used, and which was used, for political pur 
poses States where election campaigns were in progress at that time; 
whether any person or persons were employed and borne on the Department 
rolls as employees and regularly paid as such who, while pretending to bo 
discharging the duties of inspectors in the free delivery service, were in fact 
actively engaged in aiding and assisting one of the political parties in said 
election compeian: whether, during such time, in room 3 of the Interior 


Department ing, or in any other room or rooms in said building or in 
any other building, any employee of the Department was directing or man 
aging the — of persons for the purposes aforesaid and receiving 
and disbursing the moneys so and collected, and whether such mana- 
ger or director kept an account of such moneys in his own name in any bank 


of the city of Washington or elsewhere. 

The committee will inquire and report, further, whether during the period 
covered by this resolution any = or poe were employed by any 
clerk or chief of division in the Post-Office rtment and kept on the De- 
partment pay rolls and paid out of the Department funds, which payment 
was not authorized by law or by any lawful rule or regulation of the Depart- 
ment, and for which services no appropriation had been made by Congress 


Mr. PEFFER. Let that resolution go over, Mr. President, re- 
— lace. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Prrren|, 
coming over from a previous day; which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Perrer 
February 12, 1896, as follows: 


Resolved, That a comraittee of five Senators, not more than two of whom 
shall belong to one — party, shall be appointed by the Vice-President, 
whose duty it shall be— 

First. To investigate and repost tow g all material facts and circum- 
stances with the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary of 
the Treasury in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Second. Toinvestigate and report specially what amount of available fu.ds, 
classified, was in the United States Treasury and on deposit in other places, 
subject to the order of the Secretary of the Treasury, at the time the bonds 
were sold or offered for sale; whether there was or was not coin enough on 
hand to meet all coin o tions of the Government due at the time said 
bonds were sold or when they were offered for sale; what obligations were 
due at that time and the amount of each, stated separately; what was tho 
reason for any unusual withdrawal of coin from the Wreneury shortly before 
bonds were or offered for sale, if such unusual withdrawals were in fact 
made, and by what persons or classes of persons and for what purpose or on 
what account such withdrawals were made; who purchased the bonds, in 
what amounts, and where, whether in the United States or in foreign coun- 
tries, and in what proportions, and from what persons or classes of persons 
the gold was procured with which to pay for the bonds; what the bonds sold 
for, and what was the market price of our Government bonds at the time, 
and what effect the bond sales had on the credit and business of the people of 


the United States. ; 
Third. To inv te and report as to the manner of disposing of said 

bonds, by what authority, and what contracts, advertisements, or proposals 

were made b Secretary of the Treasury in relation thereto: what agrec- 


e 

ments or contracts, and whether oral or in writing, and whether publicly or 

privately and secretly, were entered into by the retary of the Treasury 

and any other person or persons with respect to the sale and purchase of tlie 

bonds: whether ony oeeee of the Government, or any person or persons for 

such officerand on his béhalf and in his personal interest, and with his know!- 
or consent, entered into any contract, agreement, or arrangement, 
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5 i son 0 sons, ship, corporation, 
Giroctly OF earee die, for the purpose of affecting the price offered of + 
be 0 ered for said bonds or any of them, with the intent and expectation to 
receive commission or personal reward by reason of such contract, agree 
ment, or arrangement; whether such contract or agreement had any and 
what effect on the prices offered for the bonds, what the effect was,and who, 
if any person, profited by it and to what extent. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask the privilege of making two or three 
slight amendments to the resolution. On page 1, line 1, after the 
word ‘‘Senators,” strike out the words ‘‘not more than two of 
whom shall belong to one political party”; on page 2, line 19, after 
the word “ privately,” strike out the words ‘‘and secretly”; in 
line 20, after the word ‘‘any,” strike out the word “other” and 
insert ‘‘ syndicate or,” and in line 21, after the word ‘‘ bonds,” 
insert ‘‘and the profits made or to be made by such syndicate, or 
other person or persons connected with such syndicate, directly 
or indirectly.” _ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas has the 
right to nt, his resolution, and it will be modified in the man- 
ner suggested by him. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is my recollection that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, whom I do not now see in the 
Senate, made a motion to refer this resolution to the Committee 
on Finance. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. PEFFER. I will say to the Senator from Missouri that 
that motion was made out of order. The resolution under the 
rule would go over to the next day, and I asked to have that done. 
The motion of the Senator from Vermont to refer was made in 
connection with that. I had the right to have the resolution go 
over, and under the rule it would go over anyway; and that was 
the order made by the Chair, as appears by the REcoRD. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President- 

Mr. SHERMAN. The motion to refer, I think, was properly 
made when the resolution was offered, and that motion would go 
over with the resolution. 

Mr. PEFFER. The order was made that the resolution should 

0 over. 

' Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLi] 
is not present, but I feel bound to say that the Committee on 
Finance, this matter being pending here, has thought it best, on 
reflection, that the resolution should be sent to that committee. 
No doubt a subcommittee of that committee can be very readily 
formed and can make the investigation. It would cost much less 
in that way than to raise a special committee. It seems to me 
that a special committee for such a purpose as this should not be 
made. It appeared to the members of the Committee on Finance 
that the raising of a special committee might involve a very large 
amount of expense. I for one, whenever any intimation or in- 
sinuation or charge of impropriety is made against an officer of 
the Government, think it but right that it should be specially 
examined by the Senate or by the House of Representatives, prop- 
erly by the House of Representatives, because that is the only 
beer that can follow the examination by anything in the nature 
of punishment. But it seems to me that questions of this kind 
ought to be referred to the regular committees, and that we 
should not start a special committee to probably involve the Sen- 
ate and the country in a very large expense. It is far better to 
present this matter to the committee having charge of the subject- 
matter, and which is familiar with all the details, for examina- 
tion. Therefore, I think the resolution ought to be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. If the Senate is of the opinion that 
the state of public opinion would justify it on the facts which 
have been published, the Senate might proceed to examine So 
and so upon the various points named in the resolution, but it 
ought to be done by a regularly organized committee of the body. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does the Senator make the motion to refer? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was made yesterday, as I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that no motion 
has yet been made to refer the resolution, the resolution not hav- 
ing been before the Senate. An objection was interposed when it 
was originally submitted, so that the motion to refer could not be 
entertained. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ThenI submit a motion to refer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the resolution be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PEFFER. On that I desire to be heard. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 
as I can not get the floor in any other way. I shouldlike to know 
how I lost the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the inquiry of the Senator? 

Mr. VEST. I should like to know how I lost the floor. I have 
been standing here attempting to proceed with my remarks, and 
the Senator from. Ohio — SHERMAN] has spoken, and now the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] wants to a and the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. en will speak. [Laughter. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator had the floor I was unconscious 
of it, and I will make my apology to him. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is unable to give the Sen- 
ator from Missouri the information he seeks. He certainly does 
not desire to take the Senator from the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not making any specific charge, but I rise in 
the interest of the dignity and orderly conduct of the business of 
this body. 

Now, I understand the Chair to rule, in reply to my inquiry— 
I suppose it is intended as a reply—that there has been no motion 
to refer the resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a motion to that effect now 
pending, made by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN}. 

Mr. VEST. I asked the question whether the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MorRILuL], the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance. had not made that motion at the preceding session 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion was made, but the reso- 
lution was not then before the Senate. An objection was inter- 
posed to its consideration when introduced, and it went over under 
the rule. 

Mr. VEST. But the motion had been made before the resolu- 
tion went over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion could not be entertained. 
The motion to refer is now in order, and it has been made by the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. VEST. It is not a matter of any moment when the motion 
was made; but I understood—and that was the understanding of 
the Committee on Finance, and it was certainly the statement of 
the chairman—that he first made the motion to refer, and then 
some other Senator raised an objection to consideration, and the 
whole thing went over. Without being an expert in parliamen- 
tary law, it seems to me that motion also went over, but, as a 
matter of course, it is leather and prunella now, as the motion is 
pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has answered the inquiry 
as he understands the rules of the Senate to be. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I, of course, am opposed to the 
reference of the resolution to the Committee on Finance, or I 
would have asked that reference in the beginning. While there 
is some force from the standpoint of the Senator from Ohio in his 
suggestion that the reference be made, yet the reason, and the 
only reason, that the Senator gives, is one that seems to me trivial, 
in view of the circumstances and in view of what I think to be 
really the Senator’s meaning. 

Of course there will be some expense attending the investiga- 
tion. I think there will hardly be as much as eight or ten million 
dollars, however. That much has been expended already—wrong- 
fully, unquestionably wrongfully—and has gone to a syndicate of 
speculators in New York City and their confréres on the other 
side of the water. 

But without going into that branch of the subject now, I will 
say that this bond-selling business, as it has been conducted during 
the period covered by the resolution now before the Senate, is the 
most remarkable proceeding to be found in the nation’s history, 
and the people do not understand it. 

When, in the earlier years of the Republic, it became necessary 
to borrow money, Congress, in every case and in all cases, pro- 
vided the appropriate legislation. Every Treasury note and every 
bond issued was authorized by laws passed for that special and 
particular purpose. 

When the great war of the rebellion came, as we provided men 
we provided means for paying them. We authorized the issuing 
of paper money; we authorized the sale of bonds for coin; we 
authorized different methods of funding the rapidly increasing 
debt, and we empowered the Secretary to do things never before 
done by that officer; but in all that was done to carry on that ter- 
rible struggle neither the President nor any member of his Cabi- 
net ever felt at liberty to borrow a dollar or incur an obligation 
without specific and unquestioned authority granted for the par- 
ticular act. Much asthe Treasury Department was criticised in 
respect to its contraction policy immediately following the war, 
the people understood that the law authorized the destructive 
process. 

The promise to redeem the greenbacks with coin was authorized 
by the act of March 18, 1869. The refunding of the public debt 
was authorized and provided for by the law approved July 14, 
1870. Resumption of specie payments was provided for in the act 
of January 14, 1875. 

No act of Congress authorizing the sale of bonds of the United 
States for any purpose has been passed since 1870, except a sup- 
plementary act passed in 1871, adding $300,000.000 to the amount 
authorized in the law of 1870, and excepting the act of 1875—the 
resumption act. 

Every law relating to the finances enacted during the war and 
during a period of ten years afterwards was intended to be applied 
and was applied to a particular purpose specified in the law. 
Bonds that were sold under the provisions of the act of July 14, 
1870, whether for refunding purposes under that act or for re- 
sumption purposes under the act of January 14, 1875, were sold at 
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for coin. There was some criticism of the method of dispos- 

of the bonds, but the letter of the law was followed in every 
case, with only one probable exception, and the bonds that were 
exchanged or sold netted par, minus about one-half of 1 per cent 
commission to the agents who negotiated the sales. 

Twenty-four years after the passage of the refunding act, and 
nineteen years after the ——e of the resumption act, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in the face of a refusal by Congress to 
authorize the sale, proceeded to dispose of $50,000,000 worth of 
ten-year 5 per cent bonds. Senators denounced the proceeding as 
unlawful. The ple were ——. All of us were mortified. 
Within a year afterwards a hundred million more were sold with- 
out any additional authority of Congress, and it was commonly 
believed, and never denied, that the proceeds of the sale of the 
last $62,315,400 netted from eight to ten million dollars profit to 
the pene syndicate, and the Government lost all that the 
syndicate gained. . 

The contract was entered into privately. The country knew 
nothing of its existence except through guesses and sensational 
charges of the newspapers until after 1t had been signed and exe- 
cuted by the Secretary of the Treas of the first part and a few 
stock brokers of the city of New York of the second part. The 
country was startled. e people were amazed and bewildered. 
The Admitistration wasdishonored. Thenation was scandalized. 

That some person or persons profited by this transaction through 
dishonorable conduct everybody believes and nobody denies. 
That the amount of such profits is inconceivably large is as hu- 
miliating as it is scandalous and true. 

And now we have just through another sale, this time 

100,000,000 of thirty-year 4 per cent bonds, and this, too, when 
gress had vatened to grant authority forthe sale. It isalleged, 
and quite generally believed, that this sale would have been made 
to the same syndicate that purchased the last preceding lot had it 
not been that oa indignation was manifest in every quarter 
of the land, it was conducted, the press and curious persons 
have asked why certain bidders came in at the last moment, and 
why one of them altered his bid within a few minutes of the hour 
for opening the bids. 

There has been so much ground for scandal about these bond 
transactions, there has been so much money taken from the peo- 
ple who will be charged with the debt and taken by persons not 
- entitled to it or to any part of it, and this, too, when the officers’ 
authority is questioned, that the people want to know all about it. 
And it is to procure that information for them that I have offered 
this resolution. 

A committee of honest, clear-headed men who will search for 
the truth would have the confidence of the masses to begin with. 
—- would have too much self-respect to stop short of complete 
work and too much patriotism to needlessly bring reproach on any 
of their countrymen. 

That somebody has gone wrong we all believe; who it is we all 
wish to know. 

Now, it will be observed that in the resolution there are six dif- 
ferent lines of thought, s' ve of so many lines of investiga- 
tion. The first one is that the bond sales in themselves have been 
unlawful, that the whole ing was without authority of 
7 * - not care to argue the matter, but simply to call atten- 

on to it. 

Immediately after the first proposition to sell bonds was made 
in 1894 I called attention to the matter in the Senate and de- 
nounced the proceeding as unlawful. The Senatorfrom Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN! a few days afterwards followed in thesame vein. A 
resolution was ref to the Committee on the Judiciary of this 
body, and a similar resolution was referred to the Committee on 


the Judiciary of the House of Representatives asking the commit- 
tons 00 dnguies inte tbe lanell of the bond selling. No report 
was ever made in either case, so far as I know. 


The people quite generally have been led to believe from what 
they have from 8 upon platforms and writers in the 
public press that the authority was at least questionable, the ground 
as aioe is one important matter to be investigated 

this pr ing. 

In the next place, itis alleged and believed by thousands and mil- 
lions of people in area members of the House of 
resentatives and by members of this body, that there was coin 
enough in the Treasury at the time the sales were made to pay off 
every obligation of the Government due at that time—every one. 
I tried somewhat extendedly a few weeks ago to prove that mat- 
ter conclusively before the Senate and the country, 


ci the 
figures of the Treasury Department as they have been published claim the 


from year to year. 

In connection with that it was understood by the people at the 
incipiency of the present Administration that the of the 
Treasury understood it to be his duty to pay out coin when 
coin was asked for; when the con coin that coin 
was to be paid, and coin 


that the word “coin” included silver 
When 


as well as gold coin. his attention was called to the matter 


oy ha aod ipa CA ete Rint SN Ds he 


IN et NIN aN 


by some one interested, he answered that there was no trou} 
with the Treasury, that there was an abundance of coin to yyy 
all demands upon it, and when upon further suggestion by hj 
inquirer that there was an abundance of silver there he said t}). 
Treasury could pay out silver if need be. 

That dispatch was published in the evening papers all over 
the country. The next morning another tune was sung, if I m 
use that term withoutirreverence or impropriety. By authority 
the President of the United States an Associated Press disyai.-), 
stated to the people of the country that so long as this Adminis. 
tration is in power gold will be paid on all the coin obligations of 
the Government. 

That was when the trouble began. The same thousands a) 
millions of people who believe that there was an abundance of ¢oin 
in the Treasury at the time, as I aay: also believe that if the Sec- 
retary had paid silver as well as gold all this trouble would havo 
been avoided, and $362,410,350, if I have the figures exactly rig): , 
would have been saved in the matter of indebtedness, and all of 
these scandalous proceedings would have been avoided. That is 
the second point. 

Another point is the unusual method of disposing of the bonds. 
Heretofore, so far as I know, and so far as the discussion in tho 
Senate a few weeks ago showed, with one single exception possi- 
bly, every bond sale before these was madein pursuance of law by 
public advertisement of thirty days, In these cases the idea of a 
popular loan has been almost wholly set aside. Certainly as jo 
the second and the third and the beginning of the fourth bond 
sale no thought of the Department was directed toward a popular 
loan. I remember very well when the Secretary of the Treasury 
in the beginning of the first sale spoke about a popular loan, and 
I felt as if there were.anything in the world that would condone 
for the proceeding it would be that the people at large everywhere 
should be asked and invited to take part in the bond proceediny. 

After the sale was made and it was discovered that the popular- 
loan feature had been entirely discarded I offered a resolution in 
the Senate asking for a statement of the names of the persons 
who purchased the bonds, where they lived, what their business 
was, the amount of their purchases, etc.; and I remember how 
promptly the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] rose from his 
seat cal denounced my resolution as impertinent, as if I were 
trying to pry into the private business of patriotic citizens who 
were ready with their money to come to the rescue of an imperile 
Government. I said to the Senator then that I was amazed ani 
astounded that an American Senator should feel called upon to 
utter the proposition that the people of the Republic had no right 
to know who were trafficking in their credit. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me? 

Mr. PEFFER. Inamoment. Why, I ask, have not the peo- 
ple been invited—Peter and Paul and Silas and Barnabas and al! 
the rest of us with $25, $50, or $100—to take part in this great goid 
feast?. What does the Senator from New York wish to ask? 

Mr. HILL. It will hardly be necessary to pass the pending reso- 


lution for the p of soliciting that information, as the Senate 
has a resolution—— 
Mr. P’ R. I understand to what the Senator from New 


York refers. 

Mr. HILL. As the Senate has already passed a resolution ask- 
ing the of the T. for the names and residences of 
the bidders and the amounts of the bids I assume that the only 
reason why the resolution has not been answered sooner is because 
several of the bidders have not fulfilled their bids, and undoul't- 
edly the Secretary is waiting to see who will take the bonds, so 
that he can return a complete list to the Senate. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand very well the object of the Sena- 
tor’s resolution. I thought it was a very proper one, and if I hal 
not been intensely at the time I should have gone over i 
the other side of the ber and congratulated him most hear'- 
ily, as I did two years ago when he came to my rescue and f0/- 
lowed in my lead. Twoyears before I had asked for similar in/or- 
mation, and although my venerable friend, the Senator from Ol:10 

Mr. SHERMAN], op it bitterly, we got the information aske 


or. Lam to see that the Senator from New York is follow- 
“—- worthy a lead. 
he point I make in to this matter, I will say to the Sen.- 


respect 
tor from New York, is that the methods of effecting sales havo 
been unusual and I a to the part I had taken for tho 
i unusual character of the proceedings. 


of emphasizing 
Pithen it is charged that there has been favoritism to bidders. | 


have not made that charge, and here in this presence I wish to (lis- 
i intention of either charging or asserting that the Pre-'- 
dent of the United States or the Secretary of the Treasury has hi! 
a connection, of his own knowledge, with any uncle: 

on in these . I have frequently said and do now 
ieve both of those men as men are thoroughy 
h y patriotic,and sincere. I do believe, in conne:- 
that both of them, great as they are, have 
overreached by bold, bad, shrewd speculators who prey upoD 











— 


substance of the people. I think that in that one kernel lies 
“ Fens that there will be found in this great transaction, 
whatever may come out of this resolution; that all that there has 
peen wrong, all that there has been crooked, if I may use that ex- 
sression, has come through the speculating habits that our people 
nm grown into within the last few years. 

Whether there was favoritism or not, it is evident to the country 
and to the world and to all of us that one class of men in all these 
cases havesucceeded in getting the lion’s share of all of the bonds 
and in taking the lion’s share of all the profits, and especially in 
the third transaction, when the profits must have been between 
eight and ten _— dollars to the syndicate that engineered the 

s~heme through. 

“in it is charged finally that there have been fraud and col- 
lusion. I have said all that I care to say upon that point. 

Now, Mr. President, about the committee. The country’s sus- 

icions have been aroused by these proceedings. If with gloved 
Fonds and oily tongues we merely refer the resolution to the Fi- 
nance Committee, where it may or may not meet the death of most 
of my resolutions which have been referred to that committee, the 
ople of the country will wonder why the Senators have not been 
willing to face so plain, so clear, so appropriate and judicious a 
resolution as this one. Doubtless the Vice-President in the selec- 
tion of the members of the committee will be pleased to have sug- 
gestions from both sides and the center of the Chamber. Let us 
have two faithful, honest, clear-headed men from the other side, 
two of the same character from this side, and one from the center. 
The people of the country would have confidence in those five 
men, the three great political parties being represented by them. 
The people would understand that the investigation is to be thor- 
ough, it is to be honest, it is to be clean; that the members of the 
committee would not have the smell of fraud upon their garments; 
that when they would conclude they would present to the people 
of the country and the world a clean, unvarnished, completed in- 
vestigation, exposing all that there is to beexposed, going into the 
dark places that other persons concerned have gone into. 

It is for that reason, Mr. President, that I have insisted upon a 
special committee. Whether the expense will be very large or 
whether it will be very small is a matter about which I care 
nothing. The ve ag will be well expended. If the Senate sees 
proper to authorize the committee, the Senate will see fit properly 
to duis it with authority and the necessary machinery for carry- 
ing out its work. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I am opposed to the reference 
of the resolution. I think the matter should have been investi- 
gated long ago. United States 4 per cent thirty-year bonds have 
always had a high market value. About seven years ago, when 
they had eighteen years to run, they sold at about 25 per cent 
premium. Some of them when they had nineteen years to run 
sold, I believe, as high as 27 per cent premium. 

That premium has gradually decreased as the time passed on. 
Last year, a year ago this month, if I recollect aright, they were 
at about 11 or 12 per cent premium. When the bonds that fall 
due in 1907, having eleven years to run, had twelve years to run 
they sold at about 12 per cent premium. Now they have eleven 

ears to run, and they are at about 10 per cent premium. Soa 
nd with thirty years to run, reasoning from all the sales of such 
bonds that have taken place in the public markets, ought to sell 
for over 25 per cent premium, yes, 30 per cent premium, if they 
sold as bonds have averaged from the time of their issue until now. 
A bond with eleven years to run carries 10 per cent premium, or 
11 per cent even, and certainly the others, having nineteen years 
longer to run, on any fair calculation should sell as high as 25 
per cent premium. 

The usual mode of soliciting loans by all Governments is to fix 
& price and then allow the public to bid. In the great Paris loan 
the price, I think, was fixed at par, and then the public were 
allowed to bid, and they were allowed to have a pro rata share of 
the amount they bid for. Nobody who put in a bona fide bid was 
cut out altogether. Now, when our Administration desired to 
borrow money and sell the fours, if it had fixed a price correspond- 
ing with the average price for which such bonds have sold ever 
since they were issued, or at least for which they have sold for 
the last fifteen years, and the public at large had been invited to 
bid in the wound way, and they had been notified that each bona 
fide subscriber should have his pro rata, does anybody doubt that 
the fours that were sold a year ago for 44 per cent premium would 
have sold readily for 20 per cent premium? These same bonds 
which were then put out in less than three months, or within a 
few months after the transaction, rose to $1.23 or $1.24. The 
Administration had those facts before them and they wanted to 
make a new loan. If they had fixed the price so that it would 
have produced exactly 3 per cent, which would have been between 
19 and 20, about 19} for the last sale of bonds, does anybody doubt 
they would have all been taken? 

I say the radical change from the usual method has excited sus- 
Picion and demands an investigation, and the fact is that these 
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transactions have taken place and have been freely criticised by 
the public while the committees of both Houses have been silent. 
The Finance Committee of the Senate that had this matter in 
charge has been silent. The last session passed away and more 
than two months of this session have already passed without any 
attention being called to these unusual transactions. It seems to 
me the country would be better satisfied with a special commit- 
tee. As the Senator from Kansas has inaugurated it, I do not 
think it ought to be taken out of his hands. I think he ought to 
be on that committee and chairman of the committee, as he has 
had the courage and the patriotism to call for an investigation of 
the method of disposing of United States bonds, which the public 
know is a sacrifice of the interests of the people. Everybody 
knows that if these bonds had been sold in the usual way they 
would have brought very much more money upon any basis what- 
ever, The idea that thirty-year bonds or twenty-nine-year bonds 
should sell substantially at the same price as bonds that run only 
eleven years is absurd. 

I have simply called attention to the great loss which the people 
have suffered by reason of these unusual methods, and an investi- 
gation will bring to the attention of the country the ill-advised 
methods employed. Though no one be implicated in any im- 
proper transaction, it will pave the way for better methods in the 
future and a return to the usual methods by which loans are 
placed. 

I shall not occupy the attention of the Senate to repeat what I 
have often said, that the issue and sale of these bonds had no au- 
thority of law. There was no necessity for it and the sale is cruel 
at this time, because it is impounding the money of the country 
and making times worse. I shall not allude to these matters; I 
am only alluding to the great loss the country has suffered by 
what has been done and the absolute necessity for an investiga- 
tion. 

Mr. LODGE. In view of the circumstances in regard to these 
bonds, as well as the charges that have been made and the fact 
that they involve the credit of the United States. it has seemed to 
me for a long time that an investigation into them ought to be 
made. I have no desire to delay the resolution or make any argu- 
ment about it. I think the Finance Committee is the proper com- 
mittee to make this inquiry and investigation. I move to amend 
the resolution by striking out the first three lines and inserting the 
words ‘‘ the Committee on Finance be directed to.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLKNeER in the chair). 
The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrEtARY. After the word ‘‘ Resolved,” strike out lines 1, 
2, and 3 of the resolution and insert: 

That the Committee on Finance be directed. 


Mr. GRAY. What are the words proposed to be stricken out? 
I ask the Secretary to read them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proposed to be stricken out. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That a committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the Vice-President, 
whose duty it shall be. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I am opposed, from the present in- 
formation which I have, to any investigation whatever on this 
subject, either by the Finance Committee or a special committee. 
I do not agree to the proposition that every time there is an idle 
rumor in the newspapers about some irregularity alleged, some 
statement that the precise right conduct has not been had, or some 
vague and indefinite charge that the right course has not been pur- 
sued, without any proof, without any substantial charge by some 
responsible people, the Senate should make haste to empower 
either a special committee or even a standing committee of this 
body to investigate the subject. 

It has been said here that the people are curious and they ought 
to know all aboutit. Are we toinstitute investigations to satisfy 
the curiosity of people? Is that worthy of this great body of Sen- 
ators? Have we not had enough experience in proceedings here- 
tofore had, when, at the instance of the same persons who are now 
asking for this investigation in part, the Senate has proceeded to 
dignify matters that were to a large extent unimportant by a 
serious investigation? 

Mr. President, has any Senator risen in his place and charged 
any distinct irregularity here? Has not the very Senator who pro- 
posed this extraordinary resolution disclaimed any intention to 
reflect either upon the President of the United States—— 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Or upon the Secretary. 

Mr. STEWART. I make the charge now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. STEWART. I charge that it was irregular. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator will charge anything. 

Mr. STEWART. No; but let me make the charge. 

Mr. HILL. I will not yield to the Senator to make the charge 


The Secretary will read the words 





| 
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new. It comes rather late. I was speaking of the author of this 
resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
declines to ae 

Mr. _ ART. Do not be afraid. There will be charges 
enough. 

Mr HILL. The Senator from Kansas, who is the author of this 
resolution, or the joint author, ified nothing in particular that 
needed investigation. Look at thisresolution. Among thethings 
that the committee is to investigate is by what authority these 
bonds have been issued. Do grave Senators want to appoint a 
committee to investigate this legal question? Has not this ques- 
tion been discussed over and over again in the Senate? Has not 
this very statute authority been pointed out over and over again? 
Was not the Secretary of the Treasury heard at the last session 
before the Committee on Ways and Means of the House or the 
Judiciary Committee, I do not recall which, when he was asked 
his authority? He gaveit. It has been stated in the messages of 
the President; it has been reiterated in the reports of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury; and yet as a and parcel of this resolu- 
tion we are now at this day to inquire why and by what authority 
these bonds are issued. 

Of course Senators may rise in their place and say that they 
doubt the authority. Are not the courts open? Can not Senators 
go to the courts? Can not there befound some remedy to restrain 
a public official who insists upon the issuing of bonds contrary 


to law? What are your courts for? Are we to follow ever’ idle | ob 


assertion here when Senators rise in their place and doubt the 
authority of the Secretary of the Treasury to issue these bonds? 

Mr. STEWART. Is it an idle assertion to state—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator will allow me—— 

——— Iam so anxious to complete my remarks before 2 
o’clock—— 

Mr. STEWART. Ah, yes. 

Mr. HILL. That I can not yield to any interruption on the part 
of the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HILL. I repeat, my anxiety to — my remarks is so 
great that I can not even yield to my friend from South Carolina, . 
and I would yield to him as quickly as to any Senator in the 


Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It was in regard to 2 o’clock that I wanted to 
interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. I can not be irterrup*ed in regard to 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
declines to yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The other day we saw the Senator from New 
York trip up a resolution to which he was opposed by similar 
sharp practice. That is the point I want to ask him about. 

The PRESIDING OFFI . The Senator from New York 
declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I will be the judge of how long I 
shall speak and when I shall speak. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, of course. 

Mr. HILL. And I will not govern my conduct by the Senator 
from South Carolina, I was proceeding to say, when I was inter- 
rupted by the impulsive Senator from Nevada, that it is pone 
by the resolution to investigate by what authority these ds 
were issued. Then look at the ridiculousness of the resolution. 
When we come to analyze it, the Senate is to determine by a com- 
mittee from what persons or classes of persons the gold was pro- 
cured with which to buy bonds. Youareto take these bidders and 
bring them before the committee and ask them, ‘‘ Where did you 
get your gold?” Possibly he may have to borrow. It is an in- 
quiry into private affairs as to where a man gets his gold with 
which he invests in the bonds of the Government. Is there no 
limit to which an inquiry into _—— affairs shall gor 

I said a moment ago that I thought the Senate had some 
experience in this matter. What is the use of the Senate dignify- 
ing these criticisms by a to have a formal committee 
pass upon them? Senators rose in their places in 1894 and called 
attention to some newspaper articles to the effect that the Senate 
was indulging in the pure of sugar stock. You would think 
from reading the newspapers of the country that all we were do- 
ing here that summer was ula in sugar stock. 

e PRESIDING OFFIC The tor from New York will 
su * en pees of 2 eters right b 
’. . Tam stop ere. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. HOAR. ILhopethe Senator from New York will be allowed 
to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. HILL, I think the resolution had better go to the Calendar 


Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator said he was sorry to sto) 
a PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business wi!) 
8 ; 
The SECRETARY. A resolution relative to the war in Cuba. 
Mr. TELLER. I ask that that may be informally laid asijo gp 
that we may continue the consideration of the Military Aca, my 
appropriation bill. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado asks 
that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside and that tho 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4043) making 
appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for )¢ 
fiscal year ending June 80, 1897. Is there objection? The Chir 
hears none. 

Mr. PEFFER. With theconsentof the Senator from Colorado, 


if [am not out of order, Iask unanimous consent that the })j]j 
which has just been laid before the Senate may be temporarily 
laid aside in order that we may proceed with the consideration of 


the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks 
unanimous consent that the business which has been laid }efore 
the Senate be temporarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed 
with the consideration of the resolution that was pending at the 
time the unfinished business was laid before the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, my conception of my duty requires 
me to object to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 


ects. 
Ar. PEFFER. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. CALL. Oh, Mr. President, I hope not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Kansas moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution 
which was under consideration before 2 o’clock. 

Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator from Kansas will not make 
that motion now. Let us get through with the pending aypro- 


priation bill. I trust the Senator will not insist upon the motion. 

Mr. PEFFER. I would be willing to withdraw the motion if 
the bond resolution — be permitted to go over and retain its 
place, so that we can take it up again to-morrow morning during 


the morning hour. 

Mr. HILL. The bond resolution is not different from any other 
business in the class of resolutions. It must take its place with 
the others in the usual course. 

Mr. PEFFER. I should like to have it disposed of, and if Sen- 
ators are ready to vote upon it it can be disposed of in five minutes, 

Mr. HILL. It has gone to the Calendar. That settles it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution. 

. Mr. TELLER. Isuggest tothe Senator from Kansas that wecan 
yeep take it up just as well to-morrow, and perhaps better, if 
e will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas with- 
draws his motion. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4043) making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 5), 
1897, the pending question being on the amendment submitted by 
Mr. ViLas. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Theexciting business of the morning being 
over, it is now in order for all Senators to retire from this body 
while an appropriation bill is being considered, except some half 
dozen members of the ye Sone eee Committee, one of whom, 
being in the chair, will, of course, remain there, and the ex-Secre- 
taries of War, and the other mili gentlemen, constituting some 
fifteen or twenty Senators, who too rt atten in the consid- 
eration of this bill, included among whom [ recognize the eloqucnt 
and energetic Senator from Wisconsin, who proposed the pending 
amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Have we your permission to retire? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Missouri has certainly 
m ission to retire. 

. COCKRELL. Iam very much obliged. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I always like to see the Senator here when 
he is in his present genial frame of mind, but knowing that ls 
omniverous intellect takes charge of and investigates every 511) 
ject which, by any possibility, can come before the Senate, i! Le 
wishes to pursue his inquiries in the silence of his room, | ce! 
tainly do not now object to his doing so. : 

Mr. President, I am inclined to vote for the amendment 0! the 
Senator from Wisconsin. It occurred to me yesterday that pct 
haps it would have been better if it had been reported formally 
from a committee and embodied in a separate bill. In conn 10 
with such a bill I should certainly move to include the en)i's°- 
ment of the number of cadets at the Naval Academy. 1 do not 








believe, I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin and to the ex- 
Secretaries of War now upon the floor participating in this dis- | 
cussion, that to include | 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New | 





Hampshire yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 
Mr. CHANDLER. I always yield. 
Mr. ELKINS. I should like to have the pending amendment | 
read. Let us know what we are talking about. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield for the purpose of having the amendment read? 
Mr. CHANDLER. No one knows better than the Senator from 
West Virginia what the amendment is; but of course I will yield 
if he desires to have it read again at this point in my remarks. 
Mr. ELKINS. Let the pending amendment be read from the 


desk. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the pending 
amendment will be read. aa 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill insert as an additional 
section: 

Sec. —. That the corps of cadets shall consist of 2 from each State at large, 
1 from each Congressional district, 1 from each Territory, 1 from the District 
of Columbia, and 10 from the United Statesatiarge. They shall be appointed 
by the President, and those appointed at large may be residents of any State 
inthe Union. The two appointed at large from each State shall be actual i 
residents of the State from which they are appointed, and the others shall be 
actual residents of the Congressional or Territorial districts or thé District 
of Columbia, respectively, from which they purport to be appointed. Any 
graduates unassigned to existing vacancies within one year after their gradua 
tion shall be honorably discharged from the service: Provided, That of the 
two cadets from each State at large one shall be appointed on the recom 
mendation of each Senator from such State, and that the one from each Con- 
gressional district and Territory shall be erates on the recommendation 
of the Representative in Congress from such district or the Delegate from such 


| 
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Territory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will proceed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am anxious to educe from 
the Senator from Wisconsin and the other Senators favoring this | 





amendment exactly what is proposed. Is it proposed that we shall 
adopt as a deliberate policy the education at West Point of a large 
number of cadets—a considerable number of cadets, in any event— 
to be sent out at the end of their courses into civil life, there to 
remain until called for in some exigency in which the country may 
find itself? Isthatthe object? Ifitbe the object. then I was, when 
interrupted by the Senator from West Virginia, about tosay it will 
be necessary to adopt the same course with reference to the cadets 
at the Naval Academy; so that if 90 additional cadets are to be 
educated at West Point, 90 additional cadets will be educated at 
the NavalAcademy. There is quite as much necessity, the coun- 
try will say, to have distributed throughout the body of the peo- 
ple, ready for any emergency that may arise, young men educated 
at the Naval Academy as it will be to thus distribute in civil life 
young men educated at the Military Academy. The two propo- 
sitions will have to go along pari passu—the one set to go into 
civil life from the Naval Academy if the other set goes into civil 
life from the Military Academy. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, while he is on that point, to the alleged 
fact—he would know whether it is a fact perhaps better than any- 
one else in the Senate—that at least one-half of the class that 
graduates each year at Annapolis is turned out into civil life, there 
being no places for them in the Navy, so that the condition of 
things in regard to the Academy at West Point, if this amend- 
ment should , would be about what itis now at the Naval 
Academy, if I am correct in that supposition. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator from Delaware is mis- 
taken. He has given close attention to this subject, but he has 
not taken note of the fact that of late, since the new system has 
been adopted, the graduating classes at the Naval Academy have 
been reduced, and there has not been sent into civil life any con- 
siderable number of Naval Academy cadets at the close of the six 
— course. When the law was first adopted assimilating the 
Naval Academy to the Military Academy at West Point that was 
the result as to one or two classes, but it was not the result as to 
the last class, and it will not be the result, I predict, as to future 
classes unless there is an addition to the number of cadets. 

Mr. President, I repeat for the benefit of the Senator from Wis- 
consin, that if educating young men to send them into civil life 
is the object and purpose, or if it is a contemplated result of his 
amendment, the two results must necessarily follow, for it is 
quite as important to educate surplus graduates at the Naval 
ee as it is to educate surplus graduates at the Military 

emy. 

AsI efesctena the present situation (and inasmuch as the 
Senator from Delaware called my attention to this point, I ask his 
attention now), it is that practically all the graduates of West 
Point enter the military service. There are not discharged into 
civil life, and have not been for years, any considerable number of 
West Point cadets, There is the supernumerary list. Temporary 
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commissions are issued, and in the course of a year or two the 
supernumerary graduates, if there are any, are absorbed into the 
body of the Army. The Senator from Wisconsin will correct me 


| if f am mistaken in that respect. 


Mr. VILAS. I suppose the Senator from New Hampshire 
refers to the law which now requires the appointment of gradu- 
ates as additional second lieutenants whether there be a vacancy 
or not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do refer to that provision, and I believe 
(I want the Senator to correct meif Iam wrong about it) that 
sooner or later they are required for the purposes of the Army, 
and that practically no surplus graduates are against their will 
discharged into civil life under the operation of the present law. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
if there is not a measure reported from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, or pending there, to allow the competitive examination of 
a certain number of graduates of other institutions than the 


| Naval Academy for commissions in the Navy. 


Mr. CHANDLER. There is now pending, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, a proposition to allow a limited number 
of graduates in steam engineering from the private institutions 
of the country to come into the Navy. 

Mr. HOAR. So that they shall have an opportunity to compete 
for commissions? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Such a proposition is pending in the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, but it has not yet been adopted. Let me 
In 1882 a 
great increase in the number of naval officers was taking place. 
There being about 1,500 naval officers and about 2,500 officers of 
the Army, the casualties requiring new appointments in the Army 
were more than the casualties in the Navy requiring new appoint- 
ments, and therefore the Navy was filling up, was increasing the 
number of its officers faster than the Army was increasing the 
number of its officers. So there was adopted in 1882, thirteen 
years ago, the provision that no more appointments should be made 
from the graduates of the Naval Academy than would be sufficient 
to fillvacanciesin the Navy. More than that, there was provision 
made for the gradual reduction of both the line and staff corps of 
the Navy, and that all cadets not required to fill the vacancies 
while the reduction was going on and afterwards should be dis- 
charged into civil life. 

The result was that for two or three years there was a surplus 
of naval cadets, and they were given their honorabie graduation 
certificates, with one year’s pay for each, and were discharged into 
civil life. After a little time, the reductions required by the act 
of 1882 having taken place, it came to be seen that the classes them- 
selves in the Naval Academy were being gradually reduced dur- 
ing the six years’ course. Of late years the net result of the whole 
proceeding has been that the graduating class at the end of a six 
years’ course is just about sufficient to fill the vacancies in the 
Navy. The cadets come to know what the number of vacancies 
will be, the instructors know what the number of vacancies will 
be, and somehow or other, in accordance with the fitness of things, 
when a class graduates finally at the end of the six years, it finds 
waiting for it just enough places, either in the line or the Marine 
Corps or the Engineer Corps, to require all the graduates. 

Mr. President, at the last graduation in June, 1895, there were 
only three final graduates who did not get commissions. They 
were graduates who had been prepared especially to enter the line 
of the Navy. There were surplus vacancies in the Engineer Corps; 
and there is to-day a bill pending before Congress, which will 
doubtless be passed, to allow these three surplus graduates of the 
Naval Academy destined for the line to enter into three vacancies 
in the Engineer Corps. 

If I have made myself understood as to the present situation, 
it is that under the existing system all the graduates of the Mili- 
tary Academy get into the military service and all the graduates 
of the Naval Academy get into the naval service. 

In addition to graduating a sufficient number of young men to 
fill the vacancies in the Army and to fill the vacancies in the Navy, 
Lask, if the supplemental amendmentor proposition of the Senator 
from Wisconsin shall pass Congress whether it is the intention 
also toeducate at the Military Academy and at the Naval Academy 
a considerable number of young men in each year and send them 
out into civil life in order that they may give the benefit of their 
education to the community when no war exists, and in order 
that they may be drawn from civil life in case a sudden increase 
of the Army and the Navy should make their services desirable? 
Is that the object? If it is, then I say that it should be thoroughly 
and distinctly understood. There should be a sufficient enlarge- 
ment of the Academy so that when twenty or thirty surplusgradu- 
ates are found they shall go into civil life in considerable numbers. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Wisconsin to the mis- 
fortune which happens when only two or three graduates of 
either Academy shall gointo civillife. There seems to be astigma 
upon them. I know that at first when this plan was adopted in 
reference to the Naval Academy, twenty-five or thirty cadets went 
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out into civil life, and there was no such stigma implied, but to- 
day,when the case is that two or three cadets are threatened with 
the deprivation of commissions in the Navy which their comrades 
receive, they feel that they are degraded. Although they pass 
their examinations they are the lowest on the list, and they are 
sent out into civil life, not entitled to commissions in the Navy. 
Unless we increase the number of young men to be educated at 
the Military Academy, largely increase it, and unless we increase 
the number of young men to be educated at the Naval Academy, 
largely increase it, so that the — shall bea fixed policy of send- 
ing at least twenty or twenty-five young men from each Academy 
out. into civil life, the experiment better not be undertaken. 
If the effect, in other words, of the amendment that is proposed 
by the Senator from Wisconsin, and which is now advocated by 
Senators upon this floor, is going to be to graduate ten or fifteen 
oung men every year—that will be the number if the Senator from 
Wisconsin is right about it; and the Senator from Iowa will take 
notice that if you divide 90 by 4 it will be about 22 and not 9); 
the first class comes in will remain four years, the Senator 
will see,and there will be no appointment during the four years; 
but in the process of time, through vacancies happening in one 
way and another, the times when these appointments shall be 
made will become so distributed that the net result (the Senator 
from Wisconsin will correct me if I am wrong) will be that there 
ba come to be eventually a graduation every year of one-fourth 


90-——— 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? . 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under the amendment there will be 90 ap- 
pointed this year, for , and under the amendment there 
will be so next year. 

Mr. DLER. The Senator is wrong about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to be corrected. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is where the Senator makes his mis- 
take. a may go there, but that is all until vacancies 
happen. If 90 go, one for each Senator, no other appointment 
can be made until there is a vacancy. The Senator 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Soif 90 go for four years, of course there 
will be 90 graduates for four years. 

Mr. ALLISON. And no appointments in the meantime? 

Mr. CHANDLER. And no appointments in the meantime. 
But I amexplaining to theSenator that will not be the result 
at the end of the first year. Three or four will drop out at the end 
of the second year, and then the new a will be made. 
The result will be that within two or three years this bunch of 90 
will be broken up and the net result after half a dozen years will 
be that we shall have added to the graduates of the Academy less 
than 20 and probably not over 15 in each year. 


Mr. P OR. Twenty-five per cent from the 22. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Benatar from Vermont is undoubtedly 


ht. 
— ALLISON. I misapprehended y y. Isupposedfrom 
the amendment that one would be appointed each year. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The Senator was right insa: that if the 90 
remained there would be 90 appointed this year, and they would 
stay four and then we should have 90 new officers. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ninety new officers at the end of four years 
minus the number that had dropped out in the meantime; but 
= would come in later. 

r. CHANDLER. They would come in if there were any con- 
siderable danger, I would say to the Senator, that this body would 
not be broken up of itself. It would be advisable to break it up 
by legislation by providing that there shoul 


see that. 


d be so many ap- 
pointments this year, so many next, and so many next, but I am 
entirely certain that the corps of 90 first introduced into the 
Academy would break up of itself with sufficient or 

Mr. V . If the Senator from New Hampshire will allow 
me, he has very ee ee which is 
in correspondence with the present rule to require the appoint- 
ments that might have been made, or ey — yet be under 
a contingency made, all in a e year; but there wants to be 
added, to understand the full effect of the -up Ss 
which he has explained, that when any vacancy occurs by the fail- 
Se, En ed aa new @ a 
usually goes in beginning ere e is no 
received in the course of a and that contributes still more 
to the distribution of the right of tment. 

Mr.CHANDLER. SolI say, Mr. dent, in aid of the Senator 
from Wisconsin, if this method is to be adopted, there is no great 
harm in making the es SS ane time. The 
number of graduates at Naval Academy each year, as Sena- 
tors will see, would be even less, because there divide 90 by 
6, it being a six-year course, and that, if ter aallinanatio is right, 
would be 15 each year, if they all graduated, and in practice it 


would be found that it probably would not add over 10 graduatiy~ 
cadets to the present classes. 7 

Mr. President, I recur to my original idea. I say, if this is to }ye 
done, it ought to be established as a policy that you are to send « 
considerable number of these cadets into civil life every year, a1) | 
that it is not done as an indirect method of enlarging either {),, 
Army or the Navy. If we wish to enlarge the Army, and if \; 
are to create additional cadets for the purpose of enlarging ¢})) 
Army, that is one thing, but we want to steer clear of enlargin. 
the Army in order to take care of a certain number of cadets w)),,. 
having been educated at the Military Academy, want to get in:5 
the Army like their fellow-graduates. I say itis necessary to stir 
clear of this danger. If it isnot the intention of the Senator who 
proposes the amendment, and not the intention of Senators who 
advocate it, then the true policy ought to be declared; and after jt 
is adopted, when there are half a dozen graduates of the Military 
Academy for whom there are no places, or when there are hf 
a dozen graduates of the Naval Academy for whom there are ji 
places, we ought not to be worried in Congress with propositions 
for special legislation setting out that these young men went inio 
these Academies expecting to get into the military or naval service, 
but they find themselves, two or three or a half dozen of them, 
humiliated by the fact that there are no places for them in tho 
Army or ae and Congress is appealed to to make new offices 
in both the mili and the naval service in order to protect them. 

I ask if it is the deliberate opinion of the Senator who advocat:s 
this policy that there should be sent out into private life a con- 
siderable uumber of these graduates every year? There are two 
opinions on that subject. The Senator from Wisconsin | \\r. 
ViLAS] yesterday certainly advised that such a course should be 
pursued. I think he advocated the education for civil life every 
year at the Military Academy of a body of these young men. On 
the other hand, the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], who 
I now see in his seat, and who has had experience and is a close 
observer on this subject, mentioned, if I am not mistaken, onc :f 
the classes in the Naval Academy from which a considerable nwin- 
ber of cadets were discharged into private life, and said he undcr- 
stood that the education of those young men at the Naval Acadeiny 
did not fit them for civil pursuits, and that they were not success- 
ful in private life. 

-Mr. President, that may not be because the education at the 
Naval Academy was not calculated to fit them for civil life. It 
may be that the reason they did not succeed was because insted 
of going promptly into civil life, recognizing that as their faic, 
recognizing that as the policy of the Government, they continued 
to wait and wait and wait, with special bills, such as I have alluded 
to, pending in Congress to give them commissions in the Navy, 
until they had ruined three or four or a half dozen of the best 
years of their lives seeking to avoid a civil career and to get back 
into a position where they could enter upon a military carcer. 
That may be the explanation of the result which came to the ai- 
tention of the Senator from New Jersey. I do not know whetlicr 
that is a fact or not. 

Having called attention to these obvious difficulties in the 
way of the proposition of the Senator from Wisconsin, having i1- 
sisted that the same course ought to be pursued for the Naval 
Academy which is pursued for the Military Academy, and con- 
tending, as I do, that if this new departure is to be taken a large 
number of cadets should be introduced into the Military Academy 
and the Naval Academy, so that the surplus graduates may be 
considerable in number each year, it is right that I should state my 
own opinion on the subject. 

Iam inclined to think that it would be wise to do this. I am 
inclined to think that it is good policy to enlarge the number of 
cadets at both Academies, to use liberally for the education of th» 
youth of this country the facilities which are afforded by thos» 
schools, and to send out into civil life at the close of each year, 
say twenty or twenty-five graduates of the Military Academy 
and twenty or twenty-five graduates of the Naval Academy, }u' 
I insist that this change must be made in pursuance of a deliberi\: 
policy which will send these young men out into civil life tlio 
moment they find they can not get commissions in the Army vr 
the Navy, and will keep them away from the halls of Congress, 
so that they will not be here, after we have educated them, ac- 
cording to this policy, claiming, as they have done in so may 
instances, that because we educated them at these military insi\- 
tutions, paying them $500 a year to go there and be edacat«, 
therefore we are under an obligation to give them commissions 11 
the Army and the Navy. 

Mr. RDON. Mr. President, I was unfortunate in not being 
in the Chamber when the Senator from New Hampshire bey« 
his remarks, and I beg to inquire of him whether I misunderst«\ | 
him or not in reference to the effect produced by an education :t 
either of those Academies upon young men as to their fitness 12 
after life for the ordi vocations of life? 


Mr. CHANDLER. I say to the Senator from Georgia now, 4° 
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[ had the honor to say te him in conversation this morning or last 
that there was a difference of opinion developed between 
or from Wisconsin and the Senator from New Jersey on 
that point, which is one of importance, and one that ought to be 
settled before we adopt this legislation. The Senator from Wis- 
consin was of the opinion that it wasa good pre aration for a civil 
career to educate young men at West Point. he Senator from 
New Jersey said that his attention had been called to instances 
where surplus graduates of the Naval Academy sent into private 
life had not succeeded in civil life, and that their education at the 
Naval Academy had been of no benefit tothem. My own impres- 
sion—to answer the Senator as I have already done—is that if this 
system is one Which immediately sends these graduates into pri- 
vate life,so that they do not stay about Congress seeking to get 
into the Army and the Navy because we have educated them for 
the Army and the Navy, no harm will be done, and the education 
which they receive at those two great establishments will be an 
admirable preparation for the duties of civil life. 

Mr.GORDON. Mr. President, as to the failures of the cadets 
from either of those academies in private life, l apprehend that, as 
a general proposition, they would have failed if educated at any 
other institution. ilures ¢ 
cated specifically for those duties in life. Certainly there can be 
nothing in the curriculum or in the training at those institutions 
calculated to disqualify young men for any of the avenues of life. 
The branches they study at West Point are of the most solid char- 
acter; their habits, by the regulations of the institution, are com- 
pelled to be orderly, systematic, and prompt. ry on 
requisitions necessary for success in any avenue of life is culti- 
vated, stimulated, and required by the tuition at those institu- 

ions. 
Oe eaides. Mr. President, I apprehend, if the question were asked 
of any Senator upon this floor whether he could point to more 


evening, . 
the Senat 


failures than successes in other avenues of life by young men who | 


had graduated at those institutions, the answer would be prompt 
that the successes largely prevailed, for there are more successes 
than failures of that class of men. That is certainly true as to 
my experience. I recall one instance just now of a man who rose 


to the very highest eminence as a lawyer in my own State after | 
graduating at West Point and serving in the Army, who served | 


as our minister abroad only a few years ago, and was for a long 
time president of the Bar Association of the United States. [ 
might mention others. I only want to insist that, so far as the 
tuition and regulations and orderly requirements of those institu- 
tions are concerned, certainly no man who has examined them 


will doubt that they are calculated to fit men for any of the voca- | 


tions of life rather than to destroy their prospect of success. 
Mr. SEWELL. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 


ment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vi.as]. | 


The amendment is in the interest of those who are struggling for 
commissions in the Army. Anyone who will analyze the two 
propositions will appreciate the object of the amendment. With 


this proposed increase, unless there is some provision made for | 


the deserving noncommissioned officer, whd is now studying and 
working hard for a commission, he can not possibly succeed. 
I think the amendment I propose to offer will meet with the 


favor of the Senator from Wisconsin, and in fact with that of all | 


of the Senators who are interested in this change. I myself am 
in favor of the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin on gen- 
eral principles, but I should vote against it unless this provision 
is made by which the President shall have the power to appoint as 
an officer one who has passed an examination as a noncommis- 
sioned officer in the Army. 

I have kept the run of the Army for a great many years, having 
been a member of the Committee on Military Affairs in my past 
service inthis body. I have taken a pride in the study, and it may 
be almost said that I have made a hobby of it, so that I know as 
much of it as anybody else. 

There are probably 100 young men to-day, gentlemen of charac- 
ter and education, young fellows who can not get commissions 


and can not get 5p nema ay to West Point, who have enlisted | 


for four years in the Army in order to finally secure commissions; 
but the vacancies arising do not supply places for one-fourth of 
the officers’ sons who are anxious to follow the profession of their 
fathers. I know to-day a number of college graduates who have 
actually gone and taken a musket and are serving in the Army, 
80 that they can be made corporals and sergeants, meantime pur- 
suing their studies, so as to secure commissions directly from the 
y. Ishould deprecate very much indeed any legislation that 

would say to these young men, whose pluck I admire, ‘* You can 
not obtain what you wish, because we have barred the doors to 
you by providing that everybody must go through West Point to 
get a commission.” 

[ask to have the amendment read, and I trust the Seitator from 

isconsin will accept it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey will be stated. 


There are failures of lawyers, physicians, edu- | 


Every one of the | 
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At the end of the pending amendment it is 
proposed to add: 


And provided further, That the President may, in his discretion, appoint to 
vacancies in the grade of second lieutenant meritorious noncommissioned 
officers of the Army, when recommended according to the provisions of the 
act of June 18, 1878, although graduates of the Military Academy may remain 
in service unassigned. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, the amendment to the amend- 
ment which has just been offered is in the line of what I have 
en thinking about while I have listened to this discussion. 
While our Government in many respects is the freest and best 
upon the face of the earth, yet if we look at our Army and our mil- 
itary system it is perhaps the most aristocratic and the most exclu- 
sive in the world. There is perhaps no country where in time of 
peace, or, indeed, in time of war, it is more difficult to rise from 
the ranks to thut of a commissioned officer in the regular army 
than it is in theSArmy of the United States. : 

It was my lot to serve during the war of the late rebellion as a 
private and a noncommissioned officer. I marched and counter- 
marched with my knapsack and musket. I rode in the cavalry 
and charged and countercharged, guarded the rear and rode in 
front as corporal and enlisted man, and my sympathy always ex- 
tends to the men in the ranks. ite , 

| have time and again seen examples of the spirit which is man- 
ifested by some of the people from West Point. A short time ago 
an officer was restored to his place in the Army by a bill passed 
by Congress. He was shot in a camp near Chicago, and they had 
a court-martial to try the man who shot him. I remember what 
scant justice the military court administered in that case to a 
poor fellow who had come over from abroad during the war and 
had risen in the ranks to be an officer. 

His widow came to me when I was the executive of Minnesota 
to attend the court-martial as a witness. I sent my private secre- 
tary over with her to attend thecourt. I had an inkling that they 
would hardly accord decent courtesy to her, and so instead of go- 
ing myself with the lady I sent my private secretary. The treat- 
ment that the court-martial accorded her was the scantiest and 
poorest courtesy that ever a woman could have. They subpcenaed 
her as a witness and then kept her outside on the pretense that she 
could not hear the testimony and the proceedings of the trial of 
the man who had killed her own husband. 

That man came over here, as I have said, during the days of the 
great rebellion. On his own merits and without any friends at 
court he got a position in the Regular Army. The West Pointers 
disliked him. They got him court-martialed in New Mexico and 
had him removed from the Army. He had a faithful wife. He 
came on here, and twice a bill was passed authorizing the Presi- 
dent to restore him. The first time the bill was passed it was sent 
to the War Department, and the officers there, with the West 
Point spirit in their midst, advised the President not to sign it. 
Thetime being short, President Cleveland had no time to examine 
the bill, and so when it was first passed he refused to approve it. 
But he gave the friends of the officer to understand that if he 
had opportunity he would look into the matter and restore him to 
the ranks. 

At the next session of Congress a similar bill was passed. It, 
too, was referred to the War Department,and from there it came 
with an adverse report. President Cleveland himself sat up one 
of the long summer nights to read the proceedings of the court- 
martial in New Mexico. After reading it he became convinced 
that injustice had been done, and he signed the bill and restored 
the man to the ranks. From that day I have always admired 
President Cleveland for the great interest he took even in an 
humble soldier who had been unfairly treated. 

Mr. President, I have referred to this incident for the purpose 
of calling attention to a spirit that is in the Army, more or less. 
You read every day of desertions from the Army. Youread how 
men get into the Army and how they run away; and you hear of 
court-martial proceedings every once in awhile. Whyis this? It 


|is because the military system has made an impassable gulf 


between the private and the commissioned officer, and what has 
aided in that direction is West Point. We have the line there 
preventing the enlisted man from obtaining high positions in the 
Army. 

I should be in favor of increasing the force of cadets; Iam in 
favor of increasing the number of officers in the Army; but, in 
heaven’s name, let us take those men from the ranks. Letusgive 
the American soldier, the private and the noncommissioned offi- 
cer, an opportunity to rise in the ranks and become an officer. 
In that way we can get a better class of privates, as a better set 
of men will enlist. They know now that there is no hope for 
them, or, at least, very little; next to nothing. To be sure, afew 
men can get in, bat they know that the chance of coming to the 
front in the Army is almost hopeless; and hence we get an inferior 
class of men. 

Once throw the doors open so that the private soldier, the edu- 
cated and intelligent soldier, can rise and become an officer in the 
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Army, and you will have a superior class of men, and instead of 
half of our Army on the frontier being devoted to court-martialing 
the other half you will have an army of the best enlisted men on 
the face of the globe. 

During the war of the rebellion our Army, composed of volun- 
teers, especially those who enlisted during the early years of the 
war before it became necessary to resort to big bounties and to 
the draft, contained a superior class of men. e all know how 
oe of the men in the ranks were the equals in character and 
standing and ability of the men who commanded them. We 
know, too, how those men, with that spirit of patriotism which 
was so magnificent in the bosom of the American people, coming 
from the vocations of civil life not only wore the garb of the soldier, 
but did that which was more humiliating than anything else, 
yielded the most abject obedience to their superiors; yes, the 
superiors who at home were their inferiors. It is this spirit which 
was manifested in the ranks of the common soldiers during the 
late war that I should like to see given a show to come to the front. 
It is this element that I should like to see recognized; and for that 
reason if we could have an increase of 90 cadets once in four years 
from the ranks of the Army, I should support it with all my heart. 
But as the amendment is submitted by the Senator from | ea 
- [Mr. ViLas]} I never can supportit. It is making a bad mat- 

er worse. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Has the Senator from Minnesota noticed the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] to 
the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas]? 

Mr. NELSON. I concur in the amendmentof the Senator from 
New Jersey to the amendment, so far as it goes. Itis in the right 
spirit, but it does not go far enough. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator would not have all the officers 
selected from the Army? 

Mr. NELSON. I should formulate the amendment so that the 
90 cadets would in one way or another come from the ranks, 

Mr. ALLEN obtained the ‘floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely wish to suggest to the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Viias] a verbal amendment, which perhaps the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] will allow me to do, now that I 


am up. 

Where the amendment says, “‘residents of any State in the 
Union,” I suggest that he strike out ‘‘of any State” and insert 
“anywhere”; so that it will read, ‘‘residents anywhere in the 
Union.” The President, as to his 10 cadets, certainly ought to 
have the right to take meritorious youths from the Territories or 
the District of Columbia as well as from a State. 

Mr. VILAS. Thelan of the amendment as originally pro- 
posed was copied from the sed Statutes. 

Mr. HOAR, Iunderstand, but there is an inadvertence in the 

t I have mentioned. 

Mr. VILAS. I observe the suggestion of the Senator from Mas- 
a and if he will offer the amendment I shall be very glad 
to accept it. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out the words ‘‘of any State” 
and insert ‘‘ anywhere.” 

Mr. CULLOM, “In the United States.” 

Mr. HOAR. The amendment says ‘“‘in the Union.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. © amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 6 of the amendment strike out the 
words ‘‘of any State” and insert “‘anywhere,” so as to read: 

They shall be a ted by the President, and those appointed at ma 
be reeliente [a in the Union. * it ig 

Mr. VILAS. “Of ~ rt of the Union.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I rose to ask the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL] if he would have any — to an amendment to his 


amendment to include private soldiers as well as noncommissioned } the 


t the propriety of broadening the amendment, 
include not only noncommissioned officers, but 
private soldiers. 


Mr. SEWELL. I merely adopted what is the rule now. If a 
young fellow is capable of being made an officer, he will rise to the 
rank of a noncommissioned officer first. That demonstrates his 
ee Ido not think we ought to change 


Mr. BATE. Willthe Senator from Nebraska allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BATE. In regard See. of noncommissioned 
officers, I ee so , that promotion from 
the Army is to the appointment of noncommissioned of- 
ficers, corporals, and sergeants, on the theory that the commander 
of a regiment or a company would recommend his best men for 
those positions, and thus they would gradually getup. I find that 
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in the law it is not so confined. It seems to take in the en sted 
men. Allow me to read it. It is to be found in General ();,; 
No. 79, Headquarters of the Army, November 26, 1892. = 
Be it enacted by the Senate and the House of Representatives of 1) ' 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the President he. «; ; 
hereby, authorized to prescribe a system of examination of enliste 7 
the Army, by such boards as may be established by him, to determi. +)... 
fitness for promotion to the grade of second lieutenant. oe 
And then it goes on to give the necessary qualifications: 


Provided, That all unmarried soldiers under 30 years of age, w) 
zens of the United States, are J ig | sound, who have served | 
not less than two years in the Army, and who have borne a good m ; } 
acter before and after enlistment, may compete for promotion wii), a 
system authorized by this act. ~— 


So I think it already includes enlisted men. 

Mr. SEWELL. In reply to the suggestion of the Senatiy fy, 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], if that is the rule I have no object ivy to 
the substitution of the term ‘‘enlisted men” for ‘ noncoimmis. 
sioned officers.” That covers both branches. 

Mr. ALLEN. Do I understand the Senator from New Jersey 


to accept my suggestion? 
Mr. SEWELL, Yes; to substitute “enlisted men” for “ nop. 
commissioned officers.” 


m 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed modification of 
the amendment to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out ‘noncommissioned 
officers” and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ enlisted men.” 

Mr. SEWELL. Let the amendment to the amendment be read 


as it will read if the change is made. 
The SECRETARY. So that if amended the amendment to the 
amendment will read: 


And erected Surther, That the President may, in his discretion, appoint to 
vacancies in the grade of second lieutenant meritorious enlisted men of the 
Army, etc. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is not the modification which I sugested, 


I “a that after the words ‘‘noncommissioned officers” the 
words ‘‘and enlisted men” be inserted. 

Mr. CULLOM. This language comprehends the whole thing. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say to the Senator from Nebraska that 
the term ‘‘enlisted men” includes noncommissioned officers. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that point well, but I undersiand 
that the statute read by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 1 \ 11}, 
under the regulations of the Department, has been confined to 
noncommissioned officers, and in order that there may be 110 1is- 
take about it, to the prejudice of the enlisted man as (istin- 
guished from the noncommissioned officer, because there is a dis- 
tinction—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not always. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest that the amendment to the amend- 
mént be modified so that it will include not only noncommissioned 
officers, but enlisted men as well. 

Mr. SEWELL. Ihave no objection to it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think the Senator from Nebraska is mis- 
taken about the matter. Under the recent act the regulations 
allow every enlisted man to enter the examination. They are ex- 
amined first with the company and then with the regiment, and 
those who = the best examination are brought on finally and 
recommended for commissions. The opportunity is not confined 
to noncommissioned officers. Itis open to the entire enlisted force 
of the Army. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont 
what objection there can be to the amendment as it now exists? 
Let the etary again read the amendment as it now stands. | 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is not the slightest objection. It is 
merely unnecessary. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 


ment will again be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And provided further, That the President may, in. his discretion, appoint 
to vacancies in the grade of second lieutenant meritorious enlisted menof 


y. 
Mr. ALLEN. I understand the Senator from New Jersey c- 
cepts the su on to insert ‘‘ and enlisted men.” 
. SEWELL. I have no objection to that suggestion. __ 
Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave. It is simply using up so mucli time 
and paper for nothing. Every noncommissioned man is an el- 
listed 1 man. Itis making a distinction that does not exist. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey 
hey SEWELL] has a right to modify his amendment if he (e-ires 


Mr. HAWLEY. I respectfully suggest to the Senator trom 
New Jersey that I would not do it. : 

Mr. SEWELL. Very well; but I see no objection to it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I Ido. Itis making a distinction that 
does not exist. ae 
oat ALLEN. - do _ — & moms from ee is 

an u world as e distinction he makes. 
ws, HAWLEN. tt is needed while the Senator from Nebraska 











Mr. ALLEN. It may be needed in the Senator’s direction. 
js not needed in mine, nor is it needed from the source from 


It 


which it comes. I understand what an enlisted man is and what 
that term means; I understand it from actual experience, and I 
do understand that in Army circles (and we who have served in 
the Army all understand it) a distinction is made between non- 
commissioned officers and enlisted men as such. Now, there is 
no use of caviling about it. The distinction does exist and has 
isted. 

“The amendment to the amendment, in the language which was 
first used by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], sup- 
jlemented by my suggestion, prevents any distinction of this 
Kind being made in Army circles in the future, and it certainly 
does not consume so much paper as the proposed amendment of 
the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President-— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. VILAS. I think the Senator from Nebraska will recognize 
on amoment’sreflection that the term ‘‘ enlisted men” comprehends 
noncommissioned officers, and that the term ‘‘ privates” is the one 
used as against noncommissioned officers. If you say ‘ enlisted 
men” itis the same as if you say ‘‘ noncommissioned officers and 
privates.” If the Senator prefers the term ‘ noncommissioned 
men and privates,” why not use it? 

Mr. ALLEN. I have recognized, of course, the superior infor- 
mation of Senators upon this subject, but I insist that in its tech- 
nical interpretation, its practical interpretation, in Army circles 
the term ‘‘enlisted men” does not embrace noncomunissioned of- 
ficers. 

Mr.NELSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to say to the Senator from Nebraska 
that when we use the word ‘‘ private ” it is proper to say ‘‘noncom- 
missioned officer and private.” 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that point. 

Mr. NELSON. But the term ‘enlisted men” includes both 
classes in law and in fact, and you can not get any better term 
than ‘‘enlisted men.” It includes everything below an officer. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I read from the order of General Schofield 
based upon this law, which stows the method in which it is ad- 
ministered: 

Any soldier— 

That, I think the Senator from Nebraska will admit, includes 
noncommissioned officers. 

Mr. ALLEN. That includes everything. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I will proceed: 

Any soldier, otherwise qualified, whose age will not exceed 30 years on the 
Ist 0 September following, and who shall have served honorably not less than 
two years in the Army on or before that date, may (on or before the Ist day 
of February of any year after 1892) make application, through the regular 
gga Fy to his department commander for preliminary examina- 


tion, with a view to determine his eligibility for entering the competitive 
examinations. 


That is the method in which the law has been administered. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection to having the word “soldier” 
inserted in lieu of what has been inserted, but I want to repeat, 
in answer to the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson], that I 
understand the term ‘“‘ enlisted men,” in its generic sense, includes 
not only the private soldier, but the noncommissioned officer. I 
do not think any new light is being shed upon that point. 

But I want to assert also in this connection, as the honorable 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] well knows from expe- 
rience, that in actual Army life we do recognize a distinction be- 
tween a noncommissioned officer and a private soldier, and now 
to cover the case of a private soldier 1 want this language or 
some equivalent language inserted, so that no discrimination can | 
be made in favor of the noncommissioned officer as against an en- | 
listed man. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator from Nebraska will be satisfied | 
with the insertion of the word “‘ soldier,” which covers everything 


‘ 


just the same as ‘enlisted men,” I will agree with him in that 
and ask to have the change made. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the 
change suggested by the Senator from New Jersey. 
The SECRETARY. The amendment to the amendment, if mod- 
ified, will read as follows: 


And ided further, That the President may, in his discretion, appoint to 
Vacancies in the grade of second lieutenant any meritorious soldier of the 


y 
Mr. ALLEN. That is entirely satisfactory. 
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Mr. SEWELL. Now, if the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
ViILas] willaccept the amendment to the amendment, it will sim- 
plify the matter. 

Mr. VILAS. Ishould like to make one suggestion to the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey. The amendment to the amendment as 
proposed by him refers to the law of 1878. I should like to sug- 
gest to him that it would be well to add a reference also to the 
law of 1892 since this change. 

Mr. SEWELL. I accept that suggestion. 

Mr. VILAS. Then I will accept the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the amendment to the amendment is dis- 
posed of, I should like to ask the Senator from New Jersey whether, 
as he has got the amendment to the amendment, it does not 
authorize the President to fill all vacancies in the grade of second 
lieutenant with these soldiers, excluding altogether the graduates 
of West Point, and without any qualification as to age. 

Mr. SEWELL. It gives the President the discretion to appoint 
under the rule. 

Mr. HOAR. Then we may have the curious spectacle of a law 
providing for the education of 300 cadets. Let me ask how many 
men are there in the House of Representatives now? 

Mr. SEWELL. Three hendred and fifty-six. 

Mr. VILAS. The possible number of cadets is 371. 

Mr. HOAR. There will be 356 cadets, and 90 more, and then 
the addition that will come when there is a new redistricting, 
which will increase the number probably thirty or forty in the 
other House, so that within five or six years we shall have a mili- 
tary school having classes entering at least numbering a third of 
about 450, and the President of the United States authorized by 
the same law to exclude every one of those young men from ap- 

ointment in the Army, and to appoint from the Army at large. 
Ve have careful limitations of age in the matter of entry, and it 
of course affects the graduation of the young men, but there is no 
limitation whatever in point of age as to these appointees. 

Now, of course we could trust a great deal to the discretion of 
any President of the United States in such a matter, but it is a 
pretty strange thing to put it in a law. 

Mr. SEWELL. The original limitation as to age is in the law 
now, and it covers that point. It does leave the discretion to the 
President as to how many he shall appoint. 

Mr. HOAR. But the Senator’s amendment to the amendment 
provides that notwithstanding any number of graduates of West 
Point may remain unassigned the President may fill the vacan- 
cies—I give the substance and not the language—in the Regular 
Army by appointing meritorious soldiers. 

Mr. SEWELL. He has that discretion. 

Mr. HOAR. Without any limitation. 

Mr. SEWELL. There is a limitation in the law. 

Mr. HOAR. I have looked at the law, and there is nothing in 
it that limits it in regard to soldiers. 

Mr. SEWELL. The law limits it to soldiers 30 years of age. 

Mr. HOAR. They must have served not less than two years, 

Mr. SEWELL. And be not over 30 years of age? 

Mr. HOAR. It is not in this law. The Senator may find it, 
but it is not in section 4, which is referred to in the Senator’s 
amendment to the amendment. 

This is not a matter with which I am very familiar, but I re- 
peat that it seems to me exceedingly singular to have anextensive 
military establishment—leave out the limitation as to age—by 
which an average of 150 soldiers or thereabouts a year are to be 
educated in the near future, if they all get through, and then pro- 
vide in the same breath that although all of those men remain un- 
assigned, the President may, in his discretion, appoint and fill up 
the whole Army list from the soldiers. 

Suppose weshould have a President who takes the view of the hon- 
orahistenater trom Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], whostated his views 
very earnestly, and there area great many people in this coun- 
try, good, sensible people, who have done great patriotic service 
themselves, who dislike the very idea of a West Pointer. Icould 
call the attention of my honorable friend, the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. SEWELL], to men who served with us in the Senate— 
famous soldiers themselves—to whom it was like shaking a red rag 
at a bull to mention West Point. Suppose we had a President of 
that way of thinking. It seems to me it is rather a strange way 
to legislate. 

Mr. SEWELL. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that we could very soon amend the law if any President should 
make such a radical change. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps he would not consent to the change of 
the law. 

Mr. SEWELL. Oh, yes, he would. Ido not think that even in 
that case you would do such great injustice as you propose to 
do now without the amendment tothe amendment. I can cite on 
pretty good authority the cases of eight graduates of Harvard who 
are serving as privates in a regiment for the purpose of obtaining 
commissions. 
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Mr. HOAR. 





I have no doubt that an occasional private—— 
Mr. SEWELL. I have no doubt they would make good officers. 


Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I could not distinctly hear the col- 
loguy that has been going on across the Chamber, only that it was 
concerning the practical operation of this law, and as to what is 
being done now in regard to the matter of the appointment of men 
from civil life and also from the Army. 

I find by examination that in 1895,14 enlisted men were pre- 
sented for what they call ‘‘candidates” for commissions. at 
is about as many as has ever been presented in any one year. Of 
those, 4 have already been commissioned and are in the Army. 
Eight of the number are to be nominated to vacancies, and those 
vacancies already exist, or virtually so, because the names of offi- 
cers for promotion have been presented, and some of them are 
now before the Senate. That accounts for 12 of them, leaving 
~_ 2 of all those who came from the Army in 1895. Those 2 
will be provided for in a month or six weeks, I was informed by 
the Adjutant-General, for 4 officers are about to retire who have 
commands in the Army. So there will soon be 4 vacancies, and 
no West Pointer is to come until June. Hence those 2 will be 
provided for and complete the list for that year of those who became 
applicants from the Army. This was the practical operation of 
one year, and I suppose it to be a fair sample of other years, and 
furnishes us prectical information as to the operation of the law 
governing these penees. ; 

Now, what is the mode of doing it? In the first instance, under 
the regulations, as I understand, there is a board appointed by the 
Secretary of War, perhaps a departmental board and afterwards 
a general board, to which they can appeal. These men go before 
the board for examination. ey have, however, to file an appli- 
cation in writing three months before they are permitted to go 
before that board. The applicant must have been in the Army 
two years as an enlisted soldier, either as a private soldier or as 
a noncommissioned officer. They must be unmarried and 21 

Nery te and not exceeding 27 years of age. It is confined to 
at limit. 

As to the West Pointers, the 30th of June is the annual period, 
I believe, for their graduation, and their commissions date from 
that time. They are then assi to the various commands ac- 
cording to the and rank of the cadet in the class. This 
assignment is controlled by the judgment of the professors of the 
institution, due consideration being given to his grade or rank in 
hisclass. The West Pointers under the existing course of assign- 
ment have preference in filling these vacancies. In other words, 
if there are only so many vacancies to be filled and there are also 
candidates in waiting from the Army, and some 7 inted from 
civil life, the West Pointers have precedence. That is their regu- 
lation. Next in precedence are the men who come up from the 
Army and have undergone this examination—physical as well asa 
mental examination—which, I believe, is pretty much the same 
that is observed at West Point. It is a very severe test. Those 
men who have come up from the Army, after pursuing the course 
which is prescribed, stand second in precedence for these 
vacancies. 


Then the third class are those who are appointed from civil life, | 


and they are dependent solely upon a vacancy. There are rarely 
any vacancies under this process during the summer and fall, be- 
cause this brilliant of yo men, highly educated and pre- 
for their offi duties, up all the vacancies at t, 

ut after that vacancies gradually come until, as has been 
shown in this debate, there are perhaps not more than 22 per cent, 
as the Senator from Gonnecticut has said, who are left in the class. 

That is the mode pursued in getting these various classes of mil- 
itary appointments in the Army, some coming from West Point, 
some from the Army, and some from civil life. It has, I under- 
stand, worked very well. Atleast it would seem so from the facts 
I have just given, that out of the 14 who came from the Army 
last year every one of them now has virtually received appoint- 
ment. 

I care not to make any invidious distinction as to who should 
take precedence, the cadet, or man who comes up from the 
Army or is appointed from civil life. My sympathy would most 
ery: be with the man who comes from the Army, who 
works his wa ie studies for two years, and the 
examination by the critical and severe aaron by the Sec- 
re of War. Precedence should always — to merit, 
whether found in the cadet or the man from the y. Let that 
be as it may, it seems to me that under the present operation no 
one stays outside of the Army who wants to get there and has the 
merit to command the place. 

Then the question practically presents itself, suppose we in- 
erease the number to 90, 1 to each Senator, which makes the 90, 
what will be the practical effect? I do not know, but I think the 
amendment to the amendment that was offered by theSenator from 
Wisconsin is a very good one, a wiseand a one; that is, if 
there should be anyone unprovided for after all these vacancies are 
filled they should be, after one year’s time, retired, discharged 
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That, I think, would woy) 


w 

A criticism has been made to the effect that men who liye jy 
the Army and become used to that kind of life are unfit for ¢) 
duties of civil life. That may be true in many instances, }ut | 
know some instances to the contrary. This criticism will ).; 
attach to young men who leave the Army early. After a may 
remains ten or a dozen years in the Army and gets familiar wit}; 
its duties and regards it as his life business, looks to it alone ani 
does not care for outside matters, or come in contact with tho 
world, has been confined to his barracks or his camp and wed). 
to military life, it is not natural to believe that he can be a sy 
cess in that every day life where he comes in contact with a dif 
ferent class of people and enters a different kind of employm:) 
It seems to me, however, that it will be beneficial to this country 
to have scattered through it men of finished scientific educaticy, 
especially in the military, as they can become teachers to our 
State National Guards and, in the event of war, would be the 
nucleus around which to form commands. 

If these men when young are retired under this amendment, i! 
there is no vacancy for them to fill, if they come along and _ pro- 
sent themselves and there is no place for them in the Army, thon 
after a year retire them. Their habits have not been perfectly 
formed, their tastes have not become fixed, and their habits of 
life are not ——— and they go, as any other young man 
would from any other college, splendidly equipped with educa- 
tional advantages for any kind of life that may come to then, 
whether of a scientific or of an ordinary and practical character. 

I say, Mr. President, that is one of the reasons why I favor this 
proposition. As to the appointment by each Senator I would, as 
a Senator, gladly be relieved from the embarrassment which I 
know such things bring on men in our position, but I believe it to 
be for the good of the country, and when I say so I want to say 
in connection with it that I am not in favor of increasing tlic 
Army in order to give these men places. I am against that, but 
I think they should be retired to civil life if there is a surplus of 
them upon the rolls of the Army, and as graduates of West Point 
let them go into these various avocations well equipped and make 
themselves distinguished, 

Without going into it, I believe that most of the distinguished 
men who figured in the late war on the Federal side came frm 
civil life after having graduated at West Point, not to say any- 
thing of Confederates, because we had fewer men from West 
Point with us, but we did have some of them, and as great and 
grand military characters as are known in the history of any 
country, and equal to any upon the other side or, perhaps, in the 
world. Thatis my faith in some of the men from West Point 
who fought with us Confederates. 

But, Mr. President, there are some singular facts that may be 
mentioned in this connection. I speak not of the Confederate, It 
Federal side. It is a remarkable fact that on January 1, 1é0, 
there were 1,085 officers in the Army. I have gotten this from 
Heitman’s Historical Register of the Army and from some other 
sources. I say that on January 1, 1860, there were 1,085 officers in 
the United States Army. Seventy per cent were graduates of 
West Point. Of these, 282 resigned, leaving 80 as a nucleus on 
which to form the vast armies that followed. At this date there 
were in civil life, approximately, between 175 and 200 ex-officers 
who had ceased to belong to the Army, most of them having dis 
carded it, but some few of them were discarded by it, because 
many of them had retired of their own will for the purpose of 
entering into various avocations and some of those men who were 
leading officers of the Federal Army in the late war did so. 

In this connection comes the remarkable and instructive fact 
that for twenty-two years after the retirement of General Scoit 
from the head of the United States pa who retired November 
1, 1861, the Army was commanded exclusively from this latter 
c who had retired from the Army and had assumed duties ap- 
pertaining to civil life—McClellan for one year, Halleck for two 
years, Grant for five years, and Sherman for fourteen years. A\|l 
those men had retired from the Army and had taken civil duties, 
and then when the war broke out they returned to the Anny. 
They are men who had mixed with the world and had been grai- 
uates of West Point and who became, as I said, the nuclei around 
which the strength of the Army gathered. 

Then comes the additional instructive fact that of the 15 dis 


tag and returned to civil life. 


tinguished Army and So br commanders, Fremont, Rosecrans, 
Hooker, Burnside, Meade, Howard, Dix, Hancock, Thomas, Buell, 


Pope, Slocum, and McDowell, 8 came from the same class an‘ 
calles 5, Hancock, Thomas, Buell, Pope, and McDowell, remain! 
in the Army continuously, and all but 2 of the 13 were graduates. 
Only those remained in the Army continuously, but the others hod 
left the Army and gone into civil walks of life, and then when t!\¢ 
war came they resumed their military careers. 

On the 1st of of April, 1863, when war was flagrant, there wer 
326 general officers of the Army on the Register, and of those but 
112 were from the 801 in continuous service, while 45 were from 
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the 175 to 200 ex-officers before referred to, and 169 from the vol- 
unteers. In other emergencies may we not expect similar valu- 
able results from those disbanded officers and graduates? 

Almost the only explanation I can offer for these remarkable 
facts is that after five or ten years’ service in the Army in time 
of peace the ambition, grasp, individuality, and self-reliance is 
dwarfed, where the duties are entirely of a perfunctory charac- 
ter, as compared with the school of the ex-ofticer who enters the 
list of civil pursuits on the line of the survival of the fittest. 

General Scott was spoken of yesterday by my distinguished 
friend from Georgia, Senator Gorpon, but the Senator was a 
little in error. Scott, who was at the head of the Army, was not 
a graduate of West Point, and General Taylor was not a graduate 
of thatiastitution. General Worth wasnotagraduate. Percifer 
F, Smith, of the Mexican war, was not a graduate, andI might 
goon down the line to the useful and efficient agency that was 
behind these men. There were such graduates of West Point as 
Lee, and Grant, and Sherman, and Johnston, Bragg, and others 
who served in the Mexican war as captains, but the real com- 
manders of the Army in the Mexican war were men who had not 
graduated at West Point. 

So I say I will support the amendment to the amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, which requires a number of these men 
to be retired if there are no vacancies after one year; that after 
being in the Army one zee if there is no place for them, they may 
go into the private walks of life and make themselves useful as 
citizens; and then when we have trouble, which I hope we may 
never have, they will constitute the nuclei around which can 
gather the strength of this people, for our strength rests in the 
volunteer corps of this country, and not exclusively in the Reg- 
ular Army. We havea small Regular Army, but if it was neces- 
sary we would have without delay a million of men in the field, 
sir, inspired by the spirit of patriotism that guides our people 
under the volunteer system. I think, then, this amendment ought 
to be passed, for I believe it will inure to the benefit of the country. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I glanced hastily over the register of the first 
10 regiments of infantry. Theyaverage 35 officers to a regiment, 
making 350 officers. I find that 60 of them, or 17 per cent, were 
appointed from the Army. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I shall accept, if there be no ob- 
jection on the part of others, the amendment proposed by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], being in en- 
tire accord with that feeling which has been manifested on the 
floor of a desire to preserve the spirit of emulation in the ranks of 
the Army which is to be engendered by the hope of promotion to 
the line. 

I wish to make only a very few observations, but in the begin- 
ning I should like to make one or two in correctionof a misunder- 
standing which the Senator from Nebraska ‘ye ALLEN] was 
laboring under yesterday in the remarks which he submitted to 
the Senate as to the mode in which the power of appointment has 
been exercised. I know nothing in respect to the appointments 
to the Naval Academy, and I make no comment upon so much of 
his observations as related to the Naval Academy, for I am not 
advised; but he confounded, without discrimination, appoint- 
ments to the Military Academy and to the Naval Academy, and 
added: 

The law as it exists has been construed by some person, I do not know by 
whom, to authorize the President, if there is a failure to recommend within 
the time specified, to select a cadet from any part of the United States and 
accredit him to any Congressional district whos. quotais not full. I know, 
for instance, that during the last Congress, possibly the preceding Congress, 
there was appointed to represent my Congressional district, the northeastern 
or Third district of the State of Nebraska, a boy from the District of Colum- 
bia, who perhaps was never 10 miles west of this city, and the thousands of 
boysin that district who are competent and are poriectly willing to repre- 
sent the district in the Military Academy were deprived of their right to do 
80 in consequence of that appointment. 


The Senator from Nebraska may be correct in the statement 
that there was some failure to make an appointment upon the 
recommendation of a member, but, if so, it must have been toa 
cadetship in the Naval Academy. I took pains to inquire care- 
fully into this matter, and I shall submit, and ask to have incor- 
porated, for the information of the Senator from Nebraska, as I 
do not see him present, and for the information of others, a list 
of all the appointments that have been made to cadetships in the 
Military Academy since 1885 from the State of Nebraska. I will 
not ask the indulgence of the Senate to read it, but I ask that it 
be inserted in my remarks. It will be seen that not a single one 
Was appointed except upon the recommendation of the proper 
Representative. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there beno objection, the paper | 


will be printed in the Recor. 
The list referred to is as follows: 


Persons appointed as cadets from the State of Nebraska since 1835. 
William E. Catlin, Fremont, Third district; by Hon. E. K. Valentine, Feb- 
ruary 19, 1885. 
a ree W. Sladen, Omaha, First district; Hon. A. J. Weaver, February 
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Ae H. Sydenham, Kearney, Third district; Hon. G.W. E. Dorsey, August 
20, 1885 

Alternate, Lewis A. Tillson, BuffaloCounty; Hon. G.W. E. Dorsey, August 
20, 1885 

rge E. Sundburg, Wayne, Third district; Hon. G. W. E. Dorsey, April 
: thur M. Edwards, Hastings, Second district; Hon. James Laird, June 

5, 1889 

George T. Patterson, North Platte, Third distri Hon. G. W. E. Dorsey, 

ernate, John W. Eagleson, Craig, Third district; Hon. G. W. E. Dorsey, 

Allen P. Brown, Schuyler, Third district; Hon. G. W. E. Dorsey, August 
5, 1889 

John B. Jack, Peru, First district; Hon. W. J. ¢ l, Nov er 4, 1889 

Atwood B. Sydenham, Kearney, Third distri lon. G. W. E. Dorsey, 

January 30, 1889 

Alternate, James W. Broatch, O ha, I rict; Hon. W. J. ¢ ell, 
November 4, 1889 

James W. Broatch, Omaha, First district; H W. J. ¢ nell, Nover r 
15, 1890 
_ George T. Patterson, North Platte, Third district; Hon.O. M. Kem, August 
0, Isl 

John B. Jack, Peru, First district n. W.J. Bryan, June 14, 1892 

Horace F. Bishop, Lincoln, First district; Hon. W.J. Bryan, July 5, 1892 

Alternate, Alfred W. Pressly, Oconto, Third district; Hon. O. M. Kem, 
August 5, 189] 

Horace F. Bishop, Lincoln, First district; Hon. W.J. Bryan, June 10, 1892 

Benjamin M. Koehler, Blue Hill, Second d t; Hon. W. A. Mck han, 
July 11, 1892 

Clarence B. Gallagher, Omaha, First district; Hon. W. J. Bryan, February 
8, 1893. 

Evan H. Humphrey, Omaha, Second district; Hon. D. H. Mi ER, May 2, 
1893 f 

David M. Hill, Bellwood, Fourth district; Hon. E. J. HAtIneR, May 29, 1893 

Jay E. Williams, St. Edwards, Third district; Hon. G. D. MeikKLesoun, June 
3, 1893 

John R. Waugh, Plattsmouth, First district; Hon. W.J. Bryan, Jur > 1893, 


Evan H. Humphrey, Omaha, Second district; Hon. D. H. Mercer, July 6, 
1803 

Alternate, Albert M. Niles, Juniata, Second district; Hon. W. A. McKel- 
ghan, July 11, 1892 

Fred R. Klumb, Hampton, Fourth district; Hon. E. J. HArnrer, May 29, 1893. 


W. R. Newman, Hartington, Third district; Hon. G. D. MeixLesonun, June 
5, 1893 

Halsey E. Yeates, Lincoln, First district: Hon. W. J. Bryan, June 2. 1993. 

John R. Waugh, Plattsmouth, First district; Hon. W. J. Bryan, October 18, 


1893 

Ernest V. Scott, Dewitt, Fourth district; Hon. E. J. Harner, December 6, 
1893 

Alternate, Halsey E. Yeates, Lincoln; First district, Hon. W. J 
October 30, 1893 

L. L. Gregg, Osceola, Fourth district; Hon. E. J. HAIngR, Decem 

Halsey E. Yeates, Lincoln, First district; Hon. W. J. Bryan, 
1895 

Alternate, John R. Waugh, Plattsmouth; Hon. W. J. Bry 
1895, 

Evan H. Humphrey, Omaha, Second district; 
14, 1895, 


Bryan, 
ber 6, 1893, 
January 19, 


an, January 19, 


Hon. D. H. Mercer, January 


Frank 8S. Bowen, Cedar Rapids, Third district; Hon. G. D. MerkLeJoun, 
November 15, 1895. 

Frank P. Amos, Kimball, Sixth district; Hon. O. M. Kem, June 24, 1895 

Alternate, Juan A. Boyle, Kearney, Third district; Hon. O. M. Kem, June 


24, 1895. 

‘it has for many years been the practice of the War Department to appoint 
cadets to the Military Academy from Congressional district on the nom- 
ination of members of Congress. This practice is never departed from 

ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, February 18, 1895. 

Mr. VILAS. I wish to add a further remark in regard to this 
matter, in order to correct a mistake, which was somewhat a mis- 
apprehension, induced, perhaps, by the remarks of the Senator 
from Nebraska, and that was apparently accepted on the floor by 
other Senators. For over twenty years, the Adjutant-General of 
the Army informed me this morning, not a single appointment has 
been made to the Military Academy as a representative of a Con- 
gressional district or within that clause of the law which provides 
for the appointment of one cadet from each Congressional district, 
except upon the nomination of the Representative in Congress of 
that district. During the war, in consequence of the absence of 
Representatives from some of the States of the Union, the Secre- 
tary of War, or the President, did appoint a number of cadets 
assigned to those Congressional districts which were not then rep- 
resented for certain reasons. After the war there was a single 
instance in a Congressional district in the State of New York in 
which Secretary Belknap appointed a cadet without its being made 
upon the recommendation of the Representative from the district; 
but it caused so much controversy and remonstrance that in the 
end I believe that appointment was not carried into effect. 

One other instance, the Adjutant-General assured me, had been 
made in the course of his knowledge. There was a Congressional 
district in the State of Massachusetts whose Representative was of 
that religious faith wkich is of peace, a Quaker, and he was un- 
willing to recommend the education of a man of war, but consented 
to the Secretary of War making the appointment of the cadet from 
that district. 

The Adjutant-General assures me that those are the only in- 
stances known to him of any violation of the observance of the 
appointment of cadets from the Congressional districts upon the 
nomination of the Representativesin Congress from those districts. 

Mr. President, I think that statement is enough to show that 
we have no occasion to insert in the law the provision which I 
had the honor to submit in connection with the amendment of 


$ ul} 


ithe Senator from Nebraska yesterday, and I believe he now 
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agrees that if we shall simply provide a sufficient length of resi- 
dence to make the residence actual and certain, he does not care 
to have it inserted. Iam willing to agree to it if there be no ob- 
jection in the Senate; so that the amendment shall read: 


The two appointed at large from each State shall have been for two years 
actual residents of the State— 


It now reads ‘shall be actual residents ”"— 


and the others shall have been for two years actual residents of the Congres- 
sional or Territorial district, etc. 


And I will suggest that it be amended by striking out the word 
“‘be” in the seventh line and the word ‘‘ be” in the eighth line and 
inserting the words “have been for two years” in each case. 

Mr. HILL. What does the Senator mean by the words “ actual 
residents”? 

Mr. VILAS. That is the language of the law as it is. It is 
copied from the Revised Statutes as it has stood ever since they 
were adopted. 

Mr. HILL. The residence might be out of the State. 

Mr. VILAS. 1 presume it means not a mere legal or construct- 
ive residence, but that the appointee shall be a genuine actual 
resident of the district or the State. 

Mr. HILL. Of course, the residence of a minor follows legally 
the residence of his father. A boy might have been out of the 
State to school. Why do you put in the word ‘‘actual” there? 
The boy may have been to a boarding school out of the State. Is 
not the woot ‘** residence” sufficient? I only ask the question. 

Mr. VILAS. I readily recognize the force of the observation of 
the Senator from New York as a matter of argument, but that 
word has stood in the Revised Statutes for more than twenty years 
without causing the least trouble that I happen to be aware of. 
Nobody has challenged it, 

Mr. HILL. Then it must have been held to have no particular 
significance. 

r. MILLS. The actual residence of the boy would be the ac- 
tual residence of his father. 

Mr. VILAS. I think so. I donotthink it cuts much figure. I 

ee with the Senator from New York about it. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendment as modified by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The Secretary. In line? strike out the word ‘ be” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words ‘‘have been for two years,” and in line 
8 strike out the word ‘‘ be” and insert the words ‘‘ shall have been 
for two years”; so that it will read: 

The two appointed at large from each State shall have been for two years 
actual residents of the State from which they are appointed, and the others 


shall have been for two years actual residents of the Congressional or Terri- 
torial districts, or the trict of Columbia. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Wisconsin now accepts the amendment suggested 
by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. VILAS. If there be no other objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the question recurs on the 
adoption of the amendment as now read. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. VILAS. I wish to add a word or two. I have not finished 
the remarks I desire to submit to the Senate in connection with it. 

Mr. TELLER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I thought he had 
concluded, ; 

Mr. VILAS. Not quite. I wish to make another remark. 
Something was said in reference to the President’s appointment 
of the ten and something in complaint of an alleged practice, it is 
said, to appoint too much from the District of Columbia. I wish 
to remark in rd to this point that during the two terms of the 
present Executive the practice has been, as I was assured by the 
Adjutant-General, universally to select the son of some officer of 
the Army or someone in direct descent from a deceased officer 
of the Army, so that the children of the meritorious and useful mil- 
itary persons of this country should be reco in that way as 
worthy of the military instruction which the country provides. 
I think that must have been in truth the design of the law. At 
all events, I believe not only President Cleveland but General Har- 
rison and other Presidents have followed the same practice. It is 
by no means a new idea. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Wisconsix allow me? 

Mr. VILAS. Cnet 

Mr. TELLER, I think that provision was put in with the dis- 
tinct understanding that the President should be allowed in that 
way to take the sons and descendants of army officers who had 
practically no fixed residence. ; 

Mr. VI . I suppose that was the object of it. 

Mr. TELLER. That was the object of the provision. 

Mr. BATE. And that that idea might be carried out to a fuller 
extent, it was urged in committee by — interested in the 
Army that the number of appointments given to the President 
should be extended to 20 instead of 10. 

Mr. VILAS. I wish the number had been preserved; but the 
Committee on Military Affairs chose to leave the law as it is in 
that respect and I have not raised any point upon it. I ought to 
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add, to be exact, that this is the practice, not alone in res), 
the sons or grandsons of officers of the Army, but of the ° 
also, who are occasionally appointed in this way. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. VILAS. It may happen that from that practice a nu) 
have been designated as residents of the District of Coly 
because officers may be residing here in the District of (\\,;, 
bia. In a great many cases they have no local affiliation so )),.; 
they can designate any State as the State of their residence. | ;.4 
nobody can for an instant doubt the excellence of that pra.) 
Let me mention as illustrative of it that there are two wish». 
in existence which it will be some day, undoubtedly, the p|. 
as he will feel it the duty, of the Chief Executive of this nat 
execute. The illustrious general who commanded our arm. 4 
the close of the war left his letter to the President of the Uy) jj. 
States, requesting, when his grandson became of sufficient ac 
he might be educated at the Military Academy, andason who irs 
theillustrious name of Philip H. Sheridan carries also a letter)». 
that distinguished and noble soldier of similar purport, and ¢ it})oy 
one of them will be respected as sacred wishes. 

Mr. President, a word or two in respect to the scope «| 
amendment. The distinguished Senator from New Ham, 

Mr. CHANDLER] asked what was the ereees of the amendment 
in respect to the extent to which it would carry into civil life t}).;))- 
structed pupils of the Military Academy. I should like to ay.y. 
him by quoting a recommendation made by the Board of Visi;.,;s 
in the year 1893, of which the distinguished Senator from |}}:; 

Mr. CULLOM] was the president, and which was concurred y 
theentire Board. At that time Mr. Justice White was his acs ei;nte 
appointee from the Senate. The language of that recommend, 
tion in brief is this: 

The Board is impressed with the belief that the Academy should be regi ipod 
to educate as many young men as its capacity will justify. Any policy \ h 
fails to secure to the nation the full benefit of the institution in the edu. n 
and training of its young men is neither economical nor wise. 

The amendment which I have proposed is precisely in line with 
that recommendation. The capacity of the Military Academy 
now is equal to the reception of this additional number. ‘I \\ re 
might be some little change required in the barracks, but they 
are sufficient, as shown = the report of the adjutant of the post, 

iven in the report for this year of the Board of Visitors. The 
instructional force is substantially adequate. Not more than four 
or five or ibly a half dozen subaltern officers, if any at :!l, 
and I think none, would be required to be added for the ful 
instruction. There is involved, therefore, in this proposal practi- 
cally nothing except the additional pay of the cadets. 

Sir, it may be true that if the policy were to be distinctly 
adopted that we are to educate a considerable number of younz 
men for civil life at the Military Academy, a greater addition to 
the cadetship ought to be provided than this will provide; but lt 
us not go too fast. We have there the means; we are now svk- 
ing only to use those means according to their capacity. I showed 
yesterday that the cost to the United States of the education «i a 
single cadet at that establishment exceeds a thousand dollars jr 
year, while in ordinary colleges the cost hardly exceeds $12) ) r 
pupil per annum. Let us avail ourselves of this expenditure. | 
ask for no retrenchment of the expenditure; I believe it is we!l 
and wisely made; but let us avail ourselves of the fruits whic! it 
is equal to realizing for the country. 

The Senator from New Hampshire says that perhaps this mi ulit 
result in there being some men left at the end of the period 0! in- 
struction who could not be assigned and would be obliged t 
sent to private life, and therefore there might be some stign. 
connection with it. He really answered that objection hii 
by saying that in the course of his experience with the \:\ 
Academy, and we ali know how great it was, he had found |! 
when there were so many as fifteen or twenty to be sent to priv.i« 
life at the end of the course of instruction there was felt t. 
no imputation upon any. This will provide, I hope andI beliv\, 
about that number to be sent back to private life every year {i011 
the graduates of the institution. If so,we at once avoid 1)‘ 
criticism upon the limited increase to the cadetship which is 1. 


lat 


iis 


in 
elf 
al 
it 


ro , 

But, let me ask for a moment, if we do not need much more t!)11 
that in the country? We have not simply an Army of the Un' 
States, for whose experience and power we ought to provide. | 
Regular Army of the United States, which to-day alone is sup)! 
with instructed officers through this institution, is a body of 2." 
or 30,000 men. When the 70,000,000 people of the United Stu's 
shall engage in war it is much more probable that the num’: 
the Army will be 250,000, or mayhap 500,000, and where shall we 
find the instructed officers to immediately organize and put 
active service such enormous battalions as our great populal™ 
and our strength would undoubtedly require us to provide for | 


exigencies of a war such as we are likely to engage in, if in: 
Sao and believe there can be no prospect of any anywhier \2 
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The Senator from New Hampshire also spoke of the necessity of 
a similar course of proceeding with reference to the Naval Acad- 
emy. 1 do not know that the Senator from New Hampshire 
meant to put that in as an objection to the adoption of this amend- 
ment, nor am I able to discuss the question with him whether or 
not there should be an increasein the Naval Academy. He is far 
better instructed in the conditions which affect that institution 
than I am; but I will draw his attention to one or two features of 
difference between the Naval Academy and the Military Academy 
in the possible usefulness of this course of procedure. 

We do not keep in our various States any body of naval recruits, 
any body of seamen. We have no organizations intended to be 
used upon the sea, except what is called a Naval Reserve, quite 
insignificant in number, at this time amounting to but very little, 
and the Naval Reserve, wherever it exists, is chiefly, I think, upon 
the coast. Now, in every State of the Union there is a body of 
militia, generally designated as the National Guard of that par- 
ticular State. I think that it would be a service for which we 
could well afford the money to pay, which it would be well for 
us to enter upon the execution of, to provide that the various 
States should have instructed officers, who shall be competent to 
teach the National Guardall that can betaught or is needed to be 
taught to them in the way of military discipline. We shall per- 
haps thus have the skeleton of an army upon which we can build 
with therapidity which occasiondemands. Wehave proceededin 
all our history, and hitherto without default in time of trial, upon 
the theory that it is better to have a small army and a live, active, 
vigorous, dauntless, free people from which to form an army in 
time of war, with sufficient means only in instructed men at hand 
to organize them into proper corps and lead them into whatever 
service may be required. 

There is a very great difference between the Army and the Navy, 
therefore, in the need, as it seems to me, of having a class of men 
instructed who shall take their places in civil life. I shall not 
pause at this hour to elaborate the argument. I suggest it as a 
sufficient distinction now, by no means intending to antagonize 
by it any proposal which at a proper time may be made,if any 
shall be made, in reference tothe Navy. 
according to reasons which may be presented in reference to it. 

Mr. President, I shall take only the further time in the discus- 


sion of this amendment to say that it has had for a great many | 
robation of the instructional force and the superin- | 


years the a 
tendent of West Point, together with the commandant of cadets. 
It has had the continuous recommendation of every Board of Vis- 
itors which has examined that institution for years. It may hap- 
pen that not always has that recommendation been written in the 
report, though it has been repeatedly reiterated. 
evidenced upon this floor, the constant and continued recom- 
mendation of the Secretaries of War. We have here two gen- 
tlemen, distinguished upon this floor and in the country, who 
have occupied the post of Secretary of War. Both of them are 
here to speak for the desirability of the amendment. 

We know with what difficulty changes in our law of any kind 
are accomplished, what a tremendous power the power of inertia 
is even in the words of law; and I trust that the Senate now will 
adopt this modest, this very gentle oe toward the accomplish- 
ment of a reformation by which only the power of the Military 
Academy is to be used, as we now maintain it, simply for the ben- 
efit of the country to the extent to which we expend money to 


Let that take care of itself | 
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mont [Mr. Proctor], I believe he agrees ought to have one quali- 
fication. That qualification I move to place there by inserting, 
after the word ‘‘graduation,” the words ‘except those in tl 
Engineer Corps.” 

That amendment is proposed upon the recommendation of the 
Department, received to-day, on this ground: The Engineer Corps 
receives regularly from the Academy one, two, three, rarely over 
four, of the graduating class, as specially recommended by reason 
of their success in scholarship and their peculiar attainments for 
the engineering branch of the service. It sometimes happens, I 
am told by officers of that corps, that no one is recommended from 
the graduating class as sufficient in qualification and character 
for assignment to the Engineer Corps. Therefore it has been the 
practice to hold over the second lieutenants appointed as addi- 
tional lieutenants for such vacancies as may occur in the Engi- 
neer Corps, because they do not occur in anything like regular 
number. Sometimes there isa considerable number of vacancies, 
at others the vacancies are few, and they regard it as especially 
desirable that all second lieutenants specially recommended by 
the graduating board shall be held in the Engineer Corps, and 
additional lieutenants to fill such vacancies as are required by the 
peculiar nature of that establishment. ’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ graduation” it is proposed 
to strike out the words ‘except those in the Engineer Corps”; so 
as to read: 

Any graduates unassigned to existing vacancies within one year after their 
graduation shall be honorably discharged from the service 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I understand that the amend- 
ment comes practically from the Committee on Military Affairs; 
it certainly has not been considered by the Committee on Appro- 
priations. It is a pointed illustration, in my judgment,of the 
impolicy of placing general legislation upon appropriation bills in 
this body. In the body in which appropriation bills originate 
they are considered by committees who are in charge of the special 
subjects-matter, and theruiles governing in that branch would pro- 
hibit the possibility of such legislation as is here proposed. Under 
our rules I suppose this amendment might have been excluded. 
I believe the Senator from Colorado having the bill in charge has 
not made the point of order that the amendment proposes general 
legislation; but it is important legislation, Mr. President. Itis a 
subject which I think ought to be thoroughly considered in a 
separate bill. It provides practically for the appointment of a 
cadet to West Point by each Senator in this body. To my mind 
it isa most objectionable form of legislation, for it is a matter 
which comes home to each one of us. The proposed increase may 
be proper and right in itself—I do not discuss that at this time— 
but it ought not to be put onan appropriation bill when it comes 
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| so near to each of us on this floor. 


The Senator from Wisconsin |[Mr. VILAS] assigns as a reason 


| that the facilities at the Academy are such that the increased num- 


make it useful, and that in the end the committee which may have | 


charge of this matter, if the Senate shall adopt it, will feel that 
the Senate desires this amendment to be made to the law. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption | 


of the amendment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
ViLas]}, upon which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has 
demanded the yeas and nays. 
Mr. CALL and Mr. PROCTOR. Let the amendment be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to add at the end of the bill the 
following as an additional section: 


Sec. 2. That the corps of cadets shall consist of two from each State at 
large, one from each Congressional district, one from each Territory, one 
from the District of Columbia, and ten from the United Statesat large. They 
shall be appointed by the President, and those appointed at large may be 
residents anywhere in the Union. The two appointed at large from each 
State shall have been for two years actual residents of the State from which 
they are appointed, and the others shall have been for two years actual resi- 
dents of the Congressional or Territorial districts or the District of Colum- 
bia, respectively, from which they purport to be eee. Any graduates 
unassigned to existing vacancies within one year after their graduation shall] 


be honorably discharged from the service: Provided, That the President may, | 
in his discretion, appoint to vacancies in the grade of second lieutenant any | 


meritorious soldier of the Army, when recommended according to the pro 
visions of the acts of June 18, 1878, and July 30, 1892, although graduates of the 
Military Academy may remain in service unassigned. 

Mr. VILAS. The paragraph in the amendmentas it now stands, 
which reads— 
Any uates unassigned to existing vacancies within one year after their 
graduation shall be honorably discharged from the service— 


which was inserted upon the motion of the Senator from Ver- 


ber of cadets proposed to be provided for can be educated there 
without additional cost, except as to the mere matter of pay. It 
so happens that for the past six or eight years, and I take it it has 
been the case from the beginning with the War Department, the 
Board of Visitors to West Point and-all who are concerned in look- 
ing especially into this institution have been to Congress and to 
the Committee on Appropriations insisting upon increased facili- 
ties and increased buildings for the accommodation of the present 


corps. It has not been two years since we were called upon to 
increase the facilities to accommodate the number of cadets now 
provided for by law. If the Senator from Wisconsin be correct, 


the improvements that were made at West Point for the number 
of cadets now authorized by law will be taken advantage of by 
the increased number he proposes to provide. 

Mr. President, there may be necessity for an increased number 
of these young men at both the Naval Academy and at West Point, 
but it will not stop with the increase of these educated officers. 
It means with the Army and with the Navy largely increased 
» opropriations for the men in those two services. 

Mr. GEORGE. The men for the officers to command? 

Mr. GORMAN. The men for the officers to command. One 
year ago we provided $500,000 for an increase of a thousand men 
in the Navy. 

Mr. BATE. There is a clause in the amendment which covers 
that objection; that is to say, where there are no vacancies under 
the law as it now exists and there are no places for the surplus 
men, they shall be retired after one year to civil life. I have had 
the same opinion the Senator from Maryland has in regard to this 
increase, but that has been guarded against in this bill. 

While I am up, I will say in regard to legislation upon appro- 
sriation bills that I think the practice generally is radically wrong. 

his, however, is a peculiar amendment. It applies especially to 
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West Point, the appropriations contained in this bil! are for West 
Point, and this appertains directly to it. It does not come exactly 
under the condemnation of ordinary legislation on appropriation 


bills. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I know that there never has 
been a case yet presented where there were not some pe reasons 
given for adopting it on an Pps neg bill. hat always 
comes, and it is the most difficult matter to resist it. The present 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and 
those who preceded him, a4 well as all the members of that com- 
mittee, know how difficult it is to object to a provision of this 
character, and the tendency of the Senate always is to permit a 
vote unless in the concluding hours of a session. 

If we are toincrease the Array and the Navy, ashas been proposed 
in the many bills and propositions pending before Congress, it 
ought to be done separately. We have been and we are increas- 
ing the Navy, a thousand men last year and 2,000 men are wanted 
this year, and as we go on and construct ships two or three thou- 
sand men will be necessary within the next three or four years in 
a time of peace. 

In the Navy there may be, and I think there is, a necessity for 
a slight annual increase to man the ships we have already con- 
structed and those which we shall be obliged to construct. the 
matter of the aaa is a different question. We havea magnifi- 
cent body of men drilled by the States, the great volunteer army, 
that is ready to meet any emergency, officered—and they can be 
offivered as they were in the last war—by the skilled men who are 
found in the walks of private life, who have never passed through 
and who never can through one of these military institutions. 

I do not, for one, believe that it is wise for us at this time, or at 
any time except in an emer, y, to increase the standing Army 
of the United States. I would provide a proper number of ships, 
which must be built for the Government; 1 would provide proper 
armament for our ports on the coast, and rely upon the people at 
the proper time to furnish the necessary men and officers for the 
qurvice of the Government. I do not believe in our present con- 
dition that we should be preparing for the increase in the Army, 
which, in my judgment, will follow this tion. 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BaTE]}, who, I know, has given 
great attention to this subject and has carefully looked into the 
conditions at West Point, has possibly not yet felt, but he will 
feel, the pressure from all the men who pass through these insti- 
tutions to secure for them commands. It will come, Mr. Presi- 
dent. This is but the ene I do not believe—and this is all 
I intended to say when I rose—that it is proper to make that be- 


ginning upon an a iation bill. 

Mr, MLLMAN > Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to 
call his attention to the fact that the United States Government 
donates every year $15,000, and it will soon be $25,000, under the 
Morrill Act, to the wan colleges? Those colleges are com- 
pelled by law to teach and each one of them has 
a West Pointer detailed to those schoolboys. They are fur- 
nishing all the military training that this country needs. 

Mr. BATE. In that connection, I will say the law allows a hun- 
dred at least for that purpose, and now there are many colleges 
who can not secure the detail of officers for that service. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President; officers are detailed to 
these colleges; they are detailed as aids to the governors of States, 
and they are detailed to all sorts of schools of training, so that we 
have now more than can be utilized for the of the Army, 
-— * or eg for all the details required by law for the colleges and 

e ; 

Mr, BATE. There are colleges applying to have officers de- 
tailed to instruct their —_ in military discipline who can not 
get them now, owing to the fact that sufficient money is not ap- 

ropriated, although the law allows such details. It has never 
coon n. possible to assign to the colleges the number of officers re- 
quired in that direction. 

Mr. GORMAN. I had supposed that all the assignments were 
made. However that may be, I believe that this matter ought to 
be taken up and disc upon its own merits, and without ref- 


erence to an a iation bill. 

After what on read in the newspapers of thecomments made 
elsewhere upon this for making pacer Ss that we have 
assumed a right w does not , and practically it was 
claimed that we had no right to amend an appropriation bill or 
to make provision for the su of the Government and the pay- 
ment of the claims and ju ie it—there has 
talk of the Senate riding with iled shges over a coordinate 
branch of the Government. 

The Senate, of course, will resent any such imputation, because 
it has the right to amend appropriation bills and to provide for 
the support of the Government; and, as was well stated by the 


disti senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. sans 1 
; 8 


io the uly: <F Se Renate So make cosh Soe 
always exercised the right, and has had courage to make 
appropriations sufficient to pay the current expenses of the Goy- 


ernment; but I doubt the propriety of the policy, Mr. Presiden: 
and I think the Senate weakens its position with the country when, 
out of order, it proposes to amend an appropriation bill, no matt , 
how much merit there may be in the proposition, by giving to ea); 
Senator the right to name a young man to go to West Point. | 
do not believe we can maintain our position in so doing. I do not 
think that we can insist upon such a measure upon an approprin- 
tion bill; and I think it would be misunderstoo Suerywhere 
Outside of the question of the increase of the Army, I should 
like to see this body go on as it has in the past, increasing apyyro- 
riations where the necessities of the Government require it and 
in conformity to law, but to avoid all such propositions as are now 


os 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, as to the propriety of puttin» 
legislation of this kind upon an aeproreden bill, I wish to cal] 
the attention of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman}, to the 
fact that it has been done every year for a great many years in 4 
matter quite related to this. if he will omit the inhibition agains! 
more soldiers than 25,000, which appears every year in the Arm 
appropriation bill, the existing and continuing statute will apply, 
providing for an army of 30,000. That is the law of the country 
to-day, and it is onl every year forbidding more than 25,()()) 
that the number is kept down to 25,000. 

I remember very well when that was done in another place. A 
gentleman who had not considered the question at all jumped up 
and moved that it should not be more than 25,000 men enlisted for 
the year under the money appropriated, or words to that effect. 
It seemed to meet the feeling of the House of Representatives, 
which is the body to which I refer, and it has been renewed every 
year since then. 

I say frankly that having doubled in population since that in- 
hibition was established, we need a larger police. Whenever there 
is a serious disturbance of any kind—none involving foreign ni- 
tions has come upon ns—and such a disturbance is likely to come 
among 70,000,000 rors ne of whom are uneasy, then you have 

itt 


to transport your e body of troops, all you can gather together, 
to the point where they are needed. Youcan not afford to collect 
in one bmg than two or three thousand troops, as you have 
not more t 23,000 when you should have 25,000. They must 


stay in certain places to protect prenery- You have to collect 
and weed out and shift and run them out on trains, with a very 
heavy bill of expense, and they perhaps arrive at the place after 
the ieee has been done. As an internal police we ought to 
have not less than 25,000 soldiers if it were right to have 30,(\) 
twenty-five years ago. 

Our friend says ‘that the volunteers, right out of the emt yn, 
who had not drilled a day, made their own officers well enough in 
the late war. I know something about it myself, sir. I know 
that as a captain, to which grade I was unwillingly advanced when 
I tried to be a first lieutenant, I hunted around for young men 
who knew how to drill; how to teach not only my men, but mys«lf. 
I found them, happily, some of them in a good military schoo! in 
my State, and then we got West Point officers to help us. A good 
many months elapsed, not to say years, as some men would say, 
before we all became what soldiers should be, well-trained soldiers, 
accustomed to all the necessary maneuvers, and before the officers 
became really fit to be trusted to take men in battle except when 
the apa were such that we had to die at least if we could 
not drill or march or change our formation. 

You might as well argue that special training is of no advan- 
tage in any pursuit anywhere. I do not know any place where it 
is of as muc pecs as it is in the conduct of an army upon 
which depends the lives of tens and hundreds of thousands of men 
and the expenditure of hundreds and thousands of millions of 
dollars. It is thereimportant, and the officers feelit. No general 
officer, or captain either, can say he does not feel the tremendous 
responsibility, the poignant regret that he was not better prepar: | 
for that place, and how often he criticises himself after an expe:li- 
tion or a battle, finds fault with himself, and says he ought to 
have known better. 

No, sir; there is no place where training is more needed, ani 
this little addition of about 17 a year, which I think it will give, 
will do us no hurt, for there is a great demand for these oflicers 
in the military schools and in the militia of the States. I am very 
_ to see that there is some measure pro d to provide for it. 

e boys, 12 or 15 years of age, in the military schools make but 
a beginning, but the instruction there is valuable, for it goes as 
far as squad drills and company drills if it does not involve the 
science of tactics or anything of that sort. 

The idea that we can not amend in the manner proposed, tha‘ 
we can not add to the number of cadets, is very much as if we 
should say that we have no right to add to the number of clerks 
and employees of the Senate. Every year when we are makin 
provision for the Senate under the legislative, executive, and judi- 

bill we assume to ourselves a perfect freedom and right t» 
increase the number of any class of workmen and employees, | (lv 
not care what they are, and to change their compensation, to give 
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alarger or smaller sum. The doctrine of the English House of 
Commons even does not apply here. They may not raise the ap- 
propriation above that which is dictated to them by their minis- 
try. With due respect to what the Senator from Ohio | Mr. 
SHERMAN] stated the other day, in my judgment we have nothing 
to borrow from the processes of the great British Parliament. 
We assume the perfect right to increase or diminish the number 
and compensation of men for whom we are providing in an annual 
appr ypriation bill, and we have always done it. 
[| hope the amendment will be agreed to, and I am sure it will 
be to the good of the country. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not believe in taking any 
step at this time to increase the Regular Army. It may be nec 
essary When building ships to increase the officers of the Navy to 
command those ships, but as was suggested by some Senator, we 
are already educating a vast number of youngmen. The agricul- 
tural schools provide pretty good military training. The officers 
of the Regular Army are doing very effective service in multiply- 
ing the number of young men capable of doing military service. 

The States are organizing as they never did before, and at this 
time there should be no increase of the Army. There ought to 


be a decrease rather than an increase, from the fact that we have | 
We have built railroads and settled up the | 


no more Indian wars. 
territory all over the Indian country. 
have been brought to and concentrated about the cities. We do 
not want a large Army forthat purpose. A very small Army isall 
that is necessary. Nobody is going to resist the United States 
forces. Things are very differentnow. There is nothing like the 
demand for a large Army that there was twenty years ago. So 
we ought to be decreasing rather than increasing the Army, it 
seems to me. 

This is an entering wedge for increasing the Army, when we 
have made ample provision for educating a vast number of men 
for military service and when the States have taken an interest in 
it and have their volunteers and everything prepared to impro- 
vise a large army quickly. Now, when there is no use for it, to 
increase the standing army that is to be located in your cities 
will create a feeling of discontent among the people. They look 
upon the Government as tending toward monarchy and pomp 
and splendor. There is use to increase the number of officers of 
the Navy to command the ships, but there is no necessity for in- 
creasing the Army. Consequently, I hope the amendment will 
not Le agreed to. 

Besides, 1 do not think the Senate should be seeking patronage 
for itself. It looks as if we were reaching out for appointments, 
to which there will certainly be objection, unless there is some ad- 
vantage to come to the country from it. I see that, and I am 
opposed to the amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think the amendment is sub- 
ject to a point of order, but upon consulting with the chairman 
of the committee, we concluded, after the criticisms of the com- 
mittee a few days ago as to arbitrary methods, that we would let 
the matter run and would not raise the question, and I do not 
desire to raise it now. 

Theestimates of the Department for the Military Academy were 
$619,169.61. The amount carried by the bill as it came from the 
other House was $448,117.61. Tothatwe have added $3,000in two 
items, one being for repairs to barracks of detachment of army 


So the soldiers we have 


service men and the other for fitting up the ordnance museum in | 


the new Academy building. The proper officer stated that that 
was essential in order to have any use of that building. We have 
reduced some other items, so that the net increase on the bill as it 
came from the other House is only $2,408. The House commit- 
tee, in reporting the bill to the House, make the following state- 
ment in their report: 

The following items in the estimates the committee believe to be desirable, 
but not essential, to the preservation of the property, or the actual needs of 
the institution, and have not, on account of the depleted condition of the 
Treasury, recommended them to the House. 

They amount to $129,277, which they say are essential, but not 
absolutely necessary. Out of that sum we have taken $3,000, that 
the proper officer made the majority of the committee believe was 
essential to the building and for the use of the Academy. 

The other House evidently did not intend that there should be 
any increase of the Army for any purpose, because, while provid- 
ing for the detail of some enlisted men at the Academy, they make 
this statement: 

But the number of enlisted men of the Army shall not be increased on 
account of this proviso or the two preceding paragraphs of this act. 

I do not mean to detain the Senate by any discussion, as I desire 
to get avote. I wish to have a yea-and-nay vote on this question, 
because the committee are entitled to take the sense of the Senate 
on it, as we know it will meet with some opposition. But I merely 
Wish to say that so far as I am personally concerned, I should be 
very glad always to be relieved of any patronage of this kind. I 
do not myself want any of it. I do not believe that there is any 
necessity for increasing our Army. I wish to say in reply to the 
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| Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw ry] that I do not believe 
| there is any occasion now, or that it is consistent with the genius 
of our Government that we should increase the National Army for 
I I recollect very distinctly that a number of years 


police purposes. 
ago I broke away from my party in the Senate and voted with 
. for a provision of 





three other Republicans, and three others only 





law which, I think, still remains on the statute b , that the 
U1 ed States Army should only be used in such cases as are ex- 
| palcitry provided Ito OV iaw. 
| tJdo not know whether it is alway served; | ly not; 
| but 1 am one of those whodo eve th ie G sl Govern- 
| ment should attempt ice the States with th i States 
|} Army. I will never vote for the increa {f the Army except it 
| may be for the purpose of national defe nd I do no lieve 
| that any considerable number of the Ameri 1 people Wul ever 
| be willing that the American Army shall act as a p ree and 
| discharge for the States the duties wi the St s are able to 
| discharge for themselves. 
| Che constabulary of a State is the police force, and the freedom 
of this country would be jeopardized by attempting to displace the 
| constabulary of the States with the United States Army. Never 
since I have been in public life, now nearly twenty vears, have I 
failed to enter my protest whenever it was suggested that the 
United States Army was to be taken from the high purpose for 


which it was created, that of national defense,and degraded, in 
my judgment, to the performance of the du les or 
deputy sheriffs. We do not need any increase of the Army, and 
in my judgment wedonot need any increase of cadetsin the United 
States. It is true that we might in tim war avail ourselves of 
the skill of these young men, but in my opinion those who are so 
educated in the immediate future will be old men before there 
will be any occasion to call them into use, unless it may be for the 
purpose of putting down civil strife in this country. 

There is no possibility, in my judgment, that any power will 
assailus. If any power does assail us, the contest will not be upon 
the land, but upon the water, and if we have any money to edu- 
cate young men in any line of warfare, the suggestion made by 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] is, I think, exceed- 
ingly pertinent, that it ought to be in the line of the naval forces 
and not of the land forces. I hope the amendment will be voted 
down. . 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I beg pardon for troubling the 
Senate, but I wish to say just a few words more. 

The distinguished Senator from Nevada | Mr. Stewart] is of 
the opinion that while it is right and necessary to increase the 
number of enlisted men in the Navy—and that is obvious to every- 
body—there is no such necessity in the case of the Army. The 
Navy is hopeless without a good system of coast defense. There 
must be strong forts, there must be large docks, there must be 
magazines of cannon and ammunition, and all that at our princi- 
pal ports which can be defended not more by the Navy outside 
than by the forts: and the harbors there must be harbors of refuge 
for a retreating force, and also harbors of supply. If we are to 
go on with anything like a systematic and partially thorough sys- 
tem of coast defense it will be utterly and absolutely useless unless 
there be some force of men to take care of it in case of necessity. 
Of all things, the greatest waste of money is the use raw men 
in the handling of great guns where it costs $500 to fire a single 
shot. 

I will not discuss at any length the propriety of provi 
good Army—though an exceedingly small one in the judgment 
of the world—because that is not a practical question on the pend- 
ing bill, but I think the Army is at a safe point; it is a factor of 
safety, as the engineers say, when we have but one soldier out 
of 2,800 of our population, and there is no danger in an increase 
of 3.000 or so. 

The Senator from Colorado denounced the use of the Army for 
police duty. So do I in the sense in which he describes it; but, of 
course, I did not mean the ordinary brass-buttoned man with 
a locust stick, walking aboutthe street. Imean that higher police 
which is behind the majesty of the country and behind the maj- 
esty of a State. Civil government is not worth a farthing un- 
less there be behind the sheriff a colonel and behind the marshal 
a regiment or a brigade to be used in the execution of the law, 
though never to fire a shot except where repeated warnings have 
failed to stop men from destroying property or openly defying 
national laws. 

I understand those limitations. I accept them. I am a strict 
constructionist in all that regard. But I do not care to be always 
telling the world, not as anyone does here, but some men are 
always saying to the people of the United States that there is no 
necessity for a soldier and no necessity for force or anything of 
that sort. That is false mercy. The time has come when that 
sort of talk is simply murder; that is all. 

Mr. TELLER. Il agree with the Senator from Connecticut that 
behind the sheriff there may properly be a colonel with a regi- 
ment, but according to my doctrine it should be a colonel of the 
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State, not a colonel of the United States. He should act under 
the authority of the State. The State is derelict when it does not 

otect national property, when it does not protect tra rta- 

ion, when it does not protect the mails. The State should do it 
with its constabulary first, if it can, and if it can not do it in that 
way, then let it do it with its militia—itssoldiery. Thatis the way 
to maintain peace and order in this country; that is the way to 
maintain ea and law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Colorado is exactly right 
again, and yet quite wrong at the same time. Of course, behind 
the sheriff stands the colonel, and they should cover the larger 
= of the great field of armed defense of our liberties and laws; 

t there are times when they are insufficient (and the very 
emergency is provided for in the Constitution) to do this, and when 
governors and legislatures have called for help. We remember 
when they did do it. How was it at Chicago? Was there no 
necessity under the sun? Was it thought folly and crime that 
Miles should march down from Fort Sheridan with his troops? 
Did not every man in the United States acknowl the propriety 
of it? Was not life saved and property saved and the majesty of 
the Federal law saved when the blue coats, riding into Pittsburg, 
quelled the mob at the very sight of them? 

Mr.CALIL. Mr. President, l wish to say a single word. Ishall 
vote against the pending amendment, but I shall not do it because 
. I think legislation — not to be placed upon an appropriation 

bill. Ishall not do it because I think it would increase the stand- 
ing Army of the United States, although I never would vote for 
a single addition of a man to the standing Army of the United 
States except when war is imminent. woald vote for the 
amendment with pleasure to give to the young men of this coun- 
try an opportunity of the highest military education that the 
present capacity of the two Academies will permit. But there is 
no provision in the amendment for the Academy at Annapolis 
and for the Navy, which is the most important branch of our 
armed service. 1t is far more important, in view of any possible 
contingencies, than any other species of military education. Un- 
der those circumstances, with an amendment imperfectly pre- 
poe doing this great injustice to the naval branch of the serv- 

, I shall vote against it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 


of the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas], | 


upon which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] deman 
the yeas and nays. 

r. HOAR. I should like to have so much of the amendment 
read as provides for the appointment of cadets on a recomaenda- 
tion by Senators. It was not a part of the original amendment. 

Mr. VILAS. It is not in the amendment now. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not in now. 

Mr. VILAS. It was withdrawn. 

Mr. HOAR. How are they to be appointed? 

Mr. VILAS. Just as they are—four by the President. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the pending amendment be read, so that 
we may know exactly how it stands. 

Mr. HOAR, I should like to try the sense of the Senate on the 
proviso which the clerks will find in substance near the bottom 
of the first column of page 1796 of the Recorp. I suggest the fol- 
lowing modification of the language appearing there: 

That the two cadets at large shall be appointed only on the written recom- 
— i the governor of the State from which they are accredited, and 

I should like to move it in that shape. I think it would tend 
very much to popularize West Pointand make it in the interest 
of the people to give the governors of the States the appointments 
atlarge. Probably the Senator from Wisconsin will accept it. 
Let the Secretary read it, substituting for the word ‘“‘ Senators ” 
the words ‘‘ governor of the State.” 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator proposes that the governor shall 
recommend the appointment? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; that it shall be made on the recommenda- 
tion of the governor. 

The PRESIDIN G OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts to the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add to the amendment the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That the two cadets at large shall be appointed only on the 
written recommendation of the governor of the State to which they are 
accredited, and all cadets, except those reser to the President by general 
law, shall be made only on the written recommendation of the Representa- 
see — Congressional district or Territory to which they are respectively 
ace 1 . 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Senate, 
but I should like to say one word in favor of the amendment 
which I ee This is a provision for the appointment 
of the two cadets at large from each State. As the Senator from 
Wisconsin finally left it, that appointment is to be made wholl 
by the President. The Senators, I understand, are not pro’ 
to be included at all. Now, it is pretty difficult to get to the 
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President from distant parts of the country the qualification... ,¢ 
a boy 15 or 16 or 17 years old. Several Senators have thouy),: j; 
would create great ae in the House, or injure the Sen:; 
the estimation of the country, if we insert this as a matt. 
patronage to ourselves; but Ido not suppose any Senator 
about having the responsibility thrust on him of selecting 
cadet. He will disappoint forty or fifty every time he gra: 
one. On the other hand, I propose that the recommendation -| 
be made by the governor of the State. Take a State like Ov. 
or California, or Nebraska, or any of the more distant States. 
is very difficult for the President to know much about tlic | 
whom he selects. So if we do not give the power of recom), 
ing to the Senators it seems to me it is very proper to hay. {ie 
President make the appointment on the recommendation «/ ;), 
governor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is not for me to show any special s. | 
tude for the Constitution of the United States lest the Senator | 
Massachusetts should neglect that time-honored instrument, |)\1; jt 
does occur to me that as the cadets are officers of the United Stirs 
there is an impropriety in requiring by law that the Presiden: 
the United States shail appoint a particular United States officer 
only on the recommendation of the governor of the State. [t 
strikes me that there is an incongruity, a mixing up of national 
and State functions that would be unwise even in so little a imat- 
ter as this. I should defer to themature judgment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, but it seems to me that his hasty sugges: ion 
in this regard may fairly be open to constitutional objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will (eo {r 
to the mature judgment of the Senator from Massachusetts. If 
he does, he will vote for the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have made that promise, but I shall hive 
a constitutional scrupie all the same. 

Mr. HOAR. The appointment in all cases comes from the 
President of the United States. The Constitution provides that 
officers of the United States shall be appointed only by the Pr si- 
dent with the advice and consent of the Senate, but that Conyress 
may by law vest the appointment of such inferior officers as thoy 
think _— in the President alone, in the courts of law, or ini the 
heads of Departments, with a special provision regarding tle 
officers of the two Houses of Congress. 

Mr. BATE. DolI understand that it is proposed the governor 
shall have the power of appointment, or that he would mer ly 
recommend the appointment to the President? 

Mr. HOAR. e governor will only recommend the appoint- 
ment to the President. It is just as much a compliance with the 
Constitution to have the President make the appointment oni ‘he 
recommendation of the governor of a State as the present arriiye- 
ment for both the schools is that he shall make it on the recom- 
mendation of a legislative officer. Our constitutional theories 
keep legislative officers out of executive appointments, but <1'! 
we allow the sense of the State or district to be conveyed t 
President by the recommendation of the officer. It is no’ 
improper thrusting into the national arrangement when you «\1- 
sult an executive of the State about the opinion of the peo)! 
the fitness of a particular person in his State. 

The Constitution of the United States itself confers upon the 
executive of the State the — function of appointing meniber 
of this body when the legislature fails to elect. This is mer'y : 
mode by which the President is to be instructed in an oficial, 
authoritative, and formal way, in a manner which he can not +! 
at without the instruction of somebody. So either this func 
is to be conferred upon the Senator, to whom it will be not) 1+ 
but a plague, especially in great States like New York, Peun-y'- 
vania, or Virginia, or it is to be conferred on the President a: 1° 

Now, how difficult, how annoying it will befor the Pres'|-1 
of the United States to make selections, especially from dis! \1 
parts of the country, between the recommendations of the int.’ 
ested friends of these boys. The governor is on the spot. 1'! 
this little arrangement, if it were to be adopted, would do: 
to make West Point and the Naval ae than a. 
thing else we could do. I do not find any difficulty at all « 
in the letter of the Constitution or in its spirit and arrange) 

Mr. CHANDLER. The fact still remains that these cadet: «' 
officers of the United States, and if the President is anthoriz | |) 
appoint them only on the recommendation of the govern!» 
the States, then the governors participate in the appoint: 
every one. ’ penne 

Mr. HOAR. Has not the Representative the appointing po? 


ow? : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then it is constitutional to require tt 
when the President — a circuit judge or a district judy: of 
the United States he shall have the nomination of the gover”. 
The governor is on the spot; the Senator says the a knows 
more about the citizens of the locality than the President ( 

It must be extremely awkward for the President to obtain |'s 
knowledge from the residence and locality, and so the governor: 0! 
the States can suggest or nominate to the President the ju'.'3 


l 


n 








more conveniently than if the President alone has the appointing 
power. " — oy 

: Mr. HOAR. The President of the United States knows per- 
sonally and by observation the character of the great jurists of 


judgment of my honorable friend from New Hampshire. But let 
me ask the Senator if he is in favor of the present law applicable 
to the Naval Academy at Annapolis, that of the nomination made 
by the President of the United States only upon the recommenda 
tion of a Representative from a distance? If he is, he is violating 
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| from the different States just as they are nominated from the dis- 


tricts on the suggestion of the Representatives, and I should think 


| that that would be quite as popular a way of getting at the senti- 
e@ ch é | ment of the State, and distributing the benefits of the Academies, 
all the country, and I do not find in that suggestion the mature 


a constitutional principle, if that is what this accomplishes, be- | 


cause he is thrusting a member of a legislative body into the 
function of an executive appointment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Since this debate has commenced I am in- 
clined to think that the provision in reference to the naval cadets 
which does not exist with reference to cadets at West Point is un- 
constitutional. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is my impression. I have been con- 
vinced by the argument of the Senator from Massachusetts that 
it is unconstitutional. Now, it is a constitutional question, ard 
it is not a question of convenience. If it were a question of con- 
venience, then the same law might apply to the appointment of 
collectors of customs. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask whether it is also unconstitutional to 

rovide that the President shall appoint through the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission to the Executive Departments? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I donot thinkitis. I think that is a wise 
and proper limitation and regulation of the appointing power. It 
is not at all like a case where the President is prohibited from 
making an appointment except on the nomination of the governor 
of a State. If this rule is applied here it can be applied just as 
well to the appointment of a collector of customs. I am very 
certain that if the Senator from Massachusetts thinks this matter 
over for a day or two his views will be the other way. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me one sen- 
tence only, which is that the logic of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire would make unconstitutional all the legislation in which he 
has himself so often participated, where we enact that the Presi- 
dent of the United States may appoint a single named individual 
to the Army and then put him on the retired list or otherwise, as 
the case may be, which has been expressly adjudged constitutional 
by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Massachusetts knows 
very well that I do think it is unconstitutional, and have always 
thought so since the veto in the Fitz John Porter case, for Con- 
gress to pass a law, create an office, and then name the officer to 
fill it, whom the President must appoint if he appoints anyone. 
I did not know that the Supreme Court had decided otherwise. I 
should like to have the Senator from Massachusetts call that 
decision to my attention. Nothing is clearer in my mind; and I 
adhere to my constitutional opinions just as tenaciously as the 
Senator from Massachusetts does, and I yield them just as unwill- 
ingly to a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States as 
he does. 


and make an office and name the man to fill it. It can not con- 


stitutionally be done by Congress, even if it is done as a matter of 
fact every day in the week. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, that is right. Both the Senator 


from New Hampshire and the Senator from Massachusetts are 
right. 
doubtedly is true, that there is nowhere in the statutes of the 
United States now a provision of law that authorizes a Repre- 
sentative in Congress to nominate a cadet to the Military Acad- 
emy. The custom of appointing the nominees of Representatives 
in Congress has grown up as a matter of courtesy on the part of 





| tion than that Senators should take it upon themselves. 


Nothing is more unconstitutional than to pass an act | 


as the nomination by a governor. I for one should prefer that 
method. I do not hesitate to say that it is not because I want 
patronage, for Ido not want it, but I think it would be a better 
way, if the Executive should adopt it, to distribute the cadets 
evenly over the country, so that those who are appointed at large 
should be nominated upon the suggestion of the Representatives 
and Senators. Therefore I am opposed to the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I ventured to suggest yesterday 
as an amendment to make this whole subject clear that the cadets 
at large from the State shall be appointed upon the recommenda- 
tion of the Senators from the State. The Senator from Nebraska 
{Mr. ALLEN] accepted that amendment, and I thought it was a 
part of the present amendment before the Senate, but it has van- 
ished somehow or other. Now, Iam opposed to the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, and after it is voted upon, if 
it is voted down, which I hope it will be, I shall offer the amend- 
ment which I tried to get adopted yesterday, providing that the 
appointments at large shall be made upon the recommendations 
of the Senators. 


I shall dothis for anotherreason. My friend, the Senator from 


| New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], has constitutional scruples. 


He is restless enough now, and I do not want to add to his rest- 
lessness for the remainder of the session by having him carry 
around this about the Constitution. [Laughter. } , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts 
|Mr. Hoar] to the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin 
| Mr. Vinas}. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ELKINS. Now, in order to settle this question clearly, I 
wish the Senator from Wisconsin would accept the amendment 
that I intend to propose. I propose to amend the amendment so 
as to make the clause read: 


That the two cadets appointed at large from each State shall be actual 
residents of the State from which they are appointed, and they shall be ap- 


pointed on the recommendation of each of the Senators from such State. 


Mr. VILAS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator from Wisconsin accept that 
amendment? 

Mr. VILAS. I was about to say that if I were to express my 
choice as to recommendation [ should prefer the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, believing that it would be better 
that the governor of the State should have this power of nomina- 
But if it 
is objectionable that we shall limit it in that way (and I think 
that objection was recognized as having great force in the vote 
of the Senate which has just been heard), that objection exists 
just as much to this as to the other recommendation. If the Con- 
stitution vests the right of Congress to authorize the appointment 
by the President alone, then we execute that part of the Constitu- 
tion only when we give the President power toappoint alone. If, 


| on the other hand, we are to exercise the other branch of the con- 


But I have not heard the matter alluded to, which un- | 


the Executive, and it has obtained so long that the popular im- | 


pression has gone out that the Representative in Congress has, as 
the phrase goes, an appointment to West Point or an appointment 
to the Naval Academy. So uniformly has that custom been car- 
ried out that by the-—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, the provision is in 
regard to the Naval Academy. The Senator will observe when | 
put my question to the Senator from New Hampshire I selected 
the Naval Academy and not West Point for the very reason the 
Senator states. that it was only a custom in regard to the latter. 

Mr.GRAY. The amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to allow the governor to nominate two cadets at large from 
each State as an amendment to the proposal of the Senator from 
Wisconsin is put upon the ground that it would popularize these 
institutions. I do not see how the nomination of the governor 
would tend to make the Academies more popular than the nomi- 
nations by Senators or the nominations by Representatives. 

If the provision of the Senator from Wisconsin should become 
a law, I presume that the Executive would establish the custom 
of nominating the cadets at large upon the suggestion of Senators 


| 


stitutional authority and give the President power to appoint by 
and with the consent of the Senate, that can be done only by the 
consent of the Senate in proper manner. 

This subject was thoroughly ventilated. The from 
Nebraska considered it himself carefully and suggested, or at 
least agreed to, the idea that if two years’ actual re were 
provided for in the amendment as it is now proposed, there would 
be no risk of any abuse, and the amendment was left in that way, 
in accordance with his judgment. I really hope the Senator from 
West Virginia will not insist upon that idea. 

Mr. FRYE. Before the Senator sits down let me ask him if he 
has the slightest doubt but that the two cadets at large will 
appointed by the President, on the recommendation of the Sena- 
tors, whether the provision in the bill says so or not? 

Mr. VIL:AS. Ihave not the slightest doubt, and I called atten 
tion to-day to the fact—I think the Senator from Maine was not 
present at the time—— 

Mr. FRYE. No; I am running Pacific railroads now all the 
time. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator is very competent to run anything 
he sets his hand on. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. VILAS. In justa moment. Iwas going to add thatin the 
whole course of the existence of the statute which gives the power 
of appointment to the President of one in each Congressional dis- 
trict, it has invariably been exercised, with a very limited excep- 
tion, which I explained, by the Representative in Congress from 
that district. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator, who has 
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stated that he has no doubt what the President will do, whether 
he feels authorized to speak for any President who may be in office 
after the term of the present Administration expires. [Laughter.] 

Mr. VILAS. I have quite as much authority to speak for one 
as for the other. 

Mr. ELKINS. It seems that the law regulating the appoint- 
= of cadets at Annapolis expressly states that it shall be done 

n the recommendation of the Representative from the district. 
ow, why not make this provision plain and beyond a doubt? 
The Senator from Massachusetts offers his amendment upon the 
— that the governors might make the recommendation. 
here is nothing in the amendment as it reads now to prevent the 
President of the United States from taking the advice of the gov- 
ernor of a State, and inasmuch as it is new legislation, not new in 
the sense that it offends the Appropriations Committee or the Sen- 
ator from Maryland, but it is legislation germane to the pending 
bill—why not have it exact and definite while we are passing on 
the subject and not leave it in doubt? I will ask that the amend- 
ment that I offered to the amendment may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from West Virginia to the amendment of the Senator from Wis- 
consin will be read. 

The Sroretary. In line 9 of the amendment, after the word 
* appointed,” insert: 

~y be appointed on the recommendation of each of the Senators from 
suc ate 

Mr. ELKINS. That is right. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The question recurs on the adop- 
fur. < the amendment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin 

r. VILAS 

Mr. TELLER, On that let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
cali the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a general 
ape with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. ORRILL], who, I see, 

ot in his seat. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’ 


Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was or Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAacKBURN 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 1am psired with 
the Senator from — [Mr. Quay}. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired with 


the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. He being absent, I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name wascalled). I have a general pa 
with the Senator from Oregon oe; MITCHELL], which I shoal 
like to transfer, with the consent of the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. McMiLLAn], to the Senator from aeaceen Mr. BLAcK- 


— as those Senators stood paired on another q on the other 
day. i will vote “yea,” if the Senator tor from will agree 
to that transfer. 
r es McMILLAN. That arrangement is satisfactory to me, and 
vo se eA. ” 
Mr. TURPIE (when Mr. VooRHEES’s name was sane. ie My 
colleague [ Mr. enna is detained at home by indisposi 
do not know how he would wish to vote on the pending von 
and I therefore have not sought a pair for him. 


Mr. WALTHALL (when his name nee a. 
eral pair with the Senator from Pennsy. a CAMERON]. 
I transfer that pair to the Senator foomten South Cédrolina [Mr. IrBy], 
and vote ‘ 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his pame was called). I have a general 
a with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE],and therefore with- 

old my vote. 

The roll call was concluded 

Mr. SHOUP. Having a eral pair with the senior Senator 
from California [Mr. ‘eae a he having informed me that he 
— vote ‘‘ yea” on this question, I voted * “yea,” and will allow 

vote to stand as sesaind. 

. CARTER. I havea pair with the i eae Senator 
from “Maryland ‘Mr. Gipson] and will transfer that to the senior 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with 1e senior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. ae I do not know how he would vote on this 
and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. BUR ows. I am paired with the Senator from Louis- 
jana [Mr. CarrEeRy]. 

Mr. HARRIS. mony soa to the | peel Idaho [Mr. Dvu- 
BO1S] that we transfer our am paired with the Senator 
a ra tele es ie ts 


I have a gen- 


from Vermont 
—_ mip ew Jersey . SMITH]. Wemay 
irs and vote ont the Senator 
Mr. DUBO That is satisfactory to me. 


Mr. HARRIS. I vote “nay.” 
DUBOIS. I vote “nay.” 


Mr. TELLER (after having voted in the negative). I have 


voted. Inow withdraw my vote and stand paired with the junior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson]. 

ame RGE. Has the Senator oo Oregon [Mr. McBrinr} 
vote 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GORMAN. My colleague [Mr. Gisson],if present, would 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CARTER. Being advised that the Senator from Colorado 
i. TELLER joe. with whom I paired the junior Senator from 

aryland Gipson], would vote the same way that the Sen... 
tor from Maryland would vote, I wish to withdraw my vote so 
that the Senator from Colorado in charge of the bill may cast his 
vote. 

Mr. TELLER. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I am assured by the Senator frorm Nebras! 
[Mr. ALLEN] that the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Ky.) is 
abs: ent unpaired, and would vote ‘‘nay.” I therefore transfer 1), 
— with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBring] to the Senat. + 
rom South Dakota, and will let my vote in the negative stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—24. 
Bate, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Shoup, 
Brown, Gray, Pasco, Squire, 
Cannon, Hawley, Platt, Vilas, 
Chandler, Hill, Proctor, Walthall, 
Culiom, Lod Roach, Warren, 
Elkins, McMillan Sewell, Wilson. 
NAYS—27. 
Allen, Daniel, Gorman, Perkins, 
Allison, Dubois, Harris, Pugh, 
Bacon, Faulkner, Our, Stewart, 
Berry, Frye, Lindsay, Teller, 
Butler, Gallinger, Mills, Tillman, 
ll, Gear, Nelson, est. 
Chilton, George, Petier, 
NOT VOTING—38 

Aldrich, Cockrell, Mantle, Sh 
Baker, Davis, Martin mith, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mitchell, Oreg. Thurston, 
Blanchard, Hale, Morgan, rpie, 
Brice, Hans ‘h, Morrill, Voorhees, 

Ws, Irby, Murphy, Wetmore, 
Caffery, Jones, Ark. Palmer, White, 
Cameron, % case, Ney. Pett: Ww, Wolcott. 

Tv. yie, , } 
Clark, ’ McBride, Quay, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I offer an amendment the sub- 
ject-matter of which has been considered by a standing commit- 
tee of the body and was unanimously reported by the Military 
Committee. It is also recommended by the War Department. It 
remem to the expense of the Academy, but will improve its 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert after line 22, on page 
7, the following: 

The President of the United States is authorized to nominate and, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint a director of gymnastics 
and instructor in swordsmanship at the United States Military Academy as 
a first lieutenant of infantry, with the rank, pay,and emoluments of officers 
of that class. 

Mr. TELLER. I think on that amendment I shall have to raise 
the point of order that it is general legislation. 

. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I think there will be no dis- 
cussion of the amendment, and I trust the Senator will withdraw 
the point of order. If there is discussion, I shall withdraw the 
amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘s think I shall have to make the point of order 
on the amendmen 

The PRESIDIN G OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion tha‘ 
the point of order is well taken and that the amendment is not in 
order. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amen|- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to |) 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the pending 
order may beinformally laid aside in order that we may consi: 
the pense f ieee bill. As I have reason to believe th: at 


this bill will very little time, for my own convenience | 
shall be glad if the’ will continue in session until it is dis- 
posed of. 


Mr. CALL. I have no objection to temporarily laying aside tle 
unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid 





ve 





1896. 


Sit 
7 considered. ; aii : ~ 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 3537) making appropriations for 
the payment of invalid and other pensions of the L nited States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. ’ 
pe dispensed with, and that the amendments reported by the Com- 
‘tee on Appropriations may be acted upon as they are reached 
the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. VILAS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa if he 
intends to go on with the bill to-night? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
is in accordance with the estimates, and only one or two slight 
amendments have been reported to it as it came from the House 
of Representatives. I think it will take but a short time. 

Mr. VILAS. I think it will probably lead to debate, and we 
ought to have a brief executive session. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall consent to that alsoif we get through 
with the bill in time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ’ 

TheSecretary proceeded to read the bill which had been reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 2, line 9, before the word ‘‘ whenever,” to strike out 
‘during the fiscal year 1897, in expending this appropriation,” 
and insert ‘‘that”; so as to make the clause read: 


That whenever a claim for pension under the act of June 27, 1890, has been, 


or shall hereafter, be poyectec. suspended, or dismissed, and a new application 
shall have been, or shall hereafter be, filed, and a pension has been, or shall 


mi 
in 


Is there objection? The Chair 








hereafter be, allowed in such’claim, such pension shall date from the time of 
filing the first application, provided the evidence in the case shall show a pen 


sionable ecggen, Aa have existed, or to exist, at the time of filing such first 
application, anything in any law or ruling of the Department to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 


re 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 22, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ seven hundred and fifty” and insert 
“eight hundred”; so as to read: 

For fees and expenses of examining surgeons for services rendered within 
the fiscal year 1897, —— And each member of each examining board shall, 
as now authorized law, receive the sum of $2 for the examination of each 
applicant whenever five or a less number shall be examined on any one day, 
and $1 for the examination of each additional applicant on such day. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, to increase the appropria- 
tion for rents for pension agencies from $23,070 to $25,830. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to | 


be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill 
ass? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before the bill is passed I 
simply desire to occupy the attention of the Senate fora moment. 


Had it not been for the fact that the Committee on Appropria- | 


tions complained, and I think very justly, that appropriation bills 
were loaded down with amendments submitted by Senators dur- 


The Secretary will read the bill. | 
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ie, and that the bill the title of which will be stated may be | pension shall date from the filing of the first application. 


| 


| 


| 


I ask that the formal reading of the bill may | 


I should prefer to do so, as it isa brief bill and | 








ing the consideration of those bills, I should have offered several | 
amendments to this bill covering matters which I think ought to | 


become law as speedily as possible; but in deference to the com- 
mittee, and I think the sentiment that is prevailing in the Senate 
at the present time, I have withheld those amendments. 

If I had supposed, Mr. President, that it would have done any 
good, I should have indulged in some observations by way of crit- 
icism of the administration of certain pension laws by the present 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Pensions. I be- 
lieve there are very great abuses in the Pension Bureau to-day. I 
think the Bureau means well, but the regulations are calculated 
to do injustice to worthy claimants under the laws of the United 
States. I have satisfied myself that such criticisms could do no 


good; that they would not change the regulations of the Bureau, | 


and they certainly would not amend the laws; and for that reason 
Ihave felt it my duty to withhold such criticisms and to permit 
this bill to pass without any discussion. 

That is all I care to say. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, I am very glad the Senator 
from New Hampshire has refrained from offering additional leg- 
islation on this bill. I think the only legislative provision in it is 
on page 2, which requires that hereafter whenever a claim for pen- 


sion under the act of 1890 shall be rejected, suspended, or dismissed | 


oh account of any informality and a new application is made, the 
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tiow 
much that provision will take from the Treasury I do not know. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator will that in that 
clause there is a provision that the evidence in the case must show 
a pensionable disability to have existed from the time of the first 


application, 


} - 
ouoseTVe 


Mr. GORMAN. Still th Vision tended to correct one 
f the rulings of the Department, which may have been wro Ol 
m have been right; and how much is involved in t provision 
I do not know 

Mr. GALLINGER. If theS ill 1 lit n It c 
will be a v ry small amount. it Cert niv can n me i 
There are few such ce I | a i Li i ed 
to some of u ike an int ! matter of 7 
+4 \ Wr" inju li¢y ' , l cl I 
t] f June 27, 18 have existe l 1 the f 
pplication, that appli should be treated | 
cat ns are u ler t] LW I i tl 

\ GORMAN, I L »b 1 l n 
right, and otherwise I believe the bill is free from legislatio 
and I trust it will ever be kept fr rom |] la r fa 
that this bill, which ha read | the ] \ 
and which the Senate will probably pass in five minn ‘ 
contains an appropriation of $142,000 I | 
numbers, shows the rapidity with which we can I 
public funds. 

When the act of 1890 was under consideration, I took it upon 
myself to discuss that act very thoroughly, or as thoroughly as | 


could, showing by the estimates that were made at the time that 
the expenditures of the Government on this account would re 
from $165,000,000 to $175,000,000 per annum for a certain period. 


The expenditures did reach about $160,000,000 under the operation 
f the law; but under the strict construction placed upon the! 
by the last two Commissioners of Pensions, both of whom, I b 
lieve, served in the Union Army, these amounts have been cut 


down, unjustly, possibly, in many cases, but still there remains this 
budget of some $140,000,000. I stated at that time that under the 
operation of the McKinley revenue law, then in force, unques- 
tionably the revenues of the Government would have to be in 
creased or there would be a deficiency in the Treasury. 
operated, and it hangs to-day over the Treasury like 
not be removed: it can not be lessened. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Why not? 


It has so 
a pall; itcan 


Mr. GORMAN. It will only be lessened as time passes on. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Why can not the deficiency be provided for? 
Mr. GORMAN. The Senator's friends have possession of the 


only power in the Government—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Without a vote of the Democratic party to 
help us. 

Mr.GORMAN. Wecancollectsufficient revenne. That ques- 
tion, however, I do not propose to discuss at this time. We shall 
reach it later, when the Senator from Connecticut with his party 
and his allies shall have presented the revenue bill, which I trust 
will be very soon. But, Mr. President, there stands the pension 
law. Itcan not be modified; it can not be repealed; the amount 
of the appropriations can not be reduced except by the adminis- 


tration of the Department; and it is here to swell up the appro- 

| priations of every Congress to half a billion dollars 7 +r annum 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single word. I have no 

disposition to discuss the questions raised by th nator fror 


Maryland. If this pension appropriation bill bea pall that hangs 
over the Congress and the country, I for one am glad that 
hangs over the Congress and the country. I believe we ought to 
provide very generously for the men who saved the Union 

{ want to call the attention of the Senator from Maryland to th 
fact that there is, as I conceive, one other item of new legislation 
on this bill, and that is contained in the proviso in lines 11, 12, 
and 13, on page 3: 

Provided, That the report of such 


in th 


examining 
state the rating which, it, the applicant is e1 tled to 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I think during th: 
period of the administration of the peasion laws in this countr 
until very recently, possibly until two years ago, the examining 
boards were required to state on their ratings what, in their judg- 
ment, they found the soldier entitled to, so that if a Representative 
or a Senator went to the Pension Bureau to examine the papers 
he could ascertain specifically what the opinion of the surgeons 
who made the personal examination of the soldier was as to the 
amount which, in their judgment, he was entitled to receive under 
the law. For some reason or other the Pension Bureau saw fit,a 
couple of years ago, I think, to instruct the medical examining 
board that they should not make any ratings at all; that they 
should simply state the physical or mental disabilities they found 
the soldier to be suffering from. The result is that if a man in 
yublic life, trying to serve his constituents, goes to the Pension 
Bureau and examines those papers, he is utterly in the dark as to 
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the opinion of the medical examining boards or the surgeons 
detailed to make an examination as to what the rating ought to be. 

On the last appropriation bill I offered an amendment, which 
was adopted by the Senate, in precisely those words, but it was 
drepped out in conference. I am very glad to find it in this bill, 
because I think that we ought to insist that the custom which had 
been followed for so many years, which so helped to a correct un- 
derstanding of the rates of pension, ought to be insisted upon, and 
that the Bureau should return to that very proper custom, which 
for some reason or other was daccatingel. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from New Hampshire to the fact that the amendment offered by 
him last year was retained. It is in the law of the current year. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ihad overlooked that. From the fact that 
it is in this bill Isu it had been then dropped out. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has not been dropped out. It has been car- 
a4 into the present bill in the same phraseology as in the existing 


Ww. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Iam very glad to hear it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. e question is, Shall the bill 


pass? 
The bill was passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

_ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eleven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
46 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, February 19, 1896, at 12 o'clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 18, 1896. 


THIRD ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE, 


William Woodward Baldwin, of New York, to be Third Assist- 
ant Secre of State of the United States, vice William Wood- 
ville Rockhill, appointed Assistant Secretary of State. 


CONSUL. 


Peter Victor Deuster, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United 
States at Crefeld, Germany, vice Charles Jonas, deceased. 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY, 


P, A. Engineer John R. Edwards, to be a chief engineer in the 
Navy from the 5th of November, 1895, vice Chief Engineer Edward 
A. Magee, retired; and Asst. Engineer Josiah 8. McKean, to be a 

assistant engineer in the Navy from the 5th of November, 
895, vice P. A. Engineer John R. Edwards, promoted. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Louis S. Clayton, of Maryland, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Annapolis, in the State of Maryland, to succeed 
Arthur Carter, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


POSTMASTERS, 


Joseph-M. Young, to be postmaster at London, in the county of 
Laurel and State of Kentucky, in the place of James I. Weaver, 


resigned, 

‘Albert B. Dresser, to be postmaster at Needham, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, his commission having ex- 
pired January 21, 1896. 

E. M. Thompson, to be postmaster at Curwensville, in the 
county of Clearfield and State of ae in the place of 
Jacob B. Way, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Louis Schalk, to be postmaster at Rawlins, in the county of Car- 
bon — State of Wyoming, in the piace of Richard C. Magor, re- 
moved, 

J.M.B. Petrikin, to be postmaster at Greeley, in the county of 
Weld and State of Colorado, in the place of Le Baron B. Willard, 
whose commission expired February 16, 1896. 

Clinton O. Talcott, to be tmaster at Glastonbury, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
William E. Gates, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 

Martin V. B. Smith, to be at Morrison, in the county 
of Whiteside and State of Illinois, in the — of John Grierson, 
whose commission expired December 16, 1895, John Clark, whose 
ae was sent to the Senate December 20, 1895, having 

ce F 

Scott W. Carney, to be postmaster at Downs, in the county of 
Osborne and State of Kansas, in the of John W. Pugh, whose 
commission expired February 8, 1 

Robert M. Todd, to be postmaster at Halstead, in the county of 
Harvey and State of Kansas, in the place of John Lehman, whose 
commladon expired January 21, 1896, 


Samuel W. Gould, to be postmaster at Skowhegan, i), +), 
county of Somerset and State of Maine, in the place of ['\.,,. 
win, whose commission expired January 21, 1896. 

George R. Fitzsimmons, to be postmaster at Reading, ; 
county of Hillsdale and State of Michigan, in the place of A 
Schafer, whose commission expired January 19, 1896. 

Henry C. Howard, to be postmaster at Lake Crystal, j), 4) 
county of Blue Earth and State of Minnesota, in the pln... .¢ 
Henry Humphrey, whose commission expired January 6, | 

George D. Muggah, to be postmaster at Cloquet, in the ; 
of Carlton and State of Minnesota, in the place of Willin:, 4 
Wright, sr., whose commission expired December 16, 189). 

J. Wheelock Marsh, to be postmaster at Forest Grove, 
county of Washington and State of Oregon, in the place «! \yj) 
liam H. Crosley, whose commission expired January 27, 1s\) 

Joseph A. Bing, to be postmaster at Jeannette, in the county of 
Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 2. \\yj 
J. Vinton, whose commission expired February 16, 1896, 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 18, 1°46, 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
Judge-Advocate-General’s Department. 
Jasper N. Morrison, of Missouri, to be judge-advocate, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
To be captain by brevet. 


Second Lieut. Robert Goldthwaite Carter, Fourth Cavalry. bre. 
vet — lieutenant, United States Army (now first lieutenant, 
retired). 


Artillery arm. 


Second Lieut. John Thomas Martin, Fourth Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant. 


Infantry arm. 
First Lieut. Charles Dodge, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to !> cap- 
tain. ‘ 
First Lieut. William Abram Mann, Seventeenth Infantry, to be 
— 
irst Lieut. Millard Fillmore Waltz, Twelfth Infantry, to be 


captain. 
Second Lieut. William Robert Dashiell, Eighth Infantry. to be 
first lieutenant. 


Second Lieut. Eli Alva Helmick, Second Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Charles Grant French, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant. : 

Second Lieut. Robert Weldon Rose, Fifth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 


Second Lieut. William Clarence Bennett, Sixth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 
Cavalry arm. 
Candidate Corpl. Alvord Van Patten Anderson, Troop 1, sixth 
Cavalry, to be second lieutenant. 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 


Patrick S. Nagle, of Oklahoma Territory, to be marsha! 0! the 
United States for the Territory of Oklahoma. 

Matthias A. Smalley, of Ohio, to be marshal of the United States 
for the northern district of Ohio. 


MEMBER OF MISSOURI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Maj. William Henry Heuer, Corps of Engineers, United st.tes 

Army, to be a member of the Missouri River Commission. 
. POSTMASTERS. 

William C, O’Leary, to be postmaster at Hancock, in theo unty 
of Houghton and State of Michigan. 

Frederick H. Fowler, to be postmaster at Walpole, in the e unty 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

Luther Clarke, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county o! 


Eureka and State of Nevada. 

William R. Odor, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Lewis and State of Missouri. 

William O. Luce, to be postmaster at Caro, in the county of 
Tuscola and State of Michigan. 


William M. Dooley, to be postmaster at Highland Park, in the 
county of Lake and State of Mlinois. 





WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn February 18, 189°. 
POSTMASTER. 
John Clark (since deceased), to be pease at Morrison, 
Whiteside County, in the State of Ilin 








1896. 


i 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuEsDAY, February 18, 1896. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 

Henry M. COUDEN. , 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND MEMPHIS RAILROAD. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 5382) 
to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Memphis Railroad 
Company to extend its line of railroad into the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Memphis Railroad 
Company be, and the same is hereby, authorized and empowered to con 
struct, maintain, and operate a railroad and telegraph line from a point on 
the south line of the State of Kansas near the city of Baxter Springs to the 
town of Miami, in the Indian Territory: Provided, That work shall be com 
menced on such construction within a reasonable time from the approval of 
this act, and completed so as to have trains running to the town of Miami 
within twelve months from said date. 

Sec. 2. That before said company shall enter the territory of any nation or 
tribe of Indiafts for the purpose of constructing its line of railroad and tele- 
graph it shall have the written consent of the general council of such tribe 
thereto, which shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior. 

sxc. 3. That said company shall have authority to acquire a right of way 
for its line of railroad and telegraph from individual allottees upon such 
terms and conditions as may be agreed upon between the parties, and incases 
where the 1 ne of said railroad runs through the lands of minor allottees the 
judge of the United States court for the district wherein said lands are situ- 
‘ted shall have power to regulate the manner, terms, and conditions whereby 
such right of way shall be acquired. 

Src. 4. That in cases where a right of way can not be acquired from adult 
allottees by agreement between the parties, the same may be acquired by 
proceedings in condemnation in the United States court for the proper dis- 
trict, or before the judge thereof in vacation, according to the provisions of 
chapter 58 of Sanders and Hill's Digest of the Laws of Arkansas, 1894, respect 
ing “ eminent domain,” so far as the same can be made applicable. 





The Committee on Indian Affairs recommend the adoption of | 


the following amendment: 


Add to the bill: 

“ Provided, That in addition to the compensation herein provided for said 
railroad company shall pay to the Secretary of the Interior, for the benefit of 
the tribes through whose lands the said railroad muy be constructed, the sum 
of $0 per mile for each mile of road constructed through tribal lands which 
have not been allotted to individual Indians. Said company shall also pay, 
so long as said lands are owned and occupied as tribal property, to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, the sum of $15 per annum for each mile of railway it 
shall construct through the said Territory. And the money paid the Secre- 
tary of the Interior under the provisions of this act shall be apportjoned 
by him among the several tribes in accordance with the number of miles of 
road that may be constructed through each reservation: Provided further, 
That Congress shall have the right, so long as said lands remain as tribal 
»xroperty, to impose such additional taxes upon said railroads as may be 
deoaaed just and proper for their benefit, and the like power may be exer- 
cised by any State or Territory which may hereafter be formed.” 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee was agreed to, and the bill 
as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed, 

“ motion of Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


FORT KLAMATH HAY RESERVATION. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5286) providing for the 
disposal of lands lying within the Fort Klamath Hay Reservation 
not included in the Klamath Indian Reservation, in Oregon. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


be it enacted, etc., That all lands lying within the boundaries of the Fort 
Klamath Hay Reservation, not included in the Klamath Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Oregon, shall be open to the operation of the laws regulating 
homestead entry: Provided, That the disposal of said lands shali be made in 
tracts not exceeding 80 acres to any one bona fide settler thereon. 


_TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 
Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, let us have the 
report read to see what the nature of the case is. 
The report (by Mr. ELis) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5286) for disposal of Fort Klamath hay reserve, submit the following report: 

The body of land sought to be restored to the public domain by this bill 
consists of about 2,000 acres. It was originally set apart as a hay reserve for 
the use of the United States military post at Fort Klamath, Oreg., which 
fort has long since been abandoned and the post vacated. The land em- 
braced within the reserve has been transferred from the jurisdiction of the 

ar tment to that of the Department of the Interior. Under exist- 
ing law the land is not subject to homestead entry. 

t being desirable that occupation by bona fide settlers shall be encour 
ages as to said lands, and in consideration of the fact that the Commissioner 
Sue General Land Office, under date of January 23, 1895, recommended as 

Ws: 
“After further consideration of the subject, and influenced by a wish to 
secure for actual settlers every possible facility for acquiring homes, I may 
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state * * * that Inow amend the report of September 12, 1894, and recom- 
mend that the two small reservations under consideration be divided into 
40-acre tracts, and that the lands be disposed of under the homestead laws." 
_ Of the two small reservations referred to, the Fort Klamath hay reserve 
1s one. 

By the bill reported, which was drafted by the Department, it will he seen 
that 80 acres is made the limit of homestead entries on said tract instead of 
{0 acres,and your committee so report, and recommend the passage of the 
bill without amendment. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge 
of this bill why the recommendation of the Secretary has been 
disregarded as to the extent of the tracts into which this reserva- 
tion is supposed to be divided? 

Mr. HERMANN. I will state that the Department concluded 
that 40 acres would be entirely too small a limit to induce settlers 
to occupy the land, inasmuch as there is a large body of the public 
land still unoccupied in that region and subject to settlement, and 
deemed 80 acres to be a sufficient and satisfactory limitation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Weare not able to hear the gentleman from 
Oregon. 

Mr. HERMANN. I was just answering the gentleman from 
Tennessee that the Department, which had formerly recommended 
the distribution of this land in 40-acre tracts, had concluded that 
80 acres would be necessary to induce settlers. That is the 
ent recommendation. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman please explain why this 
reservation does not come under the McRae bill passed in the last 
Congress? 

Mr. HERMANN. It is owing to the fact that the lands have 
not been surveyed. If they were surveyed they might come under 
the provisions of that bill and be offered at public sale to the 
highest bidder. But the Department thought, inasmuch as the 
body of land is very small in area, that it would be much better 
to induce settlers rather than offer the land at public sale, and 
therefore the bill is drawn in its present form to meet that opinion 
and wish of the Department. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understood the recommendation of the De- 
partment to be that this is to be divided into tracts of 40 acres. 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes, two years agoa report was made which 
embraced 40-acre lots, as suggested by the Department. 
then the Department has concluded that 80 acres would be a proper 
limitation, and so report. 

There is no objection in the Department; it has been carefully 
considered, is desired by the people in the surrounding country, 
and meets the unanimous report of the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

The SPEAKER. 
of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered 
to be engrossed and read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


pres- 


Since 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
wascommunicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries. 

F, L. TAYLOR, 


Mr. OTEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of House bill No. i889, granting an honorable 
discharge to F. L. Taylor from December 2, 1864. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, auth 
ized and directed to correct the military record of Capt. F. L. Taylor, late of 
Thirty-fourth New Jersey Volunteers, and to issue to said officer a certifi- 
cate of honorable discharge as of December 2, 14ti4 

Mr. MARSH. Is there a report accompanying this? 

Mr. STEELE. Let us have the report. 

Mr. LOUD. I think that this is one of those bills which should 
have its consideration in the Friday night session. 

Mr. OTEY. It does not come, under the rules of the House, 
the class of bills to be so considered. 
tary Committee. 

Mr. LOUD. Is it to remove a charge of desertion or to correct 
a military record? 

Mr. OTEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. Weconsider these bills in the Friday night ses- 
sions. 

Mr. OTEY. This is not for desertion, for an order of the Pri 
ident reinstated this officer in 1866. He was dismissed because 
he resigned in December, 1864. 

He was a private and served three years in the Army, and was 
promoted to the position of captain. He is mentioned favorably 
many times in the Records of the Rebellion, and stood high in the 
estimation of his officers and among the people in his own State, 
which is New Jersey... Every member from that State, I believe, 
knows of him. He belonged to the Thirty-fourth New Jersey. 
He asked for leave of absence December, 1864, which was declined, 
and he then asked either to be given leave of absence or a dis- 
missal from the Army. 


in 
This comes from the Mili- 
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He was dismissed. Seeing his hasty action, he then asked the 
President to revoke the order, which the President did. He has 
stood on the rolls ever since until 1894, drawing a pension of $12 a 
month. In 1894 the Secretary of the Interior decided that the 
President had no right to make such anorder. This bill er 
ratifying the order of the President of the United States, an 
hope no A pesemue will object toit. It is not a question of a pen- 
sion at all. 

Mr. LOUD, If this matter can properly come before a Friday 
night session, I shall object; otherwise not. 

r. DOCKERY. The gentleman states that it is not a bill to 
remove a charge of desertion. Bills removing charges of deser- 
tion properly come up for consideration at the Friday night ses- 
gion. 

Mr. OTEY. This is unanimously reported by the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STEELE. Ihave noobjection. I donot care for the read- 
ing of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. MARSH. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. PARKER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
1880) granting an honora»le discharge to F. L. Taylor from December 2, 1864, 
have — the same under consideration and respectfully recommend that the 
“This sta iil to correct the military record of Ca Taylor and to issue 
to him an honorable discharge as of December 2, . He served gallantl 
as private, ormeees, lieutenant, and captain for nine months in 1 an 
as captain in 1 . While on detached duty he aor for leave of absence 
chis wife being ver il), and on its refusal asked resign or be dismissed, 
and was dismissed. © was still in service and poomomy applied to be 
restored, pleading hasty action on his part and long and meritorious service, 
and the dent revoked the former order and granted an honorable dis- 
charge January 29, 1866, 

So matters rested till October, 1894, when, on call of the Pension Depart- 
ment, it was decided that the President had no power to revoke the dismissal. 
His small pension of $12 a month was stopped April, 1895. 

The committee are of opinion that the action of the President should be 
ratified and the di removed from this meritorious officer. 

The facts appear in the records hereto annexed. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was soceetingy, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr, OTEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


COLUMBIA AND RED MOUNTAIN RAILWAY COMPANY, WASHINGTON, 


Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (8. 259) granting to the Columbia 
and Red Mountain Railway Company aright of way through the 
Colville Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington, and for 
other pur . 

The vill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, nted to the Columbia 
and Red Mountain Railway Company, a corpora organized under the 
laws of the State of Wi a t of way to the extent of 100 feet 
on each side of the center line of sai railway across the Colville Indie: 
Reservation, in the State of Washington, commencing at a point at or 
near the Little Dalles on the Columbia River, in Stevens County, in said 
State, and running thence in a northerl] direction iy the most f: le route 
to the international boundary line between the United States and Bri 
Columbia ther with all the ts granted to railroads by the act of Con 
gress entitled “An act granting railroads a t of way through tho 
public lands of the United States,”’ approved March 3, 1875; and for the pur- 
poses of this grant and the construction of said railway all the provisions of 
said act are oaoey. declared to be applicable thereto to the same extent as 
though the lands in said reservation were open to settlement and sale. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 


read the third time, and . 
EE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 





On motion of Mr. H 
was laid on the table. 
DIFFERENCE OF EXCHANGE BETWEEN GOLD AND SILVER. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be directed to re 
what effect the difference of exchange between gold-standard and silver- 
standard countries has upon and manufacturing industries 


the 
of the United States, and report by bill or otherwise. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to this in- 
uiry, although it may cause, perhaps, considerable trouble, but 
it is an interesting question, and I have no objection to entering 


upon the in i 

Mr. NEWLA DS. Mr. te Te ee 
lution is prompted by the action of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Franciveo, which in resolutions recently passed called the 
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attention of the country and of Congress to the invasion of 1 
ufactured products from Oriental countries, particularly J.) 
and called upon Congress to prevent this disastrous competi: 
with American industries. 

In California we have felt the effect of various phases of Orie 
competition. You all recollect the agitation over the Chin 
immigration. At first the opposition of California to Chines: 
migration was regarded as a coarse expression of race preju 
That sentiment was indulged by the higher intelligence 0: 
Pacific Coast at first, and was almost unanimously the sentir 
of the East. Gradually the entire country came to the conclusio) 
that race ae demanded that legislation should be secured 
that would cut off the ruinous competition of Chinese labor jn 
California and adjoining States. We found there that whateyoy 
industry they attacked theyabsorbed. Theyattacked the industyy 
of fruit culture and absorbed it. They attacked the industry 
cigar making and absorbed it. They attacked the industr 
boot and shoe and slipper making and absorbed that. Wherey.r 
they attacked an industry they absolutely drove out the com) ti- 
tion of American labor. 

That coast now finds itself threatened with a new form of Orien- 
tal invasion, not the invasion of the laborer from China or Ja))n, 
but an invasion of the products of the cheap labor of the latter 
country. Recently an erican firm of high standing in Japan 
has established an agency in San Francisco and is enfaged in «.|!- 
ing all the various products of Japanese manufacture. There js 
scarcely anything that is manufactured in America that is not 
included in the catalogue of Japanese products—watches, bicycles, 
rugs, carpets, cotton, woolen, and silk goods, and almost every 
other form of product. They have been put upon the market at 
such low prices as to absolutely defy competition from the pro- 
duction of American manufacturers. Bicycles are put down and 
sold in San Francisco at $12 apiece, and I am told that they are 

ual to the bicycles made in this country. 
itr, PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman state whether, if this bill 
should pass the House and oo to the other body, a free silver 
coinage amendment would be attached to it? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ihopeso. [Laughter.] But this is simply 
a resolution of inquiry, not a bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Nevada that he is now considering this without the consent of 
the House. a 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iask the privilege of making an opening 
statement, Mr. § er, and by unanimous consent I will proceed. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let the resolution be read again. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. [shall only take a few moments. 

Zan Frese If there is no objection, the gentleman can 

roceed. 

Mr. STEELE. Let us have the resolution read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution again. 

The resolution was again reported. 

A Member. That ought to go to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. ith the consent of the House, I will pro- 
ceed with my statement. The bicycle is laid down at San Fran- 
cisco at $12. 

Mr. MERCER. Can the gentleman from Nevada assure ilo 
House definitely that bicycles are made in Japan now? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iam so informed. 

Mr. MERCER. I do not think any bicycles are made in Japan 
at present. In Yokohama there are at least 400 bicycles, or were 
last June and July, in use; a t many of them in use by Euro- 
peans and by Japanese, but I saw no Chinaman riding a bicy«!s 
there. Most of the bicycles I saw were of American make. | (lo 
not think that any bicycles are made in Japan; but I think, :s 
the gentleman says, they soon will be made there, and they cin 
make them for a song. I met Mr. Butler, a citizen of San Pran- 
cisco, at Yokohama, with a watch made at Osaka. It wasa)\\- 
filled case, and I was told that they were made for about a do! lir 
apiece. The Japanese can make anything, no matter how cvin- 

ex, providing they have an original to copy. As imitators thy 
hove no equals and the future has in store for us great danger 
from Japan, if we do not revise our tariff along Republican !invs. 

Mr. WLANDS. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman 


for having stated a of what I intended to state, but nearly «!! 
the newspapers of San Francisco are filled with various items 1 
lating to thie new invasion, and great apprehension is felt t! re 


it. In reference to the bicycle, it is stated by the now» 

pers to be one of the products of that country which is now '°- 
oe sold in San Francisco; and if the newspapers are to be credit! 
the bicycle is manufactured in Japan for $12 in silver. It is sold 
in San cisco for $12 in gold. The seller takes that $12 in « i, 
turns it into $24 in silver, pays the cost of production, $12 11 > - 
ver, pays the freight and duty and has a profit of $4 or $5 upon 
each bicycle. There is the same competition with reference ‘0 
matches, lamps, hats, brushes, rugs, and other products of th.’ 








The fall in exchange between silver and gold has thus 
in doubling the efficiency of the cheap labor of silver- 


country. 
. sulted . a fod : 
standard countries in its competition with the labor of gold-stand- 


ard countries. Wehave a tariff wall which in a measure protects 
us from the —ae labor of European gold-standard countries, 
put no tariff wall can be made sufficiently high to keep out the 
products of silver-standard countries, which, measured in gold, 
cost only one-half of what they used to. The only relief is to be 
found in combined tariff and financial legislatic ym, the former rais- 
ing the tariff wall a little higher and the latter increasing the value 
of silver by increasing its use, and thus increasing or di mubling the 
labor cost of silver-standard countries, as measured in gold. We 
. now feeling the competition of European countries. The com- 
petition of the Orient is now about to attack our manufactured 
products, as it has for years attacked our agricultural products. 
I think the Ways and Means Committee will devise legislation 
which will deprive that competition of half of its effectiveness. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, is this a request for 
unanimous consent to address the House or to pass the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is proceeding by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ido not object to the passage of 
the resolution, but there are others who would like to have meas- 
ures considered, 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the Recorp will 
show that leave was given by the House for the gentleman to 
make a statement. 

Mr. STEELE. I think not. 

The SPEAKER. No objection had been made, and question 
had not been put. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Itwas peculiarly stated: the gentleman asked 
permission to make a statement. I believe the Chair did not put 
it, but the gentleman said, ‘‘If there is no objection, I will pro- 
ceed with my statement.” I think the REcorp will justify my 
statement. ‘ 

Mr, DINGLEY. As long as there is no objection to the resolu- 
tion, [submit to the gentleman whether it would not be well that 
it be immediately passed; and then if there is to be any discussion, 
itcan be had when a report is made. If the gentleman were to 
proceed, it would very likely call for some reply. I merely make 
this suggestion, as there is no objection to the inquiry. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not wish to take up the time of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


art 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Appropriations 
will finish the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill during the day. I would be glad, for the purpose of expedit- 
ing business, to have the unanimous consent of the House that 
when finished the bill may be reported to the House by handing 
it to the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois requests permis- 
sion, instead of reporting the legislative appropriation bill to the 
House, that the committee may be permitted to report it by hand- 
ing it to the Clerk. 

Mr. CRISP. Points of order being reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Points of order being reserved. 
pause.]| The Chair hears no objection. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported the bill (H. R. 6249) making appropriations for current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CAPT. FRANCIS A. BEUTER. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill that I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 71) for the relief of Capt. Francis A. Beuter. 
_ Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to correct the muster of Francis A. Beuter, that he be recognized as cap- 


tain from the 4th day of September, 1863, in the Fourth United States Colored 
oops, cavalry. 

oe 2 That the Secretary of the Treasury pay to the said Francis A. Beuter 

the pay a8 captain of cavalry from the 4th day of September, 1863, to the date 
at he was mustered and paid as captain in the Fourth United States Colored 


Troops, April, 1864, deducting all payments on account of any other sums 
heretofore paid. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. This bill has been reported 
by five Congresses favorably, and I ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. 


[After a 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 



















let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. Cooper of Texas) was read, as f Ws 

The Committee on War Claims, to r 1. R. 71) for 
the relief of Capt. Francis A. Benter, s i! 

Th aim was presented to the Cor 1 W ( Fifty- 
third Congr i was favorably rem yt 

A car gation of the facts i the 
same I is that ren t by i H ry 
of said report is hereto attached and r , 

Your committee recommend the passag t 

Mr. McMILLIN. That simply adopts another rey ind ds 
no light m the question at all. If itis all, I shall ve to ¢ per 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I ask for tl iding of the 
preceding reports which were adopted. 

The preceding reports were read, as follows: 

House Repe rt No. 329, I fty-third Con rr cond 7 

The facts out of which claim arises will be found s House re 
port of the Committee on War Clain f the Fifty-second ¢ r \ his 
hereto appended as part of this report 

Your committee adopt the said re rt ast wr back the 
bill and recommend its passage. 

[House Report No. 1984, Fifty-seco ] 

The Committee on War Claims, to whon . ] H.R 3) 
for the relief of Capt. Francis A. Beuter, submit the following 1 

Your committee adopt the report of the C mitt War ( the 
Fifty-first Congress on this case, a copy being her atta lr m 
mend the passage of the bill. 

{House Report No. 230, Fifty-first Congress, first ] 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5087) 
for the relief of Capt. Francis A. Beuter, report as follow 

The facts out of which the bill for relief arises will be found stated House 
report from the Committee on War Claims of the Fiftieth Congress, a « py 
of which is hereto annexed for information. 

Your committee adopt the said report as 
bill and recommend its passage with the follo 





In line 6 strike out “ first’ and insert in liet 


} 
j 


H.R 


[House Report No. 2086, Fiftieth Congre 


38, first 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill 


session 
; . ‘ \ 1893) 
for the relief of Francis A. Beuter, submit the following report 

This officer claims he was ordered and commissioned by General Banks in 


1863, in September, as a captain and recruiting officer; that pursuan hat 
instruction he went into the Teche country to recruit for the Fourth United 
States Colored Cavalry, and avers that he déd report to Gen ; 


ral Weit 








ordered, and was by him ordered to take 25 recruits to New Orlear 

ter part of September, 1863, and while on duty at New Orleans a f 

was ordered to proceed to Texas, which he did, and reported t 
Washburn; participated in the capture of Fort Esperanza in Novem 

and was detailed by General Washburn as comm 1 su bsis 

served as such until December 25, 1863, and was then sent with Gene 

Henry Warren to Indianola, where he was assigned to duty by Gen 

ren in command of two companies of infantry to act as post commar 

about two weeks he was relieved by two regiments. The duty at Indianola 
had been very dangerous and difficult to perform. He was then sent ir 
mand of 20 scouts to gather the products of the country and 1 
sistence for the forces in Texas until March, 1864, when he was ordered to 
New Orleans as captain in the Fourth Regiment of United States Colored 
Cavalry, which occurred in the early part of April, and received pay only 
from about the 8th of April, 1864; that his petition reciting his serv . and 
the fact that he was not mustered until April 8, 1464, is marked Ex it A 


He files a letter from the War Department, dated May 6, 1 

hibit B, giving date of muster. 
Also copy of letter of Maj. Gen. N. P. Banks, stating that he § 4 
claimant received a Pao commission in 1863, and served under said 
‘ves 


ij, marked Ex- 











commission as alleged; that he was acompetent, faithful officer, and dk ‘ 
consideration; marked Exhibit C 

Also a certificate of G. Weitzel, major of engineers, that this applicant did 
report to him for duty under a commission from General Bx s, for pur 
pose of recruiting, and shortly was returned to New Orleans; marked Ex- 
hibit D. 

The affidavit of Capt. A. J. Whittier, late of Washington, showing the iden- 
tity of the officer making this claim, that he isthe identical Franz Bou who 
was a captain in the Fourth United States Cavalry. It is marked Exhibit E 

The commission, orders, and other papers referred to in client’s petition 
are lost. He relies upon the five papers, Exhibits A to E, as proof of his alle- 


gations. 

The report is sabmitted, recommending the passage of the bill 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, there appears to be nothing in 
that report as a foundation for this bill except the claimant’s own 
statement of his case. I do not wish to stand in the gentleman’s 
way in having this matter considered, but I will ask him to con- 
sent that the bill be held over, and in the meantime I will take 
occasion to examine the certificates instead of occupying the time 
of the House by having them read now. The it will be 
observed, seems to be founded exclusively on the man’s own state- 
ment. 

Mr. BAKER of New 
port of the Secretary o 
who employed this man— 

The SPEAKER. Thestatement of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see is equivalent to an objection. 


report, 


Iampshire. Mr. Speaker, there is the re- 
War and the report of General Banks, 


COMMITTEE 


Mr.LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I ask permission of the House for the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to sit during the ses- 


ON THE POST-OFFICE AND POST-ROADS. 











es of the House until the Post-Office appropriation bill is com- 
e 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. The next thing in order isthe callof commit- 
tees. The call rests with the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The Clerk proceeded with the call. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
There were some bills reported favorably by the Committee of the 
Whole at the last Friday evening session. Would it be in order 
to have them considered under this call? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. 

The call of committees was completed. 


HARBOR OF MANITOWOC, WIS. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a 
report from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ask for 
its present consideration. 

e report was read, as follows: 


Resolved the House of Representatives in eves assembled, That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to furnish the House with 
such information as he may have in his possession as to (first) the plans of the 

ro a ry ect for the establishment of a channel of the depth of from 20 

21 feet in the harbor of the city of Manitowoc, in the State of Wisconsin; 
(second) the approximate cost of such project; and (third) whether the same 
could not be advantageously adopted as a n tion to or extension of 
the existing Government improvements at that harbor. 

The Committee on Rivers and ‘bors, to whom was referred House reso- 
lution No. 159, re tfully report that they have had said resolution under 
consideration, and recommend that the same be amended by inserting the 
words “ Senate and” before the word “ House” in the first line of said reso- 
lution, and that as so amended said resolution be passed. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin for the present consideration of this reso- 


lution? 
Mr.LOUD. Mr. amr reserving the right to object, I would 
like to have some explanation from the gentleman as to whether 


the adoption of this resolution would not — the House in a posi- 
tion to make a direct appropriation, which would not be permis- 
sible under the present law? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Itmight, Mr. Speaker; but it must 
go the Senate and be there considered and before that re- 
sult can follow. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors recom- 
mend the adoption of this resolution by the House because of the 
very great im nce of this project. The data are now in pos- 
session of the War Department. improvement involves noth- 
ing but the extension of the piers. No additional survey is re- 
— and it simply remains for the Government, through the 

ef of Engineers of the War De nt, to send the data to 
Co for its information. I state further that when the 
ntleman from California suggested the other day that to obtain 
this information did not uire a joint resolution, he had evi- 
dently forgotten the law of 1894, which follows the law of 1892 
and requires that no such information as that here called for shall 
be given except in pursuance of a resolution of Con , nota 
resolution of either House alone, but a resolution of Con ; 
That law has been construed by the War Eisustentnd—endl I do 
not think it a eg any special construction—to mean a resolu- 
tion passed b th Houses. 

The SP . Is there Ys pee gg to the request for the pres- 
ent consideration of this resolution? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, of course the passage of the law to 
which the gentleman has referred was intended to prevent the 
very object that he seeks here to attain. The gentleman seeks to 
bring before Congress a proposition empowering Co to go 
beyond the existing law and to ae directly for this work. 
Without the adoption of this resolution he would have to get an 
order for a survey at this Congress and then wait two years before 
the work couid be proceeded with. Now, there are a great many 

rojects of this general character which are urgent, and if the 
euse makes an exception in this case, possibly there are many 
others that will stand upon the same footing. 
this to be a dangerous precedent for the House toset. Personally, 
I shall not object to the consideration of this resolution, my object 
being merely to present the gravity of the questic» to the House 
as it strikes ao. 

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I do not agree with 
the gentleman from California that there are a great many proj- 
ects of this character that are equally urgent and requiring imme- 
diate a. 

Mr. . We have two in me one State. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have heard such —— made 

e - 


erefore, I assume 


impressed itself upon the committee and has resulted in a unan- 
imous report for the passage of the resolution at this time. 

I do not understand that that law was to prevent all 
measures of this kind from being put on passage. The law, 
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as I understand, was passed to prevent undue haste in suc}, mate 
ters. But if, when a matter of this sort is presented to a oo))1)\;. 
tee of either House, it is, in their opinion, of sufficient imj..;,,,,. 
to warrant the immediate age of the measure, there cert :j)) 
is no reason why it should not be er acted on by the Hoy . 

The SPEA . Is there objection to the present consi:, . 
of the resolution? 

Mr. LOUD. I will only say that there are two similar py. j..; 


ration 


in my own State which I hope the House will also adopt. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have no doubt that, if thoy aro 
of equal importance, the committee will decide in their fay.;, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

The House accordingly proceeded to the consideration 
joint resolution. 

The question being taken on the amendments reported 
committee, they were agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrisseq 
and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third tine 
and passed. ; 

On motion of Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, a motion to recon. 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, } 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to resume the 
consideration of the Agricultural appropriation bill. | 

The motion was a , 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. HuLt in the chair, and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5161) making aypro- 
priations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 


ending June 30, 1897. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the pending amend- 
maar offered by the gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. Sx1y- 
NER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 25, page 20, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” insert: 

“And it is hereby made mandatory upon the Secretary of Agriculture to 
make said purchase and distribution as was done in the years prior to 185.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the proposition which 
has been offered as an amendment to the amendment just read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ dollars” in line 25, page 20, insert: 


f the 


by the 


* Distribution to be made in the same manner as was done by the previous 
Secretary of the Department of Agriculture.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the aimend- 


ment last read is not proper] 


an amendment to the substitute, 
because it applies only to the 


istribution of seeds. 


Mr. RAY. I did not understand the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the amend- 
ment last read is not in any sense an amendment to the substitute, 
as the substitute applies to the purchase of seeds, while the other 

roposition relates to their distribution only. The question of the 

istribution of seeds has not yet been reached. The question is 
on the substitute offered by the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. SKINNER.. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, is another amendment in order at 
this time, or should it be offered as a substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. Anamendment tothe substitute is in order. 

Mr. RAY. Then I send to the desk an amendment to thie sub- 
stitute. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 20, in line 20, strike out “as required;by law,” and, after the word 
“do in line 25, insert: ; 

“And the Recootary < Agriculture is hereby authorized, empowere(, di- 
rected, and required to expend the said sum in the purchase, propagation.and 
distribution of such valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttinys, and 

lants, and is authorized, empowered, directed, and required to expend not 
Teas than $130,000 of such sum in the purchase, at public or private sale,«)! valu- 
able the best he can obtain, and such as shall be suitable for the respect- 
ive localities to which the same are to be apportioned, and in which t): same 
are to be distributed as hereafter stated; and such seeds so purchas«| shall 
include a variety of vegetable and flower seeds suitable for planting «and cul- 
ture in the various ons of the United States.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of tue 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] to the amendment 0 the 
gentleman from North Carolina. _ 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention © the 
committee for a moment I will endeavor to have this matter ‘lis- 
tinctly understood. I do not understand that there is any (1 ‘fer- 
ence of opinion among the members of this House on the subject 


of ha and distributed substantially in the 
manner that has been followed in years gone by. Of course we 
all understand that the present Secretary of Agriculture \s °)- 


posed to the purchase and distribution of seeds. It is ther {ore 
the this committee and of the House, as I understand, 
to such legislation in this bill, or to guard this approp'!+ 
tion of money in such a way, that it shall be mandatory upou the 
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Secretary of Agriculture to purchase these seeds and distribute 
” have therefore carefully prepared an amendment to this sub- 
division of the bill, which I have shown some of the best lawyers 
of the House, and we all agree that if this amendment be adopted 
it will compel the Secretary of Agriculture to expend this appro- 
priation in the purchase and distribution of bulbs, seeds, shrubs, 
vines, cuttings, and plants, and that the law will be mandatory 
and compel him to purchase these seeds, cuttings, etc., at public 
or private sale, and to purchase and distribute the best he can ob- 
tain, and to distribute them, as heretofore, through Members of 
Congress and Senators, reserving for his own personal distribution 
ne-third. 

: I think this result is what we all desire. There is nothing in- 
definite about it. There is nothing in the provision of the amend- 
ment that reflects in any manner upon the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture. That is not the intention of the proposition. The only 
purpose and effect will be to make it mandatory upon the Secretary 
to expend the money appropriated in the purchase and distribution 
of such seed as he can find, and he may purchase them at private 
or public sale. The amendment provides that the purchase shall 
include a variety of vegetable and flower seeds suitable for plant- 
ing and culture in the various sections of the United States. 

I trust the substitute that I have just presented will be adopted, 
because I feel satisfied, after consultation, as I have already said, 
with some of the best lawyers of the House, that it will be manda- 
tory upon theSecretary, and will secure to the membersof Congress 
their quota of seed, and secure at the same time to the farmersin 
the United States what we all desire and what they so much need. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire, if the gentleman will yield to 
me a moment, to call his attention to a matter which he seems to 
have overlooked. While Iam not opposing his amendment, the 
section of the Revised Statutes, 527, at present stands in the way. 
That statute provides definitely how the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall make the purchase of seeds, bulbs, cuttings, etc. His amend- 
ment, as the gentleman stated it, provides that the Secretary shall 
purchase the best seeds available, etc. Now, he does not repeal 
section 527 of the Revised Statutes, which reads as follows 

Mr. RAY. I know how it reads, and suppose every member 
here does. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (continuing)— 

The purchase and distribution of seed by the Department of Agriculture 
shal! be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country. 

Now, the gentleman’s amendment is inconsistent with the sec- 
tion of the Revised Statutes which defines that he shall purchase 
rare and uncommon seed, while the amendment provides for the 
purchase of the best quality of seed. Therefore a Secretary of 
Agriculture may see fit, if he chooses to do so, to assume this posi- 
tion, that the rare and uncommon seed are the best quality, or 
might refuse to execute the law because in his judgment the best 
quality of seed would not be rare or uncommon. 

Now, we have got to get rid of those words in the statute by 
some means. They must evidently be eliminated from the law if 
we expect to accomplish anything by the amendment proposed 
here, because this statute provides that the seed shall be limited to 
rare and uncommon. They may not be, as I have just said, of the 
best quality. If the gentleman wishes to rid us of that provision 
he had better move to repeal section 527. It can be repealed, and 
if the gentleman will offer his amendment either to amend or re- 
peal that section of the statute, I think he will accomplish a good 
deal in the direction contemplated. 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask consent to offer an amendment 

Mr. OGDEN. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York a 
question. 

Mr. RAY. I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr.RAY. LIask unanimous consent to occupy the floor for a 
a to hear a question I understand the gentleman desires to 
ask, 

a CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will pro- 
ceed, 

Mr. OGDEN. DolI understand the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York is to reduce the appropriation from $130,000 
to $80,000? 

Mr. RAY. Not at all; my amendment does not reduce the ap- 
propriation provided in the bill. 

-McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I ask consent to have a vote on 
the amendment that I now present. I admit that it is a change in 
the existing law and subject to a point of order, but the disposi- 
tion of the committee appears to be strong to amend the law, and 
if the amendment can be adopted the paragraph in the bill now 
under consideration can be easily changed to meet what appears 
to be the decided wish of both sides of the Chamber. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that there are two 
= pending, but the amendment can be read for infor- 

ation. 


Mr.McRAE. My object in sending it up is to have it considered 
XXVITI—119 
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prior to the other amendments and not to interfere with them. I 
ask consent that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the bill by providing that secti 
amended so that it will read as follow 

‘Sec. 527. That purchase and distribution of vegetable seed and flower 
seed, plants, shrubs, vines, bulbs, and cuttings shall be of the freshest and 
best Cbtalanbis and adapted to general cultivation.” 

Mr. McRAE. If we can adopt this amendment, then we will 
have taken the first step to change the original law and will be 
legislating in this bill with reference to the proposed change, and 
will have no difficulty by reason of the trouble that grows out of 
the limitation in the present law, ‘‘ rare and uncommon seed.” 
What is not ‘‘ rare and uncommon ” to the Department may be to 
many of our people who want to experiment with varieties not 
heretofore had by them. 

What the people want is seeds that will increase the yield and 
quality of the products, as well as ‘‘ rare and uncommon” prod- 
ucts—seeds that can be adapted to general use throughout the 
country and’made of benefit to the great body of farmers. We 
want to excite a spiritof rivalry among our people who till the 
soil. 

I ask consent to have the amendment voted on now, not to inter- 
fere with the amendments that have already been offered. 

Mr. RAY. If there is no objection to adopting the proposition 


yn 527 of the Revised Statutes be 


of the gentleman from Arkansas,I should be pleased to have it 


done, of course. But itseems tomethat there is no necessity for it 
and it seems to me, further, that the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee | Mr. RICHARDSON] is without any particular force 


for this reason: The amendment which I sent to the Clesk’s 
and had read 

Mr. SWANSON, 
again? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Let me suggest to the gentleman that if 
the words ‘‘improved and valuable seeds,” on pages 21 and 22, are 
left in the bill, the amendment of the gentleman from New York 
will be worthless. The Secretary can take shelter under that 
phraseology. 

Mr. RAY. The trouble with gentlemen in discussing this 
amendment is that they have not read it, nor have they listened 
carefully to the reading of it. I ask your attention fora moment 
while I read it, so that you can all hear, and then let me make a 
suggestion. In this Agricultural appropriation bill we make an 
appropriation of money—$130,000—for the purchase and distribu- 
tion of seeds, etc. The bill as reported from the Committee on 
Agriculture says: For the purchase, propagation, and distribu- 
tion, ‘‘as required by law.” 

Now, those words refer of course to the law now in the Revised 
Statutes; and if we leave those words in this bill the whole matter, 
with any amendment that we might make to it, will be referable 
to the Revised Statutes and controlled by existing law. But we 
have the right toappropriate money for the purchase of seeds and 
to direct the purchase and distribution of seeds with the money 
so appropriated entirely independent of that section of the Re- 
vised Statutes to which the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON | referred. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I may 
have five minutes more in which to explain this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that he be allowed to continue for five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAY. Now, the very first proposition contained in my 
amendment, and which was read from the Clerk’s desk, is that we 
strike out the words ‘‘ as required by law.” Then this appropria- 
tion in the Agricultural bill will not be referable at all to the 
Revised Statutes and will not be controlled by the section re- 
ferred to. 

Mr. SKINNER. Will the striking out of the words ‘‘as re- 
quired by law,” in the opinion of the gentleman, repeal section 
527 of the Revised Statutes? 

Mr. RAY. In effect, so far as this appropriation is concerned, 
it will repeal it. The amendment will render that mn non- 
applicable. There is no question about that as a matter of law. 
This bill will be the latest expression of the legislative will, and 
will control. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Thenif you leave the bill asit now stands, 
with the words ‘‘ valuable and improved seeds,” will not those 
words nullify your amendment? 

Mr. RAY. No. Now, let us look at this amendment offered 
by me as it reads: 

And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and empowered, 
directed and required, to expend the said sum in the purchase, propagation, 
and distribution of such valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, 
and plants, and is authorized and empowered, directed and required, to ex- 
pend not less than the sum of $130,000 in the purchase, at public or private sale, 
of valuable seeds, the best he can obtain, and such as shall be suitable for the 
respective localities to which the same are to be apportioned and in which 


des 


K 





Will the gentleman object to its being read 


secti 
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the same are to be distributed as hereinafter stated; and such seeds so pur- 
chased shall include a variety of vegetable and flower seeds suitable for plant- 
ing and culture in the various sections of the United States. 

Now, that is an explicit provision of law which goes with and 
surrounds and controls the appropriation and e diture of this 
money, and I assert here that if any executive officer of this Gov- 





ernment, be he a Cabinet officer or a lesser officer, should refuse | 


to carry out that provision in the spirit and the letter he would 
be subject to impeachment. And even the present Secretary of 
Agriculture would not undertake to defy the expressed will of 
this Congress. If that amendment is adopted, . Chairman, 
there will be no reference to existing law heretofore enacted, but 
this provision and this appropriation of money will stand here as 
an independent act of Congress, the direction to purchase apply- 
ing simply to this ope and continuing during one year 
and no more, and the law will be mandatory, and will accom lish, 
I believe, just what this House desires to accomplish. And, as I 
stated, before undertaking to submit the amendment to this com- 
mittee I carefully oo it and submitted it to the judgment 
of several of the t lawyers in this House, and they all con- 
curred with me in the opinion that if adopted it would carry out 
the intent and purpose of this House as expressed upon this floor; 
that it leaves no possible excuse for the Secretary of Agriculture 
should he refuse to — its provisions. This provision, 
if adopted, will not be egarded. It is plain, explicit, and 
commands the Secretary to purchase and distribute the best seeds 
he can obtain—*‘ valuable vegetable and flower seeds.” 

Mr. SKINNER. I believe that the discussion now going on is 
with respect to my amendment. As I understand, the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] is an amend- 
ment to my amendment, and the amendment of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. McRas] is a substitute for both. 

Mr. McRAE. If the gentleman will allow me, I ask unanimous 
consent that my amendment beconsidered and adopted to precede 
the others. I see nothing inconsistent in mine and the one you 
offer. One is ent law and the other is “ly for one year. 

Mr. SKINNER. Mr. , we are all aindng at the same 

urpose. We all have the same desire in respect to this matter. 
What I want to do, if it can be done in a parliamentary way, is to 
accept the amendment of the tleman from New York [Mr. 
Ray}, and then also to accept the amendment of the gentleman 
Arkansas . McRAg], as they are not inconsistent. The 
amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas repeals section 527, 
whereas the amendment of the gentleman from New York only 
does so by implication. 

Mr. TRACEY. I desire to inquire if it will be in order to offer 
a substitute for the ding amendments? 

The CHAIRMAN, Not if the proposition of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. MoRak] is off as a substitute. 

Mr. McRAE. I should like to have my request submitted to the 
House. If no one objects that will dispose of that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
New York Le eo to object. 

oer i 0; the gentleman from New York does not 
object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that there are two 
amendments pen to this of the section, but the gentleman 
from Arkansas [ Mr. McKak] offers another amendment to another 
part of the section entirely. 

Mr. McRA®. I ask unanimous consent to submit it. I do not 
offer it as a substitute. I think we ought to change the general 
law, and to do this I have asked to have the amendment I offer 
inserted in the bill as an independent paragraph. I ask the Chair 
othe CHALRMAN. 

The C . The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the two pending amendments be held in abey- 
ance and his amendment be acted upon. Is there objection? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I object. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to offer the substitute I hold in 
my hand, because I feel it reaches the root of the whole trouble. 

e CHAIRMAN. Does the tleman offer his amendment 
as a substitute for the two amendments? 
‘ Sent I offer it as a substitute for the two amend- 
men 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order then. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “di * line 25, 
shail include such seeds, Sees, ore 

adapted in of 
Bede feriuieare ith Gated Bias and Socton of tho Re 
, Vised Statutes is hereby modified to that extent." : 
'' Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in reference 
ee it reaches and will cure the 
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fied nor repealed. Now, when that language is attached to {)\ 
—— of the law already in it this section 527 of the Revised 
statutes will be modified to that extent. The second clauso 
that section is already precisely such as the language adopted jy 
this substitute. It only refers to the first clause, which provi). 
that only such seed as are rare and novel shall be included in {|\, 
purchase of seed. This provides that the seeds, plants, trees, «(.. 
shall all be put ey the same plane; and if the s) 
tute should be adop there would be no further trouble a}, 
the execution of the appropriation. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ni.y 
York [Mr. Ray] has presented the most practical amend: 
that we could possibly get in this bill, and I hope this House wij] 
adopt it. The amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas wo \))\| 
be pertinent at the end of the paragraph, and would be proj, 
Of course it would be subject to a point of order; but I hope ; 
gentleman from Arkansas will present his amendment at tli 
of the paragraph providing that section 527 of the Revised s), 
utes shall be modified to this extent, and then with that exceytion 
I hope the committee will adopt the amendment offered by th. 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. McRAE. I do not care where it comes in, but if the ch; ir- 
man of the committee in charge of this bill makes the point of 
order against it, of course it can not be adopted. I stated in thio 
beginning that it was subject to the point of order, and if he ob- 
jects to it of course it is useless to present it. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the + 
stitute offered by the gentleman from New York covers the « 
entirely and completely. The trouble with the amendmer 
offered by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SKINNER | \ 
that he made it mandatory, but yesterday there was left in it 
words ‘as required by law.” Now, the law is at present mani, 
tory upon the Secretary of Agriculture to purchase “ rare aid \\1)- 
common seeds.” The Secretary says he is unable to find © y::1 
and uncommon” seeds. He has refused to make purchases ())i 
year for this reason. Soif you leave those words in there, ©. 
required by law,” you may put in any other additional amendinc: 
that you see proper and he could ignore it practically by saying 
that he could not get rare and uncommon seed, so that no ame) 
ments would be valuable to secure what this House desires unless 
that provision ‘‘ required by law ” is eliminated. 

Now, an appropriation bill can repeal quieting, law. It « 
repeal a eral statute. It has been held repeatedly if an ap)» 
priation bill and the general statute di , the provisions 0 
the a bill are followed as the last act of Congress. If 
you eliminate ‘‘ rare and uncommon ” and makeit mandatory, tlien 
the Secretary of Agriculture can not fail to purchase the best scod 
he can get. So I can not see how this can be held to be objectivn- 
able, or rather subject to the point of order, because it is an amen - 
ment to carry out an existing purpose, and it has been repeatedly 
held that wherever an amendment to an oe - carries 
out a p already in progress it is not subject to the point cf 
order. Now I desire, in conclusion, to say that I am earnestly in 
favor of this appropriation for seeds. Ican not conceive of @ sinail 
ropriation of money that has resulted in more general goo to 
coun: 
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e . 
I know that in my own State, in the counties in my own district, 
some of the best samples of wheat, of corn, and of vegetables of 
every kind and description have been obtained from seeds fur- 
nished by the Department of Agriculture. Now, if you only ect 
in a county one good — of wheat, it pays for the entire ex- 
penditure incurred in distributing the seed to that county; if you 
get in one county a good quality of lettuce or onions or any of t!o 
ae the country is well repaid for the small expense of dis- 
tributing them. We can not afford to do away with this means 
of supplying the farmers throughout the country with valu: 
In Virginia we get wheat that has been grown in Missouri ani! 
elsewhere, and the transplantation makes it better, and we get 
clover in the same way. the same way we get all kinds of vex- 
table seeds. I repeat, that numerous farmers in my district have 
told me that the very best*qualities of seed wheat, seed corn, sel 
oats, and seed clover, and vegetables have been obtained through 
this distribution. The expense of the distribution is compara- 
tively small, and it has resulted in great good, and we can 1 


afford to give it up on account of the expense, because the bene 
fits which sdavas Wiens untam far exceed in im ance the 
cost. Therefore, Mr. Chairman 


, Mr. , [am in favor of this SOP 
tion for the distribution of seeds; I am in favor of compelling the 

of to make the distribution, and I am not 
be left to his ee I regret that he has, 


wo tink ear chase seed for distribu- 


to law, refused 
tion this year. But I am glad to see that this House will not on!y 
restore but increase the appropriation for this purpose. 7! 
farmers are ing of every co ion and aid possible at 
the hands of the lawmaking power. They shall ever receive 1y 
aid and support. 
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Mr. McRAE. Mr.Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
How many amendments are pending? : 

The CHAIRMAN. Therearetwo amendments and asubstitute 
for the amendments. ; 

Mr. McRAE. Would another amendment be now in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the substitute would be 
in order. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] offered an 
amerdment tothe amendment offered by the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. SKINNER]—not a substitute for it, but an 
amendment. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TRacry] has 
offered a substitute for the two amendments. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman, there has been a great deal of dis- 
cussion relative to this distribution of seeds, but there is one point 
which has been overlooked, so far as I am aware, and that is that 
by the time this bill becomes a law it will be an absolute physical 
impossibility to distribute these seeds in time for them to be 

jlanted this year. 

Mr. STEELE. What of it? 

Mr. KEM. What of it? Simply that you throw this money 
away. 

Mr. SWANSON. This bill provides for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all debate upon this paragraph be limited to twenty 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Agriculture, asks unanimous consent 
that all debate upon the pending paragraph be limited to twenty 
minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that request is acted upon, Mr. Chair- 
man, I would like to know just what amendments are pending? 
Some explanation of some of the amendments may be desired. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two amendments pending and 
one substitute for the two amendments. Is there objection to the 
request that all debate on this paragraph close in twenty minutes? 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is an amendment pending to the origi- 
nal text and an amendment to the amendment, and then a sub- 
stitute for it. Now, is there any amendment offered to the 
substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment to the substitute has yet 
been offered. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to inquire, before 
consenting to the request to limit the debate, whether any mem- 
ber who has views opposed to the pending proposition can have 
an opportunity to be heard. Apparently I am the only member 
who entertains such views, and if I may have a few minutes of 
the twenty I shall not object to the request to limit debate. I 
should like to have an opportunity of saying, in a very few words, 
what I think is the objection to these amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the question of limiting debate is de- 
termined the gentleman can be recognized. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. It is this: The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
SKINNER] offered the original amendment. Now, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Ray], as I understand, does not propose to 
amend that amendment, but offers his proposition as a substitute 
for that amendment. Am I right in that? 

Mr. RAY. That is the way [ intended it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Because the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York would not apply to the proposition of the 
gentleman from North Carolina as an amendment, being perfect 
and complete in itself. I understand that the gentleman from 
New York offets his proposition as a substitute for the amendment 
of the gentleman from North Carolina, because if it be adopted it 
will take the place of that amendment. 

The C MAN. The Chair does not understand it that way. 
The Chair understood that the gentleman from New York offered 
it as an amendment to the amendment, and the Chair asked the 
Clerk if the two propositions would go together, and the Clerk 
said they would. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Chair will see if he examines them 
that they will not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask the Clerk to report the 
several amendments pending. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentleman from 
North Carolina to accept’ the substitute of the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. WILLAMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from North Carolina may accept the substitute of 
the gentleman from New York. 

ere was no objection. 

Mr, McRAE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer the proposition 
which I submitted a moment ago as an arhendment to the pending 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TRAcEY] to the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray]. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1891 


Mr. OGDEN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRag] 
was offered previous to that of the gentleman from Missouri. 

The CHAIRMAN, But it was offered to another part of the 
text. 

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman did not offer it as an amendment, 
because he stated distinctly that it was a substitute. Now, I 
move the amendment which I had read a while ago as an amend- 
ment to the pending amendment as amended. 








The CHAIRMAN. That would be in order, but this is the first 
time the gentleman has offered it in that way. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let that amendment be reported. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
As I understand it, we have now the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] to which the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. McRAg] offers an amendment. Is that cor- 
rect? 


The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I ask that the amend 
gentleman from Arkansas be reported. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


nt of the 


That section 527 of the Revised Statutes be amended so that it will read as 
follows: 

*Sxo. 527. That purchase and distribution of vegetable, field, and flower 
seeds, plants, shrubs, vines, bulbs, and cuttings shall be t and 
best obtainable, and adapted to general cultivation 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, for that I understand the gentle- 
man from Missouri offers a substitute. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let us have that substitute reported. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 2%, page 20. add the following: “And such 
purchase and distribution by the Department of Agricul hall include 
such seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttu nd plants i \ to 
general cultivation and to promote the general interests of h sand 
agriculture in the United States, and section 527 of the Revised Statutes is 
hereby amended to that extent.” 


Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, while I believe that the lan- 
guagea«sed in the substitute I offered is better than that which 
has been adopted, yet, since the same result is reached, I with- 
draw my amendment. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Iask unanimous consent that debate on 
the pending amendment be limited to twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. WHEELER. I should like to have five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the limi- 
tation on debate is agreed to. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that some other 
member of this committee would present the other side of this 
question. Apparently the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York and that of the gentleman from Arkansas find favor 
with this Committee of the Whole. It seems to me that we ought 


to pause and consider in what direction we are moving. We are 
attempting to change the long-considered policy of Congress 


upon very slight grounds indeed. Because the Secretary of Agri- 
culture has not conformed to the ideas of this House with respect 
to his duty under the law, the House undertakes to changea policy 
which is the only one under which seeds have ever been distrib- 
uted by the Congress of the United States. 

Up to the present time we have simply distributed what have 
been called rare and uncommon seeds for the purpose of encourag 
ing agriculture generally, not for the purpose of benefiting any 
individual farmers. Under the law as it has existed heretofore, 
the farmer, when he received his seeds from the Government, was 
an equal partner in the enterprise. He did not receive the seeds 
as a gratuity or asa matter of charity. He joined in an experi- 
ment, the materials for which were furnished him by the action 
of Congress. He was acting not for his own benefit simply, but 
for the benefit of the agricultural interests of the whole country. 

Now we propose to change this policy. We propose to take 
ordinary merchantable seeds, such as can be obtained anywhere 
in any seed store throughout the country, and to distribute them 
pro rata through the Congressional districts of the country. I 
believe this is a policy which is wrong and vicious—one which, 
as a precedent, will open the way to legislation which we shall all 
regret. 

Why, I ask gentlemen of the committee, should we distribute 
seeds to farmers rather than nets to fishermen, lasts to shoe- 
makers, or tools to the mechanic? This isa first step—a slight 
one, I agree—in the progress toward merecommunism. I believe 
it ought not to be adopted. See what it leads to. The proposi- 
tion here is to distribute $130,000 worth of ordinary merchantable 
seeds to the farmers of the country. That will not give every 
farmer in the land a share of these seeds. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. MOODY. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is not the Government now distributing “fish 
to the fishermen” as seed fish? Have we not a Fish Commission 
here doing that very thing? 
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Mr. MOODY. Ah, we are cultivating the fish industry; we are 
not distributing ‘‘fish to the fishermen.” The fishermen of the 
country go out and catch their own fish. The Fish Commission 
is for the purpose of propagating fish for the benefit of the whole 
country. So anything which Congress may do to help the propa- 
gation of rare and uncommon seeds helps the development of agri- 
culture in this country, and I am in favor of it. But Iam not in 
favor of going further. 1 do not believe the farmers of this coun- 
try want such a measure as this. They certainly do not in my 
own State. They do not want to approach the Government of 
the United States in the attitude of beggars. 

Why, sir, if you make this distribution as proposed, it will 
necessarily be unequal. There is no possibility of distributing 
these s with any equality throughout the various Congres- 
sional districts. They will reach “ the favoredfew. I believe 
the proposition ought not to pass. I know, as I think members 
of the House know, that the protest I now undertake to enter will 
not be of the slightest avail. I do not set up 4 views against 
the views of this House by making any point of order. I only 
ask members to stop and consider in what direction they are going 
when they undertake to distribute indiscriminately seeds to 
farmers in our various Congressional districts. For one I enter 
my protest, unavailing though I know it will be. [Applause.] 

Mr. WHEELER. r. Chairman, I wish to notify the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] that any seeds are rare 
which are foreign to the lecalities where they are to be used. 

Mr. MOODY. I hopethe gentleman from Alabama will permit 
mea word. Lagree with him in the statement he has just made, 
and I do not agree with the construction of the law as adopted by 
the Secretary of Agriculture. But because the Secretary of Agri- 
culture has made a mistake in the performance of his duty there 
is no reason why this House should initiate a vicious policy of 
ae which may end we know not where. 

r. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, one reason why, in my judg- 
ment, this appropriation is proper, and why I shall vote for an 
amendment to make it impossible for the farmers of this country 
to be deprived of an opportunity of improving the culture of their 
lands and the quality of their crops, is this, that the farmers of 
this country produce all the wealth of our land. When the farm- 
ers prosper the fisherman, let me tell my friend from Massachn- 
setts, gets a good price for his fish; the manufacturer gets a good 

rice for his wares; the merchant collects his debts; the lawyer, 

he doctor, the minister, and followers of all other vocations are 
well paid. When the farmer is prosperous, smiling peace and 
plenty bless all parts of our land. 

What has Congress ever done for the farmer? I answer noth- 
ing. Whathave the farmers done for this country and for Con- 
gress? I answer everything; and yet every act of national legisla- 
tion since 1861 has been against the farmer; and those beautiful 
farm homes, from which sprang nearly all of the great and good 
men of this country, have ceased to exist and in their place we find 
the cabin of the laborer toiling for a mere subsistence. 

Now they propose to stop the distribution on the part of the 

Government 0; the few seeds that heretofore have been given to 
the farmers, and which costs this t Government only about 
$100,000, which appropriation has done more than any like sum 
expended for any other purpose. This distribution of rare seeds 
has done much to develop and improve the agricultural interests 
in all of the land. It is not local in any sense of the word. 
It a P ies to all parts of the country. 
Al the great men, Mr. Chairman, of our country were reared 
on the farm. Back in the early history of our Government you 
will find that all of our great people were farmers. Putnam, 
Wayne, Stark, Morgan, Lincoln, Greene, Wolf, were all reared on 
the farm; Grant and Lincoln, in later days, were reared on the 
farm; Lee and Stonewall Jackson—— 

Mr, CURTIS of New York. Will the gentleman allow a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WHEELER. A very short one. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Did these men come as the out- 
growth of the distribution of seed from the Federal Government, 
or by the exercise of their own intellectual acquirements? 

Mr. WHEELER. They came as the outgrowth of wise Demo- 
cratic legislation for the farmers and all agricultural interests of 
this country; an advantage they never have had since the Re- 
publican yt Bi into power. [Laughter. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am sorry thatthe gentleman, in the course 
of his remarks on this rw, has used the word “charity,” as 
applied to the farmers of this country. The farmers of our coun- 
try would spurn that suggestion. all that Con has done 
in the interest of navigation, in the interest of ds, steam- 
ship companies, banks, and for the wealthy of the land, when it is 

posed to set aside a little sum and distribute a few seeds to 
armers that are not accessible to them, an a riation that 
would cost less than 2 cents for each person ben the farmers 
this country are to be insulted by saying that it is a charity 
given to them by the Government. 
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It does not make, I wish to say, a great deal of difference 
of the amendments now pending ought to be adopted. One , 
be adopted, and we must, before leaving here, frame a |... ; 
strong and clear that no future Secretary of Agriculture ¢-: 
to an Attorney-General and get an opinion which will justi: \ 
in declining to execute it. 1 do not wish to unjustly critici\,. ;) 
Secretary of Agriculture. I believe that he has endeayo) 
inaugurate wholesome and beneficial reforms and exact , 
economy in his Department. I do not, however, approve » 
opinions. I see it stated in an interview published a shor; 
ago that he desires to have the purchasing power of the A 
ican dollar the greatest possible—greater than the purc 
power of any other dollar in the world—and that can only ; 
that he wants to see agricultural products in this country s 
the least possible price. I am opposed to any such doc: 
[Applause. } 

* ere the hammer fell. | 

r. MOODY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman froin Now 
York [Mr. FairRcHILp]. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I do not wish to be understood as ji) \ors- 
ing the attitude of the Secretary of Agriculture in so far as |\o 
deems it his province to make law instead of conforming {)) ¢\)o 
law, but when the gentleman from Massachusetts spoke as jjo 
did upon this question, I have considered it to be my duty t) «a! 
the attention of the committee to the fact that in the last two or 
three days I have received resolutions adopted by farmers «! iny 
district protesting against this indiscriminate use of seed 1) {\\e 
part of the Government. The farmers there are organized into a 
club, and at a meeting recently, about a week ago, discuss«\| this 
very question, when this resolution of protest, which I now ¢:|| 
to the attention of the committee, was the result. Therefore 
there is at least one district in the United States where the {irin- 
ers unanimously protest against this indiscriminate use of seod 
on the part of the United States Government. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? I want to inquire if there wereany wholesale seedsinen 
in that meeting? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. There are no wholesale seedsmen in my (is- 


trict. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the gentleman in which 
of the wards of New York City these farmers had this me» inv? 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, I will answer my colleacue 
by stating that a not only includes more than half of the 
territory in New York City, but it also includes a very larg. scc- 
tion of the farming district in Westchester County, and t)iit it 
was the farmers of that farming section, who are organize: into 
this club, who passed these resolutions of protest. 

- Mr. SHERMAN. It must have been some farmers who wanted 
to sell their farms for city lots. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Has the twenty minutes allowed for de- 
bate on this amendment expired? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the gentleman has about four minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. [I yield to the gentleman from Connti- 
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cut [Mr. Hii]. 

Mr. HILL. I would like to state that my district adjoins the 
district of the gentleman who last spoke [Mr. FarrRcuHILp}, anil 
have just received a very urgent letter from the hat manufac ur- 
ers there, stating that owing to Democratic <p ge on the tariff 
their workmen have got to go to farming and they want sees to 


in with. [Laughter and applause. 

r. WADSWORTH. I simply wish to say on behalf of the 
committee that we ray one Sone the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York | Mr. Ray] as amended by the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. McRag]. That will be perfectly satisfactory 
and I think will correct the evil. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. lask the gentleman to yield a minute to 


me. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. [yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I think it right and proper to publish 
the letter of the Attorney-General in which he gave his opinion 
to the Secretary of Agriculture. I ask permission to print it us 4 
part of my remarks. 
There was no objection. a 
Mr. RICHAR N. The following is the letter of inquiry 
which the Secretary sent to the Attorney-General: 
UnItTep States DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, . 
Washington, D. C., April 18, 15%. 
: An act making riati for the Depart t of Agriculture for 
Fa es year e 5 une a 1806, and. A. rowel I March 2 “{s05 provides wn 
der the head of “ Division. of Seeds, purchase and distribution of valuable 
seeds, and for the printing, publication, and distribution of farmers’ | - 
tins: For the pur » Propagation, and distribution, as Fequired by law, 0 
valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, bs, vines, cu etc.. $180,000.” — 
Can the of 1 any other seeds than 
those described in section 527 of the Revised Statutes, to wit, seeds “rare and 
uncommon to the , or such as can be made more profitable by ‘ro 
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nent changes from one part of our country to another,” under authority of 
the act of March 2, 1895? as 

Would it be proper and lawful for the Secretary of Agriculture, in view of 
the verbiage oF. the act of March 2, 1895, and the wording of section 527 of the 
Revised Statutes, ‘to advertise for proposals to furnish the Department of 
Agriculture seeds, bulbs, trees, vines, cuttings, and plants, rare and uncom- 
mon to the country, and for such as can be made more profitable by fre- 

uent changes from one part of our country to another," reserving the right 
to reject any and all bids? 

Respectfully, yours, J. STERLING MORTON, 
Secretary. 
Hon. RICHARD OLNEY, ? 
Attorney-General. 


The following is the reply of Attorney-General Olney: 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., April 20, 1895. 


Srr: I have the honor to ominowstge yours of the 18th instant, in which 

ou call my attention toa portion of the act making appropriations for the 
Department or iculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and ap- 

roved March 2, 1895, and running as follows: “ Division of Seeds, purchase 
and distribution of valuable seeds, and for the printing, publication, and dis- 
tribution of farmers’ bulletins: For the purchase, propagation, and distribu- 
tion, as required by law, of valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cut- 
tings, etc., $180,000." : 

You make two inquiries, as follows: 

“Can the Secretary of Agriculture legally purchase any other seeds than 
those described in section 527 of the Revised Statutes, to wit, seeds ‘rare and 
uncommon to the country, or such as can be made more profitable by frequent 


change fro’ Pepe of our own country to another,’ under authority of the 
act of March 2, 1895? 
“Would it be proper and lawful for the Secretary of Agriculture, in view 


of the verbiage of the act of March 2, 1895, and the wording of section 527 of 
the Revised Statutes, to advertise for proposals to furnish the Department of 
Agriculture seeds, bulbs, trees, vines, cuttings, and plants ‘rare and uncom- 
mon to the country, and for such as can be made more profitable by frequent 
changes from one = of our own country to another,’ reserving the right to 
reject any and all bids?”’ 

i The seeds purchasable under the act of March 2, 1895, are limited to those 
described in section 527 of the Revised Statutes, there being no reasonable 

ound for claiming that the act of March 2, 1895, operates, or was intended 

operate, as a repeal of the earlier statute. 

2 A not obligatory upon the Secretary of Agriculture to purchase seeds, 
trees, etc., conformably to section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, it is certainly 
competent for him to make the purchases conformably to said statute, the 
right to reject any and all bids being reserved. But the formof the question 
is such that I think it proper to call attention to the fact that while seeds 
purchased must be such as are “rare and uncommon to the country or such 
ascan be made more profitable by frequent changes from one part of our 
own country to another,” the trees, plants, shrubs, vines, and cuttings to be 
purchased are such “as are adapted to general cultivation and to promote 
the general interest of horticulture and agriculture throughout the United 


States.” 
Respectfully, yours, RICHARD OLNEY, 
Attorney-General. 


The SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 


Then the Secretary of Agriculture expressed his conclusion in 
the following words: 

No seeds or plants have been purchased by the Secretary of Agriculture 
during the fiscal year 1896, for the reason that after using the legal method 
provided in section 3709 of the Revised Statutes for securing the same none 
were found which came within the requirements of section 527 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, which determines the character of the seeds and plants to be 
so purchased. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Now [ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] to the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray]. 

Mr. RAY. That amendment has been accepted by myself and 
by the committee. 

The amendment of Mr. Ray, as amended by the amendment of 
Mr. McRagz, was agreed to. - 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer another amendment to this 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair willask the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Wapswortu] if his request to limit debate applied 
simply to the two amendments pending, or to the entire paragraph. 

. WADSWORTH. Simply to the two amendments then 


pending. 
The CHAIRMAN . The understanding of the Chair was that 
all amendments to the paragraph were included in the request. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. The request applied only to the amend- 


ments then pending. 
The CHAIR . The Chair will then direct the amendment 
of the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PIcKLER] to be reported. 
The amendment of Mr. PICKLER was read, as follows: 


Strike out the word “thirty,” in line 25, page 20, after the word “anc,” and 
rt the word “ fifty’; so that it will read: ** $150,000.” 


Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think this amendment 
ought to prevail. There are 25 or 26 more members in this House 
now than there were when the sum of $130,000 was adopted as the 
roper sum for the distribution of seeds among members. I be- 

eve it has been developed by debate in the House here that we 
are almost unanimously in favor of this distribution, and the sum 
of $150,000 ought to be appropriated, instead of $130,000, in order 
to give us the proportionate amounts. 

. PAYNE. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


tion? 
nt PICKLER. I fear the gentleman is not sincere. [Laugh- 


Mr. PAYNE. Oh, yes, Iam. 
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Mr. PICKLER. Even if we appropriate $150,000, it will give 
us a less amount of seeds for distribution in the future than there 
was at the time when this amount was fixed. It will emphasize 
the proposition that we mean to stand by the farmers in the dis- 
tribution of these seeds, and I believe our farmer constituents 
will appreciate that. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to know of the gentleman from 
South Dakota if the market price of seeds has not declined as 
rapidly as the price of silver,and kept pace with the increasing 
population of the country? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, I believe the gentleman is a member of 
the Committee on Ways and Means and nas full jurisdiction of 
that question. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, we do not know about it, and we refer to 
South Dakota for information. 

Mr. PICKLER. I believe this amendment ought to carry. I 
believe each member ought to have as many seeds to distribute 
now as at any time in the past. It will require this much and 
more to give it to us. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Ido not think there is any real need for 
that increase. I think the present amount isample. As the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] has well said, seeds are a 
great deal cheaper than they were. Thesum of $130,000 has satis- 
fied the wants of this House heretofore, and I do not see any good 
reason for the increase. 

Mr. PICKLER. It has satisfied us like we have been : 
with a good many. other things—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Eut there are some people whoare never 
satisfied. 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). Because we could not do any bet- 
ter. I think it is cheeseparing. I do not think it can be empha- 
sized too often that, seemingly, Congress always wants to claim 
something at the expense of the farmers. I am not saying that 
for buncombe, either. [Laughter.] But itseems to me that there 
ought not to be objection on every little matter like this, while if 
it was for building a ship or a gunboat, or for fortification, Con- 
gress would not hesitate to appropriate a million dollars; but if it 
is something that may be of some benefit to the farming commu- 
nity there seems to be an opposition toit. I do not think the 
chairman of the committee ought to object to this. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts a few minutes ago thought we ought to 
do something for fishermen. 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, no, indeed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Which fisherman? 

Mr. PICKLER. We are propagating fish of new kinds and 
sending out the best new varieties of fish, and the best food prod- 
ucts for fish, to benefit the people who are engaged in that indus- 
try, and I say that we ought to give the same advantage to the 
farmers that you are trying to give to these fishermen. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COLSON. What does the amendment of the gentleman 
from South Dakota provide? 

Mr. PICKLER. It increases the appropriation from $130,000 to 
$150,000. 

Mr. COLSON. 
$160,000. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment; and 
the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. OGDEN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 13. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MOODY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. I 
know it displays ignorance, but I should like to ask the Chair 
whether when it is the purpose of any member to offer an amend- 
ment to strike out any portion of the section about to be read 
should it be done now or at the close of the reading? 

The CHAIRMAN. It should be done at the close of the read- 
ing. It has not been reported to the House yet. The Clerk will 
report the next section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Division of seeds, purchase and distribution of valuable seeds: For the 
purchase, propagation, and distribution, as required by law, of valuable 
seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, and expense of labor, 
transportation, paper, twine, gum, printing, postal cards, and all necessary 
,naterial and repairs for putting up and distributing the same, and to be dis- 
tributed in localities adapted to their culture, $130,000 

An equal proportion of two-thirds of all seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, 
cuttings, and tants shall, upon their request, after due notification by the 
Secretary of Agriculture that the allotment to their respective districts is 
ready for distribution, be supplied to Senators, Representatives, and Dele- 
gates in Congress for distribution among their constituents or be directed 
and mailed by the Department upon their request; and the person receiving 
such seeds shall be requested to inform the Department of results of the ex- 

eriments therewith: Provided, That all seeds, bulbs, plants, and cuttings 

erein alloted to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress for 
distribution remaining uncalled for on the Ist of May shall be distributed by 
the Secretary of Agriculture, giving preference to those persons whose names 
and addresses have been furnished by Senators and Representatives in Con- 
c= and who have not before during the same season been supplied by the 
spartment: And provided also, That the Secretary shall report, as provided 
in this act, the place, quantity, and price of seeds purchas va and the date of 
purchase; but nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to prevent the 





atisfied 


I was going to offer an amendment to make it 


calidon 
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Secretary of Agriculture from sending seeds to those whoapply for the same. 
And the amount herein appropria shall not be diverted or used for any 
other purpose but for the purchase, p ation, and distribution of improved 
and valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants: Provided, 
however, That the Secretary shall not distribute to any Senator, Representa- 
tive, or Delegate seeds entire'y unfit for the climate and locality he repre- 
sents, but shall distribute the same so that each member may have seeds of 
equal value, as near as may be, and the best adapted to the locality he repre- 
sents: Provided also, That the seeds allotted to the Senators and Represent- 
atives for distribution in the districts embraced within the twenty-fifth and 
tthiry-second parallels of latitude shall be ready for delivery on the 10th 
day of January or at the earliest practicable time thereafter. 


Mr. COUSINS. I offer the following amendment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert, in line 12, page 22, after the word “thereafter,”’ the following: 

* Provided also, That no part of the sum appropriated in this bill for seeds 
shall be available or payable until the sum appropriated for seeds in the act 
approved March 2, 1895, entitled an act * ing appropriation for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal r ending June 50, 1896” shall have n 
expended for seeds; And provided ther, That no partof the $8,000 for com- 
pensation of the Secretary of Agtaiture provided for in this bill shall be avail- 
able or payable, except $3, until the said Secretary shall have expended for 
seeds the amount appropriated in said act approved March 2, 189%, and shall 
have purchased and distributed the seeds provided for in said act.” 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I reserve the point of order on that. 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Chairman, of course, I should rather hear 
the gentleman's point of order before I offer any remarks. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- 

uiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will stato it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would like to ask if the chairman of the 
committee made a point of order upon the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN, He reserved the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wanted to reserve it if he had not. 

Mr. COUSINS. I should prefer that the gentleman from New 
York make known his point of order. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman want to be heard on 
the point of order? 

Mr. COUSINS, Ido not know whether the gentleman desires 
to be heard or not. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not desire to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire a decision? 

Mr. COUSINS. If the Chair is ready to decide. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order was reserved with the 
understanding that the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
was willing that the gentleman from Iowa should discuss his 
amendment; but if the gentleman insists upon a decision being 
made, the Chair is ready to make it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I reserved it for the purpose of allowing 
the gentleman to make his remarks. 

Mr. COUSINS. Ido not wish to use this or any other oppor- 
tunity for the purpose of making remarks if the Chair has already 
reached a conclusion. On the point of order, I want to hear what 


{ is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
New York to raise the point of order that it is new legislation. 
The Chair would have to hold that it is new legislation, and that 
the amendment is out of order. 

Mr. RAY. If I may be permitted to make the suggestion, I 
»sresume that after the gentleman from Iowa shall have concluded 
1is remarks as to the merits of his amendment my colleague 
from New York, chairman of the committee, will probably with- 
draw his point of order; and therefore I would suggest that we 
hear the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I first reserved the point of order, and 
then the gentleman stated that he was willing that there should 
be a decision. Now, I will still reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is perfectly willing to consider 
o point of order reserved, but the gentleman said he desired a 

ecision. 

Mr. COUSINS. It is very evident that the chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture considers the amendments that have 
been already adopted here as ineffectual to produce the result 
desired by the committee. It is evident to my mind that the 
amendments already adopted would not secure to the farmers the 
seeds which Congress thinks they ought to have. 


It is evident to my mind that the inning the Secretary 
started out upon a conspiracy to Gefeat the law that was a 


yearago. My object in offering this amendment, providing that 
the amount appropriated in this bill shall i i 


the amount appropriated in the last bill, March 2, 1895, 
has been expended, is to take care that this money shall not be 
tied up in the hands of the of iculture, since it has 


become apparent to that 
to his hands. I 
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plause.] He constituted a commission, he suborned referees 
paid them $500 apiece for the purpose of defeating the legis]: 
which appropriated $140,000 for seeds, and he used $1,610 of 
same money to defeat that legislation and the objects ther 

The Secretary shows that in hisown report. So far as thi 
is concerned about not being able to procure new and rare 
ties of seeds, the testimony of the Secretary of Agricultur 
self is the very best evidence in the world that this system 0: 1 
distribution has been highly beneficial; because if, within th 
short period that it has been in operation, we have reached 
a splendid state of advancement that there is absolutely no 1 
rare variety of seeds to be found that can be advantageous! 
tributed from one part of the country to another; if wit! 
short a period the system has produced such splendid result 
tainly, as I have said, the testimony of the Secretary to that 
is the very best evidence of the advantages of the system oi 1 
distribution. [Laughter. ] 

But, Mr. Chairman, we find in the letters addressed to him i; 
answer to his circular inviting proposals that all but thr. 
them do offer to furnish new and rare varieties. We find in | 
ters addressed to the Secretary as early as July last some of ¢)\o 
greatest seed houses of the country offering, and specifying in 
detail, the kinds of new and rare seeds that they can furnish; and 
we find, also, that while that correspondence was in prog 
while the negotiations were still going on, this suborned and 
rupted commission of his, upon which he mt $1,600 of 
money appropriated by Congress for the purchase of seeds, were 
replying to individual correspondents that ‘there will be wo secd 
distributed this year.” 

They let the cat out of the bag before the time arrived for thioin 
to do so, rating they had been instructed by the Secretary 
of Agriculture that whatever propositions might be made, whai- 
ever detailed and specified statements and offers of new and riro 
kinds of seeds might be furnished, all of these proposals were to 
be held by the commission as not meeting the requirements of t!o 


Secretary’s circular; and when he was informed that the sods 
which he asked for had not yet ripened and thatit would require at 
least a month longer to get them in a condition to be furnish«d, 
his corrupted and suborned commission answered the gentleman 


proposing to furnish those seeds that there would be ‘no dis 
tribution of seeds this year.” 

* ‘Thus it appears that after the Congress of the United States has 
directed the purchase and distribution of seeds and has approyri 
ated the money therefor,and after the President of the United 
States has indorsed that law and that appropriation, along coiies 
a mere Secretary of Agriculture and, by the grossest usurpation 
known in recent times to the annals of official violence, annuls the 
law. This servant of the people takes the great Government of 
Washington and Hamilton, the House and the Senate, and the 
“strong” President in his lap, reads them a lecture on the sub}: 
of their own particular business, then pats the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the head, strokes the gray beard of the Senate, scowls 
at the President, and says: ‘‘ My children, you shall not have any 
seeds in this year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
ninety-six, not if the Secretary of Agriculture knows himsel!.” 
[Great laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, my object is to secure that which we are en 
titled to. The attitude of the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture leads me to believe that he thinks that the amen! 
ments already adopted will not attain that object, and I do not 
think they will, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I do not admit the 
rectness of the gentleman’s statement, and I do not see on v 
ground he bases it. lam perfectly satisfied with the amend 
offered by my colleague from New York [Mr. Ray] as amended 
by the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. Mc 
and I believe that it will accomplish the desired result. 

The eee . The time of the gentleman from Iowa hs 
expired. 

y unanimous consent, the time of Mr. Cousins was exten 
five minutes. 

Mr. COUSINS. I want to ask the chairman of the Comm 
on Agriculture if he will not withdraw his point of order : 
this amendment. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No, sir; I will not. 

Mr. COUSINS. Then I understand that the chairman 0! 
committee wants the Secretary of Agriculture to keep on dra\\ 
his — while he is violating a law of Congress. I do not thin 
the gentieman’s point of order against my amendment is 40"! 
The amendment that I have offered reduces the saiary of the* 
retary, and it has always been held to be in order to offer, 01 «1 
eo bill, an amendment which reduces the salary 0 
public officer. It was one of the rules of Congress that any «10: 


1 


ment to an appropriation bill reducing the salary of a public « 


was in ’ 
e CHAIRMAN. That was the rule of the last Congress, but 
not of this, 
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Mr. COUSINS. But there is no rule against it in this Con- | 


ress, and it has been the common law of all Congresses. 

The CHAIRMAN. No. 

Mr. COUSINS. There has never been any rule against that 

ysifion. 
oan of all previous rules on this subject. 
a different rule in any Congress. There is no different rule in 
this Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 

Mr. COUSINS. . 
hear the gentleman cite the rule, 
different rule. ‘ 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I rise to a point of order. 
ruled on the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled, but has consented to hear 
the gentleman from Iowa. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then there is nothing before the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. COUSINS. This does not change the salary of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture. It merely regulates the expenditure of an 
appropriation which is being made in this bill. The law provides 
what the salary of the Secretary of Agriculture shall be just as it 


‘hair thinks there is. 
I do not think there is any 


Has the Chair 
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five minutes to which he was entitled by the consent of the com- 


| mittee, 


Mr. COUSINS. I have finished, Mr. Chairman, on the point of 


; order, and reserve the balance of my time. 


Rule XXI of the last Congress was merely an embodi- 
There has never been | 


If there is I should have been very glad to | 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Now I renew the point of order. 





The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that this is clearly 
out of order, and will, for the information of the House, ask the 
Clerk to read the clause of the rule bearing upon the subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2. No appropriation shall be reported in any general a l, or 
be in order as an amendme! hereto, for any I usly 
authorized by law, unl tinuation of appropria blic 
works and objects as are < rin progress; nor shall any prov hang- 
ing existing law be in orde: y general appropriation bill orin any amend- 





ment thereto 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is therefore constrained to hold, 
under this rule, that the amendment is not in order. 

There is a decision in the Fifty-first Congress covering precisely 
the same point. This amendment would, if adopted, change a 
salary, payable monthly, and make it contingent on the bene- 


| ficiary doing something or refraining from doing something, and 


provides what my salary shall be; bat it does not provide when | 


the money shall be available. This amendment merely periains 
to and regulates an appropriation which is carried by this bill. 
It changes no existing law, none whatever. 
to reduce or to increase the salary of this officer; it merely says 
the appropriation shall not be available or payable until the officer 
has complied with the law of this Congress. That certainly seems 


It does not propose | 


to me to be in accordance with the rules of order pertaining to the | 


pertinency and germaneness of amendments. The amendment 
merely delays the operation of the bill so far as this appropriation 
is concerne 
law. I repeat. it does not change existing law. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
The present law provides that the salary of the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall be payable monthly. This amendment provides 
that it shall be pai 
change of existing law. 

Mr. COUSINS. 
when his salary shall be paid. 


expenditure of that appropriation. I will ask the gentleman 
whether, if the bill did not contain an appropriation for this 
salary, it would fail by reason of being a change of existing law? 
Would the bill be invalid becaus@it did not provide for the salary 
which the law gives this officer? 

Mr. LACEY. There is one point which perhaps the gentleman 
has not sufficiently considered. Of course he is aware that last 


August, when the English Parliament stopped £100 of the salary 


of their secretary of war because he had not spent the money 
which had been appropriated for cartridges, the ministry at once 
resigned. Does not the gentleman fear that some such result 
might follow the passage of this amendment? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COUSINS. And that was ina kingdom,too. We are liv- 
ing under a republican form of government. It has always been 


supposed that our form of government consisted of three depart- | 


ments, the legislative, the executive, and the judicial; but we 


until such time as this officer has complied with the | am 
| briefly -—— 
Why does it not change existing law? | 


when he does a certain thing. That is a} 
| 
The amendment does not undertake to say | 


This bill carries an appropriation | 
to pay this salary, and the amendment proposes to regulate the | 


know now that it consists of the legislative, the executive, the | 





at and the Secretary of Agriculture, who supervises and | 


ooks over mattets of legislation and determines what shall be | 


effectual in the end. At present this is not a government ‘‘ of 
the people, by the people, and for the 
government of J. Pierpont Morgan and J. Sterling Morton. 
is the way it looks. [Laughter and applause. } 

Sir, when some citizen of the United States may undertake here- 


That 


after to violate some law of this Government,and we have on | 


record this performance of one of the heads of Departments vio- 


lating this law of Congress, and asking,as he did in the Post of | 


February 9, that he be impeached—defying Congress te impeach 
him—what will be the answer of this humble citizen when you 
undertake to compel him to obey the law of your country? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. I should like toknow why the gentleman, 
in enumerating —— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to know what question is 
pending before the Committee of the Whole—whether it is the 
question of order, or whether it is the amendment on its merits? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to know why the gentleman from | 


Iowa . Cousins], in enumerating the different departments of 
this edad omits as part of the organization the gentle- 
man from Ohio who is now acting as Comptroller of the Treasury, 


Mr. Bowler? [Laughter. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, 1s there an amendment pending, or a 
point of order? 
The . The point of order was reserved. The gen- 


CHAIRMAN 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Cousins] has not exhausted the second 


eople”; it is evidently a | 


} 
i 





therefore the Chair holds that the amendment is not in order: 
Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send te 
the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out the first seven lines and the first two words of the eighth line 






on page 21; and beginning with the word “ provided” on page 21, line 10, 
down to and including the word ‘** Department” in line 18, page 21: and be- 
ginning with the word * provided” in line 2, page 22, to and including the 


word “after” on page 22, line 1”. 
Mr. PICKLER. 
order, 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
Mr. MOODY. 


On that amendment I reserve the point of 


I make the point of order upon it. 
Mr. Chairman, this amendment, I will state 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Mississippi has 
made a point of order upon the proposed amendment. 

Mr. MOODY. If I can have about three minutes,then I am 
perfectly content that the committee should take a vote on the 
amendment or reject it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, there is not a man in this 
House who desires less than myself to seem discourteous to any- 
body. But we are spending a great deal of valuable time over 
this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is a very important bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is avery important bill, and for that rea- 
son we ought to be spending the time on those things that are 
pertinent, and not on those things that are out of order. We 
ought to be considering the bill where we can hope to accomplish 
some good, and I feel compelled to insist on the point of order. 

Mr. MOODY. Very well, Mr. Chairman; I desire to be heard 
for a few moments on the point of order. 

In order to present the case clearly to the Chair, I think I ought 
to explain to the committee and to the Chair precisely the effect 
the amendment would have if adopted. 

This amendment, as you have observed, strikes out from the 
opening paragraph of the provision under consideration all that 
part of it which provides for the distribution of any of the seeds 
authorized to be distributed under the bill by Senators and mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives, and leaves the distribution 
of the seeds under the bill to be provided for in the section on the 
preceding page to be distributed by the Secretary of Agriculture. 
In other words, it provides that he shall distribute three-thirds of 
the seeds instead of two-thirds, as the bill now contemplates. 

The amendment has one conspicuous merit, or rather a conspic- 
nous difference, from any other amendment that has been pre- 
sented, to which I ask your attention. Ido not think that any- 
body is in favor of it but myself, but I do want the House to 
consider it, and I ask the memBers to take home and consider for 
further action the suggestions that I shall make. 

I was much struck with the statement of the gentleman from 
North Carolina on yesterday afternoon, that he had not time to 
answer his mail, filled as it was with requests for the distribution 
of seeds. Now, we are called here to consider the great questions 
of public policy pertaining to the Government of this country; 
questions of financial reform; questions as to what shall consti- 
tute the currency of the country; questions of our foreign policy; 
questions of national defense; international questions, and similar 
duties that I might enumerate almost without stopping. I say, 
therefore, that the duty of distributing these seeds, and the duty 
of distributing the publications of the Government in the shape 
of books and pamphlets, ought to be in the hands of some officer 
who has the ability to understandingly and intelligently perform 


it. I would be unable, I admit, to distribute the seeds intelli- 
gently. I doubt if there are many members here who could do 
so. Ishall do the very best I can to get the seeds allotted to me 


distributed into the hands of those who can use them to the best 
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advantage. But the very best that I can do, or that any member 
of the committee can do, would be poor, idle, and futile compared 
with the distribution that could be effected by sending them 
through some officer of the Government selected for that purpose. 

A word more, inasmuch as the committee has done me the honor 
to listen to the few remarks that I have made, and then I will 
close. It is — an entirely different branch of the subject: the 
distribution of publicdocuments. I came here, as most of youdid, 
no doubt, thinking that the publications of the Government were 
despicable and of no use to anybody in the world. 

I had been in the habit of seeing them thrown into the corners 
of newspaper oflices and into waste baskets. I came here and ex- 
amined the list of publications, and I found they were publications 
of the greatest value to the people of thisland. The difficulty is 
with the system of distribution. The man whowants books upon 
navigation gets books upon agriculture, and the man who wants 
books upon agriculture gets documents relating to foreign affairs. 
It has been suggested by those who have charge of the publica- 
tions of the Government that we ought to change the system and 
see to it that the benefactions of the Government, whether in the 
way of seeds or publications, should be so intelligently distributed 
that the people would get all the good possible from that publica- 
tion and distribution. 

Mr, Chairman,one word more. The difficulty is—it is suggested 
to me and I do not repeat it to approve it—that the people of this 
country will look at the action of this committee, believing that 
they have in mind not so much the cultivation of the soil by the 
farmers as the cultivation of the farmers by their Congressmen. 

Mr. PICKLER, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MOODY. With great pleasure. 

Mr. PICKLER. I should like ‘to inquire of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts if a member of Congress does not know, and if it 
is not his duty to know, the people of his district and their occu- 
pations and needs better than any other officer of the Government? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Including the Secretary. 

Mr, PICKLER. Yes; including the Secretary. 

Mr. MOODY. In my opinion, no. I undertake to know the 
occupations of the people of my district, and I venture to state 
that in the distribution of these seeds I shall use just as much 
care and just as much time as any other member of this House. 
As a new member I have not very much else to do, 

a PICKLER. Has not the gentleman received requests for 
seeds 

Mr. MOODY. Yes. 

Mr. os Does not the gentleman respond to those 

uests 

Mr. MOODY. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Seeds which are sent out in response to re- 
quests are generally sent where they will do the most good. 

Mr. MOODY. So far as they are sent in respense to requests 
there is no trouble, but that does not distribute all the seeds. 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from Mississippi desire 
to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say only this: I am 
not wedded to the present distribution of seeds at all. Asa mem- 
ber of the committee, and as a member of the Committee on 
Agriculture in the last Congress, as members will remember, I 
attempted to change the distribution of seeds by having them dis- 
tributed through the agricultural experiment stations of the 
country. That, however, is not the point under discussion here, 
It is simply a point of order. It is totally useless to argue the 
point of order. I merely make the point, and it is self-evident 
that this striking out of the means of distribution in an appropria- 
tion bill is a change of existing law and amenable to the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair holds that the amendment is out 
of order. Are there any further gmendments? 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DinGLEy having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate insists 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 4321) making appropria- 
tions to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and for other 
purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives; had dis- 
agreed to the amendment of the House to the amendment of the 
Senate amendment numbered 4; had agreed to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hair, Mr. ALLIson, and Mr. 
CocKRELL as the said conferees on the part of the iO sat 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee again resumed its session, Mr. Hut in the chair. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I have a very slight amendment 
which I desire to make here, in order to have it conform to the 
work already done. 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 


oe line 25, page 21, and line 1, page 22, strike out the words “impr d 
and.” 

Mr. RAY. If that is adopted it will read “for the purch 
propagation, and distribution of valuable seeds, bulbs, ¢ 
shrubs,” and so forth. It will not leave a chance for the Sec: 
to say that he can not find any improved seeds. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, Ioffer the amendment w),j,} 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 12, page 22, the words: 

“Division of Seeds: One chief of division, $°,000; one expert, $1.60 
clerks of class 1, $2,400; one skilled laborer, $1,000; eight employees, at $s: 
who shall in addition to other duties execute the requests of Senators. | 
resentatives, and Delegates in Congress for the distribution of seeds ; 
their constituents; in all, $13,720." 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I offer an amendment to that, wh 
send to the Clerk’s desk. With that amendment, I have noo 
tion to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer it as an a 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from New Ham 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; in addition to it. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add the following: 

eae out of the appropriation for the purchase of rare and va 
seeds.” 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will accept that, and will 
simply say that this is the provision in the appropriation |i!) 
the year ending June 30, 1896. It is inserted now for the si: 
reason that without it possibly the Secretary of Agriculture 1 
claim that he had not the material with which to execute t! 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries and expenses, Bureau of Anima! Industry: For carrying 
provisions of the act of May 29, 1884, eStablishing the Bureau of A: 
dustry, and of the act of August 30, 1890, providing for an inspection 
and animals, and also the provisions of the act of March 3, 1891, provid 
the inspection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and product 
which are the subjects of interstate and foreign commerce, and for 0+} 
poses, the sum of $650,000; and the Secretary of Agriculture is here) 
ized to use any part of this sum he may deem necessary or expedient, i 
manner as he may think best, in the collection of information con 
live stock, dairy, and other animal products, to compile the record 
tests of dairy cows at the Columbian Exposition and prepare the sa 

yermanent preservation, and to prevent the spread of pleuro-pne 
eieconioste. sheep scab, and other diseases of animals, and for this pu 

to employ as man rsons as he may deem necessary, and to ex): 

part of this sum in the purchase and destruction of diseased or ox 
animals and the quarantine of thesame wheneverin his judgment it is 

tial to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneumonia, tuberculosis, or ot! 
eases of animals from one State into another, and for printing and pu! 

such reports relating to animal industry as he may direct; andthe 5 

is hereby authorized to rent a suitable building in the District of (\ 

atan annual rental of not exceeding $1,200, to be used as a laboratory for said 
Bureau of Animal Industry: Provided. That section 2 of the act entitled “An 
act to provide for the inspection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcass: 1 
products thereof, which are subjects of interstate commerce, and for vt 
purposes,”’ approved March 3, 1891, be amended to read as follows: 

Mr. PAYNE. I raise the point of order against that provision 
contained in lines 2, 3, and 4 on page 23: 

To compile the records of the tests of dairy cows at the Columbian lx- 
position and prepare the same for permanent preservation. 

That is an appropriation for a purpose not authorized by law 
and changes existing law. Hii ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the point of order raised 
by the gentleman from New York. Has the chairman of the 
comiiittee anything to say on the point of order? 

Mr. BRODERIC I ask to have an amendment read and 


pending. 
The CHAIRMAN . The gentleman from Kansas asks that the 
gentleman from New York simply have his point of crit 


reserved, . <i 

Mr. BRODERICK. I want my amendment pending while tli 
point of order is being discussed. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not propose to make any further discussion 
on the point of order. : : 

Mr. BRODERICK. If there is any discussion on the point of 
order I want my amendment pending. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say something 
on the point of order. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I desire to have my amendment read and 


pending. ‘ ‘ a 
The CHAIRMAN. It will not be in order until the poin' © 
order is determined. : : 

Mr. CLARDY. I desire to be heard on the point of order. I! 
you will take this first line with reference to this object you \\ ill 
find that it reads that the— 


Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to use any part of this sum 
he may deem ame pd or expedient in such a manner as he may Shin x best, 
for the collection of information concerning live stock, dairy, and other «0 

products. ca 
Now, I would like to call attention especially to the fact 1a 


this is what the money is appropriated for. This is to comp© 
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the record of tests of dairy cows at the Columbian Exposition, 
and prepare the samefor permanent preservation. That is exactly 
in the line of this paragraph, and does not inject into it any change 
of law at all. It only enlarges to some extent the scope of this 
work, and explicitly expresses what it is; so that I deny there is 
any change of existing law in this case. Another matter, Mr. 
Chairman: I will say that when thig test was made I was at Chi- 
cago and know something about this matter and what it cost to 
make those tests. It does not increase this appropriation a single 
cent. It does not change the purpose of this paragraph in any 
particular; it simply seeks to put into permanent form the great- 
est test that has ever been made in this country or any other coun- 
try on this particular subject. 

It was made carefully by the best chemists that could be obtained 
inthe United States, andit was made under theinspection of a gen- 
tleman whom I know well, and I know that there is no fraud, no 
wrong, or anything improper inthese tests. It cost about $100,000 
to secure these valuable statistics, and the farmers of this country 
are entitled to the benefit, which they never can have while there 
is but a single we 6 in existence. This only gives the Secretary 
of Agriculture authority not to print this test, but simply to have 
it compiled in a form in which it may be reached in the future if 
it is desirable to have it printed, and where private parties who 
desire to have it printed may receive it in such a form asit can be 
usefully employed. : ; 4 

Now, I want to say another thing in this connection, which has 
been uliarly pleasing to me. When I came here to this Con- 
gress T thought i would be very lonely. I thought there would be 
very few farmers in this House, and I have been very respectful to 
these gentlemen all this time because I thought they were great 
lawyers and great statesmen, men who had not always associated 
with those who have lived in the country or on the farm and who 
had not associated with farmers. I have associated with farmers 
all my life; and I say I am peculiarly gratified to find that these 
gentlemen are not distinguished lawyers, not gentlemen from cities, 
and not profound statesmen, but that every single man that I 
have seen or heard is from the country and is a bona fide farmer. 


that is so, and to find that I have so many friends here from the 
farm who will stand by me in this instance and see that this 
appropriation is kept in the bill, because it is for the benefit of the 
farmers and dairymen. I wish to say further that while Iam a 
farmer, raising stock for sale, I am not personally interested in 
this matter. I am not a dairyman and do not raise dairy cows, 
but raise another kind of stock for other purposes, and therefore 
I have no personal interest in the matter to subserve. These are 
the most valuable statistics made in this country or any other 
oa and the provision to compile them ought to be kept in 
this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman from Kentucky takes 
his seat, the Chair would like to ask him the question, Was the 
test made by the authority of any law of the United States? 

Mr. CLARDY. It was made by authority of the law authoriz- 
ing the World’s Fair—by a law of the United States. Itwas made 
under the auspices of the World’s Fair, but whether there was 
any special law with reference to it Icannotsay. That has noth- 
ing to do with the question. It certainly is in the line of duties 
imposed by this paragraph on the Secretary of Agriculture; that 
is to say, in the collection of information. It shows where he can 
get this information, which is the most valuable information he 
can get any place in the world concerning the subject of dairy 
tests. It specifically states that information is to be obtained con- 
cerning live stock, dairy, and other animal products. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, if this is not exactly in the line of this paragraph I am 
wholly unable to understand what it means. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is whether the law authorized 
the compiling of those statistics. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, this is not a new question 
in this House, although it is a new one on this point of order, so 
far as I have any recollection. All of this work was done by the 
board of control of the Centennial Exposition, and it was within 


the scope of their jurisdiction and clearly came strictly within | 


their proper action under the law of their creation. 


I presume 
there can not be any doubt on that subject. 


I do not care to fol- 


the other question, for I am not especially interested in it, | 


low u 
but there is no doubt that the various boards of the exposition 
were empowered by the law of their creation to make these ex- 
aminations and tests and reports, to gather this information and 
these statistics, and they did so, and I do not think the point that 
the actual work itself was not done in pursuance of law can by 
ee be maintained. 
r. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the World’s Fair was run by a 
pve corporation. That corporation, it is true, was authorized 
y an act of Congress, but it can not possibly be maintained that 
every act that that private corporation performed could in any 
way bind the United States, or that the United States could be 
required to make appropriations for the various things which that 
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corporation authorized to be done by its numerous committees, 
subcommittees, and commissions, in whose appointment the United 
States had nothing whatever to say. This matter came up in the 
last Congress, and the advocates of it went at it then in a straight- 
forward way by introducing a resolution which was referred first 
to the Committee on Agriculture and then to the Committee on 
Printing, to print these very same tests. 

The Committee on Printing reported upon that proposition ad- 
versely, and from the report it appears that the publication of 
these dairy tests would cost some $60,000. Not only were there 
dairy tests made at the World's Fair, but there were competitions 
as to the different breeds of horses, sheep, hogs, and nearly every- 
thing else that the farmer raises. There were aiso tests in regard 
to agricultural implements, and, in fact, there were tests in nearly 
every branch of industry. Now, it can not be said that all these 
tests and competitions were held in pursuance of any law, or that 
there is any law which authorizes the publication of such tests. 

In regard to this particular test, it appears that while there are 
seven pure breeds of cattle in the United States, but three of them 
participated in those tests, for the reason that the jury seemed to 
have been fixed up in advance, and the rules were fixed up in ad- 
vance, to favor particular breeds. In consequence of that, the 
owners of the other breeds kept out of the competition. So valu- 
able was the final report of the commissioners who were appointed 
by this corporation to supervise the tests, that breeders of Jersey 
cattle, at their own expense, to the extent of $25,000, provided for 
the publication and distribution of it. If the simple desire here 
is to perpetuate the record of those tests in a permanent forn 
then all that need be done is to ask the Jersey Dairymen’s Ass: 
ciation for one of those pamphlets and file it away in the archiy 
of the Department of Agriculture. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that is not what is sought to be done here. 
This is simply a covert way of getting Congress to publish the re- 
sults of those tests, a proposition which the House in the last C 
gress voted down after half an hour’s discussion. It can not be 
said that there is any law which authorizes such an appropriation 
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| as is here proposed, and if there is no such law that is the end of 
{Laughter.] And I say it is peculiarly gratifying to me to find | 


it. If you go in now and put this amendment upon the bill y 
simply change existing law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, in addition to what the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] has said, I want to add 
that this nsatter was reported adversely by the Committee on 
Printing in the last House, and after a full debate. in which the 
question was considered on its merits, the House refused to print 
these tests. In fact these tests were private tests. The Govern- 
ment had nothing to do with them; the Government had nothing 
to do with conducting that exposition; the Government did not 
appoint anybody to take part in these tests in the dairying depart- 
ment of the exposition; the Government had nothing to do with 
the matter; and the object here is simply, as the gentieman from 
New York has stated, to ‘‘boom” one kind of dairy cattle as 
against the other breeds. As the gentleman from New York has 
said, there are seven pure breeds in this country, and only three 
of them participated in these tests. The four others did not take 
any part, and therefore these tests were not really tests as to the 
comparative merits of the different breeds of dairy cattle. 

Mr. CLARDY. Why did not the other four breeds participate? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thatis whollyimmaterial. They did not 
participate, and that fact prevents these tests from being valua- 
ble as showing the comparative merits of the different breeds. 

Mr. CLARDY. Did they not have an opportunity to partici- 
pate? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Even if they had participated that would 
not make the test a public matter. It was something with which 
the Government had nothing to do. We might as well undertake 
to print and perpetuate the tests as to fine horses or beeves which 
were made at that time, or the tests of so many other kinds which 
were carried on under the authority of the exposition. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I have no interest one way 
or the other in this question, but the gentleman from Tennessee 
has put forward as an argument which should govern our action 
on this occasion the fact that the last House passed unfavorably 
upon .this question. Now, does the gentleinan understand that 
we ought to be either bound or influenced by any action of the 
last House? [Laughter. } 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman should understand that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] first used that argu- 


u 


| ment, and all that I said was in confirmation of his statement. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I want it understood that I protest 
at all times against the precedents of the last House being cited as 
a guide for us. [Laughter. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to say to the gentleman that he 
—_ very well follow some of the examples set by the last 

ouse. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Possibly, by adjourning. [Laughter.] 


Mr. RICHARDSON. But, Mr. Chairman, there is no reason 
in the world why the point of order which the gentleman from 
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New York has made is not good, There is no law authorizing 
the perpetuation of these records. The whole object is to get 
them into the hands of the Department of Agriculture, so as to 
give them some kind of official sanction, by which the breeders 
of Jersey cattle may obtain some food for their stock. That is 
all their is in it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I wish simply to state the position as- 
sumed by the Committee on Agriculture in reference to this 
item. It was not the intention of the committee to help ‘‘ boom” 
any breed of cattle. We believed that these statistics would be of 
value to the agricultural interests of the country, and so believ- 
ing we inserted this provision in the bill, though Iam frank to 
say there was a suspicion that it might be open toa point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to ask the gentleman, with all 
respect, whether the request to the Committee on Agriculture to 
insert this provision in the bill did not come from the breeders of 
Jersey cattle? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; I think not. I think it came from 
one of the experimental stations— 

Mr, RICHARDSON. Did it not come from the American Jer- 
sey Club? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It came to me personally from one of 
the chiefs of the State experimental stations. I donot know how 
it came to other members of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is ready to rule. 

Mr. Broprrick and Mr. ConNOLLY addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize first the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. ConNCLLY] and afterwards the gentleman 
from Kansas et RODERICK]. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, the words proposed to be 
stricken out on this point of order provide for ‘‘compiling records 
of the tests of dairy cows at the Columbian Exposition and to pre- 

re the same for permanent preservation.” e object, of course, 
is to distribute the information as to the result of these dairy 
tests among the people of thiscountry. The gentleman from New 
York says that the Columbian Exposition was not carried on by 
the United States Government. 1 say in reply that if it had not 
been for the United States Government and the financial assist- 
ance and encouragement which it gave to the Columbian Exposi- 
tion it never would have been carried on upon the magnificent 
scale on which it was so successfully conducted. 

Now, these dairy tests were provided for by the proper com- 


». mittees of that Columbian Exposition. All the breeders of cattle 


of the United States were invited to participate in those tests. 
Why? For the purpose of obtaining authentic information as far 
as possible as to which was the best breed of dairy cattle in the 
United States. Was it not important to the people of the coun- 
try to determine that question? Is the dairy question of so little 
importance that it may be brushed aside by the question of order 
raised by the gentleman from New York, who may possibly have 
no dairy cattle in his district and may be used to living on oleo- 
margarine? [Laughter.] 

This is a question of vast importance not only to the State in 
which I live but to all the States from the Mississippi eastward 
to the Atlantic Ocean. This is one of the greatest industries of 
the country, one which is growin oonaiendi. It is quite as im- 
portant that this question should be understood as that the sheep 
scab, for instance (the ean of which is provided for in the 
same paragraph), should be diagnosed and its remedy distributed 
to the people. Why not make your point of order upon the com- 
pilation of records about sheep scabs? I may say, sir, in passing 
that if the present tariff law shall continue in force two years 
longer you will not have any sheep to be affected with the scab, or, 
I might say, all that you will have will be the scab. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the point of order. The gentleman 
from New York says there is no law authorizing this publication. 
I suppose it would be immodest for a new member to presume 
that he knows anything about what a question of order is in this 
House or what the law is; but notwithstanding the positive state- 
ment made by the gentleman from New York, I advise him that 
he is mistaken; that there is a law authorizing this very publica- 
tion. The gentleman may have overlooked it. If he has done so, 
I will call his attention toit. Section 520 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States provides: 

There shall be at the seat of Government a Department of Agriculture, the 
general design and duties of which shall be toacquire and to diffuse among the 
people of the United States useful information on subjects connected with 
agriculture, in the most general and comprehensive sense of that word, and 
to procure, propagate, and distribute among the people new and valuable 
seeds and plants. 

Thus it will be seen that one of the provisions of the law gov- 
erning the Department of Agriculture requires that Department 
“to acquire and to diffuse among the people of the United States 
useful information on subjects connected with agriculture.” A 
ply that test to this question. Is this a useful subject? If it is 

1as the Department of Agriculture any information—acquire 
I do not care how? Thegentleman may say that the Agricultural 
Department has not acquired this information; that it has been 
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acquired by a private test at the World’s Fair. Yes; but we] 
that under the law which I have cited the Department of \ 
culture acquires information by having professors of veteri; 
surgery in Canadian colleges write monographs upon disea 

the horse; and those monographs are published by that D., 
ment and scattered throughout the United States. ; 

The Department of Agricylture has acquired such infor 
by buying it from a professoP of veterinary surgery ina Can 
college. So with many things which the Department does 
thelaw. Itbuys stilaiee written by professors of colleges. \\ 
Because they contain useful information to be distributed a) 
the people of the United States. That 1s the duty of that D 
ment—to diffuse this information. Hence I say that under 
law this information, if this House thinks it useful, should } 
tributed among the peopie. Itis the duty of the Departme: 
doit. It is simply our duty to furnish the money to pay th 
penses necessarily incurred in doing it. 

The secret of the gentleman's opposition seems to be her 
stated it in his conclusion—that this provision is simply a 1 
by which an attempt is being made to advertise the Jersey 
men. He says there are seven different breeds of cattle in 
country. Now, sir, the raisers of all those seven breeds wer 
vited to this test at the Columbian Exposition. The repr 
tives of three breeds only responded—the Jersey, the Guer 
and the Shorthorn. 

The Holstein men and the Anglesea men stayed out; all of t! 
three or four other kinds of breeders staid out from the | 
Why? If they weresatisfied that they could succeed, we all k: 
they would have entered the test, for this information is vi) 
and published to the people generally, and shows exactly | 
merits of the three different breeds who did compete in this | 
Now, if these merits can be kept from the public, if the Holstein 
and Anglesea men, and all of the others, whose interests my friend 
from New York represents, can smother this report, then tho 
public will be as ignorant in the future as they were before { 
tests were made as to which is the best breed of dairy catt|: 

Coming back now for a while to the question of order pure a 
simple, I maintain that under the law as it stands this is useful 
information; it is the duty of the Department to collect and 
tribute it under the law as it is our duty to appropriate the n 
sary money if we think it is useful information for the people. It 
is not fair for the House to join in the interests of the Holstein aud 
Anglesea men and others who want to smother this information 
and keep it from the people, and I insist, therefore, that the aux 
ment should be held in order just as much as any other pai 
this whole provision concerning the publication, investigation, and 
information about pleuro-pneumonia, tuberculosis, sheep ), 
and other diseases of animals. There are other qualities a 
cattle, their meat-producing qualities, their milk-producing q 
ties, and their uses for the dairy, and other information conce1 
them which is just as essential to the people as to know about (lieir 
diseases. |Applause.] 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, as has been said by 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], thisis not by any m 
a new proposition in this House. In the last session of Con 
the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. Hatch, then the chairma 
the Committee on Agriculture, introduced a resolution for 
publication and distribution of these tests. Itwas referred to the 
Committee on Printing. At that time I had the honor to | 
member of that committee, and during the time it was pend 
there, probably six weeks, I received a great number of lett 
and remonstrances against the publication of the tests, and 
were based on the ground, generally, that the tests were not sii 
factory to a great majority of the representatives of the dair) 
cattle interests in the country. 

I do not know how true that statement was. Tho claim \ 
made, however, that the rules were so executed that no int 
were represented except the Jersey cattle breeders and two « 
interests; that no others could get in, and for that reason theo 
dairy interests had not competed and had not been consider 
all in making these tests. 

I do not know how these tests were made, but there was 
doubtedly a suspicion among the dairy interest, outside the J 
sey interest, that something was unfair about the rules unc 
which the tests were made. But, Mr, Chairman, if these w 
be stricken out of the bill the law will still authorize the Secre' 
of Agriculture to publish such information as he collecis v 
reference to «il of the subjects named, among them bein 
dairy interest. I want them stricken out because it is mau 
duty of the Secretary of Agriculture to do a particular thing 
ing him discretion in other matters and then directing hi 

ublish this particular matter which the House refused to pro 
or in a separate bill on another occasion. 

It seems to me that this particular interest ought not to '» 
marked out specifically in this matter and special directions 91)" 
to the Secretary in “a toit. Itis a proposition on its face to 
do something for the dairy interest, when it can at most only sat 
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, small portion of this interest. This seems to be new legis- 
Jation, and I hope it may go out on the point of order. If not, I 
trust it will be stricken out on the motion I shall submit. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the question 
of order. é 

Mr. CLARDY. 
on tna TTAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman from 

Sentucky. 
i OLARDY. Mr. Chairman, I have not a Jersey cow in my 

ossession and never owned one in my life, nor had anything to 
do with the dairy business, and of course I can have no personal 
interest in this matter. But what I desire to impress upon the 
committee is this: The gentleman from New York says that there 
js no law in this country to authorize the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to get information from this source; but I say that it is not 
necessary that there should be a specific law to authorize the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to get information from any particular 
source. Heis already authorized to get information from any 
source that is available. He is authorized, for instance, accord- 
ing to this bill, to get information with reference to live stock. 
Is not this information with reference to live stock? 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima 

uestion? 

Mr. CLARDY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEELE. Without that clause in the bill it leaves the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to acquire the information that the bill says 
he may acquire, but by putting it into the bill, does not it compel 
him to take that information, although he may not consider it de- 
sirable? You compel him to do a thing which in other cases is 
left to his discretion. 

Mr. CLARDY. Itauthorizes him to do it. 

Mr. STEELE. It does not need authorization if he thinks it is 
worthy. You compel him to putin the bill what he would not 
put in, except you coerce him to do so in the way proposed. To 
that extent it is a change of existing law. He could have taken 
it in his last report if he had desired to doso. He did not do so, 
and now itis proposed to say he must do it in the next report. 
Therefore it is making new law for the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. CLARDY. My point is, the gentleman assumes that this 
adds to the expense. It does not do so. 

Mr. STEELE. Oh, no; I understand about that. 

Mr. CLARDY. It simply authorizes him, not to print or pub- 
lish these statistics, but simply to compile them and preserve them 
in such permanent form that they may be printed in the future 
if itis desirable to do so. The object is not to lose this valuable 
work, which cost so much. The work is valuable not only to 
Jersey people, but to everybody who has anything to do with dairy- 
ing or cheese making, because it shows the chemical composition 
of milk, butter, and cheese, and how much butter can be made 
from milk, and a great many things which do not apply specifically 
to Jersey cattle, Dut to all kinds of cattle and all kinds of butter 
and cheese making, and for that reason it ought to be retained. 
There is nothing in this which changes the law in any particular. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I only wish to take one moment 
of time. This legislation is not asked for here by the owners of 
any one breed of cattle. It is not the Jersey interest, as has been 
intimated, that asks for this legislation. The Chicago dairy tests 
were made under the direction of scientific men. The rules of 
the test were broad enough to embrace all breeds of cattle, and 
were intended to embrace all breeds of cattle. Of course one 
breed was necessarily the victors. It happened to be the Jer- 
seys; but the request for this legislation did not come from the 
Jersey people. The request was presented to the committee by 
the scientific men who conducted the test, by President Goodell, 
of the Massachusetts Agricultural College; by Professor Scovel, 
of the Kentucky Agricultural College; by Professor Babcock, of 
the lowa Agricultural College, and the compilation of these records 
is in behalf of the dairy interests of the whole country. 
no extra expense provided for. Possibly the provision may be 
Tuled out upon a point of order, but I regret very much that any 
man upon this floor should raise that point in a matter of this 
importance. 

Mr.GROW. Has the Chair ruled on this point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule, but if the gen- 
tleman desires to be heard of course the Chair will hear him. 

Mr. GROW. Thad no idea of taking partin this discussion. It 
seems to me that what was done at the exposition at Chicago has 
very little to do with this question. By law the Agricultural De- 

rtment is established for certain pu es. Itistodiffuse useful 

owledge on the question of agriculture. I do not understand 
that there is any ye law for the distribution or propagation of 
plants, bulbs, and so forth—that is, there is no law which speci- 
fies those particular things. The law establishing the Smithsonian 
institution was in oo of the will of Mr. Smithson, for the 
of useful knowledge among men. If we make an appro- 


isfy : 


I wold like to be heard for a few minutes be- 
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priation for it, it appeals to our discretion whether it is knowledg 
useful to man or not; but not to our power, nor to the constitu- 
tional right to legislate upon that subject. Whatever, then, is 


beneficial and useful to agriculture in our opinion we can appro- 


re 


priate money for; and if we can, it must be in an appropriation 
bill. Ican not quite see how a point of order is good which strikes 
ut an appropriation for the very purpose for which we have estab- 
lished a branch of the Government. 

Mr. STEELE. We do appropriate the money, and we leav 
it to the Secretary as to what shall be considered by him as use- 


ful information. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has been willing to allow all the 
debate that was desired on this subject, because the ¢ 
nizes the importance of the clause which is soug) 
out. This is not simply a question of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment being authorized to acquire useful information, but it is an 
instruction to the Department to accept tests which have been 
made without authority of law, not made by any officer appointed 
by the Government to make the test. It seems to the Chair that 
there would be no question as to the right of the Agricultural 
Committee to insert a clause requiring the Department of Agri- 
culture to make dairy tests and publish the results, but this is a 
different thing, because this language goes further than that and 
instructs the Department to accept a certain specific test which 
was made without any authority of law; and it seems to the Chair 
that in order to do that it would be necessary, first, under the 
rules of this Congress, for the House and Senate to pass a resolu- 
tion or bill authorizing and directing the Secretary to accept this 
as a Government test. The Chair believes the point of order to 
be well taken. 

Mr. NEILL. I desire to submit an amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 23, line 5, amend by inserting, after the words “sheep scab” 
before the word “and,” the words “ glanders or farcy.” 

Mr. NEILL. Mr. Chairman, I apprehend that among the mem- 
bers of this Congress who have lived in the rural districts and 
who are acquainted with horses there should be no question as to 
the propriety of this amendment. I had an experience in this 
matter myself, or my own people did at home last summer. We 
had an object lesson in the town in which I live. <A disease broke 
out among the horses which was supposed to be glanders or farcy, 
a deadly disease that may even be communicated to the human 
race with fatal effect. 

I telegraphed to the Secretary of Agriculture at my own ex- 
pense and endeavored to get an inspector to go there and to deter- 
mine as to whether it was glanders. We did not know that it 
was, but believed it, and a number of valuable animals had to be 
destroyed and killed as a matter of safety. The Secretary of Ag- 
riculture replied that he hd no authority; he had no horse in- 
spector. I then telegraphed to the Agricultural Collegeof Arkan- 
sas, where they have an experimental station, and I could not get 
any help there. I got the opinion of the gentleman there in charge 
whether it was glanders or not. Now,I hope that my friend in 
charge of this bill will accept this amendment. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The committee has no ol 
amendment, but we think it is covered already. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Provided, That section 2 of the act entitled “An act to prov 


hair 1 r- 


eht to be stricken 





and 


jection to the 


ide for the in- 












spection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and products th f 1ich 
are subjects of interstate commerce, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 3, 1891, be amended to read as follows: 

“Suc. 2. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall also cause to be madea care- 
fulinspection of all livecattle, the meat of whi resh, salted, canned, corned, 
packed, cured, or otherwise prepared, is intended for exportation to any for- 
eign country, at such times and places and in such manner as he may think 
proper, with a view to ascertain whether said cattle are free from disease, 
and their meat sound and wholesome, and may appoint inspectors, who shall 
be authorized to give an official certificate clearly stating the condition in 
which such cattle and meat are found, and no clearance shall be given to any 
vessel having on board any fresh, salted, canned, corned, or packed beef being 
the meat of cattle killed after the passage of this act for exportat to and 


sale in a foreign country from any port in the United States until the ow: 


or shipper shall obtain from an inspector appointed under the provisions of 
this act a certificate that said cattle were free from disease and that their 
meat is sound and wholesome.”’ 


er 





Also, that section 4 of said act be so amended as to read as follow 

“Sec, 4: That said examination shall be made in the manner provided by 
rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture, and 
after said examination the carcasses and products of all cattle, sheep, and 
swine found to be free of disease, and wholesome, sound, and fit for human 


food, shall be marked, stamped, or labeled for identification as may be pro- 





vided by said rules and regulations of the Secretary of Agriculture. Any 
person who shall forge, counterfeit, simulate, imitate, falsely represent, or 
use without authority, or knowingly and wrongfully alter, deface, or destroy 
any of the marks, stamps, or other devices, provided for in the regulations 


of the Secretary of Agriculture, of any such carcasses or their products, 
or who shall forge, counterfeit, simulate, imitate, falsely represent. or use 
without authority, or knowingly and wrongfully alter, deface, or destroy, 
any certificate or stamp provided in said regulations, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by a fine not 
exceeding $1,000, or imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said 
punishments, in the discretion of the court.” 

The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to make such rules and 
regulations as he may decide to be necessary to prevent the transportation 
from one State or Territory or the District of Columbia into any other State 
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or Territory or the District of Columbia, or to any foreign country, of the 
condemned carcasses or parts of carcasses of cattle, sheep, and swine which 


have been inspected in accordance with the provisions of this act. Any per- 
gon, company, or corporation owning or operating any such slaughterhouse, 


abattoir, or meat cu ng, pecking, or canning establishment, or any employee 
of the same, that shall willfull late any provision of this act shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished for 


each offense by, a fine not exceeding $1,000, or imprisonment not exceeding one 
year, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I offer the following amend- 


ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
6 out, 1 i e “ ” 
finee. a tine x Sr the word “industry,” all of that page 

The CHAIRMAN. —— has been passed entirely. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It is the same paragraph 
right through to the end, 

The CHAIRMAN. In section 2 it is. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It is on page 23, after the 
word ‘‘industry,” in line 17, the whole of page 23. You will see 
what it is if the amendment is read through. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ll of that e after said word; all of © 24, and all of ‘ e 
stees to ona! neluding the wor "9 court,’ in line 4 on pete. — 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, the reason 
for offering this amendment is this: That on pages 732 and 733 of 
volume 28 of the Statutes at Large we have the very identical 
words in this paragraph already in existing statute. There is 
nothing whatever, nothing preceding this in the clause under the 
title of ‘“ animal industry” which requires any reenactment of it. 
The amendment which is here proposed is no amendment what- 
ever. It says that the section ‘‘shall be amended to read as fol- 
lows.” It absolutely reads that way now, and consequently there 
is no cause whatever for this lan e. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The question wasconsidered a great deal 
by the Committee on Agriculture, and we decided it was the safer 
way to leave it, and then there would benomistake. Now, there 
is in the language which the gentleman wishes to be stricken out 
that which can taken out, but the last part of the bill is the 
amended statute. Thelastend of page 25, which he wants stricken 
out, was on the appropriation bill of last year. It have no objec- 
tion to striking outall of pagebtene page 25, down to anincluding 
line 12, and page 283 after the word * provided.” I think that is 
unnecessary, but I do not agree with the gentleman in regard to 
the last half of e 25. 

Mr.CANNON. Mr.Chairmar, onanexamination of this statute, 
there seems to be no doubt but .nat this is merely reenacting exist- 
ing law. I hold the statute in my hand. It is not worth while to 
read it, except to say that on page 732 of volume 28 of the United 
States Statutes at Large, commencing withthe word ‘ provided” 
on said page, the law as enacted in 1895, is the language in the 
bill verbatim, and all the amendment covered in the matter sought 
to be stricken out by the motion of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire is the law now. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois if that provision of the statute is now an inde- 
pendent law or on an appropriation bill. 

ae oe It was legislation enacted upon an appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. SAYERS, Is the gentleman satisfied that it is continuing 
legislation. 

r. CANNON. It seems to me itis. If I understand anythin 
of the law, there is no question about it, and it covers the full 

of this volume of law. 

ow, I want to say, while I am speaking about this, that ajust 
criticism made upon our legislation is that it is too voluminous. 
I think it is a very just criticism. It is expensive, first, to enact; 
second, to publish, and is a constant annoyance to people who 
must find out what the law is. When a law is once enacted it 
does not make it any more binding to enact it again. Now, one 
other word, and I say it in all kindness touching this bill. After 
some little examination of it—and possibly the subject that is 
covered by the bill is responsible as well as the committee that 
represents it—I want to say in all kindness that, in my judgment, 
a well-prepared agricultural bill might carry less money than this 
carries by a poe eee ee . the aw — if it 
was properly prepared and adminis properly, as other Depart- 
mane of this Goverment are administered. I have no hesitation 
in expressing my belief that the people and the country would get 
better service than we now get for one-third less money. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. n, as I understand the objec- 
tion it is this, and I ask the careful attention of the committee and 
of the gentleman from Illinois a CANNON], because I do not 
want to misstate his tion. e objection is that we have here 


tically ted the language of a previous a riation bill; 
Snot ts Gia ikontien averk te, i _— ; 
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a CANNON. No; previous legislation in an approp. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well. I still say that is all it ay 
to, because ‘‘previous legislation in an appropriation }) 
course means the language of a previous appropriation } 1 
the point is that this language which we repeat here is 10} ¢))o 
language of an independent statute, but is the language of » )))... 
vious appropriation bill. That being the case, the question y..\q 
arise as to whether this is continuing legislation or not. 7 

Now, Iam not going to argue the question whether it, ; 
tinuing open ne or not, but merely to state two successive ( 
mittees of Agriculture of which I have been a member j; 
successive Houses, counting this one, after due and great i} 
eration, concluded that it was safer and better not torun any »; 
of an unfavorable decision upon the question whether {] 
continuing legislation or wasnot, not torun anyrisk of havi 
Secretary of Agriculture who, as the gentleman from A+! 
said a moment ago, can not find that the language ‘ani (+ j\,¢ 
diseases of animals” covers farcy or glanders among horses. , 
technical is he—that it was better not to run the risk of }\,\yj) 
him misunderstand the plain intendments of this act, or the ris 
of a decision that this was not continuing legislation, or the ris) 
of leaving any uncertainty as to this law—these two suc 
committees, I say, came to the conclusion that rather t! 
any of these risks, it was better to reproduce the language just ag 
it existed and as it appears in this appropriation bill. 

Now, addressing myself not to the point of order, but to this 
Committee of the Whole, I say that it will not cost the G 
ment of the United States one picayune more to include in the 
act this language, which safeguards every point, and to 
what the better judgment of committee led it to recommend, than 
to leave this language out of the act. I understand, of course 
that it makes somewhat more printing, but, as a matter of yrac- 
tical fact, as the gentleman from Illinois knows, it would n st 
the United States Government one cent more to include this than 


toomitit. By including it you conserve everything, you save all 
possible doubt, you run no possible risk, you hurt nobody in any 
possible manner, and you merely add a little to the length of this 
act. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Let me ask the gentleman one question. 
If we reenact this provision, do we not thereby say that it is not 


continuing legislation, but is merely a yearly matter? 


Mr. WILLIAMS. We have done that once already, so that if 
the gentleman’s point be well taken we have already put ours:lyes 
in that attitude, ause the last Congress reenacted verbatim et 
ene this very language, although it then stood on the statute 


book, 

a NORTHWAY. Still, had we not better stop that foolish- 
ness 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That may be, but that is a different argu- 


ment. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that my friend 
from Mississippi is going on the assumption that it is necessary 
and practical to make that which is absolutely plain by itse|f still 
plainer. The gentleman might make a letter A on a picce of 
paper and might go to a great deal of trouble to prove that it was 
a letter A, but after he had submitted s of proof that it was 
A, I guess the fact would not be any plainer than it was at the 
be ae and this is a proceeding like thereunto. 

r. WILLIAMS. That is just anassumption. The gentleman 
assumes that the legislation would be plain by itself, which is the 
very thing I am questioning. 

r. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, that the con 
tention of the gentleman from Mississippi is incorrect and that 
this is not on undoubtedly shown by the fact that in the 
Supplement to the Revised Statutes all of the independent | yis- 
lation contained in the appropriation bills heretofore pass«! 1s 
included—not the matters of gre but the independent 
legislation contained in those bills, exactly such matter as tliat 
about which we are now contending. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 46, noes 9; 90 the 
amendment was adopted. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert after line 4, 24, after the word “court,” the following: 

“For the printing and binding of 70,000 copies of the Special Report 0» !)'s- 

and on Cattle Testing, pre in the year 1892, under the 
n 


eases of Ca’ red ; 

direction of the Chief of the Bureau imal Industry, to be distri! ited 

as ee namely: Twenty thousand copies for the use of the Senate, #0” 
or 


copies for the use of mem of the House, and 10,000 copies for the at 
the Secretary of Agriculture, $45,000, or so much thereof as may bo neces'J 
for the purpose.” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman,I make the point of ori 


that that is new “oe . 

Mr. PITNEY. y , I can discuss the point of order 
at the same time that I discuss the merits of the question. | hig 
is a very meritorious amendment, and I hope the point of ordet 





1896. 


will notprevail against it, and that the amendment will be adopted. 
[am glad that my friend from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] suc- 
ceeded in having the bill amended yesterday to provide for the 
distribution of a reasonable number of copies of the book 
on the Diseases of the Horse, and I am sorry that the point 
of order prevailed to-day against the amendment providing 
for the distribution of the report of the dairy tests made at the 
World’s Fair, so that we shall not be able to distribute that 
valuable document among our constituents. 

This Report on Diseases of Cattle (a copy of which I hold in my 
hand) was prepared in the year 1892 under the direction of the 
chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry and under the instruc- 
tions of the then Secretary of Agriculture—‘‘ Uncle Jerry Rusk.” 
It was intended to form a companion volume to the book on the 
Diseases of the Horse, and was prepared in very much the same 
form by eminent specialists in the several branches of the pathol- 
ogy of cattle. The letter of transmittal sent by the chief of the 
Bureau to the Secretary of Agriculture in 1892, and which forms 
the preface to the published volume, sets forth the purpose of the 
publication in brief terms: 

(Letter of transmittal.] 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 


BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C., May 14, 1892. 


&'r: Ihave the honor to submit herewith a report upon the diseases of 
cattle, to which has been added a section upon cattle feeding, the whole form- 
ing the second volume of the series of reports spe the diseases of the do- 
mesticated animals. The large demand for and the great popularity of the 
Report on the Diseases of the Horse has been an additional reason for adher- 
ing as closely as possible to the plan adopted in the preparation of that vol- 
ume. In preparing the illustrations for the report on diseases of cattle an 
effort has n made to supplement, as far as possible, the illustrations which 
appeared in the Report on the Diseases of the Horse, so that the two series 
would together cover the field of veterinary surgery, whichitis important to 

resent to the reader in a graphic manner. On account of the importance of 

healimentation as a factor in the maintenance of health and cure of disease, as 


well as in the profitable management of cattle, a section has been added on | 


cattle feeding, which has been written both from a practical and scientific 

point of view. This may justly be regarded as the clearest and most suc- 

cinct presentation of this subject which has ever been published, while it is 
robably the only article of the kind in which the results of the latest scien- 
ific researches have been incorporated. 

The writer has seen no reason to change his views, presented in the letter 
of transmittalaccompanying the Report on the Diseases of the Horse, as to the 
value of such publications to the farmers of the country. On the contrary, 
many letters have been received testifying that the writers had saved valua- 
ble animals by following the advice given in that report. In most of these 
cases it has been stated that no veterinarian was accessible, and that except 
for the report the animals would have been without intelligent treatment. 
In so large a country as curs there must for years tocome be many sections 
in which no skilled veterinarian is located, and, consequently, there must con- 
tinue to be many demands from stock owners for information of this kind. 

It is well, however, to remind the reader who has not made a special study 
of this subject that it would be absurd for him to conclude that even with 
the best of books he can treat his animals as well as they could be treated by 
a properly educated veterinarian. Careful study of the allied sciences and 
practical experience are as necessary to make a man successful in the treat- 
ment of diseased animais as in the case of sick people. The employment of a 
veterinarian is, therefore, advisable in all cases where a competent one can 
be obtained. In the many cases, however, where professional examination of 
the affected animal is out of the question, the reader may feel assured that 
ne treatment here recommended is safe and the best that can be advised for 

is use, 

It is hoped that this volume may have an important influence in bringing 
about more intelligent and more humane care and treatment of animals in 
health and disease. Tothis end the writers of the several sections have been 
poe page to give a brief description of the various organs of the animal body 
and a statement of their normal functions. This information is essential to 
a proper understanding of the nature of disease or the principles of treat 
ment. When carefully studied it should do much to prevent the unnecessa- 
rily cruel and injurious practices which are still too common in the treat- 
ment of sick animals even in our enlightened country. 

It is plain from what has just been said that this report has been prepared 
for the farmer and stock owner rather than for the student or veterinarian. 
As much practical information as possible has been brought together on the 
subjects treated, but it has been stated in brief and plain language. Readers 
desiring amore detailed account of any subject are referred to the various 
special treaties. Notwithstanding the popular character of this work, there 
is no doubt that it will be found useful to the veterinarian as well as to the 
farmer. The preceding volume of the series is found on the shelves of many 
Fepcucomere, who regard it as the most valuable work in their library, and 
it is believed that the accompanying report will be equally serviceable. 

Very respectfully, 
D. E. SALMON, 


Hon. J. M. Rusx, Chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry. 
Secretary of Agriculture. 
Now, if I may have the attention of the Committee of the 
Whole and of the Chairman, I wish to say that this amendment is 
intended for one of the very purposes for which the Department 
of Agriculture was created. I ask the attention of the Chair not 
only to section 520 of the Revised Statutes, which was quoted by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] in debating the ques- 
tion of order on the proposed publication of the World’s Fair 
dairy tests, but also to the following sections under the same 
title, which I think make it perfectly plain that this publication, 
as well as the publication of the dairy tests, is an object contem- 
plated and required by existing law, so far as Congress shall au- 
thorize appropriations for carrying out that object. Section 520 
of the Revised Statutes provides that— 
The ral d and duties of [the Department of A 


iculture] shall be 
to acquire and to among the people of the United 


tates useful infor- 
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mation on subjects connected with agriculture, in the most general and com- 
prehensive sense of that word, and to procure, propagate, and distribute 
among the people new and valuable seeds and plants. 

Now, in the argument of the point of order as tothe publication 
of the World’s Fair dairy tests, the objection was made that 
those were not official tests, that the information was not official 
information, and that without a change of existing law the money 
of the Government could not be spent for the purpose of publish- 
ing unofficial information acquired by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture. But I wish to call the attention of the Chair to this addi- 
tional section of the law creating the Department of Agriculture, 
section 526, which provides that— ; 

The Secretary of Agriculture shall procure and preserve all information 
concerning agriculture which he can obtain by means of books and corre 
spondeace, and by practical and scientific experiments, accurate records of 
which experiments shall be kept in his office, by the collection of statistics, 
and by any other appropriate means within his power 

And section 528 provides that the Commissioner of Agriculture 
(now the Secretary of Agriculture)— 
shall make special reports ou particular subjects whenever required to do so 
by the President or either House of Congress, or when he shall think the sub- 
ject in his charge requires it. 

Mr. Chairman, it is plain from the provisions of section 526 that 
not only can official information, not only can the results of offi- 
cial tests made by employees of the Department of Agriculture, 
be lawfully published under the existing law by that Department, 
but that Department can, and if it fulfills the purpose of its organ- 
ization, ought to,seek information from other sources and publish 
that information for the benefit of the agricultural community. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Can the Secretary of Agriculture publish 
one volume without authority of law—that is, any one volume 
which the gentleman is asking to have published now? 

Mr. PITNEY. Canhe publish them? Certainly he can. The 
law authorizes him to do so. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then why do you want this provision in 
this bill? 

Mr. PITNEY. I want the money provided with which to pay 
for the publication; that is all. 

Mr.NORTHWAY. Butyoulimitthe publication. Everything 
in regard to the publication is limited by law, is it not? 

Mr, PITNEY. Limit the publication? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The number of volumes. 

Mr. PITNEY. I propose to limit the number of volumes. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. And that is new legislation, is ft not—leg- 
islation in addition to that already on the statute book? 

Mr. PITNEY. The limitation has the same relation to existing 
law that every limitation has which provides that a certain numn- 
ber of books shall be printed or published with a certain amount 
of money. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
from New Jersey this question: The law has provided for the 
publication of these volumes—has provided that a certain num- 
ber shall be published—— 

Mr. PITNEY. No, sir; I think not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has it not provided that a certain number 
shall be printed? 

Mr. PITNEY. No, I think not. Subject to correction by the 
Chair, I will state that, as I understand it, the law which author- 
izes the preparation and publication of this special report on dis- 
eases of cattle, like the law authorizing the Special Report on tho 
Diseases of the Horse, is the law by which the Department of Agri- 
culture was created, and which I have already read to the Chair. 
The publication, that is the distribution, of this special report on 
the diseases of cattle was done by virtue of a concurrent reso- 
lution—not even a joint resolution—a concurrent resolution 
which has not the force of law, but is merely an agreement be- 
tween the two Houses. That resolution was passed on the 13th 
of January, 1893, and is to be found in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
of the second session of the Fifty-second Congress, volume 129, 
page 540. 

This concurrent resolution was offered, I think, by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. JoHNson] and reported by the gentleman 
from Tennessee _— RICHARDSON |} from the Committee on Print- 
ing. It provided— 

That there shall be printed and bound of the special report of the Bureau 
of Animal Industry on the diseases of cattle and cattle feeding 60,000 copies, 
S — 20,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 40,000 for the use of the 

ouse. 

The resolution was passed on that date in the House, and ten 
days later, without any debate, was passed in the Senate. It was 
then treated as an official direction to the Department of Agricul- 
ture to publish the information gathered by the Secretary, infor- 
mation that had been gathered by virtue of the law creating the 
Department of Agriculture, which commanded that this informa- 
tion be obtained. 

Now, the Secretary of Agriculture is already in 
this information, and under the present law it is mac 


goers m of 
e his duty to 
publish it whenever in his opinion it shall be requisite and when we 
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have made the necessary appropriation to previde for the expense 
of such publication. That is the only effect of the amendment 
that I have offered. Itsimply provides an appropriation to enable 
the Secretary of Agriculture to publish the information already 
acquired under the law. 

Now, that this is a proper exercise of the functions of the De- 
partment admits, I think, of no possible doubt. Take my own 
district, for instance,in New Jersey. We have a very large num- 
ber of dairies and of creameries, and also a large number of horse 
breeders. My constituents raise horses, sheep, and cattle, and 
from the cattle they produce milk, and in the creameries they 
produce butter—all after the most improved modern methods, not 
only for their own benefit, for it is also a public benefit, and is so 
recognized in the law which creates the Bevartenent of Agricul- 
ture. The purpose of the law is to develop the best methods of 
rearing cattle, breeding horses, caring for the cattle and the horses, 
and the best methods of running the creameries, so that the peo- 
ple may obtain better and cheaper milk and butter, better kinds 
of cattle, better breeds of horses, and so on. It is therefore a 
public object, and it is an important one. 

Now, inasmuch as the Chair had his attention diverted at the 
time when I was calling attention to these statutes, I hope the 
Chair will not rule upon the point of order submitted until he 
has first read the sections of the Revised Statutes to which I have 
called attention—the sections creating the Department of Agricul- 
ture. The gentlemen who argued the point of order on the dairy- 
test amendment did not call attention to the section which pro- 
vides specifically for the publication of other information besides 
that gained by the Department officials themselves—other informa- 
tion besides that which is official. The law requires that such 
information shall be published by the Department of Agriculture 
whenever Congress authorizes the expenditure. Under that law 
the Secretary may,and if he performs his duty he will, publish 
that information for the benefit of agriculturists throughout the 
country. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. PITNEY. I do not desire to yield the floor—— 

— RICHARDSON, I simply wish to say a word on the point 
ol oraer. 

a CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey is still on 
the floor. 

Mr. PITNEY. Ishould like to have the point of order decided 
first, if the Chair please. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Tennessee desires to be heard on the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The point of order, Mr. Chairman, it 
seems to me, must be sustained. As it is now, the resolution is 
not in order on an appropriation bill. 

The eleventh rule of the House, item 49, provides that all pro- 
posed legislation or orders touching printing shall be referred to 
the Joint Committee on Printing on the part of the House. Now, 
the Joint Committee on Printing on the part of the House has the 
matter of this amendment now pending before it, and it is not in 
order for the Committee on Agriculture to take up a question 
pending before the Committee on Printing over which it has no 
oe and undertake to incorporate it upon this approria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. PITNEY. Will the gentleman point to the rule to which 
he has referred? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I said Rule XI, item 49. 

Mr. PITNEY. If the Chair will permit me, Ihave noticed a 
tendency to-day to run points of order intc the ground, and I think 
this is an instance of it. 

Rule XI, a clause of which the gentleman refere to, simply pre- 
scribes the jurisdiction of the several committees of the House. 
The forty-ninth clause of that rule provides that all proposed leg- 
islation relating to the examination of accounts and expenditures 
in the Department of iculture shall be referred to the Com- 
mittee on nee in the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, The gentleman probably has not the 
latest revision of the rules, The forty-ninth provision of the rules 
provides that all proposed legislation or orders touching printing 
shall be referred to the Joint Committee on Printing on the part 
of the House. : 

Mr, PITNEY. It does not say so in the copy of the rules 
which I have at hand. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; because the gentleman probably has 
the copy that was in use before the revision. It simply provides 
that the Committee on Printing shall deal with all matters of 
printing on the part of the House. 

Mr. PITNEY. But this isnot legislation for printing. 
It is a matter relative to the ent of Agriculture, and 
properly belongs to the Committee on iculture. And it may 

operly be put in the Agricultural bill by an amendment when 

e committee's bill is under consideration in Committee of the 
Whole, as it is now being considered, 
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The CHAIRMAN. Beforeany further discussion takes place 
Chair will request'the Clerk to read the r “te which he thinks cv 
this matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bil]. , 


in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not pre 


thorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such | 
works anti objects as are already in progress. 


The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair that this cove) 
point which is involve1 here. This is not work in pro 
Does the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PIcKLER| wi 
discuss this? 

Mr. PICKLER. No. Has the Chair ruled? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule, and } 
ga point of order is well taken, under the rule read }) 
Clerk, 

Mr. PICKLER. Did I understand the gentleman from 
nessee to say that the Committee on Printing had decided to : 
ably report this? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; I didnot say that. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing before the committec 
Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer’ an amendment co 
of the proposal of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. P: 

with the addition of the following language: 


Provided, That the same shall be paid out of the sum of $659,000 ; 
ated for salaries and expenses of the Bureau of Animal Industry. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention 
gentleman from South Dakota to the fact that the Chair has 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from New Jersey | 
outof order. Therefore it isnot before the House for amen: 

Mr. PICKLER. But I offer a new amendment, in the langu 
of the gentleman from New Jersey, adding the words, ‘‘ Pr 
that the same shall be paid out of the sum of $650,000 app: 
ated for salaries and expenses of the Bureau of Animal Indi 
This is a new proposition. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I make the point that that is new |, 
lation. It does not make any difference whether it comes « 
that appropriation or not, it is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is raised by the gentle- 
man from New York, and it covers practically the same grou 
The proposition is practically the same as that offered by the 
tleman from New Jersey. It is not for work already in pro; 

Mr. PICKLER. But under this appropriation for the sa 
and expenses of the Bureau of Animal Industry various t 
pertaining to animal industry are described, in one way or an: 
and this would simply add an item to these provisions fo1 
expenditure of the money. There is no new legislation ab 
Itis simply placing another item in the section. 

The C MAN. The Chair does not regard it as a vital ques 
tion, in the determination of the point of order, that it does not 
increase the appropriation. The Chair regards the proposit 
subject to the point of order. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 


8 


WEATHER BUREAU. 

Salaries of the Weather Bureau—Office of Chief of Weather Bureau: 
Chief of Bureau, $4,500; two professors of meteorology, at $3,000 each, for 
ice in the city of ashington or elsewhere, as the exigencies of the fu 
may demand, ; three professorsof meteorology, at $2,500 each, for sery- 
ice in the city of Washington or elsewhere, as the exigencies of the Bu 
may demand, $7,500; three forecast officials, at $2,000 each, for servic 
city of Washington or elsewhere, as the exigencies of the Bureau m: 
mand, $6,000; one chief clerk, $2,250; three chiefs of division, at $2.1 
$6,000; three clerks of class 4, $5,400; one assistant chief of division of sup} 
$1,009; five clerks, class 3, $8,000: fifteen clerks, class 2, $21,000; twent) 
clerks, class 1, $30,000; fifteen clerks, at $1,000 each, $15,000; one telegra) 
erator in the city of Washington or elsewhere, as the exigencies of the Bu 
may demand, $1,000; six clerks, at $900 each, $5,400; three copyists or | 
writers, at gach, $2,520; one copyist or typewriter, $720; one chief 
anician, $1,200; one captain of the watch, $1,200; one engineer, $900; one bat 
man. ; four skilled artisans, at $840 each, $3,360; two skilled mechani 
at $1,680; three assistant messengers, at $720 each, $2,160; two fire: 
at $720 each, $1,440; three watchmen, at $720 each, $2,160; one carpenter, > 
five laborers, at $660 each, $3,300; eight messengers or laborers, at $0" 
$4,800; oh $000 fo rs or raorere, at — anc, SAN, ane Spar wom I 

eac ; for temporary employment of messengers and laborers a 

necessary in the office of the Chief of the Weather Bureau, $300; i 
$150,540. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I make the point of order upon so mi 
of the paragraph on page 28 as begins with the word ‘for in 1° 
2, and ends with the word “dollars” in the fifth line, upon the 
ground that that is new legislation. a } 

There certainly is not any law at present existing which pro- 
vides for the temporary employment of messengers and labor:rs 
in the fiscal year beginning on the 1st day of July next, and 1 
certainly is not in continuance of any existing appropriation. 

I want to find out how tight this jacket is under which we »'° 
laboring. The Chair has ruled that notwithstanding there is @ 
lump sppropriation for the publications and expenses of the De- 

en’, it can not print a publication that is not already pro- 
vided for by law. I bow to that decision. It is a little step 1” 
advance of vane! that direction that I have ever. heard of 
before, and I want the Chair now to tell me, in his decision, what 
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law there is which provides that next year, in case a contingency 
shall arise in which some extra help is wanted, the Bureau may 
employ that extra help. if there is no such law, then this is new 
legislation, and hence obnoxious to the point of order. 

Mir. WADSWORTH. One minute, please. The gentleman's 
soint of order is not well taken. That same item was provided 
for in the act of March 2, 1895. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Suppose it was? Pike 3 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Then it is not new legislation. 


Mr. CANNON. But the gentleman from Ohio should keep this 
distinction in his mind. There is an independent statute that 
provides for the Weather Bureau under the Agricultural Depart- 
ment. Now, in carrying out that statute it is perfectly competent 
to afford sufficient clerical service and messenger service without 
any change of existing law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think so; but I want to show the ad ab- 
surdum of the position the gentleman has taken here. There is 
no provision in the law that the Bureau may employ extra help. 
The gentleman can not put his finger on any such law, and evi- 
dently this is a loophole such as has been made use of constantly 
in that Department, first to turn out a large number of men. and 
then, under the emergency clause, to put in laborers not provided 
for in the general statute. 
there may be certain clerks in that Department, certain artificers, 


and certain skilled laborers, a battery man, and all that sort of | ] jnsist on my point of or 


thing, but there is nothing in that law which provides that they 
may make temporary employment of messengers and laborers. 


most remarkable pedestal. He says that because in some former 


appropriation bill there was this provision, that therefore it is the | 
We have had provision after pro- | forecast 
vision for the publication of these cattle books, and yet the Chair | 


has decided that if there is not a general proposition authorizing | 


carrying out of existing law. 


these publications er can not be published. So the gentleman 
plants himself upon the position that he has already repudiated, 
in advance, on the very basis of the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say a word 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Just one word. Asa matter of course, I 
do not care anything about these temporary messengers, nor do I 
care how much that Department carries on; it is only as to the 
bringing of water to the wheel of good government hereafter that 
Idocare. I want to point out that we have provided in this se- 
ries of decisions for a decision which, in my humble judgment, is 
erroneous and will have the effect to impair our efficiency as a 
committee rather than benefit legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwanttosay a word in reply tothe gentleman, 
and therefore move to strike out the last word. The principle 
that covers appropriations of this kind is very plain. 

rovides what the publications of the Government and its various 
partments shall be. That is a permanently fixed law. It pro- 


vides for their publication and for their distribution of so many 


copies of each publication. Now, that runs along the whole pub- 
lic service. Here we refuse to appropriate except that appropria- 
tion is necessary to carry out a provision of law. 

Gentlemen have seen a representative of the Joint Committee 
on Printing from time to time rise in his place and move a joint 
resolution or a concurrent resolution to utilize contingent funds 
Ss for additional copies of a certain matter because the 

w does not provide for enough. That proceeding is regulated 
by law. Now, the proposition is, that to publish more copies of 
any report than the law provides for is the making of new law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, then, will the gentleman concede, 
with reference to employees, that having more help than the law 
provides for is new legislation? 

Mr. CANNON. Not at ail. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Willthe gentleman tell us how having one | 


| that part which is new legislation. 
| Ohio move, as an amendment, to strike out the 


bound in leather and another bound in muslin has a different 
effect upon the matter? { Laughter. | 

Mr.CANNON. Theprinciple is not similar. The law provides 
for the creation of the Weather Bureau. Now, then, when the 
Weather Bureau is created and placed in the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, the appropriations are in order to enable the Weather Bu- 
reau to are that class of service. 

Mr. Gl OSVENOR. That is exactly our position, and that all 
’ppropriations necessary to carry out the purposes of the Bureau 
B, sending out useful knowledge are also a part of the work of the 

ureau. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman would strengthen his 
position if he would say he stands on the general-welfare clause 
in the Constitution. Tomahter.} 

Mr.GROSVENOR. I have no position in it. I only wanted to 


see the tion that you take in it. [Laughter.] 
The Gk read as follows: 


a person who shall knowingly issue or publish any counterfeit weather 
recasts or warnings of weather conditions, falsely representing such fore- 
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} casts, hurr 
| Weather Bureau, any flag or 
| purposes, 
| thereof, 


There is alaw which provides that | 


| on so much of it as is stated to be new legislati 
| of it ought to be stricken out as immaterial, for if it is al 


| enact it over again? 


The law | 


| sitions. 
| 5 is already the law of the land, and as to the balance of it, it is 
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casts or warnings to have been issued or published by the Weather Burean, 
United States Signal Service, or other branch of the Government r 
shall display for any purpose other than indicating the official weather fore- 
canes, cold waves, or other special warnings of the United States 
other device adopted by said Bureau for 


deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, ard on cor 
ina sum no xceeding S» 


nse, be fined i 
both fined and imprisoned, in th 


servi 


shall be 
for each off 
not to exceed nine 
of the court 


u 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 


ty days, or be 


| that this is new legislation, or else it is a change of existit 
gz : { 4 chang 


Mr. GROSVENOR. These cattle books were provided for, too. | 


I do not know which and do not care; and secondly 
imperfect provision, and ought to be amended if it is to 1 
in the bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Iconcede the point 
three or four lines of new legislation in the sect 
want to detain the committee about it, although 
thought it was wise to put it in. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. I may possibly withdraw 
order in a moment, but I shall not be hurried by 
from New York. The enactment is one that no intel! 
lative body would have ever voted for with a full know 
meaning, for under that legislation « r of iu 
would have been subject to indictment. [Laughter all 
events, it makes the innocent publication of a se forecast a 
criminal offense, without any criminal intent alleged, without 
any allegation that it was for the purpose of defraudin 


t of order. 


ve ry oTriceT 


r any bot 


iy. 
ler. ; 
The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman state the 


cuage on 


7 7. ; P | which he makes his point of order? 
Now, the gentleman from New York has placed himself upon a | } 


Mr. WADSWORTH. 
30, line 6: 


The new legislation co 


Ss on page 


Or shall display for any purpose other t 
hurricanes, cold wa 

her Bureau any flag or oti 
irposes 


other special 
r device ad 
ty oi an ieme 


yes, or 
Stat WwW 
such p shall be deemed gui 


Now, if the gentleman raises the point of order it is subject to 


| the point of order. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. the 


Mr. Chairman, I make 


point of order 
n, and the balance 
idy 
present legislation why should we reenact it? If her five 
lines the gentleman speaks of is already the law of the land, why 
If it is not already the law of the land, then 
it is new legislation all through. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is the law of the land, and it is a rep- 
etition in this bill. There are a great many other items that are 
simply a repetition of existing law. it was simply part of an ap- 
propriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would like to ascertain which 
language is said to be subject to the point of order as being new 
legislation. Will the gentleman indicate what the language is? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Itis to the whole of the paragraph on page 
30 down to and including line 13. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman make the point of order 
on that that it is new legislation? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir; but I have made it in two propo- 
The first, that so much of it as extends to the end of line 


the ot 


new legislation. I make those separate propositions. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 


| from Ohio that language reenacting existing law would not go 


out on the point of order, but it could be struck out by an amend- 
ment. The part of the bill that is new legislation is, of course, 


| subject to the point of order. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I cencede the point of 
order against the five lines of new legislation, but not against the 
remainder. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of 
Does the 


order as to 
gentleman from 
remainin 


I do not care to do that. I 


§ parts 
Mr. GROSVENOR. want that 
repeated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next section. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill until he had 
reached the last paragraph. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
recur to page 16, where I desire to offer an amendment. 

Thete being no objection, the Clerk read the following paragraph, 
beginning on page 16: 

Public-road inquiries: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to make in- 
quiries in regard to the system of road management throughout the United 
States; to make investigations in regard to the best methods of road making; 
for labor, traveling, and other necessary expenses, and for preparing and pul) 
lishing bulletins and reports on this subject for distribution, and toenable 
him to assist the agricultural colleges and experiment stations in disseminat- 
ing information on this subject, $8,000. 


The amendment of Mr. SIMPKINS was read, as follows: 


Page 16, line 22, after the words “methods of road making,” insert “ and the 
best kinds of road-making materials in the several States.” 
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Mr. WADSWORTH. Iaccept that amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, Imovethatthe committee 
do now rise and report the bill and amendments to the House for 
favorabie action. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HuLL, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration the bill (H.R. 
5161) making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, had made sundry amend- 
ments thereto, and had directed him to report the bill back to 
the House with the recommendation that the amendments be 
adopted, and that the bill do pass. 

Mr.WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous ques- 
tion on the bill and amendments. 

The previous question was ordered, 

The amendments were adopted. 

he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WADSWORTH, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 





MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


To the House of Representatives: 


In compliance with a resolution of the House of Representatives (the Sen- 
ate concurring) I return herewith Senate bill 879, entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to grant to the Gainesville, McAlester and St. Louis 
Railroad Company a right of way through the Indian ren rae = 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 18, 1896. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—VAN HORN VS. TARSNEY. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice 
to the House that on next Tuesday, as soon after the meeting of 
the House as is practicable, I shall call up for consideration the 
contested-election case of Van Horn against Tarsney, from the 
Fifth Congressional district of the State of Missouri. The report 
of the majority of the Committee on Elections and the views of 
the minority have been submitted to the House and printed, so 
that in the meantime members will have an opportunity of 
familiarizing themselves with the case. I will add that before 
making this announcement I have consulted with the minority of 
the committee. 


CORRECTION OF A BILL 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, several days ago the House passed 
a Senate bill (8.879) with sundry amendments, in one of which 
there occurred a verbal error. The bill was sent to the President 
and subsequently a resolution was adopted requesting him to re- 
turn it for correction, which he has done. I now ask unanimous 
consent that the vote by which the bill was ordered to be read a 
third time and passed be reconsidered, and, if that be granted, I 
shall ask consent to correct the error by striking out the word 
‘*three,” in section 3, and substituting the word ‘‘ two.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the vote whereby the bill to which he has called at- 
tention was ordered to athird reading and passed be reconsidered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the word 
“three,” in section 8, be stricken out and the word ‘‘two” besub- 
stituted therefor. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BAILEY. ow, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill asamended be considered as passed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


NICARAGUA CANAL, 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimovs consent for 
the yrtetng of the report of the Commissioners on the Nicaragua 
Canal, which was recently sent to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The matter which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce? 

Mr. DOOLITT! 4%. Yes; the report is with that committee. 

There being no objection to the request that the report be printed, 
it was so ordered, 


SUITS TO VACATE PATENTS UPON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 
74) to provide for the extension of the time within which suits 
ay be brought to vacate and annul patents upon public lands, 
and for other pu . This is the bill that the House was con- 
sidering and which was temporarily laid aside in order to dispose 
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of the Agricultural appropriation bill. It has been read j,, i] 
and is now pending upon the amendments submitted by ; “ 
mittee. Perhaps there ought to be some brief explanati 
measure. I will occupy only a momentin refreshing the 
of the House upon the subject. 

This bill has been prepared by the Committee on Pulh 
in response to the President’s message which was laid |) 
the House on the 17th of January last. A question » 
other, day as to the insertion of the proposed amendme: ; 
clude the Mexican and Spanish grants. i can only say f. if 
that I did not favor that amendment. A majority of ¢) 
mittee, however, supported it, and it was, therefore, re} 
the House. These Spanish and Mexican grants are very 
they date back to the earliest recollection of old men no\ 
many of them had their origin in a past generation. Th. 
tion provided in the act of 1891 will, if not interfered witi). |; 
absolute on the 3d day of next March. Speaking only for ) 

I have no objection to the modification of that part of th: 

as to include railroad and wagon-road grants only, omittiny 
proposed provision in regard to Mexican and Spanish its 
Some member of the committee who favored this proposed nd- 
ment would perhaps like to be heard on the other side of ¢! 
tion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to state the ; 
why I do not favor this bill in the form in which it is 
House. I am one of the members of the committee wh 
joined in filing a minority report. Iam in favor of extonding 
the time allowed the Government for forfeiting these pul land 
grants, but [ do not favor the report of the majority of | ms: 
mittee. While I prefer the bill as reported by the majority {no 
legislation at all, my views are represented by a substitut: ch 
the minority of the committee have offered, and which simyj)ly re- 
peals the statute of limitations passed in reference to these lands 
and fixes no time of limitation. Let me state my reason for jre- 
ferring no limitation to an extension of the present limitat 
five years. 

The Government of the United States can act only by and through 
its agents. Those agents are appointed at different times, usual! 
changing office with each new Administration. They 
always keep themselves fully advised as to the public busin 
nor can they watch the interests of the United States as an indi- 
vidual can watch and protect his interests. Matters o! 
importance with reference to these public lands may es 
attention of agents who have recently come into office. now 
of no limitation that has ever been adopted by any State on any 
a except on the assumption that by reason of lapse of time 
the presumption had arisen that the title was perfected or the 
claim vestaa in the party exercising the right thereto. 

Now, we know that to-day the Government of the United States 
claims that a large amount of these public-land grants should be 
forfeited, that the railroad companies to whom they were tmade 
have received, either through mistake or fraud, a large quantity 


of public lands to which they were not entitled. Now, | believe 
that the Government ought to give the railroad companies every 
acre of land that it agreed to give them. These land |unties 


were offered in order to secure the building of these great rail- 
roads, and the companies are entitled to the lands which the 
Government agreed to givethem. But, Mr. Speaker, they are not 
entitled to land which was not covered by those land grant 
so long as the land remains in the hands of the railroad coi- 


mies or the original patentees there can be no injustice 
one if the Government takes back that which properly belongs 
to it. 

But it is contended that if these grants be forfeited it will work 
injustice to innocent op ongenn from the railroad companies or 
from the patentees. If that were the case, I would say that as the 
Government has issued its certificates of patent, which haye gone 
into the possession of persons who did not know that the railroad 
companies or the patentees had entered lands to which they were 
not entitled, we ought to protect such innocent purchasers. But 
I say that under the law as it stands to-day the courts of this land 


have thrown ample protection around those innocent }ur- 
chasers. ; 
Under the law as laid down by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, no man who has pe | purchased any of this land as an 
innocent purchaser can be affected or harmed by the repel! 0! 


this statute. In cages’ of that position, Mr. Speaker, | might 
refer to a number of cases. The actof 1887 itself protects 1no- 
cent purchasers. I will not occupy the time of the House in rad- 


ing mony cases (for there are many which support my position); 
I will refer to only one decision, that of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the case of the United States vs. The California 
and Oregon Land Company, decided only about two years °°. 
In that decision (which was delivered by Justice Brewer) ‘%¢ 
court expressly décides that innocent purchasers under thes 
land grants are protected, 


1896. 


Isend the decision to the desk and ask the Clerk to read the 
portion I have marked. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The right, therefore, of this defendant, the California and Oregon Land 
Company, to avail itself of a plea can not be doubted, and the plea which it 
made in the case, that of a bona fide purchaser, is one favored inthe law. In 
the act directing these suits was aclause ‘saving and preserving the rights of 
all bona fide purchasers of either of said greats, or of any portion of said grants 
for a valuable consideration, if any such may be.” In Story’s Equity Juris- 
prudence, section 411, the author says: ‘‘ Indeed, purchasers of this sort (bona 
hae purchasers) are so much favored in equity that it may be stated to be a 
doctrine now generally established, that a bona fide penmeere for a valuable 
consideration, without notice of any defect in his title at the time of his pur- 
chase, may lawfully buy in any statute, mortgage or other incumbrance upon 
the same estate for his oe If he can defend himself by any of them 
at law his adversary will have no = in equity to set these incumbrances 
aside, for ig | will not disarm such a purchaser, but will act upon the 
wise policy of the common law, to protect and quiet lawful possessions and 
strengthen such titles.” And the reason of this is given in Boone vs. Chiles 
(10 Pet., 177, 210), as follows: “This leads to the reason for postening an in- 
nocent purchaser, holding the legal title, against one who has prior equity; 
a court of equity can act only on the conscience of a party; if he has done 
nothing that taints it, no demand can attach spon it, so as to give any juris- 
diction. Strong as a plaintiff's equity may be, it can in no case be stronger 
than that of a purchaser, who has put himself in peril by purchasing a title 
and paying a valuable consideration without notice of any defect of it or ad- 
verse claim toit.”” (See also, Lee vs. Polk Copper County Company, 21 How.., 
493, 497, 498; Croxall vs. Shererd, 5 Wall. , 268.) 
In United States vs. Burlington, etc., Railroad Company (98 U. S., 334,342) 
it was said: “It (the United States) certainly could not insist upon a can- 
cellation of the patents so as to affect innocent purchasers under the pat- 


entees.” And again, in Colorado Coal Company vs. United States (123 U.S., 


307,313): “It is fully established by the evidence that there were in fact no 
actual settlements and improvements on any of the lands, as falsely set out 
in the affidavits in support of the preemption claims and in the certificates 
issned thereon. This undoubtedly constituted an equity as against the par- 
ties perpetrating it, or those claiming under them with notice of it, to justify 
the cancellation of the patents issued to them. But it is not such a fraud as 
prevents the passing of the legal title of the patents. It follows that to a bill 
in equity to cancel the patents upon these grounds alone the defense of a 
bona fide purchaser for value without notice is perfect.” 

The lan ompns therefore has a right to set up a special plea, and the 
plea which it did set up, that of a bona fide purchaser, was sufticient, if true. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the decision of the highest 
court in the land has sustained the proposition that these innocent 
purchasers are protected, though it may be contended that they 
ought to go into court and establish that they are bona fide pur- 
chasers, while under this bill, or any act that you may pass, if the 
Government of the United States sees proper to raise the conten- 
tion that they are not bona fide purchasers they will have to go 
inte court to maintain the proposition that they are innocent pur- 
chasers. 

You can not say that the Government shall not litigate, if you 
are going to pass any bill that will authorize the forfeiture of these 
feat grants; and I contend if you pass the bill as it stands in- 
stead of the amendment, that in attempting to try to give these 
innocent purchasers what the law already gives them you will 
cut off the rights of other innocent persons to these transac- 
tions. 

There are certain cases where the patentee—the homestead set- 
tler—went on the land first; entered and took up his homestead 
and the railroad company also filed its line of definite location 
and asked a certificate for particular classes of land so covered. 
Although the settler was first in possession of the land, al- 
though he is an innocent purchaser, under the law the railroad 
company, having filed its claim with the General Land Office first, 
has the first standing with the Government; and yet, in some of 
these very cases, and in many of them, there are instances where 
the railroad has improperly entered land and is claiming land 
that does not properly come under the grant. That line of cases 
has been covered in the decision in the United States vs. The 
Winona and St. Paul Railway Company and Thomas Marshall, jr., 
—— in 69 Federal Reports, page 948. 

you pass this act you absolutely cut off any right of the Gov- 
ernment to protect the men who went on as bona fide holders and 
entered their homesteads on the land. Butif you repeal the act 
entirely, as we ask in the substitute, you leave the question open, 
80 that, as to the lands the roads have improperly taken, the Gov- 
ernment can forfeit them, and it leaves the homestead settler in 
possession of his home. 

Another view I take in reference to these purchasers—the inno- 
cent purchasers (and the Government, I say candidly, ought to 
pore all of them)—under the existing law, under the statute of 

887, and the decisions arising under that act, similar to the deci- 
sion I referred to and had read from the desk, all of these people 
are protected. The courts have gone through that law and have 
construed it; the settlers know what it is; there is no doubt and 
nothing left for construction; but if you put a new law on the 
statute book you establish something that before it is settled 
must be construed, and you all know that before this statute can 
be construed some time must elapse, and you only increase the 
—— of — that the settler will be subjected to instead 
0: 


For that reason I advocate the substitute that is offered by the 
XXVITI—120 
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minority instead of the bill that is offered by the majority; but I 
say we ought to have some legislation, andif the House is unwilling 
to accept the substitute, then { shall vote for the bill offered by 
the majority. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 


: I move to amend section 1 of the bill by 
adding: 


Provided, Thatall lands patented or certified to any State, corporation, or 
individual, under the rulings or constructions of law of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, or the Secretary of the Interior, at the time of the 
issuance of said patents or certificates, and when no fraud has been com- 
mitted by the agent of the State or corporation or by the individual, shall be 
excepted from the operation of the provisions of this act as to extension of 
time and bringing of suits, and of the act approved March 3, 1887, entitled 
“An act to provide for the adjustment of land grants made by Congress to 
aid in the construction of railroads, and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, 
and for other purposes.” 


Mr. Speaker, in the district in which I live there are at least 
200,000 acres of land granted to the State of Iowa, to aid in the 
construction of railroads, nearly forty years ago. This land grant 
was adjusted and the certification made in 1859. Thirty-seven 
years have elapsed since the corporation taking under this grant 
from the State became the owner of these lands. Every acre of 
this land was sold many years ago, and is now in the hands of 
settlers—of farmers. In my judgment this bill, notwithstanding 
the opinions that have been presented here by some gentlemen, 
does disturb this class and throws a cloud upon every one of these 
titles. 

It is true that there is a clause in this bill whereby at the end of 
litigation or by filing evidence of the title of the new holder he 
may not be seriously disturbed. But no one of all those settlers 
knows what particular tract of land will be selected by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior under the act of 1857 as the subject of litiga- 
tion. Every man’s land is clouded with the thought, with the 
certainty, that the Secretary of the Interior may institute a suit 
against him. He may be conscious of his ability to defend him- 
self, but he does not want to go to a Federal court, possibly 100 or 
more miles away, into a community in which he is a stranger, 
and there make his defense. He can not do it without incurring 
expense. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is a matter of importance. Only a 
week ago one of my clients wrote to me that, under the act of 
1887, although he had his certificate, his duplicate—which under 
the laws of the State of Iowa is all the evidence of title that he 
needs—although he has held that for more than forty years, he 
has recently been notified by the Department that under the read- 
justment of that Department, going over the old entries, they have 
discovered that his land was within the limits of a railroad, and 
was double-minimum rather than single-minimum land. On 
those lands he had located a Mexican land warrant, paying the 
difference for the fractional quarter. He was notified of the 
annulment of his patent, and required to pay the additional sum 
that would make the aggregate of the double-minimum price, 
after forty years. I say that is not right, and that there ought to 
be a statute of limitations that would be a bar against the Gov- 
ernment as against individuals. 

There is }0 reason why the officers may be negligent for forty 
years and then at the end of that time come upon a purchaser, as 
in this case, not the original purchaser, and require the new owner 
to make this payment. The other man is dead and gone long ago 
and his estate has been settled, so there is no possible redress for 
the present holder. It is not right or proper. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRar], ina speech that he 


| made to this House the other day, told the House that the statute 


of 1887—to be continued in its operation by this act—was a statute 
for the recovery of lands fraudulently obtained from the Govern- 
ment. I have taken occasion to make inquiry, and I find that in 
all of the adjustments in every case where the company has been 
required, under the provisions of the act of 1887, to make recon- 
vera in not a single instance has there been an allegation of 
fraud. 

These cases do not arise even from any mistake of fact. There 
is neither mistake of fact nor fraud involved in this. They grow 
out of the changes of construction by the officers to-day differing 
from ‘those of the officers of twenty, thirty, or forty years ago. 
For instances, years ago the Department held that in case of a 
fraudulent preemption, or where a preemption had been aban- 
doned, the preemption entry did not serve to extract the land from 
the operation of the donating statutes. Under that, in cases of 
that kind, where the preemption filing had been made, but aban- 
doned, or shown in contest to be fraudulent, the lands were certi- 
fied to the State, and from the State of Iowa to the railway com- 
par The Department has recently changed that ruling. per- 

aps under a late decision of the Supreme Court, which holds 
that that kind of an entry did serve the office of extracting those 
particular lands from the operation of the granting statute. 

Although these lands were long ago certified to the company, 
although they have sold them, now they require the company te 
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reconvey the lands conveyed to them ago, which requires the 
holder of those lands to show that he is at present a bona fide 
holder in order to prevent the institution of suits against him, and 
in failure of that, requires him to go to a distant court to make de- 
fense to show that he is a bona fide holder. I do not believe that 
there is any justice in that. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRag] the other day said 
in his speech to the House that these certi were a mere 
matter of form (substantially he said that), prepared often by the 
railroad com ; that their office was simply to serve as no- 
tice that those particular lands were claimed by the railway com- 
pany as lying within the grant. The tleman was inly 
mistaken. is form of patent, this method of certification, was 
authorized by the statute of 1854. They take the place of patents 
in land grants. The Federal courts have held that they serve 
every purpose of patents, and of all the grants that have been 
made to the State of Iowaor to tne railroad companies within that 
State not one acre is to-day held under any o muniment of 
title than such a certificate as the gentlemen told us the other day 
was a mere formal something intended to serve the purpose of 
notice. 

They were authorized by the statute of 1854. At the time of 
some of the earlier grants his own State was one of the grantees 
under the act of 1849 of the swamp lands lying within her borders, 
and the State of Illinois was a grantee under that act to aidin the 
construction of the Illinois Central Railway. It makes them mu- 
niments of title. It was found to be an impossibility almost for 
the old form to be observed and for patents in each individual case 
to beissued. It was an almost interminable work, and then the 
act of 1854 was passed, and it has all the effect, so far as taking its 
title from the Government is concerned, of the most formal patent 
that ever was issued in the world. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these lands are patented and have been oc- 
cupied for thirty or forty years. Thereis noreasonor justice why 
repose should not be given by statute to all of these titles. If we 
simply allow time to pass, repose will be given to every one of them 
on the 3d day of next March, and no one of these settlers can 
be disturbed. In some of the proposed suits, I learned from the 
district attorney of the district in which I live, it will be necessary 
in carrying out the visions of the act of 1887 to make 2,000 
people defendants to these suits. Twothousand people! Inthese 
particular cases, when it is all done, what boots it to the Govern- 
ment? It is a conflict between the beneficiaries of two ts. 

The Government granted land to the State for ae d pur- 
poses, and the eon etee land to the State for railroad 
purposes. There was a conflict between the company and certain 
counties, who werein their turn grantees, as to who was the owner. 
These disputes were all com twenty or twenty-five years ago 
by compromises and concessjons, the one or the other party quit- 

iming as to the other. e Government has no title of an 
kind. It is a conflict that they are proposing to carry on wit 
reference to grants, and when this is all settled, at an expense of 
infinite litigation, not an acre goes to the Government. Why, 
then, should we not give repose in this class of cases? 

In another instance that I am familiar with, Mr. Speaker, in 
your own State [Mr. Mercer in the chair], there was a grant to 
a company when practically, by an error or an oversight on the 
part of the officers of the United States, the lands lying on the line 
on either side of the file plat of the road were not withdrawn from 
market for a considerable period. Settlers camein and took these 
lands. Later, when the railroad was constructed, it was found 
that there was not within the limits of the grant a sufficient 
quantity to meet the pu of the grant. The De ent 
held that lieu lands might be given—lands in another locality— 
and the company was ————. to go away beyond its grant to 
lands that did not have the benefit of the construction of this road 
and take 201,000 acres, and one block of 10,000 acres of it they sold 
for $2,500—25 cents an acre; but they took these lands under the 
then ruling of the Department. 

Under the advice of the law officers of the Department, subse- 
quently the Department changed its view. When this was done 
men of eminence held the tion. The lists were not made by 
railroad attorneys. Some of the lists of which I am speaking bore 
the signature of Thomas A. Hendricks, the then Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. He was not a man who transacted his 
business in the loose way characterized by the gentl>man from 
Arkansas. He was certainly mistaken in the statement that he 
made that that ruling was to until quite recently. Then 
they changed the ruling and held that lands must be taken within 
the prescribed limits or else the entries and selections were void. 
Now, one of the suits ordered is to recover the title of these lands 
taken in lieu of those that the gy Br through the failure 
of the Federal officers to withdraw nds from market. 

I am not prepared to say that successful tests might not have 
been made, but they el to take the other course and leave the 
settlers in quiet occupation. Now, sir, these lands in turn are 
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settled. They are not in the hands of corporations, and if })\ 
amendment is adopted, every recovery can be had except in ca. 
where the mistake has occurred—if it is a mistake, for I want 

say to gentlemen that any lawyer will agree that these are ¢]}.\., 
questions about which men may well differ, though the party jy 
power has said otherwise. , 

Every acre, I say, will be recovered where a mistake of law. 
of fact, a misconstruction of law, an improper ruling, has | 
made by the officers of the Government, and, in addition to th..;. 
where no fraud appears. If there is fraud, notwithstandiny ¢),, 
fact that the error was that of the representatives of the ().,. 
ernment, recovery may be had. Now, if there is no question 9 
fact; if there is no fraud; if there is no right save that which is 
grounded in a charge of ruling or construction, I submit that 
there is no such equity, no such justice, no such condition of »; 
fairs as to justify either the remarks made by the gentleman f)))) 
Arkansas [Mr. McRag] the other day or the demands that aro 
made by the provisions of this bill. hope that the amendment 
which I have offered may prevail. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. S$ er, this bill, in every line of it, from the 
ny to the end, was drawn with special reference to the }), 
tection of the rights of bona fide purchasers. As to the instances 
that my colleague cites as having occurred in Nebraska, | pro- 
pose at the proper time to offer an amendment which I think wil] 
cover the points he has in mind. [I will send the amendment to 
the Clerk’s desk to be read as a part of my remarks, so that it may 
appear in the REcorp for the information of members. 

e amendment was read, as follows: 


Add at the end ofsection 1: “Provided, That no suit shall be brought or main 
nor shall recovery be had for lands or the value thereof, that 8 
certified or patented in lieu of other lands covered by a grant which wera 
lost or re uished by the tee in consequence of the failure of the U 
ernment or officers to withdraw the same from sale or entry.” 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I hope my colleague will not 
offer that until a vote has been had on my amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. I do not propose to offer it at thistime. Let ine 
now briefly call the attention of the House to a difficulty in rela- 
tion to one of the points embraced in the amendment of my ol- 
league, which is this: Hisamendment provides that where patents 
have been erroneously issued without fraud they shall be « 
firmed. Now, these patents were erroneously issued frequently 
by the mistake in law or fact of a twelve-hundred-dollar cler<, 
and subsequently the Supreme Court of the United States decided 
that they were issued through mistake in the construction of the 
law. Evidently, if any of the lands thus patented to the company, 
which it does not own and ought not to have, arestill held by ile 
company, they ought to be reconveyed. 

This bill protects the title where the lands have been sold, but 
ifany of those lands are stillin the hands of the company there is 
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no reason why the patentee should not give them back if ‘ley 
have been erroneously patented, even though there was no trav 
whatever. The amendment I have suggested will protect | 
interest of the settlers on these lands and at the same time it will 
leave the Government the privilege of acquiring again the titles 
to unsold lands that were erroneously patented. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that the gon- 
eral debate is closed, or that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Iowa could be considered at this time. I understand it has 
only been read for information. 

Mr. LACEY. It has only been read for information. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, repor!od 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill ({1. |v. 
1676) to cha and fix the time for holding the district and cir- 
cuit courts of the United States for the northern division of (lo 
eastern district of Tennessee; when the Speaker signed the sai. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 

ourn. 
he motion wasagreed to; and the Houseaccordingly (at 4 o'clock 
and 52 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, the following executive comm'- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred «s 
follows: . 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, tran 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the cases“ 
William T. Takes against The United States, and S. M. Wea, 
administrator of Jonathan Summers, deceased, against The Uni 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 19 


printed. 
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A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for the purpose of con- 
ducting negotiations with certain Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian Atfairs, and ordered to be printed. P 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a com- 
munication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relative to 
the use of certain unexpended balances of appropriations for 
Northern Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

By Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4454) to authorize 
the admission into the Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers of 
veterans of the war of 1812 and of the Mexican war who subse- 

uently entered the service of the Confederate States, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 422); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

By Mr. CHICKERING, from the Committee on Railways and 
Canals, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 34) for 
ascertaining the feasibility and probable cost of constructing a 
ship canal from the Great Lakes to the navigable waters of the 
Hudson River, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 423); which said billand report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6246) to 
provide topographic surveys and mark elevations on the aridlands, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 424); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 5217) 
making one year’s residence in a Territory a prerequisite to obtain- 
ing a divorce there, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 428) ; which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 


—— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
oa for the relief of Mrs. Julia A. Humphries. (Report 

0. 408.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
* (H.R. 2735) for the relief of Enoch Davis. Ueeuens No. 409.) 

By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on War Claims: The 
bill (H. R. 4424) to correct the military record of George I. Spang- 
ler. (Report No. 411.) 

By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 5127) for the relief of Abraham O. Waucop. (Re- 
port No. 413.) 

By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 2787) for the relief of Peter F. Kendall. (Report No. 414.) 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 1584) for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others. (Re- 
port No. 416.) 

By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
5. 58) for the relief of John S. Neeb, jr. (Report No. 417.) 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 467) for the relief of Samuel McKee. (Report No. 418.) 

By Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 4842) for the relief of T. J. Pitzer. (Report No. 419.) 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 2815) for the relief of William Lock and James H. Tinsley. 
(Report No. 421.) 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
m 2944) for the relief of William B. Caldwell. (Report No. 

). 


By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 959) for the relief of Alexander Moffitt. (Report No. 426.) 
By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 1980) for the relief Edwin F. Mathews. (Report No. 427.) 
By Mr. AVERY, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 1614) for the relief of Mary H. Noonan. (Report No. 429.) 
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ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on War Claims: The 
bill (H. R. 772) for the relief of H.C. Armistead. (Report No. 410.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, res lutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. TOWNE: -4 bill (H. R. 6250) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Mississippi River, in the county of Ait- 
kin, State of Minnesota—to the Committee on In‘erstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 6251) to divide the 
district of Nebraska into two divisions, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 6252) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Rome, in the State of New York—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6253) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Little Falls, in the 
State of New York—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 6254) to provide for the erection 
of a monument to Abraham Lincoln—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

3y Mr. GROW: A bill (H. R. 6255) to aid in establishing homes 
in the States and Territories for teaching articulate speech and 
vocal language to deaf children before they are of school age—to 
the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A biil (H. R. 6256) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to furnish to George F. Fuller 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Manistique, Mich., a con- 
demned cannon—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 6257) for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Yonkers, N. Y.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R. €258) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of War to donate four pieces of condemned 
cannon and four pyramids of coiudemned cannon balls to the 
Grant County Union Soldiers’ Monument and Memorial Associa- 
tion of Wisconsin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 6259) to expedite the delivery 
of imported parcels and packages not exceeding $500 in value—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 6260) to provide compensa- 
tion for a bridge and for buildings and other improvements con- 
structed by certain persons upon public lands afterwards set apart 
and reserved as the Yellowstone National Park—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. TAFT (by request): A bill (H. R.6261) to amend sec- 
tion 1791, Revised Statutes, United States—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 6262) toestablish a farm- 
ers’ market in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WOOMER: A bill (H. R. 6263) to provide for the eree- 
tion of a public building at Lebanon, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bili (H. R. 6264) to further define the 
duties of the Federal courts concerning contempts and punish- 
ments therefor—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6265) to provide for the assessment, by jury, 
of the punishment of persons found guilty of felony in courts of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 6266) making an appropriation 
for the improvement of Hot Springs Creek, in the city of Hot 
Springs, Ark.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 6305) creating an art commis- 
sion of the United States, and for other purposes—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 6306) granting 
right of way for an irrigating canal—to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 6303) to increase the effective 
strength of the United States Army—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 6304) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Tennessee River at Knoxville, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 6305) creating an art commission 
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of the United States, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 6306) granting 
right of way, etc., for an irrigating canal—to the Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. GROUT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy to deliver condemned cannon to Cham- 
berlain Post, Grand Army of the Republic, to be posted by the 
soldiers’ monument at St. Johnsbury, Vt.—to the Committee on 
Navai Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A joint resolution (H. Res. 
123) authorizing persons in the Navy and Marine Corps, when 

rving at sea, to make allotments of their pay—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A resolution (House Res. No. 172) request- 
ing of the Secretary of the Treasury a detailed statement in regard to 
blanks for nickels and — used at mint in Philadelphia, Pa., 
since April, 1890—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A resolution (House Res. No. 
174) directing the Secretary of War to inquire as to the present con- 
dition of the Sacramento River and estimate the cost of such im- 
provements as may be necessary to restore said river to its natural 
channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KERR: A memorial of the general assembly of the State 
of Ohio relative to the singling out of wool for the free list—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a memorial of the a assembly of the State of Ohio 
concerning the election of United States Senators by a direct vote 
of the people of each State—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. AYTON: A memorial of the general assembly of Ohio 
relating to the tariff on wools and woolen goods—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A memorial of the legislature of Massachu- 
setts relative to the navigation of the Connecticut River—-to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


_——— 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATWOOD: A bill (H. R. 6267) to remove the charge of 
= from Charles Ambsler—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6268) to increase the pension of William N. 
Wells—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 6269) for the relief of James M. 
Blackburn, of Covington, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 6270) to correct the military 
record of Exeum Cook—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 6271) granting a pension 
to Lyndon J. Cole, late a first lieutenant of Company G, Twenty- 
fourth New York Volunteer Cavalry—to the Commitiee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 6272) to remove the charge of desertion from 
Francis W. Osterhout, Company F, Sixteenth United States In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (Al. R. 6273) to remove the charge of desertion from 
James W. Penny, alias Frederick Stanley, Company F, Second 
Soom United States Infantry—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

o Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6274) for the relief of 
Arthur F. Weaver, of Scotland County, Mo.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOKE of Illinois (by ene, : A bill (H. R. 6275) to 
extend the patent granted to Richard 8. Rhodes for an improve- 
ment in audiphones—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6276) toauthorize the Postmaster-General to 
credit the account of James A. Sexton with the amount of funds 
stolen—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 6277) for the relief of N. F. 
Palmer, jr., & Co.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6278) to reimburse the mayor, aldermen, and 
commonalty of the city of New York for moneys expended for the 
United Statesin raising, equipping, supplying, and arming militia 
and volunteer forces, and in other ways to aid in suppressing the 
rebellion—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 6279) graating = pension to 
Olive H. South, of Jackson, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6280) granting a pension to William J. Car- 
rell, of Pine Grove, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6281) for the relief of Ammon McLaughlin— 

the Committee on War Claims, 
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By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 6282) to increase the pension of 
Alexander McBride—to the Commnittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H.R. 6283) granting a pensi, 
Elizabeth Watts Kearny, daughter of the late Philip Kearny .),).,;,,». 
general, United States Army—to the Committee on Invalid |)... 
sions. 

By Mr. NEILL: A bill (H.R. 6284) to pay the estate of A, 
Irons, deceased, for beef cattle furnished United States Ar», 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 6285) for the relief of \W. p. 
Horner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 6285) to correct the milit yyy 
record of John Gifford—to the Committee on Military Affairs, ~ 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 6287) granting a pension to 
Francis Sternberg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6288) for the relief of Mary E. Brady—ty the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6289) for the relief of Lemuel Tann 
Lafourche Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6290) for the relief of Dr. Joseph H. Pu+)— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 6291) granting a pension 
to Indiana Christie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to 


By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 6292) for the relief of 
Thomas M. Emerson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 6293) to increase the pension 
of Peter Rafferty—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 6294) granting a pension 


to Samuel D. Gilman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6295) granting apension to Mary J. Fu - 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 6296) for the relief of H. \W, 
Rookwood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6297) granting a pension to Mary Van Wor- 
mer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6298) to correct the 
military record of Charles K. Jenree, etc.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 6299) to complet: the 
ry se record of Matthew Wilson—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 6300) to amend the militar 
record of George W. Allen—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 6301) grant- 
ing an honorable discharge to Michael Monahan—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

= Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 6302) for the relief of William 
fai uckley, of Camba, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 


<4 


ta 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: . 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolution of settlers, for corre- 
spondence and information as to the action of theSecretary of tli 
Interior relative to the Maxwell land grant—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of the Rhode Island Central Labor 
Union, in favor of the passage of the bill to regulate the man: 
of vessels on the Great Lakes—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill to correct 
the military record of Exeum M. Cook—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition to accompany Hous: |)!!! 
for the relief of Arthur F, Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of Oliver Levasseur and 65 others, of 
Portsmouth Township, Bay County, Mich.; also Birdsey Kniz'it 
and 69 others, of Monitor Township, Michigan, praying that |! 
import duty on chicory be restored, soas to foster a growing inius- 
— the State—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of merchants and tea dealers of 
New York City, protesting against the par:age of any bill impos- 
ing an import duty on tea—to the Committec on Ways and Mens. 

so, memorial of F. V. Morrison and 101 others, requesting 
that Congress authorize the Secretary of War to contract wit! 
Charles Stoughton and his associates for the entire work of con- 
structing a canal through the Harlem Kills, New York, 15 fet 
deep and 300 feet wide, for a sum not exceeding $1,450,000—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DENNY: Petition of citizens of Natchez, Miss., for the 
relief of book agentsof the Methodist Episcopal Church South—\o 
the Committee on War Claims, 
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By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of certain leaseholders of lands 
in Quapaw Indian Reservation, for relief against an order of the 
secretary of the Interior requiring new leases under bond—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. ; i 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of various church denominations 
of Plattsburg, Mo., for the relief of book agents of the Methodist 
Episco Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: Resolutions of the town 
council of Moultrieville, S. C., relative to protection of life-saving 
station on Sullivans Island from encroachment of the sea—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Resolutions of L. P. Plummer Post, No. 
50, Grand Army of the ons of Minneapolis, Minn., in favor 
of House bill No. 306—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Resolutions adopted by 
the Massachusetts Horticultural Society, advocating a new sys- 
tem of distributing seeds by the Agricultural Department—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. _ 

By Mr. HART: Petition of citizens of Northampton County, 
Pa., favoring the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of Charles F. Stuart and others, 
of Wickes, Mont., remonstrating against appropriating public 
moneys for sectarian purposes—to the Committee on the Ju- 


<~; * sae ; 
By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of 27 members of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Nashville, Chautauqua County, 
N. Y., remonstrating against the sale of liquor to immigrants—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of 27 members of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Nashville, Chautauqua County, N. Y., against the 
sale of beer at certain military posts—to the Committee on Mili- 


ry Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of 41 citizens of 
Alpine County, Cal., in favor of the recognition of the Cubans as 
entitled to belli erent rights—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Resolutions of J. B. Culver Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Duluth, Minn., indorsing the position of 
Senator C. K. Davis on the Monroe doctrine—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of L. A. Plummer Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Minneapolis, Minn., in favor of House bill No. 306, 
known as the Hainer bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of W. G. Burder and 26 others, also 
W. 38. Pendleton and 26 others, all citizens of Oklahoma, asking 
for the passage of the free-home bill—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. ; ; 

Also, evidence in support of a pension for Alexander McBride, 
of Rose Hill, lowa—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolutions of the board of directors of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, asking for sufficient appro- 
priation to complete the harbor of refuge in Milwaukee Bay—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6215, re- 
lating to the pension claim of Ambrose D. Manion—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6217, in behalf of a 

nsion to William L. Chamberlin—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 6214, for a pension to 
Robert L. Akridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of Col. J. 8. Fish 
and others, of the Rockcastle and Lincoln County Home Guards, in 
Kentucky, asking that they may be placed on an equal footing as 
regards pay, pensions, and benefits, for services during the rebel- 
lion, as other volunteers in the Union Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ¥ 

Also, resolution of ministers and others of Danville, Ky., re- 
garding bill for the relief of book agents of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Memorial asking for the passage of House 
bill No. 8618—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER: Petition of the New Orleans Cotton Ex- 
change, accompanied by papers, asking for an amendment of the 
Harter Act, entitled ‘‘An act relating to navigation of vessels, 
bills of lading, and to certain obligations, duties, and rights in 
connection with carriage of property ”"—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: Petition of soidiers and sailors in the 
Union Army during the rebellion, residing at Eureka, Nev., ask- 
ing for the of the service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. f 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition and papers to accompany House bill 
No. 6222, for an increase of pension to Czar Dunning, of Palmyra, 
N. Y.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 

By Mr. PERKINS: Remonstrance of 32 citizens of Monona 
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County, Iowa, against the passage of House bill No. 5737, granting 
to the town of Onawa for public uses a certain lake known as Blue 
Lake—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PITNEY: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Madison, N. J., consisting of 40 members, in favor 
of the passage of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
New Jersey, 7,000 members, favoring a Sunday-rest law for the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of B. P. Gilleland, Henry Bon- 
ner, and others, of Fayetteville, Tenn., in favor of a service-pension 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Thomas Emerson, praying that his claim for 
property taken by the Army during the late war be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Resolution of Post No. 2, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill pensioning soldiers who were confined 
in Confederate prisons during the civil war, 1861 to 1865—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Peace Association of Friends of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., to the President and Congress of the United States, on 
the attitude of Congress relative to the Monroe doctrine—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition af Rev. Joseph Vance, pastor, and 300 members 
of the Second Presbyterian Church, Chester, Pa., in regard to 
Sunday rest and compulsory education—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Rev. Joseph Vance, pastor, and 300 members of 
the Second Presbyterian Church of Chester, Pa., with regard to 
age-of-consent law and divorce laws in the Territories and the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, memorial of J. W. Perkins, F. A. Weer, and 67 other citi- 
zens of Delaware County, Pa.; also, of Arthur G. Ash, S.S. Wells, 
and 78 other citizens of Chester County, Pa.; also, of Harry M. 
Zook, W. H. Broschard, and 114 other citizens of Downington, 
Pa., in favor of the passage of theStone bill, restricting immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of 300 members of the Second Presbyterian Church 
of Chester, Pa., asking for the passage of the Erdman bill, pro- 
viding for industrial arbitration, and the Phillips bill, providing 
for a labor commission—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of 300,000 members of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, remonstrating against the introduction of mil- 
itary education in the public schools of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

Also, resolutions unanimously passed by a farmers’ institute 
at Kennet Square, Chester County, Pa., second month, thirteenth 
day, condemning the action of J. Sterling Morton, Secretary of 
Agriculture, for his high-handed, arbitrary, and illegal refusal to 
carry out an act of Congress distributing seeds, etc., to farmers— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolutions of Post No. 2, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, favoring the pas- 
sage of a bill pensioning soldiers and sailors confined in rebel 
prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS (by request): Recommendation of the mem- 
bers of the Massachusetts Horticultural Society, that the present 
method of and appropriation for the distribution of seeds be abol- 
ished—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TAFT: Memorial of Encampment No. 123, Union Vet- 
eran Legion, against a change in the grouping of the stars on the 
national flag—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6234, to 
grant a pension to J. R. Pack—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6231, in support of a 
pension to Jonathan Hess—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6230, favoring a 
sion to Tim Clifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper in support of House bill No. 2747, to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of John R. Killings- 
worth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to Mary 
Vanwormer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper in support of House bill granting a pension to W. S. 
Riggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of H. W. 
Rookwood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of Allen R. Thompson and 35 other 
citizens of New Buffalo, Pa.; also, of A. W. Beard and 125 others, 
of Middletown, Pa., in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 


pen- 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 19, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minsurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


POST-OFFICE MAIL BAG REPAIR DIVISION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in further response to 
a resolution of the 5th instant relative to the mail bag repair shop 
of the Post-Office Department, an abstract from the rolls for the 
first fifteen days of February, 1896; which was read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the letter be printed and lie on 
the table. The Senator from South Dakota (Mr. KYLE], who is 
interested especially in this matter, is not present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to say, without detaining the Senate, that 
I have been requested by some of the employees of the mail bag 
pee shop to state that the foreman, Mr. Cullen, and Mr. Tyler. 
who have been somewhat implicated in thestatements and charges 
heretofore made or implied, are, in the opinion and judgment of 
these employees, both capable and efficient men and entirely in- 
nocent of any charges of neglect or improper conduct. I know 
both of these persons, and I regard them both as men of character 
and integrity, and as capable officers in every respect, considerate 
of the employees and their interest and that of the Government. 
I desire to make that statement in this connection. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented sundry petitions of citizens 
of Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of Senate bill 
No. 1886, or some similar measure, requiring the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway Company to adopt rapid transit on its 
lines, and remonstrating against the extension of the tracks of 
that company until its existing lines are modernly equipped and 
operated; which were refe to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a concurrent resolution of the legisla- 
ture of the State of New Jersey, relative to the of a bill to 
establish a military and national park upon the Palisades of the 
Hudson; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution. Relative to the passage of a bill by Congress to estab- 
lish a military and national park upon the Palisades of the Hudson. 


Whereas a bill has been introduced and is now pending in the House of Re 
resentatives, known as House bill 2187, toestablish a military and national par 
on the Palisades of the Hudson: Therefore 

¢ t the senate (the house of assembly concurring), That the Sen- 
rom New Jersey 
passage 


Be it resoived by 
ators of the United States and tatives in 
reapemredy requested to use their influence for and to urge the 
said bill. 


be 
of 

2. And be it resolved, That a copy of this resolution, duly certified by the 
president of the senate and speaker of the house, be sent to each of the Sen- 
ators and Represeatatives in Congress from teow eeaeey 


Presiden he 
LOUIS T. DEROUSSE, 
Speaker of the House. 
Adopted by both houses of the legislature February 3, 1896. 


Mr. PEFFER presented resolutions peeeeed at a meeting of 
Kansas people residing in Oklahoma Territory, signed by T. N. 
Athey, local secretary, Blackwell, Okla., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to relieve them in the matter of free homes, 
etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Tescott, Kans., through its officers, praying for 
the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the representatives of the Reli- 
gious Society of Friends for Pennsyl , New Jersey, and Dela- 
ware to the ident and engress of the United States, praying 

for corresponding action on the dispute between Great Britain 
a and Venezuela; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
oq Mr. CHILTON presented the petition of N. W. Finley and sun- 
dry other citizens of Dallas, Tex., praying for the enactment of 
legislation for the relief of the book agents of the Methodist Epis- 
cot Church South; which was referred to the Committee on 
aims, 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of 61 citizens of Newton, New- 
ton Center, and Boston, all in the State of Massachusetts, pra 
for the of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agri- 
cultural staples by an export bounty, in order to equalize the 
benefits and burdens of the protection system; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

J. Edwards and 


Mr. WARREN nted the petition of H 
Chavena, Wir ., soldiers of the late war; and 








67 other citizens 
a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted by William Nelson 
Post, No. 97, Grand Army of the Repu ent of Colo- 
rado and Wyoming, of Douglas, Wyo., praying or the enactment 
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of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Committe 
Pensions. 

Mr. SQUIRE. _I present a petition of citizens of St. August 
Fla., recommending the passage of the bill (S. 1159) to proy 
for fortifications and other seacoast defenses. This petitic) | 
handed to the Senator from Florida nearest me [Mr. Pasco}, 
stated that it is signed by influential and responsible people 1 
senting the business interests of that part of the State of Flo 
but he declined to present the petition himself, because h 
he regarded it in some sense as a compliment to me as the in 
ducer of the bill, the petition having been sent to me. 

The petition sets forth that, ‘‘in view of the great comn 
interests centering in our seacoast cities and of their pres 
fenseless condition,” the bill for the defense of our harbo: 
seaports should receive attention at the hands of Congres; 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on ( 
Defenses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented a petition of the common council of J.) »- 
den, Wash., praying for the speedy construction of the Nica: : 
Canal; which was referred to the Select Committee on the ( 
struction of the Nicaragua Canal. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Tac 
Wash., remonstrating against the appropriation of public n 
for sectarian institutions; which was volersed to the Commit 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Klickitat 
County, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
agricultural staples by an export bounty; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the National Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, remonstrating against the introdic- 
tion of military instruction in the public schools; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Farmers’ Instituia 
of Kennett Square, Pa., favoring the step taken by Secretary 
ton in refusing to distribute seed at public expense; which wers 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GEAR presented the petition of Rufus L. B. Clarke, a citi- 
zen of the United States, praying the Senate to investigate the 
matter of his removal from the office of examiner in chief of tho 
Patent Office, and remonstrating against the power of the Presi- 
dent to make such removal; which, with the accompanying pajr, 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of John Leezer and 306 other cit- 
izens of Keokuk, Iowa, praying for the adoption of a constitu- 
tional amendment prohibiting the appropriation of money by the 
Government or by the respective States to aid any church or 
religious denomination; which was referred to the Committee on 
the J ert. 

Mr. BATE presented sundry petitions of citizens of Tennessee 
and sundry petitions of citizens of Georgia, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation for the relief of the book agents of the Methio- 
dist Episcopal Church South; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of North Carolina, praying for the enactment 
of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Bladen County Alliance, of Elizabethtown, N. C., exp: 
ing sympathy with Cuba and indorsing the Monroe doctri: 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Francis Adams, president, 
Edward F. Slafter, and Albert Bushnell Hart, a committee of 
the Massachusetts Historical ey at dan that a sufficient ap- 
propriation be made to enable the Secretary of State to prepare 
the records and papers of the Continental Congress for early pu! 
lication as a national document; which was referred to the Cvi- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of Rev. T. W. Moore, D. 1)., 
and 19 other citizens of Quincy, Fila., praying for the enactmit 
of legislation for the relief of the book agents of the Method't 
Episcopal Church South for the use, consumption, and destruc- 
tion of the property of that corporation by and under the authority 
of the Uni Btates during the late war; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rus- 
sellville, Ky., praying for the enactment of legislation for the r 
lief of the boo! agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church Sout); 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted at a meeting of the Commandery of Wisconsin, Military 
Order of the Loyal ion of the United States, praying for the 
passage of the bill to establish a military park to commemorate 
the comapelgn, siege, and defense of Vicksburg; which was referred 
to the ittee on Military Affairs. 
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ORDER OF PETITIONS. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I hold in my hand several hundred 
petitions which have been sent tome from various parts of the coun- 
try, and eoealy from the State of New York. They have accu- 
mulated during the past tendays. They relate principally to the 
question, the important question, of the sale of beer on Ellis Island. 

Ellis Island, as the Senate well knows, is where the immigrants 
land on coming to this country. The persons engaged in this 
movement have been very industrious and have prepared printed 
petitions which have been circulated all over the country. I de- 
sire simply to read one of the petitions: 

Petition to the United States Senate and House of Representatives. 

Your petitioners, citizens of the State of New York and representatives of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, realizing the demoralizing effect 
which the sale of beer has upon immigrants landing at Ellis Island, and be 
lieving the payment of $10,500 annually into the United States Treasury for 


the privilege of such sale to be a stigma upon our National Government, ete. | paper signed by the citizens or subject 


And the petitioners request the passage of a measure that will | 


prohibit the sale of beer at EllisIsland. There is another petition 


says simply that the sale at Bedloes Island ‘‘is a source of serious 
injury to the men stationed there.” 


immigrants landing at Ellis Island can be of very great injury to 
the temperance cause or can seriously affect the health or lives of 
the immigrants who land there. On the contrary, I am disposed 
to think that a glass of beer would be very welcome to the immi- 
grants upon their landing in this country. 

The vast effort made by well-meaning, but misguided people in 
endeavoring to flood Congress with these petitions shows the 
crusade, the extreme Puritanism, or the extreme Rooseveltism, if 
I might use that term, that is in progress in the State of New 
York and in the country. 

Not only that, but I have also received from various parts of 
my State divers petitions from various societies asking that Con- 
gress should pass a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; 
and some of the petitioners state that they desire to have Congress 

ss a law for the District of Columbia that is equal to the most 
efficient State Sunday law anywherein thecountry. It is difficult 
for me to see exactly how the people of my State are particularly 
interested in a Sunday law for the District of Columbia. unless 
possibly it may be to affect or regulate the conduct of their Sena- 
tors and Members of Congress. 

Of course the people throughout the country have a right to 
petition Congress on any subject. The right of petition I would 
carefully preserve and guard. Yet weall know that in these days 
of newspapers and telegraphs and other improvements petitions 


about the only way the peoplecould manifest public sentiment and 
uaint Congress with their desires was by petitions. 

Tl veniane the assertion that very soon after these petitions are 

received they are quietly packed away and but little attention is 

paid to them, That must necessarily be so. 


possib. 


Mr. ALLEN. , 1 did not make that suggestion; I suggested 


that possibly they might go to the junk dealer in violation of the | 


spirit of the law. 

Mr. HILL. The spirit of the law requires these petitions to be 
presented, read, acted upon, and disposed of. 

Mr. President, I am disposed of course under the present rules 


the attention of the Senate to them as heretofore. 
mania for the presentation of petitions has broken out especially 
upon the temperance subject. I find that among these petitions 
sent to me there is one which recites that the sale of cider, espe- 


cially in the villages and towns, is a source of great harm to the | 
community, and the petitioners want the sale of cider prohibited. | 
But I discover that the petition, which comes in a folder addressed 


to Co 8s, is a part of the crusade in my State and is addressed 


to the legislature of the State, so carelessly is this whole business | luti tes. | 
| War for certain information in relation to the harbor at Mani- 
| towoc, in the State of Wisconsin. 


conducted. 

I will inflict upon the Secretary of this body this immense num- 
ber of setitions but I think that we ought to be relieved from their 
presentation each aaoaaing. The morning hour is very much 
crowded, the morning two hours, and if we could relieve this time 


from the presentation of petitions it strikes me it would expedite | 
| for holding the district and circuit courts of the United States 


eng business. I think we might well follow the precedent which 
been set in various parts of the country in doing away with 
the public presentation of petitions. The Constitution will stand; 
the Government of our fathers will not be injured by it. Ina 
large number of the legislatures of the States it has been done 
away with, and boxes are provided for the receipt of the petitions. 
I would still have them entered upon the Journal, but I wouldallow 
Senators, if they see fit, to present them to the Secretary quietly 
each day of the session, and then they could thereafter be properly 
entered. The House of Representatives has such a rule. The 


. 


| in the Senate, and toleave 


upon the same subject, printed in a little different form, which 


| of course, that it will lie on the table. 
Mr. President, I can not very well see how the sale of beer to | 





My friend upon my | 

right [Mr. ALLEN] suggests that they go to the junk dealer; and | 

in that ~— they may relieve the wants of our Treasury. | 
° 
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legislature in my own State has such a rule; and in a large num- 
ber of legislatures throughout the country the old practice of 
formally rising and presenting petitions, which are never thereafter 
heard of or very seriously considered, has been done away with. 

In the presentation of these petitions this morning, and in con- 
nection with this subject, I give a notice which I send tothe desk 
and ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the notice. 

The Secretary read as follows: : 

Senator HILL gives notice that at some future 
subdivision 4 of Rule Vii of the Senate so 

“4. Every petition or memorial shall! 


e to amend 


norial- 


| ist, and have indorsed thereon a bri nt of its contents, and shall be 
| presented and referred without debs i t 


ay be 
sume, 
r me- 

ORD, 
r other 


ived, 


delivered to the Secretary with the l 
and the disposition to be made indorsed thereon; 
morial shall be entered in the Journal and in the CONGRESSIONAI 
the same asif presented from the floor. But no petition or memorial 
i + of a foreign 

, same be transmitted to the Senate by t } 

he purpose of such amendment is to facilitate the transaction of | 


; when such pet 


unless the 


” siness 
it optional with each Senator whether he will pre- 
sent petitions and memorials in open Senate or to the S tary 
Mr. HILL. Iask simply that that be presented, and I assume, 
The only change which it 
makes in the existing rule is that Senators may still continue to 
present petitions, if they desire to do so, in open session, but it per- 
mits any other Senator who prefers to do so to hand the same 
quietly to the Secretary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire the attention of the Senator from 
New York fora moment. I understand the fact to be, and that 
the petitions he now presents assume the fact to be, that no spir- 
ituous liquors, nothing but malt liquors, are sold or used at Ellis 
Island. 

Mr. HILL. The petition seems to assume that other liquors are 
sold. While it only speaks of the sale of beer, yet at the conclu- 
sion of the petition the petitioners ask that not only beer shall be 
prohibited from being sold, but all other liquors. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask the Senator, as he has called publie 
attention to this subject in this emphatic way, whether he does 
not understand it to be the fact that at the immigrant station at 


| Ellis Island there are sold no spirituous liquors whatever; nothing 


but beer? 

Mr. HILL. I had assumed so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think that is the fact, and it should be 
known; and that there is no more quiet or orderly place in the 
country than Ellis Island as it is now conducted as an immigrant 


| station. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions presented by the Sen- 


| ator from New York will be appropriately referred. 
are not of that great value practically that they used to be, when | 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 259) granting to the Columbia and Red Mountain Rail- 
way Company a right of way through the Colville Indian Reser- 
vation, in the State of Washington, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 879) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to grant to the Gaines- 
ville, McAlester and St. Louis Railroad Company a right of way 
through the Indian Territory,” with an amendment; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 


| following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
of the Senate to present these petitions, as I received them, calling | 
However, this | 
| Taylor from December 2, 1864; 


concurrence of the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. 1889) granting an honorable discharge to F. L. 


A bill (H. R. 5286) providing for disposal of lands lying within 
the Fort Klamath Hay Reservation, not included in the Klamath 
Indian Reservation, in Oregon; 

A bill (H. R. 5382) to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott 
and Memphis Railroad Company to extend its line of railroad 
into the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 121) calling upon the Secretary of 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 1676) to change and fix the time 


for the northern divisicr of the eastern district of Tennessee. 
MANITOWOC HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask that the joint resolution call- 
ing upon the Secretary of War for information in regard to the 
harbor of Manitowoc may be laid before the Senate. It is a con- 
current resolution under the law that was passed requiring both 
Houses to join in certain requests for information, and it merely 
asks for information. 
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before the Senate. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 121) calling upon the Secretary of 
War for certain information in relation to the harbor at Mani- 
towoc, in the State of Wisconsin, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HILL. Is that ajoint resolution or a concurrent resolution? 

Mr. VILAS. I understand that there isnow a necessity for both 
Houses of Congress, under a recent law, to concur in such a reso- 
lution. It is a joint resolution. 

Mr. FRYE. It must be a joint resolution under the law. 

Mr. VILLAS. It must be a joint resolution under the law in 
order to obtain the information. 

Mr. HILL. And the President must sign it? 

Mr. VILAS. The other House have asked for the information 
and were obliged to put their request in the form of a joint reso- 
lution, as I was informed by one of their members, who desired 
me to call it up here, 

Mr. HILL. And the President must sign it? 

Mr. HARRIS. Necessarily. 

Mr. VILAS. I suppose so. 

Mr. HILL. Of course if it is a statute, a joint resolution, that 
settles it. I rose to make the aay whether a concurrent reso- 
tution is not the proper measure. Then the President, of course, 
would have nothing whatever to do with it. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish this matter might vtand over until the close 
of the morning business. The Chair in his discretion may lay it 
before the Senate after the routine business is concluded. 

Mr. VILAS. I did not suppose that it would lead to one mo- 
ment’s objection or delay. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it go over until after the morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. If there are no further petitions or 
memorials, reports of committees are next in order, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (8.713) for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of Chauncey M. Lockwood, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a rt thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 584) for the relief of L. A. Davis, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 190) for the relief of J. M. Billings, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam directed by the Committee on Post-Of- 
fices and Post-Roads to report a bill, which I ask to be read twice 
and placed upon the Calendar with the accompanying report. As 
soon as the report is printed I give notice that I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to take it up at the earliest possible day. 

The bill (S. 2169) to regulate mail matter of the fourth class 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It appears that the custom has grown up in 
the different Departments of this Government of shipping as 
fourth-class mail matter, under a construction of the law which 
is not in my opinion tenable, all sorts of material. The Treasury 
Department ships great bundles of locks, electric motors, and 
other heavy ironware all over the country free, and it is charged 
to the Post-Office Department. The Interior Department ships 
roller desks and typewriters with their desks, which go all over 
the country free. The Coast and Geodetic Survey ships by mail 
as fourth-class matter tents and tent poles and the baggage of its 
members. All this great weight is carried in the mails of the 
country free, against the protest of the Post-Office Department, 
and is charged to the Post-Office Department and not to the De- 
partment which ships it. 

The abuse has grown to be so gross that additional men have 
to be employed at the leading post-offiees of the country to Laide 
the enormous and bulky freight, sometimes weighing from twelve 


to fourteen hundred pounds, which is turned in as fou.th-clasi: | 


mail matter and shipped for nothing. At times the rostal-car 
doors have to be taken out and widened in order that this stuff 
may be carried free at the expense of the Government. 

he amendment to the law which the committee has reported 
is to the effect that the matter emanating from the Department 
must be written or printed, so that all packages of material must 
be limited to 4 pounds in —— or must be written or printed 
matter emanating from the different Departments of the Govern- 
ment. 

As I said, I ask that the report and the appendix which accom- 
— may be printed, and I give notice that at the earliest possible 
day I shall call up the bill and ask the Senate to act upon it, for 
the sooner the abuse is corrected the better. 
we VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 


Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2146) to amend section 
4of the act approved March 2, 1895, being an act amendatory of 
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vorably,; with amendments, and moved its reference to the Cor. 
mittee on the Judiciary; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was ye- 
ferred the bill (S. 1722) to approve and ratify the construction «¢ 
a bridge across the Sulphur River, in the State of Arkansas. }\y 
the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company, reported jt 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred { 
bill (S. 1724) authorizing the Kansas City, Watkins and G 
Railway Company to construct and maintain a bridge across | 
Black River, in Louisiana, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
bill (S.1725) authorizing the Kansas City, Watkins and (uj? 
Railway Company to construct and maintain a bridge across |}, 
ee at the city of Alexandria, La., reported it with am 
ments. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 927) for the relief of Chester B. Sweet, of 
California, reported it without amendment, and submitted a ro- 
port thereon. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (5S. R. 76) authorizing 
Lieut. William McCarty Little to accept a decoration from the 
King of Spain, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. 278) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, 


re @ 


@ @ 


_— 


na 
nde 


heirs and children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 


(S. 482) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Sherwin, deceasid, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the }ill 
(8. 652) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix of the estate 
of James L. Day, deceased, repor it without amendment, and 


submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the draft of a resolution presented by Mr. CuLLom Feb- 
ruary 12, 1896, directing the Secretary of the Treasury to close up 
the sinking-fund account of the Pacific railroads, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (8.1119) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Peter Daly, reported it with an ameudment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. BACON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1211) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to contract for the purchase of a lot of land op- 
posite to the Gosport Navy-Yard, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 2170) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to grant temporary occupation of certain rooms 
in the United States building at Jefferson City, Mo., to the courts 
of Cole County, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and re 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2171) granting an increase of 
pension to Margaret D. Sharp; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2172) to authorize a reliquida- 
tion of certain entries of merchandise; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2173) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Susan Mellsop; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Coramittee on Pensions. 

Ke vaso introduced a bill (S. 2174) granting an increase of pen- 
sien ¢¢ Elizabeth D. Marthon; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S. 2175) granting a pension to 
James Loyd Young, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tle 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 2176) granting a pension to 
Thomas Pollock; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. ) 

He also introduced a bill (8. 2177) granting an increase of pcn- 
sion to Henry B. Conway; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 2178) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and for the erection of a public building thereon 
at Salt Lake City, the capital of the State of Utah, and at Ogden; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. a. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2179) regulating the disposi 
tion of lands granted in aid of the construction of what are knowD 
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as the subsidized or bond-aided railroads of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. ALLEN. In this connection, I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to withdraw a resolution upon this subject intro- 
duced by me on Monday last. __ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will be withdrawn. : 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2180) for the relief of the 
trustees of McDaniel’s Chapel, Methodist Episcopal Church South, 
at Shellmound, Marion County, Tenn.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2181) for the relief of 
Robert J. Spottswood and the heirs of William C. McClellan, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2182) for the relief of 
Anton Gloetzner; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2183) further to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, A. D. 1893; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2184) granting a pension to 
William F. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2185) pertaining to the sale of 
liquor to Indians; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PEFFER (by eens) introduced a bill (S. 2186) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth E. Bay; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2187) to pension Thomas 
F, Leahy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2188) grant- 
ing increase of pension to John J. Boatwright; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL. I introduce by request a bill to provide for the 
publication of a periodical which shall be known as the Congres- 
sional Cloture. Ihave not examined the measure and Ido not 
wish to be held responsible for it. 

The bill (S. 2189) to provide for the publication of a periodical 
which shall be known as the Congressional Cloture was read 
twice by its title, and referred to. the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a joint resolution (S. R.81) to revive 
the grade of Lieutenant-General in the United States Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


THE REVENUE BILL AND SILVER COINAGE, 


Mr. CARTER. I offer a resolution and ask that it be read for 
information and that it lie on the table. I desire next Monday, 
or on such other day as may suit the convenience of the Senate 
and when the public business will permit, to submit some observa- 
tions upon the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill H. R.2749, reported by the Committee on Finance 
with an amendment, be recommitted to that committee for further con- 
sideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 
for the present. 


SALES AND PROCEEDS OF SALES OF BONDS. 


_Mr. LODGE. I offer a resolution and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be directed to investigate and 
report generally all the material facts and circumstances connected with the 
sale of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 
1894, 1895, and 1896, and how the proceeds of such bonds were disposed of, and 
to what purposes the said proceeds were devoted. 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HILL. I should like to examine the resolution more care- 
= than I have time to do now, and I suggest that it go over. 
eh —— VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 

e rule, 


ALLEGED ASSESSMENTS IN THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], coming over 
from a serious day. 

The Secretary. A resolution by Mr. Perrer, instructing the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to make an investiga- 
tion as to the levying and collection of assessments for political 
purposes from employees of the Post-Office Department. 
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— PEFFER. Let the resolution be passed over, retaining its 
place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to that course? 
The Chair hears none. 

MANITOWOC HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
joint resolution from the House of Representatives, for which the 
Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. VILLAS] desires present considera- 
tion. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 121) 
calling upon the Secretary of War for certain information in 
relation to the harbor at Manitowoc, in the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. HILL. Will it not be sufficient. I ask the Senator from 
Wisconsin, to have that a concurrent resolution? Otherwise it 
must go to the President to be signed. I can not think, unless 
we have passed some statute inadvertently, that Congress has 
tied its hands so that it can not get one of these estimates from a 
Department of the Government without the approval of the Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. VILAS. Ihave been trying to find the law with the aid of 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, the committee from 
which the law emanated originally, but I am unable to find it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the Senator from Wisconsin will yield 
to me a moment, I am able to furnish him the law. 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. This law was passed, not inadvertently, as 
the Senator from New York seems to think, but—— 

Mr. HILL. Let me ask what is the law? Let us understand 
that. Isa joint resolution or a concurrent resolution required? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will read the law. In the river and 
harbor act approved July 13, 1892, the following provision may be 
found, being the last paragraph of that law: 

That after the regular or formal report on any examination, survey, proj- 
ect, or work under way or proposed is submitted, no supplemental or addi- 
tional report or estimate, for the same fiscal year, shali be made unless 
ordered by a resolution of Congress. 

Mr. HILL. That means not a joint resolution, but a concur- 
rent resolution, of course. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It does not contemplate such a resolution 
as requires Executive signature, but it does require a resolution 
which must be passed by both Houses of Congress. 

I will state the reason briefly for the enactment of this law. 
Those who have been chiefly concerned with river and harbor 
improvement appropriations in Congress for some years past are 
aware that the aggregate of estimates. submitted by the United 
States engineers for all the river and harbor projects of improve- 
ment throughout the United States usually foot up from $35,000,- 
000 to $45,000,000 annually. Now, it has been found impossible to 
pass any river and harbor act of anything like that size. Accord- 
ingly, the River and Harbor Committee of the House and the Com- 
merce Committee of the Senate have been under the necessity of 
reporting appropriations very much below the estimates of the 
engineers. They have been compelled to report appropriations 
amounting only to from 25 per cent to 50 per cent of the estimates. 

With estimates for a fiscal year amounting to about $40,000,000, 
and it being impracticable for the committee to bring in a river 
and harbor bill for any such aggregate sum, it was found that to 
permit a resolution to be passed through one or the other House 
calling upon the War Department for additional estimates to be 
piled on top of the $40,000,000 was simply adding to the embar- 
rassment ‘already existing. So the matter was brought to the 
attention’ of the River and Harbor Committee of the House at 
the time when I had the honor to be chairman of that committee, 
and the Chief of Engineers appeared before the committee and 
advised legislation to prevent it. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the Senator will allow me one minute, 
it was deemed advisable to stop, in some measure, this custom that 
had grown up of adding constantly, by the simple method of 
having one House ask for it, additional estimates to embarrass 
the committees. So the provision I have read was incorporated 
in the river and harbor act of that year. Now I will yield to the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Louisiana if under 
that law the concurrence of both Houses is necessary to this 
resolution? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The concurrence under this law of both 
Houses in the resolution is necessary. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I want to ask the Senator what he thinks of 
this provision of the Constitution: 


Every order, resolution, or vote to which the concurrence of the Senate 
and House of ees may be necessary (except on a question of ad- 
qugrnatent) shall be presented to the President of the United States, and 
»efore the same shall take effect shall be approved by him. 

If it is mecessary that both Houses concur, as the Senator states, 
how is it possible that such a resolution can have any legal effect 


whatever without the President’s approbation? 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. I believe as regards concurrent resolu- 
tions it has been the practice to pass them through both Houses, 
and thus to give force and effect to them without being submitted 
to the Executive. I suppose it is intended that the present reso- 
lution shall follow this custom. There is a question, as I under- 
stand from older legislators than myself, whether a concurrent 
resolution, like a joint resolution, does not have to be signed by 
the Executive. 

Mr.HOAR. AsIunderstand, the concurrent resolutions which 
may be adopted by both bodies without the assent of the Presi- 
dent are resolutions which have no legal force or operative effect 
as laws, or as affecting the duties of any Department of the Gov- 
ernment, but are mere expressions of opinion or purpose. But in 
this case the War Department is prohibited by law from making 
surveys and estimates or sending them into either House of Con- 

ress, unless there be a resolution of both Houses. So that that 
is a resolution having legal effect and determining the rule or law 
of action for an Executive Department and having the force of law. 
Ido not see, therefore, why, taking the Senator’s answer to my 
first question, a joint resolution is not necessary, as it comes 
within the very letter of the Constitution, as well as the spirit 
and a of it, and should therefore go to the President for his 
approval. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the position taken by the Senator from 
Massachusetts be a correct one, that all resolutions passed by the 
two Houses of Congress, before force and effect can be given to 
them, must receive the approval of the Executive, then this resolu- 
tion must be approved by the Executive; but I am told, I repeat, 
by Senators who have had longer experience in these matters than 
I hen that what are called concurrent resolutions have heretofore 
been given force and effect without being required to be sub- 
mitted tothe Executive. The only — I was making was that 
under the terms of the law which I have read no additional esti- 
mates in a fiscal year for river and harbor projects of improve- 
ment can be made unless ordered by a resolution of Congress, not 
merely by one House of Congress. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this question has been before the 
Senate heretofore. As I haye understood the contention of those 
who believe that a concurrent resolution does not require the Ex- 
ecutive sanction, it is based upon a technicality, and a mere tech- 
nicality, and that is the word ‘‘concurrent.” I have never myself 
had any doubt that the concurrent action of the other House is 
the action of Congress. Whether the other House concurs or acts 
in a primary way, if _— so term it, makes no sort of difference 
as to the effectonthe Constitution. Ihave not myself the slightest 
doubt, and never have had, that concurrent resolutions of both 
Houses of Congress require the action of the President upon them. 
I know the custom has grown up here and the question has been 
raised at least twice in the Senate within my service, but it has 
= by without any determinate action on the part of the Senate. 

simply state my individualopinion. Inever could see any valid 
argument against it. 

r. VILAS. I think it perfectly clear from what has been said 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] that thisought to be a joint resolution, 
and that it was properly sent here by the Houseof Representatives 
in the form in which it is now presented. Obviously, when the 
law requires a resolution of Con to accomplish a certain end, 
that resolution must be passed in accordance with the Constitu- 
tion. I take it thata concurrent resolntion has simply the force 
of the body which it, subject to its taking effect upon the 
pewany ae! that the other body concurs in it, and it can have no 
more effect than the resolution of one House of Con . What- 
ever one House of Congress can do can be done 
resolution, bat no more. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, if there be any di:ference 
between a concurrent resolution and a joint resolution, and if that 
difference be that one must be approved by the Executive and 
the other not, and this resolution which has been called up for 
consideration by the Senator from Wisconsin is a joint resolu- 
tion, it would have, of course, the effect which it is intended to 
have, if it be by this body, it ae eat been by the 
House of Representatives, and is approved by the President. It 
will do what the law I have read requires to be done before an 
additional estimate can be sent to Congress. I contend that addi- 
tional estimates could be had, under the law which I have read, 
through the instrumentality of what is called a concurreut resolu- 
tion. A fortiori will a joint resolution accomplish the same 
purpose? 

r. SHERMAN. Let the joint resolution be again read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, this eS int resolution, 
it must be sent to the President of the United for his si 
ture; but that was not what was as by the law which 
was read to us by the Senator from [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 
The object of that law was undoubtedly to ¢ unusual and 
unnecessary calls by committees of the two and by indi- 
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vidual members upon the War Department for papers, often y.;. 
difficult to obtain, and sometimes necessary to be copied. ; 

It seems to me a concurrent resolution is nota law in any s» 
and therefore need not be signed by the President. It is‘ yy 
request upon an executive officer to furnish a legislative } 
certain information, and it never has been regarded in any ; 
light than as a request which may be declined, and has bee), 
clined over and over again, by the heads of Departments, . 
for want of clerical force or from some other cause. Such 
lutions may be passed, and are always respected by the Exec: 
Departments, but they are not imperative or mandatory, nor }; 
they in any sense the force of law. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to ask if this is a joint resolution w 
has come over from the House of Representatives? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. LODGE. Has it been before any committee of the Sen 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been before a commi 
of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. I think it ought to take the usual course, 
President, and I object to its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed—— 

Mr. VILAS. The joint resolution is already in Committ 
the Whole, as has been twice announced by the President o 
Senate. If objection were to be made, it should have been 1 
in the beginning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. An objection to the joint resolution 
being read the third time wiil take it over for the day. 

Mr. VILAS.-. Then Iask unanimous consent that the joint r 
lution be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair h: 
none; and it is so ordered. 


A. H, LAZARE, 


Mr. GORDON. On yesterday the Senate adopted a resolutior 
calling upon the Secretary of State for certaininformation. [| now 
offer a resolution, and ask that it be adopted, in order to secure 
additional information to that asked for. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed to 1 
to the Senate what efforts, if any, have been. made by the Department t 
duce the Republic of Haiti to pay to A. H. Lazare, a citizen of the United 


States, the amount awarded him by Judge William Strong in his award as 
arbitrator. 


Mr. GORDON. I ask unanimous consent for the adoption | 
the resolution at this time. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, 1 
to. 


CATTLE QUARANTINE IN SOUTHWESTERN STATES. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, some days ago I moved to refer a 
communication from the Secretary of Agriculture, in answer to 
resolution which I had the honor to offer calling upon him for 
information in regard to the cattle quarantine line in Texas, to tlie 
Select Committee on Transportation and Sale of Meat Products. 
The Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] then asked that the mo- 
tion lie over, in order that he might address the Senate on the sub- 
ject. I now desire to call up that motion for the action of the 
Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. PEFFER and Mr. PLATT. What is the motion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri movs 
to refer to the Select Committee on Transportation and Sale 0! 
Meat Products a communication the indorsement on whicii ill 
be stated by the Secretary. 

The Secretary. A letter of the Secretary of Agricultur:, 
transmitting, in response toa resolution of the Senate dated Iv))- 
ruary 12, 1896, copies of the regulations establishing the quarai 
tine line in the Southwestern States for the years 1895 and 1!) 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I beg to say that at the conc! 
sion of the remarks of the Senator from Missouri two or tli 
days ago, in which he cast some censure on the Secretary 
Agriculture, I felt that the resolution ought to be discuss! 
Since then I have learned, by intercourse with friends in Ilinvis. 
that this is a very interesting question, and that it ought pri) 
erly to go to the committee indicated by the Senator from Missou' 

refore I shall not at this time detain the Senate with any | 
marks —. the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of (1° 
Senator from Missouri, to refer the communication to the Selec! 
Committee on Transportation and Sale of Meat Products. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REGULATION OF MARRIAGES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, if the morning business '5 


through, I have a bill in charge which it is very important shoud 
be passed, and I do not think it will give rise to much discussion 





1896. 
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Itis the bill toregulate marriages in the District of Columbia, and 


[ ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1904) to regulate mar- 
riages in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator who reported the 
pill if it be intended as a complete code or collection of all the 
provisions of law in relation to the solemnizing of marriages, or 
is it merely by way of amendment? ac ' 

Mr. FAULKNER. There are a number of provisions which 
are not absolutely obsolete in the statutes of the District which 
have been compiled under the authority of Congress which are not 
affected by this bill. 5 ; 

Mr. HOAR. I was led to put that question by the first section 
of the bill, which provides: 

That if any person intending to marry in the District of Columbia be un 


der s . 4 
father or guardian, or, if there be none, of the mother of such person, shall be 


given either rsonally to the clerk of the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia or his deputy, or in w riting, etc. 

Suppose the father is in a distant country, suppose the person 
desirous of marrying be a German, a Russian, or an Armenian, 
and 20 years old, what is to happen if the law of the District, as 
this bill leaves it, absolutely prohibits such marriage? 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the persons appear before the clerk and 
admit that they are under the age prescribed by the statute and 
have no guardian, I suppose if would be a prohibition, as would 
be the case by the law of any State of which I have knowledge. 

Mr. HOAR. I think not, but I will not speak hastily 


Mr. FAULKNER. The remedy can be applied at once by the | 


party having a guardian appointed to give consent, when there is 
no natural guardian. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not speak hastily, but I suppose in most of 
the States that some fine or penalty is imposed upon the magis- 
trate or clergyman performing a marriage in such cases, but that 
the marriage itself is valid. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not mean to say that the marriage 
would be invalid, because, in my judgment—and | believe that is 
the concurrence of authority—no marriage is declared invalid by 
the court unless the language of the statute is such that it com- 
pels that conclusion as the intent of the legislature in passing it. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam entirely in sympathy with the Senator’s de- 
sire to have the marriage laws in this District regulated by some 
clear, simple, and just enactment, and I have no doubt that the 
Senator has made such a provision; butif it be true, as I under- 
stood the first answer of the Senator, that it is essential to the 
validity of the marriage of a minor, not merely as a matter for the 
punishment of a magistrate or a clergyman, but that it is essen- 
tial to the validity of the marriage, then the question I put becomes 
avery serious one; and that is, what is to happen if the parent live 
in a distant country and can not give his assent? Take the case 
of a young woman 20 years old. The Senator answers that the 
matter can be remedied by having a guardian appointed who shall 
give his consent. That suggests another question. Is there any 
pores of law here by which, there being no property, it not 

ing intended to intrust the guardian with the care of property, 
a guardian may be appointed for the mere purpose of giving assent 
to a marri 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will answer that question by saying that 
any next friend or the minor himself may have a guardian ap- 
pointed, where there is no natural guardian, in all the jurisdic- 
tions that I know of. But if the Senator understood me to say 
that if a party under the age prescribed by the statute should 
marry, this provision would invalidate that marriage, he misun- 
derstood me. Such is not my understanding of the trend of the 
decisions in this country. There is no provision of the section in- 
validating the marriage by reason of one or both of the parties 
being under age, and under authorities construing such directory 
provisions I am satisfied the courts, for that reason, would not 
avoid the marriage. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me to express my dissent 
from his views of the law, with great deference, I did not suppose 
that it was arule of law in the jurisdictions with which I have 
been familiar that a guardian could be appointed whether there 
were property or not. I understand that guardians can be ap- 
pointed by the proper courts always for persons who have the 
control of property, and that guardians ad litem may be appointed 
to represent the interest of the minor in any particular legal pro- 
ceeding, and Sen may be appointed also in other cases 
especially provi for by statute, but I am not aware that there 
18 existing in those places with which I am familiar any law by 
which a guardian can be appointed for the mere purpose of giving 
or withholding consent to the marriage of the minor, and for no 
other purpose whatever. If there be such a lawin the District of 
Columbia, I should like to see it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [I ask that the amendment reported by the 
Np a on the District of Columbia to strike out section 6 may 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment reported by the com- 
mittee will be stated. 

The SecrRETARY. It is proposed to strike out section 6, as fol- 
lows: 


Sec. 6. That if any female under the ag 
sent of her father or guardian, or, if she 
court of the District of Columbia shall, up 
commit her estate toa receiver, who shall give bond t 
shall hold the said estate and pay out the rents and pr 
| separate use, under the direction of the court until sh 
| xl years, and at any time thereafter the cou 
delivered to her as her sole and separate p 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Section 6 having been stri 
necessary that the numbers of the sections follow 
changed so as to conform to the new arrangement. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made,in th: 
sence of objection. 
Mr. FAULKNER. 
| to insert: 


ithout the con- 


e of 21 shall marry w 
»t ry her, the supreme 


has none, of her n 


m the petit 


roperty. 


ken out, it 18 
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In section [8] 7, on page 4, line 10, I move 


Whether he or she is a citizen of the United States or of a for 
if a citizen of a foreign country, whether all the 
relating to marriage in the country of 

complied with. 


all requll nents ¢ 


which he or she is a citizen hay 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection to the eral 
purpose of this bill, though I am not able to say what provisions 
in the Maryland statutes will be repealed by the last section; but 
[ should like to ask the Senator from West Virginia who is in 
charge of the bill why the marriageable age has been fixed at 21 
years in the first section as to both sexes. In the State of Mis- 
souri—I will not undertake to answer for other States—the age 
of lawful consent upon the part of the woman is 18 years. 

Mr. CULLOM. So it is in Illinois. 

Mr. VEST. And I think, as Senators around me state, that is 
the provision generally in the statutes of the different States. 

As a matter of course the object of these laws and of such a pro- 
vision as I am now discussing is to prevent improvident mar- 
riages, where it is to be presumed that the parties are not of the 
age to give that maturity of judgment and legitimate consent that 
ought to be given to a transaction so important as marriage. On 
the other hand, the statutes of every State, it goes without saying, 
ought to conform to natural law. I submit that when we say 
that a woman 18 years old has not come to marriageable age it is 
rather a strained conclusion, and one to which I think no man of 
judgment would give his assent. As to a man, 21 years is the age 
at which he is presumed to have arrived at all the responsibilities 
of manhood throughout the different States of the Union; but 
that is not soasto women. I suggest to the Senator from West 
Virginia if it would not be better to make that limitation of 21 
years apply to the male sex, and as to women 18 years, and then 
it would conform to the general provisions of the statutes of all 
the States. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In reply to the Senator from Missouri, I 
will state that that is exactly the way in which I myself drafted 
that section, but the sentiment of the committee, after giving 
most thoreugh examination to this bill, in fact more so than to 
any other bill I have ever known to be before it, holding two ses- 
sions on the subject, was adverse to my own vie~-s, and they 
seemed to think that the age of both should be 21. Personally, 
I agree with the Senator from Missouri, that the age of the male 
should be kept at 21 and that of the female fixed at 18. If the 
Senator should offer an amendment to that effect, I should not 
feel as if I could controvert the proposition contained in it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Section 4seems,sofaras I can understand it, to 
makea very radical, not tosay revolutionary, change in the relation 
to marriages which are not consummated according to law. Mar 
riage statutes have usually been construed to be merely directory, 
and persons who violated them were subject to penalties; but it 
has not heretofore, I believe, as to the mere forms, ever been held 
or enacted that a marriage contrary to these forms consummated 
should be null and void. Certainly it would be a very extraordi- 
nary position in which at least the alleged wife of one of these 
marriages would find herself, if, after the consummation of the 
matriage, after living together for some time, it should be discov- 
ered and then adjudged that the marriage was null and void from 
the beginning, and that she had been living ina state of unlawful 
cohabitation. 

Marriage laws have been carefully framed heretofore to pre- 
vent that state of affairs, although they have prescribed certain 
rules as to age, as to getting consent, as to license, as to the pub- 
lication of banns, and all that sort of thing, yet the law up to this 
time, generally at least, has been that, notwithstanding the omis- 
sion to observe these forms, still the marriage is good if the par- 
ties be above the age of what is called consent—12, I believe, in 
the common law in a female, and 14 in a male. 

After very careful reading of section 4, I believe under that sec- 
tion that, unless all the forms prescribed in the statute be observed 
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except one, the marriage is null and void; and I call the attention 
of the Senator from West Virginia to what Iam now about to read: 


Suc. 4. That,every marriage in this District shall be under license, and 
solemnized in the manner herein provided— 


Then follows this provision— 
but no marriage heretofore or hereafter solemnized by any person professing 
to be authorized to solemnize the same shall be deemed or adjudged to be 
void, nor shall the validity thereof be in any way affected on account of any 
want of authority in such person. 

So the only case, according to this section 4, in which a mar- 
riage contrary to the rules prescribed by this statute shall not be 
void is the case where there is a want of authority on the part of 
the person solemnizing it; that is to say, that as to anything else, 
any other nonobservance of the statute, the parties after marriage 
find themselves in a condition where they are not married. I call 
the attention of the Senator and of the Senate to that. 

I should be unwilling to ever put upon the statute book any pro- 
vision which would make void a marriage actually solemnized 
where the parties are of the age of consent, or where there was no 
duress, or anything of that sort, which enabled the parties after- 
wards to ET 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will say very frankly to the Senator from 
Mississippi that if his construction of that section is correct the 
committee are unanimously opposed to the section, and the sec- 
tion fails to accomplish the purpose for which it was inserted in 
the bill. It is a saving clause sustaining the validity of marriages, 
noncompliance in which provision some of the courts have held 
would be sufficient to invalidate a marriage. 

As to the other subjects to which the Senator refers, such as 
licenses, banns being published, etc., the Supreme Court of the 
United States in passing upon questions arising under this old law 
of Maryland has held that such provisions, as the Senator stated 
very properly, were directory, and therefore the marriage was not 
invaiidated bya failure to comply with them; but that the minis- 
ter and the parties contracting the marriage were liable to the 
penalties imposed by the statute. Where a party assumes to be a 
minister, or where a person is married by a party not authorized 
in any way to solemnize the rite of marriage, some of the courts 
have held that in such a case the marriage is invalid and void. 
The object of this section is to correct and to relieve past and fu- 
ture marriages of that character, where the parties honestly be- 
lieved they were married by a person having authority to perform 
that ceremony, so that the marriage could not be invalidated by 
reason of that fact. 

As to the provision relating to the honest belief on the part of 
the man or woman that the person solemnizing the marriage was 
authorized to do so, I should like to obtain the jue ent of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and I submit to him 
that the — construction which can be fairly put upon that sec- 
tion is that it does not permit the court to declare marriages in- 
valid which have been solemnized by a person pretending to have 
the authority to perform such ceremony, but who, in fact, is not 
clothed with that power, the parties contracting, or one of them, 
believing the person was authorized to perform the marriage rites. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from West Vir- 
oo a question arising out of the second and third sections of the 

ill. Suppose a man does not belong to any religious society? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Under those circumstances and under the 
law of the District to-day he could not solemnize the rites of mar- 
riage. He must belong to some religious society. 

r. HOAR, Iam not speaking of that; but it answers one thing 
I should like to know. But sup the persons to be married do 
not belong to any religious society; they may have a religion of 
their own, or they may deny that they have any religion of their 
own, and they do not propose to agree to the doctrine of the church 
that marriage is a sacrament to be celebrated only by persons au- 
thorized to administer the sacraments of the church, is it the pur- 
pose of the framers of this bill not to allow such persons to be 
married at all? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes; there is no question about that, pro- 
vided they decline to be married by a minister or one appointed 
by his religious association to perform the ceremony of marriage. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have added to this bill two things, 
and I wish the Senator from West Virginia would allow it to go 
over to enable me to prepare them. One is a provision for mar- 
riages by either a justice of the peace or some other civil magis- 
trate. I sup it is needless to say that my opinions on such 
subjects would induce me to desire to have a relative of mine 
married according to the rites and forms of the religious denomina- 
tion to which I belong; I have no scruple of my own, of course, 
but there are a great many persons who do not wish to consent to 
the forms of any religious society in existence. TheQuakers, who, 
of course, are protected by this bill, can not be conscientiously mar- 
ried by an Episcopal clergyman. Of course this bill would prob- 
ably treat Quakers as a religious society without ordained minis- 
ters ard recognize marriages according to their particular forms, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


FEBRUARY 19, 


— 





but there are other persons not Quakers who have the same ri:-}+ 
So I think the District of Columbia should follow what I sy»... 
is the practice of all the States, and allow persons who deem },,.. 

lawfully marrie: y 


sq 


riage a civil contract, not a sacrament, to 
a civil magistrate. 

In the next place, I think the bill should contain and not |..y >. 
considering the history of the law of this District especially. ;, 
obscure or doubtful interpretation or construction the legaliiy 5: 
the marriage entered into by a young woman who supposes 
lawfully married, and that the person marrying her has the ri-))t 
to do that when in fact there is a mistake, where a minister of ; 
ae is impersonated. Everyone who is familiar with Ey 

ction or English history knows how often in past times in |))),¢ 


land young women of beauty and attraction were deceiy| by 
infamous and designing men. The plot of one of the most ce|¢. 
brated fictions, Goldsmith's Vicar of Wakefield, turns on that 


very thing; and it turned out that the person 
r. FAULKNER. I should like to know if the fourth section 
does not answer that very point? 

Mr. HOAR. It turned out that the supposed minister of tho 
gospel was not such, but was in fact a fraudulent person. [t 
seems to me that ought to be put in unmistakable language. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Is not the fourth section of the bill in un- 
mistakable language? 

Mr. VEST. Section 4 covers that point. 





Mr. FAULKNER. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to that section. It gave me as much trouble to 
draw as any section in the bill, and I think clearly expresses that 


idea. 
Mr. HOAR. Perhaps it does. The fourth section escaped my 
attention at the moment. 


Mr. FAULKNER. As to the other point, I should like to say 
to the Senator from Massachusetts that I did not attempt to make 
any radical changes in the law. I found the law in the District 
of Columbia in reference to marriage in such a condition that it 
is a disgrace to the civilization of this country and to the capital 
of this nation. I regard marriage as one of the most important 


subjects of legislation, as on its validity depend not only levit- 
imacy, but the transmission of property and ali the rights that 
ow out of those two great subjects. For that reason it was 


an ee the lawshould be amended, obsolete provisions repealed, 
= — evidence preserved of the fact of marriages in this Lis- 
ct. 


The provisions of the old Maryland act have been obsolete, un- 


known, and unacted upon for many years. There has not been a 
marriage solemnized within the limits of the District of Columbia 
within the last fifty years which conformed fully with those pro- 
visions. The courts have wisely held them directory and sus- 
tained the validity of the marriage, but have left the parties who 
‘have violated its provisions amenable to its penalties. It is, there- 
fore,an important, urgent necessity that the law shall be amended 
and those sections repealed, as publicity has now been given to its 
provisions, encouraging the malicious or the blackmailer to seek 


the enforcement of penalties prescribed by the terms of this an- 
tiquated and forgotten law. 

think the proposed law has been carefully drawn to remove 
the absurdities and doubts of the existing law, while at the same 
time it modernizes and simplifies the law upon this important sub- 


ject for the future. The reason the committee did not put in any 
clause giving civil magistrates authority over this subject was 
that it had never existed in the District, and we did not deem it 
wise to bring forward too many new questions, the main object 
in view being to secure the enactment of a law under which mar- 
riages could be solemnized in the District without the contracting 
parties or the person authorized to officiate being subject to oner- 
ous penalties. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg the Senator's | erg but there is a third 
point that I think ought to be considered, besides the legitimacy 
of children and having a proper record, and that is the security 


of women who could be made the objects of artful and designing 
and unprincipled persons. I think if we are going to pass any 
law on this subject it ought to contain what I believe every Sen- 
ator will agree should be the law; that is,a provision that partics 
who desire to be married by a civil magistrate may have that op- 
portunity. It will take only a line or two to draw it, to insert a 
clause providing that parties may be married by a justice of the 


In the next place, I think there should be some more distinct 
provision as to what is to —— if the Pe be at a distance 
and there be no guardian. o not think that the question of the 
right to —— a temporary guardian under such circumstanc’s, 
like a guardian ad litem, should be left to construction or infer- 
ence or doubt; it ought to be put into the law. I wish the Sena- 
tor would let his bill lie over one day and let that clause be in- 


serted. , 
Mr. FAULKNER, Of course I will comply with the Senators 
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but if he inserts the provision authorizing the civil mag- 
to marry he will find that almost every section of the bill 
will have to be rewritten or amended. 

Mr. HOAR. I think not. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes; because the theory upon which the 
pill is framed is that in the clerk’s office of the superior court of 
the District every question that involves the validity or the regu- 
larity of a marriage shall be of record. 

Mr. HOAR. The civil magistrate can send his records there 
just as well as clergymen. . 

Mr. FAULKNER. With the understanding that the bill will 
be taken up to-morrow after the routine morning business, I will 
let it go over so that the Senator from Massachusetts can examine it. 

Mr. VEST. Before the bill goes over I wish to make a single 
observation. At the suggestion of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia I will offer an amendment now, so that if there is any objec- 
tion to it it may go over with the bill. 

In line 3 of the first section of the bill, between the words “any” 
and ‘‘person,” I propose to insert the word ‘‘male”; so as to read 
“if any male person intending to marry in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and being under the age of 21 years.” 

Then, between the word ‘‘age” and the word ‘‘and,” in the 
fourth line, immediately succeeding, I propose to insert the words 
“and any female under 18 years of age.” That simply requires 
that the man shall be 21 and the woman 18 instead of 21. 
diminishes the marriageable age of the woman from 21 to 18 
years,which I think is in the interest of the purity of woman and 
of society. 

I wanted, however, to make one other observation before the 
pill went over. I think it is eminently yess that marriages 
should be solemnized in the District of Columbia by a civil mag- 
istrate where the parties desire it. It is very well known that 
there are very reputable people and intellectual people in the 
United States—yes, as the Senator from Delaware |[Mr. Gray 
says, moral people—who have a prejudice against being marriec 
by ministers of the gospel. It is not necessary for me to say 
that I do not share in any such opinion, but it exists; and in a 
country like ours, where there is no union of church and state and 
no interference by the Government with religious opinions, it is 
eminently proper that in this District, which belongs to all the 

yeople, there should be an absence of anything like religious legis- 
ation. 

In all the States of the Union civil magistrates can perform the 
marriage ceremony as well as ministers of the gospel. In the 
State of Missouri we have a very stringent statute which requires 
justices of the peace or judges of courts of record, who can per- 
form the marriage ceremony, to make return to the recorder of 
the county, who keeps a book in which a record of all marriages 
is kept, and it is an indictable offense for these civil magistrates 
to fail to make such return, because evidence of marriage and 
legitimacy of children and of descent in a District 10 miles square, 
where there can be only a limited number of civil magistrates, 
practically one city, for this District is rapidly becoming the city 
of Washington, there can be no sort of difficulty about a certifi- 
cate from the civil magistrates. 

Besides that, I make the general remark that it has been the pol- 
icy of all civilized and Christian countries to facilitate marriages, 
to encourage marriages, and it has been considered as against the 
welfare of the state to throw any obstacle in the way of marriage. 
Therefore, instead of closing the functions of the civil magistrates 
to the performance of this ceremony, we ought to encourage it and 
give to every citizen of this country who is to be married in this 

istrict the privilege of going before a justice of the peace or a 
jndge of a court of record, as he can now do in any State of the 

nion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I understand there is an understanding that 
it shall be taken up after the routine business is concluded to- 
morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, itis so ordered. 


GAINESVILLE, M’ALESTER AND ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 879) toamend an act 
entitled “An act to grant to the Gainesville, McAlester and St. 
— Railroad Company a right of way through the Indian Ter- 
ritory.” 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 10 
Si the enrolled bill, to strike out the word ‘‘three” and insert 
“ wo.” 

Mr. CHILTON. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 1889) granting an honorable discharge to F. L. 
Taylor from December 2, 1894, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


request; 
istrates 


It | 


1917 


The bill (H. R. 5286) providing for disposal of lands lying within 
the Fort Klamath Hay Reservation, not included in the Klamath 


| Indian Reservation, in Oregon. was read twice by its title, and 





reterred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 5382) to authorize the Kansas City, Fort Scott 
and Memphis Railroad Company to extend its line of railroad into 
the India Territory, and for other purposes, was read twice by 
its title, and réferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. FAULKNER a director, 
on the part of the Senate, of the Columbia Hospital for Women, 
to fill the vacancy caused by the expiration of his term as director. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HALE. I move to take up the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. CALL. Itis just 2 o'clock. I hope the Chair will lay the 
unfinished business before the Senate before that is done, and then 
I will give way. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that, of course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution reported by Mr. MorGan from 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, in reference to the war in 
Cuba. 

Mr. HALE. Let that be informally laid asidein order that the 
appropriation bill may be taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
will be so ordered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Idesire to make the request that when the 
appropriation bill is concluded, if there be time for that purpose, 
we shall go to the Calendar for the consideration of private pen- 
sion bills favorably reported by the Committee on Pensions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. HILL. I simply should like to move another bill and I do 
not want to be foreclosed; that is all. Why not take up the un- 
objected cases upon the Calendar? Is there any objection to that 
course? 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator insists upon that I shall 
gracefully yield, but I would much rather have the pension bills 
passed, which would take a very short time. We have been in 
the habit of doing that in former Congresses. We have not had 
that privilege as yet during the present session. 

Mr. HILL. I shall not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request of the Senator from New Hampshire, and it is so ordered. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I ask that the diplomatic and consular appropri- 
ation bill be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 4960) making appropriations for the diplo- 
matic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
which had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations 
with amendments. 

Mr. HALE. Iask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that the amendments of the committee be con- 
sidered as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 12, line 19, after 
the word ‘‘Singapore,” to insert ‘‘Cape Town (Africa),” and in 
line 21, before the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘thirty ” and 
insert ‘‘ thirty-three”; so as to make the clause read: 

Consuls-general at Apia, Constantinople, Dresden, Guayaquil, Frankfort, 
Ottawa, Rome, St. Petersburg, Singapore, Cape Town (Africa), and St. Gall, 
at $3,000 each, $33,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 4, to increase the 
total of the appropriations for salaries of consuls-general under 
Schedule B from $102,000 to $106,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 6, before the word 
**thousand,” to strike out ‘* twenty-one” and insert ‘‘ seventeen”; 
so as to make the clause read: 

For salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, and commercial agents, $417,000, as fol- 
lows, namely: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 16, after the word 
‘* Nagasaki,” to strike out ‘‘(and Osaka and Hiogo)” and insert 
‘and Osaka and Hiogo”; so as to make the clause read: 

Consuls at Nagasaki and Osaka and Hiogo. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 21, after the word 
‘* Barbados,” to strike out ‘‘Cape Town (Africa).” 

The amepdment was agreed to. 





ne: 
CONF te el 


bf i . ~ wv ‘. 
Sih: ier tas Bs ae tiers Ce 


tai 


7 


poe 
bats 


See 


SAO me A itl See 


aa 


PR ie sent Fine 


bp Sr etee tee apt ads 


he Loe 
Cente 


oe it 


7 tien Son 


) 
: 
: 
' 
: 





etch mec tat 


1918 





The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 2, to insert: 
INSPECTION OF CONSULATES. 
To provide for the expenses of an inspection of consulates to be made by 


officers of the Government, such officers not to receive any compensation in 
addition to their regular salaries, which shall continue to be paid to them dur- 
ing the period of their employment in this special service, $10,000, to be imme- 
diately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moran] has 
an amendment to submit from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MORGAN, On page 3, after line 17, I move to insert, un- 
der the direction of the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

For secretary of legation to Liberia, $1,500. 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Perhaps 1 had better state that they have 
neither clerk nor secretary at the legation in Liberia and that the 
post is getting to be more and more importantevery day. In fact 
all our interests in Africa are getting to be very important now. 
The Secretary of State has recommended the sum of $1,500 as the 
amount to be oe for this purpose. 

Mr. HALE. I think the amendment is right. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I should like to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hit in the chair). The 
amendment will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary of State recommends it and the 
Committee on Foreign Relations reports it unanimously. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HALE, I have no further amendments, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senator from Maine to line 121. The total should be made 
$379,000, should it not, the Senate having just added $1,500? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; I move that amendment. I am obliged to 
the Chair for su a it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that 
amendment will be agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HALE submitted the following conference report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4821) making appro- 
priations to supply ya deficiencies in the spre riations for the fiscal 

ear ending June 30, 1896, and for other pu: aving met, after full and 

ree conference have agreed to soesummeentt and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 6, 15, 20, and 31. 

That the House recede from its ree 
Senate numbered 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 18, 19, 21, 22, 24, 25, 27, 28, 29, 30. 2, 35, 36, 37, 38, 
30, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 48, 47, 48, 40, 50, 51, 52, 53, Bd, 65, 66, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, and 62 
andagree to thesame. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

* Toopen Jupiter Inlet, in Florida, for the peseage of boats and small vessels, 
to be expended under the direction of the of Engineers, $500.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its t to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert “ $25,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert “ $9,000"; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert ‘“ $3,500"; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In liou cf the sum pecpeses in the amended insert * $400"; and 
the Senats agree to the same. 


EUGENE HALE, 
W. B. ALLISON 
¥. M. COCKREL 
+ Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. @. CANNON 
8. A. NORTHWAY. 
J iH D. SAYERS 


Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. CALL. Iask that the agreement of the conference in re- 
gard to the Jupiter Inlet provision be again read. 

The garam OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follo : 

“To open Jupiter Inlet, in Florida. for the passage of boats and L ves- 


sels, to be expended under the direction of the Chief of Engincers, $500.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. , 


Mr, HALE. The only difference is that the conference com- 
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mittee made it an absolute appropriation instead of taking it oy 
of another — riation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Maine a oy. 
tion? What is the amendment from which the Senate conf-) 
propose to recede entirely? i think there is only one whic' 
abandons wi f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state iho 
amendment. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 6, 15, 20, ar 


Mr.CHANDLER. Thosearethe amendmentsconcerning w),\); 
I desire information. 

Mr. HALE. Those are amendments in relation to the Mexic.y 
boundary and a report of a scientific nature relating to that o.. 
ploration. The House conferees insisted strongly upon the a; 

iation being left as it came from that body, and not being \ 
ing to yield, and the Senate conferees, not believing the approyria- 
tions absolutely essential upon this bill, gave it up. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That explanation covers all the items whore 
the Senate receded entirely? 

Mr. HALE. It covers those items, 5, 6, and 7, whatever the 
numbers are. 

Mr. PASCO. I rose to make an inquiry in reference to an 
amendment that was reported by the committee with refer 
to the naval station at Key West. Four thousand dollars was 
appropriated for a coaling shed. I should like to ask if that 
amendment still remains in the bill, or whether it was affected 
by the action of the conference? 

Mr. HALE. That amendment goes out, on the understanding 
that it will be placed upon the regular deficiency appropriation 
bill, it not being an urgent deficiency. The appropriation was 
for $10,000, and the Secretary reports that he could get mo bid for 
less than $14,000, and that, therefore, there would be no use ¢ 
attempt to expend the $10,000. No objection was made to the 


g 


item except that it did not, perhaps, oy belong upon this 
bill. I can say to the Senator from Florida that it will be . 
sidered in the next bill. 

Mr. PASCO. The purpose, [ understand, is to raise the amount 
from $10,000 to $14,000. 

Mr. HALE. To $14,000. 

Mr. PASCO. And the action of the conference by the rejection 


of the amendment now will not affect that purpose? 
Mr. HALE. No; it isnot a begun work; nothing has been doue 
about it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the report. 
The report was concurred in. 
WAR IN CUBA. 


Mr. GALLINGER. [ask that the special order be execute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will now proceed io 
the consideration of pension bills on the Calendar in view of tho 
unanimous agreement. 

Mr. CALL. The unfinished business is the Cuban resolution. 
That was made the unfinished business by uanimous consent 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That resolution was laid te1ipo- 
gl aside in order that the Senate might take up some persion 

8. 


Mr. CALL. Iask the chairman of the Committee on Pensivus 
to state how many pension bills there are and what length of tine 
their consideration will occupy. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will state to the Senator from Flori|a 
that there are between 50 and 60 private pension bills on the («l- 
endar. We may not a them all to-day. I have not con 
sulted the Senator from Florida, but I think the general feeling 
among the friends of the Cuban resolution is that it shall go ovr 
until to-morrow and be taken up ane to-morrow. Of course | 
have no dispositidn to do anything that is hostile toward that 
resolution. 

Mr. CALL. I am very anxious to have the Cuban resolution 
considered. I think it is very important that we should hive 
action upon it at the earliest possible date. 

Mr. GALLINGER. This is the first opportunity, I will say ‘o 
the Senator, that we have had in the present Congress to consi 
the pension bills, and I am sure that_he will not interpose an 
jection. It will not take a great while. ; 

Mr. CALL. Very well; I will agree that the unfinished }hu-! 
ness be temporarily laid aside for that purpose, but after thai | 
shall insist on the unfinished business being proceeded with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pension bills will be « 
sidered ae ees to the Cuban resolution. ’ 

Mr. MORG eereey said: I desire to give notice t! 
to-morrow at 2 o’clock I shall ask the Senate to proceed to ‘ 
consideration of the regular order of business, which is some | 
olutions reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
reference to Cuba. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Are we to understand from the Senator 
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from Alabama or the Senator from Florida that the Cuban resolu- 
tions will not be taken up this afternoon? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I ask unanimous consent that no 
other business be done this afternoon after the special order is 

cecuted. 
Oxo PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
is so ordered. 
rn Mr. VILAS. One moment. Isuppose that agreement does not 
have any reference to an executive session. _ ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will except an executive session. 

Mr. TELLER. Why should not we take up the Calendar, if 

ra cet to it? 
Wr. GALLINGER. I suggest to my colleague to except the 
Calendar and executive business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I will make the request that no other 
business be done to-day after the special order 1s executed except 
the Calendar of unobjected cases and executive business. 


If none, it 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate hears the agreement | 
Is there objec- | 


by the Senator from New Hampshire. 
tion? [‘ Agreed!”] , 
Mr. CAL The agreement is made with the understanding 
that the Cuban resolution shall continue to be the regular order? 
Mr. CHANDLER. Yes; to be taken up to-morrow at 2 o’clock. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Cuban resolution will come 
up as the unfinished business to-morrow at 2 o’clock. The Senate 
will now proceed to the consideration of pension bills, and then 
unobjected cases on the Calendar, and the consideration of execu- 
tive business will follow, if desired. 
Mr. CHANDLER. And no other business. 


pre } yosed 


Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. And no other business is to be | 
transacted to-day. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so | 
ordered. The pension bills on the Calendar will be proceeded with. | 


RUSSEL N. REYNOLDS. 


The bill (S. 1100) granting a pension to Russel N. Reynolds | 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 


place on the pension roll the name of Russel N. Reynolds, late of | 
Compatty E, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer | 


Infantry, at the rate of $20 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ROBERT KIRACOFE. 


The bill (S. 1017) granting a pension to Robert Kiracofe was | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out | 


“twenty-five ” and insert ‘‘ twelve”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Robert 
Kiracofe, late a private in Company G, Eighty-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of the amount he 
is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 


ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 


ELLA D. CROSS. 


The bill (S.997) granting a pension to Ella D. Cross was con- | 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension rolls the name of Ella D. Cross, widow of Richard E. 
Cross, late lieutenant-colonel of the Fifth Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


RUFUS H. PAINE. 


The bill (S. 1505) granting an increase of pension to Rufus H. | 


Paine was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Rufus H. Paine, late of 


Company A, First Regiment New Hampshire Heavy Artillery, | 
and to pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of | 


that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOAR. The pension bills are all in accordance with one 
formula, “That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,” etc. 
would be a great relief to the clerks and a great saving of time if 
the name of the beneficiary and the amount of the pension should 
alone be read, instead of the for:al reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The 
clerks will be directed to so read the bills, if there be no objection. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


SAMUEL C, TOWNE. 


The bill (S. 146) granting an increase of pension to Samuel C. 
Towne was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It | 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘‘ forty” and insert ‘ thirty”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted. etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pensi , Subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Samuel C. Towne, late of 
Company G, Eighth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment was agreed to. 
| Mr. GALLINGER. There is a clerical error inthe bill. In 
line 6, [move to strike out the word *‘ Eighth” and insert ‘* Ninth”: 
| so that it will read, ‘‘ Ninth Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
| teer Infantry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
| ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
| the third time, and passed. 


nrol! 





JARED 8S. CHAMBERLAIN. 


| The bill (8.878) granting a pension to Jared S. Chamberlain 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
| place on the pension roll the name of Jared 8. Chamberlain, late 
a private in Company E, Twenty-third Ohio Volunteers. . 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NELLIE L. GROSHON. 


The bill (S. 625) granting a pension to Nellie L. Groshon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
| amendment, in line 7, before the word *‘in,” to strike out “ pri- 
vate’ and insert ‘‘ captain”; so as to make the bill read: 

je it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nellie L. Groshon, widow 

b 
| of Thomas C. Groshon, late a captain in Company G, First Regiment of 
Mississippi Marine Brigade. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ADELAIDE MORRIS. 


oe 


The bill (S. 757) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide 
Morris was considered as inCommitteeof the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Adelaide Morris, widow 
| of the late Arthur Morris, formerly captain of the Fourth United 
| States Artillery, at the rate of $50 per month, which rate of $50 

per month shall be in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SHUBAEL GOULD. 


The bill (S. 1310) granting an increase of pension to Shubael 
Gould was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
| amendment, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ Gould,” to strike out 
| ‘* Shubeal” and insert ‘‘ Shubael”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension r t to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Shubael Gould, late a private 
in Company G, Eighth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of that he is 


11. Sub] 
l pay him 
now Tr ivi r 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
| the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Shubael Gould.” 


JOHN L. BRITTON. 


The bill (S. 1276) granting a pension to John L. Britton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘ month,” to insert ‘‘in lieu 
of that he is now receiving”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the In 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tou the 
| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John L. Britton, lat 

pany A, Second Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, : 
| of S$) per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
| ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an 
increase of pension to John L. Britton.” 
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CELESTE A. BOUGHTON. 
The bill (S. 1291) penton an increase of pension to Celeste A. 


Boughton, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Horace Boughton, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘‘one hundred” and insert ‘‘seventy-five”; so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to _~ on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Celeste A. Boughton, widow 
of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Horace Boughton, late of the United States Army, retired, 
and to pay her a pension of per month, in lieu of the pension she is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LUE R. BROWN, 


The bill (S. 1672) granting a pension to Lue R. Brown was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It a to place on the 
msion roll the name of Lue R. Brown, widow of the late Wil- 
iam A. Brown, formerly first lieutenant and adjutant of the Sixth 
Indiana Cavalry, and to pay hera pension at the rate of $25 a month, 
in lieu of the pension she now receives. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E,. SESSIONS. 


The bill (S. 1105) granting a pension to Mary E. Sessions was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Mary E. Sessions, mother of Henry Eels, late of Com- 
pany x Eleventh Regiment Vermont Volunteers, upon the pen- 
sion roll, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SOPHIA J, CHILCOTT, 


The bill (S. 1149) granting a pension to — J. Chilcott was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Sophia J. Chilcott, widow of 
ee C. Chilcott, late a sergeant of Company I, Thirteenth Maine 
antry. . 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BETSEY J. WEBBER. 


The bill (S. 178) granting a pension to Betsey J. Webber was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Betsey J. Webber, mother of Otis 
Webber, deceased, late private of Company K, Twenty-ninth 
Regiment Maine Infantry Volunteers. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed 


ANNA KELLEY, 


The bill (H. R. 1605) granting a pension to Anna Kelley was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro s to place on the 
pension roll the nameof Anna Kelley,of Manchester, N. H., widow 
of Cnarles T. Kelley, alias Charles J. Kelley, who served in Com- 

y C, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers and onthe 
nited States ships Ohio and Macedonia in the United States 
Navy, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS, JANE STEWART WHITING. 

The bill (S. 1511) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart Whit- 
ing was considered as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the word ‘‘ of,” to strike out “ $100” and 
insert ‘‘ $75”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be itgnacted, etc. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
autho and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $75 per 
month, the name of Jane Stewart ena widow of the late Commodore 
William Danforth Whiting, of the United States Navy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ELEANOR CARROLL POE, 

The bill - 804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It prapeess to 
place on the pension roll, at the rate of $100 per month, the name 
of Eleanor Poe, widow of the late Col. Orlando M. Poe, of 
the United States Army. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed forathird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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ELLEN KINGSLEY. 

_ The bill (S. 1215) granting a pension to Ellen Kingsley wa: 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Ellen Kingsley, widow of Henry p 
Kingsley, late of Company F, Second New York Cavalry \,,)' 
unteers. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, «|, , 1 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
NATHAN KIMBALL. 

The bill (8. 1485) granting an increase of pension to N.»! 


Kimball was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | oe 
— to place on the pension roll the name of Nathan Kin)\|,.\; 
ate a brigadier-general in the United States Army, at the rate of 
$100 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordereg 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and }),ssod, 
MARY W. KEEFFE. 

The bill (S. 905) granting a pension to Mary W. Keefe was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments: In line 6, after the words ‘‘ Mary W.,” to strike out 
** Keefe” and insert ‘‘ Keeffe”; in the same line, after the word 
‘‘Joseph,” to strike out ‘‘ Keefe” and insert ‘‘ Keeffe,” and in line 
8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ fifty” and insert 
‘*thirty ”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here)y 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary W. Keeffe, widow of 
Joseph Keeffe, late captain, Fourth Infantry, United States Army, at the rate 
of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so astoread: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to Mary W. Keeffe.” 


CHARLES WILLIAMSON, 


The bill (S. 807) granting a pension to Charles Williamson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ volunteers,” to strike out 
‘and to date from the filing of his original application for pension 
in the Pension Bureau, on September 1, 1890”; so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Williamson, late as- 


sistant surgeon of the Twelfth Regiment Kansas State Militia Volunteers. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
JOHN NICHOLS. 


The bill (S. 638) granting an increase of pension to John Nichols 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the words ‘rate of,” to strike out 
‘* forty-five” and insert ‘‘ thirty-six”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension roll. su fect to the provisions and limitations 
of the maton laws, the name of John Nichols, of Durham, Butte yy 
Cal., late sergeant Company I, One hundred and eleventh Illinois Infantry 
Volunteers, at the rate of per month in lieu of the vension he is now re 
ceiving under certificate 75345. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE HUGHES. 
The bill (8.522) for the relief of George Hughes, of Port!: nd, 
g., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. _ 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the words “ rate of,” to strike out 
‘‘ seventy-five” and insert “fifty”; so as to make the bill rea‘: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here), 
directed to place on the pension rolls, subject to the provisions and |iini(4 
tions of the pension laws, the name of ey Hughes, late a soldier in the 
Mexican war, at the rate of = per month in lieu of the pension he is now 
receiving under certificate 10517. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the am nd- 
ment was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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JOSEPH R. WEST. 


The bill (S. 673) granting a pension to Joseph R. West, briga- 
dier and brevet major-general, United States Army Volunteers, 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to | 


place on the pension roll the name of Joseph R. West, brigadier 
and brevet major-general, United States Volunteers, at $100 per 
month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EMELINE FILGATE. 


The bill (S.1631) granting a pension to Emeline Filgate was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Emeline Filgate, widow of James 
Filgate, a of Company G, Sixth United States Infantry, at $12 

r month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NANCY T. DUNCKLEE. 


The bill (S. 1787) granting a pension to Nancy T. Duncklee was | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes toplace on 
the pension roll the name of Nancy T. Duncklee, dependent step- 
mother of Lucian A. Duncklee, late of Company C, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


T. CLARKSON INGALLS, 


The bill (S. 144) granting an increase of pension to Theophilus 
C. Ingalls was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the words ‘“‘name of,” to strike out 
“Theophilus C.” and insert ‘‘T, Clarkson”; so as to make the bill 
read: . 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of T. Clarkson Ingalls, late of | 


Company E, Thirty-eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay a pension at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of that he is now re- 
celving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to T, Clarkson Ingalls.” 


CAROLINE B. BRADFORD. 


The bill (S. 189) granting an increase of pension to Caroline B. 
Bradford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


oses to place on the pension roll the name of Caroline B. Brad- | 


ord, widow of Robert Forbes Bradford, late captain United States 


Navy, at $50 dollars per month, in lieu of the amount she now | 


receives. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JANE L, BUCKINGHAM. 


The bill (S. 651) granting a pension to Jane L. Buckingham was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Jane L. Buckingham, widow of 
Philo n Buckingham, late lieutenant-colonel Twentieth Regi- 
ment —, Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $30 a 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RHODA CHICK. 


The bill (S. 760) granting a pension to Rhoda Chick was consid- | 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
nsion roll the name of Rhoda Chick, daughter of James Wills, 
——— who was a soldier in the Revolutionary war, at $12 per 
month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN EWING. 


The bill (S. 1837) granting a pension to Ellen Ewing, widow of 
Bvt. ah n. Thomas Ewing, was considered as in Committee 
of the ole. It proposes to place on the _— roll the name 
of Ellen Ewing, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Ewing, at $100 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ENOCH G. ADAMS, 


The bill (S. 1348) granting an increase of pension to Enoch G. 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
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| amendment,in line 7, after the words ‘rate of,” to strike out 
‘seventy-two ” and insert ‘‘ fifty’; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Enoch G. Adams, late cap- 
tain of Company D, First Regiment United States Infantry, at the rate of 
$50 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving, to commence from 
the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH W. SUTHERLAND. 


The bill (S. 1420) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
W. Sutherland was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, after the words ‘rate of,” to strike out 
‘*one hundred ” and insert ‘‘ seventy-five,” and in line 9, after the 
words ‘‘ rate of,” tostrike out ‘‘ one hundred ” and insert ‘* seventy- 
five ’; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 





and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 


| 
hereby, 
| sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth W. Suther- 


land, widow of the late Charles Sutherland, deceased, formerly Surgeon- 
| General of the United States Army, at the rate of $75 per month, which rate 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HANS JOHNSON. 


The bill (S. 1495) granting a pension to Hans Johnson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the words ‘‘rate of,” to strike out 
‘**seventy-two ” and insert “fifty”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hans Johnson, late corporal of 
Company I, Twenty-seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
said Johnson at the rate of $0 per month from and after the date of the 
passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MATILDA GRESHAM. 

The bill (S. 616) granting a pension to Matilda Gresham,widow 
of the late Walter Q. Gresham, at the rate of $200 per month, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the words ‘‘rate of,” to strike out 
‘*two” and insert ‘‘one”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pensicn roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Matilda Gresham, widow of 
Walter Q. Gresham, at the rate of $100 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The senior Senator from Indiana | Mr. 
VOORHEES] desired to address the Senate on this bill, and he is 
now ill. is colleague [Mr. TURPIE] also expressed a desire to be 
heard on the bill, but is not prepared tospeak to-day. I therefore 
ask that the bill go over without prejudice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to offer an amendment. I move to 
insert in line 6, after the name ‘“‘ Walter Q. Gresham,” the words 
‘late a brigadier-general.” I wish the amendment to be now 
made, and then the bill may go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). 
amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the name ‘“‘ Walter Q. Gresham,” in 
line 6, it is proposed to insert ‘‘late a brigadier-general.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over, in accord- 
ance with the request of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

s CATHERINE SMITH. 

The bill (S. 1522) granting a pension to Catherine Smith was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the word ‘‘ month,” to insert ‘‘and the 
further sum of $2 per month for each of the three children of said 
soldier until they respectively become 16 years of age”; so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catherine Smith, widow of 
the late James Smith, a private in Company I, Sixteenth Indiana Volunteers 


of 375 per month shall be in lieu of the pension she is now receiving 
| 
| 


The 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EMILY B. MUNCEY. 

The bill (8.705) granting a pension to Emily B. Muncey was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension rolls the name of Emily B. Muncey, Topeka, Kans., 
widow of Leonard D. Muncey, late private in G Company of the 
Forty-eighth Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NANCY CARSON BLUNT. 


The bill (S. 246) granting a pension to Nancy Carson Blunt was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the words ‘‘rate of,” to strike out 
—— hundred” and insert “seventy-five”; so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, wabiec’ to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy Carson Blunt, widow 
of Maj. Gen. James G. Blunt, deceased, and pay hera pension at the rate of $75 
per month from and after the passage of this act, in lieu of $30 per month 
she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WALLACE M’GRATH. 


The bill (8.247) granting a pension to Wallace McGrath was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
. The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word ‘‘ volunteers,” to strike out 
‘‘and rate him according to the degree of his disability and to date 
from the filing of his application for pension in the Pension 
Bureau” and insert ‘‘and grant him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month from and after the passage of this act”; so as tomake 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wallace McGrath, 
late lieutenant and aid-de-camp of the Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Infantr 


Volunteers, and grant him a pension at the rate of $50 per month from onl 
after the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HARRIET M. KNOWLTON. 

The bill (S. 719) to restore a pension to Harriet M. Knowlton 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to re- 
store to the pension roll the name of Harriet M. Knowlton, widow 
of the late Major Knowlton, of the Twenty-ninth Maine Volun- 
teer Infantry, at $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHERINE LEARY. 

The bill (S. a granting a pension to Catherine O’Leary was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 5, to strike out ‘* O’ ” and insert ‘‘ Leary,” 
and in line 6, after the words ‘“ rate of,” to strike out ‘‘ twelve” 
and insert ‘‘eight”; soas to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Catherine 


Leary, a nurse in the war of the rebellion, and to pay her a pension at the 
rate of $8 per month on and after the passage of this act. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and 


The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to Catherine Leary.” . 
MARY CLARE KELLY. 
The bill (S. 1498) gran a pension to Mary Olare Kelly was 
namin in Crenattton, of the Whole. 
The bil] was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
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amendment, in line 7, after the words “rate of” to strike out “ong 
hundred” and insert ‘‘fifty”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here}), 
directed to ae upon the pension roll the name of Mary Clare Kelly, wid... 
of the late Benjamin F. Kelly, brevet major-general of volunteers, Un jt... 
States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 a month, in lieu of ¢),, 
pension she is now receiving. . 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amen. 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 1.) 
the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE REED. 

The bill (S. 826) granting a pension to Caroline Reed was eon. 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on tla 

nsion roll the name of Mrs. Caroline Reed, widow of Richard 

, @ soldier of the Florida Indian Seminole war of 1836 { 

1842, at $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. order. 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pas 

WILLIAM T. WALKER. 


The bill (S. 1888) granting an increase of pension to William T, 
Walker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It | 
wee to place on the pension roll the name of William T. Wa! 

ate of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Indiana Cavalry, ats.) 
per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 

MRS. MARY B. HULINGS. 


The bill (S. 893) for the relief of Mrs. Mary B. Hulings was « 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place thio 
name of Mary B. Hulings on the pension roll, and that she be }),id 
a pension at the legal rate as the widow of Thomas M. Houlinvs, 
colonel Forty-ninth Pennsylvania Infantry, who was killed at the 
battle of the Wilderness, May 10, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordernd 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pa 

GEORGE ©. ABBEY. 

The bill (8.350) granting an increase of pension to George C, 
Abbey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported trom the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the words ‘‘ pay him,” to strike o 
“thirty” and insert ‘‘ twenty”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he: 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of George C. Abbey 
private of Company M of the First Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Arti 
and to pay him $20 per month from the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

- The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the anv 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CAPT. ISAAC D. TOLL. 

The bill (S. 996) to increase the pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes t: 
crease the pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll, late of Company !, 
Fifteenth United States Infantry, in the war with Mexico, trom 
$8 to $20 month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order! 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and pass! 

MARIA SOMERLAT. 


The bill (S. 1823) granting a pension to Maria Somerlat, wi! 
of Valentine Somerlat, was considered as in Committee of | 

ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit! 
amendment, in line 8, after the words ‘‘ rate of,” to strike out ‘' |. 
and insert ‘“‘8”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enac etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he: 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the » 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria Somerlat, wi: 
of Valentine Somerlat, late a private in Company A, Twenty-ninth Regim 
Indiana Volunteers, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amc: 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 1 
the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA SANDFORD. 

The bill (S. 1189) granting a pension to Eliza Sandford was con 

ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with ©» 
amendment, in line 11, after the words ‘‘ pension of,” to strike 0 
**50” and insert ‘‘ 25”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


rized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Eliza Sand- 
az permanently helpless and destitute daughter of William Sandford, 4 








1896. 


———————————— 

rges Captains Huntington, Wheeler, Squire, and Gilman in the 
ve coat 17%, 1780, and 1781, in the Army of the Revolution, and pay 
her a pension of $25 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPHINE I. OFFLEY. 


The bill (S. 1621) granting a pension to Josephine I. Offley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the words ‘‘ rate of,” to strike out 


«60 ” and insert ‘*50”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josephine I. Offley, widow of 
Robert H. Offley, late colonel of the Tenth United States Infantry, at the 
rate of $0 per month, in lieu of the pension to which she is now entitled by 


law. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ISABELLA MORROW. 


The bill (S. 1128) granting a pension to Isabella Morrow was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | 
amendment, in line 8, after the words ‘pension of,” to strike out 
“100” and insert ‘‘75”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized to place upon the pension rolls the name of Isabella Morrow, widow | 
of the late Henry A. Morrow, colonel of the Twenty-first Regiment United 
States Infantry, colonel and brevet major-general of the United States Army, 
and pay her a pension of $75 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MRS. JANE DULANY. 


The bill (H. R. 3698) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Jane Dulany was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to increase the pension of Mrs. Jane Dulany, widow of | 
Col. William Dulany, from $50 to $72 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CARRIE L. YEATON, 


The bill (S. 1924) granting a pension to Carrie L. Yeaton was 
considered as inCommittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Carrie L. Yeaton, widow of Lewis D. 
Yeaton, late a private in Company F, Eighth Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, at $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY NEWMAN. 


The bill (8S. 1044) granting a pension to Mary Newman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported the bill with amendments, 
in line 6, after the name ‘‘ Newman,” to strike out ‘‘ who is blind 
ond is the only child” and insert ‘“‘ blind and dependent daughter,” 
and in line 11, before the word “‘ dollars,” to fill the blank by insert- 
ing the word “twelve”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
«vthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Newman, blind and 
dependent daughter of Thomas G@. Newman, now deceased, late of Company K, 
Ninth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, who was a pensioner under 
= — No. 328008, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month during 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to amend by striking out ‘twelve ” and 
inserting ‘‘twenty-four.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 11, before the word ‘‘dollars,” it is 
proposed to strike out ‘“‘twelve,” the amendment reported by the 
committee, and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ twenty-four.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. As I understand it, the beneficiary of the | 
bill is a dependent and an invalid daughter. Thecommittee have 
reported three cases of this kind during the — session, and 
they have fixed the rate at $12 per month. e other two have 
peseen, and one of them has become a law. The cases are on all 

ours; the circumstances and conditions precisely the same; and 
I trust the Senator will not insist upon increasing the rate in this 
Particular case. If they could all be increased to $24 per month, I 
certainly should not object. 


I will say about this class of cases that, when I was a member 
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of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of another body, we had a 
rule or custom of allowing this class of invalid and dependent 
children $18 per month. I undertook to get one through in the 
last Congress, but the other body insisted upon reducing it to $10 
per month, and it passed the Senate in that form. As I say, we 
have in this Congress rather established a rule in the committee 





| of making $12 per month the rate. 


Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator how old this gir] is? 
Mr. GALLINGER. It is a case in which the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CoCKRELL] is especially interested, and he can state, 


Mr. COCKRELL. She is over 20 years old. 

Mr. ALLEN. ’ she entirely dependent? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Absolutely so. 

Mr. ALLEN. And requires some attendance? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; she can not go about by herself, and 


can not do any work. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ishall not resist the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will realize the great justice 
of increasing this pension, and possibly, by that means, of equaliz- 
ing it with some that have just been passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is a point to which I will simply 
call the Senator’s attention, and that is, that we propose to pen- 
sion the child of a soldier who has no pension under the law. It 
is a gratuity pure and simple, and yet I am glad to accept any 
suggestion of the Senator that tends to equalization of pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN. In reply to the Senator, I desire to say that the 
records in the Pension Bureau show that the children of soldiers 


| have been pensioned by special acts of Congress for a year or two. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 
the general law. 

Mr. ALLEN. If this youngladyisblind and entirely dependent, 
she can not get along with $24 a month. 7 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is entirely true. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment reported 
by the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


Undoubtedly; but not in accordance with 


CAROLINE STOCKTON BROWN. 

The bill (S. 702) granting a pension to Caroline Stockton Brown 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, after the words ‘‘ pension,” to strike out 
‘fone hundred and”; and in line 9, after the word ‘‘ month,” to 
strike out: 

From and after the 3d day of August, 1894 

This act shall take effect from and after its passage. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline Stockton 
Brown, widow of William Rawle Brown, late major in the Marine Corps of 
the United States, and pay her a pension of $50 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HELEN M. 


The bill (S. 724) granting an increase of pension to Helen M. 
Mallery was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to increase the pension of Helen M. Mallery, widow of Gar- 
rick Mallery, late captain and brevet lieutenant-colonel, United 
States Army, and lieutenant-colonel Thirteenth Pennsylvania Cav- 


MALLERY. 


| alry, and brevetcolonel, United States Volunteers, to$50 per month. 


The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARION M’KIBBEN. 


The bill (S. 684) granting an increase of pension to Marion Mc- 
Kibben was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of Marion McKibben, widow of David B. 
McKibben, late colonel of the One hundred and fifty-eighth and 
the Two hundred and fourteenth regiments Pennsylvania Infan- 
try, and brevet brigadier-general, United States Army, to $50 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FANNIE MOALE GIBBON. 


The bill (S. 2008) granting a pension to Fannie Moale Gibbon 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Fannie Moale Gibbon, widow 
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of Maj, Gen. John Gibbon, United States Army, and pay her a 
pension of $100 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPHINE FOOTE FAIRFAX, 

The bill =. 1784) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
Foote Fairfax was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
ne: »ses to place on the pension roll the name of Josephine Foote 

airfax, widow of the late Rear-Admiral Donald MacNeil Fair- 
fax, of the United States Army, and pay her a pension of $50 per 
month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. CASE. 


The bill (H.R. 147) granting a pension to George W. Case, late 
private Company B, Twenty-second New York Cavalry, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension roll the name of George W. Case, late a private of 
Company B, Twenty-second New York Cavalry, at $50 per month, 
= lieu of the pension now received by him under act of June 27, 

890, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Cc, E, PHILBROOK,. 


The bill (8.739) granting an increase of pension to C. E. Phil- 
brook, widow of Alvah Philbrook, major of Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word ‘dollars,” to strike out 
thirty” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five,” and after the word ‘‘ receives,” 
in line 9, at the end of the bill, to insert: 

Provided, That no claim for arrears shall be allowed by reason of the pas- 
sage of this act. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of U. E. Philbrook, 
widow of Alvah Philbrook, major of Twenty-fourth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension of per month, the same to be in lieu of 
the pension she now receives: Provided, That no claim for arrears shall be 
allowed by reason of the passage of this act. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the chairman of the Committee on Pen- 
sions — this pension is proposed to be reduced from $30 to $25 
a month 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. As I reported the bill, I can 
give the information to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall be glad to get it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Mrs. Philbrook is the widow 
of Captain Philbrook, who was killed at the battle of Franklin. 
He had at the time a major’s commission in his pocket from the 
governor of his State, and he had been acting major for six 
months previous to his death. The committee thought that the 
widow was entitled to the pension that a major’s widow gets, 
which, I believe, is $25 a month. So the amount was reduced 
from $30 to $25 a month on my sug ion. 

Mr. ALLEN. As the author of the bill does not want any more 
than $25 a month, I certainly can not ask for any more; but Ican 
not resist the temptation of making the remark that the line of 
distinction between a brevet major, or an embryo major, and a 
ee or a colonel seems to be very broad in these 

ills. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. With the consent of the com- 
mittee I will withdraw the amendment and let the amount stand 
at $30 a month, if that is the desire of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think it ought to be $30. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Then I withdraw the amend- 
ment, with the assent of the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The amendment can not be withdrawn, 
but it can be nonconcurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the first amendment reported by the committee, before the word 
“dollars” to strike out ‘‘ thirty” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now recurs on 
agreeing to the lastamendment reported by the committee, which 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. The committee report to add to the bill the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That no claim for arrears shall be allowed by reason of the pas- 
sage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Tke bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
—_ — concurred in. ba ‘ 
the third time, and passed, 
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WILLIAM LORING SPENCER. 

The bill (S. 1699) for the relief of William Loring Spenc. 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes + 
on the pension roll the name of William Loring Spencer, \ 
of George E. Spencer, late colonel First Regiment Alaban, 
alry, at $50 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. _I see that the Secretary very prope: 
itated when he read ‘‘ William Loring Spencer, widow of (; 
E. Spencer,” but notwithstanding that, the lady was ch: d 
‘* William,” and that is her name. 

I want to make a statement concerning this particular cy 
asmuch as I have promised to do so to certain parties who are ye) 
deeply interested in it, one of them an ex-Senator. 

The committee have reported this bill giving Mrs. Spencer $59 
amonth? Her husband had a distinguished service as an o 
in the Army, as I remember, having: the title, or the brey« 
at least, of brigadier-general. He was brevetted brigadier-: 
to date from March 13, 1865, for gallant and meritorious s: 
during the campaign through Georgia and the Carolinas. 

General Spencer had letters of commendation from (enyera] 
Vandever, from General Kilpatrick, from Major-General [)\ju. 
from Major-General Sherman, and “rom Secretary of War stan. 
ton. 

He was a member of this body for twelve years, as I remeber 
it, from the State of Alabama, and friends of his have said t« 
that they thought this allowance, Mrs. Spencer being in 2 Q 
destitution, ought to be $75 per month, and I rise to move ay 
amendment making the rate $75 instead of $50. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated 

The SecreTARY. . In line 8, before the word “dollars,” it js 
proposed to strike out ‘‘ fifty” and insert ‘‘ seventy-five”; so as to 
read: ‘* $75 per month.” 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from Now 
Hampshire what is the pension of the widow of a colonel und 
the general law? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Thirty dollars a month. 

Mr. BERRY. We have passed anumber of bills to-day giving, 
I believe, $50 a month in such cases. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; $75 in some cases, and §1() in 
others. 

Mr. BERRY. Have these increases been proposed be: 
the destitution of these widows over and above the generii line 
of widows of colonels? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the committee and Congress } 
been governed by more than one consideration in this c'! f 
cases. First, the unusual service of the officer has been ta! ) 
account, if it has been unusual; next, the destitution of the widow 
has been a consideration; and I will say frankly to the s r 
from Arkansas—because I would not deceive him if I could, and 
I certainly could not deceive him in this matter—that my motion 
is made somewhat upon sentimental considerations, in view of tle 
fact that this particular officer had been a member of this body 
for twelve years, and left a widow in utter destitution. lt. in 
other words, puts this case upon all fours with the case that 
passed the Senate at this session of Congress, that of Brigi 
General Cogswell of Massachusetts, he having been a mem)cr of 
the House of Representatives for a long time, and there being 
perhaps a little sentiment in that. 

I will say in reference to this case—and I am not going to urge 
it very strongly—that I have made this motion rather in be}yf of 
men whom I regard very highly and who have made a special })\va 
in this case. 


s 


= 


I will say further that this is a very meritorious case, ot!) so 
far as the service of the soldier was concerned andso far as the (es- 
titution of the widow is concerned. If the amendment docs not 
pass, I have no objection; but I shall vote for it myself in view of 
the considerations which I have presented. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I realize how difficult it is for 
one who comes from the section of the country I do to make any 
objection whatever to the passage of pension bills. I realize ‘ur 


¢ 


thermore that it is resented, when made by one who was on tlie 
other side of the controversy, as an effort to deprive the Umon 
soldiers of that to which they conceive they are entitled, but it 
does seem to me that it is a great injustice, when the genera! |aw 
says that the widow of a colonel shall receive $30 a month, that 
the widows of particular officers shall be picked out here and 


ov $50, $75, and $100 per month. There ought to be some unl 
ormity in regard to these pensions. ; 
It can not be said that this officer was more meritorious or (hat 
he rendered better services than thousands of other officers. 1 !1n 
why should his widow be given $75 per month, and others on'y 
$30 or $50, as the case may be? It seems to me it is unjust, an! 1 


is unfair. 
The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] a few days ago ml 
be omy here on this subject, and he convinced me, at least, if I 
not already been before convinced, that the widows 0! ))' 
vates, so far as pensions are concerned, should be put on an equal- 
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ity with the widows of officers, and I say to-day that there can be 
no reason to the contrary. I realize that in the case of an officer, 
while war is going on, in order to get the best service, the Gov- 
ernment is obliged to pay a larger sum, but a pension is given for 
the support of the person drawing it, and it is even more neces- 
sary in the case of the widow of a private, because the private 
leaves his widow in amore helpless condition than the officer 
leaves his. 

In addition to that, the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER] states as another reason why the pension in this par- 
ticular case should be given that the husband of this lady was at 
one time a United States Senator. Is it a fair reason, is it a real 
reason, why this Government should pay that widow more because 
her husband had been a member of this body than should be paid 
to a man who was not so fortunate or unfortunate, as the case 
may be, as to have been amember of the Senate? Because he was 
a member of the Senate should his widow have more than the 
widow of asoldier equally meritorious? It seems to me that is an 
unjust reason and unfair reason, and while the Senator says it is 
actuated by sentiment, sentiment is very well when you are deal- 
ing with your own money; but when we are dealing with the 
money of the people of the United States, and trust money, I do 
not believe we have a right or that it is fair and just to take other 
people’s money and pay it out and give it to parties on sentiment. 

r.GALLINGER. IftheSenator will allow me 

Mr. BERRY. Of course, I say this in a general way. I real- 
ize and understand that it is utterly impossible that anything I 


can say can defeat any character of pension bill that may be | 


brought here. I have tried it for years and years, but it goes on. 
This Congress has expended $140,000,000 already under the gen- 
eral appropriation act, but, not content with that, the Calendar is 
crowded from session to session with bills for increases and for 
new parties and with special acts. One or two were reported this 
morning to pension the dependent child of a soldier, and if it con- 
tinues, the pension roll, at the end of forty years from the close of 
the war, will continue to grow instead of decreasing. 

In the case of any soldier who served in the war and was 
wounded in the line of his duty I would not cast a vote against 
giving him a fair and reasonable pension, but it seems to me that 
where pensions are given by special act it is unjust, unequal, and 
unfair, and when given, as the reason here is given, because the 
husband of the woman happened to be « United States Senator, it 
is not such a reason as should control this body. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Arkansas is one of the 
most kindhearted men in this body, and I think one of the most 
fair-minded, and he will do me the justice to amend his remarks, 
I think, and not insist that I gave that as the reason. I gaveit as 
one reason, 

Mr. BERRY. Not as the sole reason, but as one of the reasons. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I said it was sentimental to that extent, 
anditis. I want to call the Senator’s attention to the fact that if 
General Spencer had died while he was a member of this body, 
sentiment would have given his widow his pay for the remainder 
of his term. There is no law for doing that; it is pure and un- 
adulterated sentiment and nothing else. Sentiment does enter into 
these matters. If the Senator should die to-morrow his widow 
would be granted the remainder of his salary for the term to which 
he was recently elected, as I remember the practice. 

Mr. BERRY. No, I think—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Or for one year, perhaps. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For one year. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Five thousand dollars. 

Mr. BERRY. Those who have been here a little longer than 
the Senator from New Hampshire know that I have invariably, 
on all occasions, voted against giving the widow of any Senator 
or Member a year’s salary after his death. I have said on a 
former occasion, I have said it more than once in this body, that 
if that was to be the rule it ought to be inserted in the law, and 
let it be so understood before Senators and Members were elected; 
that it was unjust and unfair, and simply giving away the 
—— money, where it was put into an appropriation bill when 
the law did not exist. If Congress believes that the widow of a 
Senator or a Member should have a year’s salary after his death, 
then it ought to be put into the general law, so that the whole 
country would understand it and Congress would be held responsi- 
ble, and it should not be put into an appropriation bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Probably the Senator has never offered an 
amendment to the law touching that matter. 

Mr. BERRY. I have voted against it upon various occasions. 
I fought against giving it to the widows of eqwene Court judges. 
I fought against giving it to Senators’ widows, and have voted 
against it on the yeas and nays. I never offered the other amend- 
ment, because I did not believe it ought to be the law, but I say if 
it is going to be done that would be the fair way to do it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no doubt that the Senator has been 
consistent in that matter, and I simply called attention to it to 
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show him that sentiment in this body is not entirely confined to 
the granting of pensions. It isarule that I think is never de- 
parted from in this body that if an employee dies his widow is 
granted, as I remember it, one-half » year’s salary, and there is a 
case on the Calendar of that kind which will undoubtedly be passed 
when it is reached. 

I am not.going to argue this case at length. I do not propose, 
while I chance to be the chairman of the Committee on Pensions, 
to be drawn into any angry discussion of pension legislation. I 
stated frankly, openly, and without qualification why I suggested 
this amendment, and I shall have no fault to find if the Senate 
votes against it. Itrust that the Senate will vote the amendment 
into the bill, and I do think that the fact that this woman is the 
widow of a United States Senator and that she is in utter desti- 
tution does carry a little weight in the matter. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, [would have been entirely satis- 
fied with a pension of $600 a year to Mrs. Spencer, and Iam quite 
satisfied with the proposition of the chairman of the Committee 
on Pensions to increase it to $75 a month. I have sentimental 
reasons for supporting the amendinent that I may as well state. 

I knew Colonel Spencer, afterwards brevetted as brigadier-gen- 
eral; I know the service he performed, and it was a very interest- 
ing and important service to the country. There was in the State 
of Alabama, as [ happen to know by my personal experience, a 
large number of Union people. I became acquainted with them 
during the war. They were not the people who inhabited the 
Tennessee Valley about Tuscumbia and Decatur and Huntsville, 
but they were people who lived in the hills; and when we retreated 
from the Tennessee River, in order to meet General Brace’s 
advance by the way of Chattanooga and through Cumberland 
Gap into Kentucky, there followed me, I should think, 500 peo- 
ple from those hills. 

Colonel Spencer went into those hills and organized a military 
force devoted to the Union, and furnished a rallying point for the 
element of which I speak. They were not the individuals of 
whom I spoke as following the Union Army, but a class resem- 
bling them—Union people who occupied the mountains south of 
the Tennessee River in the broken region between that and the 
rivers that flow into the Gulf of Mexico. He rendered a most 
important service. As I said, he went into that region and organ- 
ized a regiment of Alabama Unionists and furnished a nucleus 
for the Union people who lived in that particular region. 

He rendered important service, valuable service; and it was ren- 
dered at a time, too, when there was great doubt as to the direction 
much of that population would take. They were surrounded by 
opposing influences; but they clung to their faith in the Union of 
the States. Colonel Spencer organized a regiment of that class of 
people and he furnished a nucleus and protected them to that ex- 
tent. To that extent, therefore, this strikes me as being a senti- 
mental amendment. As I said, I should have been satisfied with 
the original ymount, but as the amendment is proposed and as it 
is opposed it occurs to me that I now see reasons why it should be 
made a special case in view of the conditions that prevailed at the 
time when he entered Alabama to organize that regiment. 

Mr. President, I wish to state another thing, too, that has had 
influence with me. Every gentleman present, whatever part he 
may have played in the late unpleasantness, as we sometimes 
pleasantly term it, is aware that in the beginning of the struggle 
there was much doubt as to what were the duties of citizens. 
Men, right-minded men, hesitated as to the course they would 
pursue. I have always felt that the men who took ground dis- 
tinctly and positively—and I am not excepting those who were 
prompt and earnest in opposition to my views, but I say the men 
who acted promptly and earnestly at the beginning of the strug- 
gle, and thus aided in guiding public opinion, are to be remem- 
bered as being the most valuable men who took part in that great 
civil controversy. 

Colonel Spencer earnestly tock part very early in the struggle. 
He was a young man full of energy, full of ambition, and his ca- 
pacity was such that it finally brought him into this body. I do 
not know that he came intothe Senate regularly, but I feel about the 
men who came from the reconstructed States very much as I felt 
when I went to New Orleansin 1876. Ilearned when I went to New 
Orleans that there was an element, largely from the North, who 
had seized that great city, and had conquered that country and 
held the Mississippi River by a grasp, with all its vast productions. 
I said to myself, ‘‘ This may not be honest, but men must have 
capacity who have been able to win such triumphs.” Colonel 
Spencer came into this body after having served his country in 
the manner I have indicated, and in that he evinced his capacity 
and his energy and his force. It was the same energy and force 
that he employed when he was organizing those mountaineers in 
Alabama and furnishing them the means of defense as well asa 
nucleus for organization. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shouid like to ask the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Pensions if there is a written report accompanying this bill? 
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Mr. GALLINGER. There is. 

Mr. ALLEN. What special reasons are set forth in the report 
in support of the bill at the sum of $75 a month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Nothing beyond what I have stated. I 
could not make it any stronger if I tried. The bill was introduced 
at $50, and it passed the committee at $50, and was so reported. 
There was not any discussion in committee on the matter at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. On the 14th of last month, in discussing the bill 
granting a pension to the widow of the late Brevet Brigadier- 
General Cogswell, I got into some difficulty with the Committee 
on Pensions and some other Senators for opposing that bill at the 
sum of $75a month. I thought then, pots think now, that $50 a 
month under the circumstances is ample compensation for that 
lady as compared with the pensions that have been granted to the 
widows of like soldiers during the last twenty-five years by special 
act of Congress. I was so thoroughly impressed with that fact 
that I took occasion to address a letter to the Commissioner of 
Pensions, asking him to furnish me a list of the colonels and brevet 
brigadier-generals, because there is only the distinction of rank 
and not of pay between those, whose widows have been pensioned 
by special act of Congress from the close of the war until the pres- 
ent time. 

I now want to call the attention of the honorable Senator from 
New Hampshire to some of these cases. This list goes no higher 
than the rank of brigadier-general. There are pensions granted 
to the widows of major-generals beyond these. 

I find the first case to be that of Mrs. Juliet Opie H. Ayers, 
widow of Romeyn Beck Ayers, colonel of the Second United States, 
and brevet brigadier-general of volunteers. She was pensioned 
by act of Congress June 3, 1890, at the rate of $15.a month. I do 
not know much about General A He seems to have held the 
rank of a brevet brigadier-general, and he seems to have received 
an honorable discharge from the Army. I have no doubt in my 
own mind that he Gelert his duty faithfully, and bravely, and 
well, and intelligently as he was called upon to discharge it dur- 
ing his service in the Army. 

e next one | find is Harriet M. Bailey, widow of William P. 
Bailey, colonel of the Second Delaware Volunteers, who receives 
a pension of $30 a mont. The next is Mary Bailey, widow of 
Joseph Bailey, brevet brigadier-general of volunteers, who receives 
a pension of $30 a mon Emma Biddle, widow of Charles J. 
Biddle, receives a pension of $45 a month, under an act of Con- 
oz of February 18, 1889. Emily B. Bidwell, widow of Daniel 

. Bidwell, brigadier-general of volunteers, receives a pension of 
$50 a month and her daughter a pension of $12 a month. So 
this list runs through. T are 63 of these pension cases, I 
think. In a great majority of the cases the rate of pension is $30 
a month, and there are but two above $50. Caroline S. Webster, 
widow of Fletcher Webeter, colonel of the Twelfth Massachusetts 
Volunteers, was 7 by act of Congress, June 28, 1879, at 
$100 a month, and I presume there was some sentiment in that 

nsion. Henrietta O. Whittaker, widow of Walter C. Whittaker, 

igadier-general of volunteers, was pensioned by act of Congress, 
August 15, 1890, at $100 a month. All the rest run from $15 a 
month up to $50 as the highest, and, as I stated, in the great ma- 
jority of cases the rate is $30 a month. 

Mr. President, if there is sentiment in this matter (and I admit 
there is-much sentiment in so far as I am concerned, because I was 
impressionable at that particular period in the history of the 
country), let me call the attention of the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Pensions to a few cases that ought to have em- 
braced a little bit more sentiment than appears to have character- 
ized the px of some of these acts. 1 call the attention of the 
Senator from N ew Hampshire to the case of Annie A. Hays, widow 
of Alexander Hays, brigadier-general of volunteers, who was pen- 
sioned July 14, 1870, at $50 a month by special act of Congress. I 
call the honorable Senator’s attention to the fact that was 
no brigadier-general in the Army during the history of our late 
civil strife who won greater fame or who rendered ter or more 
brilliant service to the cause of the Union than did Gen. Alexander 
Hays. Yet his widow was pensiuoned at $50 a month. 

And let me call attention to another conspicuous case. Mrs. 
Meagher, widow of Thomas Francis Meagher, brigadier-general 
of volunteers, was pensioned by act of Congress, February 22, 1887, 
at $50 a month. It was mocwan ws in this country during the days 
of the war that Thomas Francis Meagher was one of the greatest 
Irish generals we had upon the side of the Union. He rendered 
most conspicuous services. He was a great man intellectually, a 
man of great qualifications, who discharged his full duty in the 
cause of the Union from the opening to the closing of war. 
Yet his widow receives but $50 a month. 

I call attention to another case that my honorable friend, the 
junior Senator from Minois . PALMER}, will recognize. Icall 
oe to the case of mee ao Ww: anes W.#H. - 

allace, brigadier-general unteers, pension special ac 
of Congress, Jaly 23, 1868, at $50a month. 
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Mr.PALMER. A gallant fellow. 

Mr. ALLEN. The honorable Senator says he was a gallant fe] 
low. He was killed at the head of his troops at Shiloh. He wa 
@ very great man, a man whose life gave promise of standing a 
the head of one of the great armies of the North if he had li, 
He was a man of military genius, a man whose record as a soldier 
and whose competency and qualifications as a soldier could not |e 
questioned. And yet his widow receives a pension of only $50 a 
month. ; 

I would not draw any invidious dir ‘inction between the widows 
of these deceased soldiers and comrades of mine, nor would | 
draw any distinction between their services that would look like 
a reflection upon the one and an undue laud..tion of the other, be- 
cause each of these men no doubt performed his duty well at tho 
time and under the circumstances under which he was called inio 
service, and perhaps would have performed greater and more 
brilliant service than he did if the opportunity had been afforded 
him. I call attention to these cases—and there are others equal! y 
as conspicuous as those I have pointed out—for the purpose of 
showing that there has been an irregularity in the granting of 
pensions to the widows of the same class of officers in times puist, 
and that some uniformity ought now to be established. 

In glancing over this letter of the Commissioner of Pensions, | 
came across another conspicuous name. Louise A. Starkweather, 
widow of John C. Starkweather, colonel of Wisconsin Volunteers 
and brigadier-general of volunteers, was pensioned by act of Marchi 
2, 1891, at $60 a month. There was another conspicuous example 
of a great scldier—— 

Mr. PALMER. He was a fine soldier. 

Mr. ALLEN. My honorable friend from Illinois says he was a 
fine soldier. . Yee 

=r PALMER, I knew him well. He served with my com- 
mand. 

Mr. ALLEN. He says that he knew him well and he was a 
part of his command. Why was not this widow’s pension raise: 
to $75a month? I do not want to be understood as being oppose: 
to the granting of just pensions to the widows of meritorious so|- 
diers. I believe in it, although there has been an attempt among 
a certain class of people since my discussion of the Cogswell case 
here last month to put me in the attitude of antagonizing the 
granting of just pensions. 

Mr. President, I believe every man who gave his services to his 
country, who offered his life to his country, and who performed 
his duty meritoriously and well, should & recognized equally 
with every other man who did thesame thing. That has been my 
position throughout my life. It will be my position the remainder 
of my life. For when a man gives his life to his country, whether 
he be in an arena where he shines conspicuously’ as a leader of 
mén, or whether he be in an arena of mud and dust and fever, ex 
posed to the inclemency of the weather and carrying his musket 
and his knapsack and discharging his duty to his country as faith- 
fully as he can, what more can any man do than to offer his lif» 
in defense of the flag of his ——_ And where comes the spirit 
which we see manifested, especially in this Chamber, from tiie 
to time, that seems to say that because some man by the fortunes 
of politics or by some other fortuitous circumstances was made 
a leader of men for the time being, therefore, the great Creator of 
man had madesome distinction between men of the same race aiid 
that distinction must exist under institutions like ours, which 
recognize the political equality of all men, when the great armivcs 
of which they were members have been mustered out of the ser) 
ice of the Government and they have returned to the peaceful 
walks of life? 

Mr. President, I am a democrat, not a Democrat in the sense of 
belonging to the Democratic party, as a distinguished associate of 
ours has frequently suaeaneee. but I am a democrat in the broader 
and more comprehensive and catholic sense of theterm. I belicve 
every human being who walks upon the face of this earth, male 
or female, who discharges his or her duties conscientiously, rev- 
erently, in the fear and sight of God, in the station in which he 
or she may be placed, is the equal politically, naturally, and so- 
cially of every other man or woman. 

I want to Gama, as far as I am capable of using the English 
language, the spirit that has grown up in this country of makin 
unwarranted and invidious distinctions among men and women. 
We would suppose at times when we listen to orations upon (: 
ceased brigadier-generals and colonels that there was nothing 11) 
the iate army—and I say it with a spirit of entire reverenc: 
below the rank of a brigadier-general. Im these degenerate days 
it is very hard to find a man who is willing to admit that he ws 
a private soldier, because the fact that he was a private soldicr 
the influences of modern society, to carry the imputa- 
tion that he was not much of a man. / 

What would have become of this country in the late struggle if 
there had not been 2,500,000 honest men who came from their 
workshops, from their offices, from all the humble walks of life 
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and shouldered their muskets and marched to victory under the 
Jeadership of many of these distinguished majors and brigadier- 
generals? 
° Mr. TURPIE. The man with the musket was a hero. 
Mr. ALLEN. My honorable friend, the Senator from Indiana, 
says the man with the musket wasahero. Iam perfectly willing 
to divide honors with those gentlemen so far as [ am_ concerned 
and so far as concerns those with whom I associated during that 
seriod. It was my fortune and sometimes my misfortune to 
march with some of those gentlemen on long, weary, muddy, and 
disagreeable marches, and to participate in skirmishes and battles. 
Some of them were great men; some of them were competent and 
prilliant men. Many of them, however, were not worth the cloth- 
ing they wore. The same is true of the private soldiers in the 
ranks. Out of a regiment embracing a thousand men you never 
could get to exceed 500 of them in fighting contact with the enemy. 
Some were sick, some were detailed, some were stragglers, some 
managed by hook or by crook to get out of the road of danger, 
and about one-half of the whole number on the roll bore the brunt 
of the battle. 

Now, thirty years after the great conflict has ended, should we 
set up this standard of distinction in the United States Congress 
and say thatone man, because he wore epaulets upon his shoulders 
during that struggle, receiving the honor and the pay incident to 
his rank, is superior to his more humble companion who. trudged 
after him in the ranks weeks and months and years, fighting the 
great battles, winning victories, and sometimes losing a battle? 

Mr. President, the distinction not only is not real, but it is an 
insult to the great rank and file of that Army. It is an open in- 
sult thrown into the faces of the great masses of the American 
people. Wearea Republic in this country. The rights of the 
private soldier and the rights of the humblest citizen in this land 
are as sacred under our form of government, under our funda- 
mental and statutory laws, under the protecting folds of the 
American flag, as are the rights of the most exalted and the most 
accomplished citizen; and we do ourselves injustice when we 
encourage this invidious distinction. 

When the war was over, when the armies disbanded, when those 
men returned to the peaceful pursuits of life, the inequality that 
was forced upon them in consequence of the necessity of military 
discipline disappeared; the relations as they existed before that 
great event were reestablished. Whenever I hear the honorable 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. prep ce plead the cause 
of one of those brigadier-generals or his widow I can not lrelp but 
think how many thousands and hundreds of thousands of poor, 
careworn. widows of private soldiers there are in this country who 
must furnish evidence which would be sufficient to convict a man 
of acrime beyond a reasonable doubt before they are permitted 
to take ont of the Treasury of the United States the pittance of 
$8 a month. Some persons can ride to the Pension Office in their 
carriages and draw $100 or $200 a month, and live in luxury. 
Another, equally meritorious, but the widow of a private soldier 
or the widow of a noncommissioned officer, goes in a well-worn 
and faded calico dress and almost without shoes, and, getting 
upon her knees, must beg for the pittance of eight or twelve dol- 
larsamonth, It is wrong, and it ought not to be encouraged. 

The time has come when this distinction must be wiped out. 


896. 


In my judgment no Senator in this body will gain political pre- | 


ferment, if that is what he seeks (and I have sometimes suspected 
that evenin this Chamber political motives control the action of 


Senators), who undertakes to force upon the country an unnatural | 


distinction like this. 
increased pay and the increased honor that his position brought 
him, and his humble neighbor went to the ranks carrying a musket 
to discharge his duty, and both of them gave to the country what 
they had, they should now stand alike upon the pay rolls of the 
Government. They should occupy the same position in the hearts 
of their countrymen and in the history of the nation. Their 
widows should stand side by side as the honorable widows of men 
who yielded up their lives in defense of the flag of their nation. 

I desire to insert the letter of the Commissioner of Pensions in 
the Recorp as a part of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the letter will be 
printed in the REcorp. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


Letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, transmitting a list, compiled 
from the Statutesat Large of the United States, showing the names of widows 
of colonels, brevet brigadier-generals, and brigadier-generals of the volun- 
teers who are in receipt of pensions under special acts. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., January 31, 1896. 
Sir: In compliance with your letter of January 15, 1896, requesting infor- 
mation relative to certain pensioners under special acts of Congress, I trans- 
mit herewith a list, compiled from the Statutes at Large of the United 


Btates, the names of widows of colonels, brevet brigadier-generals, 
and brigadier-generals of the volunteers who are in receipt of pensions 
under special acts. 


When the general went to the war with the | 
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It is proper to add that the list is not believed to be complete 
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tha iny special acts do not give the rank or service of the 
| cou whose service the pension is granted. The list, howe' 
| plet can be i rom the Statutes at 
iy ng t f servic you, Iam, 
WM. LOCHREN 
Hon. WILLIAM V. ALLEN, 
United States Senate 
Name. Rank. Date of a 
Juliet Opie H. Ayers, widow of | Colonel Second | June LSOX 
Romeyn Beck Ayers. | Urited States and 
} brevet bi uwiier 
general volunteers 
Harriet M. Bailey, widow of Wil- | Colonel Second De “eb. 26, 1885 
liam P. Bailey. aware Volunteers 
Mary Bailey, widow of Joseph | Brevet bi lier- | Apr. 14, 1888 
Bailey. | 
| Ox ‘ 
Emma Biddle, widow of Charles; syivania Rifles | Feb. 13,1889} 
J. Biddle. and acting briga | 
adier-general vol 
| unteers. 
Emily B. Bidwell, widow of Daniel Brigadier-general of | July 27,1868 
D. Bidwell. | volunteers ; 
Frances E. Bidwell, daughter of | do Feb. 22,1891 
Daniel D. Bidwell. | 
Mary A. Blaisdell, widow of Wil- | Brevet brigadier- | Oct. 1,1890 
liam Blaisdell. |} general volunteers 
Martha A. Bowling, widow of Wil- | Colonel Thirty-first allenic 
liam Bowling. Kentucky Volun 
teer Infantry 
Charlotte D. Crocker, widow of | Brigadier-generalof | May 8, 1886 
Marcellus M. Crocker. volunteers. 
Gustavus Alonzo Draper, son of | Brevet _ brigadier- | May 24, 1890 
Alonzo G. Draper. general of volun- | 
teers | | 
Caroline E. Duryee, widow of | Brigadicr-general of | Feb. 14, 1891 
Abraham Duryee. volunteers 
Morris Dwight, father of A. W. | Colonel One hun- | Mar. 3, L879 
Dwight. dred and twenty- | 
second New York | 
Volunteers | 
Betsey A. Eaton, widow of Willard | Colonel Thirteenth | Mar. 3, 1875 
G. Eaton. | Michigan Volun- | 
| teers | 4 i 
Valeria B. Elliott, widow of W.L. | Brigadier-general of | Feb. 28, 1891 
Elliott. volunteers. | | 
Virginia L. M. Ewing, widow of |.....do-.............. Aug. 29, 1890 
Charles Ewing. 
Elizabeth K. Gallagher, widow of | Colonel Eleventh | May 7, 1886 
Thomas F’. Gallagher. Reserve Corps, 
Pennsylvania, and 
brevet brigadier | 
general of volun- | | 
teers | 
Mary A. Green, widow of William | Colonel Twenty- | Sept.29, 1890 
A. Green. ninth Wisconsin 
Volunteers 
Sarah Hackleman, widow of Pleas- srigadier-general of | July 17, 1868 
ant A. Hackleman. | volunteers. 
Juliet E. Hall, widow of William | Colonel Eleventh | Mar. 1, 1869 
Hall. Iowa Volunteers. 
Juliet E. Hall, daughter of Wil- |- do May 15, 1874 
| _ liam Hall. | 
Margaret G. Halpine, widow of | Lieutenant-colonel | Feb. 14, 1885 
Charles G. Halpine. and brevet briga | 
dier-general vol | 
unteers. 
Montraville A. Harrington, father | Colonel Twenty- | Sept.30, 1890 | 
of Fazello A. Harrington. seventh Niinois 
Volunteers 
Appolonia Hassendeubel, Maria | Colonel Seventh | Feb. 12,1891 | 
Hassendeubel, sisters of Franz | Missouri Volun 
Hassendeubel. | teers 
Annie A. Hays, widow of Alexan- | Brigadier-general of | July 14, 1870 
der Hays. volunteers 
| Louise M. Humphrey, widow of | Colonel! Eighty- | Jan. 15,1889 
| George Humphrey. eighth Indiana } 
| | Volunteers 
| Patsey Jackson, widow of James | Brigadier-general of | May 1886 
| S. Jackson. j volunteer 
Sue B. Johnson, widow of Gilbert | Colonel Thirteenth | Mar. 1, 1889 
M. L. Johnson. Indiana Volun- | 
. teers and brevet } 
I neral 
ia T. Karge, widow of Joseph | Second New | Mar. 2,1895 
‘ze y avairy 
zabeth H. Lawler, widow of | Brigadier-general of | July 3, 1884 
Mictiael K. Lawler. volunteers 
N. W. Leasure, widow of Daniel | Colonel One Oct. 1,1890| 
Leasure. } dredth Pennsylv: } 
|} nia Voluntee 
Belinda Macdonald, widow of | Colonel Forty Feb. 7,1879 
Christopher R. Macdonald. } enth New York | 
| Volunteers 
Melvina A. Maltby, widow of | Brigadier-generalof | May 14, 1878 | 
Jasper A. Maltby. | volunteers | 
Rebecca C. Maxwell, widow of | Colonel One hun- | Mar. 22,1878 | 
O. C. Maxwell. dred and ninety 
fourth Ohio Vol 
| wunteers 
Julia E. Lock,formerly widow of | Colonel Fifty - sec- | Feb. 13,1895} 
Daniel McCook. ond Ohio Volun- 
teers, and briga 
dier- general vol- | 
unteers. i 
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of this fact, if none other, the pension should be enlarged bey 1 
that granted to others. I mention this fact because it is know) 
better to me than to others. 


0 . , Now, I wish to say a few words more, J have always | 
Lert oe cuatsiahoeee: On wl a. ~ sidered that it was the part of the Union soldiers and the 1 
Saaee ans See sentatives of the Northern people to determine the pensions {| 
= — should be granted to their soldiers and widows on account of 
Hettie McConnell, widow of H.K. | Colonel Seventy- | Sept.29,1890| 90.00 | services during the late war, and I have voted for whatever | 
McConnell, an Ohio Volun- by the majority, said was theestablished sentiment and opinivy) }; 
Ada H. McDonald, widow of | Colonel First Ten- | Mar. 3,1873| 30.00 | the Northern people. Iam still prepared todoso. Butt do : 
Charles McDonald. nessee Militia. agree with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. It is 
Marion McKibben, widow of | Colonel One hun- | Feb. 27,1891| 30.00 | sonable to assume that the man who is selected by the private s.|- 
David B. McKibben. orth ne ‘ey. diers themselves to be in command gave something more t) |\s 
hundred and four- country than the average private soldier did. He gave a hi» 
teenth Penns yl- degree of intelligence than did the average man in the ranks 
Tia ee r. ALLEN, Will the Senator from Florida permit me to 
dier-general vol- terrupt him? : 
unteers. Mr. CALL. Certainly. 
Elisabeth M. J. Meagher, widow Brigadier general ot Feb. 22,1887 | 60.00 Mr. ALLEN. Is the Senator willing to assert that the officcrs 
Jennie 8. Mitchell, widow of |-...- IE Li duvanaaene tase June27, 1882| 50.00 | had a monopoly of intelligence? 
Robert B. Mitchell. Mr. CALL. No; not a monopoly. 
Sophia A. Morgan, widow of | Brevet brigadier- | Mar. 3,1885/ 50.00| Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator mean to assert that if all o; 
ee oe nk a: them, by some mysterious power of Providence, had been taken 
dier-genert. vol- away, there were not men in the ranks competent to perform t\\ir 
Marion A. Mulligan, widow of Gaeer Mwenty- Juyune22, 1882} 50.00 duties? : : 
James A. Mulligan.’ third Dlinois Vol- ; . Mr. CALL. No. But that has nothing to do with the Soy 
unteers. tor’s proposition. When the man in the ranks was chosen ly the 
Mary E. Murray, widow of Wil-| Colonel Eighty- | June27,1884| 18.00 | soldiers, and had the ability to perform that duty, he renderod a 
tam G. Murray. ee eee service greater than that of his fellows. It was greater in resj.n- 
Elizabeth A. Neibling, widow of | Colonel Twenty-first | Mar. 13,1876| 90.00 | sibility and greater in its requirements and its labor and 
James M. Neiblin ; Ohio Volunteers. sacrifice. 
Mer Edueand Fr Nope ee ne ei tntocts | pee 1801 | 60.00) Mr. ALLEN. Why does the Senator assert that the officers had 
and brevet briga- the superior intellect? 
dier-general Vol- Mr. CALL. Because their comrades chose them for those places 
Jane Robinson, widow of Harai Colonel First Lou- | Oct. 17,1888 | 30.00 for that reason. 
Robinson, isiana Volunteer raha ; Mr. ALLEN. Let me call the Senator’s attention to one thing. 
Cavalry. The private soldiers of the late war have succeeded in civil life to 
Sallie Rodman, widow of Isaac P. ae gnecel of | Feb. 10,1885 50.00 | a oreater extent than have the officers. 
Emma L. Selfridge, widow of Colonel Forty-sixth Apr. 30,1890 | 30.00 r.CALL. That may be, and yet it has nothing to do wit! 
James L. Selfridge. Pennsylvania Vol- ee ——— I bane ay tag hal yyaanon the Senator has any 
unveers. ta whatever upon which to base that proposition. They were 
— tr "SS Island Vol Feb. 26, 1889 | 50.00 | infinitely more numerous; unquestionably the number was much 
unteers. greater, and therefore their success is more obvious than that of 
Louise A. Starkweather, widow of | Colonel Wisconsin | Mar. 2,1891| 50.00 | the officers. 
John O. Starkweather. et But I want to speak about this proposition. Iam as much in 
volunteers. favor of doing everything that is possible for the great masses of 
Jeannie Stone, widow of Charles {Brigadier-generalof | June 9,1888} 60.00 | the people, in the individual and in the aggregate, as is anybody 
nae Roninn widow of Daniel OTe ten Mar. 2,1883| 90.00 | else; but I am not in favor of any policies or laws which will 
Stover. : nessee Volunteers. cen 2 nilitate against the benefit of the individuals who constitute the 
a Tew, widow of George W. Cs ee Feb. 28,1891 | 30.00 ee mass of the he oe I a the power I would give all 
a = . rave and meritorious soldiers of either army unable to earn a 
= Ee witout ae eek ae | support, and their widows and children, an aienate pension. 
Corps) volunteers. Now, the argument of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEY | is 
Ellen E. Truex, widow of William | Colonel pousserene Feb. 12,1891| 30.00 | just as forcible as if he were to say that the members of this 
= ene dy, the President of the United States and the members of lis 
brigadier. general Cabinet, me the judges of the an should ~ given the same pay 
= TOS TOnes. as the workman who constructs a house or who engages in any of 
oY ww Ee a” ag ee ~~ —. of | July 23,1868) 50.00 | the useful and necessary occupations of labor. They are mre 
Kt Bilen A. Vance, daughter of Joseph Colonel Ninety sixth Feb. 14,1885| 18.00 ey rhaps = (or oe of io ee: = intelli- 
» Vance. o Volunteers. nee of the country could not live withou em, but neither 
et a Vek wee eV, oe | ee) eS can they live without the brains which their humble circum- 
By. Elisabeth Ward, widow of Durbin Breve brigadier. Jan. 27,1887 | 50.00 — furnish “ a ery - — its — and it : light. 
ef ard. nerai volunteers. e genius and the intellect of the country come from the poor 
ee Caroline So opster, widow of | Colonel Twelfth Mas-| June 28, 1879 | 100.0 | neople. The private soldier becomes an officer and is chosen by 
ae: ; teers. rivate soldiers. When they are placed in position to guide and 
a 2 Bethe OF eaaaae, widow of eels general of | Aug. 15,1890 | 100.00 Rtrect, manifestly an additional eeeeay an additional aut, 
Bs: ao D ins : an additional expense is imposed uponthem. Unless you make 
#3 “ja B Woodall.” ae ra ofr Tk ee the Army and Congress a plutocratic body and forbid a represent- 
fe inois Volunteers. ative of the poor or of the privates from coming here or being «1 
a ——— | officer, how could Senators live here or officers give their time to 
i Mr. CALL. Mr. President, in reference to this bill, it is a mat- | the performance of their public duties upon the one, two, three, oT 
ae ter of duty that I should say a few words. The widow who is to | four dollars a day which is the pay of the laborers of the country: 
Bt 3 be the recipient of the sion proposed to be granted is the | Thatis the eee of the Senator. Thepeople honor the- 
5 daughter of a citizen of Florida whom I knew in my early life. | selves when they honor their meritorious public servants. \\° 
as 5 I happen to have some information in regard to the peculiar cir- | live in a Republic where the people govern, and it is our boast and 
, cumstances which would constitute this an exception even to the | pride that the private, the poorest man is not excluded from t) 
rule proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], if it | highest offices and the greatest responsibilities. We are a poo) !¢ 
Be: were a correct rule, which I do not think it is. who, in contradistinction to monarchy, to royalty, to hereditary 
a The husband, General Spencer, for whose service the pension is | estates, to riches, rank, and power, desire to see their represe! i 
to be granted to his widow, lived for some years in a condition of | tives chosen by ourselves from the people placed in positions w!: tv 
Ro ty feebleness and inability to perform any work for himself, and | they will stand equal with any others in any other Governm 1! 
ay was dependent upon his e, I understand, and not upon the | and under any other circumstances. This is democracy, ani t!\'s 
es Treasury of the United States. By her exertion he was for years | alone. 


SS! supported and sustained in time of sickness, and I understand 
oe from some personal knowledge of herself and her affairs that he 
ot derived from her labor and her efforts that support which was due 
Be os to him from the Treasury of the United States. In consideration 


I do not agree with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry). 
The poor man who comes here and renders faithful service to 1s 
country has a right to have his children educated; he has a rit 
to have them appear decently and in good shape to the rest of 








1896. 


the people of the country; and he has a right to have compensa- 





tion sufficient to make provision for his family. It is to the dis- | ent principle. 
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ace of ourselves and our country that the descendants of Thomas | 


efferson, the great light of the people, and of Madison, and of 


| 


many of our other public men, who have given their services to | 


the country, were left in the most absolute poverty. ; 
disgrace that our inefficient means. of industrial education leave 
in a condition of destitution the children of many of the men who 
have rendered most important service in the cause of freedom and 
of the people, and who might have acquired fortunes and given 
comfort to their family. 

No, the argument is a wrong one. The public service rendered 
by faithful public servants, either in the Army or in civil life, 
ought to be adequately rewarded, and the families of such men 
ought to be provided with reasonable comforts. To say that be- 
cause you can not do this for all the widows of this country—I 
wish you could—is no argument why you should not do it so far 
as youcan. Tosay that youcan not do this for all the widows in 


the country because their husbands have rendered meritorious | 


service, but yet not the same kind of service as others, is no 
argument. 

The question is, does the established and necessary order of 
things require superior ability and guidance? Doesit require that 
when the people charge one of their fellow-citizens with extraor- 
dinary and important duties he shall not be surrounded with the 
circumstances to enable him to perform those duties, and that 
when to the exclusion of gain to himself he has passed through 


life in the people’s service his familyshall have no provision made | 
for them, even in the shape of the small sum of money which he | 


would have earned ina few months? 
gument. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words in re- 
sponse to those uttered by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Cau]. 

is first statement was that he thought that those who served in 
the Union Army, or at least were in sympathy with that Army, 
ought to determine the amount of pensions that should be granted 
here, thereby inferring, I suppose, that no one who did not serve 
in that Army, although he is a Senator or a Member of the House 
of Representatives, has any right to express any opinion about it, 
but is simply bound to let those who were in sympathy with the 
Union cause determine it. 

I think a great many Senators here from the South have been 
silent from time to time because of the very idea expressed by the 


I do not agree with the ar- 


Senator from Florida, that any attempt upon our part to regu- | 
late the amount of the pensions would be resented and perhaps | 


misunderstood. But we are here as the representatives of our 


mith e 


such bills as we think are proper and just, and against such as 
we think are hurtful, then we ought not to be permitted to have 
seats upon this floor. 
express an opinion upon any matter that may become public leg- 
islation, then we never ought to have come here. As I feel, our 
States at least have equal rights in this Union, and if we are per- 
mitted to represent them upon this floor we are equal with every 
other man in every respect so far as the right to vote and to ex- 
press an opinion upon any public measure is concerned. 

Now, the second proposition of the Senator from Florida is that 


there ought to be a civil list, and that the widows and children of | 


Senators or men who have served the public ought to be on the 


pension roll, or, to use his language, ought to be provided for by | 


the Government. Mr. President, I protest against any such idea 
or any such proposition. 
inserving the public. Thetruthis, and everybody knows it, that 


there is not a man here who did not want to be here, and he would | 


not be here unless he sought the place and thought the compensa- 
tion and the honor were equal to the service he might render. 
Because men who seek these positions, when they are sought for 
by hundreds of their countrymen, are so fortunate as to secure 
them, is no reason why the balance of the people of the country 
should contribute of their means tosupport the wives and children 
of those who have been in public life. 

I say that our Government, if I have understood its object and 
purposes, is founded upon different principles. I have been 
taught to believe that this is a Republic in which each man is 
equal before the law. Ihave been taught to believe that if you 
build up a privileged class, a class of officeholders, whose wives 
and daughters shall be foisted upon the Government, to be sup- 
ported by the balance of the people of this nation, then we will 
no longer be a Republic where equality exists. 

I wish to say another word or two. The Senator from Florida 
says it is perfectly proper that this distinction shall be made in the 
matter of pensions because the officers of the Army had more in- 
telligence than the privates. 
of war we should pay the officer a greater salary than the private, 
because the situation might be such that it would be impossible 
to secure the best talent of the country unless you did pay an addi- 


If weare not equal in all respects to every other Senator, | 
erfect right and the duty incumbent upon us to vote for | 


If we are unequal, if we have no right to | 


The Senator says that we spend our lives | 


It is to our | 


| 


| 
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tional price. But the pension of a widow is upon a wholly differ- 

It is given to her for her support, because her hus- 
band lost bis life in time of war. The man she married was an 
officer; it may be true that he had more intelligence than the 
private soldier, yet I do not believe in the theory that she, too, must 
be placed upon a higher plane and given an additional amount 
because of the higher intelligence of her husband. 

As I said in the beginning, I well know that nothing I can say 
here would tend to defeat any pension bill, however unjust or 
absurd it may be; but when I sit by, day by day, and see these 
distinctions made; when I see one colonel’s widow given $30, an- 
other $50, another $75, and all equally meritorious, while the pri- 
vate soldier’s widow receives from eight to twelve and a half 
dollars, I believe it is unjust, and I believe I would not be true to 
myself if I did not express my objection to such legislation. 

As I said a while ago, the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
GALLINGER] who reported the bill gave several reasons why this 
widow should receive $75, when others receive only $50. The 
reason to which I most objected is the one given by him that she 
is the widow of a United States Senator. That is no reason, no 


| cause, sentimentally or otherwise, why this distinction should be 


made. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. 
BERRY] resorts to the old practice of knocking down a man of 
straw instead of the real point of objection tohis argument. The 
reason why Southern men, Confederate men, whose sympathies 
were against the war of the Union, have not been conspicnons in 
fixing the rates of compensation to be paid to Union soldiers is an 
obvious one. Recognizing the right and the duty of Senators, 
without reference to their past, to do that which seems to them 
best for the country, the question then arises, is it wise and proper 
that we, with our prejudices and animosities, after the war shall 
say what would be the proper compensation for those people to 
whom we were antagonistic? 

The sentiment of the Northern people would revolt at it, and it 
would then have been unwise, as it is now unwise for us to en- 
deavor to oppose that public sentiment which has a right under 
the circumstances to fix the compensation of their own people. 
If we had triumphed in our cause we should have resented oppo- 
sition on the part of the Northern people to such compensation as 
we thought fit to prescribe to the men who had accomplished 
success for us. 

This contention about the private soldier has nothing to do with 
the question. We are all private soldiers. The danger to the 
private soldier and to the people of this country is not from giving 
adequate rewards to Senators and public servants and officers; it 
is in the great public policies which build up a class of people so 
enormously rich that they alone can hold the places of power and 
public trust. The friend of the people, the real democrat, is he 
who provides for the poor man’s coming into places of power and 
for his adequate support. 

Those who seek to reduce the public servant, the poor man who 
has risen to position by the voice of other poor men, to such pov- 
erty that he can not perform those public services, who discrimi- 
nate against him and his family in the ordinary walks of life, are 
not the friends of the people, are not the defenders of republican 
institutions, however much they may think they are. The true 
policy of popular government is that the representatives of the 
people, they whom the people select, shall be removed from the 
influences of wealth and power, and made independent to exercise 
proper judgment for the people, responsible to them, and respon- 
sible for public policies which are in their interest, and not in the 
interest of concentrated power and wealth and herditary influence, 

Mr. President, that is the true democracy, and the only possi- 
ble democracy. I do not say that officers are more intelligent than 
the private soldiers; I have never made that affirmation. I say 
that the private soldier when he selects a leader selects a man 
of the greatest intelligence. I say the officers selected by the 
people are more intelligent than the average of the private sol- 
diers. I say that the public man in this body is more intelligent 
than the average of the people; he has had greater opportunity 
presumably, from his having the confidence of the poor people of 
the country who, in most cases, elevate him to power. That very 
fact is evidence that they consider that he is above and beyond 
the general average. 

Iam notin favor of that kind of democracy which sentences 
the man chosen by the people to exercise important public func- 
tions to poverty and his family to want. I have said nothing 
about favoring a pension for a civilian or acivil list. Iam notin 
favor of a pension to the civil-service employees. What has the 





That might be a reason why in time | 


fact that a man seeks a particular place, that he wants the honor 
and the emoluments of a public office, to do with a public policy 
which shall provide a reasonable compensation and an inducement 
to public men to qualify themselves for public service? That has 
nothing more to do with the proposition of the Senator from Ar- 
| kansas vhan it has with the North or South Pole. 
| The proposition is, whatis the best public policy? 


Is it one which 
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shall offer inducement to the poor people of this country, to the 
boys and the women who wish to qualify themselves for important 
public places, or is it one that offers them no inducement to hon- 
orable ambition? What is the best public policy? Is it to say 
you shall take, as the penalty of this elevation by the choice of 
your people, of this seeking for place, poverty and social inferi- 
ority for yourself and family—that this shall be your reward for 
faithful public service? Is that the kind of Government which 
the argument of the Senator from Arkansas demands? It is to 
unish merit, it is to punish honorable ambition, it is to punish 
aithful public service, to punish devotion to the people and to 
true Democracy. It is to exclude the body of the people, who are 
or, who are privates, from holding office. Tothat kind of policy 
am opposed; and if Senators on the other side and the people of 
the North see fit to award to their generals and the officers of their 
Army pensions, and to make differences between them and the 
mass of the soldiers, I have not one word to sayin objection to it. 

As to the proposition that every private soldier should have a 
pension, yes, and every widow, and be put in luxury for meri- 
torious service of the 500 referred to out of the 1,000 who, as the 
Senator from Nebraska says, fought the battles of the country, I 
agree to it. I would like both them and the Confederate soldiers 
and their widows all to have a general's pension, if you can so 
manage it; bnt how can you do it? You can not give a great 
pension to every widow. You can not find out now who were 
the 500 who fought and the 500 who did not. The people who 
lh. vor, and out of whose labor pensions are paid, can not bear 
such great increase of their burdens. The Senator from Nebraska 
can not ascertain the fact as to who were the meritorious 500 
who bore the brunt of battle. He himself says that there were 
500 men out of every 1,000 who were not in the thick of battle, but 
some of them in other duty, and some s glers and in no duty. 

Mr, ALLEN. No; I did not say so, Mr. President. 

Mr. CALL. Did you not say that some werestragglers? That 
500 bore the brunt of the action? 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I did not say so. 

Mr. CALL. I willtakethat back,then. I think those were the 
words used by the Senator, though he did not mean that, and I 
do not mean to impute to him any reflections on either officers or 
soidiers, for I have a high respect for him and for his opinions 
and for the Senator from Arkansas. I am discussing the reason- 
ableness of these arguments and the public policy they advocate 
in this respect. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I know what I say generally. I said out of 
a regiment of 1,000 men that experience had proved that never to 
exceed more than one-half of them came in fighting contact with 
the enemy, that the other 500 were on detail duty or on the sick 
list, and some of them were straggling and at other places rather 
than in fighting contact with the enemy. 

Mr. CALL. Then you do not want ape to be pensioned? 

Mr. ALLEN. I never in the world would pension a straggler, 
if I had my way. 

Mr. CALL. Itis impossible to carry out the idea of the Senator 
from Nebraska to pension the widows of every private soldier, so 
that they will be in abundant comfort; butitis possible to pension 
those of whom we have ascertained records of distinguished and 
extraordinary service. And in thisthere is no distinction between 
officer and private or officers’ widows and privates’ widows; wher- 
ever they rendered the same service the same pensions should be 
awarded; but the question is, is the officer’s service the same, are 
the duties the same as the private’s, are the responsibilities the 
same? Is the service of a faithful public servant or officer on the 
same or a larger scale than that of the private citizen or soldier? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I will make answer to the Sena- 
tor from Florida. Take the widows, for instance, of two equally 
meritorious men, of equal intellectual capacity, of equal capacity 
in private life, women whe are equal in their social life from girl- 
hood to womanhood, who are equal in the literary and the other 
acquirements that go to make up perfect womanhood—I want to 
ask the Senator from Florida if, when their husbands die, he 
would give to one of them $50 a month and to the other $8 a 
month because of the distinction that existed between their hus- 
bands during their service? 

I want to emphasize the statement. I can not agree with the 
Senator from Florida, and I am certainly surprised to see the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Florida join the plutocrats in this 
Chamber. 

Mr. CALL. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLEN. If any man has been constant, in season and out 
of season, during this Con and during the Fifty-third Congress 
in preaching the cause of reform and the cause of the common 
man, that man has been the senior Senator from Florida. And 
nowall this preaching of his is togo for naught at this time, and he 
wants to impress upon the Senate and upon the country that there is 
some kind of distinction existing between men in this country—I 
do not know how, and he has not explained how—and between the 
meritorious widows of the men who consecrated themselves, in 
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different lines, it is true, to the cause of their country at the cal} 
of the country. Why, Mr. President, if I believed that doctri; 
I would expatriate myself in twenty-four hours. Iwould go . 

to Great Britain, where Queen Victoria rules supreme over | 
British Empire, and i do not know but that I should go to Rus 
where the Emperor is the Government. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator believed that, he would go to Eng], 
or to Russia, as he says; and I ask him whether he ought not ; 
take but a dollar and a half a day for his service here, and is }\o 
not bound to decline every dollar that the Government pays | 
over a dollar and a half a day? , 

Mr. ALLEN. I am perfectly willing to enter into a contr 
with the Senator from Florida to take the same pay he takes, 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. CALL. Oh, well, I would not take that. You are safe in 
making that spree, 

Mr. ALLEN. And I think Ican earnas much here or elsewhery 
as can the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. President, the sentiment expressed by the Senator from 
Florida is un-American. We are not only to havethis distinction 
exist in military life, but it is to exist in private life, in the life of 
the citizen. The Senator would go further and would convert 
this art 2 an aristocracy—— 

Mr. CALL. Oh, no. That is what your policy would do hy 
excluding all poor men and all privates from holding office and 
et the offices to the rich. 

Mr. LEN. With a ruling class of people, where a few men, 
through the influences of wealth or rank, would control the d 
tinies of a great nation, while the great masses of our people would 
ay be their serfs, contributing by their labor and their taxes 
to the strengthening and upbuilding of that class. I am abso- 
lutely surprised and completely amazed at the attitude of tlie 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the Senator will allow me to say—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me go on. 

Mr. CALL. Very well; go on. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not only that, but the Senator would build up a 
civil list in this country—— 

Mr. CALL. I did not say so and I am not in favor of any such 
proposition. 

r. ALLEN. So that we should have the widows and children 
of men in public life pensioned for their lives, like the widows anil 
daughters of brigadier-generals, until, in the course of a few years, 
we should have upon the civil pension list of this country a mil- 
lion people. Why, Mr. President, is that Florida Democracy? 

Mr. CALL. Iam astonished at the Senator. He is here advo- 
cating a pony which demands that a million soldiers and their 
widows 1 be put upon the pension list in comfort and luxury, 
with brigadiers’ pensions, an impossible thing, and he turns around 
and asks me about putting a million pensioners on the civil lis 
I have never said that I was in favor‘of a civil pension list, 
and I am opposed to it; but the Senator has said, and he is ar- 
guing here, that every soldier and every soldier’s widow, more 
than a million in all, shall be put away up above the present rate. 
If that were possible I might agree with him, but he turns aroun 
and charges upon me just what he is in favor of and has bevu 
urging here, which is impossible, and which he would not do if |e 
had the power, and charges on me propositions which I have never 
stated and to which I am entirely opposed. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President; I am not unwarrantably :c- 
cusing the Senator from Florida. I say that I drew distinc: 
from the language the Senator used the conclusion that he wantod 
to see pensioned the widow and the children of a man because | 
happened to have been in the Senate or the House of Represent: 
tives, thus discriminating in their favor as against the widow i11 
the children of the poor men in this country who are working for 
a livelihood. 

Mr.CALL. TheSenator should always stick to the point. Tlic 
Senator from Arkansas attacked the allowance of a year’s salary 
to the widow of a Senator; I defended it and said it was rig! 
That is nothing like a civil pension list. I again repeat, as I ha 
constantly done, that I am opposed to pensioning Senator’s wido\ 
or any civil employees’ widows. 

Mr. ALLEN. What was the Senator doing when he was ta! 
ing about distinguished men serving their country in this Cham- 


r? 

Mr. CALL. Iwas arguing the point of reasonable compe 
tion for valuable public services. 

Mr. ALLEN. e Senator was arguing the point that thero 
was some distinction between those men and the men whom they 
represented. 

r. CALL. The only distinction is that one renders public 
service and the other does not. That is all that I said, and all 
that is involved in the argument. 

Mr. ALLEN. One renders service, so the Senator from Flori(d: 
— and the other does not; but the other is perfectly willing to 
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Mr. CALL. Iam willing to admit that. 
Mr. ALLEN. 

the State : ce the 
willing to represent that great State in this Chamber. 

Mr. CALL. And the same is true of Nebraska, too. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; and Nebraska, too. Iknowthat. [Laugh- 
ter.| And there are 10,000 citizens, with no disparagement to my 
nonorable friend from Florida, who would represent that State 
equally as well. 


Mr. CALL. Possibly better. 
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IT have not the slightest doubt that we can findin | 
of Florida 10,000 of its citizens who would be perfectly | 


Mr. ALLEN. Now, what? Because we are so fortunate, per- | 


haps, or unfortunate, as to be members of this body—and it is a 

uestion yet whether it is a fortune or a misfortune to be in this 
Chamber—are our widows and children to be put upon a civil 
list, and become a civil aristocracy in this country, as against the 
widows and children of the great masses of the people who have 
built up this magnificent and splendid Republic? 

Mr. CALL. Of course not. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; of course not. 

ut in proper language, does it? 

Mr. CALL. You do not put it in proper language. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. eccidenh, what I stated a while agolI re- 

at at this moment. The distinction that Senators would make 
is between the widows and the children of brigadier-generals and 
the great masses of the unknown soldiers, the humble men who 
performed services to this country in the late war, and who will 
perform those services in the great war to come with Great Brit- 
ain on the Monroe doctrine, because it seems to be imminent now; 
and I am surprised again at the Senator from Florida, and not 
only surprised, but I am absolutely amazed to think that the Sen- 
ator from Florida would rise in his place in the Senate of the 
United States and say that a lieutenant had a brighter, a stronger, 
and a better intellect than a private soldier. 

Mr. President, there were hundreds and perhaps thousands of 

officers who could not write their own names until some private 
soldier taught them how to do it; and yet the Senator rises in his 
place and declares to the world that the officer has a superior in- 
tellect to the man who wore the blue or the man who wore the 
rray. 
: Mr.CALL. Mr. President, nothing of that sort has been said. 
If the Northern Army was, as the Senator has said, officered by 
men who could not write their names, it was an extraordinary 
condition of things. I am sure he does not mean this. 

Mr. ALLEN. I said some of them. 

Mr. CALL. Wewere notspeakingofsome. If you were speak- 
ing of some, then you were not arguing the case; but we were 
speaking of the mass; and I said the soldiers themselves chose one 
of their comrades, a private, to be their leader; and if the Senator 
assails their intelligence by saying that they chose the most ig- 
norant among them, it is he that 1s assailing the private Union 
soldier and not I. 

Mr, President, what the Senator has said about a civil list I 
deny. I said nothing about a civil list; but I said that to the 
widow of the public servant who sat here and labored here and 
did service here and died, Congress gave a year’s salary, and it 
did right, because his people had chosen him, he had accepted, and 
had faithfully rendered service to the public, and dying left in 
most cases a family without adequate support. So I say about 
ths officers of the Union Army who were privates and became 
officers at the request of their comrades or with their consent. I 
take it for granted that when the patriotic and able and great 
President of the United States, Abraham Lincoln, who was the 
author of all appointments in the Army, appointed an officer, he 
did it either because of his proved record of superior intelligence, 
capacity, and bravery, or because the public sentiment and judg- 
ment of the private soldiers had selected their fellow-soldier for 
this more responsible position. And if the Senator says that 
President Lincoln and that Grant and Sherman selected for 
leadership men who were neither capable nor brave, it is he, and 
not I, who assails the Union private soldier. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska has 
not made any statement of the kind. I regret exceedingly to see 
my friend from Florida beating about the bush now and under- 
taking to get out of the uncomfortable position in which he has 
placed himself. 

Mr.CALL. Oh, no; youare the one whoisbushed. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ALLEN. I said that there were hundreds and thousands— 
perhaps I should not go any further than that—of these men who 
Were even taught to write their own names by private soldiers, 
e = say that that existed North and South, too, because it 

cor . 

Mr. CALL. No; not in the South. 

Mr. ALLEN. And yet we are told openly in the Senate of the 
United States that by force of the fact that one man was an offi- 
cer and the other was a private soldier, therefore there was a 
distinction between their intellects and their moral courage. 


It does not sound right when 
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Mr. CA§L. I mustcorrect the Senator. Isay weare told there 
was a difference in their service, because the private soldier of the 
army said so; and not was a colonel and the other 
was not. 

Mr. ALLEN. He never said so, and no rea 
the face of this earth ever said so honestly. 

Mr. CALL. Hew, then, did the man get to be an 
Mr. ALLEN. By hook and by crook; by politi 
many times. 

Mr. CALL. Did Presid 
by hook and by crook, or because of merit? 

Mr. ALLEN. No; President Lincoln did not have 
do with the appointment of many of them. 

Mr. CALL. I supposed he had. 

Mr. ALLEN. Most of them were appointed by the x 
of the States. 

Mr. CALL. Then your governors were very bad men. 
is your proposition. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President; no worse than the governor 
of the State of Florida at the same time. 

Mr. CALL. I have nothing to say about that. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to say to the Senator from Florida that 
he can not get away from the proposition he has laid down here, 


because on 
ible man upon 


flicer 


nt Lincoln appoint men t 


anytl 


vernors 


That 


| that the fact that there was a distinction in the rank of these men 


was conclusive and indubitable proof of a d 
tellectual capacity. 

Mr. CALL. I said nothing of that sort. 

Mr. ALLEN. Did not the Senator say that there was a distine- 
tion in the intellectual capacity of the officers and men? 

Mr.CALL. I deny the statement entirely. I have never said, 
and do not believe, that because you call one man ‘“‘ colonel” and 
another man ‘¢Tom” that there is a distinction between those 
men; but if a great mass of men say that a man who is called 
colonel is called so because of his distinguished valor and his su- 
perior ability, I believe those men. That is what I said. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwill say to the Senator from Florida that a few 
years ago I tock a trip down into the section of country where the 
Senator lives 

Mr.CALL. That has nothing to do with this matter, 

Mr.ALLEN. Yes;it has something to do with it. 

While driving over the mountains, as I remember, of an adjoin- 
ing State I would say to the driver: ‘‘ Who lives over there in that 
nice mansion?” ‘*Colonel Moore.” ‘* Who lives over here at that 
place?” ‘Colonel Smith.” ‘* Who lives over here at this other 
place?” ‘Colonel Jones.” I said to him: ‘‘All these men must 
have been in the army during the war.” ‘Oh, no,” he replied, 
‘*not one of them; they inherit their titles down here as colonel.” 
And, Mr. President, in two days’ drive in a country that had been 
settled for over two hundred years I could not find a man below 
the rank of major. [Laughter.] All the private sol 
to have mysteriously dropped through the earth or disappeared 
some form. 

Mr. CALL. It is no harm for a man to be called major or 
colonel if he has a right to the title. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suppose it is a little sign of weakn 
if he is not entitled to it, and so it is 
if he insists on it when he is entitled to it. 

Now, the Senator wants to supplement this military arist: 
by a civil aristocracy—— 

Mr. CALL. Oh, no; I am opposed to any aristo 
not said anything of the kind. 

Mr. ALLEN. The first thing you know th 
turned over to the keeping of a few men, and the 7 
our patriotic citizens will become agricultural serfs t: 
power. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does fr 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. I protest against the Senator turning around 
me and accusing me of such conclusion whet 
Senator is proposing that every man shali be so poor that 1 
but plutocrats and rich men can hold public office. The 
is the man who is advocating a plutocracy and not LI. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me 

Mr. ALLEN. In a moment I will yield to the dist 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. You are very kind; thank you. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not want a plutocracy in this country. I 
should like to get the plutocracy out of the Senate: [ should like 
to get it out of the House of Representatives; I should like to get 
it out of the White House; I should like to get it out of the 
preme Court; and I should like to get the people enthroned in this 
Government, in every branch of it. 

Mr. CALL. By making them so poor that they can not afford it? 
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Mr. ALLEN. I want to tell the distinguished Senetor from 
Florida that now that the Populists have succeeded in destroying 
the Democratic party—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Since when? 

Mr. ALLEN. In this Chamber; like the locusts, we are migrat- 
ing to the Republican party, and we propose to destroy them, 
too [laughter], and the result will be in 1900 that the people will 
come into the inheritance of their own. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Why does the Senator put it off to 1900, let 


me ask? 

Mr. ALLEN. I put it off to 1900 because the scalawags who 
have revolutionized this Government have fastened their fangs so 
deeply in every department for the iast thirty years that it will 
take six or seven years to uproot them and throw them out, and 
I do not anticipate—— 

Mr. HARRIS. To what scalawags does the Senator refer? 

Mr. ALLEN. There are some things in this life that are so 
sacred that they — not to be told; and I decline to answer my 
distinguished friend from Tennessee. ggg me 

Mr. HARRIS. I supposed you would. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me make one more remark regarding the 
argument of the Senator from Florida, and then I shall be done. 
The Senator seems to think because a few men get into public life— 
and a great many of the people think that they get here wrong- 
fully—that, therefore, instantaneously there springs up something 
that is sacred about their persons and about the persons of their 
wives and children that does not apply to the persons of the wives 
and children of the common masses. 
aa: CALL. Oh,no. I neither said nor think anything of the 

ind. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator says we give our great ability to the 
public service. ° 

Mr. CALL. No, I did not say that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Therefore our wives and children should be 
rewarded, 

Mr. CALL. LIhope the Senator will not misrepresent me. I 
ask him if he thinks it is right to state that I said things which I 
did not say? I never said anything about any great ability. No 
such word and no such idea will be found in my observations. I 
said the people had sent us here, and we had accepted the posi- 
tion, to perform certain duties, certain labor, which we did per- 
form, and that a reasonable compensation for a proper method of 
life, enough to enable a person to live in decent comfort, and not 
in hovels and in extreme poverty, was a reasonable consideration. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have heard the Senator from Florida insinu- 
ate, if not assert, on more occasions than one, that it was some- 
what questionable whether the people sent all these Senators here 
or not. 

Mr. CALL. I did; but what has that to do with the argument? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I have heard him intimate that probably 
those powerful corporations had reached out their tentacles like a 
great octopus and occasionally put a man into the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. No doubt about that. 

Mr. ALLEN. No doubt about that. Then, that destroys the 
argument that the people sent us all here. 

r. CALL. The people sent some of us. The Senator must 
confine himself to facts. Sometimes the people send Senators here, 
and I suppose they have sent about nine out of ten, if not all. I 
have anid that corporations have too much influence in elections, 
and that they ought to be restrained. And I say so now, and shall 
80 vote on all occasions, 

Mr. ALLEN. I with you. 

Mr. CALL. But I have not said that the Senate of the United 
States was constituted of men sent here by the corporations. 
What I said was that the influence of corporations was a public 
evil that needed legislation, and I or it again, to restrain it, and 
that the poor people of the country should have the right to come 
here and be represented, and when they come they, with their 
families, should not be placed in circumstances of extreme pov- 
erty as a penalty for their honorable ambition and their public 
service, 

Mr. ALLEN. Why do not Senators and other high officials, if 
they are undergoing the stress of poverty, turn their attention to 
the fruitful fields of money making in commerce and the law? 

Mr. CALL. They have a right to come here. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly you have a right to come, but you have 
a right to take the consequences when you come. You can not 
separate the office and the consequences which flow to the indi- 
vidual or his family from its occupancy. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator if he thinks it proper to make 
extreme poverty and being discriminated against, as compared 
with the average of the people, the penalty and consequence of 
accepting public service? Does the Senator advocate that? 

Is that the treatment he would give to the people who had se- 
lected one of themselves to perform public duties which required 
kim to devote all his time to the —- service? Does he think 
that would encourage the poor man, the private soldier, to devote 
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his time to the people’s service to -_ to him, if you serve the »yp. 
lic you must content yourself with poverty and discomf,:; ; 
yourself and family? I am opposed to all pensions for Se),.; = 
and their families and for all civil employees, but the questi.» ,¢ 
a reasonable compensation for services is certainly differe); 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no, Mr. President. If I could no: 
enough money out of the salary of my position in the Se),;, 
support my family I would go back to my profession, wher, | 
double it. I can make money there. 

Mr.CALL. The Senator can not get outof it inthat way, yy, 
—_ the salary, and upon his principle he would make it but 1.5) 
a day. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I would notagreetothat. I should wx); 
least $2aday. No, Mr. President, ifthe salary is not large « 
for the Senator from Florida—— 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Florida has said nothing a}; y+ 
it; tae its being too small or too large. 

Mr. ALLEN. Or any other Senator; and he thinks th; 
Government should pension his widow and his children wy) 
is gone 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Florida said nothing about thi, 

Mr. ALLEN. Let him shake the dust of the capital from hjg 
feet, and go back into the fruitful fields of Florida, and earn ten oy 
fifteen thousand dollars a year practicing law. 

Mr. CALL. Let meagain interrupt the Senator from Nebraska. 
The Senator reiterates here that because I may be a poor inan [ 
have no right to be in the Senate. What sort of a proposition js 
that? I said before that according to his argument, alt] hI 
do not believe the Senator really believes it, we -vould } a 
Governmentin which none but the wealthy, therich people, would 
hold office. 

The Senator talks to me as if I did not think the salary is sufi- 
cient. I have said nothing about whether itis sufficient or in 
sufficient. He is the one who has spoken of that matter. 


ut 
gh 





Mr. ALLEN. Ihave said nothing about the poverty of tho 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. Oh, yes; the Senator did. Not meaning me, but 
any poor man who might be a Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am infinitely poorer than the Senator from 


Florida. The Senator had the distinguished honor, I understand, 
to enjoy some of the emoluments of official position—— 

Mr. GALL. Very few. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very few and very little. I have beena ground- 
ling from childhood up. I had nobody to help me; not even to 
learn the alphabet of my native language. I had no one to help 
me to rise. The only possessions I had were a disposition and 
good health; and Iam willing to take my chances in this world 
with any man, I care not who he may be, and I do not want my 
wife ant: my children to be pensioned if I happen to fail. 

Mr. CALL. I do not want my wife and children, or the Sena- 


tor’s, to be pensioned, but I want my wife and children, and his, 
to have the $5,000 that has been allowed Senators in case of death 
and insufficient means of living. I should be very sorry if they 
were left in poverty. 

But the Senator from Nebraska is not different from the great 
majority of Senators in this Chamber. They were all poor. If 
they have anything they have made it. They grew up from the 
ground, as he did, as I did, and as all our people do. He can not 
claim any merit because of that fact over other Senators here. 
We were all privates, and have all been chosen by the people. and 
are content to be of the _ and take our chances in life. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I am through with the Senator from 


Florida, and I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. (4 4L- 
LINGER]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Nebraska will not get 
into any discussion with me to-day. The Senator and the Senate 
will bear me out that I have taken very little of the time of the 
Senate. I wish to have a vote on the pending bill, but before a 
vote is taken I desire simply to read two sentences from the peti 
tion of Mrs. Spencer in asking for a pension. She says: 

Tasked him— 


That is, her husband— 
why, like other men, he did not have a pension. 
This man was pensionable. He might have drawn thousan(s 


of dollars if he had applied for a pension, as most other men «id, 
but he did not do it. 


He answered what he had done for his country had been done with «1! his 
heart, and he would do it over ogee and never ask for a money reward. He 
was cast in a heroic mold, and I felt the nobility of his thought too mi! " 
press the matter further. As he became more ill I changed my thous! and 
said that for his child's sake he should apply for a pension, and he pro's" 


he would when he was better. But he died. His widow and his youns ‘00 
are left penniless, and the world is hard for a woman, and an ill woman, 0 
make a way to eupport herself and educate her child. 

It is in this position I come to you. 

That is, to Congress. 

I ask of the country for which my husband fought and suffered the pet 


sion of $75 a month. much I ask, for with strict economy I can with it 
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educate my son and support us both until I,in some measure, regain my 
strength. I would not have more, for nothing but poverty, absolute poverty, 
could make me a pensioner even of the Government. I do not ask less, for 
with less I do not believe my purpose could be accomplished. 


On former occasions I have combated the position so ably sus- | 
I do not | 
agree with him in any of his propositions, but I have no disposi- | 


tained by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 


tion to detain the Senate now, and I am sure that I shall not do 
so on the discussion of any pension bill during the present Con- 
rress. 1 trust that a vote may now be had on the amendment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the | 


amendment submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
GALLINGER}. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On that I ask for a division. 

There were on a division—ayes 22, noes 7; no quorum voting. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest, as the vote has shown the absence of a 
quorum, that the rule requires a roll call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Gallinger, MeMillan, Squire, 
Allison, Gear, Mantle, Teller, 
Bacon, George, Mitchell, Oreg. Tillman, 
Bate, Gorman, Nelson, Turpie, 
Berry, ray, Palmer, Vest, 
Blanchard, Hansbrough, Pasco, Vilas, 
Call, Harris, Peffer, Walthall, 
Chandler, Hawley, Perkins, Warren, 
Cockrell, Hill, Platt, Wilson. 
Cullom, Hoar, Proctor, 

Dubois, Kyle, Sewell, 

Frye, Lindsay, Shoup, 


Mr. TURPIE. 
his room by indisposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-five Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The question is on agree- 
ing tothe amendment submitted by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. RRIS. Iwish to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
asingle question. At what rate did the Committee on Pensions 
fix the pension in this case? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The bill as introduced provided for a pen- 
sion of $50, and the committee voted to grant her $50. 

Mr. HARRIS. And the Senator from New Hampshire proposes 
to increase the pension to $75? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ihave moved to increase the amount to $75. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to state that I have know]- 
edge that the lady who would be the beneficiary of this bill is at 
present in absolute want, wholly dependent, and has not a thing 
in the world. I hope a pension of $75 will be granted to her. 


Mr. PASCO. I suggest that the bill be recommitted to the 


Committee on Pensions, so that the additional facts which have 
been brought out in debate may be considered by it, and if the com- 
mittee sees fit to report the bill at the increased amount, it can do 
so. I make that motion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection to the bill being re- 
committed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to recommit the bill to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr.GRAY. Iaskthe Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAt- 
LINGER] if the pension cases have been disposed of? 

Mr. GALLINGER. There are several other cases, but it will 
not take much time to finish them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are three or four other cases. 
finish them. 

Mr.GRAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. VILAS. Let us finish the execution of the order. 
Senator from Delaware to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. GRAY. I will withdraw the motion. I understood the 
Senator from New Hampshire to say that there were no further 
cases. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; I said there were a few more cases. 
a VILAS. There are a fewmore cases. Let us dispose of 

em. 

Mr. GRAY. I withdraw the motion, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn, and the 
next pension case on the Calendar will be stated. 

JOSEPH PORTER. 
_ The bill (S. 1945) granting a pension to Joseph Porter was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘rate,” to strike out ‘‘ pro- 
vided for total blindness” and insert ‘‘of thirty dollars per 
month”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph 
Porter, late a private in Company K, Eighth New York Heavy Artillery, at 
the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he now receives. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Let us 


Task the 
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My colleague [Mr. VoorRHEEs] is detained at | 
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| The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SARAH A. BULL. 

The bill (S. 2014) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Bull was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out 
‘*thirty”’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five’; so as to make the bill read: 


| Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
| authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the li " 
and provisions of the pension laws, the name of Sarah A. Bull, widow 





ram C. Bull, late a major and paymaster of volunteers in the United States 
Army, and grant her a pension at the rate of $5 per month, in lieu of the 
pension of $8 per month which she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN B. MEIGS. 

The bill (S. 823) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Meigs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John B. Meigs at 
the rate of $12 a month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. SARAH B. LEET. 

The bill (S. 1682) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah 
B. Leet was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
‘*thirty” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five,” and in line 9, before the word 
| “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty” and insert “ twenty-five”; so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Sarah B. Leet, widow 
of the late Bvt. Lieut. Col. George K. Leet, United States Army, at the rate 
of $25 per month, which rate of $5 per month shall be in lieu of the pensior 
she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EMMA BROUGH GERARD. 

The bill (S. 1414) granting a pension to Emma Brough Gerard 
was announced as the next pension bill in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SieEr- 
MAN| desires to be heard on the bill, and ask that it may be tem- 
porarily laid aside, as he may come into the Chamber within a 


: ainend- 


moment. If he does not, I ask that the bill may go over without 
| prejudice. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


MRS. HYPOLITE HUARD. 
| The bill (8.4790) granting a pension to Mrs. Hypolite Huard, 
| of New Orleans, La., widow of Hypolite Huard, deceased, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

| The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
| amendments, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ roll,” to strike out ‘*‘sub- 
| ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws”; and in 
| line 9, after the word ‘“‘ her,” to strike out ‘‘ the same rate per month 
| as is paidto soldiers who served sixty days in the war with Mexico, 
or en route thereto, and that this payment begin from the date of 
the filing of the application for pension in the Pension Bureau,” 
and insert ‘‘ $12 per month”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Hypo- 
lite Huard, of New Orleans, La., widow of Ilypolite Huard, private Captain 
Mauberret’s Battalion Louisiana Volunteer Light Artillery, Mexican war 
service, and pay to her $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


MRS. CORNELIA I, SKILES, 


The bill (S. 916) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Corne- 
lia I. Skiles was considered as in Committee of the Whole. — 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘thirty ” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the sone ee 
and limitatiows of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Cornelia I. Skiles, widow 
of John V/. siiles, late major of the Eighty-eighth Regiment of Ohio Volan- 
teers, at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of the pension now received. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


MRS. KATE EZEKIEL, 


The bill (8. 918) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Kate 
Ezekiel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘thirty ” and insert ‘ twenty ”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll _—— to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kate zekiel, widow of 


David L Ezekiel, late lieutenant of the Tenth Virginia Volunteers, at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of the pension now received by her. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read the | 


third time, and passed, 
LENA D. SMITH, 


The bill (S. 1342) granting pension to Lena D. Smith was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“sixty ” and insert “fifty”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Lena D. 
Smith, widow of Green Clay Smith, late colonel Fourth Kentucky Cavalry 
and brigadier-general United States Volunteers, and to pay to her a pension 
of $50 per month from and after the date of the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ANN M. MADDEN. 


The bill (S. 568) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann M. Madden 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 5, after the name ‘‘ Madden,” to strike out 
**widow ” and insert ‘‘dependent mother”; and in line 7 after the 
word ‘‘ Volunteers,” to strike out “subject to the limitations of 
the general pension laws ” and insert *‘ at the rate of $8 per month”; 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby: 
directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Ann M. Madden, depend- 
ent mother of Harry O. Madden, late a member of Company F, Second Regi- 
mont of Massachusetts Volunteers, at the rate of $8 per month. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ADALINE V. BASSETT, 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senate to consider the resolution 
proposing to give a sum equal to one year’s salary to the widow 
of the late Isaac Bassett, _ 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Adaline V. Bassett, widow of Isaac Bassett, deceased, 
Jate assistant doorkeeper of the Senate, a sum equal to one year’s salary, at 
the rate allowed by law to said assistant doorkeeper, out of the  miscella- 
neous items” of the contingent fund of the Senate; said payment to be con- 
sidered as in lieu of all funeral expenses or other allowances. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. GRAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 
The motion was 


10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
February 20, 1896, at 12 o’cl meridian. 





CONFIRMATIONS, 
‘Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 19, 1896. 
AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Ce een eT ee ee 
men 


CONSUL, 

Peter Victor Deuster, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the Unit 

States at Crefeld, Germany. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Knudt Schyan, to be postmaster at Flandreau, in the county 
Moody and State of South Dakota. : 

James W. French, to be postmaster at Harlan, in the county 
Shelby and State of Iowa. 

J. Wheelock Marsh, to be postmaster at Forest Grove, in th). 
county of Washington and State of Oregon. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 19, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, 
Henry M. CoupEN, 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


{ 
JOHN S. EVANS. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent for the present « 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1601) to amend the military record 
John 8. Evans. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, author 
and directed to restore to the muster rolls of Company E, Twenty-sey 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, the name of John 8S. Evans, and to grant hin 
honorable discharge from the service: Provided, That the passage of thi 
shall not serve to entitle him to any pay, bounty, or allowances. 


Roa yyuteegucial I hope we shall have a brief explanation 
the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. This man whose military record the bill p: 
poses to correct was a good soldier. He was arrested in connection 
with a dance which the junior officers of the regiment gave. Co). 
Michael Churchill, of Jamesville, Ohio, has sent here a very stro: 
letter in favor of granting the relief asked. It is found that 
man was not immediately responsible in connection with the d 
turbance which occurred. The citizens of the town where he 1 
lives have unanimously asked this relief in a long petition w! 
has been sent here. e man’s record as a citizen from the ti: 
he left the service up to the present time has been good. Ther 
no reason why the disability which he incurred should not 
removed, 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is understood that this bill carries no p 

Mr. PERKINS. No pay—nothing of the kind. The favora 
report of the committee, submitted by the gentleman from '\ 
nessee | Mr. WASHINGTON], is unanimous. 

Mr. MILES. Is this the bill which the gentleman from 1 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] asked time yesterday to consider? 

Mr. PERKINS. No, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. What is the present status of this soldier? I: 
a deserter? 

Mr. PERKINS. Under the charge which was made agai: 
him he was court-martialed. 

Mr. LOUD. He is not a deserter? 

Mr. PERKINS. No. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid 
erativn of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and rea 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and pas 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the | 
vote was laid on the table. 


SUITS TO VACATE PATENTS UPON PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. LACEY. I call for the regular order. 

The House, as the regular order, resumed the consideration 
the bill (H. R. 5474) to provide the extension of time wit 
which suits may be brought to vacate and annul patents uj; 
public lands, and fcr other — 

Mr. LACEY. I ask my colleague [Mr. Hreppurn] to wit- 
draw his amendment now pending until we can dispose of | 
amendments reported by the committee. 

Mr. HEPBURN. For the purpose suggested, I withdraw 1 
amendment for the present. 

Mr. LACEY. Now I desire to call for a vote on the commiitt 
amendment to insert before the words “ special grant” the wo 
‘railroad, Mexican, Spanish, or other.” So far as I am concern 
I think this amendment ought to be voted down, though I do 1 
feel at liberty to withdraw it. The amendments which other ¢:.- 
tlemen desire to offer can come up later. ’ 

Mr. LOUD. I wish to submit as a substitute for the amenc- 
ment of the committee an amendment which I think will cover 
the whole tion. 

Mr. EY. Let it be read. 

Mr. LOUD. I will read it myself: 

In tine 5 strike out the words “special grant” and insert in lieu thereof 

1 “railroad or wagon-road grants.” 















1896. 


Mr. LACEY. Iam not at liberty to accept that on behalf of 
the committee, but I think it ought to pass; and I call for a vote. 
The amendment of the committee and also the proposed substi- 
tute of Mr. Loup were read. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. We would like to have a statement of the 
effect of this amendment. ; ; 

Mr. LACEY. The effect will be simply this: The language of 
the original bill is ‘‘ special grant.” The substitute of the gentle- 
man from California proposes to strike out those words and to in- 
gert the words ‘railroad or wagon-road grant,” covering the two 
classes of grants in the adjustment of which the Department is 
now engaged. : 2 at 

There is no question of adjustment as to the grants to individ- 
nals; but the amendment proposed by the committee is broad 
enough to open up the entire question as to Mexican grants, the 
Spanish grants, and other special land grants mentioned in the 
pill. Now, if the substitute of the gentleman from California 

Mr. Loup] shall be adopted, it would eliminate everything from 
the bill in relation to the Spanish, Mexican, and other special 
grants, and would leave ‘em untouched, and confine the scope of 
the bill to the railroad and wagon-road grants. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I am very much surprised that the 
chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands, who reported this 
pill with the committee amendment as printed, now recommends its 
abandonment. With thatamendmentoutand nothing substituted, 
there is nothing whatever in the bill that would be of much value 
to the Department or the settlers. 

Mr. LACEY. I donotthink my colleague heard the proposition 
correctly. Something is substituted for the amendment of the 
committee. Butall the Spanish and Mexican grants are eliminated 
from the bill, and we insertin lieu thereof the railroad and wagon- 
road grants. 


a question, in view of the fact that there was no special opposition 
to it, that we did not care to call to the attention of the House 
excepting in the shape that has been presented in the bill. 


Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, the hearings before the Commit- | 


tee on Public Lands showed that some of the most outrageous 
frauds that were alleged to have been perpetrated were in con- 
nection with these very grants to which the gentleman has re- 
ferred. I havein mind a single Mexican grant made, if made at 
all, when the Mexican law did not permit the granting of more 
than 11 leagues of land to any one individual, and yet it has been 
so surveyed and manipulated by the officers of the Government 
that it now includes 14 leagues of land; and we are informed that 
there are people in that vicinity who desire to enter these public 
lands as homesteads and they want the Government to at least 
purge the grant of fraud. If the amendment of the gentleman 


from Iowa [Mr. HEePsurRN] is adopted, then all patents and cer- | 


tifications are confirmed, and we will be deprived of all right to in- 
vestigate as to the validity of the original grant, the survey of it, 
or any fraud or mistake connected withits confirmation. Ithink 
that all of these grants, railroad, wagon-road, Mexican, Spanish, 
and special, ahookl be put upon an equal footing and adjusted upon 
the same basis. There should be no special exceptions in favor of 
any of them. 

The gentleman who spoke on yesterday questioned some state- 
ments of mine which were made in the discussion of the bill on a 
previous occasion. The information I gave to the House was, in 
substance, such information as came to the committee in the 
hearings on the bill; information that came from the Department 
which is supposed to know something of the early practice in 
making lists for railroads; information which I believe to be true, 
notwithstanding the denial of the gentleman. But, Mr. Speaker, 


if I am in error in stating that many of these lists were made | 


under the impression that they should not be treated as patents, 
and if the gentlemun is correct in stating that they were always 
treated as patents, then all the certificates behind which the gen- 
tleman undertakes now to shelter the railroads are the more out- 
rageous, because he admits that there are many mistakes. I made 
no charge of actual fraud against the Department. I prefer to 
believe and would exonerate, as far as possible, the gentleman who 
made up the list. I know that the Commissioner, whoever he was, 
could not personally examine the tract books to find mistakes, and 
that he signed the lists prepared for him. I adopted what ap- 
peared to me to be areasonable excuse for these errors. Now, if that 
is not true and these men knew that these lists were to have the 
force of patents, then the thousands of errors which are in many 
cases admitted, and in all cases in favor of the grantees, drive us 
to the conclusion that they were procured by corrupt methods 


either on the part of the railroad companies or the Government. 
Now, Mr.S er, there is a class of settlers, and they have been 
entirely overlooked in the consideration of this bill, that is, those 


who claim under the public-land laws, whose rights should be pro- 
ted in some way. This bill does protect, and it seems that its 
main object and purpose is to protect, purchasers from railroad 


So that the whole matter is substituted except as to | 
theSpanish and Mexican grants, upon which, as the gentleman re- | 
members, we were not fully agreed in committee, and yet it was | 
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companies. But little has been said and nothing done for the set- 
tlers who claim under the public-land laws of the United States. 
The interests of these two classes of settlers often conflict. For 
instance, A buys from the railroad company, which has an erro- 
neous certificate or patent, as the case may be; B applies to enter 
the land under the homestead law, and alleges that the land did 
not pass to the railroad company and is of right a part of the 
publhe domain. 

Now, this bill will confirm the land to the purchaser from the 
company and defeat the settler who has undertaken to claim under 
the public-landlaws. There are many such settlers, but they have 
few friends here. That is the class | wish to protect first of all. 
They have stood in the breach and contested every inch of ground 
with the corporations from the time the grants were made, and 
yet they are now to be denied the right to take the land 
cause the road has sold it to some speculator. I deny that this is 
right or just to claimants under our publiclaws. The proposition 
would confirm and fully protect the railroads. But no effort has 
been made to aid or protect that class of homeless citizens whom 
it is our duty to protect, and who have spent their time and money 
to vindicate the law. I hope this bill will not pass until some 
provision is made to protect bona fide settlers as was done by the 
act of 1887, and when their rights conflict with the rights of pur- 
chasers from railroads to give to them a preference. ; 

In your efforts to give quiet and repose tospeculative purchasers 
do not destroy the legal and the equitable rights of thos: 
settlers who have been contesting and expecting to finally acquire 
homes on these lands. 

Mr. Speaker, I have already said I do not believe there should 
be any statute of limitations against the Government which will 
prevent the unearthing and exposure of frauds. Lam not afraid 
that the settlers of the country who have patents will be troubled 
by lawsuits. In the history of the Government, prior to 1891, I 
believe only 25 suits have been recommended by the Land Depart- 
ment against agricultural patents. There is no danger of any 
honest settlers being troubled with lawsuits on the part of the 
Government. What the Department wants, and what it ought to 
have, is the right to correct any errors in these lists if they con 
tain mistakes and to purge them of all frauds; and let us not, 








be- 


honest 


because some of these lists were signed by that great and good 
man, Thomas A. Hendricks, say that we will not examine any of 
them. Iwas a little bit amused at my friend from Iowa [ Mr. 
HEPBURN] yesterday, when he talked so eloquently about the 
lamented Thomas A. Hendricks. During the lifetime of that 


illustrious man I do not suppose that my friend from Iowa was 
ever heard to say a kind word concerning him, but when he is 
dead, and the gentleman from Iowa is speaking for a class of per- 
sons who hold as purchasers under great railroad corporations, he 
would shelter them behind that grand and glorious name. I 
revere the memory of Hendricks. The first Presidential vote that 
I ever cast in my life was a ticket upon which his name appeared 
as a candidate for Vice-President of the United States. No purer 
and no better man ever lived within the borders of the United 
States. I wanted to see him President. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Youseem to quarrel with me bi 


cause I speak 
well of Mr. Hendricks after his death. 


Mr. McRAE. No; I do not quarrel with you for speaking well 
of him even now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Itis the post-mortem virtues of Democracy 
that I usually applaud. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McRAE. It is the improper use that you make of his good 
name and the outrageous purposes for which you would use it 
perhaps unintentionally—to which I object. I challenge your 
right to use the good name of Thomas A. Hendricks, because he 
was once Commissioner of the General Land Office, to cover th 
mistakes or the frauds or the misconstructions, if you please, of 
these railroad certifications by which corporations and syndicates 


have secured millions of acres of land that they are not entitled to. 
I deny that the statute of limitations which was passed in 1891 


has been of any benefit to anyone. It passed without considera 


tion. No one, so far as the record shows, knew of any such pur- 
pose. Itwas put in by aconference committee, and nobody except 
the conferees had any idea that there was any such provision in 
the bill. It did not belong there, and I think we should lose no 


time in repealing it to enable the Department and the courts to 
purge these railroad grants of fraud. When the 3d of March 
comes, if Congress does not act by repealing the whole statute of 
limitations or extending the time, you will find all these errors and 
frauds confirmed, and it will be done in the name of settlers. For 
ten years, upon this floor, I have tried in my humble way to re- 
claim some of the lands granted to railroad companies, and every 
time we have made an effort we have been met by just such elo 

quent vehemence as the gentleman from lowa {[Mr. Hepburn] 
can furnish, insisting that it will disturb the titles of some inno- 
cent purchasers. In every step that has been taken we have tried 
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to protect purchasers and settlers, and yet with every step the 
railroads, in the name of their purchasers, have grown bolder and 
more determined until finally they procured a statute of limita- 
tions, and with only one-fourth of the grants examined a propo- 
sition is made to stop the investigations, and the cry comes for 
repose to them and their purchasers. 

. r. LACEY was recognized, and yielded five minutes to Mr. 

OUD. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
McRae] has expended a great deal of force, aimed presumably 
at Spanish and Mexican grants, but still his shaft has ultimately 
lended in the railroad camp. His remarks were directed pre- 
sumably at the substitute amendment offered by myself, which 
simply eliminates from this bill the Spanish and Mexican grants 
and leaves intact the railroad and wagon grants. Now, let me 
say to the gentleman and to this House that there is not a Spanish 
or Mexican grant in this country which is not musty with the 
age of more than fifty years. There are no claims for Government 
lands pending upon any of these Spanish grants. We have been 
troubled in my State for a great many years, and we think the 
time has arrived, after more than half a century, when the bona 
fide settlers who have settled upon or who have purchased from 
these men who received Mexican grants should be protected in 
the title which they to-day have. For argument’s sake I would 
admit that every acre of the Mexican grants was stolen, but they 
have been recognized for fifty years, and I hope the good sense of 
this House wil! now confirm the titles in these lands. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield five. minutes to my colleague [Mr. Hrp- 


BURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN, Mr. Speaker, two days ago the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] made a statement tothe House that 
the certifications under which these lands were held were in the 
early days not oe by the authorities as anything more than 
mere notice to the world that the railway companies claimed 
these lands. The gentleman made that statement in face of the 
fact that before the first one now in controversy was issued that 
a statute of the United States required the officers of the Govern- 
ment to issue these certificates and the law gave to them all of 
the effects of patents. ae are patents; and the gentleman 
ought to know it. For years he was chairman of the Committee 
on Public Lands and he must be familiar with the land system 
and the legislation; yet he made that statement here in the pres- 
ence of this House. 

I say that these lands are held under muniments of title as sol- 
emn as any that can be given by the Government of the United 
States, and the statement of the gentleman, lacking every feature 
of verity, was possibly made for the purpose of throwing some 
cloud or slur upon this class of cases. The gentleman says that 
he wants to unearth fraud. Noman is proposing to throw a bar- 
rier in the way of such an inquiry. If he had read the amend- 
ment against which he declaims he would have seen that in that 
there was a provision whereby the Government can inquire into 
every case where a title had been secured through fraud or mis- 
take. No one wants to throw an impediment in the way of such 
an inguiry. The gentleman was misleading when he said that 
the purpose of this bill was to secure oe in such matters. [ 
make the statement to him now, and I challenge him to contra- 
dict it, that in all the investigations that have been made that 
have resulted in demands for reconveyance under the act of 1887 
not one single instance can he find where fraud is alleged. In 
every instance the Department has simply urged that there was 
at a time an improper construction given to the statutes; that 
they now give another construction; and they want these suits 
to be brought to enforce a new construction that they now, after 
more than twenty years, give to the statute. 

Wherever there been a demand for reconveyance that de- 
mand is for the reconveyance of lands that were patented under 
the rulings of the De ent as they then existed and as they 
were continued, not alone under the administration of Mr. Hen- 
dricks, but under the administration of gentlemen who have for 
many years, more than twenty years, inistered the office of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office and of the Interior 
Department. There was no variation in them for more than 
twenty years, and I want tostate again to the House that the con- 
troversies are not with reference to fraud, that the controversies 
are not with reference to mistakes, but they are controversies 

wing out of changed rulings and new constructions that have 

- —— by > — cases of a kind. cen is hon 
only subject of ing t the Department proposes to make, 
ond they have not yet brought a suit or attempted to a suit 
wae only Gloniy. ikem, totaly tay tave chaageh aan eolane 

only . Now, y ve 
and changed aac weneidien, ond tn want to bring suit be- 
cause of new light that they claim to have , and thus cloud and 
disturb titles held by settlers for almost a generation. 

Mr. LACEY. I now yield five minutes to my colleague on the 
committee [Mr, BowErs]. 
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Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Speaker, this bill was under consi 
by the Committee on Public Lands for over three weeks, 
ing the timeof every meeting of that committee. It came in ; 
through a message of the President of the United States 
attention of Congress to the fact that the time would ex, ~ 
the 3d of March when the United States, by its own acti: 
debarred from commencing action against patentees wh. 5; 
ents had been obtained through mistake, error, or through f),4 
During the whole of that time the members of the committe: \, 
occupied in re themselves that the title of every bona i 
= aser should protected. There are three sections in ¢] 

vill, and in each section that is provided for. Before the ex). 
mittee appeared the law officer of the Department, Mr. Hal), anq 
his proposition was simply that the time be extended tocomm ey 
suits against railroad patents. Thatisall. At the last mecti) 
when this bill was reported, the words “to include Spanish aj 
Mexican grants of lands,” at the last moment, was include) 
will come to that in a minute. I want to say to the member 
the House, if they will give me their attention a moment, t,t i 
they will look at the bill they will find that the bona fide pur. 
chaser, whoever he may be, is protected, no matter if the railroad 

ant was made in error, or if it was made under fraud, stil! the 

ma fide purchaser under that notice is protected; and the })jJ] 
provides always that the recourse of the United States shall be 
against the patentee and not the purchaser. 

Section 1 provides that— 

No eg to any lands held by a bona fide purchaser shall be vacated or 
annulled, but the right and title in such purchaser is hereby confirm: 

In section 3 it is provided that— 

Nosuit or action shall be brought to cancel or annul any patent or certifica- 
tion for said lands until such claim is investigated by the Departmen 

We have provided all through the bill for protecting the rights 
of bona fide purchasers. Now,awordas tothisamendment. As 
has been truly said, most of these Spanish grants are from forty 
to fifty years old, and there has been fraud in the granting of some 
of those patents; there is no question about that. Butin the course 
of thirty, forty, or fifty years those lands have been settled. and 
whether the grants were fraudulent or not, this bill provides that 
every bona fide purchaser of those lands shall be confirmed in his 
possessions, and it is‘a very grave question, Mr. Speaker, whether 
we should reopen those cases. The Department has manifested 
no disposition to »pen up that field of inquiry. In fact, I muy say 
that the representatives of the Interior Department have stated 
that in their opinion this bill protects every bona fide purc! 
and that the Department has no disposition to open up these cass 
except to investigate the various land grants made to railroads and 
wagon roads. 

e reason they ask for this extension is that the amount of 
money they have had for making surveys and determining tlirse 
matters has been insufficient, while the general business of the 
Department has not afforded them time to investigate these casos, 
For that reason they want a little more time to make the proper 
surveys and to ao. themselves fully in regard to these railroad 
and wagon-road grants. Ican assure every member of the [louse 
that every lawyer on the committee (and I believe they are all 
lawyers but myself), together with the lawyers of the Interior 
Department, have agreed that this bill does provide for protocting 
every bona fide purchaser of lands, whether the origina! patent 
was issued in fraud or error or not. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the committee amendment and the substitute offered by the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Loup]. 

The pew question was ordered. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
the amendment reported. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the committee amend: 
ment and also the substitute proposed by the gentleman from 
California. 

The Clerk read first the committee amendment, as follows: 

Page 1, lines 4and 5, after the word “‘a,” insert “railroad, Mexican, Spanish, 
or other.” 


ton 
ipy- 


re 


The proposed substitute was then read, as follows: 

Strike out in line 5, page 1, the words “ special grant and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ ‘oad or wagon-road grant.”’ 

The question being taken, the substitute was agreed to by a vole 
of—ayes 73, noes 36. 

The amendment as amended was then agreed to. 

‘The SPEAKER. The question now is on the second amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the substitute prop ysed 
by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, there are some other amendments 
that members desire to offer to the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment 
which I send to the desk. 








1896. 





The amendment was read, as follows: 


Add to the first section the following ianguage: 

*« Provided, That all lands patented or certified to any State, corporation, or 
{ndividual, under the rulings or constructions of law of the Commissioner of 
the General ffice or the Secretary of the Interior, at the time of the 
issuance of said patents or certificates, and when no fraud has been com- 
mitted by the mt of the State or corporation or by the individual, shall be 
excepted from the operation of the provisions of this act as to extension of 
time and bringing of suits, and of the act approved March 3, 1887, entitled 
‘An act to provide for the adjustment of land grants made by Congress to 
aid in the construction of railroads, and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, 
and for other purposes.’” 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move as a substitute for that 
proposed amendment the amendment which was read in my time 

esterday. 

The amendment of Mr. LACEY was read, as follows: 

Add at the end of section 1: ‘“‘ Provided, That no suit shall be brought or 
maintained, nor shall socorers be had, for lands or the value thereof that 
were certified or patented in lieu of other lands covered by a grant which 
were lost or relinquished by the game in consequence of the failure of the 
Government or its officers to withdraw the same from sale or entry.” 

My 


Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, a word of explanation. 
colleague [Mr. HerBurn] on yesterday explained that in Nebraska 
and in some other localities ‘‘lieu lands” had been patented in 
place of lands that the railroad companies had lost by reason of 
mistake in the Department in allowing settlement upon those 
lands. The amendment that I offer confirms the title to those 
lands that have been thus patented to railroad companies where 
they have lost other lands by reason of mistake committed in the 
Department. That will cover the point upon which my colleague 
based his argument yesterday. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ay I oat the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Your proposed substitute and the amendment 
of = gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HEPBURN] relate solely to ‘‘lieu 
lands. 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, the act of 1887 applies to lands that are 
known as ‘‘in place” lands as well as to “lieu lands.” 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then why should we except lieu lands and 
still let the ‘‘ place” and ‘‘ indemnity” lands sold to bona fide pur- 
chasers remain under the provisions of the act of 1887? 

Mr. LACEY. We do nothing of the kind. The bill in express 
terms already protects the bona fide purchasers of all kinds of 
lands, ‘‘ lieu lands,” ‘‘ place lands,” or any other kind of lands. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It protects them at the end of a lawsuit. 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It does not protect the bona fide purchaser so 
as to prevent a suit being brought by the Government against him 
and Ges disturbing his title and the title to a great deal of land 
in the States where these suits are brought. 

Mr. LACEY. That may be. But so it is sheen with any - 
son. A suit may be brought to attack the title of anybody. But 
when we frame a bill which perfects the title of these men, which 
says their title shall be confirmed, and is confirmed, and that if 
suit be brought it shall be the duty of the court to at once confirm 
the title, nothing more, certainly, can be done. 

But let me call the attention of the House and of my friend who 
wants light on this subject to the proposed amendment of my col- 
league, providing that when a patent has been issued, unless it 
has been issued by reason of fraud, that the title never can be 
assailed, although the railway company still remains in possession. 
It is true that by reason of some mistake tracts of land here and 
there have been certified or patented to railway companies that 
ought never to have received them, and the bill as we have pre- 
— it will enable the Government to reclaim or recover those 
ands within the next five years. But if the amendment proposed 
by my colleague [Mr. HEPBURN] be adopted, that is the end of it. 

nless you can show that the railway company was guilty of 
actual fraud, then, although the company may hold hundreds of 
thousands of acres that ought never to have been patented to it— 
lands which were patented to it by mistake—those lands can never 
be recovered. There is no reason be the railway companies 
should be thus protected and permitted to hold lands which do 
not properly liens to them. There is reason why the settler 
should be protected. Whether the land which he purchased from 
the railroad company actually belonged to it or not, the company 
had the muniments of title, it had the patent, was clothed with 
apparent authority to make the conveyance, and the settler has 

urchased the land, entered upon it, taken possession of it, and 
proved it. In such cases, no matter how defective the railroad 
company’s title may have been, the settler should be protected. 

But while the lands are still in the hands of the company I see 
no reason why we should be careful to protect their title, if the 

d was conveyed to them by mistake. 

Mr. TAWN EY. The gentleman will concede, will he not, that 
when a railroad opmpany has sold to bona fide purchasers, those 
purchasers ought to be protected by the Government? 
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Mr. LACEY. 
have expressly provided in the bill that they shall be protected. 


Certainly. Not only doI concede that, but we 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, when we know, as we do, that the 
greater part of the lands granted to the railroad companies have 
passed into the possession of bona fide purchasers, ought we not 
to take notice of that fact and protect them? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But ought we not to protect them against 
suits being brought by the Government to disturb their title? 

Mr. LACEY. I advise my friend to read the bill; he will find 
that such purchasers are protected by it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not against suits. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me ask the gentleman this question: Why 
should we give protection against suits and confirm the title in the 
remainder of the lands which the railroad company has not con- 
veyed and which ought never to have been patented to it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. [am not in favor of that proposition. I have 
here a substitute for the amendment offered by the gentleman's 
colleague, and in my amendment it is provided expressly that the 
provisions of this act shall not apply to lands that are sold by a 
railroad company in good faith. This would leave the act appli- 
cable to all lands that are still held by the railroad company and 
which were granted by the General Government to the State for 
the benefit of the railroad company. 

Mr. LACEY. The last part of section 1 provides expressly 
that— 

No patent to any lands held by a bona fide purchaser shall be vacated or 
annulled, but the right and title of such purchaser is hereby confirmed 

Now, in order to protect settlers still further, so that they might 
not even be required to go into court and make defense, the option 
has been given to them under sections 2 and 3 to simply file their 
statement with the Secretary of the Interior (if they want to avoid 
litigation), setting forth the fact that they are bona fide settlers; 
and then it is provided in express terms that no suit shall be 
brought in relation to those lands until the matter is first inves- 
tigated in the Department; and if, after adjudication there, it is 
held that they are not bona fide settlers, that adjudication is not 
conclusive against them, but they can still make their further de- 
fense in the courts. 

The committee has been very tender in behalf of these bona fide 
settlers and has endeavored to protect them, not only in the courts 
but out of the courts, and has provided means by which they may 
avoid going into the courts at all. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the amendment 
and the substitute. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I hopemy colleague will not do that. 
to correct a misstatement which he has fallen into. 

Mr. LACEY. How much time does my colleague want? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Five minutes. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well; I withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question and yield to the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman assures us that 
these suits will not be brought. Now, I know personally of an in- 
stance where, in the southern district of Iowa, the district attorney 
has been instructed to bring suit to recover some 25,000 acres of 
land. In orderto bring any one of these suits, he says that it will 
be necessary for him to mabe parties to the suit all of the inhabit- 
ants of the town of Hastings, in MillCounty, lowa. There will be 
nearly 1,000 defendants in that suit alone. They can not recover 
without going throughthat process. Itis true that no judgments 
will be rendered against any one of those persons by this fact, be- 
cause they are bona fide holders; but they must appear in court 
and affirmatively show that fact. And my colleague ignores that 
condition of things entirely. 

My colleague is in error again in another statement. The propo- 
sition I urged as an amendment to this bill does not do that which 
he saysit will do. Whenever a mistake of fact has been made or 
a fraud perpetrated, actual or constructive, under my amendment 
suit may be brought. I only want to protect the settlers where 
there has been nothing of this sort, neither a mistake of facts nor 
a fraud of any kind. If fraud be found to exist, suits will be 
brought notwithstanding the adoption of my amendment. No 
lands are covered in the operation of this statute except, as I have 
said before, those issued under the rulings or construction of the 
Department, which has been continued from 1849 up to about 
1875, twenty-five years or more of a continuous, uniform construc- 
tion, which they are now seeking to overturn by later regulations 
or rulings. 

I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that this is fair, and I do not think 
it is just to the people. My friend from Iowa says that suits could 
not be brought in many cases. I assert that every man living in 
the Eighth Congressional district of Iowa who owns lands that 
were conveyed under any one of these grants will have reason to 
fear a suit if this bill becomes a law. He can not know what par- 
ticular land the Secretary will select for the purpose of suits, 
Everyone will fear, and he will feel it incumbent on him to affirmar 
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tively show to the Secretary, in order to t action, that he 
is a bona fide holder. He will be put to expense, and it will 
cost the people of my district tens of thousands of dollars to make 
this showing, and what I —< that district may be truthfully 
said of every district in the te of Iowa, in Nebraska, Missouri, 
Kansas, and in many parts of the State of Illinois. 

Every Representative, Mr. Speaker, is interested, it seems to me, 
in behalf of his le in Sa kind of litigation. If 
we adopt my amen t will be no danger of that, and all 
the purposes the bill seeks to accomplish will still remain unim- 


P . 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman in charge of this bill yield 
for a question? 

Mr. LACEY. Cnlaete. 

Mr. HGPKINS. Will the gentleman from Iowastate in a word 
what objection there is to the adoption of the substitute offered 
by his colleague from Iowa? 

Mr. LACEY. It is very simple and only this: If the amend- 
ment be adopted we may as well kill the bill. There would not 
be enough left to swear by, although there might be enough to 
swear at. Conger) 

Mr. HEPBURN. ill not every case of fraud be still open to 
investigation under the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. I was trying to answer my friend from Mlinois. 
The amendment amounts to this: That no patent shall be here- 
after canceled or annulled in behalf of the United States by suit 
except in cases where actual fraud is shown. 

Now, hundreds of thousands of acres of these lands, by reason 
of departmental mistakes in construction of the law, have been 
= to the railroad and wagon companies that never should 

ve been patented to them. the land has been sold we con- 
firm the title of the purchasers from the companies. But if it has 
not been sold there is no reason why the company shou!d retain 
it. That is the only difference between my colleague and myself. 
His proposition that we shall only go behind the patents in case 
of actual fraud would nullify this bill and also the act of 1887, 
which requires that all these railroad grants should be reexamined 
and readjusted in the light of the decisions of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now,justafurther question. If I understand 
you correctly, if the amendment of your colleague is adopted it 
will confirm in the railroad and wagon-road companies lands 
that they hold patents to that have been issued by mistakes in the 
Department? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly; everyacreofthem. Now, that ought 
not to be done, either. 

Mr.HOPKINS. And that will take away all chance of upsetting 
these titles or again acquiring title to that property. 

Mr. LACEY. We should not pass this bill after putting that 
sort of an amendment in it which will confirm all these mistakes, 
because the number of fraudulent patents is not very om. I 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. An- 
DREWs]}. 

Mr. DREWS. Mr. Speaker, the pending amendment affects 
the title to about 201,000 acres of lieu lands in the State of Ne- 
braska. If there should be any disturbance of the titles held upon 
those lands the whole matter could be carried back to affect in- 
juriously an equal amount of land in another portion of the State, 
and thus involve the interests of settlers on over 400,000 acres of 
land in the State of Nebraska. About 201,000 acres of land were 
accepted by a certain grantee, in lieu of other lands to which that 
grantee was entitled in the South Platte country. The lands ac- 
cepted in the North Platte country, in the State of Nebraska, were, 
in some instances, less valuable than those in the South Platte 
country. Nevertheless, the grantee rep these lieu lands 
rather than disturb the settlers who had homestead and other 
entries —_— South Platte lands properly included in the grant to 
which I have referred. 

Mr. LACEY. May I ask the gentleman a question right there? 

Mr. ANDREWS. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to ask him whether he deems it 
important for the interests of this large number of settlers in the 

t tract of public lands in his district that this bill should go 
Guctete, confirming these titles so as to protect them? 
Mr. ANDREWS. I do, Mr. Speaker, and I earnestly hope that 
the amendment p by the chairman of the committee will 
revail. We have an experience in Nebraska on a question 
ike this, and I urge that no mistake be made in protecting our 
—— from another —— so unsatisfactory to the settlers in 


ee OS eee ight 
amendment t+ may be proposed later on, I earnestly hope 
the bill may become a law. But, with the permission of the 


House, I desire to call attention to another important fact bear- 
ing upon this question. 

grant under consideration covers a od of about twenty- 
five years. Farmers have purchased lands under it and have in- 
vested the labor of almost a quarter of a century in the building 
of their homes, 
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If ee ten years is sufficient to acquire title in other case, 
why should not fifteen, twenty, or twenty-five years be sufticien{ 
for these pioneer farmers to secure absolute titles to their lay 4? 
Why should they be held in continued dread that they may jy. 
called into court to defend their titles? P 

They have earned their homes by the oe toil and strugy|es 
of years and should be given the absolute assurance that t}«i\; 
titles will be confirmed without further delay. 

Mr. TAWNEY. [should like to ask the gentleman from Iw, 
if he has any objection to incorporating in this bill a provision t}).; 
will throw upon the Government the burden of proving in the fi; <; 
instance whether or not the sale from the railroad company to {\\« 
purchaser was made in good faith, instead of putting the burden 
of proof of that fact, as the law of 1887 does, wpon the purch,» 
in t’e first instance? The Government now proceeds upon ¢) 
assumption that he is not a purchaser in good faith, and throws 
the burden of proof of ascertaining that fact upon the purchas.r. 
I will ask the gentleman if he has any objection to a provyisivn 
imposing upon the Government the burden of ascertaining 4. 4 
condition precedent to its right to bring suit whether or not the 
settler is a bona fide purchaser? That will be a substantial pro- 
tection to the actual, bona fide purchaser. 

Mr. LACEY. Why, certainly Lhave an objectionto that. The 
law is very simple now, and if a bona fide purchaser is broue)t 
into court, he, above all persons in the world, knows his own 
nocence, and if he can not prove it—if he is afraid to go into court 
and prove it—it certainly is of a very doubtful character. Nvow, 
to have the presumption of innocence apply to all these cases 
would practically handicap the Government to the extent that it 
could never rectify any of these errors in patents. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman did not understand my quis- 
tion. 

Mr. LACEY. I understand it fully. You want to shift tho 
burden of proof. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Only in cases where the land is certified erro- 
neously; not where it is certified through fraud or misrepresen- 
tation. Only where the error has been committed by the officers 
of the Government, and because of that error the land has passed 
into the possession of an actual, bona fide purchaser. 

Mr. LACEY. This bill absolutely confirms the title to all that 
kind of land, and the assumption that the Government will bring 
suits where it knows it will fail, where the officers of the Govern- 
ment know the act of Congress has confirmed the title, is an 
assumption of something that 1 do not think we shall ever be 
faced with in the future. I do not think the suggestion ought to 
be put into this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question upon the amendment 
and the substitute. 

’ The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move the previous qu:s- 
tion upon the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. There will be perhaps one other item of the bill 
to consider before the previous question is moved upon the bill. 
I move it u the amendment and the substitute. 

Mr. TAW NEY. If the previous question is ordered upon the 
amendment and the substitute, and if the substitute offered by the 
gentleman is voted down, will it be in order then to offer another 
substitute for the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is ordered upon the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Herpur | 
and the amendment offered by the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. It is an amendment tothe amendment. Tho 
ee is on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment of- 

ered by the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment as amended... 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any other amendment? 

Mr. ANDREWS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. LACEY. Has the amendment been agreed to? 

TheSPEAKER. The amendment has been adopted as amend. 
The effect of it is the adoption of the amendment of the chairman 
of the hese on Public ea aad ae pl is = the 
amendmen e original proposition offer y the gentleman 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, this ins to section 2. I 
misunderstood the section. I am not offering an amendment to 
section 1. My amendment relates to section 2. 

The SPEAKER. Is the proposition of the gentleman from A® 


kansas a substitute for the first section? 
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Mr. LACEY. No, sir; itis a substitute for the entire bill, so 
that it will come up later on. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all between the word “be,” in line 9, and the word 


“and,” in line 12 of section 2, and insert in lieu thereof “‘more than the mini- 
mum Government price thereof.” 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, a moment's reflection will show 
that the terms of the bill would involve an inconsistency in some 
cases. For instance, $1.25 was the minimum Government price 
for certain lands which have been sold for less than that amount 
per acre. If the terms of the bill should go into effect, the maxi- 
mum price in such cases would be 25 cents or 50 cents, while 
the minimum price would be $1.25. It would be very difficult to 
harmonize the provisions of the bill in practice if the wording 
should remain as it now stands. The amendment I have offered 
would, as a rule, require the grantee to pay to the Government 
the price at which he could have purchased the land from the Gov- 
ernment in the open market. 

Some of it may have been sold for more than the Government 
price, some of it for less. This amendment would leave the 
amount below the Government price, to be determined and ad- 
judicated by the court. In my judgment, this plan would be far 
more reasonable than the one proposed by the terms of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). The question is on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
upon the bill and the substitute offered by the gentleman from 


Arkansas. 


The previous question was ordered. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The question is on the substitute 


offered by the gentleman from Arkansas. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. MCRAE. Division, Mr. Speaker. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 63. 
Mr. MCRAE. The yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 72, nays 151, not 
q y y 


voting 182; as follows: 


YEAS—72. 
Abbott, Dockery, McClellan, Robbins, 
Allen, Miss. Downing, McCreary, Ky. Shuford, 
Bailey Elliott, S. C. McCulloch, Skinner, 
Baker, Erdman, McDearmon, Sparkman, 
Bartlett, Ga. Hall, McKenney, Staliings, 
Bartlett, N. ¥. Harrison, McLaurin, Stokes, 
Berry, Hart, McMillin, Strowd, N.Q. 
Black, Ga. Hendrick, McRae, Sulzer, 
Cobb, Ala. Kendall, Meredith, Swanson, 
Cobb, Mo. Kyle, Meyer, Talbert, 
Cockrell, Latimer, Moses, Terry, 
pen Lawson, Neill, Tucker, 
Cooper, Tex. Layton, Ogden, Turner, Ga. 
Cox, Lester, Otey, Tyler, 
Crisp, Little, Owens, Underwood, 
Culberson, Livingston, Patterson, Williams, 
De Armond, Lockhart, Pendleton, Wilson, S.C. 
Dinsmore, Maguire, Richardson, Yoakum. 
NAYS—151. 
Acheson, De Witt, Johnson, Cal. Powers, 
Adams, Dingley, Johnson,N.Dak. Prince, 
Allen, Utah. Doolittle, Joy, Pugh, 
Andrews, Draper, Kerr, uigg, 
Arnold, R. I. Eddy, Kiefer, ay, 
Atwood, Ellis Knox, Reeves, 
Avery, Evans, Kulp, Robinson, Pa. 
Babcock. Fairchild, Lacey, Scranton, 
Baker, N.i. Fenton, Lefever, Sherman, 
Barham, Fischer, Leighty. Simpkins, 
mrnen, Fletcher, Leonard, Smith, Mich. 
Barrett, Gamble, Linton, Snover, 
Bartholdt, Gibson, Loud, Sperry, 
Bennett, Gillett, Mass. Loudenslager, Steele, 
Bishop. Graff, Mahany, Stephenson, 
Griffin, Mahon, Stewart, N. J. 
Blue, Grosvenor, Marsh, Stewart, Wis. 
Bowers, Grout, McCall, Mass. Stone, W. A. 
Brewster, Grow, McCall, Tenn. Strode, Nebr. 
Broderick, ley, McCormick, Sulloway, 
Brosius, er, McLachlan, Taft, 
wn, terman, Mercer, Tawney, 
Brumm, fare . @ Milnes, Tayler, 
Burrell, rye, Minor, Wis. Thomas, 
Burton, Mo. Hartman, Mood I: Towne, 
Burton, Ohio tch, Murphy, Treloar, 
Calder Heatwole, Noonan, Upde 4 
Cannon, Hemenway, Northway, Van Voorhis, 
Chickering, Henderson, Odell, Warner, 
Clark, Mo, Henry, Conn. Otjen, White, 
Coffin, Hepburn, Overstreet, Wilber, 
Cooke, Tl. Hilborn, Payne, Willis, 
Co’ Hooker, Pearson, Wilson, Idaho 
Crowther, pepetes, Perkins, Wilson, N. Y. 
Gram, Hu ; Phillips, Wood, 
Curtis, Iowa Huff, Pickler, Woomer, 
Curtis, N.Y. Hull Pitney, Wright. 
Dayton, Hurley, Poole, 





Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Anderson, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, Pa, 
Baker, Md. 
Bankhead, 
Beach, 
Belknap, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Bingham, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bromwell, 
Buck, 

Bull, 
Catchings, 
Clardy. 
Clark, Iowa 
Clarke, Ala. 
Codding, 
Colson, 
Cook, Wis. 
Cooper, Fla. 
Coc per, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cowen, 
Crowley, 
Cummings, 


Curtis, Kans. 


Dalzell, 
Danford, 


NOT VOTING—132. 


Daniels, 
Denny, 
Dolliver, 
Dovener, 
Ellett, Va. 
Faris, 
Fitzgerald, 
Foote, 


Fowler, 
Gardner, 
Gillet, N.Y. 
Griswold, 


Hainer, Nebr. 


Hanly, 
Harmer, 
Heiner, Pa. 
Henry, Ind. 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 

Hiil, 

Hitt, 
Howard, 
Howe, 
Howell, 
Hulick, 
Huling, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Hyde, 
Jenkins, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Jones, 


Kem, 
Kirxpatrick, 
Leisenring, 
Lewis, 
Linney, 
Long, 
Lorimer, 
Low, 


McCleary, Minn. 


McClure, 
McEwan, 
Maddox, 
Meiklejohn, 
Miles, 

Miller, Kans. 
Miller, W. Va. 
Milliken, 
Miner, N. ¥. 
Mondell, 
Money, 
Morse, 
Mozley, 
Newlands, 
Parker, 
Price, 

Raney, 
Reyburn, 
Robertson, La. 
Royse, 

Rusk, 
Russell, Conn, 
Russell, Ga. 
Sauerhering, 


So the substitute was rejected. 


Sayers, 
Settle, 
Shafroth, 
Shannon, 
Shaw, 
Smith, ML 
Sorg, 
Southard 
Sout hwick, 
Spalding, 
Spencer, 
Stahle, 
Stone, C. W. 
Strait, 
Strong, 
Tarsney, 
Tate, 
Tracewell, 
Tracey, 
Turner, Va. 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Mass. 
Walker, Va. 
Walsh, 
Wanger, 
Washington, 
Watson, Ind. 
Watson, Ohio 
Wellington, 
Wheeler, 
Wilson, Ohio 
W oodard, 
Woodman. 


Pending the announcement of the result, the following proceed- 
ings took place: 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Srrarr, is 
confined to his room by sickness, and I ask that he be excused for 
the day. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, my colleagues, Mr. HAINeR and 
Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, are absent, but paired. If present, they would 
vote ‘* no.” 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, being paired with the gentle 
man from Maine [Mr. MILLiIkEN], I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. McCLEeary, is 
absent, sick, and I ask that he be excused. Were he present, he 
would vote ** no.” 

Mr. McCLEARY was excused. 

Mr. WOODMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall, and did he 
fail to hear his name called? 

Mr. WOODMAN. Ido not think I was in the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the gentleman’s 
request. 

Mr. WOODMAN. If permitted to vote, I would vote “no.” 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. RuSSELL of Connecticut with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, 

Mr. Hatner of Nebraska with Mr. CATCHINGs. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. WHEELER, 

Mr. FOWLER with Mr. StTRairr. 

Mr. Moz.Ley with Mr. ELuett of Virginia. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. Sora. 

Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. Suaw. 

Mr. HuLIcK with Mr. PRIcE. 

Mr. HANLY with Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. Low with Mr. Bett of Texas. 

Mr. LINNEY with Mr. HuTcHeson. 

Mr. BouTvELLE with Mr. MILEs. 

Mr. Cor.uiss with Mr. Monry. 

Mr, SAUERHERING with Mr. RussE.i of Georgia. 

Mr. HunTerR with Mr. Mrver of New York. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. Morsk& with Mr. Rospertson of Louisiana. 

Mr. LEISENRING with Mr. TATE. 

Mr. SETTLE with Mr. TcRNER of Virginia. 

Mr. Curtis of Kansas with Mr. Cooper of Florida. 

Mr. APSLEY with Mr. Buck. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. SAYERS. 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. Cowen. 

The following for this day: 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. SPENCER. 

Mr. HEINer of Pennsylvania with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. TRACEWELL with Mr. BoaTNEr., ; 

Mr. LoRM™ER with Mr. Mappox. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to pre 
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vide for the extension of the time within which suits may be 
brought to vacate or annul land patents, anc for other purposes.” 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the purpose of considering the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. SVANS. Mr. Speaker, before that motion is put, I desire to 
present a report from the Committee on Ways and Means. 

by SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa 

ield? 

Mr. HULL. I do, if it is merely a report to be printed. 


SALE OF INTOXICANTS, 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Ways and Means to submit a report in writing on House bill 
No, 2764 regulating the issuance of license for the sale of intoxi- 
cants. The committee are unanimous in the opinion that the bill 
ought not to pass, but in view of the importance of the question 
they have instructed me to ask the consent of the House that 500 
copies of the report be printed for the use of members, and I now 
make that request. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report was referred to the Union Calendar and ordered to 
be printed, 





ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the purpose of considering the ane appropriation 
bill; and pending that, I ask unanimous consent that general de- 
bate be closed in thirty minutes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. — for the present I think we had 
better go into Committee of the Whole and see what the bill con- 
tains. Have points of order been reserved on the bill? 

Mr. HULL. All points of order are reserved. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I suppose there will be no dif- 
ficulty in coming to an — agreement ever in committee as to 
the length of the debate, but I do not think we ought to undertake 
to limit it at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

The motion of Mr. Huu, that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole, was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, Mr. DOLLIVER, to act as Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and, in his temporary absence, will ask the 
gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Hopkins, to take the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Hopkins). The House is in Committee 
= a for the purpose of considering the Army appropria- 

on bill. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman,if members will take the bill (which 
is House bil! 53859) with the report, I think I can explain it so that 
it will not be necessary to take up much time in general debate, 
the understanding, of course, being that under the five-minute 
rule there will be no attempt made to cut off a full expression of 
opinion when any particular item is under consideration. This 

carries $23,271, being a reduction from the estimates of 
over $817,000. It es $23,000 more than the bill for the present 


fiscal year. 

The committee have increased the re for the Army 
proper—the pay of the officers and men of the Regular Arm 
over the bill of the present fiscal year, because the evidence sub- 
mitted by the War Department was that under the appropria- 
tions made at the last session of the Fifty-third Congress large 
deficiencies in the pay of the Army have resulted. 

We have made a reduction in the amounts appropriated for sup- 
— for the Army, and this reduction was made r taking the 

timony of the officers in charge of the different bureaus and 
departments showing they could stand the amount of reduction 
which the committee has made from the estimates without injury 
to the material interests of the Army. 

I suppose the main matters of interest to the members of the 
committee and of the House will be those parts of the bill embrac- 
ing new legislation. We have incorporated in the bill several 
provisions of new legislation, and can only appeal to members to 
permit them to be enacted into law by showing that they are cal- 
culated to be of t benefit to the different branches of the Army 
or that they put into better shape the different items to which they 
apply. They are largely administrative, and in no case a change 

w not easily understood. I want to call attention now to 
these matters of new legislation. 

On 2, line 4, the committee has inserted a provision that 
h no pay shall be retained from the enlisted men. Here- 
tofore men have enlisted for a period of five years; and the amount 
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of $12 was retained from their pay during the first three y, of 
their enlistment. Now the enlistments are for a period 0; 
three years; and the continuance of this practice is simply ; 
noyance to the men and an additional item of bookkeepiny ; 
Paymaster’s Department. The provision in the bill on t! 
ject was inserted at the request of the Paymaster-General , 
Army, who said that it could not possibly result in any hy 
the Government, and would not affect the men except so fa 
= them their pay in full from month to month, while say; 
rtment much trouble in the item of bookkeeping. 

n page 2, in lines 6 to 10, inclusive, will be found a provision 
that— 

There shall be no sopcmtments of hospital stewards until the number of 
hospital stewards shall be reduced below 100, and thereafter the 1 er 
of such officers shall be fixed at 100. 

This is new legislation. The statement of the Surgeon-Genera] 
before the committee showed that on account of the reduction of 
posts no new ees of hospital stewards are now being 
made, and that there would not be needed more than 10) }ere. 
after. It was also stated by the Surgeon-General that if « fur. 
ther consolidation of the posts should go on in the future tho 
number could ultimately be reduced below 100. This provision 
has been inserted upon the suggestion of the Surgeon-Gencra! of 
the See upon whose information the committee were bowud to 
believe that they were in the line of proper legislation. 

On page 3, lines 4 and 5, we propose to insert the words 
spection districts.” This has been done at the request of tly 
spector-General. At this time messengers serve at army lad. 
— districts or stations. There are one or two headquarters 

istricts that are + from inspection districts. This is 
notably the case in New York, where the headquarters of the 
army is at Governors Island, while the inspection district for 
the same division of the army is in the cityof New York. While 
it is true that under the law as it now stands these messengers 
have served both at the inspection stations and the headquarters 
of the district, yet the provision to which I refer has been inserted 
to make it clear that the inspection districts have a right to their 
services. The provision involves no increase of expenditure: it 
adds nothing to the number of messengers employed in the Army; 
it simply makes clear as a matter of law what is now the practice. 

On page 7, in lines 12 to 14, inclusive, wiil be found a provision 
that-— 

Hereafter a monthly allowance of $9.50 be allowed in lieu of the allowance 
for subsistence and clothing. 

This matter, in which we have simply followed the recommen- 
dation of the Paymaster-General, is a mere simplification of |)ook- 
keeping. I call attention tothe statementof the Paymaster-(ien- 
eral on page 8 of the report: . 

General STANTON. I want to submit to the committee a matter of thi esti- 
mated amount. I have made a memorandum I would like to explain. Now, 
when you come to make up these amounts for salary they are entitled to an 
allowance for rations of 20 cents a pean a clothing allowance provided by law 
They are entitled to two-thirds of each of these allowances. The clothing al- 
lowance is constantly increasing or changing, and it isa Pit deal of bother 
to pay this account. It requires a great deal of minute detail, and it would 
be much simpler to give them afixed sum. These men donot draw any cloth- 
ing from thotlovernment. The Government pays their allowance for clothing 
and rations in money. Ifa fixed sum be given it would be better tlian to 
have it constantly chan; f 

The CHAIRMAN. What would be the amount necessary? ; 

General STANTON. Nine dollars and fifty cents would be about the sum in 
round figures. After careful figuring I think that would cover it and not in- 
crease the appropriation. 


I then asked him whether $9 would not be sufficient, and he re- 
plied: 
In answer to your question if striking out the 50 cents and making it $9 


would be sufficient, I would say that it would not cover it. The $9.50 is sim- 
ply a matter of simplificati, . There are a thousand on the retired list now; 
creasing 


6 

ib- 
the 
to 

2 to 
‘the 


sé in- 
In- 


all the time. 


So that, according to the evidence of General Stanton, this is 
simply a question of bookkeeping. 

‘ \ page 5, beginning at line 25, and including lines 1 and 2 on 
pa_ 6, it is provided— 

That hereafter all sequen made in the Pay Department of the Army 
shall be made by selection from the line of the Army. 

Mr. Chairman, this provision was not inserted at the request of 
any officer of the Government. It simply reflects the opinion of 
the committee that these positions of high rank should be ket tor 
men who devote their lives to the service of their country. [ere 
tofore these positions in the Pay Department have been op: to 
civilians, so that captains in the Army who have served twenty 
years—educated gentlemen without prospects of any promotion 
outside of the Army—have been deprived of these positions (w!: ich 
have the rank of major), while the places have been given to 1c 
who have never served in the Army, who have probably neveT 
been in any business for their country, and who, in many cas", 
are absolutely without any business experience—young men 10 
have had indbuence enough to go to the President and secure 
appointments over the men who have been educated at the er 








pone of the Government and who have served in the Army all 
ir lives. 

This, besides being a matter of justice, is also a matter of re- 
trenchment. If you take for one of these positions an officer from 
the line of the Army you simply entail the increased expense of 
the difference between the pay of captain and that of major, while 
if you take a man from civil life you increase the charge on the 
Government by paying a new officer. That was one reason why 
we inserted this provision. 

Mr. STEELE. I think the gentleman from -Iowa is in error in 
his statement. If a captain of the line is epee a@ major in the 
Paymaster’s Department at the sare time the vacancy is immedi- 
ately filled by the first lieutenant—— 

Mr. HULL. Who is already in the Army. 

Mr. STEELE. And the promotion of the first lieutenant is fol- 
lowed by the appointment of a second lieutenant to be first lieu- 
tenant—— . ; : 

Mr. HULL. The second lieutenant being also in the Army. 

Mr. STEELE. And there is a vacancy to be filled from West 
Point or from the line of the Army—— 

Mr. HULL. I beg pardon of my friend from Indiana. The 
West Point man is already provided for. At the time of his gradu- 
ation he is given a commission as second lieutenant, and if he is 
not assigned to duty then he has his commission, although he may 
be on detached service. 

Mr. STEELE. But the vacancy may be filled by the appoint- 
ment from the Army, and not necessarily from West Point. 

Mr. HULL. But every graduate of West Point is provided 
with a commission as second lieutenant. 

Mr. STEELE. But the line of the Army is not decreased. 
What I mean is that the appointment of a paymaster from the 
line of the Army does not decrease the line. 

Mr. HULL. I think the gentleman is in error, although I yield 
to his superior army experience and knowledge. 

But if aman graduates at West Point he is given a commis- 
sion as second lieutenant—and we have several of them on de- 
tached service—and this provision simply makes a place for one 
of these officers to go on duty, but does not in any sense of the 
word undertake to provide a new second lieutenant in place of 
one who is promoted. 

Mr. STEELE. All that Iam suggesting is that the line of the 
Army is not decreased. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Paymasters may now be appointed from civil 
life, I believe. 

Mr. HULL. Yes, sir; under the present regulations there is no 
restriction upon the President. He can appoint as he pleases, 

Mr. PICKLER. Either from the Army or from civil life? 

Mr. HULL. Either from the Army or civil life. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the object in applying this provision 


to army officers? 
Mr. HULL. Well, one great object is that the man in the 
Army who was educated at West Point at the expense of the Gov- 


ernment has no other mode of promotion or advancement except 
in the line of his duty. He must look solely tothat. The man in 
civil life, on the contrary, has the whole world, except the Army, 
open to him. 

Now, in this period of phere peace, when we are not calling 
for the services of any of our civilians to defend the flag or the 
honor of the country, it seems to me that the men who, by their 
profession, are limited in opportunity for promotion or prefer- 
ment should have at least their chosen profession reserved to 
them. That seems certainly to be reasonable and proper. And 
I call the attention of the gentleman, and the committee also, to 
the fact that while it is no reflection on the President, yet it is 
true that in repeated instances men have been appointed to army 
and navy paymasterships who have no claim upon the country 
except through friends who had a ‘‘pull” with the President. 
And that is not confined to either party. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it not true that the Army is continually 
encroaching on the civil employment? 

Mr.HULL. No, sir; itis not by any meanstrue. And further, 
the Military Committee of the House believes that in reserving 
the right to promote men from the ranks to be second lieutenants 
by competitive examination that it reserves all that we ought to 
reserve to any civilian in the Army. And for myself, I have op- 

l increases in the cadets at West Point for the very reason 
that I wished to preserve to the boys who enlist from civil life, 
and those who study by the camp fires, and read and obtain infor- 
mation to enable them to stand the competitive examinations in 


the Army, the right to reach this position of lieutenant directly 
from the ranks. ep lause.] Isayit should be preserved to them 
exclusively. Ifa vies enlisted and served two years and studied 


y and night when off duty, and has shown himself possessed of 
the metal to make an officer, I want, when he has gone into that, 
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to preserve to him all the possibilities that may come to him by 
successful competitive examination that can be afforded by the 
military service of the United States. [Applause.] 

These civilian officers are not in touch with the men. They 
never come in contact with them. They step from civil life to a 
majority in the Army. To keep the Army in touch with civil life 
you should not commence at the top, but rather keep the close 
sympathy by letting the active, intelligent young fellows work out 
of the ranks into second lieutenants, and then stand on an equality 
with the West Point graduate. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the committee to a 
provision which is inserted in the bill on page 8, lines 7 to 14, in- 
clusive, in the following words: 

Provided, That hereafter, in case the public quarters at any station are so 
full as to prevent the assignment of quarters in kind toa commissioned officer 
there stationed on duty with troops, commutation of quarters at the usual 
rates shall be paid to him as is now authorized by law to officers on duty with- 
out troops; the question of inadequacy of quarters in each case to be sleter- 
mined by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before the gentleman enters upon the discus- 
sion of that branch I should like to call his attention to one fact, 
and I do so because I think he has probably unintentionally mis- 
led the House as to the effect of the amendment concerning the 
appointment of officers in the Pay Department. He says that it is 
an economy to have it in the way proposed in the bill, rather than 
according to the old law, because the officer appointed from the 
rank of captain would only receive the increase of pay between 
the rank of captain and that of paymaster, whereas, if appointed 
from civil life, there would be the additional expense of his entire 
salary. But does it not follow that when the captain is taken 
from the captain’s rank and made a paymaster by operation of 
law all the grades under him move up and are promoted, so that 
the line is just as expensive as it was before? 

Mr. HULL. I think not, and I think I can show my friend why 
it isnot so. When you appoint a captain to be a major, you move 
a first lieutenant up to be a captain, and a second lieutenant to be 
first lieutenant, but you do not increase the number of men in 
the Army. Now, when you put in a paymaster from civil life you 
have a paymaster in addition to the other officers. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But do not your inferior officers in each case 
come up a step and fill up the different ranks? 

Mr. HULL. You do not increase the number of second lieu- 
tenants; you do not increase the number of men in the Army. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You have still a captain drawing pay; you 
have still a first lieutenant drawing pay; you have a second heu- 
tenant drawing pay, just as you had before. So I think the gen- 
tleman upon reflection will see that there is really no saving. 

Mr. HULL. No; you decrease absolutely the number of second 
lieutenants, to put it at the very lowest point, because you havea 
second lieutenant, first lieutenant, and a captain already in the 
Army who are promoted one grade, and there is another second 
lieutenant not assigned to duty who is already in the pay of the 
Government, while in the other case you have your unassigned 
second lieutenant, your assigned second lieutenant, your first lieu- 
tenant, and captain, and a major who has not been an officer in 
the Army, in addition to the others who are already in the Army. 

Mr. STEELE. That is, assuming that there are surplus second 
lieutenants who are eligible to assignment. 

Mr. HULL. There always have been a certain number of un- 
assigned second lieutenants. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But when there is no surplus of second 
lieutenants, what I stated is true. 

Mr. HULL. Then you would have the same number; but you 
take your men from the Army still, in order to fill the vacancy; 
but there are now and always have been unassigned second lieu- 
tenants, drawing pay from the Government. 

Mr. RAY. Aslunderstand you, then, this proposition of yours 
simply puts a lieutenant in active duty who has been drawing 
pay, and who was not before in active duty as a second lieutenant? 

Mr. HULL. That is the effect of it. In the other case it takes 
a man from civil life and makes a major of him; that is, if you do 
not pass this provision; while if you do pass this provision, it 
makes a major out of a captain who has probably served twenty 
years under the Government. 

Mr. STEELE. Then, according to the gentleman’s argument, 
the main abuse comes on account of the appointing power not 
exercising his duty with discretion. He might appoint a volun- 
teer officer of the late war, who has won glory on the field, and 
then you would not object to it? 

Mr. HULL. I would not object to it; but I have not heard of 
any of those men being appointed within the last twenty years. 

Mr. STEELE. I think there have been one or two. 

Mr. HULL. There were some appointed soon after the close of 
the war, but none in recent years; and I think it safe to say none 
such will ever again be appointed. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Wil the gentleman from lowa allow meto 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 
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Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
of a paymaster’s clerk. 

Mr. HULL. It has nothing to do with the position cf paymas- 
ter’s clerk? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
clerk to be paymaster? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; it will prevent any civilian from being ap- 
pointed paymaster. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Paymaster’s clerks are not civilians. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes; they are civilian employees. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. They are subject to martial law. 

Mr. HULL. They are civilians. ey are not in army life. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The duties of a paymaster are not military 
in their character at all. The very best paymaster would be a 
bank teller; and when you confine the appointment of paymas- 
ters to the Army to officers of the line, then you take those men 
away from their regular duty, the regular military service, for 
which the country has paid enormous sums to educate these men. 

Mr. HULL. That simply comes back to a question of judg- 


ment. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I know of two or three cases of gentlemen 
who are now serving as paymasters’ clerks, and who have served 
in that capacity for thirty years, some of them, waiting for the 
chance to be appointed pa of the Army. ey have 
handled millions of dollars without bonds. 

Mr. HULL. That question will come up in a few minutes, if I 
can have an opportunity to go forward. I was giving an explana- 
tion of the new legislation. There is no doubt about it being sub- 
ject to a point of order, so that my friend from Missouri can kill 

t if he wants to. I want to call attention tothe item giving com- 
mutation of eu to officers on duty with troops. Under the 
resent law if on duty without troops where there is no commu- 
tion of quarters, a captain gets three rooms at $12 a month 
each, a major gets four rooms at $12 a month each, and so on, ac- 
cording to rea. The law as it now stands vides that in case 
an officer is in active service with troops and quarters are found 
inadequate he can not have commutation of a. 

The Secretary of War, through Major vis, states that it 
would not ge hormiga to more than $500 a i= if this pro- 
vision should be pted. But, Mr. Chairman. I want to be en- 
tirely frank with the committee and state that the general in 
charge of the department of the Government furnishing quarters 
has stated to me that if this new provision became law it would 
be open to great abuse and would probably cost the Government 
$0. oe year, instead of $500. Now, rs on 

uty 


Will this section prevent the appointment 


Will it prevent the appointment of such a 


© younger office 

th troops, being generally unmarried men, are consoli- 
dated together in what oa a bachelor’s hall. They do not 
have the number of rooms that the law really gives them, if the 
are not on duty with troo if the officers are dissatisfied wi 
their quarters, under such a provision as pro the officers 
could condemn a large number of the quarters in order that offi- 
cers might get $12 a room pet month, and they would go out and 
rent rooms, pa the rent from money received as commutation 
of quarters. I want to make this statement, because it came too 
late for me to i; it in the report. 

Mr. STEELE. You can knock it out on a point of order. 

Mr. HULL. I understand. On page 10, line 24, and on page 
11, lines 1 and 2, there is a provision: 

For toilet articles, barbers’, laundry, and tailors’ material for use of general 
prisoners confined at military posts without pay or allowance. 

That gives them the right to expend money for these items. 
Under the old law our prisoners were confined at the military 
prison at Fort- Leavenworth. That was turned over to the De- 
pene cf Justice, and these prisoners are now confined at posts. 

ere is no law that authorizes them to have any toilet articles, 
any soap,or barber’ssupplies whatever. This issimply to meet the 
Sunset conditions since the military prison was turned over to 
the ye of Justice. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there any new legislation on page 9? Isee 
there are several ‘ provided furthers.” 

Mr. HULL. Notatall. That is the old law. 

On page 15, lines 7 to 9, there is a new provision: 


For a donation of $5 to each dishonorably discharged prisoner upon his 
release po Rad Tg under court- sentence involving dishonor- 
able 


The aro now bumnell out withont transportation whatever 
qu we haus Sheed in tute tne asensmeemiilion of tap Wen 
Department, and in addition to ae st have followed the hu- 
mane law of all the States, I think, Union. 

On page 20, lines 20 to 28 inclusive, we provide: 

Por acett of diienn's enten: tating, be cot neh etnastene Ge te be fated 
under a court-martial sentence involving discharge. 

As the law stands from the 
carvicn of en iphnck Mantes is oneal aah to yen with- 
out any allowance whatever, and we believe it is an inhuman- 
ity in the General Government to turn the prisoner out from 
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his confinement dressed in prison garb; so we make this provision 
I wish to say, in addition, this is made necessary for the same rea. 
son that they are confined in different posts on account of turn. 
ing over the military prison to the Department of Justice, so that 
we have no national military prison now. 
Mr. STEELE. Asa matter of informatior , I want to inquire 
if prisoners in our army posts are dressed in striped clothes? 
r. HULL. I do not know how they are dressed. But the in- 
formation we have is that they are turned out in their prison 


garb. 

Mr. STEELE. The inquiry I was making was for the purpose 
of ae whether they were dressed in striped clothes. 

Mr. HULL. I do not know what they are dressed in. Tho 
gentleman will probably know better than I. 

aos STEELE. I think that the prison garb is the uniform of a 
soldier, 

Mr. HULL. Just what they use I do not know. The Secro- 
tary of War recommends it. 

. STEELE. Iam in favor of the proposition. 

Mr. HULL. The Secretary informs us that these men are sim- 

ly turned adrift, and have no other dress than the prison gar). 

hat that is I do not know. . 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It is the uniform of the service of a com- 
mon soldier, worn very much. 

Mr. HULL. I am ae, submitting the language; and we 
think that the soldiers so discharged should be given a suit of ciy- 
ilian’s clothes. 

Mr. STEELE. I think so, too. 

Mr. HULL. Now, to go back to page 9, after the word *‘ fare,” 
in line 11, the committee have stricken out the words “ and trans- 
fers”; so that under this amendment, if adopted, the Government 
would pay the entire transportation of officers going from one part 

the country to another on orders of the Department except par- 
lor-car and sleeping-carfare. Those they have to pay themselves, 
but they claim that they are frequeutly subjected to annoyance in 
being compelled to pay 50 cents foratransfer. Theestimate was 
that this item might perhaps amount to $100 a year, and the com- 
mittee thought it desirable to insert it here, but of course it is 
new 4 Vt 
Mr. RAY. DoTI understand the gentleman to say that if an of- 
ficer of the Army is ordered from Washington to San Francisco, 
eee course by rail, he must pay his own sleeping-car fare? 

Mr.HULL. Yes; he pays his own sleeping-car fare and parlor- 
car fare, but he is allowed 4 cents a mile for it. 

Mr. RAY. Then he would simply have 4 cents a mile allowed 
him on which to travel from here to San Francisco? 

Mr.HULL. Oh,no. He would get his transportation from the 
De ent, the actual railroad fare from here to San Francisco, 
and 4 cents a mile in addition. 

Mr. KIEFER The Government furnishes the transportation? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KIEFER. And the Government pays him 4 cents a mile in 
addition to that for other outlays? 

Mr. HULL. The Government furnishes transportation by the 
officer paying for his ticket and charging it on his expense 


accoun 

Mr. DINGLEY. Four cents a mile on a long railroad journey 
would amount to $20 a ~~ 

Mr. HULL. Yes; for a long distance it would be high, but for 
a short distance it would not amount to much. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is a pretty large allowance on a long jour- 


ney. 

‘Mr. STEELE. But not onashort one. If the officer traveled 
40 miles the allowance would amount to $1.60, while he might 
mee oe Mee of noo. 

Mr. L. Thatisso. Theofficers generally take their fami- 
lies with them on these journeys, and a man who does that is gen- 
erally subjected to —_ expense, 

Then, on pages 9 10, there is a proviso: 

rther, That advance mil may be paid for nces 
over #00 nnlies under such regulations as the Becctiey of War — pro- 
2. 


It was formerly the practice, under a ruling of the Treasury, 
to adivance thi and the tor-General tells us that 
by that es, but now if an officer is 
ordered from here to California he has te pay all of his expenses 
himself and then come back on the Government, and in many 
instances the officers are compelled to borrow money to do it. 

Now, this provision simply authorizes the officer, under such 
rules and regulations as the i cooheen af War may prescribe, to 
making the 
member of this 

of its propriety 


draw in advance money sufficient to meet the cost 
. That is all there is in it, and eve 
of the Whole is as competent to ju 


as we are. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Will that interfere with the system of adjudi- 
ent? All amounts 
under the law that waa 


cating the accounts in the Treasury 
must now be drawn from the Treasury 











enacted by the last Congress, which provides special safeguards 
for the Treasury. Now, this varies that system of accounting, 
es it not? 

ofr. HULL. I doubt, Mr. Chairman, that it would vary the 
system of accounting. The law fixes the amount that an officer 
js entitled to receive, and this is regarded as a desirable reform. 
General Breckinridge, in his statement to the committee, among 
other things, said: 

General BRECKINRIDGE. There is another matter I wish to call your atten- 
tion to. We travela good deal in my department, and there is a matter there 
which I think can help us without increasing expense, and that is if you will 
authorize an advance of mileage. We had it for along time and there has 
never been any loss. Mr. Kent will read the proposed amendment. 

Mr. Kent. Insert, after the word “railroad” after the last “and,” “* Pro- 
vided further, That advance mileage may be paid, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of War may prescribe, for all distances exceeding 2,000 miles.” 

General BRECKINRIDGE. e officers have to borrow money and pay inter- 
est on it whenever they go out under orders of the Government. It does not 
affect me, because I have a bank account. It has never caused any loss, and 
1 do not believe itwill. ‘The mere idea is to fix it so that the Government for 
carrying on its own business shall stand its own expense. 

Mr. Kent. Under the old practice the Treasury advanced mileage, and 
permitted it to be paid for all distances exceeding 2,000 miles and im special 
cases distances exceeding 1,000 miles. That was the case until the Second 
Comptroller called a halt by referring to the statutes, which provide that no 
advance of public money shall be made on any account whatever. He con- 
strued that as cutting off the authority of the Secretary of War. When an 
officer gets orders to travel distances over 2,000 miles he must make the ad- 
yance himself sufficient to cover the mileage. 

It is simply an advance of the amount of money which the law 
provides that he shall have for that purpose. 

Mr.CONNOLLY. Noother officer of the Governmentis allowed 
to draw in advance in that way. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iwas about to say that this changes the whole 
system of adjudicating the accountsof the Government. Ofcourse 
no vouchers me ag d this proposed advance of money. Has the 
gentleman consulted the Treasury officials about this? 

Mr. HULL. No. I have stated all the information we have 
about it. All that we have received comes from the War Depart- 
ment, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the Treasury «fficers ought to be con- 
sulted as to how it would affect the settlement of the accounts. 

Mr. STEELE. It will not make any change at all. An officer 
is ordered to-day from here to San Francisco. As a general rule 
officers live up to their pay. Now, instead of going to an in- 
dividual and borrowing the money, often at a high rate, this per- 
mits the paymaster or the quartermaster, or whoever has charge 
of the funds, to advance the officer the necessary amount with 
which to make the journey. When he has completed the trip he 
is required to make up his vouchers, which show that the Govern- 
ment owed him this amount, but that it has been paid in advance. 
That is all there is in it. 

Mr. KIEFER. It is simply an advance. 

Mr. HULL. For many years this was the rule under the same 
law that now exists, but some Treasury official held that these 
advances could not be made under the law, and so, for nine or 
ten years past, they have not been made. 

Mr.RAY. Perhaps the chairman of theCommittee on Military 
Affairs can give me a little information that Idesire. As I under- 
stand it, the pay and allowances of an officer in the Army who is 
an meta iw man are precisely the same as the pay and allow- 
ances of a married man. 

Mr. HULL. Exactly the same. 

Mr. RAY. And when they travel from one point to another 
are officers who are married allowed anything for the transporta- 
tion of their families? 

Mr. HULL. They are not. The Government does not take 
into consideration the family of the officer at all. It is the officer 
= that the Government deals with. 

tr. RAY. So that the married officer is compelled to bear this 
expense out of his pay? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. Then the law is rather a discouragement to officers 
of the Army to enter into matrimonial alliances. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The case is not different with these officers 
from what it is with all other Government officers. 

Mr. HULL. There are supposed to be compensating advan- 
tages to a man with a family which will induce officers to enter 
into the marriage relation. 

Mr. STEELE. And they do have families. 

Mr.HULL. Yes, and some of them quite large families. 

On page 11, line 13, we have inserted another provision of new 
legiclaticn. 

ir. DINGLEY. Has the gentleman stated all the new legis- 
lation on 9? 

Mr. H . Thereis one other matter; wo have left out the 
words “and transfer.” 

As I was about so say, on page 11, in line 13, we provide for the 
publication of 3,000 cookbooks. Of this book the last Congress 
authorized the publication of 1,500 copies. The edition was at 
once exhausted by demands from the National Guards of the dif- 
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ferent States and from the Regular Army. There is a very large 
demand now for this publication from all parts of the country. 
In the language of General Morgan, this 1s something that is 
wanted North, South, East, and West. The only question in the 
mind of the committee was whether 3,000 copies would meet the de- 
mand frum the National Guard, the military schools, and the Reg- 
ular Army. Anything which will teach a better method of cook- 
ing in our Army is, it seems to me,a very good provision. But it 
is new legislation. 

The provision on page 16, lines 5 to 9, inclusive, is not new legis- 
lation, but it appropriates $30,000 in excess of the estimates. If 
gentlemen will turn to page 5 of the committee report they will 
tind the statement of General Batchelder, Quartermaster-General 
of the Army, showing that upon the appropriation of $80,000 for 
this item last year there has beenadeficiency amounting to $49,900. 
The Secretary of War cut down the estimates from $130,000 to 
$100,000, but in conversation with me he stated (and he agreed to 
send a letter to that effect, which I have not yet received) that he 
believed the amount estimated by General Batchelder of $130,000 
was the very least that ought to be a by Congress. As 
there is a deficiency of $49,900 under the law of last year, it makes 
practically the $130,000 in this bill; so there is no increase in fact. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman again state the page of 
the bill to which he refers? 

Mr. HULL. Page 16, lines 5 to 9. The provision to which I 
am pow referring is not subject to any point of order. I simply 
want to call attention to the fact that it is an increase over the 
estimates. 

On page 23, in lines 18 and 19, the committee have inserted new 
legislation providing ammunition for burials atthe National Homes 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. To-day there is no authority of 
law for the issuance by the Government of a single grain of pow- 
der for the firing of a salute over the grave of an old volunteer 
when his remains are carried from the Soldiers’ Home to their last 
resting place. The committee believe that as a simple mark of 
respect to these veterans the Government should make provision 
for this expense and not allow the surviving comrades of an old 
soldier to provide by subscription for furnishing this powder to 
fire a salute over his grave. The salute is now always fired, but 
it is done at the expense of the inmatesofthe Home. Of course this 
provision is subject to a point of order. 

On page 24, in lines 8 to 13, we provide for firing a morning and 
evening gun at the National Homes for Disabled Soldiers. There 
is now no law for this. General Flagler in his statement before the 
committee said that on account of the cheaper methods of ma~u- 
facturing the powder to fire these morning and evening gum. no 
increase In the appropriation would be necessary. The best grade 
of powder is not used f-r these purposes. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to say further that in the formation of 
this bill the committee gave the highest amount asked for by the 
Ordnance Department of the Government. If we had not be- 
lieved that the provision would be subject to a point of order, and 
if we had not been held back by the condition of the Treasury, 
the committee would have been in favor of a larger appropriation 
for the additional manufacture of smallarms. This Government, 
with its million of men ready to enter the military service when- 
ever the necessity may arise, is absolutely without the means of 
arming them for the defense of the Government. There is no 
other Government of the magnitude or power of ours that has not 
a reserve of arms that can be used in case of war. 

We have increased the appropriation over last year for the man- 
ufacture of the smokeless coaier, and, according to the evidence 
submitted before the committee by General Flagler, with this 
increase of $25,000 we shall not accumulate more than $15,000 
worth of powder each year. We ought to accumulate a stock of 
powder that would give us an available supply in the event of 
hostilities. We have not now such supply. But the increased 
appropriation of $25,000 will gradually increase our reserve in this 
respect. 

Some gentlemen may say we ought not to increase our stock of 
this powder because it will deteriorate. The evidence before the 
committee was that the powder will be as good fifty years from 
now as it is to-day. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe I have explained the bill in proba- 
bly more minute detail than was necessary, and I yield the floor 
to anyone who desires it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT rose. 

Mr. HULL. Does the gentleman wish to ask me a question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HULL. Then I retain the floor in order to answer the 
gentleman's question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I wish to ask the gentleman whether in 
his statement of new legislation embraced in this bill he has 
included the provision on page 5, in lines 24 and 25? 

Mr. HULL. I have already stated that it was new legislation 
= I called attention to the fact that it is subject to a point of 
order, 
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Mr. KIEFER. To what page do — now refer? 

Mr. HULL. To page 5, as to the Pay Department—the proviso 
at the bottom of the pee. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I desire to reserve the right to make the 
point of order upon that provision. 

Mr. HULL. All points of order have been reserved. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, after the very full and 
satisfactory explanation of the gentleman from Iowa, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, I do not deem it neces- 
sary to consume the time of the committee by adding anything. 
But on behalf of the minority of the committee I wish to say only 
this, that we indorse everything in the bill and every statement 
made by the chairman of the committee, and add that the bill is 
unanimously reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. It 
was ordered to be reported favorably by every member of the 
committee, and the report was voted for by all of the members, 
the majority and the minority alike. 

ULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, if no other gentleman de- 
sires to occupy the floor, I ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
read by sections for debate and amendment under the five-minute 
rule; of course with the understanding that anyone can have his 
time extended who wishes to occupy the floor during the five- 
minute debate for a longer time on any provision. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention to the 
fact that an unusual amount of general legislation is carried in 
this bill. It has been explained in a very careful and systematic 
way, each different item in detail, by the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

I struggled, when we were debating the rules, to get the right 
for the appropriation committees tochange the law so as to reduce 
expenditures on an appropriation bill, But it could not be done. 
There was no spirit, it seems, to have that rule in force which had 
worked so advantageously for so many years and under which the 
main economies that have been effected in this Government have 
been forced. 

Now, I am not going to take up the time of the committee in 
anything like an extensive commentary on the provisions of the 
Dill. I only wish to say—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman pardon me for a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are there =f amendments proposing new 
legislation on this bill that would come under that provision of 
the old rule? There is no a toreduce expenditures which 
would have brought it under the old rule. 

Mr. McMILL No, sir; that is just the very point that I am 
complainingof. . Youcanincrease expenditures, it seems, on a gen- 
eral appropriation bill, but you have no right to diminish them. 

Mr. br GLEY. Oh, no; you can not increase expenditures by 
adding new legislation. The new legislation is subject to the point 
of order, of course, if it be new legislation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And while [ have great confidence in m 
good friend from Iowa [Mr. HuLL], who has spoken of the bill, 
and also my friend from New Yor oe McCLELLAN], who has 
spoken in favor of it, I think it would be decidedly better if we 
were to pursue that old eo reference to appropriation bills; 
or else,if we were to pursue the new policy, let us hew to the line 
and let legislation come cn legislative bills and appropriations on 
the appropriation bills. 

As I understand the gentleman from Iowa, he has indicated that 
the officers of the Army say that on this question, of the commu- 
tation of quarters, the expenditure will probably involve an in- 
crease of $20,000. 

Mr. HULL. He did not say that it would be an increase, but 
that it might be liable to that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And the gentleman said further that the 
testimony of the General of the Army was that it would be sub- 
ject to grave abuses. 

Mr. HULL. No, I did not say that the General of the Army 
said that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. May 
I ask what official made that statement? 

Mr. HULL. I said the general in charge of the disbursements 
said it was liable to abuses. The General of the Army, I wish to 
say, has never made any statement at all upon the subject. 

Nr. MecMILLIN. Then I er var what the gentleman 
said. But the officer having the matter in charge has indicated 
that it would involve an increase of expenditures of $20,000, as well 
as be liable to great abuses. f 

I wish only to call the attention of the committee to the fact 
and suggest how much better it would be if we could have our 
appropriation bills simply what their names indicate, and not 
legislative measures. 

r. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, a Sape my friend and 
colleague from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN not frighten the 
House by any such declarations, of an.immense amount of new 
legislation involved in the pending bill, as he seems to indicate. 
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The subcommittee in charge of the bill, and, the whole comm)::.. 
were exceedingly careful in framing the bill, and, as stated by +). 
chairman of the committee, were unanimous in reporting th 1] 
to the House. . 

I am not personally aware of any legislation vicious j; ta 
character in this bill that increases appropriations or tht js 
legislation per se. If there had been any, I should certainly }),y 
opposed it in the committee. There were some little mattors 
that the committee found, after careful and thorough in, 
gation, should be changed from existing law, and those 
changes are made in the bill. When they are reached in reaijy 
the bill by sections, if a point of order will lie against them. ¢). 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] can have ¢) 
stricken out, unless we can explain them satisfactorily t. ¢)o 
House. I do not believe my friend, when he hears this bil] yo. 
by sections and explained, will find any legislation in it that jo 
will seriously object to. 


ie 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman,a single remark. I agree on. 
tirely with the gentleman from Tennessee that it is not wise as a 
rule to attempt legislation upon appropriation bills, no matter 
whether it is done under the guise of reducing appropriations or 


for any other pu e. We all know that the old rule that an 
amendment providing for legislation in an appropriation })il! to 
reduce appropriations might be held to be in order was subject to 
great abuses under which very important changes of law were 
proposed, under the guise of reducing the appropriation. I think 
that it is appropriate that on appropriation bills we should not 
attempt to legislate unless there is incidentally some matter in 
which the whole House unanimously agrees there ought to be 
something done. Ofcourse where the whole House agrees, in the 
matter of administration especially, that some particular item of 
legislation is desirable, then it will go in without objection and 
there can be no evils arise from that. 

But it is true that ordinarily legislation attempted upon a gen- 
eral appropriation bill is hasty legislation, or, if not hasty levis- 


lation, is such legislation as would have been much better if 
considered by the appropriate committee and brought in in a 
separate bill. As to these incidental matters of legislation relating 
to administration, if any particular one seems to every member of 
the House to be desirable and wise, then no objection will be raised 


and it will go through, as a matter of course. If there are any 
which seem to individual members of the House to be unwise, 
then they will go out on a point of order, and must be brought 
into this House from the appropriate committee in a separate bill, 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, the statements made . the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee for the benefit of the chairman of the cvon- 
mittee are about such statements as are made on every appropria- 
tion bill that comes into this House, and sebetiiotandins such 


statements there has never been an appropriation bill brought 
into the House which has not had in it legislation of the character 
indicated in this bill, and I venture the assertion that there never 
has been an appropriation bill brought into the House in which 
the changes of existing law have been so minutely described by 
the chairman of the committee as they have been by the chairman 
of this committee, giving every gentleman in the House an oppor- 
tunity of striking them out if desired. They meet the very point 
made by the gentleman from Maine, that if there is a single man 


who has an objection to any one of these items, it has been 
en to his notice, so that he can strike it out if he desires to 
0 80. 
Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will ask that we proceed 
under the five-minute rule. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, appro 
riated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 


e support of the Army ‘or the year ending June 30, 1897: 
FOR PAY OF OFFICERS OF THE LINE. 
For pay of officers of the line, $2,768,000. 
Mr. PICKLER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by adding after line 9, page 1. the following: ; 
= se That such officers s not hereafter be detailed as Indian 
agents.’ 


Mr. HULL. I raise the point of order on that amendment that 
it is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dakota de- 
sire to be heard on the point of order? ] 

Mr. PICKLER. It is very doubtful whether it is new legis!a- 
tion or not. Under the existing law the President may detail 
army officers. 

Mr. STEELE. And this says he may not. [Laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I should say that that provision is put in the 
appropriation bill from year to year. That is the reason why 
say it is questionable whether it is existing law or not. 








1896. 


—_—_—_—e 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, if the law fails by not being put 
in the appro riation bill, the gentleman from South Dakota will 
have gained his point. ; ; f 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 

Mr. PICKLER. I offer another amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ding after line 9, 1, the following: 
Amend by *fhat’such officers’ shall not hereafter be detailed as Indian 
nts unless nominated to such place by the President and confirmed by 
the Senate.” 
Mr. HULL. I reserve the point of order on that. 
Mr. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman will accept that amend- 


nt. 
er HULL. Well, I shall not. 

Mr. SAYERS. I want to suggest to the gentleman that if an 
ofticer of the Army should be nominated by the President and con- 
firmed by the Senate to any other office he would not only lose 
his salary, but his place also. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is something for the army officer to look 
after. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Iowa 
reserves his point of order, that this manner of the detailing of 
army Officers for the performance of civil duties is contrary to 
the genius of our republican institutions. 

Mr. BOWERS. Contrary to the interests of a great many con- 
tractors. Thatis what is the matter. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. The detailing of these army officers to civil 
positions is not upheld by any report that has ever been made in 
the investigation of the Indian question, and it is only upheld by 
an officer here and there having friends in Congress, and who de- 
sires to remain in that place. Now, as a general thing army offi- 
cers do not wish this detail. Their hearts are not in the Indian 
work. They are army officers. They are concerned in the busi- 
ness of the Army, and so far asI am concerned, Mr. Chairman, I 
am in favor of keeping them in the line of army work. Iam for 
the Army; for sustaining the Army. Iam in favor of army offi- 
cers having the widest possible use in the line of their military 
duty, but Iam opposed to their being detailed to the civil service 
of the Government. 

Mr. BOWERS. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. PICKLER. No; the gentleman can never talk sanely on 
this question. [Laughter.] He is always daft on this line. The 





reports are all against these army officers being detailed for this | 


service. They are detailed. They are more interested in the real 
work of an army officer than in this civil work. They are simply 
detailed to these positions, remain for a time at the agency, and 
then are detailed somewhere else. The consequence is that they 
do not become interested in the Indian service. They are not in- 
terested in the promotion of the education of the Indians. aay 
are not interested in the development of the Indians like the civil- 
ian. The civilian is always appointed by the party in power, and 
is therefore responsible to his party, responsible to the Indian Com- 
missioner and to the Secretary of the Interior; and it so univer- 
sally happens that there is scarcely an exception—I speak of it from 
knowl , as I haveseven agencies in my State—that the civilian 
gives better satisfaction than an army officer as an agent. 

Mr. STEELE. Has the gentleman ever seen any official report 
that has been made, except one that has been made by some officer 
of the Indian Department, some gentlemen connected with that 
Department? 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes; General Sherman, years ago, I think, 
was at the head of that committee. He was a member of the 
committee of army officers. They went into this question in de- 
tail, and they were unanimously against it. 

Army officers, Mr. Chairman, do not care for this duty. Occa- 
sionally there is one who does. It is put upon them, and there is 
often friction. I am pretty well up on this question as to how it 
works. There is continually friction between the army officers 
and the Secretary of the Interior. The army officer reports and 
is subject to the Secretary of War, while the Indian agent is un- 
der the Secretary of the Interior, and so there is a conflict of juris- 
diction ail the time. 

Mr. BOWERS. Have you heard of any conflicts? 

Mr. PICKLER. These army officers ought to remain in the 
oy They ought to perform military services; and, as I said, 
Mr. Chairman, a while ago, by way of query, I believe the Army 
should not be allowed to encroach upon the civil service, and that 
we ought to have these Indian agents appointed from civil life. 
They are appointed by a party that is responsible for them, and 
are under the Secretary of the Interior, where the Indian work is 
found. These army officers are under the Secretary of War. If 
it suits them to obey the Secretary of the Interior they will do so, 
but if it does not, while they will, perhaps, not altogether refuse 
to obey orders, they obey the orders one way or the other so as not 
to violate the orders exactly, and do not carry out the instruction 


of the aeuey of the Interior. 
Mr. STEELE. As the gentleman referred to the committee of 
which General Sherman was a member, I will state that he spoke 
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in the highest terms of the efficiency of army officers as Indian 
agents; but what he objected to was the employment, because it 
was not military employment. 

Mr. PICKLER. And that is the best reason in the world, I 
think. There are some army officers who make good agents, of 
course. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PICKLER. But in nine cases out of ten the civilian makes 
a better agent than the army officer. 

Mr. HULL. Conceding every word that the gentleman from 
South Dakota has said is true, that is only a reason why he should 
bring in a bill and change the law. I raise the point of order 
against the amendment that it changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FOR PAY OF ENLISTED MEN 

For pay proper of enlisted men of all grades, $4,265,000: Provided, That 
hereafter no pay shall be retained. 

Mr. BOWERS. I desire to offer an amendment at this point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 4, page 2, the following: 

“And providec  pghon sf That no part of said sums for pay of officers or en- 
listed men shall be paid to officers or enlisted men employed in guarding or 
policing forest reservations or national parks.”’ 

Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HULL. Ishall have to reserve the point of order on that. 

Mr. BOWERS. I want to talk on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman reserves his point of order. 

Mr. BOWERS. I only want to bring the attention of the 
House t> one fact. Last summer I visited the Sequoia Forest 
Reservation,in Tulare County, Cal. I traveled to™that reserva- 
tion two days over a mountain road built by the miners at their 
own expense. I met armed United States troops upon that road, 
which they had taken possession of to search wagons to see that 
men did not bring into that reservation guns or fishing tackle 
unless they had a permit from the officer of the United States 
Army. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Where was the officer? 

Mr. BOWERS. Theofficer was on the reservation, at the head- 
quarters of the company. I found on the night of the third day, 
when I arrived at Weinsved King, 8,000 or 9,000 feet above the sea, 
above the timber line, with the exception of a few scrub fir trees, 
there was a little valley below 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BOWERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Concerning those permits, is there any 
regulation which enables people to obtain permits? Is the officer 
stationed where the public can get access to him? 

Mr. BOWERS. He was stationed then at Mineral King, three 
days’ travel from the inhabited country. One can go into that res- 
ervation only for about ninety days in the year. The snow falls 
there from 25 to 30 feet in the winter. Some four or five bodies 
of soldiers under charge of a sergeant were stationed in different 
parts of this park to guard it and see that people did not catch fish 
or kill deer without a permit. No citizen is allowed to go into 
that reservation to kill deer, but I assert here that the company 
of soldiers that I found at Mineral King killed 200 deer there this 
summer. A man who owns several hundred acres of patented 
lands in that reservation started in last summer to take in a few 
of his cattle. He was met by these troops and his cattle were 
driven back down this roadeut of the reservation and got lost, so 
that some of them were never recovered. I found the best part 
of that little valley occupied by troops. They had a nice, easy, 
splendid time of it. On the way up I passed three heavily loaded 
six and eight mule teams, drawing up supplies for this company, 
among which was a very fair amount of beer, perhaps not quite so 
large a proportion as Shakespeare mentions, of ten barrels to one 
of bread [laughter], but sufficient. 

Mr. CANNON. Was it of good quality? 

Mr. BOWERS. I did not sample it. I had something better. 
{[Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, [assert that the right to use the Army 
of the United States on public highways, built bythe people them- 
selves, tokeep the people off the public lands, tokeep them from en- 
joying these reservations that have been set apart professedly for 
the public benefit, is entirely wrong. The proper way to protect 
these reservations is for the Government to appoint special agents, 
or deputy marshals, if you please, who can take care of them at an 
expense of $1 where it now costs $100 by the use of the Army. I 
am not going to press this amendment at this time, but I want to 
see whether it is the judgment of this House that the troops of 
the United States shall be used to meet and drive back citizens 
upon the roads that the citizens themselves have built, and pre- 
vent their going into these public reservations which have been 
set apart for their benefit. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to enter into any 
discussion with my friend from California on this question, but 
conceding all he says to be true, it is his duty to bring in a bill to 
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correct the evil of which he complains instead of trying to amend 
this bill. I insist upon the point of order that this is absolutely 
new legislation. 

Mr. BOWERS. A word on the point of order, Mr. Chairman. 
This bill sets apart a certain amount of money for the pay of cer- 
tain officers, and certain amounts for enlisted men, and then it 
adds a proviso that no pay shall hereafter be retained. Now, that 
proviso is simply directing what shall be done with this money 
that we are appropriating, and my amendment is directly in line 
with it, and can not be subject to the point of order, because there 
is no existing law es or authorizing troops to be used on 
these reservations. They have simply been sent there by order of 
the Department. There is no law providing for it at all. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is mistaken so far as the Yel- 
lowstone Park Reservation is concerned. By current law part of 
& company is stationed there, and very properly. 

Mr. BOWERS. I understand that in the case of the Yellow- 
stone Park there has been some special legislation in regard to 
troops, but that legislation is not general, and we have certainly 
the right, in appropriating this money, to say what shall be done 
withit. In this bill the committee have said that this money shall 
be used for the pay of these men and these officers, and they have 
also provided that hereafter no pay shall be retained. Now, is not 
that proviso new legislation? 

Mr. HULL. If you want to make a point of order against it, 


80. 

Mr. BOWERS. I do not; but I say that proviso is subject to 
the point of order, while my amendment is not, because it is in 
entire harmony with the existing law. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr, Chairman, on the point of order, the Regu- 
lations of the Army provide that the Secretary of War, or the Gen- 
eral of the Army, may order troops to any part of the United 
States, and also provides that those troops shall be paid. Now, 
the proposition of the gentleman from California is that if they 
happen to be ordered on this particular reservation they shall not 
be een and therefore it is a a to change existing law. 

r. HULL. It is simply a limitation on the power to use the 


Army. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, here is a committee charged 
with the duty of scperens appropriations to this House under 
existing law, and their duty is thus restricted by the rules of the 
House, yet they come in here with a bill stuffed full of changes, 
additions, and modifications of existing law, and they say so 
frankly and ask the House to allow them to pass, without opposi- 
tion or criticism, these provisions changing existing law; but when 
a good, sound, healthy proposition is made by some member, then 
the most rigid adherence to the rule against new legislation is 
insisted upon by the chairman of the committee. I point this out, 
Mr. Chairman, a to show the singular condition that the 
Committee of the Whole has got itself into by submitting to the 
direction of the Committee on Military Affairs on this question of 
new legislation in this bill. 

They are to be the judges of the ‘new legislation.” That is 
what it amounts to. e trouble is not what was stated by the 

ntleman from Maine just now, that legislation on appropriation 

ills is against the public ney of the House; the trouble is that 
it is against the public policy of the House to legislate upon an 


appropriation except in so far, of course, as the committee 
mene the bill may favor such new 1 tion; and it is against 
ublic policy that the Committee of the Whole shall be permitted 
DD have anything to say about it. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 


Oh, I hope the gentleman from Ohio will not 
put me in any such attitude as that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I did not say that that was the position of 
the gentleman from Maine; I simply referred to what he had said 


about = policy. 

Mr, HULL. r. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] has certainly paid ree ittle attention to the pro- 
ceedings of the Committee of the Whole, or he would not have 
made the mene ane insinuations that he has just made. The 
Committee on Military Affairs has not asked one thing from this 
Committee of the Whole that it does not concede to every mem- 
ber of the House of resentatives, 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield one moment? 


Mr. HULL. No; Ican not now. I wish to say further 


that we were honest enough t out in detail every single 
clause of new Leglahation suukenenh 4a Oe bill, so that every mem- 
ber of the House could raise objection and have any of these pro- 
visions stricken out on a point of order if he to raise such 


a point under the rules. I went over the bill in detail, quoting 


and lines. 
Nr. GROSVENOR. Of course you did. . 
Mr. HULL. So that no man can say that we have been trying 
to smuggle anything into the bill. 
Now, when any member rises here to offer an amendment he is 
ry doing what he has a perfect right to do, and if no member 
of the Committee of the Whole desires to raise a point of order on 
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the amendment, it is perfectly proper for the Committee of ; 
Whole to adopt or reject it. But I certainly would not waive , 
right to raise a point of order against any amendment wh} 
might be offered to this bill which I have in charge simply | 
cause some other member is opposed to the committee report i; 
amendments for the action of the House. And, Mr. Chairman | 
shall not feel aggrieved if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros, 
mony enoult raise a point of order against every provision t} 
the Committee on Military Affairs have reported as new levis! 
tion in this bill. We concede that right to him, and after }\\, 
years of experience in legislation he ought to be willing to conc 
the same right to the representatives of the different committe 
of this House. He has no right, in fairness, to use the languave 
he has employed in criticising this committee. on 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. STEELE having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, |)y 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had agree| 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreein 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to tho 
bill (H. R. 4321) making appropriations to supply urgent deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 189) 
and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 3527) os appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes; and 

A (H. R. 4043) making i ager roe for the support of tho 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House to the enrolled bill (S. 879) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to grant to the Gainesville, McAlester and 
St. Louis Railroad Company a right of way through the Indian 
Territory.” 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. CANNON. Before we resume the consideration of the 
Army appropriation bill I wish to give a notice. I shall be glad 
if the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] at some convenient time 
before 5 o’clock, say half past 4, will move that the committe: 
rise so as to enable me to submit a conference ~_— on the urgent 


deficiency bill. The report having been adopted by the Senate, | 
wish to bring it before the House. 

Mr. HULL. Ishall be glad to comply with the suggestion of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. I give notice that I will call up this conference 


report during to-day’s session. 
- ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 
The Committee of the Whole resumed the consideration of the 


Army ona bill. 

Mr. PKINS. I wish to say that in my judgmt it would 
have been better if the new legislation proposed in Vhis bill had 
been indicated by italics, so that a person reading the bill could 
see at once what measures of new legislation the committee re- 
porting the bill had proposed and what were the ordinary appro- 
priations under existing law. As the bill is now printed, no pcr- 
son reading it, unless familiar with this class of lezislation, can 
tell what are ae which embrace new legisiation. 

Mr. HULL. ow me to state to the gentleman that I went 
over the billin order to give this information at the beginniny, 
but I shall take pleasure, as we proceed, in calling the attention 
of the Committee of the Whole to each provision which is a muit- 
ter of new legislation. 

Mr. RAY. If the new legislation _re by the committes 
in this bill is ee r to be considered by the House at aH—if it is 
here for our deliberation and for us to say whether we will enact 
it or not, then, it seems to me, we may do so in any form wé may 
deem proper, without to the form which the committco 
reporting the bill may have adopted. It would be a strange doc- 
trine that when a member of this House undertakes to offer an 
amendment to a provision which changes existing law, such «1 
amendment is not in order on the ground that it is a change 0! 
existing law. The very thing that the pending provision does is 
to change existing law, and it is held that with such a provision 
before us we can not change its purport and put it in sucha 
~— as we desire. : 

. STEELE. In order to settle this question, I make a point 
of order inst this provision. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is too late now to make the point on the 
<n proposed by the committee. That point has been 
waived, and an amendment to the provision has been moved and 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Dotiutver). The Chair sustains the 
point of order on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 











1896. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


sor pay of Hospital Corps, $206,280: Provided, That there shall be no appoint- 
For pay cestel stewards until the number of —s stewards shall be 
below 100, and thereafter the number of such officers shall be tixed 





ments of 
reduced 


at LOU. 

Mr. BOWERS. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOWERS. Weunderstand that these words, on which the 

‘int of order was made with reference to retaining pay, remain 

s pill. 
he CHAIRMAN. Certainly. No point of order was made 
against them. y j 

“Mr. HOPKINS. I reserve the point of order on the new legis- 
lation in the paragraph just read. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

rord. 

WT think I must have been very unfortunate in the statement I 
attempted to make a few moments ago when so astute a member 
as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DinGLEy] utterly misunder- 
stands what I was trying to get at. [Laughter. ] i 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN] had inveighed 
in a general way against an amendment or amendments carry- 
ing new legislation in this appropriation bill. The gentleman 
from Maine, as I understood him, indorsed that proposition very 
strongly. Idiscover in looking over the pending bill and listening 
to the statement of the-chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, that there were not less than fourteen, I think it is as I now 
count them, items of new legislation incorporated in the bill, each 
one of which is obnoxious to the rules of the House. 

Tcommented on the fact that the committee had disregarded 
the rules of the House in bringing in the bill; and the chairman 
himself in his statement admitted that the bill, in the various items 
to which I have referred and to which he called attention specific- 
ally, was in violation of the rules of the House. 

Then, his position can only be tolerated on the hypothesis that 
the new legislation is needful, is valuable to the Government, and 
that it is necessary to incorporate it upon the bill in this manner, 
because otherwise there is no possible justification for the addi- 
tional provisions, which are in derogation of the rules of the House 
in the first instance. Sohe comes and presents this proposition to 
the House: That they have found it necessary, in violation of the 
rules of the House, to present a very large amount of new legisla- 
tion. Then I commented on the fact that the moment somebody 
else attempted to ask the judgment of the House on the important 
legislation which the committee had added to the bill the point 
of order was insisted on by the very chairman who had himself 
offered, as it were, an apology to the House for coming before it 
with the bill in its present shape, a this new legislation. 

Now, what I have to add is simply this: That if the committee 
found the condition of legislation in reference to the Army was so 
imperfect that in a single bill of this small magnitude they must 
violate the rules of the House in fourteen or fifteen instances, then 
they ought to take the judgment of the Committee of the Whole 
and the other members of the House as to these important mat- 
— of legislation which they have seen proper to append to the 

ill. 


I undertake to say, and I repeat this, that the committee either 
ought to stand by the rules of the House, or else, if they break 
down the rules of the House by this sort of legislation, they ought 
to let somebody else be heard as to the necessity of the changes of 
legislation or the shape of the amendment of the legislation that 
they themselves pro ’ 

Mr, RAY. Ma t ask the gentleman if he does not think it 
entirely proper, if we are to put this amount of new legislation on 
the bill, to at least it the members present to amend the new 
levieletien and ciahe is carry out the ideas and wishes of the 

ouse? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think that anything short of that would 
be a most remarkable condition of a. have been endeavor- 
ing to show just what I thought of such a proceeding. 

This committee comes and says: Here isnew legislation; we pro- 
pose not only to violate the rules of the House, but we ask you to 
consent, and if you think some improvement ought to be made, 
you shall not be itted to propose it, because we will invoke 
the rules of the House against you. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the committee ought to rise—the Com- 


mittee of the Whole—and refuse to sit under such circumstantes. | 


[Laughter. 

Mr. PI R. If the gentleman will permit me, as I under- 
stand the rules of the House no legislation is admissible on an 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is my understanding of the rules. 
Mr. PICKLER. Now, when members of the House—those who 
pevpen to be members of a = an appropriation 
bill after agreeing upon legislation of this character in the com- 
mittee room, but refuse, when the matter comes before the House, 
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to allow any other member to offer a suggestion, is it not to the 
decided disadvantage of every other member in not being allowed 








| to offer anything in the shape of an amendment or suggestion; 


and does not it give the members of the committee a decided ad- 
vantage in the framing of such measures? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I have been trying to show just 
that, and to show the committee tbat such was my opinion. If 
I have not been able to do so, and tiake myself understood, I will 
yield to the gentleman from South Dakota. [Laughter. | 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to ask further if it is not absolutely 
out of order; and if it should not be prohibited to the committee, 
to bring in such matters at all? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In my judgment it is a violation of the 
rules of the House—a plain, open violation of the rules—and I 
doubt whether or not a point of order on the bill, when it first 
came into the House, wend not have been sustained on the ground 
that it was a plain, palpable violation of the rules of the House, 
and as such admitted by the comuinittee itself. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I have only one thing to say. 
Of course on the objection of anybody these small changes will 
be ruled out; but when the War Department comes to the com- 
mittee and say, as they did in one case or another, ** Here is a lit- 
tle thing that everybody will probably agree to,” we say to the 
House, ‘If you want to violate your own rules by unanimous 
consent, we make this suggestion and nothing more.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, is it not equally proper that a mem- 
ber of this Committee of the Whole may suggest some little thing 
that probably everybody will agree to? 

i PARKER. Why, certainly, and we have not objected to 
that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But there is no discussion allowed. The 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs makes the point 
of order that it is new legislation ruthlessly, without considering 
the rights of anybody else. 

Mr. PARKER. I do not think it is fair to say that the chair- 
man of this committee made the point ruthlessly. We have heard 
two speeches on the various amendments that were proposed. 
Each gentleman spoke some five minutes upon them. It is not 
ruthless to invoke the rule if we think it is legislation which is of 
such importance that it ought to be separately considered. 

Mr. PICKLER. When the War Department came to the chair- 
man of the committee and wanted these little changes made, why 
did not the chairman of your committee answer the War Depart- 
ment as he answers us, by saying, ‘‘It is a very easy matter to 
bring in a bill and pass that law as a separate matter”? 

Mr. PARKER. It is a question whether it is a very easy mat- 
ter to bring in a bill and pass it. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is what we think. 

Mr. PARKER. There are some of these things that are very 
small, but if they were put into an army reorganization bill they 
would be kept back until the end of the session. Here are men 
who want their pay. This is what we are talking about now. 
They are kept out of their pay. This is what we are considering 
now. They are kept out of their pay, and I never thought that 
anybody in this whole House nl object to this. 

Mr. PICKLER. Wedonot complain particularly, at least I do 
not, of the committee reporting the amendments, but what we do 
complain of is that when you report an amendment, and then we 
offer an amendment to that, although it is germane to that amend- 
ment which you bring in as new legislation, you put us out ona 
point of order, without any consideration. 

Mr. PARKER. I will answer that in a word. The committee 
report a proviso that men’s pay shall not be retained. You put in 
an amendment as to how those men shall be used and where they 
shall be sent. That would destroy the Army, to take the power out 
of the hands of the Commander in Chief, the President. It is not 
germane, and I want to say that the committee will not complain 
if anybody in this House objects to any one of these things which 
the committee have offered. They are only suggestions to the 
House to be passed by unanimous consent. On the other hand, 
the committee are compelled to reserve the right to raise the point 
of order when a matter that is doubtful is brought up. One of 
these questions was the use of officers in the guarding of public 
parks.: The other was the use of officers as Indian agents. These 
were questions that we might discuss for hours. It is a question 
of the organization and use of the Army. We must retain our 
right to use our discretion, as every member of the Committee of 
the Whole has the right to object to any proviso which is not con- 
sidered a proper subject of unanimous consent. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why should not the House pass on them? 

Mr. PARKER. Because it would delay the House and occupy 
its time. We do not want to have the House delayed by a long 
discussion, but we are ready to have anybody object to anything 
that we have brought in. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Appropriations Committee take up nearly 
all the time of the House anyhow. 





1948 


¥_. PARKER. Only when there is discussion of proposed 
‘_aendments; but if our amendments or those of anyone else are 
objected to and ruled out, it is all right. 

r. HOPKINS. I reserved a point of order against the new 
legislation here, but I should like to have the chai n of the 
committee explain why this legislation is pro 

The CHAIRMAN, ill the gentleman sta 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is new legislation. 

Mr. HULL. I understand you reserve the point, but you do not 
make it. If you insist upon it I do not want to say a word. 

Mr. HOPKINS. No, I reserve it. 

Mr. HULL. The proviso commencing on line 6 and ending in 
line 10, on page 2, is new legislation. It reduces the number of 
hospital stewards to 100. It was done at the suggestion of the 
Surgeon-General of the Army, who has charge of the hospital 
stewards. He states that on account of the consolidation of posts 
they will not need to exceed 100 hospital stewards, and that they 
were now making no additional appointments. The law now 
authorizes cng se stewards; and the Surgeon-General further 
stated that after the further consolidation of posts which is going 
on the number could in a few years be reduced below 100, but 
that at this time no injury could come to the service by limiting 
the number to 100, 

Mr. PICKLER. Now,I want to say—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 
Under existing law if these posts are consolidated they are not 
required to appoint any more hospital stewards than they have 
posts. 

Mr. HULL. They can appoint 112 hospital stewards whether 
| have 112 posts or not. 

r. HOPKINS. {1 understand that. But suppose they only 
had 60 posts; they would require but 60 hospital stewards. Now, 
they are not required by law to keep the full quota of 112 in the 
service, are they? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HULL. That is a point I would not want to determine. 
They have 112, but do not want =“ more than 100. The idea of 
the committee was that they should make no more appointments 
until the number was reduced to 100. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the suggestion of the gentleman from In- 
diana be correct, that under existing law they are compelled to 
pay 112 hospital stewards, I should be in favor of this amendment; 

ut if my construction of the law be correct, if we are only com- 
pelled to sem the number of stewards that we have posts in the 
country, then I see no reason for this new legislation. Now, it 
may be that under existing conditions we do not need the num- 
ber that are limited by the law; but it seems to me that it would 
be better to leave that point so that if at any time in the future we 
increase this arm of the Government service and increase the num- 
ber of postsin the country we will not becompelled tocome to Con- 
gress toget permission by new legislation to es hospital 
stewards. Now, my un ee is this: t under the law at 
the present time we are not ae ed to appoint any more of these 
members of the service than we have posts, and I think itis much 
better for the service to leave the law as it is than to limit it as is 
proposed in this amendment of the bill; and therefore I raise the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And said clerks and messengers shall be eooteret and apportioned to the 
Sree headquarters, stations, and imspection districts by the Secretary of 
ar. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention toa change 


in the existing law. 
In lines 4 and 5 the words “ and inspection districts” are in- 
ew York, where the in- 


his point of order? 


serted. It is done to cover the case of 
spection district is in the city and the headquarters of the army 
is at Governors Island. 

Mr. DOCKERY. No one has made a point of order. 

Mr. HULL. I know; but some gentlemen say they want to 
know where the new legislation is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pay De nt: For of officers in the Pay Department, as now author- 
rola pores by inte Ra sn ny DoPar 

For additional pay to such officers for length of service, to be paid with 


their current mon . 
Tn all, $06,200: ‘Provided. Sahat hereafter all appointments made in the Pay 


Department of the Army shall be made by selection from the line of the Army. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I raise the point of order against this last 


paragraph. 

Mr. HULL. It is new legislation, and it would have to go out 
on a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RETIRED ENLISTED MEN. 
isted Arm retired 25: Pro- 

vided, That hereafter = monthly allowance of 680 pet pp arts 
allowance for subsistence and clothing. 
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Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to ; 
that the proviso here is new legislation. Itis putin atthe ; 
a Paymaster-General for the purpose of simplificatio:, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a singly 
observation. Some criticism has been made in connectioy wi} 
the fact that legislation is carried by this bill. I can speak (isi. 
terestedly, except, perhaps, asto one paragraph. Now, Mr. 
man, I want to say this in reply to that criticism: In m)\ 
ment it is exceedingly important for committees having in « jargg 
appropriation bills now and then to report wise administr:tiy, 
legislation, inasmuch as this is usually the only way in which: yoy 
can enact such legislation into law. : 

Now, then, so far as I am concerned, I am disposed upon al! of 
these merely administrative questions to follow the judgiuwnt of 
the committee mare the matter in charge, especially a comnitteg 
reporting a bill which has both the legislative authority ani the 
authority to appropriate. I am not prepared to say that al! these 
administrative provisos found in this bill are wise. There is no 

uestion that points of order will lie under our rules, but before 
they are interposed I suggest to the members of the committee 
that we ought to be very sure we are right, because for mors thay 
twenty years some of the best and wisest administrative provisions 
that have gone into our statutes have gone there on appropriation 
bills. It may, perhaps, be said in answer that some of the worst 
have also gone on og arn bills. That may be true; but as 
a rule, su far as this y is concerned, provisions that have thus 
been enacted into law have first been carefully considered by g 
committee of this House. Now, then, this bill being in charge of 
a gentleman who is noted for his conservatism, I trust that unless 
the exigency seems to be sufficient members will refrain froin rais- 
ing points of order. 
r. PICKLER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question before he takes his seat? 

Mr. DOCKERY Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Suppose it is conceded that it is a proper thing 
for these committees to report legislation? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I said mere administrative legislation. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, confine it as you like. Now, what does 
the gentleman: say when these measures are reported as to the 
rights of members who are not on the committee to offer germane 
amendments to the amendments proposed? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I say this, that unless a point of order ig 
interposed, any legislation upon the bill will be subject to amend- 
a the amendment is germane to the proposition in 

e 


Mr. PICKLER. I do not think anybody has complained alout 
this committee reporting new legislation on the bill, but what does 
excite complaint is the fact that although these amendments 
changing existing law are reported by committees bringing in bills, 
the practice is almost universal for the gentleman in charge of a 
bill to make a point of order against any amendment that may be 
offered by a member on the floor, so as toconfine us entirely to the 
consideration of the report of the committee. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I will say in defense of the com- 
mittee that about everything new we have recommended in this 
bill is purely administrative. We have not tried to change exist- 
ing laws except in two cases—one with reference to the payimasters 
and the other relating to the payment of officers on duty with 
troops for commutation quarters. The provision in regard to 
hospital stewards is clearly administrative; the provision in re- 

to pay for es and rations is purely administrative. 

hat is the character of all the changes that we have recomme ned; 
and I want to say to my friend from South Dakota that if he had 
a that he thought the committee ought to have reported 
in this bill it would have been very little trouble for him to have 
ete’ before the committee and stated it, but we did not have 
the pleasure of seeing him there. I want to say further that to 
suddenly a new legislation in regard to the Army upon the 
Committee of the Whole without its having received any consilera- 
tion whatever by a committee of the House, or .by the War De- 
ent, and to ask the Committee on Military Affairs to con- 

sent to it is not fair. my 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I am not complaining of this 
committee to-day any more than I complain of other committees. 
It is futile for the gentleman to say that if I had anything to sug- 
gest I ought to have gone before his committee. I have too much 
to do torun around suggesting every little amendment that occurs 
to meonanysubject. But here to-day I have suggested an amnd- 
ment provi that army officers shall not be detailed as [ndian 
agents, and I would like to have a vote uponit. The proposition 
is e; it is in order; it is one that requires no elaborate con- 
sideration by a committee, and I would like to have a vote upon 
it. And by the = Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to our rule a8 
it stands. I think it is a bad rule. I very much prefer the one 
vailed in the last House. I hold that it is just as suit 
to legislate on an appropriation bill as upon any other bill 


fact 
juest 
f the 


alr. 
udgs 








1896. 
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and that if general legislation on appropriation bills were prohib- 
ited only during the last fifteen days of a session of Congress there 
would be no danger whatever in it. The only danger there is in 
legislating upon appropriation bills is in the expiring hours of a 
session of Congress, but up to within two weeks of the end of a 
session, When we are considering these appropriation bills and 
have plenty of time, I think it would be entirely proper to enact 
legislation in that way. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have the floor, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. STEELE. What amendment is the gentleman 

Mr. PICKLER. Ido not yield the floor. 
own time to this amendment. 

Mr. STEELE. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam speaking to the paragraph. 

Mr. STEELE. I make the point that there is no matter before 
the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. ! am speaking to the paragraph. 

Mr. STEELE. What paragraph? 

Mr. PICKLER. The last one that was read. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman has made no motion on which 
to found a speech. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not need to make a motion. The gentle- 
man ought to know that I do not have to make a motion. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a ruling upon the point 
of order. If the gentleman is speaking to any question before the 
committee, I should like to know it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that I shall be pro- 
tected in my rights. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment has been offered. 

Mr. PICKLER. I am speaking on the last paragraph read. 

Mr. STEELE. But the gentleman has made no motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, if the gentleman is so technical, I 
move to strike out the last word, and now I want five minutes 
from this time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman can not have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, I can. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The GHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. How many times can a gentleman be 
recognized to speak on the same subject? 

Mr. PICKLER. This is a new amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr.HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the gentleman from 
South Dakota have unlimited time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ido not yield to the gentleman. I have the 
floor. There are occasions in this House when a member can re- 
tain the floor even against a man in charge of an appropriation 
bill, and I claim that right now. [Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I was saying, the rule as it at present 

revails makes it almost impossible for us to secure deuivatile legis- 
ation. It is all well enough for the gentleman from Iowa to say 
to me, ‘‘ Bring in your little bill providing that a military officer 
shall not be detailed as an Indian agent”; but what does that sug- 
gestion amount to? What I complain of is that we are too much 
narrowed down. I believe there would be no danger arising from 
legislation on appropriation bills if the prohibition against such 
legislation were confined, for instance, to the last two weeks of 
the session. But under the rule as it is at present we are abso- 
lutely deprived of the opportunity to legislate on many important 
subjects connected with these appropriation bills. 

Some gentlemen here seem to think that we are directing our 
attacks agaist this committee especially. We are not doing so. 
The point I am trying to make is this: That when the committee 
in charge of one of these bills has reported a particular provision, 
and in the Committee of the Whole a germane amendment to 
that provision is offered, the chairman of the committee reporting 
the bill should not get up and arbitrarily make a point of order 
against any such amendment, denying to the friends of the prop- 
Osition an opportunity to be om ig That is what I complain of. 

Mr. WAS GTON. Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied that the 
Committee on Military Affairs have not the slightest desire to cur- 
tail in any way the prerogatives of our friend from South Dakota 
oo PICKLER]. It seems to me that the discussion in which he 

just indulged might have been more appropriate when the 
rules were under consideration. That was the proper time to 
discuss the propriety of the rule which now prohibits him or any 
other member from offering an amendment in the shape of gen- 
eral legislation upon an appropriation bill. It is not the fault of 
the ittee on Military Affairs that we have such a rule. 

Mr. PICKLER. I am not blaming that committee. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Furthermore, it seems to me, as a very 
quiet observer, that the chairman of the committee has not cut off 
any of the rights of the gentleman from South Dakota by pressing 
his point of order. The gentleman from Sout) Dakota has been 
heard repeatedly; and the chairman withheld his point of order 


peaking to? 
I am speaking in my 
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especially to hear the eloquence of our friend, which is always 
enjoyed by the House. Iam sure if the gentleman will examine 
carefully into the new legislation embraced in this bill, he will be 
convinced of the truth of what has been stated, that it is almost 
entirely administrative, and all of it is in the interest of economy 
and retrenchment. I know the gentleman is an economist. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 








For commutation of quarters to commissioned officers on duty, without 
troops, at stations where there are no public quarters, $210,725.48: Provided, 
That hereafter, in case the public quarters at any station are so full as to 
prevent the assignment of quarters in kind to a commissioned officer there 
stationed cn duty with troops, commutation of quarters at the usual rates 
shall be paid to him as is now authorized by law to officers on duty without 
troops; the question of inadequacy of quarters in each case to be determined 
by the Secretary of War. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Reserving a point of order on this provision, 
I would like to have from the chairman of the committee an ex- 
planation of this new legislation. 

Mr. CANNON. Why not have a ruling on the point of order? 

vir, INS. 1a } li e@ Shall a acquiesce In 

Mr. HOPKINS. It may be that we shall all i the 
provision. 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir. 

Mr. HULL. Iam ready to let the Chair rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of order insisted upon? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not by me. 

Mr. CANNON. _I make the point of order. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I also make the point of order, because I 
believe that this provision, in addition to being new legislation, 
is mischievous legisiation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For mileage to officers when traveling on duty without troops, when author- 
ized by law, not to exceed $140,000, to be allotted by the Secretary of War to 
the War Department and to the several military departments; and not more 
than three-fifths of said amount shall be expended during the first half of the 
fiscal year, and not more than one-half of the remainder during each of the 
remaining quarters: Provided, That hereafter the maximum sum to be al- 
lowed and paid to any officer of the Army shall be 4 cents per mile, distance 
to be computed over the shortest usually traveled routes, and in addition 
thereto the cost of the transportation actually paid by the officer over said 
route or routes, exclusive of parlor-car or owes car fare: And provided fur- 
ther, That when an officer so traveling shall travel in whole or in part on 
any railroad on which the troops and supplies of the United States are enti- 
tled to be transported free of charge, or over any of the bond-aided Pacific 
railroads, he shall be allowed for himself only 4 cents per mile as a sub- 
sistence fund for every mile necessarily traveled over any such railroad: And 
provided further, That the transportation furnished by the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department to officers traveling without troops shall be limited to 
transportation in kind, not including sleeping or parlor car accommodations, 
over free roads, over bond-aided Pacific railroads, and by conveyance belong- 
ing to said Department, and the Secretary of War shall so apportion this 
sum as to prevent adeficiency therein: And provided further, That advance 


mileage may be paid for all distances over 2,000 miles, under such regulations 


as the Secretary of War may provide. 

Mr. HULL. I desire to call attention to the fact that in line 11 
of the paragraph just read we have left out the words ‘‘ and 
transfer.” If these words be not inserted the Government will 
pay the expense of transferring these officers from one place to 
another. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Why is that change made? 

Mr. HULL. It is a small affair; and the change was made at 
the instance of the Inspector-General of the Army. These officers 
are now compelled to bear that expense themselves. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But the allowance of 4 cents a mile is more 
than they are compelled to pay for transportation, is it not? 

Mr. HULL. I believe so. it. Chairman, I wish to call atten- 
tion to further new legislation in this paragraph. I refer to the 
provision beginning at the bottom of page 9: 

And provided further, That advance mileage may be paid for all distances 
over 2,00 miles, under regulations as the Secretary of War may provide. 

This is new legislation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is new legislation, and I am afraid legisla- 
tion that is not healthful. I wish to reserve a point of order for 
a few moments until we can understand this matter further. 

‘As will be recollected, the law provides absolutely that no ad- 
vance of public money shall be made to any other person than a 
disbursing officer, who is a bonded officer. I have never known 
any such legislation as this, proposing that the Government ad- 
vance money to a person not a disbursing officer—not under bond, 
Iam a little afraid of this kind of legislation. 

Mr. HULL. Very well, then, make a point of order upon if. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But if itis proper legislation I do not want 
to raise a point of order. 

Mr. HULL. We believed that it would relieve a very worthy 
class of officers of the burden of having to borrow money to pay 
expenses of this kind when they are transferred from one place 
to another, ; 











Mr. DINGLEY. But under ae no officials anywhere 
have money advanced to them except disbursing officers, who, as 
I have said, are under bond. 

Mr. HULL. The officers of the or-General’s Depart- 
ment are placed at a great disadvantage in the absence of such a 
provision as , 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thisisadeparture, however,from the uniform 
policy of the Government. 


Mr. HULL. If an inspector, for instance, is sent from Wash- 
ington to California to inspect a post, he has got to advance the 


money to take him there. The statement of the Ins r-Gen- 
eral was that they are in many cases poor men, and have to bor- 
row this at high interest. 

Mr. STE - In order to save time I will make the point of 


order on the ph that it is new legislation. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 


Subsistence of the Army—Purchase of subsistence supplies: For issue, as 
rations to troops, civil employees, when entitled thereto, hospital mairons, 
re prisoners at posts, prisoners of war (includin, Indians held by the 

y as prisoners, but for whose subsistence a: tion is not otherwise 
made), estimated for the fiseal year on the basis of 9,746,230 rations; for sales 
to officers and enlisted men of the Army; for authorized issues of candles; 
for toilet articles, barbers’, laundry, and tailors’ materials, for use of general 
prisoners confined at military posts without pay or allowances, and recruits 
at recruiting stations, to be issued under tions as preseribed by the 
Secretary of War; of matches for lighting pu fires and ts at and 
stations and in the field; of flour used for paste in t practice; of salt and 
vinegar for public animals; of issues. to Indians ng military posts, and 
to Indians employed with , without pay, as guidesand scouts. For 
payments: For meals for recruiting parties and ts; for hot coffee, 
canned beef, aud traveling, when it is impracticable 
to cook their rations; for scales, — measures, utensils, tools, stationery. 
8,000 cookbooks, blank books and forms, printing, adve ng, commerci 
newspapers, use of telephones, office furniture; for temporary buildings, 
cellars, and other means of protecting su supplies (when not pro- 
vied by the Quartermaster's Department); for extra pay to enlisted men 
employed on extra duty in the Subsistence Department for periods of not 
less than ten days, at rates fixed by law; for compensation of civilians em- 
ployed in the Subsistence Department, not ex ng $100,000; and for other 
necessary expenses incident te pu care, preservation, issue, sale 
and accounting for subsistence supplies for the Army. For the payment of 
the regulation allowances for commutation in lieu of rations; ted 
on furlough, to ordnance sergeants on duty at ungarrisoned posts, to enlisted 
men stationed at places where rations in kind can not be economically issued, 
to enlisted men traveling on detached ony when it is yy toecarry 
rations of any kind, to enlisted men se to contest for places or prizes 
in department and army rifle competitions while traveling to and orn 
¢ ate be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War; in 


Mr. HULL. In line 24 on page 10, commencing with the word 
“for,” down to and including the second line on page 11, pro- 
viding for the issue of toilet articles and so on for the use of pris- 
oners, ?< new legislation. : 

Mr. PAYNE. How have these been provided for before? 

Mr. HULL. They were heretofore confined in the military 

ison. But the military prison has been turned over to the De- 
partment of Justice. This is necessary to provide for such cases. 

And then, on page 11, line 13, there is the insertion of 3,000 cook- 
books, which I ——— before. This is new legislation. 
aa . The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 

e bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Clothing, and camp and —— uipage: For cloth, woolens, materials, 
and for the manetneture clothing for the Army, for issue and for sale at 


sost according to the Army ; tor alte and fitting cloth- 
ing, and washing and when necessary; for - page and for ex- 
penses of packing and and similar ; for a suit of citizens’ 
outer clothing, t cnat not e $10, to be issued upon release from con- 

sen- 


finement to each i who has confined under a court- 
tence involving rable discharge, $1,050,000. 

Mr. HULL. There is new legislation in this provision—that 
relating to citizens’ clothing for prisoners. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Before the gentleman proceeds 
will he allow me to make asuggestionto him? On page 18 of the 
bill, in line 6, the following paragraph occurs: 

ided, shall be ted the basis of th 
tari or lower apecial retee furlike trausportation pertormed for the publie 
at large, ete. 

I suggest to him that he strike out the word “ tariff” where it 
appears in this vision and insert ‘“‘charges.” The use of the 
word tariff in this connection is a misuse of a well-understood 
term. 


Mr. HULL. We have already passed that provision of the bill. 
I do not know that there is any i jection to it. If the 
gentleman asks unanimous consent to go back, I shall not object, 
and let him take the sense of the committee on striking it out. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I ask unanimous consent that 
the word “tariff” be stricken out and “‘charges” substituted. — 

Mr. HULL. I do not consent to the amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, but I have no objection to going back. That word has stood 
in the appropriation bills for a great many years, and itsmeaning 
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= oe understood. It is as well defined as anything else in ;)\9 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Iobject to the word being stricken 014, 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I withdraw the suggestio)). 

Mr. ROLL. With reference to the paragraph just read by the 
Clerk, beginning with line 14, the provision in line 20 for a s+ 
of citizens’ outer clothing at a cost not exceeding $10 for 6.) 
prisoner under a court-martial sentence, is new legislation. 
a The Clerk will proceed with the readin of 

e bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For fi ili scribed 
olen tripe tee peraing oat erceteg gin ot military poste pececribed 
National Homes Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, including material for 
tridges, bags, etc., $20,000. 

Mr. HULL. That provision for the firing of the morning and 
evening guns at the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer so)- 
diers is new legislation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Manufacture, repai: 
ries, $400,000: Provided, 
manufacture of the magazine arm recommended for trial by the Boa: 
cently in session, and approved by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HULL. I desire to offer an amendment to this part of t\\9 
bill, after the word ‘‘ War,” line 21. 

This is an amendment that was left out in the preparation | 
the bill. It is simply the same provision that has been enacte| 
last two Congresses and is recommended by the Chief of the Ord- 
nance Bureau. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That not more than $60,000 of the money appropriate 
the Ordnance Department in all its branches shall be applied to the pay1 
of civilian clerks in said Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee ri 
and report the bill back to the House with the amendments, 111 
recommend that as amended it do pass. 

Mr. MERCER. I wish to ask the gentleman from Iowa, t 
chairman of the committee, if by that he means to conclude «1/1 
action on this bill? 

Mr. HULL. That would conclude all action on the bill. 

Mr. MERCER. I have an amendment which I desire to offer, 


on 24, 

Mr. HULL. We have passed page 24. The bill is finished. 

Mr. MERCER. I ask unanimous consent of the House to offer 
the amendment. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman submit his amendment fo 
information? I should prefer to hear it before I consent to return 
to that page. ‘ Y 

Mr. MERCER. I was busily engaged in writing the ameu- 
ment and did not know that we had got so far along with the bill. 
My proposed amendment is this: 

On page 4, line 21, after the word ‘‘ War,” add: 

“Provided further, That so much of the above sum as may be necessary 
shall be expended by the Secretary of War for the purchase of cadet ri!!es to 
be supplied to beande of education or other proper authorities in cities where 
military instruction has been introduced in the public schools, on condition 
that such boards of education or other proper authorities shall furnish a youd 
and sufficient bond, to be approved by the Secretary of War, for the care, 
custody, and safe return of such cadet rifles.” 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, as that would involve a large ex- 
penditure that, the committee could not pass upon in the House 
without having a great deal more information, I shall have to 
object to returning to that page, and insist upon my motion that 
the committee rise. The gentleman can have that proposition 
submitted in the Senate. 

Mr. MERCER. Asking the indulgence of the committee, | 
have a a milderin form. I haveadouble-barreled shiv! 
gun here, Mr. Chairman. I have two amendments, and I desire 
to submit the second one to the gentleman's generosity. It is as 
follows: 

On page 24, line 2l, after the word “war, add: : 

* Provided further, That the Secretary of War shall distribute the discarde 
rifles, or somany thereof as may be necessary, among the boards of educatiin 
or other authorities in cities where military instruction has been 1! 
trod on condition that an lication therefor be made by such boards 
of edueation or other au ties accompanied by a and sufficient 
bond to be = y Secretary of War for the care, custody, and rc 
turn to the Government of such rifles.” 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I prefer to have the gentleman 40 
to the Senate with that. I shall have to insist on the motion that 
the committee rise. It is late, and the Committee on Approprii- 
tions have a conference rt which they wish to present. 

The CHAIRMAN, ee being made to returning to this 

of the bill, the Chair holds that the amendment is offered too 
, and the question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
lowa, that the committee rise. 


procuring, and issuing arms at the national a: 
f, this appropriation shall be applicable 
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ion was taken; and the Chairman ann ced tha On amendment numbered 26, the sum of $3,500 is appropriated, instead of 
ee have it a - — oie a = proposed by the Senate, for Se the oer of the Puyallup 
ayes § at i ndian Commission. 

Mr. Division. i os vias On amendment numbered 31: Strikes out the provision proposed by the 
Mr. HUL L. LIhope the gentleman will not insist on a division. | Senate, directing the Auditor for the Interior Department to state the 
ante RCER. I withdraw my request account of A. Wilson Norris, late pension agent at Philade!phia. 

Mr. ME c 7 . On amendment numbered 33, the sum of $400, instead of $600, as proposed 
The motion was agreed to. by the House, and of $200, as proposed by the Senate, is appropriated for 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- | additional salary of the clerk in charge of accounts in the Department of 
sumed the chair, Mr. DoLLIveR, Chairman of the Committee of | J™stice. 


the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- ee OE ay 
mittee, having had under consideration the bill (H. R.5359) mak- JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
ing appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year Managers on the part of the House. 


ending June 30, 1897, had directed him to report the same to the | Mr.CANNON. Mr. Speaker, the report briefly states the result 
House with sandry amendments, and with the recommendation | of the conference. It is proper for me to add that, substantially, 
that as amended the bill do pass. j the House conferees recommend a report that carries the Senate 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. | amendments. I stated when the Senate amendments were under 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a | consideration before the House I apprehended that most, if not 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. | all, of them abounded in estimate. We found that to be the fact 
On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote | when we met the Senate conferees. In other words, we found 


was laid on the table. that after the urgent deficiency bill had been considered in the 


3 ta House and had passed the House the Executive Departments for- 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. warded additional estimates for the service of the current year 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I present a coaference report. and deficiencies for past years that increased the bill as indicated. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, chairman of the As the money was either due or necessary to carry on the Gi yvern- 
Committee on Appropriations, presents a conference report, which | ment, the House conferees recommend that the House accede in 
the Clerk will report to the House. the main to the Senate amendments, with the exceptions we have 
The Clerk as follows: indicated in the report. I want at this time to protest that it 


: . seems to me that it is the duty of those who submit estimate: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on | |, anected with the Administration t = ot a th » low ie a ~ mere 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 4321) making appropria- | COMMeCtE © Acministration to obey the law and submit 
tions to supply urgent deficiencies in the approyriations for the fiscal year them as the law requires them to submit them, in ample time, so 
ending June a, 1806, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free | that they may receive consideration before the body that prepares 
ques have agreed to recommend and do reccmmend to their respec- general appropriation bills. 

ive Houses as follows: Mg : : 
wiTnat the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 6, 15, 20, and 31. Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, just a few words. I desire very 

That the ee ee ee ee ae = a erate ot the briefly to call the attention of the House to the fact that in this 
Senate numbere , 12, 13, 14, 18, 19, 21, 22, 24, 25, 27, 28, 29, BO, 32, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, : } ~arrie. anv items Bas wiv sneaking. are 
{1 42,43, 44, 45,4041, 48, 49,60, 51, 52,03, 64, 65, 50, 57,58, 50, 00,61, and 62, and ‘agree | Di} bee ad — og ingredients my sae. eens 
to the same. ( enciencies, iree items age egate goo, VUVU, and nerbher one 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the | of them can be considered as a deficiency. 1, however, fully con- 
Henee 00 is trace ieee = ot aa. cur in the report which has just been read and in what has been 
Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: | Said by the gentleman from Illinois. They are very proper and 
In lieu of Sg Seer Daeer ted by _ ees eat very necessary appropriations; but at the same time they are not 

“To open Jupiter Inlet. in Florida, for the passage of boats and small ves- | deficiencies. For instance, an appropriation of $300,000 for print- 
“Cae. en eee ing the Agricultural Rep rt for 1594 is an unusual appropriation. 

That the mone precede from in Ghnqwetmant to the ameniment f the In the last session of the last Congress an appropriation of 
Senave numbe: , and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: | $300,000 was made for printing the Agricultural Report for 184; 
In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert ‘‘ $25,000"; and the 1 h — a hi vey _ceaaene ; oe 
Senate to the same. and there was no estimate to that Congress for printing the report 

That the House pee from its Ginqweement, to the empentenent of the | of 1895. This is the first time, with the exception of one other in- 
Senate numbered 23 and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: | stance some years ago, where a Congress had failed to make any 

; : : . : . . ‘6 Ns - 16 SUIS J 5 a5v, @ UOUSTes: é alt &KO an’ 

ow - Siete — a Se oe te appropriation at all for the purpose, where we will have two ap- 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the | propriations for printing two Agricultural Reports at the same 
Senate numbered 26, and agree to the te with an penemeae as follows: session of Congress. The reason for this appropriation is that it 
oe San eropesed im said amendment insert * $3, ; and the Sen- | wij] enable the Public Printer to get out the Agricultural Report 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the for 1895 about the month of June instead of in October or Novem- 
Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: | ber. I therefore concur in it, although it is not properly a de- 
In lieu of the sum proposed in the amended paragraph insert “ $400"; and fici iati 7 Pro} : 

; : ’ ciency appropriation. 

the Senate agree to the same. ’ £ 





J.G. CANNON, There is another appropriation—for Brooklyn dockyard, $50,- 
S. A. NORTHWAY 000—which is not a deficiency. It is an appropriation to enable 


JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 


Managers on ha part of the House. the Secretary of the Navy to amend a contract which has already 


been entered into and which if executed would not require an 


SPSEEs BALE. additional appropriation. I have recognized the importance of 
F. M. COCKRELL, this appropriation and have agreed to it, and think that the House 


Managers on the part of the Senate. | also ought to agree to it. 
For the Library of Congress building we have an appropria- 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the statement of the | tion of $480,000. The officer in charge of the construction of this 
House conferees. building says that not one penny of this money will be expended 
The Clerk read as follows: during the present fiscal year, and that the appropriation made 
, " % 1 73 > oO > slw ay . le. ft > . 
The Ts odin owen at te san tneisae om the alatgver by the last Congress will not be entirely expended before July 1 


ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the urgent | M¢Xt; but either this appropriation should be made or authority 
deficiency appropriation bill (H. R. 4321) submit the following written state- | Should be given to him to contract in order that the building may 


—s ex on of the effect of eee agreed upon and recommended | be entirely completed and turned over to Congressin February next. 

The bill as finally ed upon appropriates $6, 305,496.52, being $1,884,003. | If this appropriation should be delayed until the passage of the 
more than as it the House; $00,000 of which sum, however, was added | Sundry civil bill, upon which it would regularly appear, then the 
by the House when the bill was under consideration, for the publication | building would not be completed until some time in the coming 


spring or summer. 

I have called the attention of the House to these particular items, 
in order that no one might think that this very large urgent de- 
ficiency bill is a result of any dereliction on the part of last Con- 
gress to make the necessary appropriations. My judgment is, as 
1 I have heretofore stated, that there will upon the whole be smaller 
On a Oe sitesi ot ab wee by the appropriations for deficiencies at this session of Congress than for 
Senate for completing the improvement o roads owned by the nited States | Many years past. There are other appropriations in the bill which 
at Antietam is stricken out. are not deficiencies, but I will not delay the House further by 

On fanart numbered 17, the sum of Lampe gene of eae, as pro | reference to them. 

Ellery eo ee SARE CS Nene covey and ar Mr. ALLEN of Utah. May I ask the gentleman a question? 


amendment numbered 20: Strikes gut the appropriation of $4,000 pro- Mr. CANNON. I will yield to the gentleman in a moment. 1 
oy A Lat the 00 station at Key Wast: Fla.” desire to say that the gentleman from Texas and myself do not 
$10,309, as proposed x y-% ki itol and j 1 disagree about it being necessary for the public service at this 
gu n'a propa _ a re fe | sone to make these appropriations. 


of the Aerionl Re for 1895. 
All of the amendments are d to without change, except the following: 
ane —— Te ——_ * oe sae ,as srepeee by the 
0 instead as proposed by the Senate, to comple © surve 
of the international between the United States and Mexico. . 
On amendment numbered 6, the appropriation of $10,000 proposed by the 
Senate for the publication of the report of Dr. E A. Mearns on the natural 
history of the region covered by the boundary survey between the United 
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Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. 
their necessity. 

Mr. CANNON. That is all I desire to say about that, exc 
to the Agricultural my oe Thesundry civi 
the current year for the first time carries the appropriation for 
the Agricultural Report—the publication thereof, of 1894. That 
was made necessary by the passage of the Richardson printing act. 
Prior to that time every appropriation of that kind was by joint 
resolution reported from the Committee on Printing. Butforthe 
change of that law it would not be necessary to have it come upon 
thesundry civil bill. The report for 1894 has been published. Now 
this item comes upon this deficiency bill because of the Richard- 
s0n pas act which provides for the publication—a fixed law— 
of the Agricultural and other ae reports. If that law 
had not passed, why then, following the usual course, this appro- 
priation ought to have been made, and would have been e, by 
a separate joint resolution covering one item. 

r. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Just one moment. Mr. Speaker, I think either 
the gentieman from Illinois misunderstood what I said or that he 
has not retained in his recollection the appropriations made here- 
tofore for the publication of the Agricultural Report. The fact 
that I desired to impress ~~ the House was tisis: That until, I 
believe, the first session of the Fifty-first Congress, there never 
have been two appropriations, either by joint resolution or upon 
appropriation bills, for the publication of Agricultural Reports at 
any one session of Congress, and two 6 nero were then 
made only because at the last session of the Fiftieth Congress 
there was a failure to make any appropriation at all for the pur- 
pose. There was, as I have said, an ampere riation for the publi- 
cation of the Agricultural Report at the last session of the last 
Congress, and it was carried, as stated by the gentleman from 
Illinois, upon the sundry civil bill. 

Now, the Public Printer comes to Congress and 


. 


We are in entire harmony as to 


t as 
appropriation bill for 


says: “If you 
for the sundry civil bill, I shall be able to give 
tural Report for 1895 in June, instead of in Octo 
next.” 

My. CANNON, There is, as I understand it, substantially no 
disayyreement between the gentleman from Texas and myself? 

Mr. SAYERS. None at all. 

Mr. CANNON. I will state again that the Agricultural Report 
for 1894 was printed by virtue of an item in the sundry civil bill 
instead of, astheretofore, by authority of a joint resolution reported 
from the Committee on Printing. ow, the report of 1895 dwells 
in this deficiency bill instead of dwelling in a separate joint reso- 


lution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Inasmuch as the gentleman has referred 
to the printing bill, I wish he would state to the House that there 
- no increase in the amount of the appropriation by reason of the 
change. 

Mr CANNON. None at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And that the amount is identically the 
same in this bill as it would be in the other. 

Mr. CANNON. Ceriainly. It is fixed by law. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Speaker, when tis bill came from 
the Senate, I asked the chairman of the committee about item No. 
11. I wish to inquire now whether the committee of conference 
inquired into facts relating to that matter, as to whether the re- 

rt had been made in due form, by due authority, and accordin 

law. My information is that it has not been so made, and 
ask the chairman of the conference committee now whether that 
icular item was inquired into by his committee? 

Mr. CANNON. In answer to the gentleman I have to state 
that upon inquiry we found that the money that was appropri- 
ated for the national commission, and was intended in part to 
cover the making of the report, had been used in paying the ex- 
pense of bringing the commission together, which cost some- 
thing over $20,000, and that, so far as the report was concerned, 
no money was left to pay for it. There was no means of calling 
the commission together again, because there was no money to pay 
the members for coming together. We found that the Drees 

neral eighteen months ago, with this condition of things exist- 

and the law making it his duty to make a report, went to work 
and spent a year and a half upon it, calling to his assistance such 
aid as was necessary. : 

Counting his own pay at $5,000 a year, the eighteen months 
made $7,500, which is paid him by this appropriation, and the com- 
mittee ascertained that the balance, to make the $18,000, was actu- 
ally paid out for clerical assistance. This report of the director- 

neral had not been delivered to anybody, because there was no- 
Bod to deliverit to. Thecommittee on the part of the Senate, and 
the House committee also, examined into the matter far enough to 
be satisfied that the director-general had honestly and intelligently 
made this expenditure, and he desired to make some disposition 
of the report and to be reimbursed. It seemed to the committee 


r or November 


will — the appropriation for 1895 at this time, instead of waiting | havin 
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———es 
of conference, the managers on the part of the House as 
those on the part of the Senate, that there was equity in hi sim 
Therefore we recommend concurrence substantially in the s.., te 
provision, and the provision as recommended by the commit;.... , ° 
conference leaves the report of the director-general in th, 
of the Joint Committee on Printing. 

Now, let me go onestep further. The president of the nt), nal 
commission has not yet made any report. We looked into tha, 
just far enough to ascertain that there isa great mass of y)\j. 
gested material, covering, particularly, I presume, the action of 
the board of awards, material which has not been edited, alt) ugh 
there was nearly $2,000 advanced for editing it; and we rooojy. 
mend the payment of that. The women’s commission (if ¢},,:; jg 
the correct name of it), headed by Mrs. Palmer, has not yet made 
a report, but we understand in a general way that thor. js 
a appropriation to that board to enable it to make g 
report. 

ow, my own belief is, from such representations as hay })o; 

made to me, that the report of the director-general, covering t) 

matters that it does, is in very good shape. We do not authoriz 
any publication of the report. We oale provide for reimburse. 
ment of the director-general by this appropriation, and leay. jis 
report in the possession of the Joint Committee on Printing of th, 
House and the Senate, expecting and hoping that later all the mate. 
rial will come into possession of that joint committee, upon which 
are found as members the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. PERKINS, the 
entleman from Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, and one other mem. 

r of the House, and Senator HaLe in the Senate. Knowing 
these to be industrious gentlemen and quite competent, we hope 
and expect that such steps will be taken as will lead to the ful] 
examination of the report of the director-general and a full in. 
quiry as to the material that exists elsewhere, and will finally lead 
to an intelligent editing of a report, doing justice to everybody, 
care being taken that there shall be no duplications in the report, 
regard also to the number of volumes that ought to be 


andg 


ou the Agricul- | published and what the report ought to contain. 


Mr. SAYERS. Will my friend allow mea moment right there? 
I wish to supplement what he has said, possibly by restating what 
he has avon said, by remarking that the only thing that hag 
been done by the committee of conference in this matter has heen 
to provide for repaying the director-general moneys that he has 
absolutely expended and for receiving his work and transiitting 
it to the Joint Committee on Printing, leaving that committee to 
make such adjustment between the different parties as to the 
preparation of the final report and for its publication as in their 
wisdom may seem proper. 

Mr. CANNON. And the gentleman might add, expecting that 
that committee later on, after they have iooked into the matter, 
will originate and submit for the consideration of the House and 
the Senate such recommendations with reference to legislation 
and appropriation as they may deem proper. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah rose. 

Mr. CANNON. LI yield to the gentleman from Utah five or ten 
minutes, or any reasonable time he may desire. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to detain the 
House any great length of time, and I have not the temerity to 
suppose that what I shall say will make any difference as to the 
adoption or rejection of this report. Ido not mean to cast any 
reflection upon either the director-general of the Columbian Ex- 
position or upon the committee that has spares in favor of this 
appropriation. But I do submit, after the labored explanations— 
if may use the expression—of my eminent friend, I can 10 see 
that there is any reason for permitting this appropriation to be 
made at this time. 

The subject has not been before this body or any of its standing 
committees. It has net been before any committee of the House, 
so that it could be fully investigated, and from the explanation 
we have it is evident that here is a report upon an exposition held 
under the authority of the United States which is not authorita- 
tive. It has not stamped upon it the authority of anybody. \«t 
if this appropriation be made and this report gets into the hands 
of the Prin ting Committee it becomes authoritative; it will be 
printed and put forth as embodying the viewsof that commission 
when it does not contain their views, so far as we know, but silm- 
ply the views of the ee of the commission. As /am 
informed—I have not been able to see the report—it is not even 
signed. It has not been put forth by the authority of the commis- 
sion, yet under these circumstances we are asked to appropte 
money to its author. I submit that this matter ought to be ‘ully 
investigated, and before we make an appropriation of more (in 
$18,000 to pay for this work we ought to be in a position to know 
what it is and by whose authority it has been made. d 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, a word in reply. The 

tleman is mistaken when he speaks of this matter not hav1ng 
n before any committee of this House. It was before the 
Committee on Appropriations when the Senate amendments ww? 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1953 





referred. It was considered in the House by unanimous consent 
when we acted on the question of nonconcurrence. It was 


considered as fully as was 


——— in the committee of con- 
ference, the re.ult of whose 


eliberations has been given to the 


ouse. 

The gentleman speaks of my “‘labored explanation.” Well, sir, 
Ihave at times worked harder than in making this explanation. 
The gentleman says that this report of the director-general was not 
made to the national commission, and that it is without authority. 
[admit that it was not made to the national commission; and I 
think I have progressed far enough to be certain that there never 
will be a report made by the director-general or anybody else to the 
national commission. That commission is functus officio, unless 
Con should breathe the breath of life into it and eall its mem- 
pers from various points throughout the length and breadth of 
the land—I will not say as the prophet, by breathing upon them, 
called the bones together in the valley. But after all, while 
that requi the spirit of the Lord, Congress can not call the na- 
tional commission together without an expenditure of $20,000, and 
I believe [ know that an expenditure of $20,000 for that purpose 


would be thrown away. 

Thee ition has beenheld. Itwasamagnificentsuccess. It 
has passed into history. Thereportshouldbemade. The director- 

meral has made this expenditure, and we believe has wisely made 
it; and he ought to be reimbursed. By the provision now sub- 
mitted we lodge this report with the Joint Committee on Printing, 
as I have already explained, that that committee may take it, 
examine it, go into the whole question of preparing these reports 
for publication, for the proper editing of the same. That com- 
mittee, after an examination which is in their line and which I 
have no doubt they will take the time to make, will report to this 
House, I believe, such apt provision as will give us a reliable report 
of that e ition and an economical one. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. May I ask the gentleman one question? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. As I understand, the gentleman’s posi- 
tion is that the Committee on Printing of this House can properly 
edit this report of the Columbian Ea ,osition? 

Mr. CANNON. Inmy judgment the joint Committee on Print- 
ing, with this report of the director-general and with such other 
ielvenation as it may be able to obt:.in, ean devise a scheme that 
will bring about a proper report, can tell us how much it will cost 
and how large it ought to be. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is it understood that this confer- 
ence report proposes an appropriation for the printing of this re- 


Per, CANNON. Oh, no; this appropriation is merely to reim- 
burse the director-general $18,000. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then, as I understand, this is a 
matter about which there is nothing in dispute—as to which there 
is no issue here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois, with his long experience and great abitity in these mat- 
ters, if he would venture to offer a word of suggestion or advice 
to the Joint Committee on Printing as to how far they might go 
in their recommendations on this subject? 

Mr. SAYERS. The committee would probably resent the giv- 
ing of such advice by anyone. The gentleman from Illinois 
should beware. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; they would not resent it when it is 
called for, and I ask the gentleman for his suggestion. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Tennessee has long been 
a member of the Joint Committee on Printing, and the House is 
well aware of his ability and recognizes him as a practical man 
of gre.t industry, and I have also before me the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. Perkins], who is the chairman of that committee, 
whose life has been largely spent in publishing and kindred pur- 
suits, and in whose intelligence and industry we all have full con- 
fidence, and with these gentlemen I am satisfied that the investi- 
= be in proper and safe hands, and am willing there to 
eave it. 

Mr. STEELE. Before the gentleman from Illinois takes his 
seat I hope he will give us the name of the prophet that called 
the ‘dry bones” together. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I will have that 
edited by my eminent theological friend from Indiana. 
newed laughter. | 

Mr. PICKLER. Iwouldlike to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
with reference to the smallitem for deputy surveyors in the bill— 
did that remain in with the conference committee? 

Mr. CANNON. I think it remained in the bill. 

I now ask a vote on the adoption of the conference report. 

conference report was to. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table, 


XXVITI—123 


of my remarks 
[Re- 


HOUSE BILLS WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following bills with Senate 
amendments were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by 
the Speaker as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3527) making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

A bill (H. R. 4043) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. TRAceEY, for eight days. 

To Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania, for one week, on account of 
sickness. 

To Mr. PRICE, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BisHop, for one week, on account of important business. 


A. H. M’LAWS. 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 5083) granting 
an increase of pension to A. H. McLaws. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of A. H. McLaws, of Dublin, Ga., 
late second lieutenant in Captain Dill’s Company (B), First Georgia Regiment, 
Mexican war, to $50 per month. 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The Committee on Pensions recom- 
mend an amendment striking out ‘‘fifty” and inserting in lieu 
thereof “‘ twenty.” 

The SPEAKER. 
of the bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. Has this bill been reported by the Committee 
on Pensions? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Yes; unanimously reported by the 
committee. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee was agreed to, and the bill 
as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. TURNER of Georgia, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. CANNON (at 4 o’clock and 56 min- 
utes p. m), the House adjourned. 


Is there objection to the present consideration 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the 
draft of a bill for the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska, 
with recommendations relating thereto—to the Committee on the 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the president of the Metropolitan Railroad Com- 
pany, transmitting a statement of the receipts and disbursements 
for the year ended June 30, 1895—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3281) 
to authorize reassessments for improvements and general taxes in 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 430); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy 
Department, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
4179) to amend section 3719 of the Revised Statutes, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 431); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4575) to amend chapter 
67, volume 23, of the Statutes at Large of the United States, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a teport 


BILLS AND 
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(No. 440); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1972) in aid of the 
exposition to be held under the auspices of the Baltimore Centen- 
nial Association, and for other purposes, reported the same with 
amendment, ae by a report (No. 441); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 176) 
to provide for the construction of a memorial bridge across the 
Potomac River, ——— the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 445); which said bill and report were referred to 

e Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred a House document (No. 90), re- 
ported in lieu thereof the bill (H.R. 6845) to establish a criminal 
jurisdiction over places ceded to the United States for certain pur- 
poses, accompanied by a report (No. 446); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3462) 
to regulate the business of storage in the District of Columbia, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
g “ st which said bill and report were referred to the House 

endar, 


nied 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
refe to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 2381) for the relief of Pay Inspector John H. Stevenson. 
(Report No. ~~ 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The = =. - 2844) granting a pension to Martha McNeil. (Re- 

rt No. 433. 

Mr. ERDMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 1734) to increase the pension of Ann Catherine 
Hull. (Report No. 434.) 


By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of John Kehl and to restore him to 
his former rating. (Report No. 435.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 3937) granting a pension to Miriam V. Kenney, widow 


of Samuel W. Kenney. ( rt No. 436.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 75) granting a pension to Mary F. Davenport. (Re- 
port No. pil ¥ 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 1299) to pension Harriet Woodbury, of Windsor, 
Vt. et No. 488.) 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 6210) for the relief of the heirs of Asa Chilson, deceased. 
(Report No. 489.) 

- o COFFIN, from the SS a — = 
. R. 4918) granting a pension to ' yse, widow 0: 

ieut. Col. F 0. Wyse. (Report No. 443.) 

By Mr. M , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill ¢. R. 4383) granting a pension to Gen. William H. Morris. 
(Report No, 444.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ows: 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 6307) to amend section 4 of the act 
ved March 2, 1895, an act amendatory of an act with 
nce to the postal service—to the Commi on the Post- 

Office and Post-Roads. 

out _ oe A bill ot amg Ser tes 
mn act making ons sun expenses 

= Government for ae er - : ee = for 

other p . a ; e on 

Public Buildin, ona Grounds. 

By Mr. FL : A bill (H. R. 6309 a 
rity to persons and property in the tory, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 124) to 
ting additional copies of the Official Records of the Navy dur- 
the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey: A memorial of the senate 
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and assembly of the State of New Jersey, relative to the passage «¢ 
a bill by Congress to establish a military and national park upon 
the Palisades of the Hudson—to the Committee on Military A ffai;.. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: Resolution of the general assembly .¢ 
Ohio, asking Congress to take steps to relieve the suffering of the 
Armenians—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
* consideration of the following bills, which were referred ag 

ollows: 

The bill (H. R. 1514) for the relief of Richmond College, located 
at Richmond, Va.—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 5932) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah H. Wood— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committeg 
on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 4953) to grant a pension to John Thurston, of 
Island Pond, Vt.—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 


‘referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Papers to accompany House bill No. 4380, in relation to the pen- 
sion of Margaret Hawthorn—Committee on Invalid Pensions 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Affidavit to accompany House bill No. 5349, In re John 
Lavigne—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Petition to accompany House bill No. 5148, praying for tho 
= of the bill to increase the pension of David Matlock— 

mmittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Papers to accompany House bill No. 5451, granting a pension to 
James C. Brickley mmittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Resolution of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association of 
Milwaukee, Wis., favoring the eneiia o a bankruptcy law 
Committee on ee Currency discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Resolution of the Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club, for the passage 
of a general nace bill—Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency discharged, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Resolutions adopted by the Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club of 
New York, N. Y., in favor of the passage of a bankruptcy law— 
Committee on Banking and Currency discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

The bill (H. R. 5425) to grant a pension to Charlotte O. Van 
Cleve, widow of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve—Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Resolution of Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, Pa., pray- 
ing for appropriations for protection of seacoast towns—Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committce 
on Appropriations, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were eo and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 6310) for the relief of Benja- 
min Evans—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. . 

By Mr. AVERY: A bill (H. R. 6311) for the relief of Elindsley 
W. Mi —to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

Also a bill (H. R. 6312) to grant a pension to Mrs. Eliza Whit- 
ney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 6313) for relief of Frank Jolin- 
son, of White County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
ew Mr. BERRY: A bill (H.R. 6814) for the reiief of Henry 

, of Co , Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A pill (H. R. 6315) for relief of Clarence W. 
Turner and Pleasant Porter—to the Committee on Claims. __ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6316) for the relief of John D. Reed, admin- 

istrator of J. P. C. Reed, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 6317) for the relief of Mar- 

Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 6318) for the relief of the heirs of 
David B. Sanders, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6319) grant 
ing increase of pension to Alfred P. Buss—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 4 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 6320) ting a pension 
to Sen M. Killian—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 6821) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Cynthia J. Capron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 6322) granting a pension to 
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Maria Hall, dependent daughter of Asa Hall—to the Committee 
on Pensions. ; 7 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 6323) for the relief of Gauley 
Bridge Baptist Church, of Fayette County, W. Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6824) for the relief of the trustees of St. Mark's 
Protestant Episcopal Church at Coalsmouth, Kanawha County, 
W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 6325) for the relief of Eliza Dicker- 
hoff, widow of Louis Dickerhoff, deceased, of Company A, Cape 
Girardeau (Mo.) Home Guards—to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 6326) to increase the pension of 
Berry C. Craddock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 6327) granting a pension to Mrs. N. A. D. 
Biggers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 6328) granting a pension to 
J oseph R. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6329) granting a pension to Charles H. Car- 
low—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 6330) to remove charge of deser- 
tion against W. B. Summers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6331) for relief of 
Alfred A. Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6332) for the relief of the 
personal representative of William C. Stribling—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H. R. 6333) for the relief of Jonathan 
T. Knapp—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 6334) granting a pension to 
George William Hodgdon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PENDLETON: A bill (H. R. 6335) to pay the adminis- 
trator of the estate of Bluford West, deceased, for the Bluford 
West Saline, in Cherokee Nation—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 6336) granting a pension to Lucy 
D. Heady, widow of Henry Heady, late Company F, Eighty-ninth 
New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 6337) for the relief of 
M. i McCoy—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6338) granting a pension to R. Randall—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H, R. 6339) granting a pension to Thomas J. Keyes— | 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6340) for the relief of Richard Bruner—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A bill (H. R. 6341) for the re- 
lief of J. W. Searles—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 6342) for the relief of William 
Thorpe, trustee—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAFT (by request): A bill (H. R. 6343) to appoint Samuel 
Bickerstaff to the United States Navy as chief engineer, and to 


place his name on the retired list—to the Committee on Naval | 


Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOMER: A bill (H. R. 6344) for the relief of Michael 
J. Fitzgerald—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6346) for the relief 
of Mrs. Sarah M. Ozborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROW: A bill (H. R 6347) granting a pension to Maria 
E. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIO.“S, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following a and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of O. A. Phillips and 82 other cit- 
izens of Venetia, Washington County, Pa.; also, petition of W. 
H. McMillan and 24 other citizens of the fourth precinct of Mif- 
flin Township, Allegheny County, Pa.; also, petition of Frank 
Beck and 57 other citizens of Boston, Allegheny County, Pa.; also, 
petition of Benjamin F. McIntyre and 55 other citizens of Alle- 
gheny County, Pa., praying for the passage of the Stone immi- 
— bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 

on. 

Also, petition of Henry C. Newton and 41 other citizens of Al- 
legheny County, Pa., praying for the passage of a bill granting a 
pension of $8 per month to every man who served not less than 
ninety _— in the Army or Navy of the United States during the 
war of rebellion, and who was honorably discharged and a 
— of not less than $12 per month to widows of such as have 

ed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, protest of the National Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, egainst the passage of any measure providing for military 
instruction in the public schools—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of W. K. Allen and 83 other citizens of Fayette 
City, Fayette County, Pa., praying for the free navigation of the 
Monongahela Rive:—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of 328 citizens of 
Clearfield County; also, petition of 312 citizens of Center County; 
also, petition of 177 citizens of Clarion County and 64 citizens of 
Elk County, State of Pennsylvania, for the passage of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

Also, petition of 125 citizens of Osceola Mills, Pa., praying for 
constitutichai amendment prohibiting appropriations for sectarian 
purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6301 
for the relief of Benjamin Evans—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRETT: Petition of Henry B. Williams and others, 
of Newton, Mass., for the passage of House bill No. 2626, for the 
protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Massachusetts Horticultural Society, in 
relation to the distribution of seeds—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the St. Louis Paint, Oil, and 
Drug Club, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 2779—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: Petition of General Logan Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Chatham, N. Y., asking for pas- 
sage of pension bill for veterans of more than ninety days’ service— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Henry H. Darling, Bro. & Co. and other job- 
bers of Troy, N. Y., against proposed duty on tea—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Resolutions of mass meeting at Lancaster, 
Pa., asking that the age of consent be raised in the District of Co- 
lumbia; also, for a Territorial divorce law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of a mass meeting at Lancaster, for industrial 
arbitration and the Phillips labor bill—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

Also, resolution of mass meeting at Lancaster, in favor of a 
Sunday-rest law and a compulsory education law in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, protest of citizens of Adamstown, Pa., against the sec- 
tarian appropriations of the Indian appropriation bill, together 
with a petition urging the passage of proposed amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States—to the Committee on the Ju- 





| diciary. 


Also, petition of citizens of Lititz, Pa., in favor of amending 
the preamble to the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of various churches of Decherd, 
Tenn., for the relief of book agents of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill relating to the case of 
Frank Johnson, White County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition of N. Simons & Co., of 
Neenah, Wis., and W.F. Abrahams, of Mobile, Ala., together 
with memorials containing the names of 478 citizens of the city 
of Mobile, Ala., the cities of Neenah and Menasha, and the towns 
of Clayton, Winchester, Winneconne, and Vinland, Wis., including 
merchants, manufacturers, cheese makers, farmers, and trades- 
men, favoring the passage of House bill No. 3010, regulating and 
controlling the manufacture and sale of filled cheese—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Petition of 111 citizens of Walker 
County, Tex., for the enactment of a law granting a uniform pen- 

ion of $12 a month to Mexican war veterans—to the Committee 
nu Pensions. 

Also, resolution passed by the board of regents of the Univer- 
sity of Texas, asking national aid to State universities—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COX: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief of 
John D. Reed, administrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of Thomas Cranage and 66 vessel 
owners of Bay City, Mich., against the building of a bridge across 
the Detroit River at Detroit, Mich.—to the Committee on, Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. EDDY: Petition of ex-soldiers and ex-sailors of the Union 
Army residing at Alexandria, Minn., asking for a general pension 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the citizens of Campbell, Minn., 
protesting against the outrages committed upon the Armenians— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Memorial of the city council of Baker City, 
Oreg., asking that the Nicaragua Canal be constructed b~ the 
United States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, remonstrance from W. H. Klinefelt and 17 others of Baker 
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City, Oreg., inst appropriating any money for sectarian pur- 
to the Committee on eens, 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of citizens of Peoria, [ll., against 
sectarian appropriations—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. LL: Petitions of Lewis Hall, C. W. Zirkle, and others, 
of Avalon and vicinity, Missouri, favoring the passage of the Stone 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of John T. G. Duncan, Daniel 
Humphries, and 114 other citizens of the Fifth Congressional dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania, in favor of ‘‘An act for the inspection of 
immigrants by United States consuls, for the restriction of immi- 
grants who are unfit socially, morally, and physically to become 
citizens of this country "—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Paper from the department commander, 
Grand Army of the Republic of Nebraska; also, from the Societ 
of the Army of the Tennessee, urging favorable action on the bill 
to establish a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of a mass meeting called by the 
Ministerial Union of Alameda, Cal., asking the United States 
Government to cooperate with other Christian powers in afford- 
ing protection to suffering Armenians—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HYDE: Memorial of the Vancouver Commercial Club, 
favoring the improvement of Columbia River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. KIEFER: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Stillwater, Minn., in favor of the improvement of the St. Croix 
Lake and River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LEONARD: Petition of citizens of Liberty Township, 
Tioga ns Pa., ene legislation restricting immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Paper to accompany House bill No. 6326, for 
an increase of pension to Berry C. Craddock—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 6327, for a pension 
to Mrs. N. A. D. Big rs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of 8. 8. Weaver, Samuel 
Gibson, and others, of the Union Army during the civil war, in 
favor of the passage of the bill granting a pension of $8 per month 
to every man who served not less than ninety days in the Army 
or Navy, and was honorably discharged, and a pension of $12 per 
month to the widows of those who have died—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Massa- 
chusetts Horticultural Society opposing the free distribution of 
seeds by the Department of Agriculture—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the trustees of public reservations of Mas- 
sachusetts, relative to the preservation of the Palisades of the 
Hudson—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of citizens of Jamaica, N. Y., 
on the Armenian question—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers to oemeesy House bill, for the 
relief of representatives of William C. Stribling—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of R. A. Tittle and 26 other citizens 
of Moorefield, W. Va.; also, petitions of Thomas H. Rabe and 42 
others, of Canton, Ohio, and W. B. Wheeler and 5 others, of Co- 
lumbus, Ohio ore for the recognition of God in the Consti- 
tution of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Petition of various church denomina- 
tions of Memphis, Tenn., for the relief of the book agents of the 
—— Episcopal Church South—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of George G. Willey and 24 others; 
also, petition of D. G. Ricketts and 69 others, all of Rock Island 
and Mercer counties, Ill., asking for certain improvements on the 
Upper Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

y Mr. QUIGG: Paper to accompany House bill No. 120, relat- 


ing to medals to National Guard regiments in 1863—to the Com- | 


mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Preamble and resolutions 
adopted by Rockdale Council, No, 803, Junior Order United Amer- 
ican Mechanics, peayens for the passage of such legislation as will 
recognize the belligerent rights of the Cuban insurgents, signed 
by officers and members of the council and over 500 citizens of 
Rockdale, Delaware County, and vicinity—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Resolutions unanimously adopted 
ata meeting of the Michigan Association of Union ex-Prisoners of 
War, held January 23, 1896, peogang, for the passage of House bill 
No. 306, introduced by Hon. E. J. Harner, granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors confined in so-called Confederate prisons—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


FEBRUARY 26, 


—— 


By Mr. SNOVER: Protest of Armstrong & Graves and others 
of Port Huron, Mich., against import tax on tea—to the Comini. 
tee on My and Means, 

By Mr. TRELOAR: Petition of Union soldiers and sailors o¢ 
the late war residing at Cuba, Mo., favoring the passage of tle 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: Paper in support of House bill No. 6247 
— a pension to Miss Jennie E. Moore—to the Committee on 

nvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petitions of various churches of Kosciusko, 
Miss., for the relief of book agents of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Scott County, Miss., for the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River and tributaries—to the Co- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Petition of D. R. Frank and [29 other citi- 
zens of Richland, Lebanon County, Pa., in favor of the Stone im- 
aepeans bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, petition of J. Berg Esenwein, principal, and 8 professorg 
and teachers of Albright Collegiate Institute, of Myerstown, Pa.; 
and also of Mrs. W. L. Block, president, and 24 members of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Myerstown, Pa., in 
favor of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 20, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minzsurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. CALL, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


THE FINANCIAL CONDITION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 10th instant, certain information as to the 
amount of coin and currency and forms of notes and money of 
the United States in existence on January 1, 1896, and the amount 
held as reserves by national and State banks, private banks and 
bankers, loan and trust companies, and other financial institutions 
and concerns, etc., together with statements showing the amount 
of paper and coin in existence in the United States, and the amount 
outside of the Treasury from 1800 to 1894, both inclusive; which, 


_| with the accompanying statements, was, on motion of Mr. Prv- 


FER, ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the legislature 
of the State of Utah, praying that a portion of Arizona lying north 
of the Colorado River be annexed to the State of Utah; which 
was, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Territories, and ordered to be printed in the REcorRD, as follows: 


STATE OF UTAH, OFFICE OF = SECRETARY OF STATE, 


t Lake City, February 15, 1896. 
To the President of the Senate: 

I have the honor to transmit herewith, to be laid before the Senate, a certi- 
fied — of the memorial of the legislature of the State of Utah, praying that 
a portion of Arizona lying north of the Colorado River be annexed to the 
State of Utah. Iam, sir, 

Very respectfully, JAMES T. HAMMOND, 
Secretary of State. 


Joint memorial to the Congress of the United States. 


Your memorialists, the governor and the legislature of the State of Utah, 
would respectfully represent to your honorable body that those portions of 
Coconino and Mohave counties, of Arizona Territory, lying north of the Col- 
orado River oe rly belong to Utah for these reasons: 

First. The Colorado River forms an impassable barrier between said por- 
tions of Coconino and Mohave counties and the main bodies of said countics 
and Arizona. 

second. The residents of said portions of Arizona herewith attach a pcti- 
tion asking for said annexation to Utah, because all their interests are in 
common with the people of Utah, being cut off from communication with 
the citizens and courts of Arizona, except by a far circuitous route through 
a wild and rough country —- by the Navajo and Apache Indians; that 
they live within 4 miles of Utah and desire her protection, as they receive 

equate protection from Arizona. 

Third. That the taxpayers of said lands who are residents of Utah also here- 
withattach a petition asking for said annexation for the reason that said lands 
are sparsely settled and are unprofitable for irrigation and suitable only {Tr 

g purposes. t the herds and flocks thereon are owned in Utah; 

t, 0 to the wildness of said lands, it has become a place of refuge for 
desperate and lawless men; that Arizona affords the stock owners no = tec- 
tion, and that the defense of their property and prosecution of said lawless 
citizens has devolved upon Utah, to the detriment of those counties adjoit- 
ing said Territory, and that they should have the benefit arising from the 
funds derived from taxation. We therefore earnestly ask that those por 
tions of Coconino and Mohave counties north of the Colorado River be a& 
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tached to and made a part of the State of Utah, and that the Colorado River 


ividing line. 
a oe memorialists will ever pray. 


Approved February 12, 1896. 





HEBER M. WELLS, 
Governor of Utah. 
GEORGE M. CANNON, 
President of the Senate. 
PRESLEY DENNY, 
Speaker of the House. 


To the President and Congress of the United States: 


We, the undersigned, residents and landholders of that portion of Coconino 
County, Ariz., lying north of the Colorado River, ask you to annex said por- 
tions of Coconino County to the State of Utah, for various and divers reasons 
set forth in the memorial passed by the legislature of Utah,and as may be 

yresented > you by the honorable Representative of Utah; and, as in duty 
und, yo._ ,etitioners will ever pray. 
Lorum Pratt, Jesse Hortt, Saren Christiensen, W. G. Potter, jr., 
Josiah W. Juhrulizter, W. G. Potter, M.S. Emett, J. T. Jack- 
son, D. B. Stewart, James Hartt, A. W. Brown, Thomas P. Jen- 
sen, B. L. Sterbar, O. W. Hart, and Ira M. Judd. 


To the President and Congress of the United States: 


We, the undersigned, residents of Kane County, Utah, and taxpayers in 
that portion of Coconino County, Ariz., lying north of the Colorado River, 
respectfully ask you to annex to the State of Utah the said portion of 
Arizona lying nerth of the Colorado River, for various and divers reasons set 
forth in the memorial passed by the legislature of Utah, and as may be pre- 
sented to you by the honorable Representative of Utah; and, asin duty bound, 
your petitioners will ever pray. 

A. D. Young, F. T. Titten, A. D. Findlay, Charles Little, Jesse W. 
Crosby, jr., E. B. Woolby, Jesse N. Johnson, Nephi Johnson, jr., 
Murray Averett, Joseph Hamblin, Aquile Nebeker, E. D. 
Woolby, Jesse W. Crosby, jr., Ed. Lamb, Jonathan Heatan, H.S. 
Jolley, G. W. Hicks, Lorenzo Jolley, B. A. Jolley, and E. L. 
Clark. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lititz, 
Pa., praying for the adoption of the proposed religious amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of L. E. Rowley, post- 
master, and the clerks in the Lansing (Mich.) post-office, praying 
for the passage of the so-called Sperry classification bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of C.D. Mosher, of Chieago, II1., 
praying for the establishment of postal savings banks; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Elm Grove Grange, No. 
644, Patrons of Husbandry, of Williams County, Ohio, praying 
for the pa: e of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agri- 
cultural staples by an export bounty in order to equalize the bene- 
fits and burdens of the protective system; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ohio, and a 
petition of 43 citizens of Canton, Ohio, praying for the adoption 
of the proposed religious amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. NELSON resented the petition of A.J. Barrett and sundry 
other citizens of Minnesota, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion allowing settlerson the Mille Lac Indian Reservation to make 
homestead entries of the land on which they have settled; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Cotton Exchange of 
a Tenn., praying Congress to amend the act known as 
the Harter Act, relating to navigation of vessels, bills of lading, 
and to certain obligations, duties, and rights in connection with 
carriage of property; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of H. N. Cushman, of 
Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
providing for military training in the public schools of the coun- 
ie which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

r. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., remonstrating against the building of a pier bridge 
across the Detroit River at Detroit, Mich.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted 
by L. P. Plummer Post, No. 50, Department of Minnesota, Grand 
Army of the Republic, praying for the passage of House bill No. 
306, granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who were confined 
in so-called Confederate prisons; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

_He also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of sundry 
citizens of Garden City, Minn., relative to the adoption of the 
Se religious amendment to the Constitution of the United 

tates; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. os ee I present a petiticu of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Astoria, Oreg., on the ininortance and the need of the 
thorough protection an ee of salmon in the Columbia 
River, the propriety of the United States Government acting 
promptly in matter. As is well known, the Columbia River 
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forms the boundary line between the State of Washington and the 
State of Oregon. There is at present a conflict between the stat- 
utes of the bordering States. That river is the great source of 
supply of salmon. Thesalmon industry there runs into millions of 
dollars per annum. It amounted last year to $3,342,928. I move 
that the petition be printed as a document, and referred to the 
Committee on Fisheries. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented sundry petitions of citizens of Lacenter, 
Wash., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States prohibiting further appropriations to 
institutions under ecclesiastical control; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judicary. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition, in the form 
of resolutions adopted by Wisconsin Commandery, Military Order 
of the Loyal Legion of the United States, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to establish the Vicksburg national park; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 2563, to provide for the enrollment and organization 
of naval reserve forces; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the board of trustees of 
Silverton, Colo., and a petition of the board of aldermen of Aspen, 
Colo., praying for the speedy construction of the Nicaragua Canal; 
which were referred to the Select Committee on the Construction 
of the Nicaragua Canal. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Flandreau, S. Dak., praying for the enactment 
of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted 
by Ransom Post, No. 6, Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of South Dakota, of Mitchell, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the restoration of the grade of Lieuten- 
ant-General in the United States Army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the common council of Lead, 
8S. Dak., praying that an appropriation be made for the erection of 
a Government building at that city; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of J. K. Yost and 44 other 
citizens of Dauphin County, Pa.; the petition of H. W. Richard 
and 33 other citizens of Shamokin, Pa., and the petition of C. C. 
Dennis and 69 other citizens of Erie County, Pa., praying for the 
passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Myerstown, Pa., praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade of 
the United States, praying that appropriations be made to place 
the United States navy-yard at League Island, Pa., in a condition 
to dock, repair, and construct vessels of war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Elizabeth- 
ville, Pa., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Woodward, Pa., 
remonstrating against the appropriation of moneys for sectarian 
institutions; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Peace Association of Friends 
of Philadelphia, Pa., to the President and Congress of the United 
States, on the attitude of Congress relative to the Monroe doctrine; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Lincoln Association of .the 
Union League of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that the anniversary 
of the birth of Abraham Lincoln be made a national holiday; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Pine Tree Grange. No. 3, of 
Lisbon, Me., praying for the passage of House bill No. 2626, pro- 
viding for the protection of agricultural staples by an export 
bounty; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of William W. Shaw and sundry 
other vessel masters and owners, of Ashtabula, Ohio, praying for 
the construction of a breakwater at that place; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial J. A. Calbick and sundry other 
ship masters and owners, of Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against 
the erection of a pier bridge over the Detroit River at Detroit, 
Mich.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted at a convention of the Manufacturers and Producers’ 
Association of California, and of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the appointment of a commission 
to investigate the question of Japanese manufactures, exporta- 
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tions, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Manufac- 


tures. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I presenta memorial on behalf of 
fe Klamath and Modoc tribes and the Yahooskin band of Snake 

dians, occupying the Klamath Indian Reservation, in the State of 
Oregon, in the matter of their claim for land excluded from that 
reservation by erroneous survey of the outboundaries thereof; the 
boundaries not having been run and marked as prescribed by the 
treaty of October 14, 1864. I move that the memorial be printed 
as a document and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
as it relates to an important matter before that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a petition of Surprise 
Grange, No. 233, Patrons of Husbandry, of Oregon, and sundry 

titions of the Oregon State Grange of Turner, Oreg., praying 

or the passage of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agri- 
cultural staples by an export bounty; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PAi,.MER presented the petition of A. H. Rhodes, A. J. 
Holmes, J. A. Wilson, and 21 other citizens of Eaton, [l., praying 
for the poses of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agri- 
cultural staples by an export bounty in order to equalize the ben- 
efits and burdens of the protective system; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the United Presbyterian 
Church of Hanover, Ind., prayiig for the adoption of the proposed 
religious amendment to the Constitution of the Uni States; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1696) making an appropriation for the 
construction of an electrical cruiser and to provide electrical 
equipment for one or more cruisers already in service, submitted 
an aivers report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1244) torelieve James Messer from the charge of desertion, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1779) to relieve John Hughesfrom the charge of desertion, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1482) to authorize the Corpus Christi and 
Padre Island Harbor Company to import free of duty certain ma- 
terials for the construction of an outer harbor on the coast of 
Texas, ane adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (8. 663) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Philip Pflueger, late of Company G, Twenty- 
fourth Wisconsin Infantry, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1288) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Philip Pflueger, late of Company G, Twenty-fourth Wis- 
consin Infantry, reported adversely thereon; and the bi!l was post- 
poned re 4 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (8S. 1266) for the relief of Daniel W. 
Boutwell, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
ee: 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask that that bill be placed on the Calendar 
with the report of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (8.1307) authorizing the retirement 
of certain officers of the Army, reported adversely thereon; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. WARREN. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 53) to reimburse the 
States of California, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by themex- 

nded inthe suppression of the rebellion, to ask that the commit- 

be disch from its further consideration, the bill having 
been arr reported from another committee of the Senate. 

The VICE- ENT. The committee will be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 94) for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. BERRY. I am directed 7 the Committee on Commerce, 


to whom was referred the bill (S. 1779) providing for the int- 
ment of pharmacists in the United States Marianttlonpitat fervioe, 
and fixing their pay and allowances, to report it adversely. I am 


FEBRUARY 20, 


also directed by the committee to ask that the letter of the Actins 
Secretary of the Treasury on this subject be print.din the Recor): 

= Senator from Georgia [Mr. BAcon] wishes to make a stato. 
ment. 

Mr. BACON. [introduced the bill by request. There isa 
large number of persons throughout the United States who 
deeply interested in it. I therefore ask that the bill may go vw, 
the Calendar, to await such further direction as the Senate 
see pa to give it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the‘ 
endar with the adverse report of the committee, and the lette: 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury will be printed in the Rec 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 29, 1 


Sir: I have to acnevtotige the receipt of your letter of January 25, in 
ing bill 8. 1770, providing for the appointment of pharmacists in the 1) 
States Marine-Hospital rvice, etc., and requesting that I furnish tho 
mittee with such suggestions as may seem proper touching the merits o/ 
bill and the propriety of its passage. 

In reply I transmit herewith a copy of the Regulations of the Marine-}! 
pital Service, on page 17 of which (paragraphs 50 to 61, inclusive) will be fou 
the regulations concerning appointment, qualifications, compensation, «! 
ances, grades, penes Soa and general duties of hospital stewards. 

From these paragraphs it will be seen that hospital stewards are requir 
to pass an examination as to their general and special qualifications, and that 
their compensation is fixed by this Department. At present this compe: 
tion is as follows: For ee ge stewards of the first class, $40 per month, with 

uarters, subsistence, fuel, light and water, and laundering; after the expir. 
tion of one year =r emepeeeties toe grade of second-class stewards, \ 
pay of $50 per month, with the same allowances. and after one more y: 
service they are promoted to the grade of third-class stewards, at $i) 
month, with the same allowances. hen serving at stations where no q 
ters are provided, = per month as commutation of quarters is allowed, ; 
when traveling under orders they are allowed usual traveling expenses and 
ynepertee of 500 pounds of baggage. 

Section 1 of the said bill provides that the hospital stewards shall be cal! 

“ pharmacists,”’ and shall warrant officers of the United States Marinc- 
Hospital Service. 
ith regard to the term “ pharmacist,” I have to state that the duties of 
hospital stewards in the Marine-Hospital Service cover a much wider fic| 
than is designated by this term. It is true that hospital stewards must |\9 
gratenens = guenecy but the time consumed in actual pharmacenti:: 
bor is limited and would not warrant their employment for this duty alone. 

Hospital stewards in the Marine-Hospital Service, besides filling prescrip- 
tions, are obliged to have charge of ps, records, and corresponden 
parcheee and issue of ee and general oversight of the attendants 

he United States marine hospitals are not provided with matrons, nor with 
hospital clerks. When the work is too great for one steward, twoare assigned 
toastation. If these emplo yees of the Treasury Department are by law d 
iene as ‘‘ pharmacists”’ the vaiue of their services in other respects would 

™: 


paired. 
Moreover, if net stewards are appointed by law to be “permanently 
attached to the Marine-Hospital Service,” ‘to continue during good be- 
havior of the appointee,” it will deprive the Department of discontinuing 
their services should necessity require a reduction in the number employed. 
The same section provides that the hospital stewards or pharmacists shall 
be known as “ warrant officers ’’ of the United States Marine-Hospital Service. 
I have to state that no such officers are known in the Treasury Department 


ie not clear exactly what is meant by the term ‘warrant officer’ in this 


Section 2 previies for the pay of said pharmacists. Thissection is objected 
to because it gives a newly — steward the same compensation as one 
who has served any number of years less than five, and does not provide for 

romotion as a result of satisfactory service, as is now provided by the regu- 

ations of the Marine-Hospital Service. The matter of compensation of hos 
pital stewards should be left tothe Department, subject to such modification 
as may be necessary by reason of the condition of the fund from which they 


are 

There is nothing provided in this section which can not be as well provided, 
and more proper ; by regulation. 

Section 3 provides for the examination before a board of officers of tho 
Marine-Hospital Service. This provision is practically in force at present 
under regulations; but as these examinations must be held frequently, at 
remote points, where only one —— officer is stationed, to require 
a board to be summoned as provided by this section for said examination 
would entail additional and unnecessary expense. 

Sections 4 and 5 are simply confirmatory of previous provisions of the bill, 
with the addition of provisions relating to order and precedence in the list 
and to allowances, both of which are now fixed by regulation. 

For the above reasons I am convinced that it would be detrimental to the 
interests of the Marine-Hospital Service for this bill to become a law. 


Respectfully, you 
ee C. 8. HAMLIN, Acting Secretary 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 
United States Senate. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6) constituting Syracuse, N. Y., a port of 
ns, wopee it without amendment. ° 

Mr. EL S. The Calendar shows that February 6 the bill 
(S. 1102) for the relief of Lorenzo Thomas, jr., was reported by 
by me from the Committee on Military Affairs without amend- 
ment, when in fact the report was adverse and for indefinite post- 

mement. I ask that that order be made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be indefinitely post- 


ed. 
ae. ELKINS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 110) for the relief of Lieut. Herbert 
Cushman, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed 
to; and the bill was med indefinitely. 

Mr. BATE, from t mmittee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.762) for the relief of Henry Lane, re 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
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gras referred the bill (S. 1460) for the construction of a steam reve- 
nue cutter for service in the Gulf of Mexico and tributary waters, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S.R.79) directing the Secretary of ee 
War to furnish an estimate for deepening the channel from SPEECH ENVELOPES. — 
Hampton Roads to the navy-yard at Norfolk, Va., and also for Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Printing to 
{mproving the Western Branch of the Elizabeth River, reported it | report a resolution which I ask may be considered at the present 
without amendment. __ | time. 
Mr. WALTHALL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Mili- The resolution was read, as follows: 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 930) to require the Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he hereby is 





the Treasury under date of June 13, 1894, 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate 
and 1,500 copies for the use of the Bureau of Immigration, Treasury Depart- 
ment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to, 








. 





iti yment ¢ yO =) rIdie rho served in the | #uthorized and directed to deliver to the Public Printer nvel- 
auditin 7 hent . oa a l — w d . nts | opes as were in his possession upon the taking effect of the act V ‘ning the 
Semino e Inc 1an wars In OT a, anc or horses and equipmen | pablic printing and binding, etc., approved January 12. 150; + Publio 
lost in the service, to submit an adverse report thereon. -rinter to receipt to the said Sergeant-at-Arms for the said envelopes 
Mr. CALL. Iask that thai; bill be placed on the Calendar. I Mr. COCKRELL. What is the necessity for that? 
wish to say that it is an exceedingly meritorious claim which the Mr. HALE. I do not know that there is any. !t is thought 


people of Florida are greatly interested in. It has been presented | that possibly it might require a resolution. It certainly 
to every Congress for many years past. I hope that it will »e | harm. 
placed upon the Calendar and that the bill may be passed, not- | The resclution was considered by unanimous 
withstanding the adverse report of the committee. agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- Mr. HALE. I ask that the accompanying letter from the Pub- 
dar with the adverse report. a lic Printer be printed. 
Mr. es I hago ply —_ Coen Coamaaice, The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1019) to change the boundaries sieatnidianes nose eee 
of the collection district of Key West, Fla., and make Punta Gorda Sin aimee ew Cam ARBOR won stealcanaeain 
a po t of entry, and create a new collection district, tosubmitan|. + [r. N ELS( IN. Tam directed by the ¢ ——e on Commerce, 
adverse report thereon, and to move its indefinite postponement. | t0 whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res, 12 calling 
Mr. CALL. I ask that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. upon the Secretary of War for certain information in relation to 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- the harbor at Manitowoc, to report it favorably, without amend- 


does no 


consent, and 


endar with the adverse report of the committee. ment, and I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was | Of the joint resolution. _ . 
referred the bill (S. 1796) making an appropriation for a govern- Chere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


mental survey of the mouths of the Yukon River, in Alaska, re- Whole, proceeded to cr msider the joint resolution, 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution was read at 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | length when under consideration yesterday. 
bill (H. R. 4779) relating to the anchorage and movements of ves- Mr. HILL. This resolution presents the same question that was 
sels in St. Marys River, reported it with an amendment, and sub- before the Senate yesterday as to the necessity of a joint resolu- 
mitted a report thereon. tion to procure estimates from the Department. [ understand 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the that that is the object of the joint resolution. Of course, if the 
bill (S. 1920) relating to the anchorage and movements of vessels | Joint resolution passes it must necessarily go to the President. 
in St. Marys River, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was | The Senate —_ be of opinion, and conclusive opinion, that we 
stponed indefinitely. are required to have a joint resolution. Ought not the question 
Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was re- | t© be passed upon by some committee? Ought not the Committee 
ferred the bill (8S. 1897) to establish a classification division in the | 01 the Judiciary, or some other c mmiuttee make a report upon 
United States Patent Office, reparted it without amendment. that question, that we may know precisely where we stand and 
Mr. WOLCOTT, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- | Whether we have not the power under the existing status of affairs 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3886) to reimburse | t0 ask substantially for information (for that is about what it 
W. W. Rockhill for moneys erroneously paid United States, re- | amounts to) without the consent of the President of the United 
ported it without amendment. states? if Senators prefer to introduce joint resolutions from 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | time to time and have the action of the President upon them, that, 
bill (H. R. 578) for the relief of Frances R. Jack, Elizabeth J. | Of course, is their privilege. It strikes e, however, that it is an 
Jack, and Matilda W. Jack, reported it without amendment, and | Unnecessary burden cast upon the Senate. 
submitted a report thereon. _ Yesterday the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, who now 
Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 18 present, expressed his view, hastily, it is true, that a joint resofn- 
referred the bill (S. 187) to amend the laws relating to navigation, tion is necessary, and hence the President must approve of this 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. resolution. I now call the attenth m of the distinguished Senator 
r. GORMAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was | from Massachusetts, the chairman of the Judiciary ‘ ommittee, to 
referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 98) directing the Secretary the subject, and ask whether he is inclined still to adhere to that 
of War to cause Lieut. Col. Jared A. Smith, Corps of Engineers, | Opinion. The point I make is, that it seems to me, before we go 
to submit a plan and estimate for the further improvement of much further with this class of resolutions, we ought to have some 
Conneaut Harbor, in the State of Ohio, reported it with an amend- | OP!10n from some committee that has given the inatter attention, 
ment. in order that we may know how to proceed in the future, or else 
Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom | !! We pass a mere concurrent resolution objection may be raised 
was referred the bill (S. 425) to provide for the register of copy- pa Aamotshen sete er _ ase = = S —— bytes =n 
rights, reported it with amendments. merely Make this suggestion, no } 108 ity tot 11s pat ticular 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | Te lution, but out of regard to the w hole subject. Has it come to 
joint resolution (S. R.27) granting permission for the erection of this, that we are obliged to have a joint resolution of Congress 
a monument in Washington, D.C., for the ornamentation of the | approved by the President for the purpose of eliciting this class 


; : : : +. | of information when the act of Congress simply provides that 
emann, reported it | Of 2 : g y pl é 
national capitai and in honor of Samuel Hahnemann, reported it the information may be procured by resolution of Congress? It 


without amendment. strikes me that > is an important matter, that in some way ought 
SSION. to be determined. 
ee Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, in reply to the Senator from 
Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to | New York, I beg leave to state that by the last section of the river 
whom was referred a resolution providing for printing the report | and harbor act of 1894, the following provision was made and 
of the Immigration Investigating Commission appointed by the | enacted into a law by Congress, and it is the provision under 
Secretary of the Treasury, to report it with an amendment, and | which this resolution has been introduced: 





Lask for its present consideration. ’ Provided further, That after the regular or formal report on any examina- 
The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the | tion, survey, project, or work under way or proposed is submitted, no sup- 
resolution plemental or additional report or estimate, for the same fiscal year, shall be 


P 2 ae r . made unless ordered by a resolution of Congress. 
The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in line 2, 


; 7 rly implies both Houses of Congress. ° ast claus 
before the word “copies,” to strike out “bound,” and after the | 7 soc eee et rs nr ee as clase 
— “copies” to insert ‘‘in paper cover”; so as to make the res- provision: 

' Every order, resolution, or vote to which the concurrence of the Senate 
Resolved, That there be printed 3,500 copies in paper cover of the report of | and House of Representatives may be necessary (except on a question uf ad- 
the Immigration Investigrting Cosamisston, appointed by the Secretary of | journment) shail be presented to the President of the United States, and 
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before the same shall take effect shall be approved by him, or being disap- 
— by him, shall be repassed by two-thirds of the Senate and House of 
» Prgenatves, sasceeans to the rules and limitations prescribed in the case 

The last Congress ore enacted a law prescribing that such 
reports can only be called for by a resolution of Congress, which 
means both Houses, I think it is perfectly clear that under this 

rovision of the Constitution, in view of the law of 1894, such reso- 
utions have to be approved by the President. 

Mr. HOAR. I made a statement yesterday in substance the 
same as that just made by the Senator from Minnesota, but I am 
bound to say that on reflecting on the matter more carefully I 
have come to the opinion that 1 was mistaken and that the clause 
in the Constitution which provides that where the assent of both 
Houses of Congress is necessary to a measure it must be laid be- 
fore the President means constitutionally necessary, and that it 
would not prevent making an arrangement that anything which 
without a law could be done by one House or perhaps even by one 
Senator, as a direction for information, might be done by both 
Houses. The ana in regard to printing—if I am mistaken the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae], who is chairman of that com- 
mittee, will correct me—has been in that way for a great many 
years, that where a matter of oe is to cost less than $500 either 

ouse may order it of itself, but where it is to cost more than 
$500 it requires a concurrent resolution. I understand that those 
resolutions are never sent to the President, and the Senator from 
Maine affirms this statement, although under the law the assent 
of both Houses is necessary. So I am satisfied that I was incorrect 
in what I said yesterday in regard to the matter. 

Mr. HILL. Permit me to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Minnesota. Is there any special hurry about this resolu- 
tion? If there is not, I was going to suggest a reference to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to say to the Senator from New York 
that there is a necessity for prompt action. Parties have been 
here from Sa edieareh, he. and they are very anxious to have 
the harbor deepened there by reason of the fact that two lines of 
railroads have been built into that place within recent years, 
and during the winter those roads have to ship their freight on 
large boats across the river to Michigan, as the outlet by the upper 
lakes is frozen. In view of these facts it is important to get this 
report and estimate so that it may be acted upon by the River and 
Harber Committee of the House. 

I trust the Senator from New York will let this resolution go 
through this morning. There are a number of other resolutions 
pending before the committee, where the Senator can have this 
question investigated further if he desires. 

Mr. VILAS. r. President, I hope the Senator from New York 
will accede to the request of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. HILL. Under the circumstances I shall not ask that the 
resolution go to the Judiciary Committee, although I shall take an 
opportunity in the near future, either when some such resolution 
is presented again or in some other shape, to get some authorita- 
tive decision on this subject by the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. Why does not the Senator introduce an order ask- 
ing the opinion of the Judiciary Committee on this subject? 
There are three or four more of these resolutions, and they are all 
of them joint, and the reason they are joint is because the War 
Pageruees has construed the law as requiring that they shall 


80. 
Mr. HILL. I think I will accept the suggestion of the Senator 
from Maine and do so. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Vixas] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. VILAS. I will take no further time now, the objection hav- 
| been withdrawn. 
he joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SACRAMENTO RIVER IMPROVEMENT, 


Mr. WHITE. From the Committee on Commerce I report a 
substitute for Senate resolution No. 134, and I ask its immediate 
consideration. It has a favorable report from the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 82) directing the Coasters oe War to 
inquire as to the present condition of the Sacramento River, Cali- 
fornia, and to estimate the cost of such improvements as may be 
necessary, was read the first time by its title and the second time 
at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of R tatives of the United States of 


America in Congress assembled, That the tary of War be, and is h 


ereby, 
directed to inquire as to the present condition of the Sacramento River in 
California and the effect upon navigation of the recent floods therein; and to 
estimate the cost of such improvements as may be necessary to restore said 
river to its natural channel; and to report generally as to the nature and 


extent of such work as in his opinion the circumstances of the case require. 

Mr. WHITE. 1 will state that by reason of recent floods, occur- 
ring last month, the Sacramento River has — left its 
channel, to the destruction of navigation; and the object of this 
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joint resolution is to relieve the Department from the inhibition 
of section 13 of the last river and harbor act. 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was ae to the Senate without amend. 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, ee 

Mr. WHITE. I also report back from the Committee on Com- 
merce resolution No. 134, with a recommendation of indefinite 
postponement, the matter being covered by the joint resolution 
which has just been passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be indefinitely 
postponed, 


MERCHANT MARINE ENGINEER SERVICE, 


Mr. SQUIRE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1242) to amend section 4131 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, to improve the merchant 
marine engineer service, and thereby also to increase the efficiency 
of the Naval Reserve. to report it favorably with amendments. © 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire] has 
just reported a bill providing that certain engineers, officers on 
steamships, shall be American citizens. He introduced the bill 
some time since, and on its introduction censured very severely 
indeed the American International Navigation Company for its 
attitude toward this question of American citizenship, making 
charges which could not be sustained by facts; not that he him- 
self would deal unjustly with anybody—I know that he would 
not—but he was —— crammed with misinformation. I can not 
allow that to pass without notice, because the International Ling 
is, to a large extent, a child of my own, and I am proud of it. 

In the course of his remarks the Senator from Washington cited 
the fact that the St. Paul, with her foreign engineers, had run 
aground and that several of them had been killed. As a matter 
of fact two of the engineers who were killed were native-born 
American citizens and the other one had filed his intention to be- 
come a naturalized citizen. I assert without fear of contradic- 
tion that there is not a line of steamships in the United States 
which has done so much to promote American citizenship as this 
same International Line. They are educating to-day under the 
law—and no other company is doing it—46 American-born boys 
as cadets, who are to be thoroughly educated to fill the petty oftices 
and up to that of commander of the ship, taking, I think, from 
four to six years’ time. 

Furthermore, it was stated by the Senator that the engine rooms 
were officered almost entirely by foreigners. The St. Lowis has 
24 men in the engine room, 21 of whom are citizens, 13 of them 
native born, and 3 have declared their intention to become citi- 
zens. The St. Paul has 27 men in the engine room, 22 of them 
citizens, 9 of them native born, and 5 have declared their inten- 
tion to become citizens. The Paris has 24 men in the engine 
room; 18 are citizens, 3 native born, and 4 have declared their in- 
tentions to become citizens. The New York has 25 men in the 
engine room, 14 of whom are citizens, and 11 have declared their 
intention to become citizens. In other words, out of a total of 
100 men engaged in the engine rooms of these four ships 75 are 
citizens, 27 native born, 23 have declared their intention and will 
in due course of time become citizens, and only 2 of the entire 
force are aliens who have not declared their intention. 

The act of March 3, 1891, provided that vessels employed in the 
mail service should be officered by American citizens in conform- 
ity with existing law. Under the advice of the Attorney-General 
it was held that engineers were not officers. Complaint was made 
by the American engineers that this was a wrong construction of 
the law, and the bill reported to-day is intended to correct the law 
and require American citizenship, and it is reported unanimously 
from the committee. 

I am in favor of American citizenship for the officers of our 
ships just as earnestly as the Senator from Washington, but when 
the New York and Paris came under the American flag they had 
in their engine rooms men who had been brought up with that 
machinery, who understood it thoroughly and completely; and 
with the number of lives that might be put in peril on board those 
great ships, and with the enormous amount of property, they could 
not at once change every one of those officers, and they ought not 
ts have done it, but so fast as they could they have saade the 
changes. 

- Now, consider another thing. The law required that within a 
certain time 25 per cent of the crew of these vessels should be 
American citizens. They have gone away beyond that require- 
ment of the law. The St. Louis, with an average crew of 382, has 
164 of them American citizens. You can not find the same pro- 
portion on another vessel in the United States, in my judgment— 
sailing ship or steamship. The St. Paul, with an average crew 
of 309, has 162 citizens, The New York, with an average of 413, 
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has 156 citizens. The Paris, with an average crew of 382, has 159 
citizens. Many of the aliens in all the departments of the steam- 
ers have deciared their intention, taken out their first papers, and 
are only awaiting the time required by the law before taking final 
papers and becoming citizens. 

Under the law and regulations the deck officers below the grade 
of second mate arenot required to be citizens, but on this Ameri- 
can line, which has been so seriously criticised as employing for- 
eigners, every officer in each ship is a citizen of the United States, 
and theforeign element is made up largely of waiters and stewards, 
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| 


| the agitation created by the discussion upon this subject. 


1961 


familiar with the facts in the case, as was represented to me, and 
I still have a right to believe they were correct in the main points 
originally at issue; although it is doubtless true that the condi- 
tions have since partly changed, probably in large measure due to 
I give 
the honorable Senator from Maine credit for his loyalty to the 





| great line whose American registry for two ships was secured 


through his efficient cooperation. At present Iam unable to criti- 


| cise the figures which he submits, as it will take days to verify the 


| records and even their authenticity. 


and youcan not always get Americans to actin those places. That | 


is the reason they are foreigners. 

Nor is this disposition to favor and promote citizenship con- 
fined to the four ships which have been Americanized or which 
are floating the American fla. The International Navigation 
Company has 22 steamshi »s. Of those, 9 sail under the American 
flag, 4 under the British flag, and 9 under the Belgian flag. One 
of the British ships is a spare, not now in commission. Of the 21 
ships in commission, 19 are commanded by American citizens and 
only 2 by aliens, notwithstanding the ships themselves are alien 
and under foreign flags. There are employed upon those 21 
steamers 85 officers, 65 of whom are citizens and only 20 aliens. 
Out of a total of 106 commanders and officers, 84, or 79} per cent, 
are citizens of the United States, and those, remember, are en- 
gaged on Belgian and British ships as well as on American 
steamers. 

Mr. President, I believed it to be my duty, in justice to this 
line, to say what I have and to indicate to the Senate how mar- 
velously well this line, which has been so seriously attacked, is 
performing its duty touching American citizenship, and is more 
than meeting all the requirements of law. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I think it is perhaps due to this | 


question and to myself that I make afew remarks, although I may 





say that this subject has been unexpectedly sprung upon me this | 
morning. I had no supposition that the honorable Senator from | 


Maine was about to bring up the question or to refer to what I 
said when I introduced Senate bill No. 1172, which was afterwards 
superseded by the introduction of the bill which was reported 
favorably this morning and which I also introduced. 

In order that there may be no misunderstanding, I ask that I 
may be allowed to read from the REcorD a few sentences, quot- 
ing the remarks which [ made on the occasion of the introduction 
of the bill. I then said: 


Mr. President, still another most angertent feature of the bill is to increase 
the efficiency of our Naval Reserve. yhen,a few years ago, a bill was passed 
granting, under certain conditions, a subsidy to American steamers for car- 
rying the mails to foreign countriee, there was a stipulation in that bill that 
these ships should be “ officered by American citizens.”’ When this bill was 

ssed Iam sure that it was the belief of every Senator that this meant that, 
in all parts of the ship upon which her movements and her navigation Ce- 
pended, the responsible men in charge—call them what you will—should be 
American citizens. 

When the steamers of the American Line were accorded the privilege of 
carrying the American flag, and thus taking advantage of the provisions of 
the postal subsidy act, the managers of this great line of steamers openly 


} 


lam infcrmed there are men 
serving on these ships who claim to be Americans who will be 
unable to prove their citizenship. 

Now, let me say in regard to this matter that, as 1] understand, 
when these steamships of this great company called the Ameri- 
can liners were built there were employed at the time of their 
construction in England engineers not belonging to this country, 
who were present from the laying of the keel to the putting in of 
every element affecting the mechanical construction, and that 
those engineers were, perhaps, mainly of Scottish nationality. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Washington permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Yes, sir. 

Mr.WHITE. DolI understand the Senator from Washington 
to state that officers of the Navy of the United States had given 
him information in conflict with the statement of the Senator from 
Maine in reference to the matter? 

Mr. SQUIRE. That is what I stated. 

Mr. FRYE. That officers of the Navy had given the Senator in- 
formation? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. Of course no information can be given which con- 
troverts the statement I have made, because it is taken from the 


| records and can be confirmed in the Treasury Department here at 


Washington. 

Mr. SQUIRE. If the Senator will allow me, I do not think we 
differ so greatly about this matter. As a member of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, I have concurred in the -_aendments to the bill, 
which was carefully studied and prepared by the chairman of the 
committee and the other members. I am well aware of the fact 
that there was some feeling originally generated on both sides; 
first, among the American engineers from their sense of the in- 
justice perpetrated; and, second, among those who were criti- 
cised for what was thought to be an evasion of the law: but it 


| has all been allayed and placated, and it does not seem to me that 


and successfully contended that the provisions regarding citizenship did not | 


apply to the engineers, because, forsooth, inthe eyes of the people who con- 
trol this great line, an engineer was not an “‘ Officer”’; and so it goes to-day. 
The ships which we are annually paying a large subsidy for carrying the 
mails, under the supposition that they are officered by American citizens, 
actually have only a few real American citizens on board (of course in the 
engine room to which this bill refers). The rest are foreigners upon whom 
we could not count in an emergency; men who have no interest in the ships 
save that which comes from their employment in time of peace. And thus 
islost to us the very thing for which we are paying a subsidy—the building 
uP of an American merchant marine and the officering and manning of the 
ships by truly American citizens—— 
Mr. FRYE. Now the Senator sees how dreadfully mistaken he 
was in that statement. ; ’ : 
Mr. SQUIRE. If the Senator will pardon me, I will finish the 
sentence— 
so that in the event of the services of these steamers being required by the 
Government in case of war with a foreign Government, they would be in a 
condition to at once be pressed into service.. As it is now— 
This is the language which I understand the Senator from Maine 
to criticise: 
_The ships of the American Line are officered in their engine rooms almost en- 

tirely by foreigners, and this fact was apparent a few days ago, when the 
apers gave an account of a sad catastrophe on board the American liner St. 
aul, where most of the engineers are not citizens of this country. 

This is every word I said about the St. Paul; referring, of 
course, to the published list of names and residences as I thought 
I had a right to do. 

The Senator says that he acquits me of any intention to misrep- 
resent in this matter. I thank him for his courtesy in that regard; 
but he also states that he thinks that I have been misinformed, 
and that certain pretended facts had been presented to me which 
were in reality not at ail in accordance with the truth. I was 
governed in making that statement by the reports in the public 
prints that these engineers were not citizens of the United States, 
and by statements of men in whom I had a right to place confi- 
dence—officers of the American merchant-marine service—highly 
respectable and responsible men, and in their statements they 
weve backed up by officers of the United States Navy who were 


| employed upon this line were of foreign nationality. 


it was best at this stage of the matter to bring up anything that 
might seem acrimonious, and therefore— 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will permit me, I wish to inquire 
what is the matter before the Senate? 

Mr.SQUIRE. IftheSenator from Connecticut will permit me, 
I will say I reported a bill from the Committee on Commerce 

Mr. PLATT. In there any question before the Senate? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I reported from the Committee on Commerce 
a bill, with amendments, as authorized by the committee, and 
the chairman of the committee saw fit to make some statements, 
in which he called in question statements that I had previously 
made on the floor of the Senate, and I was endeavoring to briefly 
explain the situation as I understand it. I shall not occupy the 
Senate for five minutes. 

Mr. PLATT. Suppose that we have unanimous consent that 
the Senator from Washington is exonerated from any blame or 
criticism. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I prefer, if the Senator will permit me, to com- 
plete the explanation. 

I wish to state, following up what I remarked at the beginning, 
that there is no doubt of the fact that the engineers originally 
I do not 
think that is disputed. The statement has been made that it was 
needful that men of such nationality should be employed, that it 
was impossible to secure the requisite number of competent en- 
gineers for those vessels from American sources, of American na- 
tionality, and that therefore this company did employ engineers 
of foreign nationality. There has been no dispute about that; 
but the provisions of the law were very plain that the otficers 
shall be Americans. To get around that law, a construction of it 
was obtained, as I understand, from one of the branch: the 
then existing Administration, namely, the Department of Justice, 
that the engineers, forsooth, were not officers. 

That seems to me to have been a very remarkable and strained 
construction of the law. In view of the fact that this great com- 
pany is receiving a large subsidy—I voted for it, and am very 
glad it is receiving the subsidy, and I do not now object to it—I 
maintain that it should conform to the spirit of the law as was 
intended, and that if there is any doubt of the letter of the law 
that should be corrected as proposed in the bill as reported. I 
also say that it is right and proper that these engineers of the 
United States commercial marine should be recognized, and that 
their rights should be respected as well as the rights and interests 
of this great corporation. I believe that American engineers are 
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fully competent for the duties to be performed and that some are 
showing their competence on this very line. 

Furthermore, I wish to explain that, while it is probably true 
that most, if not all, of these engineers were originally of foreign 
nationality, many of them did declare their intention to become 
citizens, and I do not doubt some of them did so in sincerity and 
with the fullest intention to become citizens of the United States; 

et it is not yet proved that they have all become citizens of the 

nited States by any means. There are some of them who have 
declared their intentions; probably some of them have become 
citizens; I do not doubt that the number is increasing from day to 
day and from month to month of those who become citizens; but 
what the representatives of the engineers of the United States 
desire, what their friends desire, is that all these me’ shall in good 
faith become American citizens if they are to pursue their voca- 
tion as engineers of this line of steamships, which is supported by 
subsidy of the United States Government on the distinct condi- 
tion that those engineers shall be Americans, that is, that the 
officers shall be Americans, and we believe that according to any 
sensible construction engineers are officers, and they are entitled 
to the rank and the consideration which officers receive, because 
they have so much to do with the management and the running of 
these great craft, with their vast and complicated machinery, 
holding the interests of life and p rty in their charge. 

Again, I may add that I do not wish to assail the patriotism of 
the officials of the American Line. I rejoice with other Amer- 
icans that these great ships carry the American flag. If uone but 
Americans are on ory in the engine rooms of these vessels then 
no injury can befall the company by are of this act. 

= VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 

Mr. SQUIRE. I am also directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (8.1172) to amend section 
4131 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to improve the 
merchant-marine engineer service, and thereby also to increase 
the efficiency of the Naval Reserve, to report it adversely, and to 
ask that the bill be postponed indefinitely, for the reason that the 
bill just reported by me covers the same subject-matter and is sub- 
stantially the same with a few important additions. 

—* ICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
pon 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from tha House of Se by Mr. W. J. 


BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 4321) making appropriations to supply urgent deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, 
and for prior years, and for other pu 


rposes, 4 
The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 


lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
_ bill (H. R. 1601) to amend the military record of John 8. 
vans; 
A bill (H. R. 5083) granting an increase of pension to A. H. 


cLaws; 
A bill (H. R. 5161) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897; and 
A bill (A. R. 5474) to provide for the extension of the time within 
which suits may be brought to vacate and annul land patents, and 
for other purposes. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2190) for the relief of the heirs 
of G. W. Ebert, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2191) for the relief of Anthony Mal- 
vin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing pape , referred to the Committee on Military A:Tairs. 

. Mr. PASCO (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2192) to confirm 
es fae ae —_ - —o of Florida; which was 

twice its title, and, © accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the ittee on Private Land Clade. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2198) granting an increase of 
pension to Harrison Mitchell; which was read twice by its title, 
— with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2194) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Weltha Post tt; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Commi on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2195) te remove the charge of 
desertion Edwin Higgins; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. os 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2196) granting a pension to William 
Browa; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
eins paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He introduced a bill (S. 2197) granting a pension to Wilhel- 
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mina Hippler; which was read twice by its title, and, with ihe 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CA ERON i troduced a bill (S. 2198) to increase the pen. 
sion of James M. Derby, of Latrobe, Pa.; which was read t\ 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (8S. 2199) to regulate the del 
of short-paid mail matter; which was read twice by its title, . 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (8. 2200) granting a pension | 
William H. Morgan; which was read twice by its title, and ro. 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2201) for +}, 
relief of the acting (volunteer) officers of the United States N 
in the war of the rebellion; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8.2202) to reorganize the line o{ 
Army, etc.; which was read twice by its title, and referred ; 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 2203) for the relief of 
Charles H. Peirce; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2204) for the relief of Henry Jud; 
of Ashland, Oreg.; which was read twice by its title, and refer: 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the followiny bills; which were severally real 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (S. 2205) to pension J. E. Allen, of Company D, Secon 

Regiment California Infantry Volunteers; 
4. bill (S. 2206) to pension Josiah Biggs; 
A bill (58. 2207) to pension John Hoffman for services in the Mexi- 


can war; 

A bill (S. 2208) to pension Daniel Giles for services in Oregon 
Indian wars; 

A bill (8. 2209) to pension James L. McKinney for services in 
Oregon Indian wars; 

A bill (S. 2210) to pension Ezilda A. Magors, widow of JohnP. 
Magors, of Company D, Second Kansas State Militia; 

A bill (S. 2211) increasing the pension of Jefferson Fueston, of 
ae M, Tenth Ohio Volynteer sen 

A bill (S. 2212) increasing the pension of Melancthon McCoy, 
of ey K, One hundred and forty-eighth Illinois Infantry; 


an 

A bill (S. 2218) to pension William Russell for services in Ore- 
gon Indian wars. 

Mr. McBRIDE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2214) for the 

urchase of letters patent of the Dickenson self-righting and se!!- 
Dail ing lifeboat; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2215) to amend ‘‘An act to provide 
for the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on the various 
reservations, and to extend the protectionof the laws of the United 
States and the Territories over the Indians, and for other pu- 
poses,” approved February 8, 1887; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2216) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth M. Stevenson, of San Francisco, Cal.; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2217) granting an honoriai)le 
discharge to George S. Raymond; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Coi- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2218) increasing the pension of 
Jackson J. Lane; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
aceneares apers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHAN R introduced a bill (S. 2219) to increase the pen- 
sion of Henrietta A. Lewis, widow of Capt. R. F. Lewis, United 
States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.2220) to pension Ellen C. Abbott, 
widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Joseph C. Abbott; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2221) for the relief of s0t- 
tlers on the Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pu)- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 2222) for the 
relief of William Burden, of Helix, Oreg.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ChiLTON introduced a bill (S, 2223) granting a pension to 
Riley W. Pierce; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2224) to extend De Salis 
street, in the city of Washi m, and for other purposes; wiiv! 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper ,t° 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2225) for the relief of Col. and Bvt. 
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Brig. Gen. Henry L. Abbot, United States Army, and brevet 
major-general United States Volunteers; which was read twice 
py its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

“Mr. CAFFERY intrcduced a joint resolution (S. R. 83) direct- 


ing and authorizing the Secretary of War to appoint acommission | 


to determine the cost of securing for the United States the chan- 

nel in the Atchafalaya Bay, Louisiana; which was read twice by 

its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. CANNON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

osed by him to the bill (H. R. 4785) to incorporate the National 
Pniversity; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LAWS RELATING TO NAVY, MARINE CORPS, ETC. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That under the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing the 
Compilation of Laws Relating to the Navy, Marine Corps, etc., be brought 
up from March 3, 1883, to March 3, 1896, and indexed; and when completed the 
Joint Committee on Printing shall report what number of copies of the same 
shall be printed and bound, the form of the same, and the proper distribu 


tion thereof; the cost of said compilation to be covered by appropriations to 
be reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 


FUR SEALS IN BERING SEA, ETC. 


On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers called for in the resolution of the Senate adopted 
February 17, 1896, relating to the condition of the fur seals in Bering Sea and 


the North Pacific Ocean, and other matters relating thereto, be printed for the | 


use of the Senate. 
LEGAL EFFECT OF CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS, 


Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 


sidered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and is hereby, directed 
to inquire and report to the Senate whether under the provisions of the river 
and harbor act. ap roved July 13, 1892, the resolution mentioned in the last 
paragraph of that law is required to be a joint resolution; and whether con- 
current resolutions generally are required to be submitted to the President 
of the United States. 


ESTATE OF JOSEPH J. TODD. 


Mr. QUAY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 


Resolved the Senate of the United States, That the bill (S. 24) for the re 
lief of N. C. Perkins, administrator of the estate of Joseph J. Todd, deceased, 
and the papers, vouchers, proofs, and documents pertaining to the claim of 
said Perkins, referred to in said bill, be transmitted to the Court of Claims 
of the United States for the findings of facts therein upon the following 

ints: 

First. Whether the estate of Joseph J. Todd has been settled, excepting the 
claim included in said bill, so that any amount that may be recovered there- 


from will inure to the benefit of the heirs of such intestate, and if so, who | 


are his heirs and what was the age of each at the commencement of the late 
war, A. D. 1861. 

Second. What property, if any, was taken from the said N. C. Perkins, ad- 
ministrator, belonging to the estate of the said Joseph J. Todd, and used by 
the United States uring the late war,and what was the value of such prop- 
erty in lawful money at the time it was taken. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The bill (H.R.1601) to amend the military record of John S. 
Evans was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H.R. 5083) granting an increase of pension to A. H. 
McLaws was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 5161) making appropfiations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, was read 
roe by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 

The bill (H. R. 5474) to provide for the extension of the time within 
which suits may be brought to vacate and annul land patents, and 
for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


JOSSPHINE FOOTE FAIRFAX, 


Mr.FAULKNER. Mr. President, in accordance with the unani- 
mous consent yesterday, i ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the bill, which was then under consideration in the morning hour, 
regulating marriages in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator permit me to bring up a 
small matter pertaining to morning business? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [I call attention to the bill (S.1784) granting 
an increase of pension to Josephine Foote Fairfax, which was 
passed yesterday. Ido it for the purpose of asking unanimous 
consent for a reconsideration, in order that an annoying verbal 
error may be corrected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Connecticut? The Chair hears none; and the 
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votes by which the bill was ordered to a third reading and passed 
will be reconsidered, in the absence of objection. The Chair hears 
none, and the bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In line 7, after the words ‘‘ United States,” I 
move to strike out the word ‘‘Army” and to insert in lieu thereof 
the word ‘‘ Navy.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DONATION OF 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent to take up House 
bill 1785. I will state to the Senate that it will require »bably 
not more than half a minute to dispose of it. It simply asks for 
| a donation of a little condemned cannon and some cannon balls at 
St. Paul to a Grand Army post in Kansas, and they are anxious, 
if they can secure them, to have them before Memorial Day. The 


CONDEMNED CANNON, 


nr 
) 
ai 





bill is reported favorably, and Lam sure there will be no objection 
to it. ” 


Mr. FAULKNER. Ishall not object to the bill if there is no 
discussion upon it. 
Mr. PEFFER. Iam sure there will not be. If there is, I will 
| withdraw it. 
Mr. CULLOM. There is a bill, and this may be the one possi- 
bly, where two or three different localities have united in asking 
| for the same thing. 
Mr. PEFFER. No; thisisa separate bill reported by the chair- 


man of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be stated by title. 
The SEcRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1785) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and 
four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to W. H. Wallace Post, 
| No. 66, Grand Army of the Republic, of Eldorado, Kans., and 
| for other purposes. 
3y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
| proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4960) making 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 5359) making appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

REGULATION OF MARRIAGES IN THE DISTRICT COLUMBIA, 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
bill relating to the regulation of marriages in the District of Co- 
| lumbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
bill indicated by the Senator from West Virginia, which will be 
stated by title. 

The Secretary. A bill (S.1904) to regulate marriages in the 
District of Columbia. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate. as in Committe: 
resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest}. 

Mr. HILL. Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. In section 1, line 3, before the word ‘‘ person,” 
it is proposed to insert the word ‘‘ male”; and after the word ** age,” 
in line 4, to insert the words ‘‘and, if a female, under 18 years of 
age”; so as to read: 

That if any male person intending to marry in the District 
| under 21 years of age, and, if a female, under 18 years of age, « 


OF 


f the Whole, 


if Columbia be 
tc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. TheSenator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoa e| 
has some amendments which he desires to offer to the bill. I shoul 
like’to have them acted upon now, because, if they are adopted, it 
will necessitate some changes in the bill which I have prepared. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend section 2 by striking out the 
word ‘‘ That,” at the beginning thereof, and inserting: 

That marriages in the District of Columbia may be celebrated by the judge 
of any court of record or any justice of the peace. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest that the Senator use the word 
**solemnized.” 

Mr. HOAR. [I use the word “ celebrated” and not ‘* solem- 
nized” because it is a civil and not an ecclesiastical or religious 
ceremony. 

‘That marriages in the District of Columbia may be celebrated 
before the judge of any court of record or any justice of the peace.” 
Then capitalize the ‘‘ w” in the word ‘‘ when,” inline 2. After the 
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word ‘‘ dollars,” in line 7, I move to insert ‘‘ to comply with the 
conditions of this act”; and after the words “ District of Colum- 
bia,” in line 9, I move to insert as a part of the second section what 
is now the third section, merely striking out the word ‘‘ That” at 
the beginning thereof. I move to strike out the remainder of sec- 
tion 2, and with respect to that I shall make a motion as soon as 
this amendment is disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. In section 2 strike out the first word ‘‘ That” 
and insert: 

That marriages in the District of Columbia may be celebrated by the judge 
of any court of record or any justice of the peace. 

After the word “dollars,” in line 7, insert ‘‘to comply with the 
conditions of this act,” and after the word ‘‘ Columbia,” in line 9, 
strike out the remainder of the section and insert: 

Marriages between persons belonging to any religious society which has no 
ordained minister may be sclemnized by the rs appointed and in the 
manner prescribed by and practiced in any such society. 

So as to make the section read: 

Seo. 2. That marriages in the District of Columbia may be celebrated by 
the judge of any court of record or omy justice of the peace. hen any min- 
ister or other person, appointed or ordained according to the rites and cere- 
monies of his church, shall, before the supreme court of the District of Colum- 
bia, produce proof that he is duly appointed or ordained as such, and that he 
isin regular communion with the religious society of which he is a member, 
and give bond in the penalty of $500 to comply with the provisions of this act, 
such court may make an order authorizing him to celebrate the rites of mar- 
riage in the District of Columbia. Marriages between persons belonging to 
any religious society which has no ordained minister may be solemnized by 
the person appointed and in the manner prescribed by and practiced in any 
such society. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I move to insert what I send to the desk as 
section 8, which, with a few changes, is the language of the rest 
of the second section, just stricken out. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as section 3: 

Sec. 3. That no one but a minister or other person authorized by this act 
shall hereafter celebrate the rites of marriage in this District, anything in 
any law now in force in said District to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator trom Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Inline 1 of section 6 it is necessary to make 
an amendment because of theone just adopted. Isend the amend- 
ment to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrRETARY. It is proposed to amend section 6 by insert- 
ing, after the word “person,” in line 1, the words ‘who has ex- 
ecuted bond under section 2 of this act, and is”; so as to make 
the section read: 

That if any minister or other person who has executed bond under section 
2 of this act and is authorized celebrate marriages in this District shall 
fail to comply with the provisions of section 8 of this act, the condition of such 
bond shall be deemed to be thereby broken. 

Mr. HOAR. Isthat amendment necessary after the amendment 
just adopted, which provides that the bond shall be to comply 
with the provisions of the proposed act? 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will read that section he will 
find that it provides when the condition of the bond shall be 
deemed to have been broken. I intend to follow that with an ad- 
ditional clause to be attached to that section. I will suggest the 
amendment to the Senator, and I shall offer it immediately after 
the adoption of the pending amendment. It is to this effect, that 
if a judge of a court of record or a justice of the peace shall fail 
to comply with the provisions of section 8 of the proposed act, he 
shall upon conviction be fined, in the discretion of the court, not 
exceeding $500, 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from West Virginia will not 
press the amendment. I think putting a penalty on a judge of a 
court of record if he does not do according to the law is a novel 
proceeding. It is not quite consistent with the dignity of a judge 
of the supreme court of the District of Columbia. If he does not 
comply with every condition in marriage, the penalty is impeach- 
ment, disgrace. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No. The penalty would apply to his fail- 
ure to comply with that provision of the eighth section which 
forbids him from marryin, —— unless under a license. If 
any officer authorized to celebrate the rites of matrimony in this 
District feels disposed to run the risk of marrying parties without 
a license, when the whole of the proposed statute contemplates 
devolving upon the clerk of the court the entire inquiry as to the 
propriety and legality of a marriage before issuing the license, I 
think he ought to be subject to a fine. Certainly we could not 
allow magistrates in the District, justices of the , to have 
this power without imposing a penalty when we impose such a 
penalty on ministers and on all others who are invested and clothed 
with this ee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on a ng to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER]. 

The amendment was agreed to, 
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Mr. FAULKNER. I offer an amendment to come in afi: the 
word ‘‘broken,” in line 4 of section 6. 

The SecrETaRY. Atthe end of section 6 it is proposed to ing, rte 

And if a justice of the peace shall fail to comply with the provision ; 
tion 8 of this act, he shall, upon conviction, be fined, in the discreti., 
court, not exceeding $500. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there a penal clause with reference +, 
other person—clergymen, for instance? As I understand the })j] 
clergymen are to give a bond and are liable upon their bond, jut 
there is no penalty attached; they are not to be prosecuted in tho 
courts. This seems to make a difference in that respect. 
haps I have not under:\tood the bill correctly. 

r. FAULKNER. It does make a difference, because tho 
clergymen are required to give a bond of $500, and the breaking 
of the condition of the bond is marrying persons without a license, 
The penalty is exactly the same as that imposed upon a magistrate 
if he violates the same provision. 

Mr. PLATT. The magistrate does not have to give a bond, 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, he does not have to give a bond. He 
is simply clothed with this power, but the penalty is fixed at the 
same amount if either one of them shall marry persons without 
license. 

Mr. PLATT. To whom does the clergyman give bond? 

Mr. FAULKNER. To the United States; and the condition of 
the bond is that he will not marry persons without a license. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator suppose that if a clergyman 
should marry persons contrary to the provisions of section 8 and 
suit were brought against him upon his bond, there would neces. 
sarily be recovered the whole amount of the bond? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think so, under the sixth section. 

Mr. PLATT. I have always understood that in cases of suit on 
penal bonds given to the Government judgment against the person 
whose bond is defaulted is not necessarily rendered for the full 
amount of the bond. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The authorities could not ascertain the 
amount in any other way than that fixed in the bond, which is the 
penalty for a breach thereof. 

Mr. PLATT. I venture to suggest that if there is a violation of 
the bond there never will be a judgment obtained against the per- 
son who violates the condition of the bond. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Lhope not. I hope there will be no occa- 
sion for it. I do not believe there will ever be occasion fi 
even in the case of a magistrate. I do not believe that any mag- 
istrate will marry persons without the authority of a licens», and 
if he has the license he has no other responsibility under the pro- 
posed law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from West Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In section 8, line 6, after the word ‘ min- 
ister,” I move to insert ‘‘or other person authorized to celebrate 
the rites of marriage.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from West Virginia will be stated. 

The SkcrETARY. After the word ‘‘minister,” in section &, line 
6, it is proposed to insert: 

Or other person authorized to celebrate the rites of marriage. 

So as to read: 

And certificates of the officiating minister or other person authorized to 
celebrate the rites of marriage shall be numbered correspondingly and con- 
secutively from 1 upward. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In section 9, line 3, I move to strike out 
the word *‘ministers’.” : 

The SECRETARY. In section 9, line 3, before the word “ certifi- 
cates,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ministers’”; so as to read: 

That the clerk shall provide a record book of his office, in which shia! be 
—- the order of their number the certificates upon their return to said 
0 le 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In section 7, line 2, I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘ condition”; so as to read: 

That it shall be the duty of the clerk to examine and ascertain the 
eante. yes, color, whether married previously or single, whether relat: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In the same section, line 8, I move to strike 
out the word “ condition.” 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

Mr. FAULKNER. I offer the amendment that I send to the 
desk, to be numbered section 10. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add a new section, to be num- 
bered section 10, as follows: 

Sxc. 10, That if the clerk of the supremecourt of the District of Colum!ia 


shall neglect or refuse to wey md with the provisions of this act, he shall, upoa 
convic on, be fined not less than $25 nor more than $500, in the discretion of 
e court. 


Per. 
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The amendment was agreed to 
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Mr. FA ER. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORG3} 








1896. 





whom I see now in his seat, has some doubt as to the proper con- 
struction of section 4. As the views of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi and those of the committee are in full accord, I send to the 
desk a substitute for section 4. Imove to strike out section 4 and 
insert what I send to the Cesk, It will be satisfactory to the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi. — ; : 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out section 4and insert: 

sro. 4. No marriage heretofore or hereafter solemnized shall be deemed or 
adjudged to be invalid, nor shall the validity thereof be in any way affected, 
on account of any want of authority in any person solemnizing the same if 


consummated with a full belief on the part of the persons so married, or 
either of them, that they were lawfully joined in marriage. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish toinquire of the Senator who has charge 
of the bill whether there is anything in any of the original provi- 
sions of the bill or in the amendments which would make unlaw- 
ful a marriage solemnized in any other way than by the methods 

rovided in the bill? 

Mr. FAULKNER. No; under the decisions of the courts I am 
satistied that although the Diy esp wo of these sections should 
not be complied with it would not invalidate a marriage, because 
there is no provision in the proposed act or any section of it which 
invalidates a marriage by reason of the failure to comply with 
any one of the provisions. The Supreme Court has passed upon 
that question very fully, and has held that if there is no such pro- 
vision in an act, although the requirements of the act are not com- 
plied with, it does not invalidate the marriage. 

Mr. PEFFER. I know that aaa certain classes of our peo- 
ple, especially among the Society of Friends, commonly called 

uakers, they have a method of solemnizing marriages among 
themselves without any special ceremony. I think that is pro- 
vided for by one of the provisions in the bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes; that is fully provided for. 

Mr. PEFFER. It frequently happens that ——_ ignorant of 
the law contract marriages, or at least think they do. Such cases 
are probably covered by the amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr GEorGE]. With the further explanation of 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ops I am satisfied. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to move to amend by proposing « 
section to follow section 4, as follows: 

Sec. —. No marriage shall hereafter be solemnized in this District to which 
any citizen of a foreign country shall be a party until a minister or consul 
representing such foreign country in the United States shall certify that the 


conditions to the validity of the marriage of the laws of such country have 
been complied with. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I will say to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, if he will permit me, that if he will examine the amendment 
submitted by me yesterday he will find that what he proposes is 
not necessary. I have examined into the question to which the 
Senator refers, and—— 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from West Virginia had better hear 
me in favor of the amendment before he objects to it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I did not suppose the Senator had seen the 
amendment already proposed to the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave. I have seen it with special reference to 
this point. That amendment simply adds to section 7 of the bill 
a requirement that the clerk shall ascertain whether all the re- 
quirements of the laws relating to marriage in the country of 
which he or she is a citizen have beencomplied with. But it does 
not provide at all that anything shall happen if the clerk finds the 
fact to be one way or the other which would not happen in the 
reversecase. TheSenator by his amendment merely imposes upon 
the clerk the duty of ascertaining whether the requirements of 
the foreign law have been complied with. 

I propose to go further and to provide, not as affecting the 
validity of the marriage, if it has been actually performed and 
consummated, leaving that to the forepart of the section, that the 
magistrate or minister shall not f° on with the marriage with- 
out the certificate of the consul. I should like to have read, for I 
think the reason may be stated more compactly in that way, a 
communication made to me by Mr. Wilson, formerly consul at 
ren stating some very curious facts that have come to his knowl- 
edge, 

e want to protect American girls who are attractive by reason 
of their beauty or accomplishments or the possession of a fortune 
from the rapacity of adventurers, whether titled or untitled, be- 
longing to foreign countries. As the law exists at present, for 
instance, no person in a foreign army can contract a lawful mar- 
riage with an American girl without the assent of his own goy- 
ernment. In France and in some other countries no person under 
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can be turned out and the marriage is absolutely null and void 
there. It is carried so far that in one case, which is stated in the 
document that I have just sent to the desk, a German lived here 
with a lawful American wife for eight or ten years, had several 
children, then went home and lived with her in Germany as his 
wife for a little while. Then he married another woman, his 
or ae wife being living. The American marriage was held 
void, 

Then he died, and there was a contest between the American wife 
and the German wife in your State, Mr. President, the State of 
Illinois, as to which was entitled to administer upon and succeed 
to the estate as wife. The Dlinois court was compelled to hold 
that the question of the lawfulness of the marriage was settled by 
the law of the place where they had been living together, and in 
Germany the American marriage was held void. So our court, 
though the marriage was perfectly valid according to our law, was 
constrained to follow the decision of the German court. 

I should like to have the statement, which is very brief, read. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Before that is read—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read. I want to have the two things go 
together. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
in the paper. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me have it read,so that the two things will 
get together in the RECORD. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I want to get through with the bill by 2 
o’clock, ? 

Mr. HOAR. I have no doubt; but these foreign adventurers 
will not get through their marriages before 2 o'clock. I want to 
see the matter carefully protected. Let the paper be read. It is 
very short. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the paper. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from West Virginia is anxious to get 
through with the bill before 2 o'clock, and the rest of the paper, 
the substance of which I stated, may be printed in the Recorp 
without reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
dered. 

The paper is as follows: 


Senator HOAR: 

I address myself to that section of the proposed marriage law introduced 
by Senator FAULKNER which relates to licenses to marry foreigners in this 
country or this District. 

The evil sought to be corrected by this proposed section (which I suggested 
myself to Senator FAULKNER) arises out of the following conditions: 

he requisites of a valid marriage are not the same in Germany, France, 
and, possibly, other countries, as they are in the United States. Possibly 
they may not be exactly the same in England asin the United States. For 
example, a deceased wife’s sister might make a valid marriage in the United 
States and which might not be valid in England. In Germany no man in the 
army may marry without the consent of his Sovereign. In France no man 
under 25 may marry without the consent of his parents, and if over 25 he may 
not marry without giving his parents notice thereof, tothe end that they may 
make objection if they desire. There are many provisions of the marriage 
laws of these countries which are directory only, and it makes no difference 
in the validity of the marriage whether they are observed or not: but the 
foregoing are fundamental and are absolutely requisite to the making of a 
valid marriage and one which will be recognized by the laws of these coun- 
tries, whatever ceremony may have been performed, and however legal it 
might have been in the country where performed. 

So true is this that a marriage ceremony might be performed inthe United 
States by an archbishop or cardinal of the Roman Catholic Church, one which 
would be recognized as valid by the Pope of Rome, and yet it would be void, or 
at least voidable, when contested in the courts of either of the countries men- 
tioned, and possibly of others. To such extent is this true that a cause céla- 
bre in Illinois may be cited in illustration: A man born in Germany attained 
about his majority owing military duty, emigrated to Illinois. He settled 
there, bought a farm, married a wife, reared a family of children, and lived 
there for twenty-five years, growing quite well off,and having considerable 
landed property. At the end of twenty-five years he returned to Germany, 
there became enamored of a woman,and sought her in marriage. The re- 
turn to his domicile of origin, together with the German laws against expa- 
triation, — with the fact of his unperformed military duty. made it 
comparatively easy, when in accordance with his desire, for him to regain his 
citizenship in his own (German) country. This once established, he com- 
menced proceedings in the courts of that country for a divorce from his Illi- 
nois wife. 

It does not appear that he proceeded secretly, or without her knowledge 
and, indeed, there was no necessity for it, for the law of his country was al 
on his side. The facts were undoubted, he owed the military service, and 
whatever pretended marriage he had made was without the consent of his 
Sovereign orsuperior. The Sivcwan was granted and he married his German 
wife, lived with her for some time, had children, then died. HisGerman wife 
was appointed administratrix of his estate in the jurisdiction of hisdomicileat 
the time of his death. Armed with this authority she went to Illinois and 
demanded to be appointed administratrix of the estate there. The Illinois 
wife resisted the application, and the case was taken to the supreme court of 
the State, which decided that the decedent had become domiciled in Germany, 
that the German courts had full jurisdiction over both the divorce and the 





I think the Senator has stated all that is 


| administration of his estate, and that their decision upon these two questions 


. = of age can contract a lawful marriage without the assent | 
0 


S parents. No person over 25 years of age can contract such 
a lawful marriage without notice to his parents, if they be living, 
to give them an opportunity to file objections, though their con- 
sent is not necessary. 


So a person of that character can come here and contract a mar- | 


riage with an American woman, take her home, and although he 
may have dwelt here with her as her husband for ten years, she 


was binding upon all other courts, especially those of Illinois, and so they 
decided in tavor of the German wife, and the Illinois wife was driven out 


| from her home and left penniless. 


This is only one illustration. There are hundredsof cases which have hap- 
ened showing the inequality and iniquity growing out of such proceedings, 
Ve are to be thankful that every foreigner who goes to another country and 

there marries a wife is not a villain, but there are enough of them to make 
this an evil requiring correction. A Frenchman who, under 25 years of age, 
marries an English or American girl without the consent of his parents, or, 
if over 25, without notice to them, can bring his wife to Paris, walk into his 
own or his father’s residence, and at the door can turn his wife and children 
away as vagabonds and dissolute persons, and if she or they shall claim the 
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man as husband or father the law of France against la recherché de paternité 
prohibits an y averionce andif they ask forsupport or maintenance they 
can be arrested as blackmailers. 

Tosuch an extent has this been carried—and only a few cases are sufficient— 
that England and France, for the purpose of correcting the evil, have entered 
into a convention by which, under the decree of the French Government and 
the notification by Jules Ferry, President, all consuls of France on duty in 

land were directed to examine, upon the proper application of any French 
ese proposing marriage in England, whether the requisite of French law 

been satisfied, so that the marriage when made in England and in accord- 
ance with English law would be held valid in France. Under this convention 
these void or voidable marriages of French citizens made in England have 
ceased practically. 

It is to bringabout substantially this condition of affairs that the particular 
section of the bill introduced by Senator FAULKNER in relation to marriages 
in the District of Columbia was introduced, and this is the evil sought to be 
corrected thereby. 

The Congress can not accomplish it in the same way as was done by Eng- 
land. To make a treaty or convention is within’ the jurisdiction of the Ex- 
ecutive only, and it ap as though the only method for the legislative 
bodies to act is (1) by educating the people and it their attention to the 
condition of affairs, so that parents and friends of brides can see that the 
necessary steps under foreign laws have been taken, to the end that the 
marriage made within the District and valid according to our laws shall be 

ually valid and binding in the domicile of the husband or the country to 
which he may belong; (2 roviding that the license shall not be om! | or 
the ceremony performed until the SS of the foreign law to make a 
valid marriage shall have been complied with. The section in question seeks 
to accomplish it by the latter method, while the first method of relief will go 
out of the discussion. 

But the section proposed by Senator FAULKNER, while eminently good so 
far as it goes, will not accomplish the desired end. It takes cognizance of the 
conditions and seeks to remedy them by requiring the oath of the foreigner 
proposing marriage that all the legal uirements of his country have n 
complied with. , however, will be of no avail, because: (1) The mar e 
does not become invalid nor in the slightest degree affected until after the 
pertics shall have departed this country and established themselves in their 

arr country. In fact, so long as they reside in this oven T the ma e@ 
is valid and binding, and no Sa for perjury would lie. It is only 
after they shall have returned to their own country it becomes neces- 
sary, and then it is unavailing. (2) The foreigner married here, and who 
has taken this oath here, may remain in this country in quietness and peace 
a happily married man until the statute of limitation inst the perjury 
committed at the time of his marriage have expired, as in the case of 
the Illinois man, many times over. 

Therefore I propose that the case requires an additional remedy, something 
beyond simply the oath of the a foreign husband. To demand his 
oath is all right; it would have a deterring effect, but it is not sufficient, and 
the necessary amendments should be made by which some officer—either the 
licensing officer or the officiating clergyman—should have the right and au- 
thority to examine the bridegroom under oath and to ask questions such as 
might be deemed necessary in order to satisfy him that these legal require- 
ments had been complied with. The object of this is to prevent the issuance 
of the license and the performance of the marriage ceremony until it shall 
be known with reasonable certainty that the mar about to be celebrated, 
and which is valid and binding upon the wife, wherever she may live, is 
oquety “one upon the husband when he shall return tothe country of 
w tizen or subject. 


rich he isac 
Yours, very truly, THOMAS WILSON. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Iam satisfied—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, he suggests instead 
of the amendment — g the solemnization of marriage the 
amendment should provide that the clerk shall not issue the 
license. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That the clerk shall not issue the license. 
In other words, the theory of the bill is to have all the evidence 
in the validity of the marriage in the clerk’s office. The amend- 
ment that I submitted yesterday and which was adopted was sug- 
gested to me by the gentleman who has suggested the same thing 
to the Senator from Massachusetts. I thought I had made the 
provision sufficiently stringent to bring that to the attention of the 
clerk, and hoped then to call the attention of the State Depart- 
ment to the necessity of entering into such an arrangement with 
England and Germany, those two countries especially, as England 
has done with France, in reference to the certificate necessary to 
show the right of a native of either of those countries to enter 
into the contract of marriage. 

Mr. HOAR, Ihave corrected the amendment according to the 
Senator's s tion. Let it be read again. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes; let it be read. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert as a new section, after 
section 4: 

No license for any marriage shall hereafter be issued to which any citizen 
of a foreign country shall be a party until a minister or consul representing 
such for country—— 

Mr. HOAR. It is not necessary to read the whole of it unless 
some one desires it. Thatis the only Instead of address- 
ing the prohibition to the minister, it is addressed to the clerk in 
issuing the license, and the of course can not perform 
the iage without the license. 

Mr. FA NER. I should like to hear the whole of it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the remain- 
der of the amendment. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Untila minister or consul representing such foreign country in the United 

tes shall certify that the conditions to the of the of the 
oo of such coun ha pied with. — 

Mr. FAULKNER. I see no objection to that amendment. It 
is exactly in accordance with the rule adopted between England 
and France, as has been suggested. 
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Mr. CALL. Ishould like to hear the amendment read 4. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again ; 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert a new section, to ; 
low section 4, as follows: 

No license for any marriage shall hereafter be issued to which any 
of a foreign country shall be a party until a minister or consul reprvs 
such foreign country in the United States shall certify that the condi: 
the validity of the marriage of the laws of such country shall have be; 
plied with. 

Mr. CALL. That seems to me to be a very dangerous am:),) 
ment. It is a limitation upon the right to marry, and pre, 
the marriage of a foreigner in this country until he shall haye ¢),). 
plied with the laws of his native country. For instance, jf }), 
were a soldier in the German army and not properly discha) 
and should escape here, it seems to me it would be quite a | 
ship to say that he should not marry in this country becaus: ;); 
law of Germany forbids a soldier not properly discharged gy 
escaping from the army from marrying there. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, this provision 
not make the marriage void at all. It only prohibits the mi: 
from solemnizing it until this has been done; and without sy} ; 
a if the man still retains his foreign citizenship and {:\0s 

is wife back to his native country, she goes back as a concii}ine 
and not as a lawful wife, aineuah she may believe herself |aw- 
fully married according to our law. It is only to protect onr «i: 
izens inst adventurers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask that the numbering of the other sec- 
tions from 4 down be changed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SALES AND PROCEEDS OF SALES OF BONDS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent that the resolu- 
tion as to sales and proceeds of sales of bonds, offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] yesterday, may go over 
until Monday, retaining its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PEFFER. I give notice now of an amendment which I 
shall propose when the resolution comes up. I shall move io 
strike out all after the word ‘‘ Resolved,” and insert the following 


as a substitute for the resolution of the Senator from Massacliu- 
setts: 


That a committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the Vice-President 


r 


nh. 
\, 
|. 


_| whose duty it shall be— 


First. To investigate and report generally all the material facts and cir- 
cumstances connected with the sale of United States bonds by the Secrv ta 
of the Treasury in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Second. To investigate and report specially what amount of availallo 
funds, classified, was in the United States Treasury and on deposit in ot! 

laces, subject to the order of the Secretary of the asury, at the time the 

mds were sold or offered for sale; whether there was or was not « 
enough on hand to meet all coin obligations of the Government due at tlie 
time said bonds were sold or when they were offered for sale; what o! 
tions were due at that time and the amount of each, stated separately; what 
was the reason for any unusual withdrawal of coinfrom the Treasury sh: 
before bonds were sold or offered for sale, if such unusual withdrawals 
in fact made, and by what persons or classes of persons and for what pur- 

or on what account such withdrawals were made; who purchased the 

mds, in what amounts, and where, whether in the United States or in 
eign countries, and in what proportions, and from what persons or classes 0f 

rsons the gold was procured with which to pay for the bonds, what (|: 
for, what was the market price of our Government bons at 
the time, and what effect the bond sales had on the credit and business of t): 
people of the United States. ; 

Third. To investigate and reportas to the manner of disposing of said }.n‘s, 
by what authority, and what contracts, advertisements, or proposals were 
made by the Secretary of the Treasury in relation thereto; what agreem«n' 
or contracts, and whether oral or in writing, and whether publicly or pr 
vately, were entered into by the Secretary of the Treasury and any «ther 
person or with t to the sale and purchase of the bonds « 
what profits were made by the purchasers; whether any officer of the Gover! 
ment, or any person or persons for such officer, and on his behalf, and in 1 

rsonal tabenosh, and with his knowledge or consent, entered intoany 
Fract, agreement, or , directly or indirectly, with any per- 
or persons, partnership a company, or syndicate, for the purp 
of affecting the price offered or to be offered for said bonds or any of the, 
with the intent and expectation to receive commission or personal row: 
by reason of such contract, agreement, or arrangement; whether such ©! 
tract or agreement had any and what effect on the prices offered for 
bonds, what the effect was, and who, if any person, profited by it, and \ 
what extent. 

DISTRICT JAIL WALL. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Task unanimous consent to call up the |) il 

(s. 1780) to provide for the erection of a wall around the jail of 
e District of Columbia. It will take but a few moments, ant 
is a very important measure to the District. — . ' 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tle 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with amend 
ments, 








Menace 





: 
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The first amendment was in line 3, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to 
insert ‘‘ or so much thereof as may be necessary”; so as to read: 
That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
vriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
ex ended, under the direction of the Attorney-General, in the erection of a | 
bri jor stone wall to inclose the grounds upon which the jail in the District 
F Columbia now stands, including the purchase of material and the employ- 
ment of such skilled and other labor as may be necessary for the purpose. 
The amendment was agreed to. ak 
The next amendment was, after the word ‘“‘ purpose,” in line 10, | 
Q U ; 
to insert the following proviso: 
Provided, That one-half the moneys so appropriated shall be paid from the | 
revenues of the District of Columbia. 
The amendment was agreed to. | 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ments were concufred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 
DISPOSITION OF CONDEMNED ORDNANCE, 


Mr. HALE. Eask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 1865) to 
authorize the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy to 
make certain disposition of condemned ordnance, guns, and can- 
non balls in their respective Departments. It will lead to no de- 

te. 

a rhere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment, after 
the word ‘“‘ Department,” in line 10, to insert: 

And the Government shall be at no expense in connection with any such 
loan or gift. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the 
Navy are each hereby authorized, in their discretion, to loan or give to | 
soldiers’ monument associations, posts of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
and municipal corporations, condemned ordnance, guns, and cannon balls 
which may not be needed in the service of either of said Departments. Such | 
loan or gift shall be made subject to rules and regulations covering the same 
in each Department, and the Government shall be at no expense in connec- 
tion with any such loan or gift. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Ishould like to suggest to the Senator | 
from Maine that the words ‘Soldiers’ Homes” be put into the | 
bill as an amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know but that that is covered by the 
phrase of the bill; but there is no harm to be done by the inser- 
tion of those words, and I do not object. 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to state to the Senator from North | 
Dakota that the other House has passed a bill in respect to the dis- 
tribution of cannon balls, and there is a general law which au- 
thorizes the Secretary of War to furnish guns to the Soldiers’ 
Homes. The Ordnance Department havesuggestedan amendment 
to the bill so as to authorize the distribution of cannon balls to 
the Soldiers’ Homes. I have been authorized by the Committee on 
Military Affairs to report back the substitute which the War De- 
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| ernment of Spain and the government proclaimed and for some time 


1967 


of feet given to the railroad company as the right of way, and also 
for stations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which is 
the resolution reported by the Senator from Alabama | Mr. Mor- 
GAN] from the Committee on Foreign Relations, relative to war 
in Cuba, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope, by unanimous consent, that resolu- 
tion will be temporarily laid aside until this bill can be passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord: 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the bill (S. 1617) to grant the 
Fort Smith and Western Coal Railroad Company a right of way 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R.5359) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

WAR IN CUBA. 
I ask that the unfinished business be now pro- 






red 


Mr. CA LL. 
ceeded with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gray in the chair). The 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution reported by Mr. 
MorGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, February 5, 
1896, as a substitute for the concurrent resolution reported Janu- 
ary 29, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That, in 
the opinion of Congress, a condition of public war exists 


between the Goy- 


main- 


| tained by force of arms by the people of Cuba; and that the United States of 


| America should maintain 2, strict neutrality between the c 


ontending powers, 


| according to each all the rights of belligerents in the ports and territory of 


the United States. 


Mr. CALL. I ask that the resolution submitted by the Senator 


| from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], on behalf of the minority of 


| offices with the Spanish Government for the recogniti: 


partment has furnished, and within a day or two the bill will be | 


reported to the Senate. 


| 

fr. HANSBROUGH. I have no objection to this bill going | 
through without the smendment I suggested if the Senator from | 
Tilinois thinks he will be able to have the bill passed which he has | 


in charge. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 


ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
FORT SMITH AND WESTERN COAL RAILROAD. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent to call up for con- 
sideration at this time the bill (S. 1617) to grant the Fort Smith 
and Western Coal Railroad Company aright of way through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Instead of considering the Senate bill I ask 
that the bill (H. R. 4153) to grant the Fort Smith and Western 
Coal Railroad Company a right of way through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes, may be taken up in its place and 
considered. The bill is on the table. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. SKRELL. House bill 4153 is in the precise language of 
the Senate bill, which has been favorably reported by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, except as to two provisions. One simply 
provides that a ore across a short stream that runs out from 
the river may be built, subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
War, and the other provides that the whole line of the road shall 
be located and — by the Secretary of War before any work 
shall be hese changes have been submitted to a decided 
majority of the members of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 





the Committee on Foreign Relations, be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President is hereby requested to interpose his friendly 
mn of the independence 
of Cuba. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand the Senator from Pennsyivania 
proposes to offer that as a substitute for the resolution reported by 
the committee; so it is the first question to be put to the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. I understand it is proposed by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to offer another resolution as an amendment. I 
desire to be informed on that point. 

Mr. CAMERON. That may or may not come later on. All 
that I shall propose to-day is the resolution which has just been 
read as a substitute for the resolution of the majority of the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendmentof the Senatorfrom Pennsylvania {Mr. CamERoN}. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the recognition of independence of 
Cuba or according belligerent rights, as may be the result of this 
consideration of the report of the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations, depends rightfully upon the established policy of this 
Government, upon the condition of the war in Cuba, and the ca- 
pacity of the people there to assert and maintain their independ- 
ence. Some other considerations naturally and properly enter 
into the question. The duty of the United States to interpose in 
a territory immediately adjacent to her own and with which her 
people not only now have but must in the future have the most 
important relations will be determined properly by a considera- 
tion of the fact whether or not the interests of civilization, of 
humanity, the suppression of cruelty and bloodshed, and destruc- 
tion-of property of the most extreme and reprehensible character, 
are not proper subjects to influence the action of this body and of 


| the Government of the United States. 


they approve of them, because the House bill reduces the number | 


These considerations all unite in demanding from the United 
States not only the recognition of the war in Cuba as one between 
belligerent powers and according belligerent rights to the people 
of Cuba, now having established an independent government and 
proclaimed it, but that our Government should recognize the inde- * 
pendence of that island. 

I will state the facts in regard to the case. The provinces of 
Spain throughout the American Continent of North and South 
America during a series of years have asserted their independence 
and thrown off their allegiance to the Spanish Government, leav- 
ing alone the Island of Cuba and an adjacent island subject to the 
dominion of that Government. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


From 1816 until the present time the United States have been 
appealed to by the people of the different Spanish colonies; first, 
to recognize them as belligerents, and then to recognize their inde- 

ndence, In every instance of the vast colonial possessions of 

jpain upon the American Continent the policy of that Govern- 
ment, unfortunately, has provoked a profound discontent, which 
has resulted in organized revolution on the part of their people. 
I shall not detain the Senate by reading the different citations 
which are before me from the several Administrations in power 
at different periods of time, but with the leave of the Senate shall 
oars them in the observations which I shall make upon this 
subject. 

Those citations may, however, briefly be stated thus: The United 
States in reply to the different appeals from the Governments 
which had overthrown the Spanish dominion—from Chile, Peru, 
Bolivia, the United States of Colombia, Venezuela, and Mexico— 
in all those cases the Administration of the United States has af- 
firmed the right of the ag to assert their independence and our 
ne with them, and that so far as could be done within 

e established law of nations they should be recognized as inde- 
——— republics, and that in the meantime they should have 

lligerent rights, as Mr. Monroe and his Secretary of State de- 
clared, and that free access to all opportunities to purchase any- 
thing which could be purchased by any other nation should be 
accorded to their people struggling for independence. 

Until tke present Administration, I affirm—having read the his- 
tory of those several contests—there has not been a single instance 
in which belligerent rights, with the full and free opportunity of 
ney ay of everything that mone nation might purchase—for 

at is the language used by Mr. Adams in his correspondence 
with the agents (not recognized as ministers, but with the agents) 
of those foreign governments—that every right possessed by a bel- 
ligerent nation, and the right of purchase freely, without limita- 
tion, of munitions of war, and, using the expression, thateverything 
that could be purchased by any other nation, was accorded to 
them. We know the result of those meg. 

Now, take the instance of Cuba. Our diplomatic history is full 
upon that subject. From the period shortly preceding the year 
1823, up to the present time, revolt after revolt has occurred in the 
island of Cuba. Our Government, recognizing in its correspond- 
ence the extreme disorders in the government of Cuba and the 
right of the people to establish their revolution, but adhering to 
the principles of neutrality, and being restrained by the consid- 
eration of the peculiar institution, as stated in Mr. Everett's let- 
ter, here before me, existing in the Southern States, and the in- 
stitution of slavery existing in Cuba, and the effect which would 
be had upon the slave States by the recognition of the independ- 
ence of Cuba or the disturbance of the colonial dominion of 
Spain upon this large part of the population of the Southern 
States, but also considering the importance and the absolute in- 
tention and policy of this Government, forbade any acquisition of 
this island by any foreign country. The right of the Cuban peo- 
ple to assert their independence and the sympathies of the people 
of the United States with that effort is stated fully and contin- 
uously from the days of Mr. Monroe to the present time. 

Mr. President, what have we at this time? From 1868 to 1879 
the revolt continued. In 1879, not suppressed by violence, after 
being maintained for ten years with armed forces, a compromise 
was effected, by which the i of Cuba were promised auton- 
omy and self-government. ey were promised a relief from the 
taxation which covers more than 48 per cent of the entire produc- 
tion of that island, which effectually would crush and destroy the 
means of subsistence of any other ~—— than those living oa 
the extremely fertile lands of Cuba. No Cuban is permitted to 
hold important office. Vast sums of money are paid as rewards 
for oppressive and cruel exercise of the power of taxation over the 
people of Cuba, as stated in the manifesto which they have put 
out. I shall refer for a single moment to this statement: 


At the office of the minister of ‘‘ Ultramar" (of the colonies), who resides 
a Madrid, and to whom $96,800 a year are assigned from the treasury of 


That is the salary of one officer residing in Spain— 


at that office begins the saturnaliain which the Spanish bureaucrats ind 
with the riches of Cuba. Sometimes through incapacity, but more frequently 
for plunder, the money exacted from the Cuban taxpayers is unscrupulously 
and irresponsibly squandered. It has been demonstrated that the debt of 
Cuba has been increased in $50,232,500 through Minister Fabie’s incapacity. 


That is a picture of the administration of that island of 1,600,000 
people. I do not desire to speak in terms of harsh and improper 
censure of Spain. This paper continues: 

At the time this minister wasin power the Spanish Bank disposed of twen 
millions from the Cuban treauars, which were to be carried in eae 
rent at the disposal of the minister for the famous operation of withdrawi! 
the paper currency. Cuba paid the interest on these millions, and eontinu 
payin it all the e they were eet the bank. Minister Romero 

Jevlo took at one time (ii 1892 $1,000, sags 0 Tip treseney shone 
from the vaults of the Bank of = an it to the tic Com- 
er. 


000 
d lent 
pany, of which he was a stockh This was done in defiance of law and 
Without any authorization whatever. The minister was threatened with 
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rosecution; ker ee bongiy propia’ 7 if poounies all his prede ssorg 
rom every politica rty, wo ve to accompany to the cour ' 
threat came to sothing. - Court. That 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator permit me to inquire from 
what he reads? 5 

Mr. CALL. I read from the manifesto put forth by the ( nha 
government in making the declaration of their independen,:. 

Mr. MORGAN. Has that paper been sent by our Government 
to Congress? 

Mr. CALL. Oh, no; that oe has not been sent us. This jg 
a public manifesto published by the Cuban government, an(j jg 
not an official document. It is signed by Enrique José Varona, 
I suppose that he has official connection with the Cuban goyerp. 
ment. 

In June of 1890 there was a scandalous debate in the Spanish Cortos. in 
which some of the frauds committed upon the Cuban treasury were, 10¢ for 
the first time, brought to light. It was then made public that $6.500.(1») haq 
been abstracted from the ‘* Caja de Depositos,”’ notwithstanding that tho safg 
was locked with three keys, and each one wasin the possession of a diffe, nt 
functionary. Then it was known that, under the pretext of false vouchorg 


for transportation and fictitious bills for provisions during the previous war 
defalcations had been found afterwards amounting to $22,811,516. ’ 


That is presented for consideration as a justification and yindi- 
cation of the action on the part of the Cuban people, an action 
which has been continuous, inning in 1868, in consequence of 
the refusal to grant to the Cubans any kind of influence in the 
imposition of the taxes upon themselves, until the taxing of the 
Cuban people has grown to be, under the influence of those meth- 
ods, so oppressive as to deprive the great mass of the people of 
»ower to procure the ordinary necessaries of life and to place the 
island, with the exception of a few large estates, in a complete 
condition of poverty; and that the richest island in the worl. 

But the naked figures of the Cuban budgets and of the Cuban debt te!! yer 
little in soars to their true importance and signification as machines ti 
squeeze out the substance of a people’s labor. It is necessary to examine 
closer the details of these accounts and expenditures. 


Those of Cuba, according to the last budgets or appropriations, amount to 
$26,411,314, distributed as follows: 


General obligations 
Department of justice (courts, etc.) ..........-.....--.------ 200 1, 006, 308.51 
Department of war 5, 918, 598.16 
Department of the treasury a os 727, 802. 45 
Department of the navy 1, 001, 969. 65 
Government, administration 4, 035, 071.43 
Interior improvements (Fomento) 746, 922.15 


There are in Cuba 1,631,687 inhabitants, according to the last census, that of 
1887. That is to say, this budget burdens them in the proportion of $16.18 for 
each inhabitant. The Spaniards in Spain pay onl Boe. pesetas per head. 
Reducing the Cuban dollars to pesetas at the exchange rate of $5 for 0 
— there results that the Cubans have to pay a tribute of 85.16 pesetas 

or vach inhabitant; more than double the amount a Spaniard has to pay in 
his European country. 

We can form some idea of the condition of the people from that 
statement. 

This revolt was brought about by the intelligent and educated 
Spaniards who live in Cuba, natives of Cuba, and I undertake to 

rm that no country, no period of time, presents a record of more 
distinguished ability, more heroism, more patriotism, more self- 
sacrifice and courage than that which is presented by the effort of 
the pers to establish their independence. For ten years up to 
1868 and 1870 they maintained the struggle. Hundreds and thou- 
sands of them were a to death, the women outraged, the chil- 
dren slaughtered, and authentic accounts in our own records here 
and by our own Officials are presented to us for the truth of those 
statements. 

This disorder and this oppression and this cruelty in the admin- 
istration of the isiand continued until last year. Our Govern- 
ment, under General Grant, not only demanded but implored, «e- 
sired, and su, ted in every form of diplomatic intercourse certain 
reforms in Cuba to the Spanish Government, but finally the prom- 
ises, under the seal of Martinez Campos, weredenied. The record 
in this book shows how they were denied; how this continued im- 
position grew and grew, until it has resulted in taxation more 
than twice as t upon each inhabitant of the Island of Cuba 
as that im upon the subjects of Spain in Europe. 

These peopleagain declared their independence, again asse1!)1°d 
and proclaimed a provisional constitution similar to our own, 
again assembled in arms, and last summer commenced what 1ay 
be considered a continuous revolt, as was the case in the other 
South American Republics. 

This correspondence shows that the agent of Venezuela informed 
the Government of the United States that the Spanish Gioyer- 
ment maintained a great army in Venezuela during the whole 
period of their controversy, and this armed force was stil! min- 
tained at the time when the Government of the United States 
recognized their independence. So also with Chile; so with Peru; 
but these colonies had met in a eengress and proclaimed the'r 1n- 
dependence, and defended it for a period of time similar to that 
of the revolution of 1868 in Cuba, with the gingle exception that 
the people in Cuba laid down their arms temporarily under ‘he 
promise of autonomy of self-government, of practical independ- 
ence, subordinated to Spain by an authority like the Canadian 
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Government and Great Britain, of a nominal connection between 
of its departments. With that single exception the cases are 


alike in the Spanish South American colonies and in Cuba. The 
Spanish forces were defeated time and again, but they still, at the 


period of the recognition of their independence by Mr. Monroe, 
and the sending of a minister to them, maintained armed forces, 
still asserted the sovereignty and dominion of Spain over these 
South American Republics, which had erected, preserved, and 
maintained a government of their own. 

I shall not detain the Senate by reading at length from the 
diplomatic reports which I have here before me, and which I 
may print for the information of any who may desire to read 
them, but I will now look at the status of the war in Cuba to 
see whether or not, as asserted by Mr. Fish, the longer preserva- 
tion of the colonial relation between Spain and Cuba, and the 
sovereignty, of Spain over that island, can be preserved—whether | 
the independence of that country is not, as stated by him ten 
years ago, an inevitable fact. : 

If that be true, what motive of policy can exist that our Govern- 
ment should permit the destructive, cruel, and bloody war to con- 
tinue, when, without offense to the law of nations and the decla- 
rations in all our diplomatic correspondence, we may rightfully 
recognize the independence of the government of Cuba established | 
by the Cuban people. ; ; 

Let us see what is the status of this war. I will read from the 
report made to Congress by the President of the United States in 
answer to a resolution of the House of Represenatives. Mr. Pu- 
laski F. Hyatt, United States consul at Santiago de Cuba, under | 
date of May 4, 1895, in the beginning of this struggle, writes as 
follows: 


| 
| 
| 





CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Santiago de Cuba, May 4, 1895. 
Srr: I have the honor very respectfully to report that there arrived at this 
rt during the present week about 2,000 recruits for the Spanish a 
ng in all ahout 0,000 that have been landed at this port alone during the past 
ve weeks. 
On April 25 a battle occurred near between Colonel Bosch, command- 
ing 450 Government troops, and Gen. José Maceo, commanding 650 insurgents. 
The Government forces were driven back into town with considerable loss. 
General Maceo later gave permission to Colonel Bosch to gather up the dead 
and wounded. : 

On May 1a fight occurred near Santa Ana with about 300 men on each side. 
No particular advantage seemed to have been pained by either party. Both 
sides are reported to have lost from 10 to 15 killed. 

During the past week about 100 young men have left Santiago to join the 
insurgent forces. Many of these young men belonged to the better families 
of the town, which gives a new phase to the uprising. 

It is mg satan that both sides are about as weil prepared for the con- 
test as they are likely to be in the near future. The good name of Gen. 
Martinez Campos adds strength to the Government side of the question, but 
the insurgents nevertheless show no signs of weakening. 


Iam, etc 
¥ PULASKI F. HYATT, Consul. 


,»mak- | 





On the 11th of May Mr. Hyatt says: 


Monday night the rebels attacked Cristo, a town 10 miles distant, on the 
Sabinilla and Maroto Railroad, derailed an engine, and burned two bridges. 
The road is operated and owned mostly by American citizens. Martinez 
Campos has recommended Government aid to this road for the purpose of 
ae the same and furnishing enepoxmens to the many men who will 
soon be thrown out of employment by the shutting down of sugar mills, and 
it is feared that without work the men will drift into the rebel army. Mar- 
tinez Campos’s proposition is that Spain shall loan the railroad company 
$20,000 = month while the road is building, which shall be gradually returned 
after the road is completed. Anagent of the company has gone to the States 
to consult with the stockholders. 

The Government commenced holding back blasting powder from the Para- 
gon Iron Mining Company (American) to an extent that crippled mining 
operations. The reason given was that the powder might fall into the hands 
of the rebels and be used for war purposes. Mr. Ziegenfus, the superintend- 
ent, informed the Government officials that if he could not have powder 


enough to keep going he would close the mines, and it was for them to con- 


sider whether they wanted these men turned loose without employment. 
had the desired effect, and blasting powder is now handed out freely. 
Friends of the insurrection claim that they are as far advanced now at 
the end of three months as they were at the end of three years in the former 
rebellion. They claim now to have 10,000 men under arms in the province of 
Santiago and to have 4,000 more doing effective work. 


reported to have landed on Wednesday at Portillo with arms and ammunition 
for the insurgents. 


An effort is now peing made to get resident volunteers to enlist on the side 
of the Government, with what success I am unable to say. 


On the 18th of May he says: 
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| she should continue this terrible war? 


And the statements from this consul go on up to the present 
time, showing almost every day a battle between the insurgent 
forces and the armed and regular forces of Spain, and they exhibit 
the fact that in all these cases he reports victories on the part of 
the insurgent forces, contrary to the reports which we see in the 
newspapers of Spanish engagements, and he reports that the peo- 
ple of Cuba are unanimous that in these different contests they 
have maintained by force of arms their superiority and their con- 
trol of the island. These facts are to be found in this diplomatic 
correspondence of the consul of the United States at Santiago de 
Cuba. 

Mr. President, if this be so—and that is the information we have 
from a reliable authority, from our own consular agent, giving 
dates, giving numbers, and giving the circumstances that sur- 
round the case and confirming his statements—I ask the question, 
Spain having acknowledged the belligerent rights of the Southern 
Confederacy, and England having acknowledged the belligerent 
rights of the Southern Confederacy in its very inception, we hay- 
ing acknowledged the sovereign right of the new Government of 
France in the very first days of its existence, having these exam- 
ples before our eyes of the action of our own Government in ree- 
ognizing the independence of the revolted Spanish colonies, what 
reason can we now give for withholding our recognition of the 
independence of Cuba, when we see that blood is running from 
the cruel and brutal outrages committed upon the people of Cuba 
for the purpose of suppressing by cruelty, and not by force of 
arms, what? Their aspirations for freedom under the lessons 
which we have taught and the advice which we have given to 
them. 

What grounds of public policy are there to be considered in this 
matter? Can Spain preserve her dominion of Cuba? We have 
said for many years that she can not. Is it to her interest that 
Is it to our interest, as a 


| matter of policy, that Cuba should be destroyed and that reprisals 


of blood and murder, the shooting of prisoners captured in war, 
and the killing of people who were found away from their homes 
shall be continued? I call attention to the recent order of the 
Spanish general, with power of life and death over every human 
being in that island, for the summary shooting of all Cubans 
found away from their homes without a pass or a license or a per- 
mit, his proclamation of death to be inflicted by his subordinates 
upon suspicion alone of any kind of complicity, of any kind of sym- 
pathy, with the rebellion and the attempt to establish the inde- 
pendence of Cuba. 

Mr. President, this is the result of our action. We proclaim 
that if there be any shipment of arms for the purpose of aiding 
the insurgents they shail be arrested by our people. We proclaim 
the utmost rigor, not only in the detention of vessels and expedi- 
tions which may be openly ascertained and proclaimed to be for 
the purpose of aiding the insurgents, but in every possible method 
of inquisition where they sail for another country, for another 
port, and have on board munitions of war of any kind, we take 
all the circumstances surrounding the case to prove that their des- 
tination is to the Island of Cuba, and we are waging this war our- 
selves against the Cuban people by these acts of ours of extreme 
and severe exercise of the power to prevent aid and sympathy and 
active assistance to them. 

I have made a very brief statement, Mr. President, and I do not 


| propose to detain the Senate for any great length of time; but I 





On Sunday morning last a deserted schooner without name was discovered 
near this place, which is supposed to have landed men and munitions of war 
for the mts. Asim case is reported to have happened near Manza- 
nillo a few days earlier. 

The w at the extreme eastern end of the island and around Baracoa 
is reported to be general. 

On Monday, the 13th, 400 men are said to have left Holquinin a body to take 
up arms agaiet Government. 

erhaps the most sanguinary battle that has taken place up to the 
ime occurred on the 13th and 14th instant, near Guantanamo. The 
suthorities claim that 


presen t 
Spanish 
with 400 men they put to rout the enemy, 3,400 strong, 
severe loss on the rebels. 
he rebels claim that there were over 2,000 Spaniards engaged in the first 
day’s battle, and that they punished them severely, driving them into the 
town and in aloss of over 200in killed and wounded, including among 
the commander, Colonel Bosch, and several other officers, while 
own loss was insignificant; but finding that on the second day the Gov- 
ernment forces had been strengthened, they thought it prudent to retire. 


XXVINI—124 


do affirm that noargument has been made, and, in my opinion, no 
argument can be made, against the passage of a resolution not 
only recognizing the belligerency, but that which would be very 
well to accompany it and in harmony with it, recognizing the 
absolute independence of the government of Cuba. 

It has been said, first appeal to Spain. Why? General Grant 
did that; Mr. Fish did that. Here is the correspondence. Mr. 


| Fish, through our minister to Spain, said to Spain in regard to 
Morlot Lacret and Roloff el Polaco, two chiefs of the former rebellion, are | 


Cuba, ‘‘ We can not permit any other country to own and possess 
Cuba. The policy of the United States demands, because of its 
proximity and its commercial relations and its relations to the 
military defense and to the sanitary conditions of this country, 
that we should exercise our power to prevent its transfer to any 
other government; and it is impossible that you can maintain 
your Government over those people for any great length of time. 
Why not recognize the fact and accept the friendly offices of the 
United States for mediation. send no more troops there, stop 
these unheard-of atrocities which shock the conscience and sen- 
timent of the American people and of the civilized world?’ 
What was the answer Spain gave, and gave under that enlightened 
general who has been removed because he said, ‘‘If you want the 
atrocity repeated of 300 students shot and murderedin cold blood 
because they would notrenouncs their devotion to the independence 
of their native country, you must find some other person than I 
to doit”? Under this enlightened, this humane man’s adminis- 
tration she promised to the Cuban people that if they would lay 
down their arms under the mediation of the United States they 
should have independence. But Spain said to this Government, 
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“Tt is not 
interfere. 
ameliorate the conditions of war and grant reforms to Cuba, but 


she will not, and does not, recognize your right to mediate or in- 
terfere in the affairs of Spain.” 


Now, Mr. President, what reason is there for our appealing to 


our business. We will not recognize your right to 
pain will agree with you that she will moderate and 


Spain? The act of recognition, says Mr. Monroe, and so say all 
our Presidents down to Mr. Buchanan, and so said General Grant, 
is not an act of war. We did not consider Spain as making war 
upon us when she recognized the independence of the Confederate 
States and accorded to them belligerent rights. We did not con- 
sider it an act of war when England accorded belligerent rights 
to the Confederate Government in the very first days of its exist- 
ence. Why not, then, pass not only this resolution reported by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations and the substitute resolution 
for belligerency, but also pass a resolution for the complete inde- 
pendence of Cuba and neutrality between these contending pow- 
ers? That is what I desire to be done, and thatis what I shall ask 
to be done before this debate is ended and this resolution is voted 
upon. 

Mr. CAMERON Mr. President, the views which I have pre- 
sented to the Senate for the minority of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations contain the reasoning on which, in my opinion, its 
proposed action should be founded. I have nothing to add to that 
statement. It is intended to recall our Government to the old and 
established policy of the United States. The last of our Presi- 
dents who had to deal with the subject of Cuban revolt was Gen- 
eralGrant. Atalater period I had the honor of serying as a mem- 
ber of General Grant’s Cabinet; and I feel that I have the right, 
and perhaps the duty, of asserting a policy which he strongly held. 

For my own part I regard the question of belligerency as a false 
issue—a mistake, into which the friends of Cuba should not fall. 
If Spain wishes to impede or delay effective action on our part, 
she will encourage us to waste our energy and our initiative in 
struggling with the legal difficulties that involve this question of 
belligerency, which, when stripped of all its popular notions, is 
at most an empty, or perhaps a mischievous, legal form. 

I object to it, in the first place, for the same reasons which 
caused General Grant to reject it in 1875, because it is offensive to 
Spain and delusive to Cuba. The contest is no longer one of bel- 
ligerency but one of independence. 

In the second place I object to it because it concedes to Spain 
the belligerent right of searching our ships on the high seas, and 
seizing them whenever they have anything on board which can 
be considered contraband of war. You will observe thai the res- 
olution proposed by the majority does not mention the rights of 
belligerency on the high seas, but it confers them nevertheless. 

I object to it in the third place because it imposes belligerent 
duties as well as belligerent rights and relieves Spain of all further 
responsibility for the destruction of American property in Cuba 
by transferring that responsibility to the insurgents. The in- 
surgents hitherto have been alone obliged to destroy property for 
military objects, and the belligerent duty will work to their 
injury alone. 

For my own part, I wish the Government to act. I want to see 
the chronic misery of Cuba ended. I know that the course I fa- 
vor was the fixed policy of the Republican party of the United 
States and of the American peo e. The course I prefer is, as I 
believe, the true expression of public feeling, which is unanimous 
in demanding action in favor of freedom. I do not wish orintend 
to antagonize the action of the committee in its assertion of the 
fact that the Cubans are belligerents—a fact which hardly needs 
discussion. The true question is whether the Government had 
best satisfy itself with the assertion of that fact or whether it 
should do more. 

For such Senators as wish to affirm more strongly their loyalt 
to the professions and traditions of the American people, I shall, 
in a few minutes, offer a substitute for the concurrent resolution. 

It was my intention to make only a few brief remarks in refer- 
ence to belligerency. I think, however, that it would not be amiss 
to refer to the views of the minority of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, in which the condition of Cuba for the last few years 
is very faithfully set forth. 

So long ago as 1875, Mr. Cushing, then minister to Madrid, com- 
municated to our Government a large amount of evidence from 
Spanish sources a demoralization existing in the ad- 
ministration in Cuba. e Spanish journals of that date openly 
informed the central government that warin Cuba could never be 
ended until the vicesof the ultra-marine administration were cor- 
rected and its moral tone raised. Spain was exhorted to make one 
supreme effort for the pacification of Cuba and its moralization. 

r. Cushing said: 


The journals of all shades of opinion of the official corruption and 
ulations of the public employees in Cuba as a foature of the situation not 
ess calamitous than the insurrection. 


He remarked that the burden of taxation had become intolerable, 
aggravated as it was by the frauds and wastes committed by al- 


of 
th so 
*p-roots d, 


most everybody connected with the collection or expenditur. 
the public moneys; that the abuses of administration, of whi, 
much was being said at that time, were old, chronic, de« 
and impossible of eradication under the colonial régime. 

To quote his language: 

It would seem that each of the ephemeral parties on attaining power, wi; 
a crowd of eager partisans behind it like troops of howling wolves, shai: 
as many as it can upon Cuba. 

Notwithstanding that the public press did not cease to ady; 
the Government that the immorality of the public administy.; 
of the island offered a vast field to censure, nothing was done ; 
improve its condition. It was thought by the central govern) 
that it was only necessary by force to save Cubato Spain. It \ 
common remark, however, that the Government ought to su: 
two campaigns in Cuba—one against insurrection and the ot 
against corruption. Said Mr. Cushing: 

So merely mercenary and so regardless of duty and the public \ 
many of the public officers who go out to the island as to cause the ¢ 
become current that on embarking they leave all sense of shame bel: a 
in Cadiz. 

And he observed that all testimony was unanimous as to the 
corruptions and the embezzlements of the administrations of ( 

The testimony of Mr. Cushing is of the most convincing . 
acter, as he has never been accused of being unfriendly to Spain, 
That he did not draw a too highly colored picture of Spanish 
rule is shown by the declaration of the minister of transiiariiis 
affairs at Madrid, in an official paper quoted by Mr. Fish in 174, 
This paper states: 

A deplorable and pertinacious tradition of despotism which, if it couldeyer 
be justified, is without a shadow of reason at the present time, intrust 
direction and management of our colonial establishment to the agent 
metropolis, destroying, by their dominant and exclusive authority, t) 
energies of the sneeey wee the creative and productive activity of { 
viduals, And although the system may now have improved in son 3 
details, the domineering action of the authorities being less felt, it st 
pears full of the origi error, which is upheld by the force of traditio: i 
the necessary influence of interests created under their protecti 4 
change of system, political as well as administrative, is therefore i: 
tively demand 


> 
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Mr. President, the Spanish Government to-day in Cuba is of 
the same character as it was when Richard Henry Dana visited 
the island in 1854, ‘‘an armed monarchy encamped in the midst 


of a disarmed and disfranchised people; an unmixed despotisin 
one nation over another.” Dana warned the public against the 
testimony of Americans and other foreigners engaged in bu $ 
in Cuba as to the condition of affairs there. He said: 


Of all classes of persons, I know of none whose situation is more wu 
able to the growth and development of sentiments of patriotism and | 
thropy and of interest in the future of arace than foreigners tem) 
resident. for purposes of money-making only, in a country with which ' 
have nothing in common in the future or the past. 


We might well consider that statement in connection with our 
own country. 


This class is often called impartial. I do not agree to the use of that t 
They are indeed free from the bias of feeling or sentiment, but they are sub- 
ject to the attractions of interest. It is for their immediate advantice to 
preserve peace and the existing order of things. 


The condition of Cuba had not improved prior to the present 
war, as is shown by a report of our consul-general at Havana to 
the State Department in 1885. This states that the entire popu- 
lation, with the exception of the official class, was living undcr a 
tyranny unparalleled at this dayon theglobe. Our consul-gencral 
at that time said: 


There is a system of oppression and torture which enters into every p)ase 
of life, eats into the soul of every Cubar, mortifies, injures, and insult i 
every hour, ————— him and his family from day to day, threate: 
rich man with kruptey and the poor man with beggary. The exa 
of the Spanish Government and the illegal outrages of its officers are in 
intolerable. They hsve reduced the island to Souponseney andruin. * 
The Government at Madrid is directly answerable for the misery of ‘ 
and for the rapacity and venality of its subordinates. * * * No 
informed Spaniard ines that Cuba will long continue to submit to 
tyranny, or at least that she will long be able to yield this harvest to her 
oppressors. Spain cares nothing whatever for the interests, the pros) ’ 
or the sufferings of her colony. The Government does almost noth! 
ameliorate any of the evilsof the country. The poe are everywhere insu! 
ficient and inefficient. The roads are no roads at all. Every interest \ 
might enrich and improve the island is looked upon by the officials as 
more mine to exploit. * * * Cuba is held solely for the benefit of 5 
and Spanish interests, for the sake of Spanish adventurers. Against th 
rebel in thought and feeling if not yet in factand ceed. * * * They wish 
protection from the grasping rapacity of Spain and see no way to attain \t 
except by cur aid. 


In 1875, when the situation was very far from being so serio's 
as it is now, President Grant, after long consideration of te 
difficulties involved in public action, decided against the recos!'\- 
tion of belli, — as an act which might be delusive to the i:- 
surgents and would certainly be regarded as unfriendly by Sp n 
He decided upon a middle course. He proposed to the Spans! 
Government a sort of intervention which should establish ‘le 
independence of Cuba by a friendly agreement. In doing so )° 
not only necessarily recogni both parties to the conflict as on 


a TS *#e as 


a 2) 


an equal plane, but he also warned Spain that if such mediat'on 
should not be accepted direct intervention would probably be 
deemed a necessity on the part of the United States. 
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Spain preferred to promise to the insurgents terms so favorable 


for a time the cessation of hostilities. Since then 
twenty years have passed. The insurrection, far from having 
a fas taken the proportions of a war almost as destructive 
to our own citizens as to the contending parties. The independ- 
ence of Cuba was then regarded by the President of the United 
States as the object of his intervention, and has now become far 
more inevitable than it was then. Evidently the Government of 
the United States can do no less than to take up the subject pre- 
cisely where President Grant left it, and to resume the friendly 
mediation which he actually began with all the consequences 
which necessarily would follow its rejection. 

Mr. President, if the substitute, which is in the nature of a joint 
resolution, is passed by Congress and signed by the President, and 
if Spain gives it no attention, at an early day I shall offer a reso- 
lution for the immediate recognition of the independence of Cuba. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I united with the rest of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, with a single exception, in reporting 
the concurrent resolution which is now before the Senate. I wili 
say, however, with perfect frankness, that I for one should be 
very glad if the Senate should see fit to go further in this direc- 
tion, for I believe that the time has come when the United States 
should use their good offices to bring to an end the deplorable con- 
dition of affairs which now exists in the Island of Cuba. In my 
opinion the course which would meet with universal approbation 
of our own people and command the respect of the world would 
be to offer our good offices to mediate between Spain and the Cu- 
bans in order to restore peace and give independence to the island 
which Spain can no longer hold. 

I think there are very few matters which are of more immediate 
importance to the people of the United States than this, not merely 
because their sympathies are engaged, but also because in the con- 
dition of that island and in its future are involved large and most 
serious interests of the United States. 

When all the Spanish colonies, under the impulse of our Reyo- 
lution and of the still greater movement of the French Revolution, 
finally broke away from the mother country, Cuba alone adhered 
to the Spanish cause. Among all the Spanish-American colonies 
Cuba was the Abdiel, ‘‘among the faithless, faithful only he.” 
Her reward was the title of ‘‘ Faithful Cuba,” and that was the 
only reward she ever received. There was no change in the Gov- 
ernment of Spain as applied to the inhabitants of that island. 
Oppression continued; they were plundered by corrupt officials; 
they were thwarted in their efforts toward public education, and 
they were used only as a source from which Spain and Spanish 
officials could draw a revenue, legitimate or illegitimate. 

At last such oppressions brought revolution. The Cubans rose 
and rose again. The last revolution before the present one, with 
which we are all familiar, began in 1868. It endured for ten years. 
It was subdued, or, rather, it was brought to an end, only by the 
solemn promise of the Spanish commander pledging the faith of 
Spain to give to the Cubans those rights and privileges to which 
they felt they were entitled and for which they had fought. 

The moment the war of 1868 came to an end those promises were 
cast aside. They were all disregarded, punishment was meted out 
to those who had been engaged in insurrection, and the old system 
went on with all its injustice, with all its oppression, with all its 
dishonesty. Such a course could have but one result. The Cu- 
bans prepared for another revolution, and justa year agoit began. 
It began in the eastern part of the island with a small band of 500 
men. In the vast wilderness of lying bulletins that come from 
Spanish sources it is very difficult, and it is not worth while, per- 
haps, to try, to trace the details of the battles which have been 
fought. But there are certain great facts which there is no mis- 
taking. 


as to cause 


Those men who started so feebly a year ago in the eastern | 


part of the island have swept over the island from one end to the | 


other. The 500 have grown until! to-day even the hostile accounts 
represent them at 45,000 in the field. 
eknow that the railroad lines are cut; that the telegraph wires 
are down; that every report of a Spanish victory which comes to 
us in the newspapers is followed by the statement of a fresh in- 
surgentadvance. Weknow, asa matter of fact, that the whole of 
that island to-day, except where the {Spanish fleets ride at anchor 
and where the Spanish armies are encamped, is in the hands of 
the insurgents. We know that they have formed a government; 
that they have held two elections; that every officer in the army 
holds his commission from the civil government which they have 
established. We know the terms of the provisional government, 
and in the presence of these facts, and of the fighting that those 
men have one, I think it is not unreasonable of them to ask some 
recognition at the hands of the people of the United States. They 
ve risen against oppression, compared to which the oppression 
which led us to rebel against England is as dust in the balance, 
and they feel that for this reason, if no other, they should have 
the gage, He the people of the United States. 
artinez Campos, the ablest general in Spain, has been recalled 


because he failed to put down the insurrection—recalled when the 


| 
| 
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insurgent troops had been actually in the suburbs of Habana—and 
in his place has been sent a man whose only reputation known to 
the world is that of the most cold-blooded beatality in the last war 
for liberty in that island. That is the actual condition of Cuba 
to-day, speaking broadly and without reference to the details of 
actions or skirmishes. 

Now, Mr. President, the question arises, and I think the time 
has come and more than come to decide it, What are tho duties of 
the United States in the presence of this war? What action should 
we take in regard to a condition of affairs which lies right at our 
threshold. Wehave hearda good deal in some of the recent debates 
of the ties of kindred, of our gratitude to other nations with whom 
we happen to be in controversy, and of how much consideration 
we should show for the nations of Europe in regard to matters 
where the interests of the United States are involved. Whatever 
may be said as to our relations to some other countries, I think the 
relations of this country to Spain offer no ties of gratitude or of 
blood. If that for which the Spanish Empire has stood since the 
days of Charles V is right, then everything for which the United 
States stands and has always stood is wrong. If the principles 
that we stand for are right, then the principles of which Spain 
has been the great exponent in history are utterly wrong. 

Among the people who first settled in the United States, whose 
blood flows in American veins to-day, were to be found Holland- 
ers, who, weak in numbers, but strong of heart, there among their 
dikes on the borders of the North Sea, first made head against 
the oppression of the Spanish Empire. Mr. President, in your 
own State of Delaware [Mr. Gray in the chair] the first settlers 
were the men who had followed the ‘‘ Lion of the North,” the 
Protestant champion, when he stayed the oncoming of Spain and 
Austria on the plains of Germany. The great English-speaking 
people who settled here and who largely outnumber all others 
are the descendants of the men who stood with Drake and with 
Hawkins, of that small band of English Protestant seamen who 
curbed the power of Spain in the days of her greatest authority, 
and whose guns in the English Channel ‘“‘pealed the Armada’s 
knell.” In my own portion of the country are the people who 
draw their blood from those who followed Blake into the Mediter- 
ranean, from the lronsides of Cromwell, of whom it has been 
written that even the ‘‘ banished cavaliers felt an emotion of pride 
when they beheld a brigade of their own countrymen, outnum- 
bered by foes and abandoned by friends, drive before them in 
headlong route the finest infantry of Spain, and force a passage 
through a countersecarp which had been pronounced impregnable 
by the greatest of the marshals of France.” - 

Such are the men, such are the races which have done most to 
settle and build up the United States. It is from those | eople 
that we derive all that we hold dear and all in which we st be- 
lieve, and they fought their way to liberty against the power and 
bigotry of Spain, which was then the great force of the European 
world. 

Come down, Mr. President, to a later time. Come down to the 
first decade of the century. The great empire of Charles V and 
Philip II still preserved the outward seeming at least of being 
whatitonce had been. Those were the days before the Spanish col- 
onies had brokenaway. Those were the days before French armies 
had marched up and down throughout the length and breadth of 
the peninsula. Though rotten to the core, the shell of the great 
Empire still remained; Spain was still accounted one of the great 


V 


powers of Europe. We were a young nation just struggling to 
take our place in the great family of nations in those days of diffi- 
culty, when the world was convulsed by the Napoleonic wars, 


and when our own situation was filled with danger. 

Turn to the correspondence of the Spanish minister Yrujo under 
Mr. Jefferson’s Administration and read there the friendship of 
Spain for the United States. Come down toa still later time, 
when war broke out between the two sections of this country. 
England, to whom we are now told, we should feel a most intense 
gratitude—England was the first to thrust her hand into the 
gaping wound in our body politic and try to rend it still further 
asunder. France followed, and then Spain. Less than three 
months after Sumter came the recognition of Spain to the South- 
ern Confederacy. 

No, Mr. President, we owe Spain nothing. We have the right 
to look at this thing purely from the point of view of the interests 
of humanity and the interests of the United States. There are no 
ties, no obligations, no traditions to bind us. 

Now turn to the other party in this conflict. Turn to the 
Cubans battling for their liberties. I think, Mr. President, that 


even the most bitter opponent of the Spanish-Americans would 
admit that free Cuba, under the constitution which now exists, 
would be an immense advance in civilization, in all that makes 


for the progress of humanity, over the government which Spain 
has given to that island. 

The Cubans offer a free press and free speech. Both are sup- 
pressed there by Spain. Spain closed a Protestant chapel in 
the city of Matanzas. The Cubans by their constitution guaran- 











tee a free church in a free state. They guarantee liberty of con- 
science. Those are things in which Americans believe, and the 
Cubans, whatever their faults or deficiencies may be, stand also 
for those principles. 

Our immediate pecuniary interests in the island are very great. 
They are being destroyed. Free Cuba would mean a great mar- 
ket to the United States; it would mean an opportunity for Ameri- 
can capital, invited there by signal exemptions; it would mean an 
opportunity for the development of that splendid island. 

Cuba is but a quarter smaller than the island of Java, and the 
island of Java sustains 23,000,000 people. Cuba has a population 
of a million and a half, and she is one of the richest spots on the 
face of the earth. She has not grown or prospered, because the 
heavy hand of Spain has been upon her. 

Those, Mr. President, are some of the more material interests 
involved in this question, but we have also a broader political in- 
terest in the fate of Cuba. The great island lies there across the 
Gulf of Mexico. She commands the Gulf, she commands the 
channel through which all gur coastwise traffic between the Gulf 
andour Northern and Eastern States passes. Sheliesrightathwart 
the line which leads to the Nicaragua Canal, Cuba in our hands 
or in friendly hands, in the hands of its own people, attached to 
us by ties of interest and gratitude, is a bulwark to the commerce, 
to the safety, and to the peace of the United States. 

We should never suffer Cuba to pass from the hands of Spain to 
any other European power. We may dismiss that aspect of the 
subject. The question is whether we shall permit the present 
condition of affairs tocontinue. The island to-day is lost to Spain. 
They may maintain a guerilla warfare for years. They may wipe 
out every plantation and deluge the island in blood. I have here 
the proclamation of General ge roe I have analyzed it para- 
graph by paragraph. No more bloody code was ever put forth. 
The life of every inhabitant in that island, peaceful or warlike, is 

laced at the disposition of the commander of the Spanish forces. 
iveryone who fails into his hands is absolutely at hismercy. He 
can condemn them to imprisonment or to death. They must all 
have passes, and they must get new ones, and if they fail to get 
them o eight days they are liable to go to prison or to the 
scaffold. 

The poor in the country are to be driven into towns where the 
Spanish troops are, under penalty, if they refuse, of being seized 
and conducted to prison and perhaps to death. All judicial au- 
thority is vested in the commanding general and his associates. 
The plan is a plan of desolation and extermination. Spain ma 
have it in hér power to prolong the agony until the island is a sol- 
itude, and she then may be able to callit peace. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that is the only result. 

Spain may ruin the island. She can never hold it or govern it 
again, Cuba now is not fighting merely for independence. Those 
men are fighting, every one of them, witha price on their heads 
and arope around their necks. They have shown that they could 
fight on. They are now fighting the battle of despair. That is 
the condition to-day in that bend. And here we stand motion- 
less, a great and oa ul country not six hours away from these 
scenes of useless bloodshed and destruction. 

I have spoken of our material interests. I have referred to our 
political interests in the future of Cuba. But, Mr. President, I 
am prepared to put our duty on a higher ground than either of 
those, and that is the broad ground of a common humanity. No 
useful end is being served by the bloody struggle that is now in 
progress in Cuba, and in the name of humanity it should be 
stopped. 

e have had a good deal to say in this Chamber and elsewhere 
about Armenia. We know very well that Armenia is far beyond 
our sphere of influence or of action. We know that, as a matter 
of traditional policy and as a ag matter of distance, we can 
not interfere in the affairs of Turkey or stay the massacre of her 
subjects. The words we utter on Armenia are mere words, the 
words of sympathy, and that isall. We can not support them by 
deeds. The slanahher in Armenia has been going on now for many 
months and has involved massacres which can not be equaled in 
extent unless you go back over three hundred years to the period 
of religious wars in Europe, and those wars shook the whole of 
Europe from the center to the circumference. To-day those mas- 
sacres go on in Armenia, and the civilization of western Euro 
has stood by paralyzed and helpless. It has not been able to do 
one single thing to check it. With millions of armed men, with 
hundre-ls of great ships, it has stood by and allowed the Sultan to 
wreak his will on those helpless people. England, to whom Turkey 
owes her very existence as a nation among nations, has not stirred. 
The recent utterances of Lord Salisbury in regard to Armenia can 
only be described as pitiful. His words would have been impossi- 
ble from an English prime minister in the time of Chatham, or 
of Canning, or of Palmerston. 

But, Mr. President, Lord Salisbury obeys a stronger force, a 
mightier will, than hisown. In the last resort, the power which 


controls in Europe and in England is the great power of money 
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and of the money lender. The money lenders do not car . 
many Armeniansare butchered; the Armenians are not noni: 
in the bond; but they care very much that nothing shall |) 
to disturb or jar anything, that nothing shall be done to dist 
values; and they fear that if England moved to resew 
wretched Armenians values might be disturbed and (it. 
bonds decline. There is England with the greatest fleet of 
ern times, that great flying squadron, which she mobiliz 
such wonderful speed. Ithasremainedinthe English Chann 
furnished pictures for the illustrated newspapers. It has not 
seen or heard in the sea where Blake and Nelson fought t 
battles, and yet England is more responsible than any other 
try for the existence of Turkey. To-day the world of w 
Europe and the world of America is looking to Russia, | 
country so recently emerged from barbarism, that country which 
is semi-Asiatic, to save those Armenians, and wipe out Tw 
that blot on modern civilization. 

Now, Mr. President, we have right here an Armenian at 
own doors. In Cuba there is useless bloodshed, brutality 
elty, and destruction of life and property—all the horrors thi 
accompany a savage war which is not submitted to the ru! 
civilized warfare. Is our civilization in the United Stat 


break down as the civilization of western Europe has broken 
down before Armenia? I do not believe it to be possible. Of ilo 
sympathies of the American people, generous, liberty loving, | 


have no question. They are with the Cubans in their sti 

for freedom. I believe our people would welcome any act 

the part of the United States to put an end to the terrible 

things existing there. Wecan stopit. Wecanstopit peac 

We can stop it, in my judgment, by pursuing a proper dip! 

and offering our good offices. Let it once be understood t! 
mean to stop the horrible state of things in Cuba, and it vy @ 
stopped. The great power of the United States, if it is oi \- 
voked and uplifted, is capable of greater things than that. 

Mr. President, we have a movement in favor of peace and . 
tration recently set on foot by some distinguished and v 
wealthy and eminent citizens of the city of New York and ot|) 
great cities of the country. They are influenced beyond ; 
question by devotion to the divine principle of ‘‘ peace on earti 
and good willto men.” I can not suppose that for a moment t 
mean to confine their opposition to war merely to wars in which 
we are engaged. They must be opposed to all wars; and the; 
I take it, but an expression of the general feeling of the American 
people that the mission of the great Republic is one of peac: 
Therefore, Mr. President, here is a war with terrible chara 
istics fle o~ at our very doors. We have the power to bring it 
toanend. I believe that the whole American people would wel- 
come steps in that direction. 

Recognition of belligerency as an expression of sympathy 
very well. I think it is fully justified by the facts in Cuba, but I 
should like to see some more positive action taken than that. | 
think we can not escape the responsibility which is so near to us. 
We can not shrug our shoulders and pass by on the other side. If 
that war goes on in Cuba, with the added horrors which this new 
general brings with him, the responsibility is on us; we can 
escape it. We should exert every influence of the United Sta 
Standing, as I believe the United States stands, for humanity and 
civilization, we should exercise every influence of our great coun- 
try to put a stop to that war which is now raging in Cuba and 
give to that island once more peace, liberty, and independence. 
{| Applause. | 

« Mr: MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Alabama will permit me, 
I wish to state that two Senators on the other side of the Cha 
ber—one the Senator from California [Mr. WuirE]—expressei 
desire to participate in this debate, and I, perhaps injudicious! 
said that this matter would probably go over until to-morrow, i: 
that it could not be finished to-night. I hope that that under 
standing will be had, so that no motion will be made to adjourn 


= % 


over until Monday, in the hope that to-morrow we may be able to 
disposé of the resolution. 

r. MORGAN. Iam quite content with that arrangement. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not want Senators who have gone away 
to be misled by anything I have said. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, this is an occasion which 1 
uires from Congress and the President the utmost degree of ‘e- 
liberation and circumspection. Great events may hinge upon our 
action here, events of great magnitude, considered with referen 
to the national expenditures of money and lives in the possible 
occurrence of war. 

In the opening of my remarks I wish to say that after a calm and 
almost a reluctant examination of this very serious situation, | 
believe the possibilities of a war with Spain growing out of our 
action ought to be discarded from our consideration, as affecting 
our action, because we shall not give to Spain any just cause 0! 
offense in anything that we may do, whether it is the recognition 
of the belligerency of Cuba or whether it is the recognition of 
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the independence of that Republic. We can neither abate nor 
avoid nor run away from duties that are incumbent upon us by 
considering what impression they may make upon any other coun- 
try, provided the motive of our action is such as is required and 
justified by the demands of our own country by its historical 
facts and the reminiscences, traditions, and sentiments of our 
ople. 

- e have not heretofore occupied, nor do we now occupy, an 
jnimical position toward the Government of Spain. I do not use 
the word hostile, because there is nothing approximating that 
thought in our present attitude or in our past history, except 
upon occasions when we have had cause of special complaint 
against her or she against us. We do not occupy now a position 
that is even inimical to Spain, and yet it must be admitted that 
Spanish monarchy is not a form of Government, or that it has 
ruled in its colonial | greene pes in Cuba, or elsewhere in South 
America, when it had sovereign powers on this hemisphere, in a 
way, that is agreeable to our people. We do not, of course, admit 
that the Spanish monarchy, in its rule of its colonies, had the ap- 
probation or the affectionate regard of the An.erican people in the 
past, or that it is likely in the future to meet with the approbation 
of a Government like that of the United States, and of people such 
aswehave. Wehave our own institutions, our own surroundings, 
our own destiny, and our own means of accomplishing that des- 
tiny under the providence of God, and _ our responsibility as a na- 
tion is to the Great Ruler of Events, and secondarily to the opinion 
of the other nations of the earth. 

So, in the consideration of this gene. I hope it will be per- 
fectly understood that the Committee on Foreign Relations, whose 
resolution I have the honor to advocate at this moment, have not 
been animated in the slightest degree by any sense of wrong or 
injustice intentionally done by the Spanish Government to the 
Government of the United States now or heretofore. There is 
nothing in our action that partakes in the least degree of retalia- 
tion. Our action is controlled, as far as we are able to shape it, 
entirely, as I have remarked, by the consideration of what is due 
to our own Government and our own people under a very peculiar 
relation that we hold to the government and people of Cuba. 

In the consideration of this question the Committee on Foreign 
Relations have found themselves able to separate themselves en- 
tirely from all considerations except those which I have indicated 
as the basis of our action. When this Congress met, petitions and 
memorials from different persons and communities, from societies 
and legislatures of the States, flooded in upon the Senate and upon 
the House. They reached the table of the Senate and were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations until they amounted to a 
great number. 

The pressure of these various proceedings on the part of the peo- 
ple of the United States was very heavy upon both Houses and 
doubtless upon the Executive also. The Committee on Foreign 
Relations of the Senate, not desirous of repressing or resisting 
these demands from the people of the United States, have still felt 


that the gravity of the occasion required them to give avery care- | 


ful investigation to the whole question as far as we were in the 
possession of means to understand it. I must confess that the 
information which we possess on that subject is not perhaps offi- 
cial. Itisinalarge sense accurate; in my opinion, itis altogether 
credible. Yet it has been gathered from various sources, an im- 
portant part of it from certain persons delegated by the govern- 


ment of the republic of Cuba to visit the United States and to | 


present to the Executive and to Congress a full statement of the 
actual situation in Cuba, both as to civil affairs and the military 
situation. 

After patient examination of these various documents and com- 
paring them with such information as we could gather from the 


statements in the public prints, to which credit was given by the | 
press and the United States almost without dissent, the commit- | 


tee feel that they have reached a ground upon which they can 
stand firmly in presenting for the consideration of the Senate the 
action that is proposed in the resolution which has been presented 
to the Senate in behalf of the majority of that committee. 

I think the demands of duty have been growing more serious 
upon the committee, as they have upon the Senate and upon the 


country, from day to day by a fuller and a better understanding | 


of the actual situation as between Cuba and Spain. 
as that island is by the Spanish navy and under the censorship 
exercised over all communications which have been permitted to 


come to the United States, it has only been occasionally that we | 
have had the means of access to those private sources of informa- | 


tion from which, after all, we can derive the truest view of the 
real situation in Cuba. 

This embarrassment has retarded the committee in its action 
very properly; but we have not come before the Senate without 
being persuaded, fully persuaded, that we have quite sufficient 
information of an authentic and reliable character upon which to 
base the report that we have made. 

Before going into the argument of that report I wish to make 
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some statements in regard to the law upon this question. I would 
begin, Mr. President, by defining what is a state of belligerency 
when it is recognized by one government in favor of another, and 
what are the consequences of it. When any insurrection has 
grown to the magnitude of a public civil war and has so impressed 
itself upon other nations of the world as to convince them that 
they would be justified in recognizing the existence of a civil war 
it then becomes the privilege and, in the Christian sense and in the 
sense of modern international law, the duty of civilized govern- 
ments to recognize the state of belligerency as existing. 

No nation can proceed against its own people in such a way as 
to hold them amenable to the pains and penalties of felony or pi- 
racy or ignominious punishment after those people, animated by a 
desire for liberty, have concentrated their efforts in the assem- 
blage of large masses for the purpose of achieving liberty and inde- 
pendence, and have so far been able to concentrate and organize 
their power as to present important armies in the field of military 
exploit, such armies organized regularly under military law, di- 
vided into corps and other subordinate divisions of an army, reach 
ing down to the company organization, and controlled by supreme 
military authority, as the ruling power and law of these collections 
of armed men are capable of conducting war and are entitled to the 
recognition that is accorded to regular armies in the laws of na- 
tions. When these things have attained to that degree a man 
engaged in those ranks by enlistment changes his character from 
that of a felonious rebel or insurrectionist into the higher char 
acter of a soldier, and the civilized nations of the earth feel it in- 
cumbent upon them, in honor and in duty, to recognize that man 
as a soldier, entitled to the protection of the laws of civilized war. 
This is a direct purpose of the resolutions under discussion, and it 
has every sanction of justice and benevolence. 

it must be remembered, Mr. President, that armies are com- 
posed, after all, not of officers alone, but of soldiery as well. They 
are led and commanded by officers, but the soldiers do the march- 
ing, bear the guns, do the fighting, fill the graves and the hos- 
pitals, and when they are captured fill the prisons. 

It must also be remembered that governments de facto exist and 
are recognized the world over, and have been recognized for many 
ages, and that governments de facto, whether they are consid 
ered in the military or in the civil sense, while they have rule and 
supremacy in a certain area of country, have the right to demand 
the services of the people over whom they are instituted and to 
impose duties upon them to the extent of enlisting them in the 
armies, to the extent of taking their property for military pur- 
poses or Government purposes, and even to the extent of com- 
manding their allegiance and their support; and that the civilized 
nations of the earth extend to people thus put under the dominion 
of de facto power the correlative right of protection in their per- 
sons and property, without being held liable criminally for their 
acts of obedience to that Government. 

That is the same law, sir, that applies in civil and military es- 
tablishments, and where any body of citizenship have collected 
together and armed and organized themselves into a military 
power, and they have dominion over a given area of country, the 
people who are within the influence of that dominion are justified, 
under the laws of nations everywhere, in rendering obedience 
and even support to that power. Whena man enlists in an army 
thus constituted, which has the power of supreme authority in his 
vicinity, and he puts upon himself the insignia of a soldier, and 
takes his arms and makes his enlistment and swears his allegiance 
to the flag that is over him, as he can be compelled to do by a 
power that he can not resist, that man’s character, in the eye of 
the laws of nations, changes from the private rebel or insurrec 
tionist into that of a soldier, and he has the right to the protec- 
tion that the laws of civilized warfare give to soldierv. The 
world has too much need of the services of the soldier to permit 
that service to subject him to the penalties of infamous punish- 
ment when he is captured in open war. 

Whatis the consequence of the position I have just been attempt- 
ing to discuss, if it be true? It is, of course, that a Cuban taken 
in arms, under the existing state of affairs in that island, is not 
amenable to trial and execution, we will say, by drum-head court- 
martial or by any summary proceeding, or any other proceeding. 
He can not be justly considered as being a felon—a man who has 
compromised his relations with his former Government to that 
extent that he is entitled only to bear the ignominy of a felonious 
conviction, with imprisonment for the remainder of his life, and 
his children doomed to follow him in wearing this stained gar- 
ment of reputation. 

This is the condition that Spain imposes upon native citizens 
who resist tyranny, in obedience to God, rather than endure it 
through fear of terrible personal sufferings. Driven to war by 
relentless oppression, the world is asked to deny them the rights 
that belong toarmies in the field, because Spain chooses to denounce 
them as robbers. 

If the Government of Spain could make up its mind to recog- 
nize the existence in Cuba of an insurrection, if they please to call 





it such, which has reached the proportions of a general civil war 
with organized armies, by that act they would place themselves 
in line with the opinion and conduct of other Christian powers 
and they would concede to the soldiery who might be in the Cuban 
army the rights of belligerency, just as was done during the period 
of the civil warin the United States. Neither party suffered from 
that course of civilized warfare. But Spain obstinately refuses to 
do this. 

Is there any doubt, Mr. President, can there be any doubt, that 
the war in Cuba has attained to that magnitude in which it be- 
comes the duty and the wisest policy of Spain to make this ac- 
knowledgment in behalf of the Cuban insurrectionists? There 
can be no doubt about it. 

The President of the United States, in his last annual message 
to the Congress, describes this as a bloody war, a public war, no 
longer a mere insurrection, no longer a mob or an embroilment 
of citizens without organization, for the purpose of wreaking 
some revenge or for the purpose of displacing some officer who 
may be offensive to them in the civil or military government of 
Cuba; nothing of that kind. It is an open, public war, and the 
fact is so plain, so manifest, in the history of which we are per- 
fectly cognizant, that the question does not admit of debate. 

We, therefore, in the progress of our consideration of this ques- 
tion, can advance to that ground with absolute confidence that 
this is a public war, and that in this public war it is the duty of 
Spain to make a concession in favor of the other belligerents to 
the effect that the people who are engaged in that army by regu- 
lar enlistment are soldiers and shall have the treatment of soldiers. 

If Spain should do such a thing as that, Mr. President, that 
would be a recognition by the Sovereign of the belligerent rights 
of these people who are fighting against her flag and fighting for 
their independence; and in that view there would be no occasion, 
certainly no necessity, for the Government of the United States, 
or any other Government, to interfere for the pu of securing 
to the soldiery in those armies the benefits, whatever they may 
be, of civilized warfare. Spain has not done this; Spain does not 
intend to do this. Spain fills to repletion her prison in Africa 
with persons captured out of the army of the rebels; she fills 
Morro Castle, Puerto Cabanos, and all other prisons of which she 
has the control with these victims caught from the other army, 
who are taken when caught, and by a summary process are con- 
demned to life servitude in these terrible prisons, if, indeed, they 
are permitted to live. 

If we are ever called in question for making a humane declara- 
tion in favor of these victims, we shall be, fortunately, sup- 
ported by an array of facts that will call forth the sympathies of 
all Christendom. As the action we propose is based on justice 
and our regard for human rights, our sympathy for the oppressed 
needs not to be justified, at this time, by a recital of all their wrongs 
and sufferings. 

Spain inflicts upon them penalties under the name of law which 
their crimes would not deserve, even if they were individuals en- 
gaged separate and apart, or in little squads, in insurrection 
against the Government of Spain; but being soldiers, and having 
enlisted in a place and at a time and under circumstances and for 
purposes which recommend them to the fair and favorable consider- 
ation of mankind, it becomes the duty of the civilized governments 
of the world, so far as they are able to effect or accomplish any- 
thing in that direction, to say to Spain: ‘‘ We recognize the bellig- 
erent rights of the people under arms in that country who call 
themselves citizens of the Republic of Cuba.” 

I trust that I have brought out in this way, in rather simple 
form, the real ground upon which the United States and every 
other country has the right to intervene to the extent, at least, 
that this resolution proposes. It is in behalf of mercy; it is in 
behalf of justice; in this particular case it is in behalf of liberty, 
and, more than that, it isin behalf of the kind of liberty which 
we enjoy; it is in behalf of that kind of liberty where the people 
themselves furnish the governing — and where they dispute 
the right of monarchy to govern them at will and pleasure. So 
there is everything in the situation of the case which is attractive 
to the American people to induce us to occupy that ground which 
is justified, not merely by our predilections or our sympathies, 
but that ground which is justified by the laws of warfare; modern, 
civilized war, as it is described in the books on international law. 

I therefore assume, Mr. President, without stopping to debate 
it particularly, that the Government of the United States has the 
right, and that it is our duty, and that it accords with our senti- 
ments, and that it justly stirs the blood in our veins when we 
make this declaration and say to Spain: ‘‘ You have long enough 
lacerated these people in your efforts to destroy them under the 
plea of quelling insurrection. Now they are entitled tc bellig- 
erent rights, and we intend, so far as we are concerned, to give 
them that recognition by expressing our opinion here that they 
are so entitled; and when we have made that recognition we in- 
tend to be bound hereafter, just as we have been in the past, by 
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our own laws and also by the laws of the nations of the ear! 
the international law—to maintain perfect neutrality bet 
these recognized belligerents, doing no favor to either that i 
permitted by the laws of war, by international law, and den 
to neither of them the privileges which they have the right to 
joy as belligerent powers.” That is our attitude. 

I now come back to the first proposition with which I st 
out: Can Spain rightfully assume that in our taking that < 
on an occasion like this, there is any menace against her o1 
act which is inimical to her dignity and power, her jurisdic 
or her sovereignty? No; andif she desires to take offense w] 
none is intended, and none is really given, all that we can 
‘*You will have to take offense; but we had rather that 1 
would take offense at our attitude as a Government than that | 
God of nations and the human family should take offense at | 
silence and our indifference in the presence of this wrong. We 
have got to choose an attitude here which you have forced upon 


W 


‘us by your misgovernment in Cuba, or otherwise we shall yo 


honest, upright, and courageous people; and, having taken { 
attitude without enmity toward you, if you choose to embroi! n 
on that account, why, simply we can not help it. You em} 
us, if you ever do so, because we do our plain duty, and no more, 

We must determine for ourselves whether it is just that we 
should accord, on our part, and under our laws, the rights of . 
ilized warfare to a — body of people in Cuba who have resist od 
the whole power of Spain for more than a year and increase in 
numbers and military strength with every day that passes. 

I now come to the cohsideration of what would be our position 
when we recognize the belligerency of the Cuban Republic, for that 
is what I style it, that is what they style it themselves, and I think, 
before I get through with my argument, I shall show that they 
have ample reason for calling themselves, with proud satisfaction, 
the Republic of Cuba, for, if it be not now a republic in full de 
velopment and in the majesty of power which it seems destined (o 
enjoy some day, it may be another Moses in his basket among the 
bullrushes, and after a while it will come to light, and the world 
will nes in the presence of that new republic. 

We have a number of remarkably stringent statutes upon our 
statute book for the protection of other countries surrounding us, 
by enforcing upon our people the doctrines of international law, 
which are called neutrality. One who reads our statute book and 
compares it with that of almost any other country in the world, 
I think, will be surprised at the stringency with which we guard 
against the interference of our people in any war which may take 
place in any country foreign tous. We have had on both sides of 
us nations which we have been compelled to protect by these s 
utes—Canada on the north, Mexico on the southwest, and mor 
particularly Cuba on the south. This code of laws, strong and 
urgent and stringent as it is, was never suggested to the Cong: 


take that position which is becoming to a great Republic and an 


} 
Ll 


of the United States by the enmity of our people toward any other 
nation in the world. 

t is not our inherent trouble, it is not the drift of our people 
in the direction of maraud and robbery and interference with fur 
eign Governments which has caused this legislation to be placed 
upon the statute book. We have a conservative people, a la 
abiding, lawmaking, law-loving people; and when you place a 


question of foreign relations or foreign troubles or difficult 

fore the mind of an American you always find him looking 
with cool circumspection, ready to participate when duty dem: 

it, but not ready to participate as a mere filibusterer oy asa m: 
aggressor upon the rights of foreign people. That is not a: 
acteristic of our people that these statutes were put upon 
statute book to hold in check or to correct. If we had been as 
sular as Great Britain, we should have needed none of thos 

utes with which to control our people. These laws have been put 
upon our statute book for the protection of our neighbors. 

It has been, I think, only on one occasion, or perhaps two, t! 
we have had any necessity for resorting to them in referet 
our relations with Canada. We have had more frequent 
sity to appeal to those laws in our relations with Mexico, but a 
still more frequent and still more painful necessity of appeali 
to them with reference to our relations with Cuba. This grad 
tion of the necessity we have been under of applying those law 
a sufficient indication of our appreciation and that of our p« 
at large of the characteristics of those Governments. 

People who conduct good government have the friendship of 
the American people, while those who rule tyrannically in 
their displeasure. 

Canada is self-governing; she has a race of people very much 
like ourselves, very close akin to us. Mexico differs from Can- 
ada in that respect; and in consequence of some misfortunes, 
which crept into her constitution, and which she has only recently 

otten rid of, Mexico has been so often in such a state of turbu- 
ence that it was necessary that the Government of the United 
States should exercise extraordinary supeivis'‘on over her owD 
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rer ae 
ye0ple to keep them from going down there and participating in 
the insurrections and rebellions which have so often occurred. 

When we get to Cuba, Mr. President, an island which is access 
ible only by the sea, guarded by a great monarchy, our people, 
when they have invaded, or attempted to invade that island, have 
not gonetherefor the purposeofrobbery. They have not gone there 
because they wanted to impose our institutions upon Cuba. Very 
few Americans, indeed, even the wildest of them, and in the most 
exaggerated condition of what I might call their covetousness of 
power and wealth, have ever thought about going to Cuba for the 

yurpose of acquiring it and annexing it to the United States. 
Vhile our people desire the independence of Cuba, very few of 
them desire its annexation. 

Why is it, then, that we have had to keep these laws on the 
statute book, and that every time an outbreak has occurred in 
Cuba the first thing which has been done by the President of the 
United States was to issue a most radical proclamation, warning 
our people and forbidding them in the strongest possible manner 
from going into the Island of Cuba and from violating our laws 
intended to prevent them from doing so. 


Cuban people, the recognition of which we could not shut out 
from our own consciences and our own hearts. We have stood 
here as a guard, as a picket post, as an outline of defense of the 
Monarchy of Spain through the medium of these laws and the 
proclamations of Presidents of the United States for very nearly 


a century, during which period of time five great insurrections or | 


revolts have occurred in Cuba. 
What has it cost us thus to guard a people whose resentments 
have been so justly excited, but are reluctant to interfere with 


foreigners or with foreign Governments? What has it cost us to | 


keep in check and hold down the Cuban refugees who have come 
to the United States from time to time, driven out of the islands 
by the stress of persecution? Think of the lives of American citi 
zens that have been sacrificed; think of the men who have been 


leaned up against adobe walls before sunrise in the morning and | 
e 


shot to death by Spain because, following their sympathies, they 


felt that they could go to Cuba and give a helping hand to their | 


relatives, their own blood kindred, in the Island of Cuba, who 
went there, as Lopez did, for the purpose of relieving his own rela- 
tives from these barbarities. 

What has it cost us? 


unutterable thing; in national distress, great discomfort; in our 


commercial relations with Cuba, and even with other parts of the | 


earth, immense losses; in the honor of our flag, frequent searches 
and visitations, outrageous wrong, which we have put up with 
for the time being rather than to resent, because we preferred 
peace to war, although there might have heen an occasion when we 
should have been entirely justified in going to war. 
it has cost us; that is what it is costing us now. The record of 
our losses and of our sufferings and of our wrongs, wrongs to our 
own people which have been inflicted upon them through the 
cruelties of Spanish dominion in Cuba, is a record which, if it 
were written up consecutively, would astonish the world. 

Mr. President, if the Island of Cuba were as close to Great Brit- 
ain as itis to the United States and the same wrongs had been 
done there that have been perpetrated against our neighbor, who 
can fail to understand what would have been the fate of Cuba? 
Great Britain would have absorbed her a century ago or more. 
She would have said to herself as she has said in respect to Ire- 


land, but with extreme imjustice with regard to Ireland, “‘ You | 
have a rich country that we need; you have a people who are in- | 


sapable of self-government, refractory, turbulent, and rebellious, 
and the best thing that Great Britain can do is to take you into 
the Kingdom and govern you, discrown your king, hang your 
martyrs, break down your constitution and the traditions of the 
past, and take you into our lordly bosom.” If Cuba had occupied 
the geographical relation to Great Britain, France, or Germany 
that she occupies to the United States, long ago she would have 
disappeared from the list of Spanish colonies, and she would have 
belonged to some great ruling, energetic, Christian power. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator from Alabama like our policy 
better? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Delaware asks me if I like 
our policy better. 


respect is gone. I think there isa moment of time—perhaps that 


moment has arrived—when we have to determine that question | 
for ourselves. Perhaps the moment now is when the American | 


people ought to say to themselves: ‘It is high time that those peo- 
ple = Cuba had a government under which they could at least 
exist.’ 

Now, our attitude toward Cuba and toward Spain has been one 
entirely innocent. It has been forbearing; it has been just and 
upright, and there is no ground for accusation against us. The 
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What has caused this? | 
It has been, on every occasion, some wrong done by Spain to the | 
| among the rabble or the outcasts of society. 


In money, Mr. President, a very large | 
sum; in blood, a very great treasure; in anguish of feeling, an 


That is what | 


c I like it better, provided that our temporizing | 
is not to be protracted until Cuba is destroyed and until our self- 


only ground of 


usation that exists in reg 


ace r attitude 
toward Spain and Cuba is that we have forbor 


perhaps in 


the past what we should have done, to the great wrong of the peo- 
ple of Cuba and particularly to that lar nd respe le class 
of people who have been driven by t revolu into the 
United States seeking ho lity. 

I wish to speak a mot t about those people who] e to 
the United States under the invitation of this G upon 
its doctrines of expatriation and of naturalization They have in 
good faith united in our citizenship; they have adopted our flag 
as the flag of their country; they have sworn all in the 
Constitution of our country, and when war has prevailed h or 
the exigencies of the Government have demanded any oth eat 
sacrifice, they have come along as willingly asany of us, and have 
contributed to the power and the honor and the glory of the United 


States. As citizens in time of peace the Cubans, who, perhaps, 


mostly reside in the larger cities of the United States, have been 
citizens of eminent respectability and propriety of conduct. 
I do not remember any Cuban who has been called to account 


in the courts of the United States or elsewhere for d 


isl ryalty to 
the Government of this country. They are not to be 


accounted 
Many of them have 
transferred their property to this country, what remnant of it 
was left, and have started in upon business engagements here of 
an honorable character. Many of them have left behind the titles 
that they wore under the Spanish Monarchy and in Cuba, and 
have cheerfully abandoned the distinctions which made them 
prominent among their own class of people in order to accept the 
piain equality of the democracy and the republicanism of the 
United States. They have come in great numbers, and not one 
of them has set his foot upon these shores who has not had ex- 
tended to him a hand of welcome and a heart beating with cordial 
regard, for this is the land of the persecuted refugee. It is a land 


| to which all the oppressed of the earth may come with perfect 


assurance that when they have planted their feet upon our soil 
they have got home to the land of liberty. 

These people have come in great numbers. Some of the 
eminent men, not politically, but in science and in busine 
in law, are found among the Cuban circles who have be« 
out of Cuba and who have taken refuge in the United 
have great respect for them. 


most 
3s and 
n driven 
states, I 
Martin Kozsta had no firmer hold 


upon the heart of Daniel Webster than a man like Menocal has 
upon my heart to-day. When those people have ventured to go 


back to theirown country occasionally they have been subjected to 


violence and imprisonment and confiscation and the like by the 
Spanish Government out of a spirit of mere anger, resentment, 
and retaliation. That is not among the least of the evils that we 


have had to put up with or overlook on behalf of the Cubans who 


have been here. 


To-day Spain has more animosity toward us on their account 
than on account of everything else. These men can t1 » this 
country from one end to another; they can r: money for the 


relief of the people of Cuba; they can send it tothem. They can 





discuss the situation in Cuba with perfect freedom. They can dis- 
cuss and understand the restrictions of our laws upon them and 
render cheerful and perfect obedience them. But the Spanish 
| Government r gards the liberty that we have accorded to them 
| in holding their meetings and conventicles and in ] their 
resolutions or adopting their programm n behalf of people 
of Cuba as an offense that is intolerable to the mind and irt of 
|a Spanish ruler. For that reason they, of course, grow 1 ind 
more angry toward us continually, and that is the ti round of 
the opposition of Spain to the United S 
Spain would be the best friend to us that we have in tl rid 
if whenever a Cuban refugee undert to land ur 
ports we should drive him back to tl a and tell ek a 
home elsewhere. But we open our doors to him; he comesin here, 
and when he gets here he comes, it is true, as an enemy of Spain, 
but Spain becomes our enemy because we tolerate in our midst 
omebody who does not happen to like her. That n 
We give no encouragement to any ill feeling toward it 
| accord to our citizens, native or adopted, the right to love Spain 
|-or to abhor her according to their free will Just en- 
| forced by public opinion, will temper such feelings, bu can 
not crush them out. 
Now, Mr. President, these laws to which I have referred, after 
we have passed the concurrent resolution, will remain pr ely 
| what they are now. They will not be changed in the least, nor 
will any other law of the United States be changed, although there 
will be a new application of some of the international laws to a 
situation created by this act of recognition. That is all. The 
laws will not be changed anywhere, but a new application of them 


will thus be made. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me? 
Certainly. 
Does the Senator understand that the passage of 


Mr. MORGAN. 
Mr. PLATT. 











the pending concurrent resolution by the two Houses without its 
sanction by the President amounts to anything? Does he under- 
stand that it amounts to a recognition of belligerent rights? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think it does, if the concurrent resolution is 
adopted. Ido not deny the ae of that question, nor do Ideny 


the fact that we have never settled it by astatutein the United States. 
That question is left open simply as a constitutional question, and 
the measure of the rights of Congress and of the President of the 
United States in respect to it is found only in the Constitution. 
What the proper interpretation of that instrument is as bearing 
upon the particular right or matter that the Senator from Con- 
necticut suggests is something not really necessary in this debate, 
because the form of the resolution is not such as to evoke the 
question. 

Nevertheless, if it becomes necessary, or if the Senate of the 
United States desires to pass a resolution of the actual recogni- 
tion of the independence of Cuba on this occasion, then we would 
have to give consideration necessarily to the question whether a 
recognition by a concurrent vote of the two Houses would be a 
full recognition or whether the President of the United States 
must participate in the act before it becomes a full recognition. - 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from Alabama have any doubt 
that the passage of such a resolution as he has indicated, recog- 
nizing the independence of this assumed republic, would result 
immediately in a suspension of friendly diplomatic relations, the 
withdrawal of the Spanish minister, with the near probability of 
being involved in hostilities? Does not the Senator think that 
such a resolution would be a distinctive act in the direction of a 
probable war? 

Mr. MORGAN. I remarked in the opening of my speech that 
this question had grown upon us, that we had approached it, I 
confessed I approached it, reluctantly because of its magnitude, 
because of the ultimate consequences that might follow it, and I 
think I will take the liberty of saying to the Senate what I said to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations on that question when this 
matter came up. 

Mr. HALE. I am sure we will be glad to hear the Senator from 
Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. Here was a great mass of petitions and memo- 
rials to which we had to make some answer. We had to report 
them back adversely and ask to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the question, or else we had to do something in 
the direction at least of the recognition of the belligerent rights 
of the Cubans. How far we should go was, of course, a matter 
left for after consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Alabama has yielded to other 
Senators, and I should like to ask him a practical question. Sup- 
pose the pending resolution is a by the concurrent action of 
the two Houses, not going to the President, what right or duty 
appertains to an American citizen after its passage which does 
not appertain to an American citizen before its passage, and what 
right aoe to a Cuban insurgent after its passage that he did 
not possess before? 

Mr. MORGAN. Itisa part of my duty, before I can lay this 
matter properly before the Senate, although it may require some 
prolixity of speech to do so, to take up the question suggested by 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and also 
the one suggested by the honorable Senator from Connecticut 
{Mr. Piatt]. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not think I made myself exactly clear. The 

uestion which I wish to have answered is, whether the passage of 
this resolution by the two Houses of Congress, without the action 
of the Executive, amounts to according to the insurgents or pa- 
triots, as they may be called, in Cuba belligerent rights? 

Mr. MORGAN, That will depend on the wording of the reso- 
lution. The question put to me by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] involves the very consideration of the question whether—— 

Mr. PLATT. If I may be permitted still further, we under- 
stand that when the President, under such circumstances, issues 
a proclamation of neutrality, which is the ordinary form in which 
belligerent rights are accorded, certain rights attach to the people 
who are struggling, and certain obligations attach to the United 
States. 

Now, what I wish to know is, whether those same rights attach 
to the Cuban people and the same obligations attach to the people 
of the United States and the Government of the United States 
upon the passage of this resolution just as if it were an Executive 
act, performed by the President. ; 

Mr. MORGAN. Ican not leave the floor without answering, if 
I am able to do so, the questions propounded by each of the hon- 
orable Senators. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator from Florida will let me go 
on without further interruption, inasmuch as I have before me a 
large field of questions to answer. : 

r. FRYE. I hope the Senator from Alabama will preserve 
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the distinction between the question asked by my colleague an 
the one asked by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}, 

Mr. MORGAN. The question propounded to me by the col 
league of the honorable Senator from Maine a FRYE| is t 
one I propose to answer first. I was proceeding to do so })\ 
statement of the attitude which I held on this question when j; 
was first presented to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

When the petitions had to be considered and had to be report 
adversely, with a request that we might be discharged from thir 
further consideration, or else we had to take the other side of {| 
question and find that we could and should pass a resolution 
some form recognizing belligerency in Cuba, I said to the C 
mittee on Foreign Relations: ‘I contemplate war at the end of 
any resolution that we pass in that direction, not that it would |e 
just, not that there would be the slightest excuse for it, but jo. 
cause Spain is in such a condition, her animosities against us are 
so excited, her jealousy and her pride are so extreme, and | wi)] 
add also absolutely inexcusable in the light of reason, that I fe] 
that it makes no difference what steps we take, Spain will make 
it the occasion of belligerent action toward us.” I therefore j¢- 
cepted the situation, whenever I took a step in that direction — it 
made no difference how long or how short it was—that it would 
ultimately result in war. 

I said Tien. and I repeat, that I believe Spain to-day would be 
under obligations to us for giving her a cause of war in regari to 
Cuba. Why? Because Spain knows just as well as the rest of 
mankind knows that the letters with which she has bound Cuba 
since Columbus made the discovery of it, and particularly in 
last century or century and a half, have corroded until they re 
rusting off the limbs of those people. They have got to be incon- 
venient in the respect of the civilized world. 

To give an illustration of it I will say there was a certain sort 
of shackle in use at the time when Christopher Columbus was 
cupying the Spanish provinces that he discovered here. The 


i 


shackles were particularly heavy, and were worn upon the limbs 
of Spaniards when they were in durance under the law, military 
or civil. A very eminent Spanish artist painted Columbus as he 
was wearing those shackles when he was being taken from the 


Island of Cuba back to Spain to answer for imaginary offenses. 
He was taken back a prisoner upon a Spanish ship to answer at 
the Spanish court for supposed offenses against the Crown of Spain, 
The shackles were painted there. 

That picture was brought here to be exhibited at the World’ 
Fair in Chicago, and the men who controlled the exhibitions from 
the Government of Spain refused to let the picture go on exhibi- 
tion unless the artist would paint out the shackles. Why? Le- 


a 


cause it was an evidence of what barbarism existed in Spain at 
the time when Columbus was taken and put on that ship. Ile 
painted them out. The picture went back to Cuba, and the friends 
of this artist rose upon him and denounced him for his cowardice. 
He admitted it, but said: ‘‘Who is not a coward who stands in 
front of the Monarch of Spain? Give me a brush and I will paint 
them back.” And he did, and there they are now, but they are 
~ in paint. 

ow, the very shackles that Spain has laid upon the lim)s of 


the Cubans have become disreputable even in the contemplation 
of Spain herself, but her pride causes her to hold this poor slave 
by the throat. She can not consent, with her imperious and 


monarchic ideas, to lift her bloody hands from the neck of this 
victim and accord to that poor slave the rights of man, sanctified 
in the name of constitutional liberty. She can not afford to do 


it, and she is not going to do it, and yet she can not hold Cuba. 
If this revolution does not free the Cubans from the grasp of 
Spain the next one will, or the next. 

The revolutions have gone on now during all of this century, 
increasing in proportions and in power, each one making a step 


further in the direction of this happy release. There will be one 
more if this does not succeed, or one more if that does not suc- 
ceed, and Cuba will come forward, amidst the paeans of the 


nations, free, sovereign, andindependent. Spain knowsit. Spain 
feels it. She is bound to recognize it. She would rather lose 


Cuba at the point of the sword when in conflict with the United 
States than to have us pay for it or to have those Cubans achicye 
their independence. She would thank us to take it off her hands 


with the point of the sword. 
That is the reason why I say I have believed that any step in 
this direction would only anticipate the results that are boun: to 
come in a very short time when Spain will find herself dismantled 
of her colonial strength on the American Hemisphere, as she hes 
heretofore been by the combination of the great republics from 
Mexico to Patagonia from 1810 to 1830. ; 
Spain has had no real, legitimate right to hold the province of 
Cuba and deny to her a voice in her own government after 
Mexico and Venezuela and Colombia and the South and Central 
American States were free. If Cuba had been occupied by peo- 
ple who in their hearts were as free and as strong as the people 
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of Mexico, or the Central Americans, or the people of Colombi: 
or the Venezuelans were at the time they declared their independ 
ence, it is impossible to conceive that Cuba would have remained 
in the clutches of Spain. Why did she not? It was because at 
the time the revolutions took place in the other countries around 
Cuba she was dominated by a very few men who had their large 
plantations filled with slaves. She had no free population and 
none that were capable of es, to liberty at that time. 

Mexico, when she achieved her inde spendenc e, and every State 
down to the Antarctic Ocean, declared in their original consti- 
tutions, and held to their declaration irrevocably, ‘ths it slavery 
should never exist in those countries. All dec lared it. Cuba 
could not make that declaration. She did not have the people. 
Her population were not up to the idea because the vast mass of 
her people then were slaves, else at the time these other Repub- 
lics escaped from bondage to Spain Cuba would have released 
herself. 

Now the situation is different. Now the slaves have been eman- 
cipated. Theten years’ war of which we have been speaking here 
to-day was chiefly for the emancipation of thoseslaves. The very 
men emancipated at the end of that war have become soldiers in 
the Cuban army. They are fighting for higher liberties and to 
increase the standard of that liberty so that it shall amount to the 
right of self-government. That is ‘the situation. 


"Therefore I hope the Senator from Maine will understand that | 


in all I have done about this Cuban imbroglio I have acted with 
great reluctance. Ihave acted with the reluctance of aman who 
with his associates is compelled to take a very important position, 
what under ordinary circumstances might be called a very haz- 
ardous position, in the contemplation of actual war, w ithout giv- 
ing any just cause of offense to Spain. I have acted in full view 
of the fact that at the beginning of this controversy it was our 
business to discount the future, and to draw our sword and I: vy it 
upon the table and say to Spain, “Tf you want to take it up, take 
it up. 

Me President, I think it isincumbent upon me as the Senator in 
charge of this measure on behalf of the committee to enter some 
what more fully than I have been able to do this afternoon upon 
a consideration of the facts, particularly those that relate to the 


I feel that I am scarcely able—I have had a very hard day’s 
work—to complete this task this evening. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator is going to yield the floor for 
to-day—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Alabama yield to the Eenator from Massachu- 
setts? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam perfectly willing to yield for to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator is desirous to continue another day, 
as he has intimated, I should like to call his attention to what I 
had in mind when I put him the question before. No man can 
read the story of a Spanish war against anybody without having 
his whole nature stirred by the emotions which were so eloquently 
uttered by my colleague. No American, no decent man on the 
face of the earth can help that feeling. But after all, when the 
Congress of the United States is to do something on such a matter 
with such consequences as the Senator conceives, we ought to do 
it with a full comprehension of what we are about, and we look to 
the great committee of which that eminent Senator was so long 
chairman, and of which he is now so influential a member to in- 
struct us practically and exactly in what we are doing. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON | in his very quiet 
speech (but into which a great deal of meaning was crowded in a 
very few sentences) said that this declaration, supposing it takes 
effect, according belligerent rights to the Cubans, 1s to have two 
effects, and twoonly. One is that it gives Spain belligerent rights 
at sea, so that not merely being at war in putting down a rebellion 
that is a little too strong for the constable, but being at war with 
another power which we have admitted is an equal power to her 
in the rights of war, she may search our ships under the right of 
a belligerent, under certain circumstances, at sea. Of course such 


a right would also belong to the Cubans, but they have not got | 


any ships and it is valueless to them. Next, as I understood the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, he said the further effect is to release 
Spain from any obligation for injuries caused to the very large 
property of the numerous American citizens in Cuba. 

Mr. MORGAN. After the declaration. 

Mr. HOAR. After the declaration. The Cuban belligerents 
can not pay for such injuries if they inflict them, and they never 
would be expected to do it hereafter if they gained their inde- 
pendence. 

Mr. TELLER. The Cubans are as able to do so as Spain. 

Mr. HOAR. Whether they are as able as Spain or not is an- 
other question. So she is released, because this happened to our 
ci in a war and not by acts of lawlessness in a country with 
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Now, those two things the Senator from 


am we are at peace. 

»onnsylvania—— 

Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. HOAR, 
me. 

Mr. TELLER. I pe like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. HOAR. No; I do not want toanswer a question; I want to 
put one. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Pennsylvania said with creat 
force that those are the two things which are to come from a rec- 
ognition of belligerency. Now, is there anything else which is to 
come from it? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; one very important matter. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there anything which is going to do those 

‘ubans, those insurrectionists, any good? 1 do not speak now of 
an expression of good will, but I speak of the practical result. 
W hat help is it to be? 

In the next place, the other question which has arisen in my 
mind—and it has also occurred to several other Senators—is, what 
is the effect on the obligations, duties, or rights of an ine rican 
| citizen, or on the obligations, duties, or rights of a Cuban insur- 
rectionist of a recognition of belligerency by two Houses of Con- 
gress not signed or agreed to by the President of the United States? 

In putting these questions I am not expressing my own opinion, 
I put them as a learner, and I put them with a very earnest de- 
sire to agree with the Senator from Alabama and those of hi s col- 
leagues who have spoken on this subject. I wanted to call the 
attention of the Senator from Alabama to them now, so that 
when he goes on, if he thinks they are worth dealing with he may 
do so. They are things that are, in my mind at least, points for 
instruction. 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. TELLER. 
tion? 

Mr. MORGAN. 


Mr. President—— 
I wish the Senator from Colorado would pardon 


I will interpose a very brief answer. 
Will the Senator allow me to ask hima ques- 


Allow me to answer the one put to me by the 


| Senator from Massachusetts, and then I will hear the Senator's. 


Mr. TELLER. 


In this connection I wanted the Senator from 


Massachusetts to add the further question whether the recogni- 
organization of the Republic of Cuba and the progress of the war. | 








tion on our part of belligerent rights changes the obligations of 
Spain with reference to, say, our own people who may be there. Is 
it not a question of fact to be determined, whether it is flagrant 
war or not? 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Alabama—— 

Mr. MORGAN. lcan not afford to yield to the Senator from: 
Florida—I am something more than a mere target for interrova- 
tories. 

Mr. CALL. In this connection I think the Senator from Ala- 
bama would like to read what I have in my hand here. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave my own answer, which I will undertake 
to give ina very few words, with a view of elaborating it when I 
next take the floor; but | want now to present my answer in a few 
words to the Senator from Massachusetts, which he has cour- 
teously asked me for. 

The last question asked by the Senator from Massachusetts he 
will find answered in the form and language of the resolution 
which we have reported. It is fully answered in the form and 
language of the resolution of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

As tothe preceding question, as to the right of search, I will state 
that the right of search exists on the part of any country that ig 
engaged in open war with amadversary. If the Spanish Govern- 
ment found that an American ship was destined for a Cuban port, 
it would have the right, outside of the 3-mile limit, to make a 
certain search of that ship. 

Mr. HOAR. In case of war? 

Mr. MORGAN. Incase of a recognition of belligerency, as if 
they were at war. Now, what would that search be? It would 
be controlled by two things. Spain would have a respons ibility 
about that search; she must make no mistake about it; just asa 
private man can not arrest another one for felony, and if he is mis- 
taken about it he can not escape damages. There is more than 
that about it. We have got our own statutes here for the protec- 
tion of our customs. We send ships out by our statutes 12 miles 
to sea to examine and search ships that are destined for ports in* 
the United States, and that is considered to be not only a civil 
remedy, buta very excellent one, for protection against smuggling. 
Spain would have the belligerent right, under the laws of nations, 
to send her ships out and search our ships or any ships destined to 
Cuban ports, if you please, and see whether they were carrying 
contraband of war. If they are found not to be carrying contra- 
band of war they are not amenable to arrest, yet the search may 
be rightful under the laws of war. 

Now, another element comes in there which I beg to call to the 
attention of the Senator from Massachusetts, and that is the 
reason why I am making these remarks now, for | want to call 
that Senator’s attention to our treaty relations with Spain. Under 
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the treaty of 1795, a general treaty of commerce which is now in 
full force in the particular to which I am alluding, there is a re- 
striction put upon her right of search of our ships in time of war. 
It does not make any difference who the war is with, whether 
with one of her own provinces or some foreign country. Whatis 
that restriction? Itis that she shall not approach an American 
ship nearer than within gunshot, and there she shall stop and call 
the American ship to stop and send a boat out with not more than 
a definite number of persons—I think it is three or four—to ex- 
amine the cargo of that ship to see whether or not there is any- 
thing contraband upon it. 

Now, that treaty obligation remains, our treaty obligations with 
Spain remain, notwithstanding we may recognize the belliger- 
ency of the Cubans. That same treaty of 1795 outrode her recog- 
nition of the Confederate States and is still valid. It had no im- 
pression on it. So there it stands and regulates, sofar as Spain is 
concerned, as between her and the United States, her right of 
search. That is now the limitation which is placed upon it by 
the treaty as well as by the international law, and that, I think, is 
an answer to the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR.. If the Senator will pardon me, I am afraid I did 
not quite make my question clear. y question was not whether 
the right of search was a severe, onerous one or not. My ques- 
tion was whether the recognition of belligerency did not give it to 
Spain, whatever it was, and she did not have it without—— 

Mr. MORGAN. It certainly has not. 

Mr. HOAR. And what else it gave to anybody. That is, what 
is there, except the sentimental side of it, by which a recognition 
of belligerency operates, except to give two things to Spain? One 
is the right of search, which she had not before, and the other the 
exemption from the obligation for her mischief done on the Island 
of Cuba to our citizens’ property, which she might, as the Sena- 
tor from Colorado well suggests, be responsible for in a clear case 
of flagrant war. 

Mr. TELLER. She might escape responsibility. 

Mr. HOAR. She might escape responsibility, In other words, 
if we go to Spain and say, ‘‘ Mr. Atkins’s sugar plantation, worth 
$250,000 or $1,000,000, was destroyed in the Island of Cuba, and 
your police and authorities did not protect it as you should; now 
pay up,” Spain would have the right to say, ‘‘ You have admitted 
yourself a condition of things which exonerated me from any obli- 

ation to protect that mew while, if we do not declare the 
lligerency, it is a question of fact to be inquired into hereafter. 

Mr. TELLER. She would have to prove it. 

Mr. HOAR. She would have to prove it. What I want to 
know is not the extent of these two rights—I think we all prob- 
ably understand those—but whether there is anything else under 
the sun that this resolution is operative to produce, supposing it 
to be binding on the Government of the United States without 
the assent of the President. That is my question. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is onething: At the present time, while 
that island is held by Spain to be in insurrection, she can prohibit 
the entry of our vessels into the island, and she can punish our 
people if she finds them there trading with these beiligerents, 
and the laws of the United States would prohibit our people from 
trafficking with the people of Cuba in articles of contraband. 
We make the declaration of neutrality, and our people using these 
articles as merchandise and for mercantile p es, powder, shot, 
cannons, wagons, or what not, would have the perfect right to 
leave our shores and proceed to Cuba and trade with the Cuban 
rebels if they can escape the blockade and escape detection, and 
Spain could not do anything with them. Spain could not arrest 
our people after they had gone in there and sold the product, 
whatever it might be. 

In other words, the declaration of neutrality between these two 
owers, or assumed powers, would give to the people of the United 
tates the free right of traffic, subject only to be caught by Spain. 

That is a very great advantage. It is not an advantage that I 
would give to the rebels in Cuba at all if they were a mere set of 
insurrectionists and the question was how much money we could 
make out of them, but it is an advantage which when moved by 
my sympathies I would not withhold from thera. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator is very kind; but if he will permit 
me once more, it seems to me that the question Lasked goes deeper 
than all these questions as to what the rights of the parties would 
be after belligerency. It is whether the passage of this resolution 
in itself amounts to according belligerent rights. If it is a mere 
resolution of sympathy, we might do that by saying that the two 
Houses of Con sympathize with thy Cuban patriots in their 
efforts to establish the independence of Cuba. ow, if it means 
only that, it is one thing. it means that we, the two Houses of 
Congress, can by this action, in fact, recognize on the part of the 
Government of the United States the belligerency of those parties, 
then it is a very much more serious thing. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will refer the Senator again to the lang 
of this resolution, which has been very csrfully drawn. If he 
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will refer to that language I think he will discover that the act; 
of the House and Senate, if the resolution shall be adopted jx 
as it is, amounts to an absolute and irrevocable declaration 

favor of belligerency and neutrality, and in favor of the Repu) 
of Cuba. 

Mr. PLATT. Then the question arises whether the two Houses 
can do that? 

Mr. MORGAN. Then that would be a question as to whet! 
the two Houses in passing a bill have the right to instruct ¢ 
President of the United States as the Commander in Chief of + 
Army and Navy to see that its will in regard to war is executed. 
and that would throw it back to where I suggested when I first 
set out—to a question which, not being regulated by statute, as jt 
ought to be regulated by statute, is a question which must loo 
for its solution alone to the Constitution of the United States; « 
there is no other source of law or power and no regulator in that 
case except the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to say that I think there is, to say the least, 
very great doubt as to whether the action of the two Houses alone 
can change in any sense our relation with other countries. 

Mr. MORGAN. Perhaps the Senator from Connecticut will be 
prepared to admit that there is still greater doubt as to whet! r 
the action of the President of the United States, Congress bei: 
in session, can change the relation of the people of, the United 
States to Spain. There might be still greater doubt. It is a ques- 
tion, after all, that has to be settled, I will remark again, by a 

roper consideration of the bearing of the Constitution of the 
nited States upon it; and there is no other law that controls it, 

Mr. FRYE. What is the Senator’s own opinion? 

Mr. MORGAN. My opinion is that Congress has the perfect, 
independent, absolute right to make this recognition of belliger- 
ency or a declaration of independence, and if it is necessary to en- 
force it by any military movement at sea or on land, it has the 
right to command the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy 
to go on the field if it is necessary and in person to see to the ex- 
ecution of that order. That is my opinion. [Applause in the 
ed 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The occupants of the galleries 
must preserve order. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not understand. after the Congress of the 
United States declares that war exists between this country and 
Spain, for instance, that the President of the United States by 
vetoing that declaration can make it peace. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no doubt but that Congress can declare 
war. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. MORGAN. If it can, then there is great doubt whet! 
the President, by vetoing that declaration, can make it peace. It 
is either peace or war, the one or the other. But I never have 
thought that the Commander in Chief of the Army of the United 
States could refuse to go into the field and lead the armies because 
he did not want to fight, if we ordered himto doit. I never have 
thought that. This resolution, however, isin such form that if 
it is passed, the President of the United States will be required to 
communicate to these two Govetnments, and then the subsequent 
question may possibly concern us no more. I do not know. 

Mr. PLATT. But this is not a declaration of war. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; itis not a declaration of war. There is 
no war in it. 

Mr, PLATT. Itis a declaration that war exists somewhere 


else. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is right; and all that Congress can do is 
to declare that war exists. Congress can not make war by joint 
resolution, nor can Congress and the President make war 
joint resolution. War is first of alla legal situation; second|) 
it is belligerency. It divides itself into two separate and disti: 
acts. One gives an attitude to the people and Government of t! 

Inited States, and the other gives an attitude to the Army of 
the United States. 

When Congress is:said in the Constitution to have the power or 
the right to declare war, it means that Congress has the right to 
put the people of the United States and its Government in the 
attitude of war, and to make the laws of war applicable to t!s 
people. Thatis whatitmeans. Buta declaration of war, broa:!) 
considered or narrowly considered, when it is announced by the 
Congress of the United States, is the declaration of an existing 
status; that is all. We do not create it; we declare its existence. 
Now, if Congress can declare war and declare that it exists in the 
United States, it can declare it exists anywhere else, and the re|::- 
tions of this Government toward that foreign country where war 
exists must be governed by the laws of nations as they apply to 
war. That is the whole matter as I understand it. Our declara- 
tion does not create a war, does not create belligerency; it merely 
recognizes a certain condition which we decide to be a condition 


war. 
More than that, it would be very improper for the Senate of the 
United States to consider this question in the light of its being @ 








; 
1896. 
I 
war measure, in any other sense than as merely giving us an | 
opportunity for determining what are our own powers as compared 
or contrasted with those of the President, for the reason that there 


is nothing done in this resolution, nor will anything be done in a 
declaration of the independence of Cuba, if such a resolution 
should pass, that has in it one breath of war. When the inde 
pendence of the United States was recognized by Holland and by 
Belgium and by France in the revolutionary times, that was not 
considered an act of war, nor did that declaration make any of 
those governments an ally of the United States. France went 
further. She declared our independence and made herself an ally 
by assisting us. 2 

“France came into our war by an act of her own and in the con- 
tribution of ships and soldiers and money; but these other govern- 
ments, recognizing our independence quite as fully as France had 
done, committed no act of hostility toward anybody by the declara- 
tion, nor do we. We did not get into a war with Spain when we 


recognized the independence of Mexico or any of the South | 


American States. There was no partisanship on our part at all, 
no inclination toward partisanship or an affihation or an alliance 
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with them, but an act of simple right on o's part, prompted by | 


motives which were honorable to our country and designed for | 


purposes which were countenanced in international law. 

I am now ready, Mr. President, to yield to an adjournment. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to have inserted in the REcorpD the inter- 
pretation and construction which the Government of Spain, places 
upon the according of belligerent rights to the Cuban goyern- 
ment, which is very important. 

Mr. GEORGE. Have it read. 

Mr. CALL. I will readit. It is a translation from inclosure 
No. 2611 in the correspondence of the Department of State trans- 
mitted to the House of Representatives by the President: 


[Remarks of Mr. Canovas.] 


Tho following extracts from an interview held by one of the editors of the 
Heraldo, of Madrid, with the head of the Government are worthy of being 
known: 

INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


given to the study of international questions. 





The coasts of Cuba will be guarded by a combined movement that will 
ofier « VY guarantee 
r) i be a tixed inner line of guard by means of pontoons ted in 
e | l es where Vv can reach l another outer - 
- V nt 
W t vella 1 tT ve ind thes w t 
I very iar off, so as to aid the ot s ICKLY W . I f 
rapid speed 
As the vessels engaged in the free-carrying trade can only pr z 
regular ports of entry, it will there be ascertained by t r manifests and 
Lion ¢ f carg <S OW . or at ‘ ’ 4 ‘ t 
to land them to other + they will be considered as « mon smugglers 





and prosecuted as s1 courts, in conform a 
rhere is no need either to exaggerate or to unhinge things 


THE CUBAN PROBLEM. 

When we said to Mr. Canovas that a system of home rule like that of Can- 

ada was coing to be asked for Cu came over his face, and 
then he remarked: 

“Day and night I occupy myself with this affair, under all the aspects it 

now has or may have in the future. Ido not I 


1, 2 Waggish sme 


, nor should the 
country lose sight of, the Cuban problem, which, besides the gravity it has 
for usin the order of polities and economics, the attention of Europe and 
America is fixed upon us, watching the manner and facility with which we 
are preparing the materials for the campaign, with observance of the course 
it takes, and if to the present they have had only cause for admiration, we 
must endeavor that they have none for censure in the future. 

The new expeditionary troops are arriving there; 25,000 men will go, and 
as many more as may be necessary 

“It is not only intended to advance upon them, but also to pen them u 
and settle the island by departments. Force is not only needed to fight ro 


lose sizht of 








| conquer, but also to occupy the recovered territories, that the evil may not 


reproduce itself with new demands on the resources of Spain 

“Of one thing I am certain, and that is, the nucleuses of the insurrection 
once vanquished, our credit will recover its wings and free itself from pres- 
ent embarrassment, because a nation that gives such great proofs of vitality 
can not less than inspire exceptional confidence in foreign countries.’ 

What about the elections? 

“Oh, do not speak of themnow. The Government has other things of more 
pressing importance to attend to. 

“We have not decided upon the month for them to take place, but it «an be 
said with certainty they will not be held till next year. About next Feb 
ruary we will talk about them. Both Castelar and Moret are agreed to this, 
though the latter advocates the meeting of the present Cortes, even only for 
a few days, to comply with the constitutional precept and for the approval 
of the budget, and so as not to have to occupy themselves further with the 

budget until the Cuban question is definitely settled 
| “Neither is it good for the country nor its institutions to agitate publie 
opinion by electoral excitement at a time when we should all give preferent 


, : E } attention to what is passing in Cuba.” 
In our country, Mr. Canovas remarked to us, there is but little attention | 


International law springs from the mutual convenience of nations, and there | 
being no code or tribunal for the submission of international questions, there | 


remains no other remedy for their settlement between governments than the 
guidance offered by already established precedents. 


It was because of this, on settling the affair of the Allianca, the pamphlet | 


of Mr. Castro was ordered to be published, in which all the opinions of the 
mosteminent publicists are recapitulated. From those opinions a perfectly 
clear and exact theory was obtained for the treatment of this question. If 
there is anything to the contrary, then let it be explained. 

After much discussion and the exposition of all kinds of opinions, the ques- 
tion was at last reduced to possible and rational terms. 

On the Heraldo saying that the moment has arrived to consider if it would 
be better to maintain the actual state of things or recognize the belligerency 
of the insurrection in Cuba, so as to apply all the rights of war, it thereon 

resents a question that perhaps has occurred more than once to my mind. 

he Government has no need to vacillate in this, since the country does not 
vacillate. The Cuban insurgents are nothing more than rebel and robber 
bands, and Spain will never recognize that right in them. 

What is it that is wished should it be recognized? 

Is it not known that from the momentof their recognition they could send 
out vessels upon the ocean under the flag of the lone star, raise funds in for 
eign countries, move about with a freedom that otherwise they could never 
enjoy, and that they would even carry on privateering? 

On reaching this point Mr. Canovas made us a minute exposition of analo 
gous cases; he reminded us of the recognition of belligerency of the Southern 
States by several European powers during the war of secession against the 
North and the complaints created by the piratical ship A/abama, to the ex- 


treme of the claiming of an indemnity from Great Britain, the country in | 


which she was constructed. 

Mr. Canovas then summed up his views as follows: 

The state of belligerency not being recognized, Spain not consenting to a 
declaration of war, then, within the limits of international law, the right of 
visit and search of vessels can not be practiced, for they being the 
tion of the frontiers and territories of the nations to which they bel " 
can not be done either within or without jurisdictional waters, even in cas 
of the transportation of arms, because the rights of commerce can not be 
interfered with without breaking the ties binding nations together. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I want to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Alabama |Mr. MorGaNn]|. I understand he desires to speak 
more at length on this subject. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I know the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
GRAY] also desires to speak. These questions are important, but 
they are tedious, and 1 would inquire of the Senator from Ala- 
bama whether it would not be expedient tosuspend the discussion 
and to pass a simple concurrent resolution declaring that it is the 
sense of Congress that the Cubans have justcause for revolution, 
that they have the universal sympathy of the people of the United 


| States, and that we hope they will achieve their independence; 


and thereupon, Mr. President, having passed that resolution, re- 
sume this discussion and carry it on while the Cubans are fight- 
ing, with their lives in their hands, to achieve theirindependence 
in achieving which they are not likely to get, 1 am sorry to say 
much help from the United States? 

Mr. MORGAN. If we adopt the declaration of the Committ 
on Foreign Relations it will cover all the Senator desires, and a 


| little more. 


And it is so much so that when a British vessel came to our coasts with a 


cargo of arms during the Carlist war, and it was proposed to search her, t! 
protest had scarcely been commenced before she was permitted to discharge 
them, and they would have been sold on land if there had been anybody to 
buy them. 

And the same thing occurred to us in Jolo, where Great Britain and Ger 
many made us understand obligations of this nature, and Spain found her 
self compelled to pay several indemnities in the times of Martos and Ullos. 

Are more cases needed? 

Then there is the affair of the Virginius, where we were obliged to return 
the bulk, declare her an illegal prize, and give satisfaction, and [ myself had 
occasion to express this opinion to Mr. Casielar, then at the head of the Gov 


ernment, when he thought it convenient to consult me, though I was then | 


the leader of the Alfonsine party in opposition to the Republic. 

No one should proceed lightly, nor be carried away by the impulse of the 
moment, when his country has before it such a contention as the one now 
confronting Spain. 


tcan be demanded is the exhibition of the crew list, and the exaction | 


that vessels can only come to anchor in the ports of entry. 
Therefore, this basis being once established, it may be asked: 
Then, of what service is it for us to spend money for the construction of 
vessels in foreign countries to rd the shores of Cuba? 
ie Government thinks night and day about everythin 


7 affecting that 
national problem. Those vessels have a purpose, and they w 


accomplish it. 


Mr. CHANDLER. When shall we get the opportunity to do so? 


! } 
Mr. MORGAN. So far asl am concerned, if the Senator wants 
to take a vote he can have it at this moi 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I ask unanimous consent for a vote 
upon the resolution at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from N Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the vote may be nov 

Mr. GRAY. I object at this time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 
Mr. CALL. If the Senator from Delaware will allow 1 de- 
sire to offer an amendment to the resolution unqualifiedly 


nizing the independence of the Island of Cuba. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it is manifest that the .ubject 
brought before the Senate by the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations isexciting interest and di 
ful consideration. The Senator from Alabama | Mr. Morcan] 
has made an interesting speech this afternoon, which he wishes to 
conclude, and there may be something else to be said by Senators 
in regard to the general subject of the recognition of the belliger- 
| ency of Cuba or on the adoption of the committee resolution be 
| fore action is had upon it. I therefore suggest, inasmuch as 
| time for consideration is sometimes all important where a ques 
| tion of such moment as this is under consideration, that the Sen- 

ate, when it adjourn, adjourn to meet on Saturday at 12 c’clock, 
| the ordinary hour, when we are to have the pleasure of hearing 
the President pro tempore of the Senate read the Farewell Ad- 
dress of Washington, and that will necessarily take over the 
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speech of the Senator from Alabama until Monday and such other 
speeches as are to be made at that time. I therefore move that 
the Senate adjourn until Saturday at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. PLATT, Say that ‘‘ when the Sen- 
ate adjourn.” 

Mr. GRAY. I will modify my motion, and move that when 
the Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Saturday at 12 
o’clock noon. 

Mr. CALL, Ilask unanimous consent to say that the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] specially requested that that should 
not be done, as he had promised certain Senators who desire to 
speak that they should have the opportunity to-morrow. 

Mr. GRAY. I will state to the Senator from Florida that I 
make this motion after conference with the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HOAR. TheSenator from Ohio expected it. All he wanted 
to accomplish was that there should not be a vote to-night, because 
he had assured certain Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
that that would not rama 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Delaware, that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Saturday next at 12 o’clock noon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I submit an amendment which I propose to offer 
to the pending resolution when it shall be in order, to come in at 
the end of the resolution. I ask that the amendment may be 
printed and le on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, in the 
absence of objection. 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendments of the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 3537) mak- 
ing eeesenene for the payment of invalid and other pensions of 
the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
other purposes, asked a conference with the Senate on the disa- 

eeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 

ILLIAM A. STONE, Mr. BLUE, and Mr. RoBertson of Louisiana 
managers at the conference on the part of the House, 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the Chair lay before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives on the pension appropria- 
tion bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3537) making appropriations for the 
payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, and 
asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLI- 
soN, Mr. CuLLoMm, and Mr. BRICE were —- 

Mr. KYLE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Saturday, February 22, 1896, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 20, 1896, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry M. CoupEen, 
Lc Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. 
. PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. 8S er, the bill makin = 
ropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions (H. R. 
3537) has come back from the Senate with amendments. I desire 
unanimous consent that the House nonconcur in the Senate 
amendments and ask a conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses. 
Taio wish unanimous consent of the House, if that request is 
granted, to have an order made that the bill be printed with the 
enate amendments. 
The SPEAKER 


. Does the gentleman make a report from the 
committee? 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can ask unanimous cons y+ 
inasmuch as the bill has been referred to the committee, tha; +). 
committee be discharged from the further consideration of t}\« \,\j] 
and the course he has suggested be taken. : 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I make that request. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Reserving the right to object, I desire to | 


what the amendments are. Y 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. The Senate has made three any..)4- 
ments to the bill; the first is as to the wording of the langua.. in 
reference to the time when the payment of pensions shall })-ujy 
which isimmaterial; the next is inreference to the amount wp. 
propriation for examining surgeons. The House appropriited 
$750,000, the evidence before the committee being that only $724) \\\9 


had been expended during the preceding fiscal year, and the Sen. 
ate has added $50,000, making $800,000 in all. They haye also 
added $2,760 to the item for rent of the agents’ pension 0! 
These are the only annendments. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would ask the gentleman if the only mat: ria] 
amendments are not those affecting the amounts of the a) ro. 
priations? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is all. 

Mr. LACEY. Were there not some amendments of genera] 
legislation as to the methods in the office? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No, sir; none except those that I 
have mentioned. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the ven 
tleman from Pennsylvania that the Housenonconcur in the siiend- 
ments of the Senate and ask a conference on the disagreving 
votes thereon? , 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. WILLIAM A. Stonz, Mr. BLuE, and Mr. ROBERTSON of Lvui- 
siana, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. [I also desire an order that the pill 
be printed with the Senate amendments numbered. 

he SPEAKER. The bill has already been printed, as the Chair 
is informed. 


FOREIGN TARIFFS, 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged 
resolution from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc('\1.1] 
presents a privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized to employ 
an expert or experts for the purpose of investigating the subject of f en 
tariffs, with the view of ascertaining and reporting to the House what li 
tries, if any, impose prohibitory or discriminating duties upon the products 
of the United States when imported intosuch countries, or subject such prod- 
ucts to burdensome regulations or intentional overvaluations; and : r 
the purpose of inquiring into the effects of the commercial arrangements 
with foreign countries entered into after October 31, 1890, upon the trade 
with such countries, and the effect of the subsequent abandonment of such 
commercial arrangements upon that trade. That there be, and hereby is, ap- 
priated out of the contingent fund, for the purpose of defraying the expruses 
of such services and for such other expenses as are incidental to such inyesti- 


gation, the sum of $1,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. McCALL of Tennessee, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


DISTRIBUTION OF SEEDS, ETC., BY THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE, 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
ae consideration of a resolution which I send to the Clerk's 
esk. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Delawareasks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a Senate resolution, at the 
request of the Committee on Agriculture, The Clerk will report 
the resolution. 

The resolution (S. R. 43)directing the Secretary of Agriculture 
to carry into effect the provisions of the act making appropriations 
for the purchase and distribution of valuable seeds and for the 
printing and distribution of farmers’ bulletins was read at leng'!). 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I object to the consideration ot 
that resolution. 


RAILROAD COMPANIES IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5672) to grant to railroad com- 
panies in Indian Territory additional powers to secure depot 
grounds. 

The Clerk began the reading of the bill. Before the completion 
of the eee 

Mr. STEELE said: Mr. Speaker, I object to the consideration 
of that bill, There is too much of it to consider by unanimous 
consent, 
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LIEUT. COL. W. A. JONES. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for | 


the present consideration of the bill (H. R.1821) to reopen and 
adjust the account for service of Lieut. Col. W. A. Jones, Corps 


of Engineers. 
The bill was read as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they 
hereby are, directed, on Fk gr nea being made by Lieut. Col. W. A. Jones, 
Corps of Engineers, United States Army, or his legal representatives, to 
reopen, adjust, and pay his claim for longevity service in the United States 
Army, in accordance with the law applicable thereto as construed by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and out of any money in the 'lreasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. FLETCHER. I ask that the report may be read, Mr. 
saker. 
She SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? . 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. DENNY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1821) to 
reopen, adjust, and pay the account for service of Lieut. Col. W. A. Jones, 
Corps of Engineers, having duly considered the same, do hereby report said 
bill back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

This is a claim for longevity pay for service in the Army. It appears that 
the Treasury Officials for quite a time construed the act of Congress pro 
viding that an officer of the Army should have an increase of pay for each 
five years of service in the Army in such manner as to apply only to service 
of commissioned officers; but after many years the Court of Claims held that 
it applied to the service of enlisted men and of cadets at West Point, and this 
decision was confirmed by the Supreme Court. It was thus fully settled that 
this class of officers, as a result of the aforesaid ruling of Treasury officials, 
had not been paid for their services the full amount intended by the longey 
ity law. At this point the Second Comptroller of the Treasury took the 


stand that the accounts for service of these officers had been settled and | 


closed, and that he could not reopen them without authority of Congress. 
For this reason those officers, who have thus been ee of pay justly due 
them, have been forced to go before Congress for redress, as granted in the 
bill in this case, if passed. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

An amendment proposed by the Committee on Claims, to strike 
out the word ‘‘ claim,” in line 7,and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“account,” was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE TO SIT. 


Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That permission is hereby given the Committee on Reform in the 


Civil Service to sit during the sessions of the House during the remainder of 
the session of the Fifty-fourth Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ANNEXATION OF A PORTION OF ARIZONA TO UTAH. 


Mr. ALLEN of Utah. 
rial from the State legislature of Utah, and ask that it be read and 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Utah [Mr. ALLEN] asks 
unanimous consent for the reading of a memorial. 
tleman desire to have it printed in the Recorp? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not know what the nature of the 
memorial is. I should like to hear a statement of it. 


Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I do not care to have it printed in the | 


RECORD. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I shall not interpose any objection, prob- 


ably, if the gentleman will state what it is; and I want to say that 
I have st 


former occasion, the other body in this Congress day by day print 
from three to six of these memorials and petitions, and if they 
will not protect the Recorp it seems to me it is not incumbent 
upon me te doit. Therefore I shall not object. I want to state 
that, so that others may object if they see fit to do so. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I do not insist that it be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that it be read to the 
House. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


The memorial praying that a portion of Arizona which is north 
of the Colorado 
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| of America in Congress assembled, That any railroad company ope 


Mr. Speaker, I wish to present a memo- | 


Does the gen- | 


, here in my place and objected to printing these me- | 
morials and petitions in the REcorD; but, as [ have stated on a | 


iver be annexed to the State of Utah was read. | 


L981 


| Mr. PERKINS. Do I understand that this is offered to be 
| printed in the Recorp? 
The SPEAKER. It is not. 
one PERKINS. It is read, then, for the information of the 
ouser 
The SPEAKER. 
committee? 
Mr. ALLEN of Utah. 
The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman wants it referred to what 


To the Committee on Territories. 
The memorial will be referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Territories. 


DEPOT GROUNDS FOR RAILROADS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection to the 
consideration of the bill H. R. 5672. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas again asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill recently ob- 
jected to, which will be again reported to the House. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded, as follows: 


A bill (H. R.5672) to grant to railroad companies in Indian Territory addi- 
tional powers to secure depot grounds 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
rating a 
railroad in the Indian Territory may acquire the right to use such additional 
ground as may be necessary for railway purposes at stations now existing, 
or for the establishment of new stations or depots, by making it appear to 
the Secretary of the Interior that such additional ground is necessary for 
railway purposes, and that the convenience of the people and the public in- 
terests will be as thereby: Provided, That the lands so acquired shall 
| be subject to all the conditions and limitations as to use as are the lands for 
right of way and station purposes, as contained in the original av 
| tively, granting the companies rights of way through the Indian Territory. 
Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior may, when convinced that such 
application is proper,and after allowing opportunity for all parties in inter- 
est to be heard before him, grant the use of such additional lands held by the 
dians in common as may be necessary for depot purposes; but before tak- 
4 possession of and using such lands the railroad company shall deposit 
ith the treasury of the tribe to which the lands belong compensation in 
cash at the rate of $25 per acre: Provided, Thatif such tribe shall not be 
satisfied with the com pensati n herein provided,and the same can not be 
amicably determined, the amount to be paid by such railroad company to 
such tribe and the necessity for such taking shall be ascertained in the same 
manner as is prescribed by section 3 of this act with respect to compensation 
to be paid individual occupants on any land so taken: Provided further, 
That before taking possession of and using such additional lands the railroad 
company in interest shall file a map of definite location of the same with the 
Secretary of the Interior, which map shall be subject to the approval of such 
Secretary. 
Sec. 3. That when lands desired by a railroad company under the provi- 
| sions of this act are held by individual occupants according to the laws, cus- 
toms, and usages of any of the nations or tribes through whose lands the road 
is constructed, full compensation, in addition to the compensation to be paid 
the nation or tribe herein provided for,shall be paid to such occupant for all 
property taken and damage done by reason of the occupancy of the lands by 
the company for station purposes; and where the compensation can not be 
agreed upon between the company and the occupant, the company may apply 
to the Secretary of the Interior, who shall thereupon appoint three disinter- 
| ested referees, who, before entering upon the duties of their appointment 
| shall take and subscribe, before competent authority,an oath that they w ill 
faithfully and impartially discharge the duties of their appointment, which 
| oath, duly certified, shall be returned with their award. [ case the referees 
can not agree, then any two of them are authorized to make the award. 
| Either party dissatisfied with the finding of the referees shall have the right, 
| within ninety days after the making of the award and notice of the same, to 
| appeal by original petition to the United States court for the Indian Terri- 
| tory in and for the district wherein the land sought to be so taken may be 
situate, where the case, both as to the necessity for the taking as well as the 
amount of damages, shall be tried de novo. When proceedings have been 
commenced in court and the court has determined the necessity for such 
taking, the railroad company shall pay double the amount of the award into 
court to abide the judgment thereof, and then to have the right toenter upon 
the property sought to be condemned and proceed with the construction of 
such depot with the necessary tracks. Each of said referees shall receive for 
his services the sum of $4 per day for each day they are engaged in the trial 
of any case submitted to theme under this act, with mileage of 5cents per mile 
| for each mile actually traveled. Witnesses shall receive the usual fees 
| allowed by the court,and all costs,including compensation of the referees, 
shall be made a part of the award and be paid by such railroad company. 
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| TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
| of the bill? [After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
On motion of Mr. PENDLETON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
| by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


ISSUE OF ORDNANCE STORES AND SUPPLIES. 


The SPEAKER. Onemoment. The Chair desires to lay before 
| the House a request for change of reference of the bill (H. R. 
1674) for the issue of ordnance stores and supplies to the State of 
Nebraska to replace similar stores destroyed by fire from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to the Committee on the Militia. The 
change is made at the request of both committees, 

There was no objection. 
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BRINGING DESTITUTE AMERICAN CITIZENS FROM MEXICO, 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a change of reference of the 
message from the President, dated Jan 27, 1896, asking for an 
appropriation to reimburse certain railroads for services for bring- 
ing home several hundred destitute American citizens. As it calls 
for an appropriation, it should be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

‘he SPEAKER, Without objection, the change of reference 
will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6249) making appro- 
priations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 
partment and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. PAYNE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill H. R. 6249. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy the attention 
of the committee for afew minutes only —— 

The a AN. The first thing in order will be the reading 
of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the first read- 
ing of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.| The Chair hears none, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy the attention 
of the committee for a few minutes only to explain in a general 
way the features of the bill making appropriation for the Indian 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897. When the bill is 
read by sections its various provisions that are not fully ader- 
stood by the committee or by the House myself or my associates 
upon the committee will be glad to fully explain as they are 
reached. The bill, as a whole, Mr. Chairman, appropriates one 
hundred and thirty-two thousand and some odd dollars less than 
the appropriation bill last year. It appropriates also $119,000 less 
than the estimates of the Department for the present fiscal year. 
The total amount proposed to be appropria by the bill is $8,- 
630,955.17. Of this amount $2,000,000 is composed of items not 
current expenses of the year, so that the real amount for the cur- 
rent expenses is six million five hundred and ninety-seven thousand 
and some odd dollars. The various sections of the bill appropriat- 
ing for current expenses, salaries, and the like, ees $738,- 
000; for fulfilling treaties, $4,593,000, and for miscellaneous support, 
in which is included only those items which are absolutely gratui- 
ties on the part of the Government, $611,000. The incidental ex- 
penses are $84,000. The apppropriation for the support of the 
schools, which is, in part, as you all know, a gratuity, is $365,000. 
The miscellaneous items, which I will not now explain in detail, 
amount to $388,000. 

In the construction of the bill it has been found expedient to 
drop two agencies which have heretofore been appropriated for. 
Those agencies, as the committee understands, I assume, are 
dropped by Executive order, requiring no statutory provision. 
The committee have also added one additional agency. e Lower 
Brule Agency, in South Dakota, which has formerly been under 
the Crow Creek Agency,is made a separate agency, but it involves 
no additional appropriation. The Crow Creek agent has hereto- 
fore received $1 "00 per annum, and his clerk at the Lower Brule, 
$1,200. In this bill we cut the salary of the Crow Creek agent to 
$1,600 and add $200 to the salary of the clerk at the Lower Brule, 
where we establish the new agency. 

In the last two Indian appropriation bills the salary for Indian 
inspectors has been fixed at $2,500. The Revised Statutes, section 
2044, provides for a salary of $3,000 a year for these inspectors. I 
take it that when we, in violation of the statute, appropriate a less 
amount for the salaries than is there provided for, the person who 
holds the office has a claim against the Government for the bal- 
ance. With that idea in view, we have in this bill ans 
$3,000 for the salary for each of these gentlemen, which is in ac- 
cord with the statutes of the United States covering that ques- 


tion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman—but I will wait until the gen- 
tleman concludes his remarks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will be glad to yield to an interruption, so 
as to explain any feature of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. f understood the tleman to say that the 
dill carries an increase of the salaries of Indian inspectors. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. There is an increase from the last appr. pria- 
tion bill, which in violation of the statute decreased the salary ;, 
$2,500, and we simply follow the statute. . 

Mr. DOCKERY. [If it does not interrupt the gentleman. ww); 
he please state how many increases of salewy are carried in the 


t 
) 


bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Outside of the school department there 
no increases in the salaries provided. There are increased offj 
provided—for instance, superintendent of irrigation—but for », 
stated officer outside the superintendent of schools is the salary 
increased in this bili. There is the case of these inspectors, |); 
in that increase we simply follow the statute. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Have you decreased the salary in any case” 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; except one or two—two or { 
school superintendents. The entire list of school superintend 
has been revised. Some of them have been increased slig)(| 
$200 or $300; others are decreased, so that in the entire list t} 
creased amount of salaries is $1,100 only. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Did I understand the gentleman to state +) 
the reason why these salaries were increased was because the st. t- 
ute fixed them at the amount carried in this bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. As to inspectors, certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understood him to say also that in the event 
of a failure to appropriate the full amount fixed in the statut 
officers whose salaries were decreased would have a right to vo 
the Court of Claims and recover. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iassume that they would. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Onthatpointthe gentleman is doubtless fami}- 
iar with the practice of the House in respect to such cases, bev 
since the Forty-fourth Congress a large number of salaries |); 
been appropriated for below the statutory limit. The gentle 
understands, I suppose, that the possibility of the suits to 
he refers has been obviated by a provision in each bill that the 
salaries carried in that bill shall be in ‘full compensation r 
the services rendered. Now, rather than increase salari: 
seems to me that the gentleman should insert that proviso, which 
would obviate the danger of any claim against the Govern 
while the salaries would be appropriated at the amounts fix: 
the law when these gentlemen accepted the offices. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Most of the gentlemen who occupy these po- 
sitions now were appointed when the salary was $3,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. When were they reduced? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They were first reduced in the last Congress, 


U 
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Ithink the statute fixing the salaries was passed in the seventies or 
 sayevsny, tng the eighties, I do not remember exactly; but it secms 
to me, Mr. Chairman, that if we are to change these salaries at :1l 


the proper course would be not to take any particular office: 
the Fete and say to him, ‘* You must take this or nothing,” )ut 
to amend the statute fixing the salaries. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman knows that as a matter 
of practice that is very difficult todo. Independent legislation is 
difiicult to be had here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman recognizes that fact, I think, 
from one or two provisions which I see further on in this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, I desire to ask my friend for infori 
tion whether he is familiar with the reasons which induced the 
last Congress to decrease these salaries? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iamnot. I never heard any special reason 
assigned for the reduction other than the desire of the forme: 
chairman of the committee for economy, and I will say to my 
friend further, that the reduction did not meet the approval 0! 
the Department. 

Mr. CANNON, Ina case of this kind, where the Democra's, 
having full possession of the House, the Senate, and the Presidency, 
fixed the pay of these inspectors at $2,500 a year, does he think it 
good policy, during this Democratic Administration at least. !\1 
us to come in and insist on increasing that pay from $2,500 to 
$3,000? [Laughter.] 

Mr.SHERMAN. I will answer my friend that I think it is 
= policy at all times, regardless of what party is in power, tv 

fair and reasonable. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And honest. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And to enact such legislation as we believe 
will be for the benefit of the service. 

Mr. CANNON. Has my friend any information which wow! |! 
lead him to say to the House, from his own investigations, t!\:' 
these inspectors are not receiving pay adequate to their service: 
when they receive $2,500 a year with all expenses paid? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Other than the opinion of the Indian Bure: 
Ihavenone. I base my judgment upon the statement of the Coi:- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthis Republican House fails to increase thes’ 
salaries $500 a year for each of these officials, are we liable to !o-» 
the valuable services of these Democratic inspectors? {Laughter. | 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Very frankiy I wili say to my friend I think | 


we are not. ; 
Mr. CANNON. Well, as we have a great and good Democratic 


President who approved the act decreasing the salaries of these offi- 
cials to $2,500, I suggest to my friend whether it is not of doubt- 
ful propriety for us to thrust this increase upon them. ' 

Mr. SHERMAN. The committee have taken a Ccifferent view 
from that of my honorable friend from Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. As I understand the chairman of the commit- 
tee, the salary in these cases is restored inaccordance with the rec- 
ommendation of the Department, regardless of the politics of the 
individuals who hold the offices. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Most certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Andin proposing this legislation, you are pro- 
posing it in the interest of the country and not in the interest of 
any political party. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Most certainly; and in accord with the stat- 
ntes of the United States. 

Mr. CANNON. I think if we could cut these salaries one-third 
we would be doing weil. {Laughter. | 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask 
the gentleman in charge of this bill whether it contains any pro- 
vision to pay the expenses of the commission of citizens consti- 
tuted by the act of 1869. I do not observe any such provision in 

he bill. 
: Mr.SHERMAN. Iwill come to thatin amoment. Mr. Chair- 
man, the following section also provides, in reference to the in- 
spectors: 


That the accounting officers of the Treasury be, and are hereby, author- 
ized and directed to settle claims of Indian inspectors for traveling and other 
expenses heretofore incurred while on duty in Washington under orders of 
the Secretary of the Interior, where such claims have been disallowed or sus 
pended by the said accounting officers: Provided further, That the sum ex 
pended for this purpose shail not exceed $1,000. 


| a bagatelle. 


Heretofore inspectors have been ordered to Washington by the | 
Secretary and kept here by his orders, and the accounting officers | 


of the Treasury have refused to audit their accounts for expenses. 
The Secretary asks, therefore, that a provision be inserted in this 
bill allowing him to adjust the accounts of these officers who have 
heretofore come here and stayed here on his order, so that they 
may be paid. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In that connection, I wish to call the attention 


of my friend to the language of the proviso, and to suggest to him | 
whether, in the event that this policy should be deemed a wise | 
one, it might not be well to state that this allowance is made not- | 


withstanding the act of August 5, 1882; because under that act it 
is unlawful for the accounting officers to pass these accounts. I 
merely submit this suggestion for the gentleman’s consideration. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think the gentleman is right about that; 
and when we reach that provision I believe it would be well to 


- make such an amendment as he suggests. 


In answer tomy friend from Massachusetts {Mr. McCa.u], let me 


| 


state that the committee deemed it wise to omit the appropriation | 


of $4,000 for the expenses of a commission of citizens to be present 
at the opening of the bids and to assist in the examination of goods 
furnished under the bids accepted. The idea of the commitice 
was this: In another portion of the bill we appropriate $40,000 to 
pay for the services of experts in various lines to examine first the 
samples submitted, and then to examine the goods to see whether 
they are equal to the samples. It seemed to us that the real object 
of this commission of citizens was to relieve the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs of a part of his responsibility. It seemed to us that 
it was not our duty thus to relieve him. 
fidence in the present Commissioner of Indian Affairs, believing 
that he is qualified to discharge the duties of his office in the in- 
terests of the public service, and that he needs no commission of 
citizens to watch over him to see that he executes the law. We 
believe we should not give him a commission to share with him 
the responsibility. It is his duty to accept al! the responsibility 
assumed by him in entering upon his duties. Those were the rea- 
sons which impelled the committee to leave out that appropria- 
tion of $4,000. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I wish to inquire of the gentle- 
man whether this commission has not been established by law, 
whether it is not now in existence under the law, and whether 
what is now proposed is not simply a failure to appropriate for a 
commission already provided for? 

_ Mr.SHERMAN. Thisisa commission provided for by law, but 
its members act without compensation. They can adjust this 
matter for themselves under the general law if they desire. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. But I understand this is a 
general commission already established— 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is true. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. The members of the commis- 


The committee has con- | 
| stated (to put it briefly) that the contract 


| 








| Congress heretofore, to do away with sectarian schools, has 
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tions which have heretofore been made have provided simply for 
the payment of the expenses of the commission. 

_Mr. SHERMAN, That is a correct statement; but the condi- 
tions which existed in 1869 are quite different, [ think, from those 
existing now. The membersof the commission act without com- 
pensation, at any rate. The appropriation heretofore made pro- 
vided simply for reimbursing their expenses. The members of 
the commission can act under the general law if they so desire. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Would not the action proposed 
by the committee practically legislate the commission out of exist- 
ence, by not making the appropriation to pay their expenses? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think it would. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Does not the gentleman think 
it would be better in this case, as was suggested in a similar case 
yesterday, to bring in a separate bill repealing the law establish- 
ing the commission rather than to strike it down by refusing to 
make the appropriation necessary to sustain it? An attempt sim 
ilar to this was made in the last Congress to strike down the Civil 
Service Commission by refusing to inake appropriations for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, I do not think these are parallel cases. 
This is a commission whose members serve gratuitously, and the 
matter of an appropriation to provide for their expenses 





Is Teaily 
Let me say, however, that the failure to appropriate 
does not of necessity strike down the commission, the members 
of which I assume are philanthropic men; otherwise they would 
not care to act at all. 

Following the recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the committee has made 
provision in the bill for a superintendent of irrigation. Consider- 
able money is appropriated directly in aid of irrigation on the 
various reservations, and certain funds belonging to differc: 
tribes are now being expended in furtherance of that object. 
seemed to the committee wise, as recommended by the Secretary, 
that a competent and skilled head of that division should be pro- 
vided for to see that the large sum of money appropriated for that 
purpose is judiciously expended. The recommendation of the 
Secretary was for a considerably larger sum than t] approy 
ated by the committee inthe bill. We believed that for a lesssum 
than he recommended we could at least make a trial. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is there anything in the law at present which 

yrovides for an officer of that kind: 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; it is new legislation. 

The bill also provides (and this is also new legislation) an appro- 
priation of $3,000 for a digest of the Indian laws and the decisions 
of the courts in reference to Indian matters. There is no such 


| book now in existence; and the committee has been more or less 


embarrassed by the absence of such a work. We believe that the 
business of our committee would be very much expedited by hav- 
ing the laws, the treaties, and the decisions collated and properly 
published in one volume. Hence the recommendation of the Sec- 
retary for an appropriation of $5,000 has been accepted to the 
extent of providing an appropriation of $3,000 for a digest of this 
kind, 

I have already suggested the change which has been made in 
the appropriations in reference to superintendents of schools. 
The general policy of the Government, as declared by acts of 
been 
followed by the committee in framing this bill. This policy was 
inaugurated in the first session of the Fifty-third Congress: and 
the Secretary of the Interior was asked to make a report as to the 
advisability of dispensing at an early day with the contract schools, 
otherwise known as sectarian schools. TheSecretary, in ob 
to that law, did make a full and exhaustive 


dience 
report, in which he 
hools could be done 
away with; that he believed it would be wise to adopt that course; 


| and that they could be finally disposed of, he thought, within five 


or six years. 
Following that suggestion the House last year provided that in 
making contracts with the existing schools the Secretary should 


be limited to 80 per cent of the contracts of the previous year; 
that is, the fiscal year 1895. In this bill we follow that prec ine 
by providing that the Secretary may make contracts not to exceed 
60 per cent of the amounts of the contracts for the fiscal year 


1896. 

Mr. GRAFF. Just there, will the gentleman permit me to ask 
how much was appropriated or expended for the year 1895 on con- 
tract schools? 

Mr. SHERMAN. About a half million of dollars. I have not 
the figures before me and can not give the exact amcunt, but it is 
approximately that. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And the present appropriation, as I understand 
it, is 60 per cent of the amount of the appropriation for 1806 for 
that purpose? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


Yes, that is correct. So that if this policy is 


sion have never been paid anything. It was established under | pursued in the future for five years, at the expiration of that time 


the recommendation of President Grant in 1869, The appropria- 


there will be none of these contract schools in existence. 
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Mr. HOPKINS. You do not mean five years from now, but 
from the time that policy was inaugurated? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, from the time the policy was inaugu- 
rated. Itwill bethree years from now. At the expiration of this 
time we will have none of these contract schools, 

Mr. GRAFF, So that, if I understand the gentleman, the 
amount expended this year, or to be expended for that purpose, 
will be about $300,000? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Something like that. It may not be quite so 
much, but in the neighborhood of $300,000. 

Mr. GAMBLE. If the gentleman will permit me, the Commis- 
yi of Indian Affairs states that the amount will be about 

9,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I supposed in the neighborhood of $300,000. 
He states in his report that for the fiscal year 1895 the amount ap- 
plied for this purpose reached $463,505. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Thatis for 1895. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes, for 1895, and this fiscal year $370,796. 
Then, with the 20 per cent reduction this year, ending June 30, 
1897, it would make the amount $299,000, in round numbers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the correct amount. 

Mr. GRAFF. Can the gentleman state what proportion of the 
$506,000 expended in the fiscal year 1895 was for sectarian 
schools? 

Mr. SHERMAN. All of it. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I think not all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, practically all of it. 

Mr. GAMBLE. There were contracts entered into with the 

ublic schools,as the gentleman will remember, to a limited ex- 


nt. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, to a limited extent; but practically all 
of that amount was applied to the sectarian schools. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman does not count Lincoln School 
and Hampton Institute in thatcategory? 

Mr. SHERMAN, No; they are covered by special appropria- 
tions, and are not touched by this proviso. 

Mr. GRAFF. Is it not true that since the adoption of this 20 
per cent provision—the annual reduction of 20 per cent on the appro- 
priations of the preceding year—all the schools of this character, 
practically, have voluntarily withdrawn any requests for aid ex- 
cept one or two of them? 

r. SHERMAN. Well, I will say to my friend that anyway 
a single sect controlled practically most of the schools in the first 
place—a large majority of them at all events. In applying the 
money under the reduction of last year, as shown by the 
tary’s report, he did not make a horizontal reduction of 20 per cent 
in every school, but he did in certain schools, exercising his dis- 
cretion with reference to others; but the schools which have been 
reduced as a rule said, voluntarily, that ‘‘if we are to be reduced 
20 per cent each year until we are wiped out a we are 
ready to quit now,” and the contract ceased, accordingly, at that 


time. 

Mr.GRAFF. Did they not continue to educate the Indian chil- 
dren, eS without any appropriation from the Government 
after that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that is not the case. While it might 
have been true in some instances, it was not generally the case. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. In three cases the report of the Com- 
missioners shows that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs made 
arrangement either to rent the buildings or buy them outright, 
and the Government, in these instances where that proposition 
was accepted, has run the schools itself. That was about all 
that voluntarily gave up, and they passed under the control of 
the Government. 

Mr. HOPKINS. As the gentleman has referred to the report of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs with regard to these sectarian 
schools and the need of providing some means of education for 
the Indian children, I would like to know what percentage of the 
schools have been discontinued and replaced by Government or 
public schools? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my friend would look at the report of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, pages 10 and 11, he will find a full 
statement of the facts in reference to the 20 per cent reduction, 
and he will find on page 11 the names of the schools which have 
been discontinued as contract schools under the operation of that 
provision of law. They amount to five in number. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Where these schools have been discontinued, 
have Government schools taken their place, or have these chil- 
dren been transferred to other sectarian schools? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Commissioner says that these buildings 
are sold or rented to the Government for Indian school use. That 
is, where the contract system has been abandoned in these par- 
ticular schools, either the Government has purchased or leased 
the same building and continued the education—I assume of the 
same scholars—at the school. 

Mr. GRAFF. It is — true, is it not, that 95 per cent of 
this sum appropriated to sectarian schools would go to one sect? 
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Mr. SHERMAN, A very large per cent would practical], 
to one sect; there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I think the Commissioner’s report for 18:5 
page 13, discloses the amount that goes to the support of sc}, 
and, as indicated by the gentleman from Illinois, some «; 
sects have withdrawn from asking any further support. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my friend from Ilinois will take , 
trouble to send for the Commissioner’s report, he will fin.) , 
pages 10,11,12,and 13 a full statement in detail of the facts 
which he makes inquiry. 

The treaty provisions with the Indians are, of course, carrie 
outin full, That is a matter over which the committee hay. ), 

ower whatever. They must fulfill the treaty provisions to +), 
etter, and the only place where any latitude is given in t\\5 
amount appropriated is where a treaty provides for the fury js). 
ing, not of so much money, but of so many blankets, so many 
barrels of flour, so much meat, and so forth, and of course {})s 
amount in such cases must of necessity be regulated by the current 
— - the commodities which the treaty provides shall be fyr- 
nished. 


Under the Sioux treaty the sum of $75,000 has been ordinarily 
appropriated, and $75,000 was appropriated last year, but tire 
has been an accumulation for some years, so that there is upward 
of $40,000 now in that fund, and on the Commissioner’s suggestion 
we reduced that appropriation this year to $25,000, the accumu- 
lation being sufficient to make up for the difference. Otherwise 


there are no changes in treaty stipulations. 

In reference to the schools at Carlisle, Pa., and Lawrence, Kins, 
the committee changed the phraseology of the bill so as to pro- 
vide for maintenance of so many children, and for repairs of 
buildings, and so forth, such and such an amount, and the support 
for the children not to exceed $167 each. The reason for this is 
that in these two schools, perhaps because they have a very large 
number of pupils, it is possible to support pupils for less money 
than it is in some of the smaller schools, and where the superin- 
ter.dent is given authority, as we have given it to him in this )ill, 
to use this fund for the support of so many children and for his 
repairs and improvements, he finds it possible to keep his build- 


ings in repair without asking us specifically for an appropriation 
for that e. In neither case do we appropriate for that pur- 
pose. The legislative provisions of the bill, which do not appro- 
priate any money, are set out on the last page of the report. 

The most important of these, perhaps, is the first, which pro- 


vides that the child of an Indian mother and a white father shall 
be entitled to tribal relations, shallinherit asof the mother. Tho 
law now provides that the child of an Indian father and white 
mother follows its father, and the committee saw no reason why 
the same privilege should not be accorded to the child of an In- 
dian mother and a white father. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the gentleman reaches that, I should 
like to have him explain a little more fully than I find stated in 
the report the clause relating to the claims of the Ogden Land 
Company to certain real estate in New York. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Iwill dothat. Over one hundred years ago 
the tribes of Indians occupying the Allegany and Chautaujua 
reservations, and other reservations, made whatis variously called 
a deed or a lease—it is a provisional deed—to the Ogden Lind 
Company that conveyed a fee to the Ogden Land Company, s11b- 
ject to the perpetual user of the tribes so long as they maintain 
tribal relations. That, the Secretary says, and I have so state: in 
my report, has been a constant source of annoyance to the Depart- 
ment. Theselands are located in the midsé of a busy community. 
Upon the lands there are to-day existing villages, some of them 
with a population of over 5,000 inhabitants. These lands are held 
under leases from Indians. Now, the desire of the Department 
has been to dispose of this claim of the Ogden Land Company and 
to allot the lands in severalty and to open them up for the proz- 
ress of civilization. The lands are fairly worth to-day, on an 
average, from $40 to $50 an acre. The same claim tocertain lands 
situated in Niagara County—the same title of the Ogden Land 
Company in the lands of the Tuscarora Indians in that county— 
was purchased forty years ago, and for that the Government paid 
$10 an acre. 

The Secretary, in his first report to the Fifty-third Congress, 
stated that $10 per acre, which is the claim of the Ogden Land 
Company, would not be an excessive claim. The question of title 
has been raised here informer Congresses. The legislature of tlie 
State of New York and the courts of the State of New York have 
held that the Ogden Land Company did have a valid and existing 
lien on this property. The Secretary, after the passage of the las’ 
— act, submitted the question of title to the Department o! 

ustice. At the time this report was written the report of the 
Department of Justice had not been made. I understand this 
morning that the pees has been received from the Department 
of Justice at the Indian Office, and that that report states that 
the Ogden Land Company have a valid lien upon this land. In 
order to dispose of that land, so that we may open up this land in 





b sh 
aie 
oS 
ey 

a ; 


eg 


ANCA Ce: ho Tatas 


a 


Ee 
Ki 


Fe eee eee 


iia ances 








Se eo 


SPOR See BGs 





bi 
s 
Ns 


PO ety <4 
“MFT 


1896. 


severalty to the Indians and purchase whatever that interest may 
be, last year the Secretary a pointed a commissioner, Mr. Garrett, 
of Philadelphia, I think, who has had negotiations with the rep- 
resentatives of the company, and the fact has been demonstrated 
that that title can now be purchased at $5 per acre. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I want to ask the gentleman why the Govern- 
ment of the United States should buy this land? 

Mr. SHERMAN. How else will we get it? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is not this Indian tribe that controls the land 
able to remove that cloud themselves? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think they are neither able nor desirous of 

oing it. 
. Me HOPKINS. How does it affect the interests of the United 
StatesGovernment? Aslongasthey hold their tribal relations this 
company has no right there, as I understand. 


Mr. SHERMAN. No. 
Mr. HOPKINS. It is only after they break up their tribal rela- 
tions. 


Mr. SHERMAN. They can not allot these lands in severalty 
while this claim of the Ogden Land Company exists. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I know; but has the Government of the United 
States any control of the matter while the Indians continue in 
their tribal relations? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Secretary says it has. He says it is a 
serious hindrance to the prosperity and advancement of the In- 
dians themselves. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What sort? Does he cite anything except the 
bare statement? 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is what he says: 


It is a most serious hindrance to the prosperity or advancement of the In- 
dians, and an endless amount of trouble and annoyance to the Department. 
In order to carry out the — of the Government to allot lands in severalty 
to these Indians with a view of their eventual absorption into the body pol- 
itic, itis absolutely necessary to oSnguie the claim of said company to the 
land in question, and, in my opinion, that should be done at once. 


Mr. HOPKINS. AsI understand the gentleman in charge of 
the bill, this contract with the Ogden Land Company was made 
nearly a century ago? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I sounderstand. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Doesthe gentleman know what action, if any, 
has been recommended by previous Secretaries of the Interior? 

Mr. SHERMAN. None other than I have given; that was 
taken, as I said a moment ago, in 1857, where precisely the same 
condition existed with the Tuscarora Indians, over in Niagara 
County, and on that recommendation that title was bought at $10 
an acre. The land was less valuable then, and very much less 
than the lands in question. 
oat HOPKINS. This Ogden Land Company is a corporation, 

it not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe it is a New York corporation, al- 
though I may be mistaken. It think it is perhaps a copartner- 
ship. If my friend, Mr. Hooker, were here he could tell us defi- 


nitely. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It could not have continued as a copartnership 
for one hundred years. 

Mr. SHER No; Iam mistaken about it. My impression 
was that it was a copartnership, but doubtless Iam mistaken. It 
is a corporation, I su e. 

Mr. HOPKINS. at I was getting at by this inquiry is to 
find out the personnel of the company, who they are, and where 
they reside. 

- SHERMAN, Ido not know. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And whether they are instrumental in seeking 
the influence of the Secretary of the interior, or whether this 
comes from sources friendly to the Indians themselves. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ican nottellthe gentleman. I donot know 
where it emanatesfrom. I assume that the statement of the Sec- 
retary emanates from himself, that this title of the Ogden Land 
—r stands as a barrier to the general policy of the Depart- 
ment. resume there is no one in the country more anxious to 
have the Indians take their land in severalty with a view to their 
absorption into the body politic than the present Secretary, and I 

resume it emanated from him with a view that these Indians may 
ome citizens eventually and be absorbed in the body politic. 
ote LOUDENSLAGER. How many acres are there of these 


Mr. SHERMAN. Fifty thousand acres. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Then it will cost $500,000. 
Mr. SHERMAN. No; $250,000. Weonly suggest in our bill to 


give $5 an acre, although, as I said, forty years ago $10 an acre | 
was given for lands that were of less value, and the Secretary | 


states that $10 is not an exorbitant amount; but the Commissioner 


has had certain negotiations with them and they will accept $5 an | 


acre. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I would like to get at the fact upon that prop- 
osition, and I will ask the gentleman if the report of this Mr. Gar- 
rett is available, so that the members of the 
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learn the facts upon which he makes this recommendation to the 
Secretary? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Garrett has made no written report. He 
has consulted with the parties—I do not know who they are—rep- 
resenting this company; and the Secretary has advised me in a 
personal interview that such negotiations have been had that he is 
satisfied that the lands can be purchased for $5 peracre. Of course 
if they can not this provision will not amount to anything and 
will do no harm to the Government. : 

Mr. HOPKINS. My inquiry is directed to this point: That we, 
as legislators, ought to have an independent judgment on this sub- 
ject over and beyond the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Interior; and I find nothing in the report on which to base such 
judgment except the bare statement that this purchase is de- 
sirable. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That it is desirable for a particular reason, 
which is stated, the reason being that we desire to divide up these 
lands in severalty and to give to these Indians citizenship, thereby 
absorbing them into the community at large and at the same time 
throwing open valuable lands to settlement. 

Mr. HOPKINS. There may not be any difference between us 
as to the advisability of doing away with the tribal relation and 
dividing in severalty the territory now controlled by this tribe; 
but there may be considerable diversity of sentiment as to the 
amount, if any, that we should pay to this land company. Now, 
if all the facts were spread before us we might agree that $5 per 
acre is a reasonabie sum; or, on the other hand, it might appear 
that in equity this company is not entitled to a dollar, and therefore 
it may not be advisable for this Congress to appropriate even the 
minimum sum of $250,000 which is recommended. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The House will have before it the opinion of 
the Attorney-General as to the title to these lands before it is 
called upon to pass on the question. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Does the claim of the Ogden Land 
Company cover the whole of this 50,000 acres? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER.,. Does it cover the land on which this 
town has been built? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I understand that under the 
act of March 2, 1895, the Attorney-General has inquired into the 
title to these lands, and has made a report which has not yet 
reached Congress. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thereport is to be sent in to-day. I have 
not seen it, but I understand that it is a report which states that 
the Ogden Land Company has a title. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There are 50,000 acres of land involved? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Did the United States ever own these lands, 
so that it could part with them? 

Mr. SHERMAN. These were Indian lands before the Constitu- 
tion of the United States was adopted, as I understand. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is it not true that the title to these lands 
was in controversy between the States of New York and Massa- 
chusetts? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that is true it is news to me. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Was it not in controversy in 1786, and is it 
not a fact that by some arrangement the title or the sovereignty 
over these lands passed to the State of New York? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not so understand the matter, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Horxins having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed without amendment bills and joint resolutions of the 
following titles: 

A bill (H. R.147) granting a pension to George W. Case, late 
private Company B, Twenty-second New York Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 1605) granting a pension to Anna Kelley; 

A bill (H. R.1785) authorizing and: directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids of 
condemned cannon balls to W. H. Wallace Post, No. 66, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Eldorado, Kans., and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3698) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane 
Dulany; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 121) calling upon the Secretary of War 

for certain information in relation to the harbor at Manitowoc, in 

| the State of Wisconsin. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
| amendments the bill (H. R. 4960) making appropriations for the 
diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
| 1897; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs to ask the House to concur in the amendments 


ouse can get it and | made by the Senate in the diplomatic and cat sular bill, all of 
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those amendments having been sent to the committee by the Sec- 
retary of State and considered by the committee before the bill 
went through the Senate, but after it was presented here. The 
amendments are not numerous or extensive. They are a pro- 
vision relating to the salary of the consulat Cape Town, in Africa, 
a provision making him a consul-general with salary of $3,000 in- 
stead of $2,000; setting apart $10,000 for the inspection of con- 
sulates, and a provision for an additional secretary of legation to 
Liberia, at $1,500. The remainder of the bill is unchanged, and I 
now ask that the House concur in the amendments. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I unite with my 
colleague, the chairman of the committee, in asking concurrence in 
these Senate amendments. They have been fully discussed by the 
members of the committee and 1 trust the House will concur. 

Mr. CANNON. The amendments had better be read. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Page 3, after line 17, insert ‘‘ For secretary of legation to Liberia, $1,500.” 

Page 3, lines 21 and 22, strike out “seventy-seven thousand five hundred” 
and insert “seventy-nine thousand.” 

Page 12, lino 19, after “ Singapore,” insert ‘‘ Cape Town, Africa.” 

Page 12, line 20, strike out * thirty * and insert * thirty-three.” 

Page 13, line 4, strike out “two” and insert “six.” 

Page 13, line 6, strike out “twenty-one” and insert ‘‘ seventeen.” 
ee line 16, strike out ‘‘Osaka and Hiogo”’ and insert “ and Osaka and 

one 16, line 21, strike out ‘“‘ Cape Town (Africa)."’ 

Page 21, after line 2, insert “Inspection of consulates: To provide for the 
expenses of an inspection of consulates to be made by officers of the Govern- 
ment, such officers not to receive any compensation in addition to their reg- 
ular salaries, which shall continue to be paid to them during the period of 
their employment in this special service, $10,000, to be immediately available.” 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, let us take the last amend- 
ment first—this provision for an inspection of consulates—$10,000, 
to be immediately available. Who is to have that job? 

Mr. HITT. This is to provide for expenses to be incurred in the 
performance of this duty by officers of the Government who are 
salaried and who are to be detailed to inspect these consulates 
throughout theworld. The provision will not add to the number 
of salaried officers now employed, but will require those who are 
detailed for the purpose to perform additional duty and to incur 
additional expense. The amount asked for was $20,000, and 
$10,000 is the amount given. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that; but who is to have the trip 
around the world with his expenses paid? 

Mr. HITT. This will not be an inspection of the body of the 
consulates by any one man. It will be an inspection, for ex- 
ample, of the consulates in western Europe through one of the 
consuls-general there in obedience to the orders of the Depart- 
ment. Again, in Asia there will be another man, a man who is 
already in the service of the Government and who will receive no 
additional pay. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that. For instance, the consul 
at Liverpool or at London desiring, for the good of the service, to 
go over to Paris or to Vienna or down to Rome, he is detailed for 
that purpose, and he draws his regular salary, and this appropri- 
ation pays his expenses. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. HITT. The consul sent on this service would receive the 
expenses necessarily incurred in the performance of this duty. 

Mr.CANNON. LI understand that; but it is also the expenses of 
his trip. Is not that the case? Or perhaps my friend is not in- 
formed about it specifically. 

Mr. HITT. I know that the men are not now named, nor are 
they designated in anybody’s mind, because they are numerous; 
they are scattered here and there—— 

Mr. CANNON. Is this a new line of expenditure? 

Mr. HITT. It is, except that it has been followed in the cases 
of some individuals who have done this duty under direction of 
the State Department. It is not a new project. It has been rec- 
ommended by a series of Secretaries of State. 

Mr. MoCR&ARY of Kentucky. Allow me to put a question on 
this point to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Hirt]. Is it not true that for several years we have 
been asked to recommend an appropriation of not less than $20,000 
at any one time for the inspection of consulates? It has been 
understood that it was very necessary that this inspection should 
be made. But at this time we have only — in the bill an appro- 
priation of $10,000, and it is understood that this service is to be 
rendered by men who are already in office. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend from Kentucky allow me a 
moment? Many years ago, about the time of my first entering on 
public service here, Bishop Newman was appointed an inspector 
of consulates; and he went all around the world, making subse- 
quently a report that was wonderfully valuable. It is the only 
report covering the inspection of consulates that I have ever seen 
that was of any value. I recollect very well, however, that at that 
time one or two political campaigns were largely conducted upon 
the ‘“‘extravagance” of appoimting an officer to go around the 
world inspecting these consulates. 

Now, I can see the propriety, if not the necessity, of taking 
somebody that has no official connection with the Departinent of 
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State, a person of sufficient intelligence and industry, and 
ing him to make the inspection of consulates. But, alth 
do not profess to have full knowledge on this question, if | , 
going to make a guess, I would guess that this $10,000 woul)! 
expended to pay some consul already in Europe to take 
down the Mediterranean (if he be in service in the northern 
of Europe) to inspect the other consulates. I think that \ 
be a good thing for the man detailed on that duty, if he y 
to go down to southern Europe to see the blue skies and enj 
bright sunshine, but it would be a poor thing for the public so 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. But there is nothing 
appropriation which indicates that any consul already in E 
will be appointed to inspect the other consulates. 

Mr. CANNON. Such a one can be appointed, can he not? 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. But the expenditure of th, 
propriation is left to the Secretary of State 

r. CANNON. Oh, certainly. 





Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Andhe, I have no doubt, would 
select good men. 

Mr. CANNON. He would select somebody in the co: : 
service, would he not? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. In my opinion, he would not 
select any man nowin Europe orin the consular service. I donot 


think he would. 

Mr. HITT. One of the chief purposes of such inspection, after 
the detection of frauds or irregularities, is to produce uniformity 
in the methods of doing business and to enable the Department 
itself to know the details of the work in these offices by other 
means than upon information furnished by reports of interested 
parties. Tosend an officerin whom the Department has conti 
dence to inspect the consulates of China and the East is considered 
to be a matter of importance; and there is not now a dollar a\ 
able for any such purpose. 

At atime when I was necessarily made somewhat familiar with 
duties of this kind, a consul stationed on the western side of § 
America, remote from inspection, had gone on making fai) 
ports until by accident a means was found to have him visit 
an officer who could be trusted. Then it was found that al! 
accounts of the officer were frauds; that his boarding bills \ 
manufactured; that he had been robbing the Treasury to the ex- 
tent of thousands of dollars. And it took but one hour’s work of 
a skilled consular officer to discover all that. Now, these reports 
are of considerable importance to the public interest, aside from 
that of the Treasury. 

Mr.CANNON. I willsay to my friend that ‘‘ one swallow ( 
not necessarily make asummer.” I have no doubt the case he 
speaks of was as he states it. The point I was trying to make in 
my criticism was that when you take the Department of State 
with its organization here in Washington, and then take the con- 
suls in the service of the Government throughout the worl), it 
would not be very good policy to set one consul after another. | 
make this remark with all due respect to the Department of State 
and its service, which I think is in the main of a very high order. 
Yet I have a suspicion, if not actual knowledge, that the ordi- 
nary service under that Department is a little Schleswig-Holstcin 
affair, where the rule is ‘ tickle me and I'll tickle you.” = [Lau; 
ter.] And I would rather have one tour of inspection by a broad, 
liberal, well-informed man not connected with the Department 
than to have this $10,000 appropriation run a dozen years. to 
be utilized by sending one consul to investigate another. That 
is all I desire to say about this matter. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I do not know of any item that 
exists with reference to our consular service of greater interes 
and importance than the adoption of such a provision as that in- 
corporated in this bill by the Senate, to provide for such an 
inspection of our service as is proposed here, 

he gentleman from [llinois [Mr. Cannon], who has just 
—. says that one swallow does not makea summer. [admit 
that; but i would like, for the information of the House, to give 
my own experience on this subject. When I had the honor to be 
appointed as minister of the United States to Brazil I visited 
every consulate on the coast from Para to Santos, and the result 
was such that on returning home I felt it incumbent upon me to 
call the attention of the public to the facts, and prepared an 
article, which was published in the North American Review 
shortly after, giving a history of the investigation made at that 
time and of the circumstances attending it, as well as the facts 
that were ascertained by the investigation. Itcalled public att«n- 
tion to the conditions existing. 

So far as the point of the gentleman from Illinois is concern: 4, 
that an outside inspection would be better than by some one whi) 
is entirely familiar with the customs of the service, I think thie 
statement of fact refutes itself. It is absolutely necessary to 
have some one who has a technical knowledge of the duties of « 
consul, Itisnecessary that he shall have experience in the prepara 
tion of papers, in the transaction of the business of the consulate, 
and in the consideration of the many affairs which come before 
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that official. c 
knowledge of the country in which the consulates are located, and 


therefore, with all due respect to the opinion of the gentleman 
from Illinois, I am satisfied that an inspection by any man who is 
not familiar with the details of the service would neither be satis- 
factory nor efficient. Such an inspection could not be as valuable 
to the Department as that made by a man who is selected under 
direction of the Secretary of State, a man who has had practical 
experience in the workings of that branch of the public service, 
who is able to determine that the consul is performing his duties, 
who can ascertain that the papers being prepared are properly pre- 
yared and are duly filed, and who can comprehend, in a word, all 
of the manifold duties required of a consul. 

It is absolutely necessary, if we wish to extend our foreign com- 


merce, to have accurate and reliable information from all of our | 


consuls abroad, and they should be kept up to their duties. The 
Department should have proper knowledge that suitable persons 
are occupying these responsible positions as agents for the Gov- 
ernment. For these reasons I feel satisfied that the inspection 
here suggested will be for the good of the service, and I hope the 
House will so understand and will adopt the Senate amendment. 
I think it will be a very serious mistake to reject it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
the honorable gentleman in charge of this bill to the necessity of 
an amendment, if not now at least in some other bill, in reference 
to the provision which appropriated $20,000 for preparing, print- 
ing, publishing, and distributing, under the Department of State, 
consular and other commercial reports. 

There are now two or three clerks, as the gentleman knows, 
employed in that work under this provision. Under a recent 
decision of the Comptroller of the Treasury, however, their ac- 
counts can not be allowed. By an oversight, I understand, the 
Senate failed to amend the paragraph to allow $2,500, or some- 
thing like that, for clerical services. I merely suggest it to the 
gentleman, so that it may be remedied on some other bill. 

Mr. HITT. Iwill say to the gentleman from Missouri that | 


was assured by the Senate Committee on Appropriations this | 


morning that it would be attended to in a forthcoming bill. 

L ask a vote on the motion I have made. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Hirt to concur 
in the Senate amendments, it was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the last vote | 


was laid on the table. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think, Mr. Chairman, that I have fully 
explained the provisions of the bill- 

Mr. DOCKERY. Before the gentleman concludes, there is a 
point to which I wish to ask his attention. 

I understand that the report of the Attorney-General, to which 





he refers, is to the effect that the Ogden Land Company has some 


title. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iso understand. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Under the act of March 2, 1895, the Secretary 
of the Interior was authorized to enter upon negotiations for the 
purchase of the land? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 


Yes, sir. 


the propriety of the United States making the purchase. In other 
words, it is a legislative provision submitted for the consideration 


of this body, and if no point of order is interposed of course the | 


body will consider it on its merits. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is not susceptible to the point of 
order. It is in furtherance of former legislation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, we will see the gentleman about that 
later on. fLaughter. 

Mr. CANNON. ell, if that is.to be insisted on, I would like 
to say a word to my friend from New York. I understand that 


there are some 50,000 acres of this land owned by these Indians in | 


the State of New York, and worth probably $100 an acre. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; worth about $50 an acre. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, away back before the formation of the 
Constitution of the United States there was some arrangement 
made with these Indians and the Ogden Land Company, I believe. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; it was after the adoption of the Consti- 
tution. I have a statement here. If the gentleman cares to have 
me make it, I can show him what the title has been right down 
through from the time it was owned by the aborigines until now. 

_Mr. CANNON. Well, it seems to me that if this is to be in- 
sisted on—although I must say I think it is subject to a point of 
order—if it is to be insisted upon, it seems to me the more infor- 
mation we have about it the better. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my friend from Illinois will permit me, I 
expected at the time this item was reached in the bill to give a full 
explanation about it, much more full, of course, than I am giving 
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It is also necessary that he shall have some general 


Now, then, this paragraph in the bill and the | 
report of the Attorney-General simply raise the question as to | 


1987 


. iia = 


now. I did not intend to say anything about this provision except 
in a general way, any more than I did about any other provision 
of the bill. Ihave said all I care to say, Mr. Chairman, in expla- 
nation of the bill. One or two members of the committee desire 
to take part in the general debate, and I should like to fix a limit 
to the general debate. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. 


This is a proposition, as IT understand, to 
h 


appropriate $250,000 for the purpose of extinguishing a lien upon 
these lands. Is that the proposition? 
Mr. SHERMAN. To buy the title, whatever that title may be. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I find that in the last 
Congress an arrangement was made for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing what that lien was 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. What it amounted to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That was referred to the United States at- 
torney for the northern district of New York eight months ago. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No report seems to have been had vet 

Mr.SHERMAN. Iunderstand that whatever report the United 
States district attorney made he made but a short time ago, and 
that the Department have made their report this morning. I 
have not seen it, but will simply state that I understand the report 
to be that there is a title in the Ogden Land Company. Certainly 
if there is no title in the Ogden Land Company, if I am mistaken 
about that, then this item may go out on my motion. 

| Mr. PEARSON. Before the gentleman takes his seat. I should 

like to ask him if he can give the committee any information as to 

how much money would be required to procure, either by lease or 
purchase, the school buildings that are now used in these contract 
schools? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill say to my friend from North Carolina 
that Ido not know whether these buildings can be procured at 
all or not. I presume some of them could not be had. I imagine 
that to erect school buildings which would take the place of all 
these contract schools would require perhaps from a million and 
a half to two millions of dollars. 

Mr. PEARSON. The gentleman knows that we have al: 
acquired certain of the schools? 
| Mr.SHERMAN.,. Yes. 

Mr.PEARSON. And we have acquired them from nm 
denomination except one? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. PEARSON. Now, has any effort been made looking to the 
obtaining of the title tosuch schools, either by lease or otherwise? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think not; but I will say to my friend that 
| I have an idea, obtained from a semiofficial source, that these 
| schools perhaps would not be sold to the United States, and to 
erect schools to take their places would involve appropriations 
running somewhere from one to two millions of dollars, I should 
suppose. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Anticipating that such an interrogatory might 
| be propounded, I had occasion to confer with the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs and submitted to him this proposition: 


eady 


arly every 


If all contracts by the Government with sectarian or other vere at 
| this time terminated, what appropriation of money by the Govern nt would 
| be necessary to construct or purchase suitable buildings and sites, with equip 

ments, to adequately and sufficiently supply the service equal to tl before 
the discontinuance of any of the contract schools under the law of 1805 


That was before there was any reduction in the 
priation bill. 


If the contract-school system were abolished and the Governmer 


general appro- 
To that the following response was given 


t forced 


| to care for the 4,000 children now being educated therein, it would require 
at least 20 boarding-school plants with capacity for 200 pupils e: lo con 
struct and equip these plants would cost not less than $40,100 ea va total 
of $1,200,000. This estimate is based upon the actual expenses of this office in 


constructing such schools. 


Thaf answers the interrogatory of the gentleman. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That answers very clearly the interrog 
which I answered in a very general way. 

Mr. HERMANN. If the chairman of the committee will per- 
mit me a moment, as I did not have the pleasure of listening to 
his opening statement or general explanation of the bill, I desire 
to ask him whether he has touched upon a very grave subject now 
troubling the Interior Department in the government of the In- 
dians as to the administration of the lands which have been allotted 
and set apart to them in severalty. Under the laws. as now con- 
strued, those lands are notsubject to taxationand will not be until 
the end of twenty-five years, during which they are under the con- 
trol of the General Government, and at the expiration of which 

| the title will be in the Indians. In the meantime, however, im 
| provements are made on these lands, within the limits of these 
| allotted lands, and yet I state itas a factthat the county and State 
| authorities have no power to levy an assessment and collect any 
| taxes upon them. I wanted to know whether the honorable gen- 
| tleman in the statement of his bill has touched upon that point, 
| Mr.SHERMAN. The bill does not touch upon that matter. 


\tory 








* REST SREP A: SP eR Sere eR 


1988 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Mr. HERMANN. Then I will offer an amendment so as to 
bring the matter up during the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would like to know of my colleague, Mr. 
WILson, how much time he desires to occupy? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I should think about forty minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all general debate on the bill be closed in one hour and 
thirty minutes, at 3.30, one hour to be given to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr, LitTLE] and forty minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. LITTLE. I suggest to the chairman that the time be not 
limited, as other gentlemen may want to participate, as the debate 
has begun. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, we will have ample opportunity while 
the bill is being considered under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. LITTLE. I have no objection personally. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I ask unanimous consent that general 
debate be closed at half past 3 o’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate upon this bill be closed at half 
past 3. Is there “oe After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered by the committee, 

:, Mr. SHERMAN, I yield for an hour to my colleague, Mr. 

ITTLE. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, one year ago I had the honor of 
addressing myself to the condition of the Five Civilized Tribes in 
the Indian Territory, which adjoins my State upon the west. At 
that time I tried in my humble way to make known to Congress 
and the country the conditions that existed there, which, in my 
opinion, demanded the prompt and speedy action of Congress. 

As to the bill under consideration, its provisions, in the main, 
meet my approval; but I can think of no better place or time than 
upon the consideration of this bill to give my ideas of what should 
be the course of the Government toward these people. Back more 
than thirty years ago the Government guaranteed to the Five Civi- 
lized Tribes by treaty a government of a republican form, to be 
administered by themselves. The conditions that surrounded that 
country at that time no longer exist. Then they were an isolated 
people. Now the conditions are entirely changed. Upon the 
east is the populous and progressive State that I have the honor 
in part to represent upon this floor; south and west of it is the 
empire State of 'Texas, and west and north of it are the States of 
Colorado and of Kansas. 

In this Territory there are Indians to the number of 50,055, mem- 
bers of the respective Five Tribes, or five self-called sovereignties 
of that Territory. There alsolives in the Territory a colored popu- 
lation amounting to 18,636; also,there is a population of white 
people, excluding that number who are termed intruders, approx- 
imately more than 300,000 people. These Indian governments, 
that were intended to be isolated, have been unable to meet the 
resistless force and power of the progressof civilization. Its walls 
have been broken downand great railroads have been built through 
its territory. Young cities are springing up all over that coun- 
try, without government and without any protection for the people. 

The Government also supplies that country with a postal serv- 
ice, having, I believe, more than 300 post-offices in that Territory. 
There are 40,142 square miles embraced within its domain. There 
is much of it rich and fertile soil and of unlimited resources in 

0int of mineral wealth—coal abounds in unlimited quantities. 
hese lands originally were given by treaty to the tribes, not to 
the individual Indians, but given to the tribes to be held by them 
for the use and benefit of the members of the tribe, each of them 
to share and share alike in its blessings and in its profits; but, sir, 
to-day, when we look at that country, we witness a different spec- 
tacle. As I had the honor to announce in my former speech, and 
I reiterate it and def y contradiction, there is one tribe alone own- 
ing 3,000,000 acres, where 61 of its citizens have in their possession 
over 1,250,000 acres of land that is of right the common heritage 
of these people. This condition exists more or less in all these 
tribes. These are largely whites, or men in whose veins white 
blood predominates, many of them adopted citizens by marriage. 
They have absorbed the country to the detriment of the people 
to whom the United States guaranteed it in their treaties; and 
these same people, when you talk about changing their form of 
government, at once call your attention to the sacredness of these 
treaties. 

I had not intended to discuss at length at this time that branch 
of the question, but to call the attention of this House to the fact 
of the absolute necessity of the strong arm of the Government 
being stretched out over that people in order to protect, not only 
property, but human life. In 1892 the Senate sent a committee 
to that country headed by Hon. Henry M. TELLER, a Senator 
from Colorado. That commission reported the conditions exist- 
ing there, and urged the necessity of Congress speedily dealing 
with the question, not only for the protection of human life, but 
for the protection of the Indians in their property rights. Later 
on, in 1893, I think, what is commonly known as the Dawes com- 
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mission was organized, consisting of ex-Senator Henry M. Day 
A. 8S. McKennon, and Major Kidd. They went to that cou 
and spent a year within its boundaries. They talked to its ;) 

ple, they talked tothe Indians, they talked to the colored }. 
ation, they informed themselves of the conditions as they exist.) 
and they reported those conditions to Congress. They urged t}); 
it was ey in order not only to secure the rights of t})oso 
Indian people, but to protect the lives and families of the | 
abiding white citizens in that Territory, that Congress should 
promptly. 

The delegations claiming to represent these tribes made war 
upon that report and denounced it as false. They went to the 
President of the United States with charges that Major Kidd, of 
that commission, was especially prejudiced against the Indians, 
and asked the appointment of another. The President, in ; 
sponse to that appeal, willing to give them every possible showine, 
had Major Kidd transferred to another department and su} 
tuted in his stead General Armstrong. General Armstrong, })orn 
in the Indian country, his life almost spent in that service, was 
put on the commission at the special request of the Indians 4 
their friend, as a man in whose judgment and wisdom they could 
trust. Ex-Congressmen Cabaniss and Montgomery, with whom 
gentlemen here are well acquainted, were also added to the com- 
mission, 

Every oneof these gentlemen went upon that commission pr 
diced in favor of the position that had been assumed by the rej) 
sentatives of the Five Tribes; they have confessed it openly and wil] 
confessitnow. They went on that commission believing that the 
Dawes report was a mistake, that it was made with a wrong idea of 
the then existing conditions. They visited that country by di: 
tion of the President and spent considerable time there. They 
endeavored to negotiate with these people to improve the exist- 


ing conditions, and they came back not only indorsing the former 
reports, but saying that the condition of things in that Territory 
were far worse than as described in that report, and they urged 
upon Congress the most radical legislation looking to the uproot- 
ing of these little tribunals and governments in that Territory that 


are upheld by the strong arm of fear and by public plunder. 

They found the fact to be that the little Indian courts there, 
intended for the protection of the people, had become machines to 
intimidate and rob them. Thus we have these three unanimous 
reports made by men who have gone and investigated the situa- 
tion on the ground, and as Senator Dawes said this morning in a 
speech before the Committee on Indian Affairs, either these re- 
ports are correct or the men who represented the Government 
upon these several commissions were ignorant or dishonest, and | 
think no man can well question that proposition. Of the men who 
are sent here to represent these Indian tribes I know many per- 
sonally. I have no quarrel with them. They are prompted only 
by that law which rules the human heart and which so operates 
that when you get your hand into the public crib somebody else 
will haye to take it out other than yourself. [Laughter.] These 
little Indian governments are ruled and maintained by the men 
who have that country in control, not by the common Indian. 
He is off in the valleys or upon the mountain sides. 

In this connection I want to read a statement, made by the head 
of the delegation, showing how the great chief of the Cherokee 
Nation respects the findings of the honorable men who went out 
there as Commissioners to represent this Government and, after 
proper investigation, made their report to Congress. Ima letter to 
the New York Sun, under date of January 22, 1896, he says: 

The Dawes Commission visited the Indian Territory last year, remained at 
comfortable hotels on the railroads where noncitizens reside and contro! ' 
business, and the newspapers published there took the statements of « 
enemies and made a report containing statements wholly at variance wit! 
the truth. They picture us as a lawless band of robbers, corrupt in evcry 
department, which I desire to brand as a lie *‘as false as h—1.” 

hanking you again in behalf of the Five Tribes in the Indian Territory, 
S. H. MAYES, 
Principal Chief, Cherokee Nation. 

WASHINGTON, January 22, 1896. 

This is the polished language of the chief of one of these great 
governments we are asked to maintain. This is the character of 
the arguments with which he meets the statements of these pub- 
lic officials whose lives are known to be without blemish and whose 
abilities have been acknowledged throughout the nation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no contest with this great chief, 
but I propose to introduce witnesses to this Congress who will no! 
only vindicate the reports of these Commissioners, but will show 
that they have not told half the truth. I announce it here as 
fact that since the 4th day of last March, when Congress adjourned, 
there have been, approximately, 280 murders committed within 
the boundaries of that Territory. That number may not strike 
gentlemen here very forcibly, but it is a regiment of people who, 
in one Territory, in less time than one year, have gone down in 
death either in personal conflict or by the assassin’s bullet. If [ 
desired to occupy your time I could name 260 of these victims, 
names culled from the various newspaper reports, taking no ac- 
count of the great number of cases in that country that never find 
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their way to the newspapers, making an aggregate approximat- 
ing—I do not know how to approximate it, but, to say the least of 


it, @ number appalling to every man who respects social order, the 


rights of property, and the sacredness of human life. 

[ read now from the Teller report, page 12, and I wish that mem- 
pers desiring information upon this subject would secure this | 
document. It is Senate report 377, second session Fifty-third 
Congress: 


Instances came to our notice of Indians who had as high as 100 tenants, and 
we heard of one case where it was said the Indian citizen, a citizen by mar 
riage, had 400 holdings, amounting to about 20,000 acres of farm land. We 
believe that mag be an exceptional case, but that individual Indians have 
large numbers of tenants on land not subdued and put into cultivation by the 
Indian, but by his white tenant, and that these holdings are not for the benefit 
of the whole people but of the few enterprising ones, is admitted by all. The 
monopoly is so great that in the most wealthy and progressive tribe your 
committee were told that 100 persons had appropriated fully one-half of the 
best land. This class of citizens take the very best agricultural lands and 
leave the poorer land to the less enterprising citizens, who in many instances 
farm only a few acres in the districts farthest removed from the railroads 
and the civilized centers. 

As we have said, the title to these lands is held by the tribe in trust for the 

,ople. We have shown that this trust is not being properly executed, nor 
will it be if left to the Indians, and the question arises, What is the duty of the 
Government of the United States with reference to this trust? While we 
have recognized these tribes as dependent nations, the Government has like 
wise recognized its guardianship over the Indians and its obligations to pro 
tect them in their property and personal rights. 


The treaty and the patents under which these people hold title 
convey the land to the tribe for the common benefit of all the In- | 
dians, share and share alike. 

Mr. KEM. Does the gentleman know how many of these per- 
sons whom he speaks of as Indians are ni’; Indians in fact, but | 
merely such by marriage into the tribe? 


Mr. LITTLE. Idonot. There is quite a number, however, of | 
thatclass. They are not only a large class, but an influential class. 


Mr. KEM. Are they not the class of people with whom most 
of this trouble originates? 

Mr. LITTLE. As to this land trouble, yes, sir; they and the 
progressive mixed bloods. I will come to other troubles directly. 

Mr. KEM. Is not the land trouble at the bottom of all the other 
troubles to a great extent? 

Mr. LITTLE. I think that the land troublecontributes largely 
to the difficulty. But there are a number of other causesin oper- 
ation. The real trouble, let me say to my friend, is that there is 
no common government over this country; there is no uniform 
system of laws; there is no flag to which the American citizen or 
the Indian can look for common protection. 

Whether the chief to whom I have referred calls that manner 
of appropriation of lands which belong to all the people of his 
tribe in common robbery or legitimate speculation, I leave him 
to decide. I will only say if it is honest for one citizen, either | 
by blood or adoption, to acquire a large number of separate hold- | 
ings in this way when many other members of the tribe are de- | 
prived of a home—if that be honest, then I have been erroneously | 
taught as to what honesty is. | 

| 





We believe that may be an exceptional case— 


This refers to that case of a single individual holding 100 farms. 

Mr. KEM. Will the gentleman permit me a moment right 
here? Do not the Indians have some sort of government or laws 
of their own? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KEM. Does not their law prohibit this sort of holding? 

Mr. LITTLE. No, sir. They dain the right under their laws, 
in open violation of their treaties 

Mr. KEM. Then this is one cause of dissatisfaction on the part 
of the Indians? 

Mr. LITTLE. Dissatisfaction arises because of the fact that 
these men who are in control of the government have possession 
of these large quantities of property to which they are notentitled; 
and by their influence, I may say by threats, by intimidation, by 
the free use of money, they are aun to control the government | 
there absolutely, and do so in open violation of the rights of their 
own people. 

Mr. KEM. When the gentleman speaks of ‘‘ these men” he 
means men who have married into the Indian tribes. 

Mr. LITTLE. Notaltogether; in part; but also the progressive 
class of Indians, mostly of the mixed blood. 

Mr. KEM. I understood the gentleman to say that those were 
the class of men that used or ruled the government.’ 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes; in connection with the progressive class of 
Indians. The men who control the landed interests of the gov- | 
ernment control the government. : 





: 


Mr. KEM. Your theory, then, isthat the Indian is not capable 
of governing himself? 
tr. LITTLE. He is not able to do so alone; but the Govern- 
ment can aidhim. His government has passed out of his hands 
and gone into the hands of these merciless speculators. 
Mr. KEM. Well, he is not capable of establishing or organiz- 
ing a government for himself, 
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| only the country but its products. 


Mr. LITTLE. No; but this Government is capable of giving 
him a government along with the white people who live there. A 
large number of the Indians are individually capable of self-gov- 
ernment; but there is this little, weak, trembling organization of 
five sovereignties in one Territory, enabling certain rulers to con- 
trol the conditions absolutely and to rule the ordinary Indian by 
inspiring his prejudice against any progressive movement looking 
to the recognition of the rights of all the people. The gentleman 
will hear from me further on that point when I reach other lines 
in the argument. 

Mr. KEM. Will the gentleman permit another inquiry 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes, sir; I am glad the gentleman is seeking 
information. 

Mr. KEM. Iam seeking information, and I want to ascertain 
whether the great difficulty, as I said awhile ago, does not arise, 
after all, from these white men who have married into the Indian 
tribes and are Indians only by virtue of the law. 

Mr. LITTLE. But there are plenty of Indians among those five 
tribes that are as intelligent as anybody. Many of these, as well 
as the white adopted citizens, have managed by their shrewdness 
to outwit their companions; they have got that country fenced up 
in a large measure so that the Indians can not obtain the land to 
which they are entitled. Take the instance which I cited a few 
moments ago, where 61 of these leading men hold more than 
1,000,000 acres of land under fence. They are collecting rent for 


| those lands and putting the money into their own pockets, while 
| it is the duty of the Government to see that the Indians of the tribe 


at large, who are the wards of the Government, shall enjoy not 
[ protest against permitting a 
few men to absorb the wealth that belongs to the Indians of that 
country. This defenseless people must be rescued from the cor- 
ruption and tyranny of these petty governments or else we must 
permit the treaties intended for their protection to be made the 
instruments of their oppression. 

Mr. TALBERT. As to the evils which you complain of, do you 
seek to remedy them by amending this bill or must it be done by 
other legislation? 

Mr. LITTLE. We propose to do it by other legislation pending 
before the proper committees of the House. 

Mr. TALBERT. Not in this bill? 

Mr. LITTLE. No; by independent legislation. 

Mr. KEM. I trust the gentleman will inform tis as he goes on 
what remedies he proposes. 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes, sir; I will do so; or, if I should omit it, I 
trust the gentleman will remind me of it at the conclusion of my 
remarks. But I might say here that there should be an independ- 
ent and impartial tribunal established to determine the rights of 
citizenship in these tribes. Provision should be made for survey- 
ing and laying out town sites and affording a government for the 
towns. The lands should be allotted in severalty to the Indians, 
guarded by judicious legislation, and a territorial government 
should be at once established suited to the conditions there, effi- 
cient and strong enough to maintain the peace and order of that 
country. 

I now read from the same report, and upon the same page: 


It is apparent to all who are conversant with the present condition in the 


Indian Territory that their system of government can not continue It is 
| not only non-American, but it is radically wrong, and a change is impera- 
tively demanded in the interest of the Indian and whites alike. and h 
change can not be much longer delayed. The situation grows worse and will 
continue to grow worse. There can be no modification of the system It can 
not be reformed. It must be abandoned and a better one substituted ‘hat 
it will be difficult to do your committee freely admit, but becaus . diffi- 


cult task is no reason why Congress should not at the earlic 


1 0 L pe ible 
moment address itself to this question. 


This is the language of Senator TELLER, chairman of the com- 
mittee, who went personally and viewed the existing conditions in 
that country, and the entire committee give this as their deliber- 
ate judgment, 

Mr. KEM. Now, in that connection, is it your opinion or do you 
know whether the majority of these Indians are favorable to the 
change suggested there? 

Mr. LITTLE. My opinion is that the majority of them, sur- 
rounded as they are, claim to oppose to it. I know that many of 
them favor the change and would to-day openly revolt against 
their tribal government, but are held back through fear and intim- 
idation. 

Mr. KEM. But are the majority opposed to the change in the 
landholding system—these large holdings? 

Mr. LITTLE, Yes, sir; I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. KEM. Well, the object of this proposition, as funderstand 
it, is to get matters arranged so that this change could be made 
with reference to the Indians. 

Mr. LITTLE. Certainly; and put the lands where they be- 
long—under the treaty stipulations. 

Mr. KEM. Let me proceed a moment with my question. 
you say that the Indians object to the large holding? 

Mr. LITTLE. Certainly. 


And 
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Mr. KEM. Why, then, do they not agree to the Dawes propo- 
sition, which seems to be in accord with their sentiment? 

Mr. LITTLE. There is a difference between the Indians and 
the official rulers of the governments there in reference to what 
is the proper thing to be done. The big men, as they call them, 
tell the poor full-blood that the Government wants to steal their 
country, and the poor creature believes and consents to their fur- 
ther extortions and robberies. 

Mr. KEM. But I am talking now of what we ought to do and 
what the Indians want to do themselves. I understand that they 
favor doing away with these land holdings, which have become 
very objectionable, as you say, and yet that a majority are opposed 
to the Dawes proposition to do the very thing which they are in 
favor of. 

Mr. LATTLE. So far, let me say to the gentleman, as there has 
been an open expression of opinion concerning this matter, I think 
it is the fact that the majority are opposed to any radical change 
in the governments; and, mind you, an Indian in that country,a 
member of one of these tribes, who advocates or petitions any offi- 
cer or any country or any government outside of his own tribe 
does so at his own risk, really at the peril of his life, and several of 
the tribes have passed laws making it treason for any one of their 
number to advocate the allotment or the change of their land 
tenures. 

Mr. KEM. That has been done, then, by the Indians themselves? 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes; by the Indians themselves. 

Mr. KEM. And done through their own governments? 

Mr. LITTLE, Yes, sir; by their own governments, and they 
are the Xovernments of which Iam speaking, that ought not to be 
allowed to exist for a moment. 

Mr. KEM. Has there ever been an expression on the part of 
the Indians in such a way as to indicate the true sentiment of the 
Indians—the majority of them—with reference to their wishes in 
regard to this matter? 

Mr. LITTLE. None, except through their national councils, 
and they have been as much against this as you might expect, 
and they will continue to be againstit. It is a condition that ex- 
ists among them, and to one who is not familiar with the charac- 
ter of the Indian it would be difficult to explain the reason why. 

3ut it is a condition that Congress ought to give time and atten- 
tion to at once, and correct these evils and this great injustice to 
these people, who are the wards of the Government. 

I read now from page 17 of the last report of the commission 
appointed to negotiate with these Indians, which appears in Senate 
Document No. 12, first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress: 


If the end of government and the administration of justice isthe protec. 
tion of the life and liberty and property of the citizen, then the governments 
and courts of these nations are a failure, for they atford that protection 
to neither. They are powerless to these ends, and the victims of this misrule 
are helpless sufferers at the mercy of the malign influences which dominate 
every ¢ as and branch of the governments as administered here. It 
matters little, except as to the character of the remedy, whether this fail- 
ure and misrule arises from impotence or willful and corrupt purpose, the 
evil consequences are incalculable and its continuance unjustifiable. It is 
no less true now than when the commission repo last year that “all of 
the functions of the so-called governments of these five tribes have become 
utterly unable to protect the life or property rights of the citizen. Their 
courts of justice have become powerless and paralyzed. Violence, robbery, 
and murder have become almost of daily occurrence, and no effective meas- 
ures of restraint or punishment are put forth by these governments and 
courts to suppress crime. Railroad trains continue to be stopped and their 

ssengers robbed in the very presence of those in authority. A reign of 

error exists, and barbarous outrages almost impossible of belief are enacted, 
one ne perpetrators hardly find it necessary to shun daily intercourse with 
eir victims.” 

The United States district court at Fort Smith, Ark., has been given juris- 
diction in the Indian Territory only over crimes committed by an Indian 
upon a white man or by a white man upon an Indian. Of ail crimes com- 
mitted by Indians upon Indians the Indian courts still have sole jurisdiction. 
In this limited jurisdiction of the United States court the present able and 
upright judge has, since his appointment in 1875, sentenced to death on con- 
viction in his court 153 persons, and there are to-day in the United States jail 
at Fort Smith under sentence of death appealed on questions of law 26. 


I may add that since the publication of this report there are 
to-day between 30 and 40 murderers in this prison under the same 
conditions; that is, under sentence of death. 

Mr. KEM. But would that not lead to the belief that these 
offenders were being punished? 

Mr. LITTLE. If you will wait you will see fully the exact con- 
dition. Ofcourse the Territorial jurisdiction of this court extends 
over only a part of this country. 


Of these, 20 have been convicted the present year, the largest number inany 
one year. There are now under indictment for murder and awaiting trial 13 
others, and several are in jail awaiting examination. There is also a United 
States court at Paris, Tex., baving similar jurisdietion in the Indian Terri- 
tory, the records of which show that since 1890 there have 22 sentenced 
to death for murders committed in the Territory, and there are now under 
indictment 128, nearly all of whom are eludi arrest. How many murders 
in addition to these have been committed by Indians upon Indians, of which 
their courts have exclusive jurisdiction, there is no record available, but there 
is good reason to believe that they exceed these numbers. Reliable newspa- 
pete and individuals who have endeavored to obtain accurate information as 

the prevalence of crime in the Territory agree in the statement that up to 
November 1 there had been 257 murders committed in the Territory since 
the last adjournment of Congress. Of course there have been many others 
not thus ascertained. If other crimes have in any degree a proportion to 
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that of murder in the Territory the condition must be appalling, and ca: 
fail to call loudly for a remedy. 


I now read from a newspaper published by a citizen of the J) 
dian country at the town of Vinita, known as the Indian () 
tain, and I call the especial attention of my friend toit. Th 
under date of February 13, 1896. It says: 

THE DAWES COMMISSION BILL. 

In this issue is printed the Dawes bill, or the bill prepared by the co 
sion that bears the name of the venerable statesman of Massachusett: 
sweeping in its provisions and will about wipe up the tribal governn: 
this Territory if it becomesalaw. A howl of rage will now go up fro: 
nopolists and “Indians for revenue ” throughout this country, and t) 
puny 2 by 4 newspapers that are subsidized by the above-named cla 
spew their venom far and wide. But the ultimate result will be th 
for Congress will pass this or a similar measure before the summer ; 

There are some things about this proposed Dawes bill that a great mar 

| dian citizens will object to, but there are also many things about the pr 
tribal governments that a great many people object to and are sore] 

| pleased with, so it is at least a stand off in that particular. To recit 
causes that have led up to the sending of the Dawes commission here } 
United States Government would fill a good-sized book, but that ther: 
causes and sufficient reasons for the action of the United States Governm 
needs no demonstration. 

The Dawes bill has been prepared and introduced largely for the hx 
of the Indians of this territory, and whether they ever see it that way o 
makes very little difference at this stage of thegame. Congress could : 
wiser thing than send the Dawes commission here with full power anid 
thority to settle the whole thing. Under the provisions of the Pin agreat 
it may be a dangerous, power is delegated to a few men; but somebody 
be clothed with authority sooner or later to do this very thing; and Se: 
Dawes and his colleagues are better prepared to do it than any like n 
of men in the United States. If the commission has misrepresented th 
dians it has been largely the fault of the Indians themselves in not furiis! 
them with correct information. The truth is, if the commission had | 
some things that are true as regards the methods of some of our ofticia 
would have made a report that would have “astonished the natives,” for w 
all know that they didn't tell half that might have been told. 

The reason the Government proposes to allot the lands of the Five Tri! 
because a few of their citizens are monopolizing the country to the exclu 
of the younger and poorer members of the tribe, and they refuse to remedy tlio 
evil or curb the monopoly themselves. The cattlemenand the officeholders 
have “ had a picnic” out of thiscountry about long enough, and the Congr 
of the United States hasat last heard the cry of those who have been imp: 
upon so long, and the day of reckoning is near at hand. The “swan sonc”’ 
ot the two classes mentioned will never mislead Congress more, and tom 
a long story short, the Chieftain, as one whose interest is here alone, a: 
as a citizen whose welfare is inseparable from that of other citizens of t 
Cherokee Nation, states most emphatically that it is in favor of the Dawes 
bill, with some few amendments, becoming a law, and would rather trust th: 
notorious and much abused Dawes commission than the Cherokee nativ: 
council any day in the year. 

For years the capital of this nation has been a veritable sink hole of offi: 
venality. Citizenship in this nation has been bought openly from mercer 
councilors, and occasionally a circuit judge takes a hand in selling out 
country. Corruption at Tahlequah has assumed every form that will yield 
plunder, and good citizens have stood aghast at the saturnalia of corrup- 
tion that is apparent on all sides. The boodlers have from time to | 

led their issues in the great spoils, and the courts, along with the counc|l, 
ve been perverted for money, and the channel of justice turned into cess- 
pools of bribery and a menace to the liberties of the people and a traves' 
upon jurisprudence. Last session of the national council witnessed the si 
spectacle of a judge of one of the largest circuits in the Cherokee country 
accepting money from claimants tocitizenship, and sneaking around and |uy- 
“ing votes of senators and councilors enough to secure their admission t 
citizenship, and at the same time pocketing a five-hundred-dollar fee hims 
Shame! Shame! And yet men of this ilk tell us the country is safe, and th 
the Dawes commission has been guilty of unpardonable mendacity. 


Mr. Chairman, it is refreshing to find a man, whether a citizen 
by blood or adoption, who has the courage to speak the truth about 
his own government and people. This is a paper published in 
that nation bya citizen making these declarations in the very teeth 
of these people, and they have stood unde-sied up to this time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. LITTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is it the gentleman’s intention to discuss the 
removal of the ‘‘ intruders "? 

Mr. LITTLE. Not particularly on this occasion. I am ad- 
dressing myself to the large number of whites, some 250,000, who 
are not embraced in the class known as intruders. 

Mr. PICKLER. In the last Congress this matter of the re- 
moval of the intruders came upagain. The Government has sev- 
eral times fixed a date for the removal of these intruders, as the 
Indians call these white men. 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. I should like to know whether the Government 
has done anything to carry out that, and whether these Indians in 
the Indian Territory do not make as an excuse for not acceding to 
the request of the Dawes commission that the Government dovs 
not carry out its agreement as to putting these intruders out o! 
the Territory, as it has long promised the Indians to do? 

Mr. LITTLE. I shall be glad to address myself to that after I 
have finished this, if my time has not expired. I now send to the 
Clerk’s desk to have read an article, published by a native Chero- 
kee Indian, addressed to the Muldrow Register. That will shed 
some light upon the question which the gentleman asked me. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A CHEROKEE INDIAN ON MONOPOLY. 
(T. D. Lee in Muldrow Register. ] 

I wish to say someth through your paper to my dear Cherokee people, 

th» full bloods and the half-breeds who have no land nor no homes here in their 


ewn country. The intruder question is a big a making a good deal 
of noise. e are told that the intruders are all to be put out after January. 
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1896. 


That's all right, and good as far as it goes, but what isit likely to amount to? 
The monopolists have it all figured out to bid in the intruders’ improvements, 
go that won't make it any better for ¢ herokees who have no land. 
“some of our leaders make a great fuss and blow about the intruders robbing 
the poor Indians of their lands, when they know as well as any body that some 
of our own people are robbing us a good deal worse—even ten to one—those 
fellows who are “ Indians for revenue only,” many being white men who have 
married Cherokee women and white Injuns. <A few of this kind of people 
have gobbled up most of the best land in this nation, fenced it in with wire 
and pasture many thousands of Texas cattle at big profit, and pay not a cent 
of taxes on the land. 7 4 : 

This class of people, who are called Cherokee citizens, rob us of ten times a 
much land as the intruders. Now, if we are robbed in this way what's t} 
difference who robs us? This everlasting talk of putting out the intrud 
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and then doing nothing, is getting so old and stale it makes me tired to hear | 


it. Better say less and do something. If the bosses want to help the peo} 
why don’t they handle those robbers who come under Cherokees ! 
make them give up those many thousand acres that belong to others? 
has been lots of talk about doing this, but it has never been done. It: 
that the cattlemen and the “Indians for revenue only” have too much 
money to have any such thing happen. j ‘ 

Some of those fellows who are making such noise about putting out the in 
truder robbers have robbed their own people worse than the intruder, 
and were the cause of getting many of the intruders into this country as a 
money-making scheme. This can’t be denied. Before we make such a howl 
about the intruder robber let us sweep our own dooryard. 

I see no good for the poor Cherokees in putting out the intruders if our rich 
men are to buy up their places. Just as well let the intruders stay here 
The best way I can see out of this difficulty we are in is for all the land to be 
divided between the Cherokee people, so that eaclf person may have what 
belongs to them, and no more. Then the intruders would have to go, and the 
land robbers give up what didn’t belong to them. This would bring our 
home robbers to time and Others also. 





Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, it will be seen by this article 
that if the so-called intruders are put out their improvements 
will be sold and bought by the same men who now have the coun- 
try in their hands. It will add much to their holding, but the 
homeless Indian and colored citizen will be in no wise benefited. 








| country. One of our neighbors, : man, was f y ed 
by two full-blood Indians, and t urainst wl e of 
murdering and violence are to be every hand. Even one (} 
iW preacher is now openly advocatir be war of ition of t white 
men, and we sincerely ve, from this mu rt st red at 
ur door and their 1 . Lverit that .< 
} threats; that under the present state uff s 
| tion to life nor property. Therefore w \ ree 
} Cong 3 to give us a different form \ us 
} some protection for our lives. Weare peaceabie and I ‘ nvita 
tion of these Indians hold leases 
I will state at this point that these are farmers who hold farms 
which they have leased from citizens of the natior 
We have always observed their laws d paid our now feel 
justified in demanding at least some ] CroV 
nment. A martial law would be far | ‘ t » of 
iw 
red to 


I will read at this point a description of the murder 


in this petition. It show iat it does not grow out of personal 
enmity or malice, but out of race prejudice 
MURDERED BY CHOCTAW BOYS—LEE CRUMM SHOT, SCALP 4) ruER 
WISE MUTILATED, AND THEN ROBBEI 
ANTLERS, IND. 'T y 2 
Lee Crumm, white, was murdered 2 miles from here by two Choctaw boya, 
} aged ]2 and 16. They sh him on Sunday ijuring m vy On Monday 
} they went back, scalped him while still alive, and cut off h n they 
ut his throat, gouged out his ey¢ Jashing a *k r i his dead 
body When arrested both confessed, explainir that | t States laws 
were no good, and that they had decided to killa white mar 


Mr. Chairman, I now desire to have read a petition of 520 na- 
Mr. Ch , [no lesire to | 1 tit f 520 


tive Cherokee Indians, all Indians by blood or adoption of that 
tribe, which was presented at the last national council of that na- 
tion and receiv 
beneficial results. I ask the Clerk to omit the names, there being 
so many that I can not consume the time of the House in having 
them read, but permit me to say that I find among the names the 
brother of this chief who so bitterly attacks the commission. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
PETITION. 


To THE HONORABLE COUNCIL OF THE CHEROKEE NATION: We, the under 
signed citizens, beg leave to call your attention to the deplorable and unsatis 
factory condition of our public domain—with which you are familiar—and 
ask that you enact such law or laws as will correct this condition. A portion 
of our citizens through the connivance and financial assistance of noncitiz 
have managed to monopolize our entire public domain, under various pre 
tenses ofelaw. Thousands of our citizens are to-day without homes, and 
there is no land left upon which they can make homes. Our entire country 
is wired in, and anyone desiring to travel across the country a few miles is 
necessarily forced to go, in many instances, 10 miles around in order to reach 
a place only 3 or4 miles away. In most places in the nation the noncitizens on 
land claims outnumber the citizens, west of @rand River, in Cooweescoow: 
and Delaware districts, it is tue exception to the rule to find a citizen on a 
claim; the noncitizens will outnumber them 100 to 1. There is nothing 
thought of one man in this portion of country claiming from five to twenty 
farms. And in most instances these farms perhaps consist of 10 acres in 
cultivation and from one to five thousand acres in grass land for hay to cu 
and ship out of the country for speculation. These noncitizens claim to 
leasing thisland from citizens. And in mostinstances when a noncitizen once 
gets to be a leaseholder he then commences to lease to other noncitizens on 
iis own account. Hundreds of leasesare held by noncitizens emanating from 
anothernoncitizen. Thusourentire public domain is absorbed, and they even 
go so far as to sell the unfenced quarter for hay purposesforshipment. This 
condition of affairs has been productive of a great hardship toa large portior 
of our citizens; they realize that they are entirely deprived of homes and 
privileges on the public domain, while the few citizens, together with nonciti 
ae a monopolizing all of their rights. 

em. 

Heretofore we have endeavored through our councilors and senators to 
obtain relief, but so far these land monopolists have been able to thwart us 
in our design and with money have defeated us in this our right. We are 
perfectly aware of the fact that these transactions with noncitizensare with 
out the semblance of law to protect them under the Government. And the 
courts of the United States in this Territory have decided that they have no 
status under the Arkansas statutes. The Interior Department has long sinc: 
decided that even our council had no right to lease land. And surely such a 
right can not be delegated to a citizen. 

n view of all these things, we, as law-abiding citizens, once more ask for 
relief at your hands. We view our own council es the proper place to make 
our wants known and obtain redress for our wrongs. 
appeal will not be in vain. 

_, Weare fully determined to have redress. We can no longer suffer our 
rights and the rights of our families to be trampled upon by monopolists and 
ignored by our officers. We ask you for relief once more, and trust you will 
not ignore our request. We would regret very much to be driven to the n 
cessity of appealing to the United States Government for relief, but the duty 
we owe ourselves, our wives, and children will impel us to this course as a 
last resort to obtain our rights. Weask your consideration of this subject 
at this assembling of council; and if not complied with this petitition will 
surely be forwarded to the Congress of the United States, asking them for the 
relief our own government has for many years steadily refused us. 

We, your petitioners, will ever pray. 


Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I now desire to read from a per- 


sonal petition which I received from 40 citizens residing in and 
near the town of Antlers, in the Choctaw Nation: 


We, the undersigned residents of the Choctaw Nation, do by these presents 


represent to your honor the deplorable condition of affairs in this Indian 


And we trust that our 


no consideration, and which gave to them no | 


Even hay and wood are denied | 


This petition and the peculiar character of this tragedy warn 
us, Mr. Chairman, that there is a ceaseless conflict ing on in 
this country—one that I firmly believe will result in open warfare 


before the close of this year, if Congress neglects to take aggres- 
sive steps to prevent it. They prefer martial law to present con 
ditions, and I agree with them, for if these conditions continue it 


will take a standing army to keep the peace. 

Now, I also desire to call attention to a murder committed only 
a few weeks ago, simply to give some indication of the general 
character of these crimes, between two and three hundred of which 
have occurred in this territory in one year. This occurred within 
a few miles of the border: 


DOUBLE MURDER NEAR MULDROW 











Rev. Lacey Laskey, a full-blood Cherokee preacher, and another Indian, 
named Mack Glass, were shot and killed by some unknown pers ast Fri- 
day night at the home of Mr. Laskey, about 10 miles northeast of this place, 
when James Laskey, a son of the preacher, was also shot, and is reported ina 
critical condition. The parties who came in f the ifins on Saturday re 
port that the killing was done by two men, supposed to be Indians, who are 
still at large 

It appears that the motive of the killing was robbery. Glass, who was re- 
ported to have quite a sum of money, was met by the two men, who demanded 
his money He told them that his money was at Mr. Laskey’'s house, t »>which 
the partic nt. While searc] the house for the money Mr. Laskey, his 

{ Glass nade resista ch resulted th ‘ g and killing 
One of the robbers was sh uit how badis not known. He dropped his gun 
and left it where it fell. Mr. Laskey y esteemed among all 4808 





Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, doe 


the gentleman know 


whether or not these whites who were murdered were of this in- 
truder class? 
Mr. LITTLE. They were not—not the ones concerning whom 


I have read. 





Mr. PICKLER. In that petition you have read you say that 
the Indians have taken the law into their own hands Are not 
they there referring to the intruders, as they are termed 

Mr. LITTLE. No,sir. This refers to white people who are 
there lawfully at the invitation of the Choctaws and con with 
their laws. 

Mr. PICKLER. I fully agree that some other kind govern 
ment ought to be given there. The United States must furnish 
a government. 3ut I would like to hear the ntlemat f he 
has any information, as he im all probability has, with reference 
to the removalof theintruders. He will remember that Congress 
provided that these intruders—these white men that ve gone in 
there—should be removed, and that Congress provided for their 
removal March, 1894. Now, they were not removed. The Gov- 
ernment failed to remove them in accordance with its treaty with 
the Indians; and in the last Congress we extended the tin aying 
that these intruders might remain there until January 1, 1895. 
Now. I want to know what the Government has done to carry out 
the treaty with these Indians; and if it has not done anything, if 






that is not a source largely of the trouble in the Indian Territory 
that these Indians claim that the Government will not remove 
these intruders as they have agreed to do—and that they have now 
taken the law into their own hands, and if the present Adminis- 
tration is not to be criticised for not carrying out these laws. 

Mr. LITTLE. The Government did agree to put out that class 
of people known as intruders, when it was ascertained how this 
agreement was being abused, and that it was about to result in 
great wrong tomany thousands of people. TheSecretary declined 
to enforce the order until Congress had an opportunity to establish 
an impartial tribunal to determine who wereintruders; and I most 
| heartily commend him for it. He acted with justice and human- 








ers 


ity. Isubmit the following extract from the last report of the 
commission, at pages 15 and 16, which fully justifies the course of 
the Secretary: 

' CHEROKEE CITIZENSHIP. 


Citizenship in these nations has been left by the National Government en- 
tirely under the control of the authorities in the several existing govern- 
ments. 

The citizenship roll of the Cherokees has dealt with a larger number than 
any of the others, affecting, as it does, all North Carolina Cherokees who de- 
sire to become a part of the nation, and a more liberal policy of adoption by 
intermarriage and otherwise than exists in the other tribes. 

A tribunal was established many years ago for determining the right of 
admission to this roll, and it was made up at that time by judicial decision in 
each case. Since that time and since the administration of public affairs 
has fallen into present hands, this roll has become a political football, and 
names have been stricken from it and added to it and restored to it without 
notice or rehearing or power of review, to answer political or personal ends 
and with entire disregard of rights affected thereby. Many who have long 
enjoyed all the acknowledged rights of citizenship have, without warning, 
found themselves thus decitizenized and deprived both of political and prop- 
erty rights pertaining to such citizenship. 

This practice of striking names from the rolls has been used in criminal 
cases to oust courts of jwrisdiction depending on that fact, and the same 
names have been afterwards restored to the roll when that fact would oust 
another court of jurisdiction of the same offense. Glaring instances of the 
entire miscarriage of prosecutions from this cause have come to the knowl- 
edge of the commission, and cases of the greatest hardship affecting private 
rights are of frequent occurrence. This practice is persisted in in defiance 
of an expressed opinion of the Attorney-General of the United States for- 
warded to this nation on a case presented that it was notin their power to 
thus decitizenize one who has been made a citizen by this tribunal clothed 
by law with the authority. There is no remedy but an interference of the 
United States 

The ‘intruders’ roll” is being manipulated in the same way. This “in- 
truders’ roll” is the list of persons whose claim to citizenship is denied by the 
nation, and who, by the agreement.in the purchase of the “Cherokee Strip,” 
the United States are to remove from the Territory by the Ist of January 
next. This roll isnow being prepared for that purpose by the Cherokee au- 
thorities in a manner most surprising and shocking to 7 sense of justice, 
and in disregard of the plainest principles of law. The chief assumes to have 
authority to ** designate”’ the names to be put upon the intruders’ roll, and 
names are, by his order, without hearing or notice, transferred from the cit- 
izens’ roll to that of intruders, so that,on January 1,1896,ihe United States 
will be called upon to remove from the Territory, by force if need be, thou- 
sands of residents substantially selected for that purpose by the chief of the 
nation. It has been made clear to the commission that the grossest injustice 
and fraud characterize this roll. 

Persons whose names have been upon the citizens’ roll by the judicial de- 
cree of the tribunal established by law for that purpose for many years, some 
of them for twenty or more, persons who have enjoyed all the rights of citi- 
zens, unquestioned by anyone until distribution per capita of the strip 
money, have been by the mere “designation ’’ of the chief stricken from the 
citizens’ roll and put upon that of intruders, with notice to quit before Janu- 
ary next. Children of such parents, born in the nation, now of age, with 


families and homes of their own, are yeneraee this notice to leave forever 
) 


all they have earned and the homes they have built for themselves, and this 
at the will of the chief alone. If the United States Government removes 
such persons it will become a participant in this fraud and injustice, for 
which ignorance alone can form any excuse. The commission feel it a duty 
to call attention to these facts and invoke the direct intervention of the Gov- 
ernment to prevent the consummation of this great wrong. 


Mr. PICKLER. Is not that made an excuse? 

Mr. LITTLE. That is the excuse of the Cherokees, 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLE, It is not the excuse of any of the others. Now, 
I want to give you the history of a gang of outlaws that prospered 
in that country for ten days. I do this with great regret, because 
it is no pleasure to depict this condition; but I want to impress 
upon Congress the absolute necessity of rene the right, the 
integrity, and the virtue of the people of that country. 

Mr. PICKLER. You can not say too much in that direction. 

Mr. LITTLE. What I want to do—if I have the power and 
the ability to do so—is to let this nation know the evil conditions 
existing there, to the end that people may be inspired to do some- 
thing to save these people, the Indians and whites, the intruders 
and nonintruders, all alike. Now, listen to this. None of those 
that I have read occurred out of the intruder question exclusively. 
Now I want to speak of the Buck gang, which was fully equal 
to or worse than any gang that ever existed there, and give a 
brief history of their crimes which occurred in ten days. The 
Buck gang sprung up suddenly near —— Mulligan, and flourished 
about ten days; but during that ten days they made a criminal 
record that equaled that of the Dalton gang, or the Starr gang, or 
the Cook gang, during the length of time they flourished. Now, 
these three gangs referred to here, in addition to the Buck gang, 
were lawless marauders, who swept that country with terror, who 
robbed many people, murdered many people, and robbed trains, 
until the express companies withdrew from the Territory. 

This started Sunday, July 28. 


THE RUFUS BUCK GANG—FOUR YOUNG FELLOWS WHO WILL HAVE TO AN- 
SWER FOR RAPE, MURDER, AND ROBBERY. 


The Buck gang sprang up suddenly near Gouanipes. flourished about ten 
days, and were taken in, but during that ten days they made a criminal rec- 
ord that fades the Dalton gang, the Starr gang, or the Cook gang, consider- 
ing the length of time they operated. 

hey started out on Sunday, July 28, by killing a negro deputy marshal at 
Ocmulgee. Rufus Buck himself is said to have done this job. After this 
Rufus Buck, Sam Samson, Meoma July, Lucky Davis, and Lewis Davis 
started out raiding through the country, terrorizing every section they vis- 
ited. Four of them met Mrs. Wilson, who was moving from one farm to an- 
other with two wagons. Her 14-year-old son and a young man who was with 
her were made to drive on with one wagon, while they kept tha woman and the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 20, 


other wagon. They made her get out, and each one of them assault . 
after which she was allowed to go her way. a 

Five of them a day or two later went to the house of Mr. Hasson. be: 
Duck and Snake creeks, and after forcing the lady to prepare din: 
them, and partaking of it, all five of the scoundrels aasnebhes her, t 
down witha rope. They then amused themselves by making Hasso 
other man who was present fight each other and dance, shooting aroui:| 
feet to make them move lively. 

They met a man named Shafey on Berryhill Creek, 8 miles from Ov 
robbed him of his horse, saddle, and bridle, $50 in money, and a gold 
They then discussed the advisability of killing him, and took a vot: 
Three of them voted to let him go, and he was allowed to depart on { 

They robbed a stock man named Callahan, even taking his boots, a) 
shot at him, one ball grazing his ear. At the same time they shot a 
boy who was with Callahan. He is said to have since died of his wouni 

They visited the home of Gus Chambers, on Duck Creek, 10 mil: 
Sapulpa, to steal some horses after night. Chambers made a fight, an 
filled his house with lead, but hurt noone. They got one horse. 

They robbed Norbarg’s store, near McDermott, and also Orcutt’s st 
the same locality. ‘i‘he next day after the Norberg robbery, Capt. Eu 
Harry, of the Creek Light Horse, with Light Horsemen Tom Grayson. (; 
Brown, and Skansey, accompanied by Deputy United States Marshal 
Haynes and N. B. Irvin, run on to the outlaws while they were dividing 
plunder, and after a fight in which some 200 shots were fired, all the ou 
surrendered except Lewis Davis, who escaped during the fight. LD 
Marshals Ledbetter, Tolbert, Jones, and Wilson were hot on the trail 
outlaws, and got to the scene of the fight a few minutes after the surr 

Lynching was freely talked of, and the citizens would certainly hay 
justified in putting an end to the whole gang: but being assured tha 
scoundrels would be turned over to Judge Parker's court, the office: 
allowed to bring them in alive, and arrived here with them Sunday 
also brought in Albert Stake, who is charged with being implicated 
Garrett murder, but was not with them in the other depredations. 

They will be indicted and tried during the present term of court. B 
part Uche; Samson and July are Indians, while Lucky Davis is a negr: 

This gang, Mr. Chairman, in this short period is not onl, 
dence of the outgrowth, but the natural growth of the condit 
existing in that country. If I had the power of speech to do; 
it, I think it could be made so plain that every man would res)\ 
to the voice of these commissioners who have gone down ther 
person and looked into those conditions with a view to corr 
them. There are, first, five paltry governments claiming to } 
sovereign in this Territory, held, as I say, together by the power 
of public plunder. Not only that, but there are within that com 
try 250,000 white people who are not regarded as intruders; wy! 
have gone there on the invitation of the Indians, and have lease 
their lands, paying their permits; who are there to-day wit! 
the benefit of law or of schools. And not only that, but 1.500 ny 
to 8,000, the number not known, of a class known as intruders. 
That isa class that claim to be Cherokee Indians by blood, a1 
that the tribes deny that right. He claims his citizenship, whi 
is denied him, and is therefore classed as an intruder; but no 
is classed as an intruder in their country who does not claim to he 
a citizen. These people Congress by a treaty agreed to put out 
the ist day of January. They declined to do so, the reason for 
which I explained a moment ago. Whether that is right or not 
shall not now further discuss, but I want to go on along thi 
line—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The'time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, [ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman from Arkansas be extended until hi 
concludes his argument. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. How much additional time does the gent 
man from Arkansas desire? 

Mr. LITTLE. Not very much. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent tha 
the gentleman’s time be extended for twelve minutes. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Will that extend the time for gener: 
debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. It will in effect, though. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I will modify my request a7 
ask that the time of the gentleman from Arkansas be extend 
twelve minutes, and also that the time for closing general debate 
be extended for twelve minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LITTLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will read an article fro. 
a paper published in the city of Fort Smith, which gives some ide: 
of the conditions prevailing in that country. 

Just what this Western country is coming to and what is to be the ultimat 
result is a thing that puzzles one’s mind nowadays. Only a few days sil 
82 prisoners were taken to the penitentiary at Leavenworth, Kans., and t 
jail, which had been taxed beyond its capacity, was somewhat relieved 
was thought there would be sufficient room for the remaining ones dur 
the next few weeks, but in this calculation there wasa mistake, for every | 
since the trip to Kansas deputies have arrived with other prisoners, and ¢ 
number registered on the docket each evening has been steadily incressi 
Cells which it was thought would not be used toaccommodate more than ty 
a have been made to hold three, and with no prospect of another exodus 
to the pen for nearly two months the outlook isnot promising for the comfort 
of the inhabitants of Uncle Sam’s brick building. Deputiesarmed with wr 
have been and are in the saddle and pursuing men for various crimes, and 1! 
the record for the t week is maintained there will not be more than roo: 
enough in the jail to turn around. On Thursday there were 14 arrivals, 0 
Friday there were 6, and yesterday capped the climax, when 16 were broug!i 
in. Fortunately 5 ot these last were re eased on bond; but when the jail doors 
closed at 6 o’clock there were 228 on the inside, or 4 more than when the trip 
to Leavenworth was made. j : 

How to account for the increase of crime is the point that is left to the 
reader to determine. 
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Now, I want to say to this House that with the conflict of juris- 
diction in the courts there, with the thousands of white people in 
that Territory without law or government, we can not expect or 
hope anything else than for raid after raid to follow. Remember 
that the children of these 250,000 white people have not the bene- 
fit of public schools, or of any education except such as their 

varents may be able to give them, and yet they must furnish the 
Pood for that country; and must it be the progressive, educated 


American citizen’s blood, or must it be the poisoned blood of the | 


criminal? In the face of the history of this country, I tell you we 
can not afford to stand still when we witness cases like that 
which I cited awhile ago—the Buck case—where both these inof- 
fensive and virtuous women died from the outrages committed 
by these criminals and outlaws. Remember, too, that these out- 
laws are not confined to the Indians; many of them are white. 
They are made up of the lowest of all classesof people. Whenever 
a crime is committed anywhere throughout the United States the 
outlaw flies to that country, and as these Indian governments are 
not able to protect themselves or their people, I say it is our duty 
to see that that Territory is made, not a nesting place for crim- 
jnals, but the home of a happy and progressive citizenship. 

Now, lam asked what ought to be done, and I have no hesi- 
tancy in saying that this Congress ought to put a government over 
that Territory of sufficient strength to maintain property rights 
and protect human life. In the petition that I read a few mo- 
ments ago, 40 citizens in one neighborhood say to you: ‘Give 
us martial lawif you can not give us anything else.” Menstickle 
over ‘‘treaty obligations.” Sir, I ask you, is not the blood of the 
citizen, is not the protection of our women, of higher importance 
than treaty obligations, which have but the binding force of stat- 
utes? I am sick of this sentimentality. 
thirty or forty years ago. 

I agree with you that a treaty, like a statute, must be main- 
tained when rights of property have been vested under it. I do 
not want you to violate it. wat 
property of the Indians. I want it distributed according to the 
provisions of the treaties, but I do want a government there 
which will protect all the people in their property rights and in 
their lives. If you will examine these treaties you will find that 
in every one of them this Government reserves the right and power 
to protect life and property in the Territory. We have put courts 
out there with three Federal judges in their respective districts, 
yet the conditions have grown worse. The courts have been as 
efficient as they could be with their limited number of deputies; 
they have done all they could; but their dockets are overburdened. 
The dockets of the courts at Paris and Fort Smith are groaning 
under the burdens resting upon them. And, Mr. Chairman, you 
may put a Federal court in every township in that country, yet 
if you leave these conflicting interests standing you will not pro- 
tect human life. 

If you want a man to love a government he must have some 
interest init. There you have 250,000 people without the right 
to vote, without a sense of allegiance to the government under 
which they live, and that government has no power over them. 
Those are the conditions existing there, and in the name of the 
blood of 800 men in that country, murdered in the past year, I 
appeal to you as the lawmaking power of this Government to ex- 
tend its strong arm over that part of the country. I have lived 
upon that border all my life. I have gone to school with these 
Indian boys. I have courted, if you please, the Indian girls. 
J Iknowthese people. Many of them [regard highly. 

hey are a good people, as a rule, but, like average human nature, 
when they get the reins of government in their own hands they 
are grasping and disposed to use it for their own profit. 

In addition to this I might say that I know many of the white 
people in that Territory, and out of the 250,000 a large majority 
are good, honest, law-abiding people, many of whom were unfor- 
tunate and whose homes were sold under mortgage in Kansas or 
Louisiana or Texas or other States, who were invited into the 
Indian Territory by these lease laws and have leased these farms 
and are living upon them. Those men are entitled to protection. 
The idea of the United States, broad and great, the proudest Gov- 
ernment on earth—the idea of such a Government sitting here 


It would have done | 


I do not want a cent’s worth of the | 
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with a Territory within its borders as large as Indiana without | 


the national flag! Five little, tottering, lean, crippled govern- 
ments claiming to be sovereign, higher than our flag. 
I beg you to take hold of this question with courage. 


Do justice 
to every Indian. 


I say this Congress ought to put its hands upon | 


the throats of these men who have absorbed the lands of that Ter- | 
ritory, and should distribute them justly among the Indians as | 


the treaties provide. ns When men come to you argu- 
ne that existing conditions ought to be maintained, ask them, 
“How much land have you?” or ‘How much land have the men 
who sent you here?” That is what is the trouble—the unjust and 
unequal distribution of the land. 

I am glad, sir, that on this question, nonpartisan as it is, we 
may loo on than partisanship. This is a question that ap- 
peals to us all, 








1993 


members of a great nation. We can not shut our eyes to the ex- 
isting conditions. It is the cry of the Armenian at our own doors. 
Delegates from some of these Territories may deny those condi- 
tions; but every commission we have sent out to that country es- 
tablishes the fact. I have read papers coming from the people 
there. Sir, I have a detailed list of eleven murders which occurred 
in the Cherokee Nation during last Christmas week; yet they were 
not enough to attract public attention. A little Territory, not 
much larger than an ordinary county, has eleven murders com- 
mitted in one week, and it scarcely attracts the notice of the press. 

My friends, I feel profoundiy in earnest about this matter. I 
feel that upon the action of this Congress rest the lives of these 
people, the hopes of their children, the personal safety of their 
women. Wecan not shut our eyes to the facts as they present 
themselves. It is too late to discuss how they got there, whether 
they hada right to go there or not. Certainly their children are 
not responsible for being there. Itis ourduty to meet the exist- 
ing conditions and toafford relief. 

This Congress ought to establish an impartial tribunal to make 
a,valid roll of those Indians. Those who are not entitled to be on 
that roll—who have absorbed the property of the Indians by 
bribery or fraud—ought to be stricken off the roll. Indians who 
claim that they have been denied their rights ought to be heard. 
They ought to be permitted to establish those rights if they can. 
When that is done the lands ought to be surveyed. They ought 
to be allotted in severalty among the Indians under such restric- 
tions as Congress in its wisdom may deem proper. Sir, there are 
towns after towns, having not less than 5,000 inhabitants, that 
are now without government, without law. They are 
monuments of the progressive spirit of the average American. 
Yet they are without corporation laws, without health laws. 
There are no restraints except such as may be agreed to by com- 
mon consent. Shall we act promptly, fearlessly, and give relief, 
or shall we stand still and let these appalling conditions continue? 
[| Applause. } 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, for quite a time after 
the beginning of this session it was a mystery to me why I had been 
placed on the Committee on Indian Affairs. I had not requested 
the appointment. I knew very little about Indians, and I knew 
very little about the Representatives in Congress who are in the 
habit of speaking for the Indians. It only now begins to dawn 
upon me, as the weeks go by, that the Speaker of this House pos- 
sibly did fairly well in putting on that committee some gentlemen 
who come from sections of country a little farther east than that 
of the gentleman from Arkansas [| Mr. LirrLe}], who has just ad- 
dressed the committee. 

While I am not disposed to take issue with him in regard to the 
reforms which are necessary in the Indian Territory among the 
five tribes that inhabit it, I will say that the Indian has not been 
heard in this House and has no representative here. When the 
time comes to discuss the proposition to reform the government 
of the Indian Territory, then it is possible such a discussion may 
be had on that question as will not only fairly represent the white 
man’s side of the controversy, but also that of the red man. 

It is true there are many white men in the Indian Territory; 
but they are all volunteers in that country; they were not com- 
pelled to go there; they went there hoping that they might better 
themselves; and now being there, they want to reform that gov 
ernment so as to protect themselves possibly more than those who 
own the Territory, and are justly entitled to fair treatment on 
the part of this Government. 

Mr. Chairman, I think this Indian appropriation bill is fair and 
just, and that it will meet very little opposition in this Commit- 
tee of the Whole. I think the appropriations made in it ar: 
which have generally been made by previous Congr 
appropriations which have been made for the schools art 
large as they have been in former years. 

APPROPRIATIONS TO SECTARIAN INSTITUTIONS 

Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in accord with those who are op- 
posed to appropriations of public funds to be used in sectarian 
schools or other institutions of a denominational character. I am 
ot the opinion that all public moneys should be expended under 
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the direction of the Government through duly authorized officials. 
The argument against withholding appropriations to sectarian 
organizations is that the Government has not suitable school- 


houses and homes for the classes who are to be provided for out 
of public funds, and therefore we must either abandon the home 


less and dependent children or turn them over to these sectarian 
organizations. That, Mr. Chairman, has been the argument for 


many years, and yet provision has not been made for them in 
Government institutions. 

[ am pleased to be able to say that this Indian appropriation 
bill carries only 60 per cent of the amount appropriated for con- 
tract schools in 1895, and provision is made for conducting Indian 
schools under Government supervision. If Congress shall steadily 
adhere to this policy the time will be short when the Government 


to our integrity, to our pride and self-respect as | will be prepared to educate and provide for all who have just claims 
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to share in the appropriations. If I could have my way I would 
dispense with appropriations for contract schools entirely. There 
is no necessity for continuing to make appropriations to denomi- 
national schools any longer than is required to provide schools and 
homes for these wards of the nation. There should be no delay 
in providing such institutions. 
™ Only a few days ago this House struck from the bill making 
appropriations for the District of Columbia certain appropria- 
tions to quite a number of sectarian organizations. 1 voted to 
discontinue these appropriat*ons, not because I wanted to discon- 
tinue such relief as is necessary and proper for the homeless and 
destitute children of this District, but because I think the time 
has come when we must take a decided stand against placing the 
public money in the hands ef those who control its disbursement 
through sectarian schools and other denominational organizations. 
If it is necessary to have buildings for the use of these children 
they should be provided. But they will not be provided so long 
as Congress listens to the persuasive —— of those who have 
heretofore had the use of the public funds in their denominational 
work. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not to be deterred from my duty becausé 
of the charge made upon the floor of this House that this movement 
is the result of an agitation begun by the A. P. A. organization. 


T am not advised whether that organization has been instrumen- | 


tal in awakening public sentiment upon this question or not, but 
if it has I think it deserves credit for it rather than condemna- 
tion. Itis also charged by the opposition to this policy that it is 
a crusade against the Catholic Chansh. Why that construction 
should be put upon it I can not understand, unless it is because 
that church has had a disproportionate amount of the public funds 
at its disposal. 

It can not be denied that the Catholic Church has done much 
for the relief of the poor and suffering—and the same may be said 
of other churches—but it is equally true that as a church it does 
not have much regard for other denominations and other forms 
of worship. It will not intrust the early education of the chil- 
dren of its members to the public schools. And doubtless, as is 
most natural, from their standpoint of duty, their desire is to 
inculcate their religious doctrines into the minds of the children 
placed under their management. It may be urged that the same 
may be said of other churches as to those under their charge. If 
so, that does not constitute an argument in favor of confiding 
public money to sectarian organizations, 

No, sir; it will not suffice to turn me against the principle which 
Iam advocating, concerning the policy of the Government with 
reference to sectarian schools and organizations, to declaim against 
the American Protective Association because of its position con- 
cerning this question. On the contrary, I welcome the support of 
all men and all organizations in this effort to reform the admin- 
istration of the publicfunds. I believe it will afford larger liberty 
of conscience and at the same time, under moral and religious 
supervision of Government officials, without reference to sect or 
denomination, accomplish more for the youthful inmates of our 
institutions, and the principles of our Government will find a deeper 
footing and a firmer lodgment in the hearts and minds of not 
only the beneficiaries of the Government’s bounty but of the great 
body of the people of this free and independent Republic. 

One of the cardinal principles of this Government is the separa- 
tion of church and state, and I am unwilling to disregard that 
principle, although I may incur the displeasure of those who are 
interested in and seek to divert the public funds to the support of 
sectarianinstitutions. [Applause.} Ithas beensaid that the Gov- 
ernment can not build the necessary schoolhouses now because 
there is no money which can be applied in that way. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that we should inaugurate a polic 
which will raise money to do that and many other things whic 
would better the condition of the American people. If this House 
and the Senate and the President would give to the country a 
proper tariff law there would be enough money for all purposes, 
and there would be no deficiencies. I believe this House is to 
some extent responsible for the po ition we occupy before the 
country to-day. I voted for the very inadequate tariff bill which 
passed this body, but which is now tied up in the Senate. But it 
would not afford much protection to my constituents. 


M'KINLEY AND PROTECTION. 


Mr. Chairman, I read in a newspaper recently that the great 
champion of the protective-tariff idea in the United States had 
recently taken backward steps on the tariff question. I deny that, 
Mr. Chairman, and in refutation of the false assertion I will send 
to the Clerk’s desk and have read some remarks made by Mr. 
McKinley in his recent speech in the city of Chicago before the 
Marquette Club. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I wish to ask a question. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I object to being interrupted. I do 
not wart my time to be exhausted. I ask the Clerk to read the 
article | send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read. 
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Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman objects to what? 
Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I have a right to have the article 

Mr. BENNETT. I make the point of order agaiust it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of 
The gentleman can have the extract read as part of his rem 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I think the Chair has made 
take; the caucus does not begin until 8 o’clock to-night. [La 
ter. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I ask the Clerk to read what I send 
the desk. 

The Clerk proceeded to read. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of . 
against bringing politics into this Chamber. [Laughter. | 

a CHAIRMAN. What point of order does the genth 
make? 

Mr. BREWSTER. That this article that the Clerk is re: 
is not germane to the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order, a 
the Clerk will proceed with the reading. 

The Clerk then resumed and concluded the reading of tl. 
tract, as follows: 

PROTECTIVE SYSTEM. 

The question of the continuance or abandonment of our protective 
has been the one great, overshadowing, and vital question in American ; 
ever since Mr. Cleveland opened the contest in December, 1887, to whic! 
lamented James G. Blaine made swift reply from across the sea— 


{Great applause. | 


and it will continue the issue until a truly American policy, for the g 
America, is firmly established and perpetuated. The fight will go on 
must go on until the American system is everywhere recognized, unt 
nations come to understand and respect if as distinctly and all Amer 
come to honor and love it as dearly as they do the American flag. 


[Applause. ] 


God grant the day may soon come when all partisan contention over it is 
forever at an end! 


[Renewed applause. ] 


It may be asked what the next Republican tariff law will provide. I can 
not tel ro Icau not tell you what the schedules and rates will be, | 
they will measure the difference between American and European c 
tions, and will, moreover, be fully adequate to protect ourselves from the 
invasion of our markets by Oriental products to the injury of American 
labor, and will in no case be too low & protect and exalt American labor 
and promote and increase American production. 


ioe applause on the Republican side. | 
r. DINSMORE, Will the gentleman yield to me for an in- 
quiry? 
Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I have no time; I must be excused. 
Mr. DINSMORE. It is a mere inquiry. 
Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I hope the Chairman will get order. I 


wish to proceed. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Now, Mr. Chairman, I simply had that 
slip read for the purpose of showing to this Congress, and to tho 
country, that this greatrepresentative of American protection hus 
taken no back ground. [Applause.] Furthermore, gentlemen, 
whatever may be said by politicians on that great question, here 
or elsewhere, whether it comes from Eastern States where we have 
some free-trade Republicans, or whether it comes from the Nort! 
South, or West, one thing is sure, the people of this country wan 
genuine, old-fashioned, Republican, protective-tariff legislation, 
and I think this House should pass such a bill. [Applauce. | 
Away down in the hearts of the Republicans of the United States 
protection is deeply rooted and firmly established as the great and 
overshadowing economic question of vital importance to the lan- 
guishing industries of the American people. [Applause on tlic 
Republican side. | 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I have a good a: J points to discuss that 
are pertinent to this Indian question. [Laughter.] But in the 
brief time allotted to me I shall have to pass them. I wanted to 
talk on the Monroe doctrine. I wanted to show how this coun- 
try, under the leadership of one of the great Presidents, had taken 
a position which established, at least so far as this country is con- 
cerned, a policy which is necessary for the aggrandizement 0! 
American institutions and for the growth of this great Republic. 

First, we had the trouble with Great Britain and Russia in the ex- 
treme north. They wanted to enlarge their possessions in North 
America, In 1823 a similar question arose between the Allicd 
Powers of Europe and the United States concerning the revolu- 
tionary subjects of Spain in South America. These aggressions 0! 
Euro powers led to the declaration of the Monroe doctrine. 
This doctrine, briefly stated, was that the United States would not 
interfere with European provinces in this hemisphere, but would 
interpose to prevent the overthrow of governments which had 
been recognized by this Government, and also declared that Euro- 
pean nations would not be permitted to establish new governments 
or acquire new possessions upon American soil. 

Now the matter is before us again, arising out of this Venezuela 
question; and I am thoroughly convinced that the Monroe doc- 
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trine applies to the controversy between Great Britain relative to | 
thetrue ine between British Guiana and V enezuela. He »w does the 
Monroe doctrine apply to this controversy? Because England 
claims territory which is disputed. If she may, by reason of her 
superior power, take forcible px session of that disputed territory, 
which may not belong to British Guiana, she may thereby enlarge 
her possessions on American soil. That is directly in violation of 
the Monroe doctrine. It is true that Great Britain claims the dis- 
puted territory, but shall the matter be decided by Great Britain 
as the sole arbiter of a dispute in which she is interested? [thi 
not, and while, as General Sherman once said in my presence, | 
‘«‘ War is hell,” I say, notwithstanding all that, if it becomes neces- 
sary for this country to uphold the Monroe doctrine and maintain 
her credit here and throughout the world we had better have war. 
with all its cruelties, than to suffer humiliation and dishonor or | 
lower the American standard upon land and sea. [Applause. | 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wanted to discuss the pension question 
briefly in connection with this bill. [Laughter.] I want to say, 
Mr. Chairman, that during the past year there were 39,185 new 
pensions granted and 103,355 rejected. Ishould think the gentle- 
man from South Carolina | Mr. TALBERT] would be satisfied with 
that kind of an administration of the Pension Office; about thre 
times as many pension claims rejected as were allowed. I have 
not time to discuss the policy of the Pension Office, but I here 
and now desire to say that I think the office is illiberal and unjust 
in its treatment of the valiant and patriotic men who carried the 
flag of the Union triumphantly through four years of cruel and 
bloody war. { Applause. | 

Mr. BURRELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me | 
to ask him one question? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I have no time for questions. 

THE MONEY QUESTION. 

Mr. Chairman, if we are to pay these great appropriations, and 
place this country on an easy fi ting, we must have some money, 
and I should like to discuss the currency question in connection 
with the free coinage of silver. 

Mr. BURRELL. Take up the service-pension bill and speak 
about that. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I can not take more time at present. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my colleague [Mr. Dr WITT] offered a very | 
considerate proposition with regard to the coinage of silver. I 
submit that 1t would be well for every free-coinage man, and every 
man in this country who favors bimetallism, to consider that propo- | 
sition and see whether it is a good one. But I have a proposition | 
which Iam going to submit. It is the act of July 14, 1890, except 
no coin is to be issued, but notes are to be issued and redeemed in | 
bullion. 








I send the proposed measure to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


SILVER BULLION REDEMPTION FUND. 
A bill providing for the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of United 
States Treasury notes redeemable in bullion. 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby directed to purchase, from time to time, silver bullion to the aggr 
gate amount of 4,500,000 ounces, or so much thereof as may be offered in | 
each month, at the market price thereof, not exceeding $1 for 371.25 grains of 
pure silver, and toissue in payment of such purchases of silver bullion Treas 
ury notes of the United States to be prepared by the Secretary of the Treas 
ury in such form and of such denominations, not less than $1 nor more than 
$1,000, as he may prescribe, and a sum sufficient to carry into effect the pro- 
visions of this act is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 2. That the silver bullion which shall be purchased under the provi- 
sions of this act shall be kept in the Treasury of the United States for the 
purpose of redeeming the Treasury notes issued in accordance with the pro 
visions of this act; and said Treasury notes shall be redeemable on demand | 
in silver bullion, purchased under the provisions of this act, at the Treasury 
of the United States, or at the office of any assistant treasurer of the United 
States where there is silver bul''on kept for that purpose; and the holder of 
any Treasury note issued pursuant to the provisions of this act, upon surren- | 
der thereof tothe Secretary of the Treasury, in sums of $50, or any multiples | 
thereof, shall receive in exchange or payment therefor silver bullion equal in | 
market value, on the day of surrender, to the amount expressed on the face of | 
the note or notes surrendered; and when surrendered such notes may be reis- | 
sued. But no greater or less amount of such notes shall be outstanding at 
any time than the cost of the silver bullion purchased under this act and 





then held in the Treasury purchased by such notes; and such Treasury 
notes shall be a legal tender in payment of all debts, public and private, ex 
cept where otherwise expressly stipulated in the contract, and shall be re- 
ceivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues; and when so received may 
be reissued. 

Seo. 3. Thatthe silver bullion purchased under the provisions of this act 
libe subject to the requirements of existing law and the regulations of 
the mint service governing the methods of determining the amount of pure 
silver contained, and the amount of charges or deductions, if any, to be made. 
Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury, or some competent person to 
be appointed by him, shall daily ascertain and fix the market price of silver 

bullion which shall be purchased under the provisions of this act. and the | 
mee so fixed on each day shall be the maximum price at which bullion may 
purchased or paid in redemption of notes, but if during the day the market 
price declines from or is less than the price fixed for such day, then pur 
and redemptions may be made at the market price without reference 

to the price fixed for that day. 


_. Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I do not claim oriyinal- 
ay for the thought expressed in this proposition, for it has been 
before. 
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If such a bill as the one which I have submitted should be en- 
acted, | believe it would create a currency which would be saf 


and, instead of depending upon gold for its parity, would always 
be worth in gold the face value of the notes issued in pursuance 

its provisions. Every dollar represented in a note would be 
worth a gold dollar’s worth of silver bullion, and lemand 

erefor the Secretary would exchange a dollar's worth of n 
for each dollar so represented. This would make the redemption 
of these notes rest upon a silver redemption fund, . ting of 

| the silver. bullion purchased under the provisions of the act | 
form of the statute is like the act of July 14, 1890, and differs from 
that act principally in providing for the redemption of the n ; 
in silver bullion instead of coin, which, under tha Was 
strued to mean redemption in gold. 

[ do not know that the proposed measure will n he approval 
of ultra free-coinage advocates, but it ought to be a ptable to 
the real friends of bimetallism. It would doubtl help to 
tain the price of silver by making a greater den 1 fe Ise, 
and in a way that would not give it a fictit 3 va | limit 
of the amount which might be purchased is not very material, 
and perhaps might as well be left out, because the plan would 1 
entirely safe to any extent of operation without p rhe » the 
Government unless its operation should tend to depreciate silver. 
Such a result is improbable, and if it ever should transpire that 


the price of bullion should decline a little I think the necessity for 
some additional redemption fund would warrant Congress in tak- 
ing a little risk of possible loss from a decline in the value of 
bullion. 

= LIVINGSTON. Are not the silver certificates as zoo 
gold? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. The gentleman asks me if silver cert 


| cates are not as good asgold. They are, because when the United 


Statesdeclared that gold and silver metals should be maintained on 
a parity these certificates became as good as gold, because they are 
based on gold. All of our paper currency, including $333,456,236 
silver certificates, $141,092,280 Treasury notes under the act of 
July 14, 1890, and $346,681,016 greenbacks now in circulation, is 


| based upon gold. And it may be said the national-bank notes. 


amounting to $207,368,028 on November 1, 1895, are included. I 
think to a great extent they are included, because they are redeem- 
able in lawful money, and lawful money is payable in gold. Of 
course they have the additional security which the bonds deposited 
for their redemption gives them. But, nevertheless, whoever has 
national-bank notes may, by demanding their payment in green 
backs and Treasury notes, procure such paper as will be redeemed 
in gold. 

This is too great a draft upon the gold in this country. Our 
supply of coin is as follows: Gold coin, $564,132,920, and gold bul 
lion, $53,945,262; silver coin, $500.548,489, and silver bullion, $125 
078,608. Butof these metals $646.179,727 are held in the Treasury. 


and held there as basic money, and upon which the credit of our 
| paper currency depends. And therefore indirectly every national- 


bank note may be used to get gold. 

Mr.HYDE. Will the gentlemanailow me toask hima question? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I do notthink Ican yield, as [have very 
little time. If it is a short one I will yield; but when we strike a 
Western man we do not know where he will end. He often in 
jects a silver speech into his question. 

Mr. HYDE. Is a silver certificate now, or has it over been, ri 
deemed in gold or anything but silver? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. There is nothing redeemed in silver in 
the United States. No paper currency is redeemed in silver. I 
admit that the Secretary of the Treasury has discretion to pay in 
either coin. But by the act of July 14, 1890, and again by the law 
of 1893, repealing in part the act of 1890, it is declared to be the 
policy of the United States to maintain the two metals on a parity, 
and the only way to accomplish that is by paying our paper cur 
rency in the most valuable coin. If that policy had not been fol 
lowed, silver coin would have depreciated, as would any currency 
redeemable in silver. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does not the law say the two metals? 

Mr. HYDE. Is it not a fact that they are redeemed in gold, and 
the law says they shall be redeemed by the silver in the Treasuz 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. The law does not so require; of course 
they would redeem them in silver if the holders wanted silver. 
If the holder of paper currency will take silver the Secretary of 
the Treasury will give it to him if there is any silver coin which 
can be used. But, of course, nobody is going to take silver in 
preference to gold, when gold is of more value; he will take gold 
every time, if he has use for coin, except in small amounts. 

Mr. HYDE. Can he get gold for silver certificates to-day? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I can not discuss the matter fully with 
the gentleman. I think I have answered correctly. If they are 
redeemes at all they are redeemed in gold. 

I furthermore say the silver of this country is also dependent, 
to a large extent, upon gold, and how is it so? Silver is a legal 
tender except where it is otherwise expressly stipulated in the con; 
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tract, and in all business transactions it may be exchanged for 
lawful money, and with the lawful money the former silver 
holder may go to the Treasury of the United States and get gold. 
There is not a dollar of currency, other than gold, which does not 
derive more or less standing because it may be used, directly or 
indirectly, to procure gold. I have no doubt the credit of our sil- 
ver coin is greatly sustained because there is substantially a lim- 
ited coinage of that metal. I donot like this condition of finances, 
for I think it unduly enhances the value of gold. 

We need the use of more silver currency, not only for circulation, 
but for redemption ae. and if you free coinage gentlemen 
will get rid of your delusion—one that you will never be able to 
impose upon Congress—and accept a dollar for a dollar’s worth of 
silver, instead of asking the Government to stamp and declare 
legal tender a piece of silver worth much less than a dollar, you 
will find much support from the older States. Thiscountry wants 
gold and silver, but it wants both on a parity. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I will. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Are you expressing the views of your can- 
didate for the Presidency on the financial question of this coun- 
try? (Laughter and applause. } 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I simply say this: That the candidate 


to whom the gentleman refers stands upon the national platform— |. 


for bimetallism; and the way to accomplish it is to make both 
metals of equal value, so that neither will depend upon the other 
for its value. In this way we may have bimetallism. Under free 
coinage at 16 to 1 the coins would not circulate side by side owing 
to the great disparity in their values. Bimetallism requires both 
to circulate. [Applause.] 

Mr. BOAT ER Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman state 
whether any silver certificate has ever been redeemed in gold? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Well, I simply use the reports coming 
from the Department. I say that the $333,000,000 silver certifi- 
cates now outstanding are classed along with the naper currency, 
which is redeemable in gold. You will find that statement in the 
report of the Director of the Mint. 

ow, gentlemen, I have discussed this Indian appropriation bill 
in all fairness [laughter] and without consuming any more of 
your time—— 

Mr. HARDY. I move that the gentleman may be granted ten 
minutes longer. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Iam obliged to the gentleman from 
Indiana, but do not ask any further time. All I ask of gentlemen 
is that they will seriously consider the arguments I have made in 
favor of this appropriation and allow me to print so much of my 
speech as I have not had time to deliver. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Are there any more barrels to your shot- 
gun—anything about the Cuban question? : 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I will say to the gentleman that if ther 
are any they would not do as some other gentlemen’s do—fire 
nothing but wind. [Laughter and applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate, by order of the committee, 
is closed, and the Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as foliows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, appro- 

riated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 

he purpose of paying the current and contingent openers of the Indian 
Department for the year ending June 30, 1897, and fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions for the various Indian tribes, namely —— 


Mr. DOCKERY. In the absence of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, I ask permission of the gentleman in 
charge of the bill to submit an amendment, to come in after the 
word ‘‘ Department,” in line 6, ‘‘in full compensation for the serv- 
ice of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 1, line 6, after the word ‘“‘ Department,” add the words “in full 
compensation for the service." 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


At the Yankton Agency, S. Dak., $1,600; in all, $85,000: Provided, That the 
foregoing appropriations shall not take effect nor become available in an 
case for or during the time in which any officer of the Army of the Unite 
States shall be enga in the performance of the duties of Indian agent at 
any of the agencies above named: Provided further, That the Commissioner 
of Yndian Affairs, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, may de- 
volve the duties of any Indian agency upon the superintendent of the Indian 
training school loca at suchagency,when. — ‘ in his judgment such super- 
intendent can properly perform the dutie ich agency. And the super- 
intendent upon whom such duties dev «il give bond as other Indian 
agents, 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, _ ffer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 6, strike out lines 19, 20, and the words “in which,” in line 21, and 
insert ‘‘no” before “ officer,” in line 21. 
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Mr. SHERMAN, I reserve the point of order agains} 
amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Make your point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The point is that the amendment cha) 
isting law. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the object of this ame) 
is to provide that no army officer shall be detailed as an | 
agent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does not the existing law provide th: 
cers may be detailed to that duty? 

Mr. PICKLER. The appropriation bills passed from 
year have generally contained that provision. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All the appropriation bills that I hay, 
have included that provision, so that the amendment of t) 
tleman from South Dakota would change the law as it exist 

Mr.PICKLER. I think it is a question, Mr. Chairman, w] 
when you simply make a law from year to year in an app 
tion bill it can be regarded as the “‘ existing law.” 

Mr. BOWERS. There is noquestion about it. The gent], 
knows that the provision in the appropriation bill say 
‘thereafter ” it shall be lawful to make these details. 

Mr. PICKLER. Who has the floor, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. BOWERS. Lhaveit; at least it looksasif Thad. [Lanch. 
, ter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman in charge of the bill 1 
the point of order, I will not press the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have to decide the point by 
his recollection of the existing law. The recollection of the‘ 
is that the appropriation bills have provided by positive enactine 
that army officers may be detailed for this purpose, and, | 
that recollection, the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the Chair will pardona suggestion, 
pose there was no appropriation bill passed this year, would i 
still be in existence, as a result of last year’s appropriation bill, ; 
law authorizing the detail of these officers; or did the operation 
of that appropriation bill end absolutely with the fiscal year to 
which it applied? That is the real question here, and while | take 
no sides on the particular point at issue, the question I have pre- 
sented strikes me as an important one. To illustrate, there isa 


+ 
al 


limitation put upon the expenditure of a given appropriation in 
last year’s bill, that it shall not be used for this purpose or that i 

may be used for that purpose; now, is that the ‘‘ existing law,” so 
that the appropriation bill passed this year can not make a differ- 
ent limitation? That, it seems to me, is the real question, and the 
only important one here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that the appropriation bill 
of last year, according to his recollection (which seems to be con- 
firmed by the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
tained a positive enactment that army officers might be detailed for 
this duty. Now, if that be so any provision which repeals or moudi- 
fies that statute is a change of existing law. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. The Chair is undoubtedly right if there is 
a statute in existence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that he was deciding the 

uestion upon his recollection, and it seems to be conceded that 
that recollection is correct. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But gentlemen here are now contending 
that there is no existing law on the subject except what appears in 
the annual appropriation bill. 

Mr. PICKLER- Iam quite certain of that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The recollection of the Chair is that the 
provision was made in the appropriation bill, but made as a 
positive enactment. The Chair may be wrong in his recollection, 
and if he is he trusts that some gentleman will correct hiin. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw that amend- 
ment, and move to strike out lines 19, 20, 21, 22, and 23, down to 
the word ‘‘Provided” and to insert this language: ‘“‘No officer 
of the Army of the United States shall be engaged in the perform- 
ance of the duties of Indian agent at any of the agencies above 
named.” Thatis merely stating the same proposition in a different 


form. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the same point of 
order on that. 

Mr. PICKLER. I should like to have a vote of the House on 
this proposition. I believe it is a good proposition. The question 
has been discussed a good deal from time to time, and I think that 
during all the time I have been in Congress the provision for the 
detail of army officers has been made only in the appropriation 
bills. The gentleman from California a Fr. ere suggests 
that the provisions in appropriation bills have provided that this 
authority to detail officers to act as Indian agents should continue 
‘*hereafter.” From = to year that provision has been repeated 
in the appropriation bills; but I do not think that it operates be- 
= the end of the year, because, as suggested by the gentleman 

m Ohio [Mr. GRosvENoR], it is clear that if no appropriation 
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pill were passed this year there would no longer be an “ existing 
law” on this subject. a . 

I believe that this amendment is in order. I believe that the 
provision which has been referred to is merely one which appears 
from year to year in the appropriation bill. If it is the existing 
law, why does the committee insert it in this bill? Why is it con- 
tinually repeated from year to year? _ 

This case is not like other cases—for instance, one which we had 
the other day—where there is a conflicting provision in the Re- 
vised Statutes. At least, according to my memory, this provision 
is not in the Revised Statutes, but is simply carried in the appro- 
priation bills from year to year. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman noticed the language of 
the proviso? ! 
where an officer of the Army performs the duties of Indian agent. 
It is in that way a limitation upon the appropriation. 

Mr. PICKLER. In that case is not the argument so much 
stronger to show that it is not a provision of existing or continu- 
ing law? It is merely a limitation upon an annual appropriation 


bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think that the proviso 
If the Chair is right in | 


interferes at all with the existing law. 
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It is that this appropriation shall not be available | 


his recollection of the facts, the amendment proposed is a change | 


of existing law the same as the other proposition. The recollec- 
tion of the Chair is quite clear that there was quite a struggle in 
the House over changing the law in this respect, so.as to allow 
army officers to act as Indian agents; that the provision was en- 
acted after a long debate. 

Mr. BOWERS. If I may be ailowed a minute, I think I can 
state the facts in regard to this matter very briefly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dakota 
yield to the gentleman from California? 

Mr. PICKLER. I presume I must do so, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BOWERS. This provision, which wasinserted in an appro- 
priation bill in the Fifty-second Congress, was written by myself. 
It was offered by me as anamendment; and I think it was included 


| 
| 
| 


in a single line. something like this: ‘‘ Provided, That hereafter the | 


President of the United States shall detail army officers to perform 
the duties of Indian agents so fast as vacancies occur.” 

Mr. PICKLER. That is permanent law. 

Mr. BOWERS. That is the whole provision. As has been 
stated. the proposition was debated for some time; but it was de- 
batéd longer after it passed than before—some men in Congress 
were so much surprised about it. 
occupied the Senate about two weeks. 


The provision has not been in any appropriation bill since that | 


time, nor was it in any previous bill. It has never been repeated 


in any appropriation bill; but, as I have said, it is as much the | 


statute law to-day as any law on the books. The gentleman from 
South Dakota knows it. He makes this fight—I am perfectly will- 
ing he should make it—“‘ for the benefit of whom it may concern,” 
every time this bill comes before the House. But we all under- 
stand the question. I am perfectly willing that the gentleman 
should make as good a fight as he can. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I am for this proposition every 
time it comes before the House, because I believe init. Wehave 
25,000 Indians in my State—more than in any other State, I be- 
lieve. We have seven of these agencies, and we know something 
of this Indian business. As I said yesterday, we know that as a 
rule civilians are the proper persons for administering the affairs 
of the Indian agencies. The political party appointing an Indian 
agent is responsible for that officer, the officer is responsible to his 
party, and thus we have better service. An army officer (while 

have no objection to him in his own line) is out of his line of 
business when acting as an Indian agent. He does not take the 
same interest in such matters that a civilian does. He has not 
so much at heart the interests of the Indians, their education 
and civilization. It is the opinion of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and of everyone that 
has had anything to do with the investigation of this question 
that civilians are the proper persons to act as Indian agents. I 
am opposed to army officers being detailed for this purpose, be- 
cause such a practice is against the best interests of the Indian 
service, 

Ido not undertake to say what was the language of the pro- 
vision which was inserted in the Indian appropriation bill. It 
may have been what the gentleman from California has stated; I 
do not remember the language. But my proposition was that it 
was simply a provision in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that this paragraph be 


The discussion of the matter | 





passed over until a later stage in the consideration of the bill, so | 


that we may find out what the law is on this subject. 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] in charge of this bill 
7 objection to that? 

r. SHERMAN. I have not. 


If there is any question about 


Has the | 


| 
| 
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ous statement of fact. I do not think, however, there is really 
any question about the fact—— 

Mr. BOWERS. Thereisnot. In amomentI will get the record, 

Mr. SHERMAN. [have noobjection to passing over this para- 
graph informally and going on with the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the pend- 
ing paragraph be passed over informally with the point of order 
pending. Isthere objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


S$ 


For pay of five Indian inspectors, at $3,000 per annum each, $15,000 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the clause 
just read providing for the payment of five Indian inspectors. I 
do not know whether the House is aware of the fact, but my 
experience is that these five Indian inspectors, attached to the 
Secretary's office, are used solely by him, or very largely at least, 
as his political body guards. 

They have been sent into Oklahoma Territory during the past 
three years to work up a sentiment, if such a thing were possible 
to be done, in favor of the present Secretary of the Interior. At 
the present time there are two of these inspectors in Pottawatomie 
County, Okla., and they have caused more trouble with the settlers 
there than Hoke Smith ever did during his entire administration. 
It is true that we have been plundered through the course of the 
Secretary of the Interior, but we overlook all that sort of thing 
out there. 

Now, there are men out there threatening to eject men from 
farms on which they have built houses, on which they have lived 
for years, and on which they have planted orchards. Under the 
system now in operation these men are to be ejected from their 
homes, and this is done under the statement that they were not 
paying rent enough to the Indians. 

It is well known, Mr. Chairman, to everybody who lives in the 
West that cash rentsin the semiarid regions are almost unknown. 
The only form of rent, where a man rents the farm at all, is that 
form in which he paysa percentageof thecrops. These inspectors 
are demanding more rent now per acre in that region of country 
in some cases than the lands could be sold for. I have appealed 
to the Indian Office and insisted that a change in this respect was 
necessary; that something should be done toward righting these 
people; but, as usual in this Administration, a deaf ear is always 
turned to the appeai of the poor settler. ; 

I would offer an amendment for the appointment of competent 
inspectors, if any are to be appointed, were I not well aware of the 
fact that the standard of efficiency under the present Secretary of 
the Interior is so low that a man who never saw a farm in his life 
would be as capable, and more so, than some of the men who are 
sent out among us to transact farm business for the Indians. 
For that reason I know it would be absolutely useless to offer 
such an amendment. And therefore I think the House is justified 
in refusing to continue the five Indian inspectors, who are. as I 
have said already, mere personal guards of the Secretary, traveling 
through the country for no other purpose, but causing ruin wher- 
ever they go. 

I trust that the House will refuse to indorse the action of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and refuse to permit the present 
Administration to continue this forceinexistence, and thus demon- 
strate that Congress at least has some interest in the welfare of 
the white men who have been placed at the political mercy of 
Hoke Smith, and that these men shall not He turned loose to 
defraud them as they have been defrauded in the past. 

I move to strike out that provision of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman,! think my friend from Okla- 
homa is rather more enthusiastic than earnest in his declarations, 

Mr. FLYNN. Give us a vote upon it and you will see. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hardly think the Secretary of the Interior 
needs or desires any defense from me in reference to his Indian 
policy at least. But I disagree with the gentleman from Okla- 
homa entirely when he says that the only use of these inspectors 
under this or any other Administration is to act as political emis 
saries of the Secretary of the Interior. I think that they are a 
valuable part of the Indian service, and I am surprised that the 
gentleman makes the amendment here. He did not give us any 
notice in the committee of his desire to do so, and I hope that it 
will be voted down. 

Mr. FLYNN. The reason I did not doso in committee was be 
cause I did not have the petition of 500 of the taxpayers of Potta- 
watomie County, Okla., asking the removal of these men from the 
Territory. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This, I believe, Mr. Chairman, is a motion to 
strike out the paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN, A motion to strike out the lines which have 
just been read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
motion to strike out is submitted to the committee, 


I desire to perfect the paragraph before the 
and in order 


the facts on which this point of order rests, I do not care to have | to do so I move toamend by striking out the words ‘three thou- 





the Chair run the risk of passing upon the question on an errone- | sand,” in line 11, and inserting ‘* two thousand five hundred.” I 
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also move to amend by striking out the words “fifteen thousand,” 
in line 12, and inserting “ twelve thousand five hundred ” instead, 
so as to make the total correspond with the change suggested in 
the preceding line. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Lonly desire to say this to the committee—to 
both sides of this Chamber—that these inspectors have heretofore 
received $2,500 per annum. 

Mr. DINGLEY., Is this a proposition to increase the salary? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is a proposition to increase each salary 
$500. 

Mr. CRISP. 
the salary? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is fixed by statute. 

Mr. CRISP. Then, how does this change the law? The sala- 
ries were cut before to the present figure, but contrary to law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to say in answer to the gentleman 
from Georgia that this does increase the salaries, because the cur- 
rent law, which is the law for this year, fixes the amount at 
$2,500 for each of these inspectors. 

Mr. CRISP. But the statute creating the office fixes the salary 
at $38,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thatistrue. AndI want to say further, Mr. 
Chairman, that since the Forty-fourth Congress, a Congress 
memorable in the history of the party to which I belong, more 
than one hundred salaries carried in this and other bills have been 
fixed below the statutory limit. 

Now, I do not know any gentleman connec ted with this service. 
I have no interest whatever in this paragraph, but it did occur to 
me that these gentlemen, having accepted these positions at $2,500, 
ought to continue to discharge the duties of their positions, and 
their successors could very well afford to accept the offices at the 
same compensation. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, just a word. Of course I appre- 
ciate the efforts of my friend to protect the Treasury, but still, in 
his zeal, I think he has beena little misled about what has taken 
place as to these officers. The statute provides that the salaries 
shall be $3,000, and that is the statute under which they accepted 
the office, and there has always been $3,000 appropriated for them 
except in the last two bills. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. CRISP. The last two bills reduced the amount to $2,500; 
so that so far from accepting the office at $2,500, they accepted it 
at $3,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But was not the salary $2,500 when these 
present officials were appointed? 

Mr. CRISP. Three thousand dollars. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But had it not been fixed at $2,500 in the ap- 
propriation bill? 

Mr. CRISP. No; it has only been $2,500 in the last two bills. 
These gentfemen came in three years ago. When they were ap- 
pointed the salary was $3,000. It seems to me, so long as that is 
the salary, we ought to ‘appropriate for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp} has correctly stated the facts. The a inspect- 
ors, with possibly one exception, were — when the sal- 
ary of the office was $3,000. It has been that all the time until 
the last Congress—the last two bills—and then it was cut down to 
$2,500. Now, the mere fact that my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
Dor ns suggests that somebody else may fill these positions for 
$2,500 is, 1 think, no argument. I have no doubt that scores of 
men can be found in the district of the gentleman from Missouri— 
I know it is so in mine—who would gladly come here to accept 
and fill our places for much less salary than we are receiving. I 
think somebody struggled pretty hard to do it for the present sal- 
ary in the gentleman's district at the last election, and I have no 
doubt somebody will do it this fall in his district and in mine. I 
think that is no argument whatever; but when the law fixes a 
salary 1 do not believe—and this House declares in its rules that 

it does not believe—in the policy of changing existing law in an 

appropriation bill. Ido not believe it is proper, when the statute 
of the country for fifteen years has fixed a salary, that we should 
arbitrarily cut it down in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. LACEY. I will ask the gentleman if these inspectors are 

not allowed $4 per day for subsistence and mileage in addition to 
this? 

Mr. SHERMAN, There is an allowance for actual expenses 
while traveling. 

Mr. BARRETT. It is fixed at $4 a day, is it not? 


I will ask the gentleman if the law does not fix 
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Mr. PEARSON. I wish to ask tne chairman of the com 
which is existing law, this salary of $2,500 a year as it is. : 
the original law of $3,000 a year? Which is existing law, 
as it stands to-day or the law before it was changed? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The law has not been changed, I will 
the gentleman is addressing his question to me. The la 
says that the salary shall be $3,000 a year, but the last C 
led by our—I was about to say parsimonious—economici] 
from Indiana, Mr. Holman, appropriated only $2,500 | 
salary. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman should say ‘economics 
gress,” not ‘‘economical friend from Indiana.” The gen 
from Indiana is not present to defend himself. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I donot think the gentleman from I; 
would attempt to defend himself against that charge if ho \ 
here. I think he would rather applaud me for saying that 
the last Congress the amount appropriated was $2,500, and 
this provision which the gentleman from Missouri now inc 
rates into the bill was in the last bill—and I do not rem 
whether it was or not—they would still have the right to 
their $500 in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman,I hope the amendment 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] will prevail. I u 
stand it is to decrease the salary as proposed in the bill from § 
to $2,500 of five inspectors. 

First, upon themerits. Twenty-five hundred dollars salary fo 
Indian inspector is, in my judgment, sufficient, when it is : 
lected that transportation and subsistence are paid outside « 
$2,500. That is a much better salary than most Governmen 
cials receive, including Representatives and Senators. 

Now, so much for the merits of the proposition. Fortwo 
past the appropriation has been $2,500 a year for these ve ( 
They have not suffered. I know of no reason why in the }1 
condition of the Treasury this side of the House should fa!] 
itself to increase this amount to these employees, especially ag 
the protest of most of the other side. It is true the gentle 
from Georgia {Mr. Crisp] favors the increase; but when he | 
the honor to preside in the last Congress, with the great poy 
the Speaker, I take notice that the salary of these inspectors \ 
fixed at $2,500 a year by his own political friends. 

Now, one word further, because we ought to be consistent. | 
1875, under the lead of Mr. Randall, in a Democratic Hou 
in the legislative bill, a substantial copy of which I hold ii 
hand, after a contest of three months, salaries were reduc: 
along the line below the amount fixed by the Revised Stat 
and every item of these 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I suggest to my colleague— 

Mr. CANNON. Ina minute. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I suggest to my colleague that 1 
was done long before the last Congress; all the way up sinc: 
Forty-fourth Congress? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly; and from that time to this th: 
ries as they were fixed below the salaries fixed in the Revised + 
utes have continued; and there are between 100 and 200 sa 
in the legislative bill, now on the Calendar, below the com): 
tion fixed by the Revised Statutes, and have been for twenty 5 
Now, then, if we are to follow the example and recommeni:tio 
of the committee upon these inspectors, later on, when we ca 
the legislative bill, the next one to follow this bill, to be con 
ent, we should force upon our Democratic friends in offic: 
tween one and two hundred increases upon this legislative i! 

For one, in the present condition of the Treasury, I will no 
vote for it. I believe that I have as much disposition to compct 
sate a public servant up to the full value of his service as any- 
body; and without any desire to follow in the footsteps of any 
claiming to be in favor of cheeseparing, upon the very meri 
will not vote for this increase, but will vote for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Missouri, to keep the salaries at what they 
now are. I hope this side will follow along that line. [Cri 
**Vote!”] 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word or tv 
I am very sorry that I can not agree with everything that ha 
been said by my honored colleague from Illinois. I have no } 
sonal acquaintance with any person whose salary is affected by t)\ 
motion made by the gentleman from Missouri, so that I can 1ot 
be charged with any personal or selfish motive. Ido know that 
when this matter was investigated and this office of Indian 
spector was created the parties having this matter in chary 
knowing the amount of responsibility that would be thrown u| 
these men, fixed the salary at $3,000, and that that salary has lx 
Now, sirice these men 


maintained from that time to the present. 
who are to be affected by the motion of the gentleman from ii 

Mr. LACEY. They get the $2,500 net. They have their living | souri were appointed, under the leadership of Mr. Holman of [I 
and traveling expenses paid at the rate of $4 per day, besides the | diana, their salary was cut down in the last appropriation bill ‘0 
salary, $2,500, being $500 less than allowed by law, $500 less than they had 


Mr. LACEY. ae may commute it. 
Mr. HOPKINS hey have to pay that out. 
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a right to expect when they received their appointment from th: 
resent Administration. — 

| do not sympathize with those gentlemen who say that this is 
a matter among Democrats and that if a Democrat sees fit to make 
a motion to cut the salaries down we as Republicans will fol 
low such leadership. _These men are officers of the Government 
of the United States,in the discharge of their duties. They are 
discharging them as American citizens and as ofticers of the Gov 
ernment of the United States, not as Democrats nor as Repub 
licans. The question for us to determine here to-day is not the 
personnel of these men, but whether or not a mistake was made 
by our predecessors in office when they created that office and 
fixed the salary at $3,000. We follow the leadership of the men 
who have charge of this in committee, the gentlemen representing 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, who have made the statement- 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Do you think it is the duty of this side of 
the House to increase something over a hundred salaries that have 
been reduced for nearly twenty years below the amount allowed 
by statute and increase the salary of those officers something like 
$100,000? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do think it would be the duty of this House 
to pass upon that question, if that were before us; but it is not. 

Mr. SAYERS. But it will be before the committee. 

Mr. HOPKINS. One gentleman at a time. I can be happy 
with either if the other will keep quiet. That question is not be- 
fore the House. Now as to the point made by my colleague, that 
the salaries fixed by the Forty-fourth Congress have been followed 
since by the House. Every officer represented in that bill when 
he received his appointment did so with the full knowledge that | 
the salary had been reduced to the amount that is now represented 
in the bill. But the case is different here. So far as these in- 
spectors are concerned, when they received their appointments 
from the President of the United States their salary was $3,000; 
and there would be just as much justice in the Congress fixing 
the amount of your salary at $4,000 instead of $5,000 as it is for 
you, by your vote, to say that these inspectors shall get $2,500 in- 
stead of $3,000 each. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You are fixing 

Mr. HOPKINS. You have the brute force to doit, as this House 
nas the brute force to reduce your salary to $4,000; nevertheless | 
youaccepted your present position under conditions where the law 
said you were entitled to receive $5,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I ask for five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You are trying to fix a precedent here to 
base other cases upon, but we do not propose to fix that precedent. | 
Mr. HOPKINS. What I was about to remark, Mr. Chairman, 
when I was interrupted by my friend on the other side of the aisle, 
was that the Committee on Indian Affairs when they had the 
subject under consideration had the Commissioner and other ex- | 
perts before them, and I understand from the chairman of the | 
committee that the opinion of the Department is that these salaries | 
ought to be restored to the amount fixed by law. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. They wanted the restoration last year, but | 
they did not get it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, do two wrongs make a right? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If an injustice was done last year I see no | 
reason why it should be continued this year. We all know, from 
the trend of public sentiment, that the personnel of these offices 
will be changed, and that men of a different political faith will 
be pat in these places, and I do want to set a precedent, so as to 
make these men understand that, regardless of political affilia- | 
tions, this House will do justice by them. If these salaries are 
too high as fixed by law, let us pass a bill to reduce them; but let 
us not attempt to do it in this manner, after men have accepted 
the offices with the understanding that the law of the country 
will be observed by the Congress of the United States and that 
appropriations commensurate with the salaries fixed by law will 

made, 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I merely want to say to my 
friend from Minois that itis suggested on this side of the House that | 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] had these salaries | 
reduced in order to meet the increase in the purchasing power of 
money, estimating that $2,500 now would be more than equal in 

urchasing power to $3,000 at the time the salary was fixed by 
aw. |[Laughter.}| But, seriously speaking, Mr. Chairman, it | 
seemsto me that the position taken by the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Horxrys}, who last addressed the House, is a perfectly sound | 
one. If a statute of the United States fixes a salary, Congress 
may appropriate less than the salary as compensation for the serv- | 
ices, but it can not do so without violating the law or without | 
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king advantage of the fact that an appropriation bill, affecting, 
it does, so many interests, may be approved, when, if aspecial 
statute reducing the salary had to be considered on its own merits, 


would not receive fayorable « leration; and the fact that 
these officials have received less than their proper salaries for two 
vears is no argument,to my mind, why they should not re ve 
their ertire salary for the next fiscal year, especially a \is 
ase the salaries were fixed, not only by statute, but also by ip- 
propriation bill at the time these men were ay nted to of 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Lacry having taken 
thechair asSpeaker pro tempore 
pp | 


a message from the Senate, by Mr. 

LATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had ] d 
without amendment the bill (H. R. 4153) to grant t Fort Smith 
and Western Coal Railroad Company a right of way through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had p: 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1100) granting a pension to Russel N. Reynolds; 

A bill (S. 1017) granting a pension to Robert Kiracoft 

A bill (S. 997) granting a pension to Ella D. Cross; 

A bill (S. 1505) granting an increase of pension to Rufus H, 
Paine; 

A bill (S. 146) granting an increase of pension to Samu 
Towne; 

A bill (S. 878) granting a pension to Jared S. Chamberlain 

A bill (S. 625) granting a pension to Nellie L. Gr 

A bill (S. 757) granting an increase of pensio 
Morris; 

A bill (S. 
Gould; 

\ bill (S. 1276) granting a pension to John L. Britton; 

A bill (S. 1291) granting an increase of pen 1 toc 
Boughton, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Horace Bou 

bill (S. 1672) granting a pension to Lue R. Bi 
A bill (5S. 1105) granting a pension to Mary E. S m 
A bill (S. 1149) granting a pension to Sophia J. ¢ leott: 
A bill (8.178) granting a pension to Betsey J. Webber; 
A bill (8.1605) granting a pension to Anna Kelley; 


1310) granting an increase of pension to Shubael 





A bill (8.1511) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart Whit- 
ing; 

A bill (S.804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe; 

A bill (8.1215) granting a pension to Ellen Kingsley: 

A bill (8S. 1435) granting an increase of pension to Nathan Kim- 
ball; 

A bill (8.905) granting a pension to Mary W. Keefe: 

A bill (S. 807) granting a pension to Charles Williamson; 

A bill (S. 638) granting an increase of pension to John 83 

A bill (S. 522) for the relief of George Hughes, of Portland, 
Oreg.; 

A bill (8S. 673) granting a pension to Joseph R. West, brigadier 
and brevet major-general United States Army Volunt 

A bill (5.1631) granting a pension to Emeline Filga 

A bill (5.1787) granting a pension to.Nancy T. D 


A bill (8S. 144) granting an increase of pension to Theophilus C, 
Ingalls; 

A bill (S. 189) granting an increase of pension to Caroline B, 
Bradford; 

A bill (S. 651) granting a pension to Jane L. Buckingham; 

A bill (S. 760) granting a pension to Rhoda Chick; 

A bill (S. 1837) granting a pension to Ellen Ewing, widow of 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Ewing: 

\ bill (S. 1343) granting an increase of pension to Enoch G, 
Adams; 

A bill (8S. 1420) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth W. 
Sutherland; 

A bill (S. 1495) granting a pension to Hans Johnson; 

A bill (S. 1522) granting a pension to Catherine 

A bill (8.705) granting a pension to Emily B. Muncey; 

A bill (8.246) granting a pension to Nancy Carsor. Blunt; 
bill (S. 247) granting a pension to Wallace McGra 


Smith 


\ 

A bill (S.719) to restore a pension to Harriet M. Knowlton; 

A bill (8.819) granting a pension to Cath OL 

A bill (S. 1493) granting a pension to Mary Clare Kelly; 

A bill (5S. 826) granting a pension to Caroline Reed 

A bill (S. 1888) granting an increase of pension to William T, 
Walker; 

A bill (8S. 893) for the relief of Mrs. Mary B. Hulings; 

\ bill (S. 350) granting an increase of pension to George C, 


Abbey; 
A bill (S. 996) to increase the pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll; 
A bill (S. 1323) granting a pension to Maria Somerlat, widow of 
Valentine Somerlat; 

A bill (S. 1189) granting a pension to Eliza Sandford; 
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A bill (8. 1621) granting a pension to Josephine I. Offley; ° 

A bill (8. 1128) granting a pension to Isabella Morrow; 

A bill (8. 8698) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane 
ery 


A bill (8S. 1924) granting a pension to Carrie L. Yeaton; 

A bill (8. 1044) granting a pension to Mary Newman; 

A bill (8.702) granting a pension to Caroline Stockton Brown; 
A bill (8. 724) granting an increase of pension to Helen M. Mal- 


lery; 
A bill (8. 684) granting an increase of pension to Marion McKib- 


ben; 

A bill (8. 2008) granting a pension to Fannie Moale Gibbon; 

A bill (8S. 1784) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
Foote Fairfax; 

A bill (S. 789) granting an increase of pension to C. E. Philbrook, 
widow of Alvah Philbrook, major of Twenty-fourth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteers; 

A bill (3.1945) granting a pension to Joseph Porter; 

A bill (S. 2014) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Bull; 

A bill (8. 823) granting an increase of pension to John B. Meigs; 

A bill (8. 1682) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Sarah B. 

at . 


A bill (8.1790) granting a — to Mrs. Hypolite Huard, of 
New Orleans, La., widow of Hypolite Huard, deceased; 
: = (8.916) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, Cornelia 
. Skiles; 
mF (8. 918) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, Kate 
zekiel; 
A bill (S. 13842) granting a pension to Lena D. Smith; 
A bill (8.568) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann M. Madden; and 
A bill (8. 646) for the relief of Francis Brown. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee again resumed its session. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to take issue with the 
gentleman from Illinois in his contention that there is an obliga- 
tion on the part of Congress to continue unchanged the salary of 
any officer of this Government except in such instances as are 

rescribed by the Constitution. I understand the gentleman to 
insist that because three or four years ago these inspectors were 
each paid $3,000 per annum, that therefore it would be a violation 
of the law and of sound morals and good conscience to decrease 
their salaries during their term of office. Mr. Chairman, I deny 
that there was any such contract entered into, either expressed 
or implied, between the Government and these gentlemen when 
they were appointed inspectors. The trouble in the way of the 
Honse about decreasing or increasing the salaries of these and 
similarly situated officials is that the rules of the House, if in- 
voked, prevent such action. Where an appropriation fixing the 
salary of any officer for a particular year is made by Congress, 
such an appropriation is as much law to that extent as the origi- 
nal statute. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment 
at that point? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. Havenot the courts held that where the ap- 
propriation is less than the amount of the salary fixed by law the 
officer may sue and recover? 

Mr. SAYERS. The courts have held that where a provision is 
found in an appropriation bill that the appropriation made to 
cover a salary in such bill shall be accepted in full payment of all 
services, such an appropriation is valid and binding, and the 
official can not go into court and obtain a judgment against the 
Government for a larger amount than was appropriated in the 
bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But suppose the party declines to accept that 
appr ypriation and sues for his salary? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I will say to my colleague [Mr. 
SAYERS] that the court only decided that that was true where the 
appropriation bill itself provided that the acceptance of the sum 
appropriated should operate as an acquittance of the Government. 

Mr. SAYERS. That results not only from the acceptance of 
the sum specified in the bill, but also from the provision in the 
bi'l that the amount appropriated shall be accepted in full pay- 
ment of the salary; and I am jnformed that this bill now under 
consideration contains such a provision. 

Mr. BAILEY. I agree with my colleague as to the merits of 
the proposition, but if the officer does not accept the amount ap- 
propriated in the bill he can go into the Court of Claims and 
recover the entire salary. 

Mr. BOATNER. Did not the court first hold that where the 
appropriation made was less than the salary fixed by law, the Gov- 
ernment stiil owed the officer the balance, and did not the Appro- 
priations Committee then insert the words ‘‘to be in full compen- 
sation,” so as to meet that decision of the court? 

fy. SAYERS. Certainly, 
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Mr. BOATNER. So the Committee on Appropriations a imit 
having, by the mere force of those words, extorted from the offi. 
holder the difference between the amount of his salary as fixe, . 
law and the amount appropriated to pay him. 

Mr. SAYERS. No; not extorted. They did ne+ extort anve 
thing. They merely said, by law, that the amount appropriatég 
was sufficient. 

Mr. FISCHER. Do I understand the gentleman from Tex.s ¢, 
hold that an appropriation for a certain amount made in the jj) 
of one year fixes that as the amount of the appropriation for tha 


same pu every year thereafter? 
Mr. SAVERS. 


0; it only fixes the amount for the year fo 
which the sepeepeieiion is made. - 5 
Mr. FISCHER. I understood the gentleman to argue that he. 
cause $2,500 was eee for this purpose last year we might 
not appropriate a larger sum this year. 


Mr. SAYERS. I do not take such a position, but I insist that 
in this case we should be careful as to the precedent we set. 

Mr. FISCHER. Suppose you should get $10,000 of appropria. 
tion for one of your rivers or harbors this year, would that bar 
you from asking a larger sum next year? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. Now, Mr. Chairman, doI under. 
stand that gentlemen on the other side are here asking for ip. 
crease of salaries? The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Horkiys] 
is probably ‘‘counting his chickens before they are hatched,” 


{Laughter.] His whole argument seems to be based upon the 
ae that the Republicans are going to carry the election 
next fall—— 


Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, no. 
Mr. SAYERS. And he wishes his political friends, who, he 
$3,500" are going to hold these positions, to get $3,000 instead of 
2,5 


“Mr. HOPKINS. That imputation is unworthy of the gentle. 


man from Texas. |Laughter.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, if there were nothing else in- 
volved in this proposition than the simple question of the salaries 
of these inspectors I should not say a word. But the question 
raised on the proposition to increase the salaries of five Indian 


inspectors $500 each reaches much further than these officials, 
There are not less than 200 officials provided for in the legislative, 


executive, and judicial appropriation bill and other appropriation 
bills whose salaries as fixed by law are from $500 to $2,000 more 
-_ annum than the amount which has been appropriated for them 
uring the last two, five, ten, fifteen, and in some cases twenty | 
years. The salaries of nearly all the officials of the Government 
were determined by laws passed either during the war or in the 
years immediately succeeding, when we had a depreciated cur- 


rency and the cost of living was very much greater than it is now, 
and when the standard of salaries was consequently higher, 
Now, instead of having changed those laws, they being multitu- 
dinous in number, various Congresses, ever since 1874, have gone 
on gradually reducing the salaries of officials in appropriation bis 
to amounts believed to be consistent with the Beties to be per- 
formed and with the conditions and cost of living since we came 
back to specie payments. 

Now, it seems to me that for this House in Committee of the 
Whole to start out upon the basis assumed by this amendment, 
that because the law on the statute book, which has not been re- 


pealed, provides for a salary of $3,000—I am not certain that it 
does, for I have an impression that the salaries of these officials 
were originally fixed by an appropriation bill, but, however that 


may be, it.does not affect the argument—it seems.to me that if we 
are going to concede the argument that we ought not on an ap- 
propriation bill to appropriate any less sum for the salary of any 
official than what is fixed as his salary in the statutes, we are im- 
mediately brought to the necessity, if we are to be consistent, of 
practically increasing the salaries of more than 200 officials of the 
Government beyond the amounts paid during the last five, ten, or 
fifteen years, and beyond the amounts fixed in the pending legis- 
lative bill, which is soon to come up. 

In casting my eyes over that bill, without examining it cure- 
fully, I have noticed at least 20 officials whose salaries for several 
years have been annually carried in the several appropriation 
bills at a lower figure than that provided by the statute, officers 
who have gladly accepted as their compensation the amounts 
thus appropriated, not one of whom has resigned because of insufii- 
cient salary. Now, Ihopethatin this year of our Lord 1896, with 
this Government borrowing money for the purpose of paying cur- 
rent expenses, gentlemen in the majority in this House do not 
propose to set the example here (because if it is to be done in this 
case, then in justice it must be done in the case of al] the other of 
these officials) of practically increasing the salaries of the officials 
of this Government beyond the salaries of the past two or more 
years, especially as in this case, where the pees Se $2,500 and $4 
per day for expenses is ample and no facts have been presented to 
show otherwise. In view of the condition in which we find our- 
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